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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

This is an action brought pursuant to tﬁe
Freédom of Information Act, 5 USC 552.'.The.Affiaavit
of plaintiff, Emory ﬁ. Brown, Jr., shows that he is-now
- seeking inforﬁation relating to four épecific ineidents
‘which are described in paragraph 9 of the complaint as
90}, (e), (£) and (g).

| .This informatioﬁ is being sought in furtberance

of Mr; BroQﬁ‘s_own investigation. into the assassination of
President John F. Kennedy. Pufsuant to the regulations
governing the Freedom of-information Act as founa in
28 C.F.R., 16, plaintiff has submitigéfa reguest'for this -
. informatiqn. Depﬁfy Attorney-Generai'Kieiﬂdienséhééﬁied
that information on‘thé basis that‘such information was

part of an investigatory 'file compiled for law enforcement

purposes. This action was aproved by the Attorney General.

This law suit followed taking isﬁue with the
'positiog éaken by the Department of Justice. At ;he outset
the complaint reqdestea.eighf areas of information but
afte;Afiling the qomplaint plaitiff became aware fhat in-
fo;mation surrounding four of the eight areas has been
relea;ed aﬁﬁ he‘has obtaiﬂed same. Thus, he e#pfessly

abandons the'ﬂemand for information shown by paragraph

9(a), (da), (e) and (h).




éaragrapﬁ 9(b) requests information
surrounding the ownéréhip‘of rhe vehicle bearing
. Texas license plate nunber HS1877 and for a copy of the
.1nvest1gatory report concernlng that Vehlcle s partici=-
patlon or nonpartlc1patlon into rhe assassination. The

number is found in the Warren Comm1551on Report Exhlblt

1974-82. ’ ~ - B

Plaintiff is also Seeking information

_ ' surrounding the ownership of a vehicle bearing license .

E plate number 3E9087 and for a copy of the investigation
into the participation or lack of participation of the
ocoupants.of that vehicle in the assassination of

President John F. Kennedy. This license plate number

is found in numerous places in Exhibit 1974 and Exhibit

~

705 found in.the Warren Commission Report.

Plaintiff is also.seeking ioformation
- relative to a 1953 Chévroiet Impala bearing Goorgia
license plafe.nuﬁber 52J1033. Plaintiff would also
like to see the ihvestigatorynapit showing the partici-

pation or nonparticipation of the occupants in this-

vehicle in the assassination of John F. Kennedy.:. Mention

L]

of this vehicle is found in the Warren Commission Report
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.Exhibit 705-16.

'Finally,‘and most impofténtly, plaintiff is

-seeking the report of the investigation compiled as a

result of the arrest of three.men by the Dallés Poliég
Department immediately after the assassination and
immediately west of Ehé Texas ﬁook Dep&sitory; keference
to the;é arrests is found in begker Exhibit 5323, and the

Warren' Commission Report, Volume 19, page 540. These two

references fail to contain an explahation of what investi-

gation was done to establish the participation or non-
participaﬁion'by any of these three men in the President's

assassination. -
g

Plaintiff has continﬁously sought this

information and has exhausted all available remedies

0

in attempting to obtain same. Therefore, he has called s e s

upoﬂ this Court to enter an appropriate order, so that-he

can obtain this important';nformation.




ARGﬁMENi‘

The thrust of the ﬁrief submitted by the
Government raises two issues:

A. Tﬁat the records sought are not
identifiable records within the ﬁeaning of the Frée&om
6f Information Act;'and
aEE . B. in any event; the material is éontaiheq

in an investigatory File compled for law enforcement

!

purposes.

The Affidavit of Agent Schutz has been

submitted which seems to raise issmes somewhat broader

O

than those raised by the brief on behalf of the Governmenﬁ.

It is respectfully submitted that for reasons

. which should become apparent'shortly, the Court.shouid

ignore the Affidavit in its entifety;' We will address
ourselves to the Affidavit of Agent Schu;z, tbe two

issues generated By the'Government's brief and the
additional isﬁe which is raiéed on behalf of our Motion

for Summary Judgment‘which is that éhe Goverﬁment has
waived any argument in favor of éecrecy in connection

with gny portion of the investiéation into the assassination
of President John F. Kennedy. |

Fow o il




POINT I . B

'AFFIDAVIT OF HENRY A. SCHUTZ, JR.,
A SPECTAL AGENT OF THE FEDERAL
BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION.

The Court should conclude that Mr. Schuté's.
affidavit adds absolutely nothing éo its decision on this
motion. There is ﬁo backgrouﬁd set forth in the affi@avit.
aé to what, if'any,'relationship or participation the

;affiénti;_had into the investigation sufrounding the
-assassination of Presidegé Kenﬁédy. Without even conceding‘
that the’information in. fact exists £he affidavit attempts

z-to.suggest to the Court that it w&uld be unduly burdensome
ﬁupon;theAGovernment.to compile the informatiog'sought.
To deny.acqess to the information on this

basis would be to.carve out a new exception to 5 USC 552. (b).

It seems, however, that the affidavit seeks to have it both

wayé; First it attempts to say that to find the information

would be burdensome and secondly that the information that
exists, if it exists, should be kept secret because of .
certain other compelling interests,‘to wit: A) Protection

of future Presidents; B) Protection of private and

confiidential relationships; and C) Because the investigaticn -

is continuing.

B S
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The affidavit of Mr. Brown takes issue with

. the fact that Mr. Schutz'says that the file is maintained

in an open status. If that is to be the crux of the Court's
decision in the case it is raspectfully submitted that there

is a dispute as to a material fact and that the Government _

- should be ordered to come forward at a plenary hearing to

establish the fact that the iwestigation is open and con-
tiLuing. VHowever, thié will be further disgussed under
the other headings.

As to the thdught that a confidénfial relation=-
ship or a violatioﬁ of a fight tolprivacf‘will be trod upon
if the Cpurt orders the release of the information it is
submiﬁted that in ofder to justify a conclusion denying
the release on that basis the Government must be able to

show that the infoxma;ion-was obtaiﬁed'on the basis that the

person giving the information would be protected in return

for his cooperation. See General Service Administration
. : ¥ -
° v
v. Benson, 415 F, 24, 878 (C.A.9, 1969).
In the absence of such a demonstration the Court

can not accept a statement in general conclusion form found

in Agent Schutz's affidavit. In addition, it should be

. . &
noted that the Government released names and other informa tion

-




pertaining to its invéstigétion surrounding four of the
éight'areas of material sought in this action. Did the
-Govefnment thain‘a release or permissioﬁ to release that
information-from the persons“iﬁvélved in the.inve$tigatio£
‘prior to the issuance of the publication order?
‘ Witﬁout an answer to that query:iﬁvis submitted
that thé GovernmenF can not be alldwea‘£o invpkg_this ﬁype'df“mf“
generai privilege. To do so would 5é-£6;coﬁéletely'ﬁﬁiiifgmw“wm-w

" the legislative prupose behind the Freedom of Information Act

and to allow the procedure disapproved in Aldérhan V. Unifed
States, 394 U.S. 164, 89 Sup. Ct., 961 (1969).
| ‘in Aldermanlfhe Court refused\to accept an

ex parte determinétibn gy the Department of Juséice on the
- releﬁance.of infbfﬁation vis a vis theiquestiog of whether
or not it was tainted bylan illegal search. The point is
that the Court and not tﬁe Executive Branch will determine
whether a privilege Qill be:suECessfully invoked,

| It is submitted that the affidavit of M. schutz
does not set forth any facts from which the dourt can férm'a t !
judgment as to whethexr the privilege is prope;ly invoked.

" The affidavit also argues that to release'the

info;ﬁatién may be harmful to the protection of other presidents.'

-

it
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It.is positively unbelievable to accept this as a basis :

for denying the relief herein.
We are seeking information into four>specific
areas.  We gre"pot seeking techniques regarding the protection

of presidents or other impdrtant public fiéures.' Certainly

" this Court could tailor any judgment so as to protect the

Government from possible prejudice which could result from

our obtaining access into these four areas. However, one

wonders how this protectién.concept could possibly be preju-

dicial in view of the fact that Mr. Schultz's affidavit does
not concede that the material sought exists. If he has not
looked at the matexrial then how does he know that it contains

information adverse to the protection of other presidents.

.Who is fooling who here? -

It is fespedtfu;ly submitted that the Court
should completeiy ignore the affidavit of Mrl Schutz as
ﬁaviné’no bearing on the decision of the Motion gﬁd shﬁuld
deny the Government's motion on the bésis<of failure of the
Government of carrying their burden of the nonprOdﬁction.of

N

the information. c.f. Bristol Myers Company v. F.T.C.,

424 F. 2d, 934 (D.C., D.C., 1970).




within the meaning of the Freedom of Information Act.

~~

Tipm

POINT ITI

<

PLAINTIFF HAS NOT FAILED TO REQUEST
"IDENTIFIABLE RECORDS" WITHIN THE
MEANING OF THE FREEDOM OF INFORMATION
ACT, :

The first argument raised in the brief of the

Government is that thefaction should be dismissed because

the(plaintiff has failed to request "identifiable records"

5 USC 552 (a) (3) prov1des that - the agency shall make

‘avallable 1nformatlon upon a tlmely request for an

(RN S < T ot =RG e e - SESTLEE & EFT iz

1dent1£1able record. The Congre551onal hlstory 1nto the

a, = —_—— =
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Congress 1ntent w1th respect to_thls sectlon provmdes.n

: - . "The person requesting records must o
== - " provide a reasonable description - -~
' enabling Government employees to ’
Jlocate the requested material, bu: the
identification requirement must not

be used as a method for withholding."

AThlsexmmpt comes from House Report 1497 at page 2426
 of the Report, 2 U.S. Congress and Administrativé News,

1966-37.

-In addition to this legislative histoxry
Couxrts have made it clear that the identifiable reoords

concept should not become an obstacle for the Government
o .

- to assert in denying access to records. Bristol Myers

Company v. F.T.C., Supra., provided that satisfaction of




A the iaentifiable records fequireménts was mét‘when the
appliqén% merely provided a reasonable deécription enabling
thé’Gévefpment aéency to lbcate the';equested record. Also,
the_céﬁrt indicated that this concept should not be used as

a means of éeny%ng a citizen access to his. Government's recoxds.
See also the discussion of the United States District Court in

Wellford v. Hardin, 315 Fed. Supp. 175 (D.Md.,1970). Tuchinsky

v. Selective Service System, 418 F.2d 155 (7th Cir.l1969) cited
vby the Goverﬁﬁént‘doeé not supply any aid for thevGovernmentfs'
~positéon in.this case. |

Tuéﬁinéky was a suit to obtain personal infor-
mation on the members of all draft foards in the State of
Illinqis. The granting of the'relief ;ﬂAthe case would
héve requiréd the Govérnmént to contact every draft board
and obtain that_infogmafién. The dourt ruled aéainst £he~
applicants‘since it appeééed that each draft board did, in

)

fact, make available this information on the bulletin board

{4

o N i .
at, the office of the draft boards. ' Consequently the infor-

" mation Was-available to .the applicant aﬁd the,dourt debLiﬁed
tdlgrder the,Gové;nment to go from'd:aft_board tO'draft-board
to'gét'the information.

a The point with respect to ideptifiable.records
'made by the Cour? in Tuchinsky was that the ;ecﬁrd musf be

in existence and that the Court could order the.Government

=10~




to prepare a new record for the applicant.  In fact, the

Court, in Wellford v. Hardin, Supra. distinguished Tuchinskv

. on fis very ground.

Likewise, the Government should obtain no

comfort from the decision in Barceloneta Shoe Co¥rbe Ve

5

' ComEton, 271 Fed. Supp. 591 (D.C.,P.R.,1967). This case was

distinguished as was Tuchinsky by the Court in Wellford. Since
it appears that in Barceloneta the applicant was a party to pend-

ing litigation with the Government involving a national labor

.relations board action, the Court merely indicated that the

Freedom of Information Act would nét be_ﬁsed.to expand a
litiéant's source of nformation when that litigant was in
litigation with the Government. See 5 usc, 4 (b) (7).

The information we ﬁave requested is clearly
identifiabie in thatlwe‘havé contained ﬁ description of whe?e
the information is mentioned in the Warreﬁ Commission Report
aﬁd exactly the nature of the ma@erial sought. Under:the
éircumstances_we can not see how we could possibly give the
Governmenﬁ a more precise identification of the infprmatioﬁ
requested. |

| It is respectfully subgitted that the Government
has'th carried the burden of demonstrating a failure to
pro;idé a reasonable identification of the reéofdsvsought.

This is especially so with respect'to the information sought

- L
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of the request,

.in paragraph 9(g) of the complaint since that information .

pertains to the arrest madé of three suspects. Surely the
Federal Bureau of Investigation does not wish this Court

to accept the idea that they would not have a record of that

arrest since we all know that the Federal Bureau of Investi-

gation maintains a nationwide arrest identification system

which is made available to all State law enforcemént agencies
on request.,
Under these circumstances it is respectfully

submifted that no showing has been made to justify a denial

af

L ' - =12
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POINT TIT

THE MATERIAL SOUGZT IS NOT PART OF
AN INVESTIGATORY FILE COMPILED FOR
LAW ENFORCEMENT PURPOSES.

The Government contends that in any event
the material sought is part of an investigatory file which’
has been compiled for law enforcement purposes. It is

respectfully submitted that this is not the case for at

least two reasons.

First, this material was 56t>coﬁpiled for law

enforcement purposes‘buﬁlwas compiiéd*at-the request and

_direction_of the President of the United States. and the

Warren Commission which was then autﬁorized to make conciusions
and release theArecords and éonclusioné.

'ZVS§pond, assuming that there was some valid law
enforcement pﬁréoée to b; served, the time has long since
paséed for the Government to contend th;t it.was éeriously
considering some‘concrete action_élbng ‘the liﬁeé-of prosecu=.
tion or other grana jury action.

Executive Order number lll30.déted Novémbér 29,
1963 appointed a Commission to ascertain, evaluate and report
upon ,the facts relating to the assassination of Presideﬂt

Kennedy, and the death of Lee Harwy Oswald. A copy of this

-13-




- Executive Order is annexéd to this brief and marked
Exhibit A. |

| Tﬁ; Congress of the United States, ndt to be
outdone by the Executive Branéh, passed a jdint resolution
on December 13, 1963 authoriziné the Warren Commiséibn to
report upon the asséssination of the éresidént. A copy of
that 5oint fésolﬁtion is énnéxed to this b:ief aﬁd.mafked
Exhibit;B. | |

o In accordance with the direction of the Government
the Warren commissiqn comﬁenced work and prodﬁced a twénty—six
vbiume work cbvering the information it had uncovered and sifted
into the events of November 22, 1963 in~Dallash Texgs. This
ihformation was publishéd aqa revealed to the general public
and citizenry of the United States and, in fact, the Wgrld.
; The impoxrtance of tﬁis information in the
historic context of our nation was emphasized by Attorney
General Ramsey Clérk in his order dated Octoger 31, 1966
providing for the obtaining and preserving of all'evidenCe
considered by the Commission pertaining to the assassination
of the President. A copy of the Order is annexéd hereto and
marked Exhibit C.

. .

The Court should also take official notice of

the fact that at the time of the assassination it was not

14— o - -
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a Federal offense to assassinate the President. The

: b . .
prosecution arising out of this assassination has long

- since been complete with the conviction of Jack Ruby

by the Court in.Dallas, Texas. It should therefore become -

apparent to this Court that there was no law enforcement

purpose behind the creation of the Warren Commission, its

obtaining of evidence, its issuance of a report through

the work of the Department of Jﬁsticé and more specifically
p . . _

the Federal Bureau of Invéstigation into the facts surrounding

the incident.
This agency was ordered by the Congress and

the President and the Commission.to obtain the information

~so that the Amexican people could'ﬁind out what had actually
~ transpired on that'fatefu} day in Dallas on November 22, 1963.

This purpose maY'be considered historical or perhaps political

but it’ can not by.any stretch of the imagination ba considered

for law enforcement.

In any event it is submitted that if at one time

it may have been for law enforcemeng that time haé‘long'since
3 ‘d .
. &
expired and that this information is now quite properly

considered as historical information.

=1 G
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The opinion in Bristol Myers, Supra., at

' 939 dealt specifically with this thought.

"But the agency cannot, consistent with
the broad disclosure mandate of the Act,
“protected all its files with the label
.’ 'investigatory' and a suggestion that’
. “=.enforcement proceedings may be launched
; at  some unspecified future date." .
| . : ; :

The Court must decide if the prospect of enforcement

through prosecutlon or otherw1se, is concrete enough to'

bar release'ol the data. In Brlstol Myers the Court v; V

ordered the release of the 1nlormatlon.

Likewise, in Swanner' v. United States, 406

F.2d 716 (C.A.5, 1969) the Coﬁft concluded that the time
elementdxngted thaavallablllty of the privilege agalnst
’revelatlon based upon the fact that the 1nformatlon was cone—
tained in an 1nvest1gatory file for law enforcement purposes.
Swanner was an action by an informant against
the éovernment for personal injuries suffered as a result of

the alleged failure of the Government to protect the infor-

mant as a duid pro gquo for his cooperation. The Court
ruled that the applicant should have access to the investi-

Q : . )
gatory files relating to the cases in which he cooperated.

- ‘ =16-




. Benson v. United States, 309 Fed. Supp., ll44

(D.Neb. l970)'gives no support to‘ﬁhe Government's position

ln this case; Benéon merely held that in a situation whene
an applic;nt.Wee the eubject ef a pending action that appli-
cant could not obtain infermation in the investigatozxy flles
where he was' the eubject of tne investlgation; Unless the. |
_Government, undervoath,_can state that Emory L. Brown, Jr.

is a suspect in the investigation surrounding the death'of

Pr951dent Kennedy, Benson offers no aﬁbcrhy for the posxtlon

T e =2 it I N (

taken by the Government hereln, ' » e

Likewise, the opinion of the Court in Barceloneta

and in Clement Bros., Co. v. NLRB 282 Fed. Supn. 540 (N.D.Ga.

1968), 407 F.2d 1027 (Sth Clr. 1969) and Black v. Sheraton Coxro.

of America, 50 FRD l3O (D Cs:Ds C 1970)

In Black the Court was not faced with a situation
of e'cleim under the Freedom of Informetion Act. Instead the
situation arose on tne Government's motim to_quésh a subpoena
issued;as a result of discovery in a civil action bet&een
~an individual}Athe Government and other third parties.- The
Federal Buregu of Investigation nad already made available
to thke plaintiff all its information received from an allegedly
improper surveillence including the notes of nhe_egenns,
memoxrandums prepared by agents and-even two'memorendnme-
prepared from tbe Director to the Attorney.General concernlng

1N
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the information devéloped. Apparehtly tﬁe proponent in
Black was attempting to get acdéss to other fiks not‘relatéd
to fhe specific cause.of action bgttoming the law suit by
the plaintiff. There is nothing in Black which gives aid to

the position of the Government in this case other than the.

“thought that a citizen does not have the right to peruse

through the investigation files of the Federal Bureau of
Investigation,
VWe concur in that thought but merely wish to

point out that that is not what is involved in this case.

It is also interesting to note ‘the comment

'of the Government in this case in the footnote number two"
at page six of the brief in whih an opinion of a Caﬁitwin T

. this circuit is dismissed as being "plainly wrong".'

Cobney V. Sun Shipbuilding Co., 288 Fed. Supp.

708 .(E.D. Pa.,1968) went off on the poiht that a claim of an
executivé‘privilege could be validly made only after the

head of a particular agency or department had engaged in the

- personal consideration of a particular file pxrior to the

invocation of the privilege. This holding is entirely

consistent wih our Supreme Court in U.S. v. Reynolds, 345 U.S.
Q : : ‘ :
1, 73 Sup. Ct. 528 (1953).
'In summary, the Courts have made it clear that

the exemption from release of information set forth in

Section 7 is not to be used carte blanche by the Government
=1 8w
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to deny a citizen access t§ identifiable records.

| Invﬁhé case ﬁndeé consideration the
Government takes a position that it has an investigafopy
filg compiled for law enforcement purposes notwithstanding
fhe ;xisfence of the Warren Commission Repoft and notwith-
_stapding.the fact that it is now eight years.since the event
and notwithstaﬁding the fact that the Gove;nment has not even
admitted'fhat.the information"souéht is part of ité filest

Under these circumstances to.deny the relief

- would be to fly in the face of the United States Supreme

Court holding in Reynolds, Supra. and Alderman, Supra.
and allow the Government, on its own, to determine when

information is to be released.

!

-~
-~
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POINT IV

THE GbVERNMENT HAS WAIVED ANY CLAIM
IT MIGHT HAVE TOWARD NONDISCLOSURE
OF MATERIAL. SOUGHT,

: 'It is respectfully submittee that'ih view
of the following policy considerations the Government
has waived any priviiege: |

A.. Nature of the materiai sought;

Its historical value:;

tLC, Its'politicai value;
D, The right of the citizens to know; and

E. The release of other 1nformatlon as outllned

in paragraph 9 (a), (ay, (e) and (h) of the comolalnt

Keeplng in mlnd ‘the thought that the burden R
ef persuasion 1s_upon the GovernmentAto justify the non7'
production of the information and in view of the fact that
nothrng'concrete is before the Court, it is respectfpllyh
submitted that the Courtlhae no alternative‘hut to enterx
&udgment»in favor of the plaintiff. ‘The_infermation Which
is eohtained ih paragraphs 9 (a), (d), (e) and.(h) of
the complaant and which was released separate and apart

" from the Report of the Warren Commission is tantamount
Q i




to a waiver of an objection to release other'information.»
© To allow the Govérnmené to.pick and chose the informatiﬁn
it-wishes to release in‘connection with such an important
national event would be to allow the Goverﬁment'to manage
the news and information that the citizenry is entitled to
" have before them. |
‘.Consequently, in oraér ;o justify fhérdénial'
§f the relief sought herein it ig_eséential thaﬁ the
éo&ernment come forward with a strong showing made up of
.either an adﬁission thgt:thesq_léads inEo the assassination
of the President were never followed through to completion
ignéathg,ipfbrmatidn sougﬁgvaégg not exist, or that the |
'.felgase‘of the informaﬁigg‘wqg%d_be contrary to the

_national security for a specific.and identified reason..

~
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CONCLUSTON
. Based uédn-the foregqiné, it is respectfully
suSmifted that the Court should deny the Government's
‘motion for!dismissal of plaintiff's claim and grént
_ pléiﬂtiff's'mdtion for summary judgment..
Reséeétfully submitted,

CHAMLIN AND SCHOTTLAND,
Attorneys for Plaintiff,

=

MICHAEL D. SCHOTTLAND

-22-




. E,0, 11130 ' Title 3--The President ! E.O, 11131

Executive Order 111230

APPOINTING A COMMISSION TO REPORT UPON THE ASSASSINATION
OF. PRESIDENT JOHN F. KENNEDY -

. Pursuant to the avihority vested in me as- President of tlie United
States, I hereby appoinua Commission to ascertain, evaluate and report

~upon’ the facts relating to the assassination of the late President

John I, I{ennedy and the stusequent violent death of the man charged
with the assassination. 7Tlic.Cowunission shall consist of—

The Chief Justice' of the United States, Chairman 1

Senator Richard B. Russell; .

Senator John Sherman Cooper;

Congressman IMale Boggs;

" Congressman Gerald R.-I'ord ;
. The Honorable Allen W. Dulles;
.+ The Honorable John J. McCloy.

The purposes of the Commission arc to examine the evidence de-
veloped by the Federal Bureau of Investigation and any additional
evidence that may hercafter come to light or be uncovered by federal
or state authorities; to make such further investigation as the Com-
mission finds desirable; to evaluate all the facts and circumstances
surrounding such assassination, including the subsequent violent
death of the man charged with the assassination, and to report to me

its findings and conclusions.

The Commission is empowered to prescribe its own procedures and
to employ such assistants as it deems necessary.

Necessary expenses of the Commission saay be paid from the “Emer-

" gency Fund for the President”.

All Executive departments and agencies are directed to furnish the
Commission with such facilities, services and cooperation as it may
request from time.to time. . : - -

_ . Lxnpon B. Jounson

Tue Wurre Housk, ;

November 29, 1963.

-

Executive Order 11131

CREATING- AN EMERGENCY BOARD TO INVESTIGATE DISPUTES BE-
TWEEN THE BRANIFF AIRWAYS, INC., CONTINENTAL AIRLINES, INC.,
EASTERN AIR LINES, INC., NATIONAL AIRLINES, INC.,, NORTHWEST
AIRLINES, INC., AND TRANS WORLD AIRLINES, INC., AND CERTAIN
OF THEIR EMPLOYEES ! . ) '
WHEREAS disputes exist between the Branift Airways, Inc., Con-

tinental Airlines, Inc., Eastern Air Lines, Inc., National Adirlines, Inc.,

Northwest Airlines, Inc., and Trans World Aarlines, Inc., air carriers,

and certain of their employees represented by the International Asso-

.ciation of Machinists, AFL~CIO, a labor organization; and

“WHEREAS these disputes have not heretofore been adjusted under
the provisions of the Railway Labor Act, as amended; and

[ FT [
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77 STAT. ] PUBLIC LAV 88-204-DEC. 16, 1963
the return post officé receipt or telegraph veceipt therefor when regis-
tered and mailed or telegraphed us aforesaid shall be proof of service of
 the same. Witnesscs summoned before the Cominission, its members,
agent, or agency, shall be paid the same fees and mileage that are
gaid witnesses in the courts of the United States, and witnesses whose
epositions are taken and.the persons taking the same shall severally
be entitled to the same fees as are paid for Tike services in the courts

“of the United States. ' ’

(e) No person shall be excused from attending and testifying or
- from producing books, records, correspondence, documents, or other
evidence in obedience to a subpena, on ths ground that the testimony
or evidence required of him may tend to incriminate him or subject
him to a penalty or forfeiture; but no individual shall be prosecuted
or subjected to any penalty or forfeiture (except demotion or removal
from oflice) for or on account of any transaction, matter, or thing con-
cerning which he is compelled, after having claimed his privilege
against self-incrimination, to testify or produce evidence, except that
such individual so testifying shall not be exempt from prosecution and

punishment for perjury committed in so testifying.
" (£) All process of any court to which application may be made under
this ‘Act may be served in the judicial distriet wherein the person

required to be served residex or may he found. '

Approved December 13, 1963.

Public Law 88-203
: " AN ACT

' purposes,

1 . <

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the
I'nited States of America in Congress assembled, That section 510
of the Agricultural Act of 1949, as amended, is amended by striking
“December 31, 1963” and inserting “December 31, 1064".

Approved December 13, 1963. ; i

EN

Public Law 88-204
- ’ AN ACT .

To authorize assistance to public and other nonprofit institutions of higher
education In financing the construction, rehabiiitation, or {mprovement of
needed academic and related facilities in undergraduate and graduate insti-
tutions. ’

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the
United States of America in Congress assembléd, That this Act may
be cited as the “Higher Education Facilities Act of 1963”.

FINDINGS AND DECLARATION OF POLICY

Skc. 2. The Congress hereby finds that the security and welfare
of the United States r&:&uire that this and future generations of
American youth be assured ample opportunity for the fullest develop-

_-na

~ To amend title V oof the Agricultural Act of 1049, us amended, aud for other
{ . i 5

363

Privilege
against self-
incrimination,

.

Place of
service.

December 13, 1963
(S. 1703]

Mexlcan farm
labor program,

Extenslon,

75 Stat. 761.

7USC 1461note,

December 16, 1963 -
[H. R. 6143]

Higher Educa- J
tlon Facllities
Act of 1963,
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December 13, 1963
(Ss J. Res. 137])

vestigating as-
* sassination of

President John

F. Kennedy,

PUBLIC LAW 88-202-DEC. 13, 1963

(2) The term “motor vehicle” means any other vehicle or machine
propelled or drawn by mechanical power and used on the highways
principally in the transportation of passengers. - ’

(3) The term “seat belt” means any strap,” webbing, or similar
device designed to sccure a passenger in a motor vehicle.in order to
mitigate the results of any accident, including all neeessary buckles,
and other fasteners, and all hardware designed for installing such-

. seat belt in a niotor vehicle. : .
Effective date. S, 4. This Act shall take effect pn the date of its enactment except
that section 2 shall take effect on such date as the Secretary o Com-
-merce shall determine but such date shall be not less than one hundred
and eighty days nor more than one year after the date of publication
. of standards first established under the first section of this Act. If
such standards first established are thereafter changed, such standards
as so changed shall take effect on such date as the Secretary of Com-

merce shall determine but such date shall be not. less than one hundred .-

and eighty days nor more than one year after the date of their publi-
cation In accordance with the provisions of the first section of this Act.

Approved December 13, 1963. - L

: Public Law 88-202 R ’
: JOINT RESOLUTION ) .

Authorizing the Commission established to report upon the assassination of

President John i, Kennedy to compel the attendance and testimony of wit-
nexven und the production of evidence, Yoy s :

©  Resolved by the Senate and House of Representutives of the United
Commission In- States of America in (ongress assembled, ‘That (1) for the purposes
of this joint resolution, the term “Commission™ means the Commission
appointed by the President by Ixecutive Qrder 11130, dated November
29, 1963. ° ‘

(b) The Conunission, or any member of the Commission when so
authorized by tiie Commission, shall have power to issue subpenas
requiring the attendance and testimony of witnesses and the produc-
tion of any evidence that relates to any matter under investigation by
the Commission. The Comiiission, or any member of the Commission
or any agent: or agency designated by the Commission for such pur-

. pose, may administer oaths and affirmations, examine witnesses, and

* receive evidence. Such attendance of witnesses and the production of

such evidence may be requiied fror any place within the United States
at any designated place of heaving, : 4

(c) In case of contumacy or refusal to obey a subpena issued to any

person under subsection (b), any court of the Tnited States within

the jurisdiction of which the inquiry is carried on or within the juris-

diction of which said person guilty of contumacy or refusal to obey

is found or resides or transacts business, upon application by the Com-

o mission shall have jurisdiction to issue to such person an order requir-
. ing such person to appear before the Commission, its member, agent,
"or agency, there to produce evidence if so ordered, or there to give tes-
timony touching the matter under investigation or in question; and
any failuro to o%ey such order of the court may be punished by said

court as a contempt thercof. i i .

(d) Process and papers of the Commission, its members, agent, or

Subpena power,
28 F.R. 12789.

Manner of serv-

tce, asgency, may be served either upon the witness in person or by regis-

tered mail or by telegraph or by leaving a copy thereof at the residence
or principal oflice or-place of -business of the person required to be
served. The verified return by the individual so serving the sane, sct-
ting forth the manner of such service, shall be proof ot the same, and
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_jow fn the possession

the items of evidence not owmed by the

_ pendix ennexed 10

- misston Zxhibit 0. 139.)

) furnished them.

ing with the Damo "Ralph W. Yaavorcugn.”
. . = \

13968

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTIOE
Cimce -of the Attorney General

PROVIDING FOR THE ACQUISITION
ANDFRESERVATIONE‘.’THE
'UNITED STATES OF ITEMS OF EVi-
DENCE PERTAINING TO THE ASSAS-
SINATICN OF PRESIDENT JOKN 7.
KENNEDY

Under the sutbority vested in mr by
the Act of November 2, 1805 (Publc Law

§9-316; 79 Btat. 11€5), I heve deter- FDi kS
mined that the natonal interest rcquires c-flc-;b“

the entire body of evidence considered by
the President’s Commission on the As-
sassination of Presidont ITennedy .ond
of the United
States to be preserved intact.
Accordingly, pursuant to coction 2(a)
of the Act, 1 hereby determine that oll of

United States which wore constdered by
the Commissicn, nnd were not returned
by, the Commission to the person who
furnished them, should be acquired by
the United States =nd be preserved to-
gether with all of the {tems of evidence
already owned by tlie United EStates.
The items acquired hercunder are
mote particularly acerited In the ap-
and mede o part of
this notice. This notica and epp2ndix
shall be published in the F'SDERAL RIcis-
Tz, and title to the items acquired pur-
suant to the forcgoing ¢eterminations
shall thereupon vest in the United States
pursuant to scction 2(b) of the Act.
Dated: Octobor 31, 1688,
2 Rariszy CLARK,
_Acting Attorney General.
' Arpxnpix E

1. The following Weapons?
(a) Ono 0.6 mma. 22cnnilcher-Carcano risio,

with tolczcozle eigad, Conical Mo T37Ch,
including sling end errividge clip. (Lo~

(o) Ono .28 Srnocizl Emith end Y7essoa ¥o-
volver ‘SBerial No. V516210, Aczsemily IO
65248, with appurlenancos. (Cemntiamion
Exhlbit No. 143.) - . T

2. (8) Al othes itemd ¢2 ovidonod WM
wore cesigned exhibit numbess by tBo Coz2w
mlceton of 1ts stoff (such itoms Biisg Roicd ¢
described, cnd reproducsd in Veiusisd Joya
through TEVI of tho Imings el 120

Pl ey

Presidont’s Comraizsten ¢A 110 fesanination’} .

of Prosldont Kennedy, Uitied Biaica Govtras
ment Printing Olco, 1883, horeinnites o~
ferred to £ thoe “Cozmemiczion’s i)y
othez'thon $hoso Liea waleh wero roRmrned
py tho Commission to tho person. wo hnd

(b) Fer tho purpozod of the fzrcccdms

paragrapd, tho term “exhlbit numhors” chanll ¥

Lo Ceomod to include (1) Coramilenton exhublid
pumbsrs 1 throuzd 816%, {=oiuding ell cuch
pombers with culzen, Lottd in solumes VY
tirongh EVIX c2d Veluses SEEL tstcuzd
TXVI of tho Commiz=ion’s Kiavings, end (3)
&l exhibit pumbors Lied in Volumas pranig
through IXI £ tho Comaziission's earinid
urder tho namss of cpsila ndvidunis -

ginning with tHo nas “J3.U, Allea” ead ¢2d-

)

g R . iy O

KXY

3. Other

NOT!CES

3

ltems of evidence collected for

the Commlssion by the Pederal Burcau of

Investigution,

ignated by

assigned to zuch

as herelnafter describod, des=
tho oxhibit numbers originally
items by the Durcau.

Iterns originally easigned FBT ,cxhlbit nun-

bers which were
cion exbibit n
irom tho Lot ¥

bsequently given Commis-
are genorally omluvted
¢ tasy cro included

in the itoms coverst ©f paregsoph 2 of thls

Appendix.
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Hemraond Doubleday World
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Russien book. - :
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Rusolen pamphlsts,
Applicetion for F2CC.
Konbpilla ontiticd vands OF
Join tae FPCC.”
Receipt for flma for 24 Xun.
Court, Now Crlcand, 0-13-G3
Ko, 21862 and AGWIPApST.
cnping.
Pamphlets

Qubal

by Coulizs Lamoca$

i Orimo Agalast Cuba”
160uconnsans oA E2OD “postern Gates”
X g (Citics Lorvica). .

101 cecencnn Teé::.n Hghway Map (Phillips
. o 32). . :
16T macmmana 252D €7 DCSCCW. :

103 tumenee 202D G RISSR. . L

1080 e L2 €207 G2 Tow. Crieata, -

110 b ieeman

117 (D49) e S50 €8 T1SH poner [ Crd
‘ . o W J . I
118 amenooes JESRANUTA £ood pant of ls-

181cciannsas BIOTVD

o : S prezal ReeseR, Vet 8,

o IJo £fm=istancd sifd

L Tatr a7 Fer
2 Gl

Y pmsk, OIS

pTG ©f “Desutital Mussla”
I9spei tho wostd.

A

£Io62000% With GsRiRs.

- eally

Trowa
CEroun DRGSEET

{7

al2r. - W

ok priziing contuning ¢
wontl 1o

oicn e, .-
Ih\-‘,‘]a
b 9 toger iy S bt ]

rosiod £9 2% 60 KL Cowald

. 4'a’ '

b0, 212~TUISDAY, NOVEMCZR'Y, 1968

Fel
ezhibit

No,
122.cnccce-s
| {1 S—— we
124 ccacices
120.cacccacs
126 ccocen- -

137-150-coua-

163.ccccacea

160.ccncnnca

LS TR

173 cccne- e

178umceeeqie

PUE TS
DU SO

177. .._-‘..,A--: :

AT0eccccanas

;79_;;.--!,'_‘-.'

1= W

N O
[

o

b 1L A,

190 ccecnnaa

U7

D

| peges

Description

Single shoet In black ink print-
ing eatitlea “Tho New Zm."

Pazes of bluo ink hendwriting
numbered. 1-11 on Tollznd-
Amorica Line statloacery.

Sheota of biuo ink handwridng
Hciland-Amorie
ticoery, nwALLrad
taroush 44

Lino oix-
1A

ancots of blus ik kendwritiag -

on clanZ-Amsrtica  Idae
stastonery, Sumbered 18 ond

Tolesr cartlonzd “Bloknots.”
Lotters fa Ruscian seripl.
Withholdlaz Tax Gtalcmants
for 19085 and 1086 for 1.3
Ozwnid. ./ .
withhelding Tax Etatements
fop 1053 o2 1956 for lLee
wald, :
Deocstt ciip DD Publie 3ervico’
10, 404703, Taling Clty Yater
o Vs Dot Clip 2308
end T L=nizymacat
Comm'=—=icn clin V34 4-1C-
] (mmn:m:atla.ﬂ.o«z-

waid).

Rent recolph 0-0-€3, cicned L
Dawson (Zow Ocleazs)ly

Recelpt foema Gl Doparmont
of Jusiles foy €5 (BIB) 1

© pema o2 Mamua f, Ooweld.

Birth  coniloats for Audrey
Ma-ing Boedel Qoweld tom
10-50-C3, o, 16109, Dallza,
Nz, .

Boctal Sscontty Reccipt Cowald
(Dosle) Soouvity 259, 43004
€237, 0/35).

witaheldizg Tox forr 1030 1

S pi—o of Lon-insroy ol -

A

Invoica I73. £5310 GLA,

Xy
v

transnoriation coois CA05.71.
A pT==3) —woid S pay
320, $o Dorastznent €2 Ctato,
Rem il ling, £330 Beparte
Spmamt Tees £, £l end -
aroas], efimssid “Cuweld
Eoxz 2913, Dalias, Tesia”
F.-mé:_:p:s‘m U3, Bezertmont

Iwoa, 118288

.. 1368021, 18002000 and 1155090, ’

T oo 82 im mame- oF
foamad Cownld,

b . ALY :'_:_:*.‘;tb T Perm - FI-180
D gD An peimo of 1R Zarvey
oot A .

~ :‘k -de .
: inz~e253 ferms, one
N TENTS "” *

8 et &

TSR £pztection far

TTo.LR2ED) . .
:;\%;;-9::.‘: £0 cote..
GTei 7 palEE,

5 ta peme 0%

Soaning EATD® r.:'.".:.-':w ~
Pemaning) JIo, 19 Dassten ST
; M

tE f

amd gIanes on plata o
Czo Ty =4 exvalerd S
; S;\\Jll Coooolly $0 4290 'L

-

& O
Femaon - languase  mofsesh

£3. Ll=ohorio frea -
Tosos €7 e TalR.

PN

of £i223, 1y poams Comald




