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with nothing omitted here in quotation therefrom:

T TT™National Avchives me# ¢ #=# of the United States' means “those official records that

have been determined by the Archivist to have sufficient historical or other value to
- wammant their continued preservation "bj’f"‘the‘"Uni't"e’d’"'Stat"e's“G"ovemment‘,‘ and have been
accepted bj the Admlnlstrator for aeposlt in hls custody "

If the 1mprobably, if not the 1mposs1ble, should be true, that defendants and

thedr learned and experlenced comnsel - it ought falrly be said eminent counsel —

were unlnformed af the law as it dlrectly and spe01f1cally relates to defendants,

they assuredly were not unaware of the Attorney General's own words (p 25) on

precisely this question of "Copies" the Capltallzed headlng from which this

encerpt is quoted:

law that copies be provided peameates The Attorney General's Memorandum and is

regularly repeated where relevant th-s—emphas1z1ng both the rlght of the pdbllc and

the requlremcnt 1mposed upon the uove“nment For another example, under "AGENCY RULLS

GOVERNING AVAIJ_.ABILlTY" (p, 14), there is thls sentence.

"Subsectlon (b) requires that federal agency records Wthh are avallable for
—Ppublic-inspection also must be available-for -Sepying,—since-the. right to.- 1nspect records. .
is of little value without the right to copy for future reference,"

Thls OfflClal 1nterpretatlon clearly covers both parts of plalntlfi s requests,

the flrst for copies of the ex1st1ng photographs, and the second for ohotographs to be o

made show1ng that Wthh is not deplcted in any ex1st1ng photographso
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_study thereof." Under III., (_1), Mesothe Administrator is authoriged to photograph e

not to be contested this 01ted language from thaI contract is complete refuatlon of
beCause.,“* 2)the% fusal of defendants to perm_lt plalnt to do what he deSW res (s:.c)
magreementa;.," -AS].de from -,h<, fact that it is by no means either a fair or{honeet -

“representation of plaintiff's request that derendants take photographs of 'these

“articles" to describe such a normal requests to this Court as " to do what he desires

Tor fiﬁ‘i‘é‘s’tigé“tbf;';;for“ purposes relevant to his gtudy.os

0 Ah St ____r B r__ . e )
w‘ra;l%g request of August 4, 1967, or his series of written requests, following other

—

~ verbal requests, beginning Im _]jeowéfiﬁﬁéifi;' 1969, it would seem tnat any reasonable

that might be

““delay/sanctioned by the language "as promptly as is reasonable under the particular ~—

" circumstances" has long since expired. T T

GSA=

" Bvem if the Vlegal"i'ty"of"“the""f}ﬁt{am:ﬂy contract-isconceded; which plaintiff-does——

~—not,; that does not-sanction -the-withholding of—this-public information-from- pl-ai—rrtif—fr—"-w

—{Complaint,; Bxhibits A and F).Brief-quotation, elaborated upon-in other addendas ——

/
.. Under-I.,-(2) reads, "Access to. the Appendix ,,A,.material_@he_.._?resident'.s.‘.clothina

shall be permitted only to:", followed by_,._(.b)..;.l!..‘Any,;serious_ scholar or investigator on

_matters relating to the deathk}fsf the late President for purposes relevant to his

releva,nce in def endants argument and there can be, with regard to it, no genulne issue

as to any material fact. However, even if, for the sake or argument the valldlty were

derendants second contentlon, that "p&xalntlff is not entltled to the rellef he seeks

re?ardlng these articles is a dlscretlon c‘omrltted to the def enda.nts hy statute a.nd an

”regardlng ‘these articles", which betokens at Jeast a sugzestion of something wrongiyl
“or hurtful and is quite contrary to fact, the cited provisions of this agreement are

" specific in stipulating that MaccessS...shall be permltted" " "any serlous “scholar

~H apn f‘.f ~fo- dofwﬂrm ¢ i’rc/tﬁ#&a———]
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mcons:.stent w1th the desu-e and 1ntent

addltlonal a,nd pertlnent re%_latmons w1th regard to pfec:.s

ly what mxxmxghnxmm

to suporess, Bef endants have
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That both defendants and defendantg counsel knew of these regulations, which
“could not have‘been‘more“perfectly"designed“tO"in“every“aspectfand‘detail”encompass i
TawRemdankx plaintiff's-bebuffed—and rejected requests-and-appeal, is-beyond-questions
-It-likewise is beyond doubt-that defendants-knowing and -willfully withheld this -

-regulation-from-this Court, -as-from-plaintiff. Now-it-happens that on numerous-occasions,

—~usually unanswered,  plaimtiff requested of defendants just such information as this so .

v_that"plaintiffwcouldupursueihisrrightswundermthe_lawodMoreover,_for»a.long.period,of.mq

kX3 Airteﬁ} gd. to plaintiff when the wrong copies of correspondence was-

_sent.himA.plaintiff}sgequests_and_propgsﬁd“responsespwere_sant,to”a,Particular,laWyer
whose identification was thereby disclosed to plaintiff, in the office of the general
counsel at G5A, S6°3REPH8ET authorities would also seem to be involved in withholding
_from plaintiff the most applicable regulations, regulations recuiring that defendantsu

prov1de What plaintiff seeks° It does not seem unlikely thau they are no le s involved

1n the w1thhold1ng from this épurt

§
Itﬁ also is not poss1ble that defendants or defendants counsel were. either unaware

of or forgot about this regulation, for at the time plaintiff was attempting, without

sufcess, to obtain copies of these photographs, the Department of Justice represented

R S —
GSA in another case that did not go to trial, The Motion to Dismiss in that case ¥

s1gned by three Department mf Justice lawyers whose names also appear on papers filed

. N Yo e
in plaintifi' s ClVll Action 718—70 in this Courto It S as an exhibit in defendants'

RN o Lvae s i "
Motlon to Dismiss in thatﬂcase that plaint1f§ scoveredptﬁfgr%géul %ignpa§x£aéhxﬁxhsxxtﬁx

TtxizxaktankeixherEisyx In that case, obviously, something in these regulations suited
'aéféﬁaaﬁ%g€"safﬁaség;“iﬁ“%ﬁig“£55%55£'éagé;”ﬁs“iés;'5£5i5n51§;“fﬂé&“ao'ncf; Therefore,
"Bafﬁ”thé“cou}%"ahd‘fﬁé“ﬁiéiﬁ%i%f:”ﬁﬁb”BeiiéVég he should have been sent them in response ©

" his requests, were deliberately denied them, A COPY s attached-hereto, —

- Not being a member-of the-bar;-plaintiff may misunderstand

“the obligations of & lawyer as-agent of the Court.-If-applicable-in this case, it does .
not seem that the agents—of-this-Court-served-it faithfully - especially in connection

~with-a law promulgated-to-guarantee-Americans. -their rights. . .. ... .. .
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~for-Reference-Servict on Warren Commission Items of Evidence", The. Court-is reminded -
heip vr p_/mﬁzrwb ] ‘
e ——that-whatpis-sought s ~of--evidence -identified-as Exhibits 393, 394 and 395,

KURERXX ** The second paragrpah reads: _

T e 2eStill pdmkwemx photographs will be furnished researcherso.. o Copies will

furnished on request for the usual fees.,(Emphasis added)

There is a separate paragr@@?"éovering "Three-dimensjonal objects". It says that
- "To the extent possible, photographs of these miterials will be furnished to we
T researchers as a substitute for visual -examinatien of the-items “themselves. Inmthe event -
that existing photographs do not meet the needs of the researcher, pho’cogrpéﬁ'c views
—————will-be mades..Photographs reproduced. from-existing negatives org prints will be furnished
on reguest for the usual fees. (Emph sis added) § am/mo(,v) M/;mg&(, 42 A2 Fr b W "
:ﬁ_\_“_/)Rwht.f_&t.,ﬁ.‘[te;,».,_._weﬁ,gt__th;_:n e S Moo sty R@ar g N N

Both of plaintiffds requests are perfectly covered by fpre-existing regulations. ”

These require that "photographs reproduced/from existing negatives" be furnlshedh_lm
. and that the additional photographs he recfuested be
f““““fﬁririx::f”' L ~pemte e et R e
ﬁz@;‘,’ in the event the foregoing was not known to either defendants, who promulpated
these regulations,yot the gaid learned, experienced and distinguished counsel, the
1

made "will be made", /Evphes s ¢44d,

~ Department of Justice, the Department of Justice had established its own precedent

: on precisely this subject,—%&

'*fafhiéﬁlhg;%?”é§5iééwaf“fﬁbée‘photdgngHS"in"its files of

~ precisely this evidence, the clothing, In response to plaintiff's request, the June 12, 19

. ~ response of the Department of "Jﬁé‘fi’é"é"'fé’é&”s’}"“"Iﬁ“'"éié'c‘:‘é‘fd‘a“ﬁé’é'W’ith“}'fbﬁr“‘ Trequest, enclosed
a “herewith is ‘a photographic chpy of "al'"ptii’*“ti‘oﬁ“(j‘f"‘EXhi‘bi‘t"ﬁ’O'“(’i“.‘ ‘e".;'“,‘""the*‘FBdeesigna’cion)~' e
- ~showing the tabs of the Presidentts shirts" Whenplaintiff- subsequently requested the — -

~pho .‘t'o‘gr;}@qs that comprise thef -remainedﬁ;/f- “this FBL -Exhibit-60, they-were freely and

readily supplied ~-by»--'-the--Depaf”tmen»—t»—ﬁf»-~J—us43iee-,- -which-did-not- even-require the filing of ..

—-—————The question is not and never wasg could relief be granted. The question is, how can the
i A——

+ el ——— | o = ! N
i Department of Justice, representing itself, makim under this ¥M¥EXlaw, freely provide

- plaintiff what he seeks that wgs in its possession end simultaneously, representing
under this same law, ,
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