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foregoing comment, analysis and comparisons of the representations of plaintiff's
“appeal “and -defendants'-response that plaintiff has fully complied with the applicable
-~lawfandﬁregulationswby~a)emakingmformal appeal,uwhich\hemdidmin_hismaforeqnotedﬂletter”“”_M
. ofwjunenzo,nlgjo.andub)mwith its rejectionz by defendants under date of September 17,
--1970-Aside from the fact that plaintiff's appeal was rejected, rejection itself was,

in violation of the law, which requires promptness, so long delayed that it was not

- made until quite some time after filing of the complaint and therefore is further

withour standing or meaning,

_ Plaantiff has fully complied with law and regulation, At no point domx

defedidants ever allege to the contrary, (ws et

The second contentlon clalms "admlnlstratlve dlscretlon commltted to the defendants

by statute and an agreement between defendants, on behalf of the general/publlc, ahd

the donors ofnthe artittes," Thls and the thlrd contentlon will be dealt with where

they later recur in defendants addenda°

Wlth respect to the second contentlon, plalntlff notes and protest the preJudlclal

unwarranted and inaccurate allegatlon, sons1stent w1th a llke pregudlclal and warrnelt

warrentless 1nuendo above, that What plalntlff seeks presents some klnd of Jeopardy to

the safety of the evidence. The words, What he desires to do regarding fiéééMAf%Iéiésﬁ""”'"“

‘have no ba31s exoept preJudlce, a subtlty 1ntended to 1nfluence the court for defendant
‘neitherwasks nor want to“"do".anythiné to "theSe‘articies",AThis”nnjnsti%ied,”breindiciaim”
‘language is also designed to divert the courts attention away from what is here ignored
by defendants, that plaintiff's first request was for copies of existing pictures,
~vhich requires nothing further of plaintiff than that he pay the cost of makifnig the Copies;
- for which purpose he has a deposit account with the defendants,
M“Awsiﬁilar"diversionMand”misreprésentation'exists’in'the'third“contenttony“which;““”‘W”
with complete consistence, avoids mention of plaintiff's first request; for-copiesof — -
the existing pictures. of which it camot be alleged-that-they are not-‘recordsts In— - -
“fact, defendants do not-allege-it; here or elsewhere-and-thereby -concede that-plaintiff ..

“isventitled-to copies—of thems -
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Thus it can be seen that defendants' "Preliminary statement is not accurate,

~ faithful or in any way representative of the real situation and is designed asa
" vehicle for prejudicing the court, It is wWothout merit or meaning and does mot— -
o _é{aafi;é—s'sm the 'ngt‘lﬂ'{ “any substantial or genuine mannery o




Defednants' "II. Pertinent Statutes and Regulations"

. Despite the title of this section,xrzguis

xxpmsxare defendants also quote
~regulations in "III, Argument", in subsections A, B and C.; and the GSA-family agreement
is quoted in subsection B as having the effect of both law and regulation,

_ Plaintiff addresses defeddants’ citations in their ordermofmapgearance. Where

_ quoted selectively, with what 1s uncongenial to Defendants position and argument

omitted, plaintiff Will probide and full text and ass1gn the Significance required

to | the eXCiSionsand the reasons for the excisions, In some case, of which the first serves

s S

as an admirable example,xxmphxxxsxhzﬁ defendants add emphaSig.wzthautzsazzndzzatzngztﬁz

zhgzzanzzz Plaintiff begs this court to note with care what has been omitted and What

has been added by the mmphaSis that is not in the law.

The first is what the Public 1nformation is alleged to "prov1de“°

"(aﬁ(B).. o each agency on reguest for identifiable records made in accordance With
—published riles . .- . shall make the records promptly available to any person. On

complaint, the district court . . . has jurisdiction to enjoin the agency from Withholding ‘
—agency records and to order the production of any agency records improperly withheld. . . "

_.__There then appears a row os asterisks, followed by:

| (3) specifically emempted from disclosure by statute . . M 5 U.3.C. 552 Pub L,
—90=2%(Emphasis-added) " e s .

~—Just-exactly what is-claimed-to be "specifiecally exempted from disclosure by - ...
—-——%tatute -is nowhere stateds% By means of- this ireelevancy-added-to the partial .
—quotation -of -the law, it is sought to-infer that the exemptions of 5 U.S.C. 552

-~are-applicable in this instant case. .

.. Howeverm in neither this instant defendants' motion nor in defendants "Answer"

— Bwgxkk do defeddants claims applicability of any of the said exemptions,

.. Before presenting to the court that which defendants omitted in citing the law,
_plaintiff mmi® asks the court to note the vital discrepancy, what would appear to be

_an irreconcileable conflict betweem the conceSSion in even the partial Citation of

_the law, "On complaint, the district court" and "Second Defense" in defendants' "Answer"

which reads, "The Court lacks Jurisdiction of the subgect matter "

While plaintiff Who represents himself in this action, being Without means for

hiring experienced counsel, cannot and does not pretend expertise in the law and its
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technicalities, customs and practises, it would seem that defeddants and their counsel

~———gre-toying with-the Lourt and the law- in-arguing simultaneously, albeit in papers the |

————Ffiling of which is separated by some time, that this court does and does not have jurisdict-
~————tion.-Defendants appear as. the devil with scripture, improvising interpretations that
~; -—appear, at the moment of improvisition, fo serve defendants' purposes, whether or mot

.. factual or even truthful.

. The very first words of (a) of the law élfﬁ...r@.l?Yﬁ%}_‘?ﬂl@,“.¢91}.‘El_f9.1%in€» which, no
_____doubt, accounts for their absence in defendants' representation of this provision,

_____ These mords are, "(a) Each agency shall make available to the public information

_as follows:"

- Beginning with the first words quotated by defendants, the rest of this provision |

actually reads, "...each agency, in request for identifiable records made in accordance
T with published riiles stating the time place, fees to-the-extent-authorized by statute, -
and'procedure to be followed, shall make the records promptly available to any person,
TUT0n eomplaint, the district court of t-e-United-States-in-the-distriet where the-comp- . .
plainant resides, or has his principal p,ace of business, or in which the agency records
~—are-situated; has-jurisdiction-to-enjoin-the -ageney -from withholding agency records and.
to order the production of any agency records improperly withheld from the complainant.
—-———Jn—-guch a case; the court shall determine the matter de novo, and the burden is on the
sgency to sustain its action..."

The remainder of this paragrpah deals with punishmentrmfﬁfvﬁbﬁééﬁéiiaﬁce;‘

What is also not cited and what appears ténﬁéhféié;gﬂfviéfwnwmvyw

"(c) This sectioﬁ doeéVhé%ﬁéﬁ%ﬁéfgéé”%ifﬁﬂéi&iﬁémgfbiﬁfé}ﬁé%iéﬁ“6f‘ihfbrﬁatidh or
. limit the availability of records to_ the public, except as specifically stated in this

Iﬂ'this'Cbnnéétion,"piaintiff”héfé”ﬁbfééw-NWWW"AM' e absence™~of defendants' claim

" that what plaintiff seeks is—shieltered by the 9 listed ememptions, plaintiff is entitled —

th the summary judgement for which plaintiff has earlier moved,
" Now, what have defendants omitted in their selective quotation of the law?

T First, that "Each agency, in accordance with published-rules, shall -meke availablef -

T 77 “for public inspection and copying="-which is-what-plaintiff-seeks-and-has soughte .

“'fu‘_’l;“ly,‘ witnes absanceof- -eontraryA cemplaint--»-f rom-defendantse o

- Next, tnat thismparticular court-dees have jurisdiction, which defeddants denied .
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in their "Answer", because it is the court "in the district...in which the agency records

_are situated."

Next that this court does have authorlty "to order the productlon of any ageocy.m

records 1mporperly w1thheld from the complalnant," Moreover, there is great and -

pertlnence in what 1mmed1ately follows but was omltted by ﬁefendants, %hat this court

" ghall determine the matter de novo and" e

“b)"the burden is on the agency to sustain its actions"

“'In short, what defendants omitted in their pretended-eitation -of -the-applicable .

“provisions, is that under—the law-they must "make -available for public inspection" .

“and - fo¥copying "-that which defendant asks except they claim one of the nbme specified
-exemptions;-which, plaintiff repeats, is claimed in enither this instant motion or in

- —defendants"Answer" -

__And over and above all this, the burden of proof lies not with the plaintiff but

_with _the defendantso

_.___The® the emphasis added by defendants is misrepresentative, mlsleadlng, preJudlclal

_and inconsistent with all authority will be shown as each au*horlty clalmed is con51dered.

The second citation of law is 44 U.S.C. 330l.3 Again, there ar e omissions and
~added emphasis. Defendants acknowledge addlng the empha31s.
4 "Im connectlon w1th the treatment of materlals rep031n5 in the Archlves, Congress
has indicated: R = — e e e e

t¥As used in this chapter, "records" includes all boo&s, papers, maps,

" “photographs, or other documentary materials-.  -. Library-and museum-material . . .

made or acquired and preserved solely for reference or exhibition purposes . . .
“are not included;"— S S

—-St-the-outset; -this proves-without peradventure of doubt that plaintiff is entitled,

by -defendants'- own-argument, -to thExphmimga at. the very least the existing photographh,

— his first request so carefully hidden from all defendants' papers before this court,

Now,-what doms defendants omit in their citation of 44 U.S.C. 33017
__The first omission, which could k= not possible be more relevanf and in the light

_of what defendants later allege, amounts to a deliberate deception of the court, 1s

longer than all of the section that is quoted, The carefully-omitted words are:
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"regardleww of physical form or characteristics, made or received by ahy agency of the
United States Government under Federal law or in Xk® connection with the transaction

of public business and preserved or appropriate for preservation mf by that agency or
any of its legltlmate successors as evidence of the ‘orgabization; functions;polieies,—-
_decisions, procedures or other act1v1t1es of the government or because of the informational,
value imxthEy of data in them." s e e

‘ A more perfect description of the clothing and pictures thereof; what-plaintiff has .
_been
denied'and'seeksmin'this‘action,'iS'idiﬁxdixxi-not-easilwaoundmin_the.lawonlfm,Mﬂ._ "

~ the Congress Tad Had plaintiff's instant-action in mind, it could not betfer bhave .

"uritteﬁ“a‘Iaﬁ”td“complete“encompass"it;“tOWmere-completelngiven«the sanction of the

~1aW %o that which plaintiff seelkss

~Ppig, apparentlyy and- the complete refutation in it alone of what defendants later

~—gllege, arrarently-wgs- sufficient warrant for them to withhold this from their cltatlon

—of—the-law-to-the point where their citation_is,givenra‘nean;ngwddanetrically opposite

,Hrm“r;__%. t which the Congress intended and which it has.
\QA\<) e
.;\€< - _The dishonesty and deceit here apparent is so overwhelmlng 11ttle p01nt is served
1n.addlng 4o it that added by the injudicious added emphas:Ls° The full magnltude of |

_ this attempt to subvert and corrupt the law by what amounts to a deliberate mlsrepresen-

|
!

T e — e E
t

_mtationmwillmpecome“evenmmoreaygpx apuarent in con31deratlon of defendants' further

,wexp101tat10n of it ané s1m11ar legal torturlngsq 1

_The remainder C of the quotatlon that is 1ncluded by pl defendants, espe01ally w1th

k.

mthe added emphas1s 1s 1rrelevantm desplte the addlng of emphas1s to lead the court to

““belleve otherw1se as w1ll be seen in what comes 1ater,7 What plalntlff seeks is not of

th1s character or descrlptlon,

Because no violation of the reusrwctlons 1mposed by “the donor is involved,®s Vill
“be seen and emphasized, A -
depﬁlte defendants cont ary pretense, the two quoted exceppts from 44 U.S.C., ## 2107

qbd 2108 are 1ncluded for purposes consistent With“aii“%hé”SEﬁéf“aE%éﬁﬁ%g“%a“iﬁpasé”

upon thebtrust of thls court and plalntlff's lack of: professional counsel, However, it sho

e e S e

should be noted that what these sectlons cover, fits neither the ‘pictures sought mnor

the clothlng, the 1anguage of the statute belng "the papers “and other historical —

mater1a1S" (deiendants, COﬂSlStently, underlined "other historical materials), which




Insert State 4a

——Nor-is-this all that-defendants-omit, while adding false -emphasis—that is

-—-———econtrary-to-the meaning -of the law, That dbfendants are--aware -of what plaintiff is about - -

—.to-guote need not be“assumed,uas:would«seem.tombe safe, for plaintiff's telegraph
it ink language appearing on the next page,"Although the Public Information Act does not.
—.specifically define the word 'records', predecessor legislation, within the ken of the Con

Congress, did. Section 1 of the Act of July 7, 1943, 57 Stat 380, providing for the

. disposition of records, states:" There follows a fuller quotation from this statute.
_ | Addressing exactly this point is the language of the Attorney General's Memorandum

on the Freedom of Information 1aw (p.23) The only changes made by defendants ‘was

required by the intended deception for the applicability in this instant case is

made spe01fic by Spelelc reference to "the National Archives"n That Memorandum says.
"The term xzxm records is not defined in the kxxx act, However, in connection
with the treatment of OfllClal records by the Natlonal Archivesgwbongress defines the
term in the Act of duly 7, 1943, sec. 1, 57 Stat 380 ~44 U.S.Co Eiég; Ed. ) 366 as -
._ma“_w}ollons."»What follows is what defenaants culled and added false_ennha31s to.

1 It would seem that the true meaning of the law was Ww1thin the ken of the" deiendants,
~ um%or there follows in the Attorney General's Memorandum a paragraph that of which -
Mmm—defendants did not deswre this.courb to be aware, that "availahilit§ shall 1nclude the

 right to’copy " and that "it is equally clear” that both "contemporaneous” and

~ "historical" documents are included, -

~ there is no genuine issue as to any material fact. There is only misrepresentation

R e S —

It is apparent that under the law and the official interpretation of the law
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cannot cover the pictures sought, those never having been the property of the late

B Er351dent, and hardly covers h1s clothlng, Wthh prlor to this donation was the most

__basic official evidence of am OfflClal 1nvest1gat10n Wthh in any event, is described in

__the agreement COVcrlng the glft in an entlrely dlfferent manner than here represented

___and deceptively emphas1zed w1th the underscorlng not in the statute°

‘The foreg01ng 1tems are dlsccused in full detall in cons1derat10n of Section "B", =

Bpparently credltlng the court w1th 11ttle perceptlon or undertsnading, PYEXEEX

defendants, stlll agaln mlth emnhas1s des1gned to mlslead, ‘cited WSection 1 of the Act”

of Jult 7, 1943, 57 Stat 380" to argue that KKKXhKﬁEKXXKK AT though the Public Information

Acts does not dxfxne spe01flcally ‘define xmzmrss the word 'records', predecessor legisla$i |

tlon, w1th1n the ken of the 90th.Congress, gxggt did", Ignoring the permeating - -

addlng of emphas1s, defendants quoye ‘sufficient of this law to establish plaintiff's-

wase beyong peradventure in the definition of "records"'“tt'mm-““»“
m, . ., 'records includes all books, papers, maps;- -photographs, or other. )

.Hdocumentarv materials regardless of phv31cal form or characterlztlcs, made or received

by an agency of the United States “overnmen os —ln connection with

_ the transaction of public business and prggg gﬁ?% t%a% §§858§V% 9%s legitimate successo
successoTEXEBYXRRESEXVAXXRRX By XAk~ as -evidence -of -the-organization of the orgabization,

_ functions, pollcles, decisions, procedures, operations or other activities of the ]

Government or because of the informational value-in themeo."

_This is the identical language excised from the earlier citation of the law and here;

—is-included only in an effort to mx misuse the law, by means of corruptlng added

oo _emphasis, to redefine records other than as the Congress did, This not only perfectly
fits that which plaintiff seeks 1n th1s 1nstant actgon but adds to plalntlff's case by' R

.Q_WWMMMWeklmlnatlng any doubt as to Whether what he seeks is encompassed by the des1gnat10n

,mﬁrecordsﬁ,‘W;thout question, bot the photographs and access to the clothing, official

_evidence, exactly the word used in this statute, and agalb a perfect description

_Iof the reason for keeplng the clothlng, as w1ll be seen in dlscusslon ‘of the contract,

"because of the 1nformat10nal valueo

Even 1fdefendants were to pretend as thej do not, that the clothing is no more ~

thamv“llbrary or museum materlal" addressed in the next sentence of the statmte, for

that to apply such.llbrary or museum materlal ‘wouldhave m® to meet two added tests for~

exemptlon, and both are here lacklng. They would have to be "solely" for either )
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"reference" or b)"exhibition" purposes, Defendants, in this instant actiona and in every

other way and on every other occasion establish neither eould possible apply, aside Kmx

| from the added quallflcatlon of the statute,»"solely"“mm' S
» Vor is theeé any doubt that the National Archives is “the "legitimate successor"
.éb.thé.warréh édﬁmigéiéﬁ,dperhépe'ﬁhe T e e T
“prosts that ewist being tho Tinal paregreph of the Forevord o e Comission's report

(p. i&);'whiéh'Sng’fhaf”éii'of’ité'}écofdé:"féétiﬁbﬁ?§”éihibité}”files""and"other“ -

_MlQQeefigative>ma%efiels“ﬁhiéﬁméré"féliéd7ﬁp6ﬁ“1n thes report" are committed to-the————
National Archives for permanent deposit "under the rules and regulations-ef fhe
National Archives and applicable Federal ¥ law." The €ommission's-own definition. -
“admizably encompasses that which plaint seeks-in-this-instant-action, it-being .
The most basic evidence, "investigative material"- of-prime nature, and very ..

heav:.ly nyelied ’upon" <“4n--that Repert/- e e e e
- What next follows in p¥ax defendants! Memorandum give no more comfort to the

bearlng the damage from the bullet or bullets and locating and defining this

were one to assume
 damage, is not xmmmx® "records" as defined separately by GSA, even aszumimg that BSA

_could, by regulation, meffi nullify flederal law, and that official evidence can

__possiblg be defined otherwise.

In an excerpt from "GSA regulatlons", otherw1se undescrlbed and undeflned called

- "Def1n1¥ ons" £%80¥%ree numbered ggﬁt%%%%%?enSt quoted in full Not one is pertinent
P

_or_even relevant. Not one. makes any reference to photographs, Wthh is xk= what

_plaintiff seeks, no more. Nor, naturally, is there "exhibits" or "clothlng"° In any

_event, the prev1ously—quoted language of 44U Se C, clearly requires the avallablllty of

plalntlfi seeksg

"Appeals Wlthln GSA" is next quoted from these regulatlone, why not belng clear,

for there is no allegatlon plalntlff d1d not comply wwth them and the uncintested evidence

is that plalntlff did, What is 1nterest1ng is that these regulatlons ‘also require that

appeals be handled "promptly", whlch is hardly ax§§8ﬁRXEiXﬁﬁ so long a period as
: threeaxnontb - . e
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"Donated Historical Gifts", a definition not suited to the photographs plaintiff

to say that

__seeks,
__ BpREXR

_to the

is also quot

condltlons

ted from these regulatlons, redundantly and irrelevantly,

spec1f1ed by the donor must be met, lhls is not an 1ssue, except

extent that defendants refuse to abid

e by thelr own regulatlons, as will be

_,seen when subsectlon B of

~ From the foreg01ng,

"Argument" is cons1dered.

1t can be seen that the 01ted "pertlnent ‘Statutes and Regulations"

c1ted w1th what is seems not unfalr to des1gnate as deceptlveness,

and somethlng less than the ultlmate devotlon to scrupulousness do not supprt -

S -L._

‘defendants contentlons in any way and

e A

prOV1ded with what he seekso "
plaintiff stated in his Motion for a Sumnary Judgement,

Of this there can be, as

incompleteness

in every case requlre “that plaintiff be

no genulne issus a5 to any mmteriml-facty e
.




