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19% then visible shows nothing regarding gavsation of an 

change in the mark and nothing regarding motivation. There- S 

fore it has no bearing on the existence of the plate 

the only issue raised below to which it nisht be rele-../, 

vant. 

Further, in this case there is no peasonable basis 

Por believing that "one nore chance” in District Court 

ye
t vould satisfy appellant. t is clear from the pleadings - * 

in this ease that appellant starts. fron the presumption 

that the FBI's actions were all part of a conspiracy to 

cover up the truth regarding the Kennedy assassinetion 

and that ne “unreasonably interyvrets many obviously 

legitimate and innocuous statenen 

prooTt of this praconceived view. It fsnould be reneated 

that the Diatriet Court found that not an Lota of eyvi- 

dence had been presented to indicate any bad ft 

conapiracy on the part of appellees. 
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