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Iyndal L. Shaneyfelt
6125 Varnmon Terrace
Alexandria, Va, 22307

Daar ¥r., Shaneyfelt:

I have reeeived your bill for falsely represented axpert testimony at 535.00 an hour,
Unspeakably arrogant aad indecent as i this fraudulent misrepressntation, it is far
from your worst offenses agaimst decency.

You misused the processes of tha court and the fmmmity it granted you to make false
and defamatory remarks about me that wore im ne way relevant to the depesition’s pur-
poses or the questions asked of yon. You said you had wanted to sue me over my writing
in one book only, that which desls with the suppression of photegraphic evidence ia
the so-called investigation of the asamssination of an Axerican Presideat. You, of
course, were the photographic expert ia that “investigation,”

Your purposas wara obvious, to try te poison the wall of inforaation available to
judges and to pretand that I do anot kaow what I say, that I have some kind of insidi-
ous ulterior purpese in ar entirely umpaid labor of many years.

How that book was published ten years ago. It was the third of the bocks in which I
addressed your work. Whataver you msy have discussed with the 0ffice of Leganl Cownsel
of the FBI ten years ago or at auy earlier or subsequent time, naither you nor any
other FEL agent nor any Warren Comamission counsel or Member nor any other one person
of all tha humdreds about whom I have written in seven books has written or phonad ne
to cozplain of unfair treatwment.

In the deposition you claimed z desmire of ten years azo to sua me. Yeu'’ll do that when
shrimps whistle frowm the backs of cows jumplng over a green-cheese moom! It would have
been improper for me to respend when you pulled what I presume is the practice of a
life-time of ex _periemce st dirty tricks in the guise of testiwony. However, at the
end of the session I did teil #r. Moschalla of the FRIl'es Office of Legal Cousnel that
if you want to sue 1’1l be only too happy to waive any statutory limitations. You can
accaept this latter ss that waiver.

I remsmber encugh of what I wrote ten years ago to be confident yeu will not sue and
will not subject to examimation what you 2i4 and did not do 28 the photographie expert
when yowr President was killed and you wese awmeng those whose responsibility it wes to
pravent harm to him.

You reenacted the crime = with the wrong csmera amd from the wreng place. Tour re-
enactment of those six seconds that nullified our system of society was 3C percent in
ervor as a result. TYou were awars of this error and assured those whose “expert” you

were not to be concerned, that you had sdded a mark to indicate the podnt at whieh
shots ware [ired.

Hithout your yeara of FUI training and experience, I would vot call this char=de a
reenactment.

Tou testified to your numbering of the frames of the film of the assasainatfon. In
your numbering you just managed to skip from 207 to 212, You dasmeribed as 212 what
quite clearly 1ig not 212 but is in part 212 and part 208. What a remarkabla coinei-
dence when im the official account it is at 210 that the President comld have beem hit

for the first time,
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tn this crucial photographic evideance you testified to a straight-line relationship
between this photographey, the late Abrsham Zapruder, amd amother, Phil #illis. You
even prepared an elaborate exnibit I reproduced in Ffacsimila., It shows this straizht-
1ive relationship between both cameras, with the Presideat betwesn them. The photo~
graph you salaeted for your exhibit was snapped, by wuilversal agreesment and 100 percent
of the testinony, after tha President had been hit.

Tour expert testimony did not include whather or not Willis is shown intthe Zapruder
film at this point, as la sbesolutely necassary for the officisl account of the assassi-
oation to be within posaibilicy.

floxr d4id your expert test y te the Commission include any information about what the
motion pictura film caputred and preserved that is not visible oa projection. This is
a matiter about which in tha testimony for Which you now clais exmert fzes you alse ag-
tamptad to obfuscata.

Un sxposure that movie film espufraé 20 to 25 percent mors thaa is visible on projec—
tion. This £ilm, batwsen the sprocket holes, also just happened to disappear foraver
when those four frames were removed from the origimal, It i3 met duplicated in the
copying process, 28 you alsc know and did not testify to. Thus, the one possibla means
of establishing photographically wherher or not Willis was in Zspruder’s film at the
time he had to be for the FRI's explanation of the assassination to begin to be tenable
disappeared forever — and this was not inmcluded ia your expert testimony.

Without beasfit of your yvears of P31 training and ezperience, I waes nble to address
this dafinitively in & mancer that escaped your vamnted eppertise. I did exawine this
marginal material, this 20 to 25 percent of the f£ilm that you never onca testifiad to
when it was your soleam, I think close te sacred, obligation to testify to it. T ex-
anined this narginal satarial in the individual slidea made by LIFE mageginge, in these
frazes that were anot somehow destroyed witheut your giviag any testimony en that,
asither. Examinatlon of the frames prior to those destroyed shows that prior to Trame
210 Willis had taken hig plcture, removed his camera from his eye and hdd walked inte
the street, exactly as he testified.

This means, of course, that his picturs of the President after the Pregsident had heen
shot was taken before Frame 210 and oa this basis alone destroys yourand the Fil's
“selutien” to the crize.

Conalatent with this, ym("m-mmnt" of the crime was predicated uwpon that same
shot baving struck be President in the meek. With this pracenception the photographs
of the reeaactment do show the impossibllity of that shot also having inflicted all
five wounds on CGovernor Cemnally, another requirement ef the ¥BI's “selution” te that
most horrible of crimea,

In my contimuing work and thanke to FOILA, I was hblo te obtain other suppressed official
evidence. Ineredibls as it may seem, the FEI never obtained the official certificate
of death and in those hoasted-of thousands of its reports and the Commission's 300
cuble feat of files thers was no single raference te the existence of a death eertifi-
este. It was executed by the Prasifent's own physician, Adairal Ceorge Burkley. I
recall no ¥BI interviewy with Dr. Burkley nor eny indicstion of any F3I interest in a
death certifleats. Undawvnted, you went ahead with your photographle expartise. And
thus you had no laterferance from the fact that the death certificate shows your zeen-
actment, based on all those wears of TBI experlemee, was a fake, The Presideat was
wounded, in tha worda of that death cextifie ate, at the "level of tha third thoracic
vertehra.”' ‘This #8 six inches lowar than your expertise placed it in your “"reenact-
mant.

Without this very apecial kiod of empertliae; I em sure you can see the ralevance of
the foregoing to mm comtinuing quest for the relevant sdgentific tests, including
those allagedly performed on the President's garmentn,
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Hewory is fragile and compared to vhat it was mine has failed. These 13 years, years
in which there was ne 7RI to pay me or regard me with a retiracent while I undertosk
to do as wuch as I could of what the PRI was supposed to do apd did not do, have taken
A heavy toll. Perhaps the wost difficult of these straims {s the amotion of following
up on such expartise zs yours. Uy wmewory may be faulty, but I ddt not reeall your
axpert tastimony on the Zaprudar eamera ineluding either its slo-motiom ecapability or
the means by which it is sctivated. The motien of his finger of a frasction of an inch
wheu he was shocked and trembiing ecould have activated the slow motiom. This, of
eoursa, would have reduced the fow seconds of tine even mere.

Then there is the rapert of Uallas FBI Agest Robert M. Barrett in which he stated that

-

¥ou as sn expart knew could not be true, that Zapruder had told him "'the camsra was sat to &4

take normal speed movie film or 24 frames per second.” Your expertise did not include
correcting this. Hormal ias indicated at 15 frames per second. Slow metion is 24 frames
per zacond. Yeur mpél!nt- agsinat ma do not include my reproduction of this formerly
supprassed Barreit report in facaiwile.

These are not all tha matirers relating to you sbout which I have written. They also
are aot all the ressons you will net dere sue me.

I kuow of no errors iam my work, large as my published work %, that do not come from
trusting the FBI's word, as with this Barrett repert you did net correct.

If what I have published s not ensugh to give you grounds for sult, then I here agdd
more. 1 belleve you failed in your sbligatiouns when you were respomsible for part of
the investigation of the assasaination of a Preaident, with all that means, ineluding
the negatiom of representative seclety. I balieve your fallure was not because you d1d
uot kmow bettar - that it was deliberate — and that the results include the misleading
of a Preaideatial Comsission and the decaption of a grieving nation.

With thase s £ your self-styled expertise, I think it ias apparent that you are
tha last porson in the world I would call as an expart witness. And you very well Kaow,
as deoss Yr, Frasier who made the same obscene demands upoa mae, that I eslleg you pursu-~
ant to the decision of the faderal court of appeals in its dacision in Mo, 75-2021.
Fhila thers is other relavant language in this deecisfon, 1t mhould suffice to rapeat:

The data which plaintiff seeks to have produced, 1f it exiats, are aatters
of iaterast not omly to him but to the mation. Surely thedr existenee or nonex-
istence should be determined apeedily on the basis of he best available evidence,
i.s. the witnesses who had personal knowledge of the events at the time tha in-

R

vestigation was made, Y

[
Without possibility of thiz ineludes you, ¥r. Frazfer and others I should eall
but cannot begin to afford to ecall. Witheut possibdlity of doubt this precludes,
and te tha govermment's Ymowledge precludes, the poseibility that yeu were called as
an expert witness and are in any way entitled to such extortionaste fees. Your quan-~
tioning was limited te a narrov interpratation of the lanmguage of the deeinion.

Wbila I casnot be certainm until I read the tramseript, I do believe that your thatinony
was not emtirely faithful te fact. I have already inquired of the Archives about the
enlargementa showing the damapgs to the purbstons to which ¥ou testified. The Archives
reporte it has ne sueh pictures by you.

Concepta of what is right and wrong, deceémt and indecent, are iadividual matters. As

a prisemer of war escort guard in World War II I had extensive exparience with men vhose
concepts were radically different from mime. They wers men whe considared anything done
in puravanca of an order right aud proper, men whe never questioned aa order. It has
beea anything but pleasant to study what 1is termed the offiefal investigatien of the
assassination of a President, the investigation of which you vere so important & part.
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But T must tell you that in a long lifetime of having to deldl with the sordid and
the wrong-headad, I recall nothing as shocking and to me as obscene as your arrogant
demand for paymeat at $35.00 am hour for eovurt-orderad testimony.

Have you no shane?

Sincerely,

Harold Yeisbery

ce; ion. John Pratt
AUBA Miehasel “yan



Toute 12 - (ld Zacdver Road
Frederieck, "d. 217G1

April 1, 1877

Wr. Michael Ryan

tasistant tUnited States Attorney
Fedaral Courthouse

Washingtea, 0. &, 20001

Dear ¥r. Ryan:

You resall, I am sure, sy reguasts that you cesse Your persisting and deliberate wuis-—
representations to courts and deceptions of judges im ay FOIA Cases. I balieve that
on the last of these ocecasions I asiad you please not to do it again bacause if you did
you would force me to make efforts to end thea,

dYhat driss you to thesa liss I do not kmow, but whether it be the requirement of hodd-
ing your job or the hopa of advancemant or any other such motive, you appear mot to be
able te stop. It is reprebenaible misconduct.

it is alao costly to me. It is part of a systematie effort to negate the Act. to demy
ma my rights wader 1t and te intarfere with ny work.

You have just lied sgain to Judgs Pratt. Thera can be no aceident in it.
You 414 deceive him. The rseord will show this damaged me wmuch.

(Perhaps you ars of the persuasion thet it is right and propar to withhold the faet
about a Prasidantial sssessination. This also has been your conswisteat effort, iy
your Cod and your children forgive you; 1 do mot.)

When I receive tha transcript of the two more recent depositions I will have the direct
quotations I deed to do what you force upon me. Umnleas you have ratracted the newest
of your lies and undoge the damage they have done, T will be ralsing 81l of this with
tha bar assogiatien,

I de not inmsist that you eall yourself a liar nor do I axpect that you say your miscon—
duct is because it serves the interests of the de<endant, your eaployer. 1 do empect
a ratraction that iz a full retraction, however expediently you phrase it.

Hy intarest is not veegeance. 1 aam interestad im the sanctity ef what I regard as tha
most democratic of laws and the obsarvance of my rights wnder it so that I may do the
work I have undertaken, .

Early on 1 cautiwned you that you wara em a course that meant you would, im my layman's
concent, ba suborning perjury. Despite thia, yom mew have three sworn and different
versions of a sisgle wmatarial fact. There ama other similar instances.

Sinceraly,

Harold Welsbherg



—_— — e

*]

Lyndal L. Shaneyieit

6125 VERNON TERRACE, ALEXANDRIA, VIRGINIA 22307 TELEPHQONE (703) 765-1331

March 29, 1977

Mr. James H. Levar
Suite 600

910 Sixteenth Street MU
Washington, D. C, 20036

for professional services in the form of testimony for a
deposition in the matter of Weisberg vs. U. 5. Department
of Justice -~ Civil Action No. 75-0225 at :ha guoted rats
for expeft testimony of 3535.00 per hour plus expenses:

Fee amount for three hour on 3/28/77 - - - 3105.00
Mileage for 24 miles 2152 per nile - - - - 3.580

Total fee and expenses - - — — - — 108,50
Less your check dated 2/14/77 - -  21.40
Balanca dug - = = = = = = =« - - = 3 87.20

—_—
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ndal L

. Shanayfe




