FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMSIA
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{Parsuant to Public Lew 89-487y 5 U.8.0. 552)

1. Plaintiff brings this action undexr Public Law

2. Plaintiff is a professiomal writer, living and
te of Maryland. Plaintiff has published a musber of bocks
aling with political assassinations and curvently is deveting
11 time efforts to researching and writing edditional

3. Defendant is the U.s. Department of Justice.

4. Spectographic analysis is a common snd simple
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tlall of the bullets and fragments came from ome particular

arad,

deslly, ztuwﬁmmmaamum+

. mmwmmmwmmmmw
a8 on Novesber 22, 1363, the Pederal Buxsau of Investigs

u} WWM&WW@WMW
President Rennedy or Sovernor John Connally of Tewas
(Tdentified as Exhibit 399 of the President’s W
on the & ' Lon of President Hennedy, beresfter
referred to as the Warren Comsission)s: '

b) bullet fragment from fromt seat cushion of

e) bullet fragment from besids fromt seats

4) metal fragments from the President's heads

£) three wetal fraguments recoversd from resxr
floor board carpet of limousines

9) metal scrapings frem inside surface of wind~
shield of limcusine; and
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which was struck by bullet or fragment, |

8. Even though ¥r. Gellagher testified in deposition
ge Before The Warves Commission, Vol. XV, pp. 746-5%).

9 mmwﬁmmwmmmuy
M« ?4 w“ 3&"‘1‘}*

10. At page 74 of his testimony, Nr. Frazer said that |
the bullets and fragments listed in paragraph 6, Bupza, were
*sigilar in metallic composition® Dut refused to say that they were

P Mol G
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: e the Warven Commission or not, although they weve
p 27 | 2 to do so by the Commission {(Commission Report, p. XI).

ten Commission, the Commission in twrm @id not deposit them
cional Archives, although all of the rest of its material
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ndfor copy the amalyses. {See Exhibit B appended hereto.)

13. Plaintiff's firet formal attempt te get permi
pee and/or copy the spectographic analyses was in a mm::j
tor 4. Edgay Hoowsr, dated May 23, 1966, (See Buhibit
nded hareto.) |

14. Pladatiff's veguest wenk wnensweved.

13. During 1966, 1967, 1968, and 1969 Plaintiff made

17.

On May 16, 1970, in a letter sddressed to Mx.

d Kleindienst, Deputy Attorney Gemeral, Plalntiff renewed
cconpanying it with :Wm v 118 (“Re-

it for Access to Officlal Records Under 5 U.S.C. 552{a) and
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ure undor 5 U.S.C. 552 as & part of an “investigutory £il4
h Bo. 7 of that het. (See Exhibit B appended hereto.)

19. In a letter dated Jume 12, 1970, the Deputy Attorndy

em:mm“&mxmm denying access under 3 ¥,.5.0,

fblic Law 89-487. 5 U.B.C. 552, further alleging that, pursu
lew, the records must be made available to him, mm

Pullets and fragments listed im paragraph 17, suprs, Mm"“l‘”




