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"~ The most recent ook by Earold Weicherg entitied "Whitowash I -
4 Th2 TFBI - Secret Service Coverup” is highly critical of the B reau and
* ospecifienlly of foc tesiimeny of FEI Leboratery Txnn S Tymdel

5 ‘Shaneyfeil:, Weisbherg Freviously authored the
; veported to be writing "Whitewash IIL." Harold V/ciskereg is 2
»*-} Maryiand, poultry farmer, an ex-State Department empn
{investigator who was removed from both posit

. ia commu
-+ dmesll because he could not intere

, ViILllous nature of its contents.

1 In Whitewash I, Weisberg ex:

lrezarding the examinztion of the

" [bacad on the Zapruder fiim. Ee
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ist or having communist sympathies. V/eisberg had t:e Look nrinted

A o

Zzapruder film and the re-ena
stztes that & aneyfelt "ron the re-zan
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e bock "Vhitewasy" cad is

now
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leyee, and on ex-Sanats
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st any publishers in it Possibly due o the

tensively quotes the testimony o
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seaat was made essentic] by the doctrine of the Reps
.. wiengaged in a reconstructicn they knew to be utterly
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{V/kitewash II that A Shaneylalt "was the Commissisn's photogirophic expent, o
.11"he did or supervised their photographic lab work, " and "icse Jwces on the i
i cutting rcom floor moy hove been nut there by Shanzylelt. ™ “fler carnliclt

s atmaal

~dl in the reader's mind thai S2 Shaneyielt did all the

nlotograshic work he reiers
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giluncbasi 1y to "picture Accloring, ™ “edited or aliercd photograshs and the | .
§ UCziruction of evidaies ' Iz concludes with a very specific imnlication t!:*"“". o, WY

2

1:LA .L:meyf ¢ cut out toc ruea-priiicized missing frames 208 through 21U of |
,J bov Lepucor Qdos te con . Ldrian Lo pablie what ronlly hanaenod during t.xc . :‘) .

4lassassination, All of these allegatloqs are, of course, completely false,

'H(Life Magazine has recently admittod having spliced the original Z..p ucer flm

i and cut out the four frames,) Thece fra*nee were nct nmissing in the I".,'I cony
“of the film and were ccnsidered in 2ll evaluations by the uhLar"to“v ol ke

[es oG
Lo 2

W repreceniitives of the Commission s 'ho viewed the F5I copy. SA .,;:u.:.c" 21t

—rals

riace several photographic examrinations at the request of the Commission ‘)

...... SE.00

did-nct *'run their photograpiic 12 woui, " Fe assisiclin the re-cnoomeont
; ] but did not "run it" and, of course, did not edit, decter, cr muiilate aay evidznze,
| {tweisberg suggests that SA Shaney‘ 1t may be a perjures.
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The allegations oi Weisberg would appear to be libelous ¢f both the Bureau
Mand SA Shaneyfelt. Acccrdingly, in an effort to discourage and £L0p such highl

¢..;,QA~

irresponsible and unwar>anted attacks against the Eurcau on theébart of 1Walsizom on

.
WELELIDT QNG L

ryothers like him, the Bureau may wish to explore the fws*‘":**j of having o il

& —re o d
-.saction brought against V/eisberg in SA Shaneyfelt's naine. Factors o Lo vl g.‘.w
:# in any such consideration are: (1) Legal estimate of wheiher success’ iz

cmde L1000
4

b2 sustained based on (2) the irresponsible ans moiicious statem r*; nthebooss

i &5

o
i ' oppcsed to (b) the recent Sunreme Court decision holdin ng that newsworily persons

Yoy
including those who do nct seck putlicity have only a mmtec. rigat to sue for damezes
tlfor false reports that are published about them; and (2) a tactical estimate as tc
.-“whether a net gain would accrue, bearing in mind the greatiy increnscd ;cm bood

which such an action would provide for We1sber~, &s opposed to tae inch waal ke is now
apparently {orced to publish his bocis privately.

f n SA Shaneylelt, of course, conie:iplates no action in the matier unless sc o
de51red by the Bureau. T
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J.t m*rnt erve as a basis for libel aciion against Weiskerg,
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A»t“chcc memor‘.ndum of 1/26/0'7 cup ioned as obove, from

. ) - I
M. V. D. Grifiit: to Mr. Conrad, concluces by recomrieniing thot the Legol’ 0 L
oo Research Unit determize whether the stotersenss raoda agalnot LD Liornioiy e Ly

catd Ssed

the Legal Research Unit concludes that the state ments are libelous and thet

Cvoarva

g-_"ﬁ ) Traminer SA Lyndal L. Shaneyfelt are libelous. = For the reasons shown kcicw,

S4 Ehaneyfelt has a cause of action avams‘ the author of. Whtewash I :
B e 'q." T v
R The ctatements made in the kock defint te‘y arc libelous as to
K any ordinary persor. They go far beyond the rar ge of fair eriticicm and clearly L
MR 1 arge, in their total context, th..t Shzneyfelt is a liar, forger, ctc. Ta ey '
. fprovide an ample bacis on wmch ne ordinary person could sue for likel, s.m.:'“' s
t "+ Yor defamation of character as the ~ase may be.
R
ir § A specizl problem arises ir Sha neyicl’s case, however, tacouze N
... - ke is a public employee who has come to some public atteniion e 2 :a..J.t Ciise <
»"’» use of his examinations in the work of the Warren Comrission oxthe assaciinztion
, of the Presideni. If Sh..neyfelt ig now a "'pukblic cificial™ his case weuld e
~ ¥ determined by a rule diffzrent fron: that used in aeclding 2n zciion ior libel
| . brought by an ordircry nerson. This rule was laic dowa cleariy by the Susroiis .
! . Court in New York Times, Inc. v. Suilivar, 576 U. S. 54 (1284), axé zen: o
"~ as follows:
ORE . Vo e e
B L cLos & public officiel is allcwed the civii '°:nbcy for libel and slancer -
Lo "By if he establishes that the utierance was false :c. that it was made vits '

" krowledge of its faleity or in reclices disregarcd of viether it was fzls2 o

. 7 true." In other words, a public official may sx.ucess:.u‘.ly sue for libel or gloader
}-‘k or.ly l:é’p;pvm" actusl -nahce anc this must be proven by .h.ow'Mr that the
5
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Re: Aszassination of President -~
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‘ scellzneous Information ™ sncerning

e’ wizther it was truz or felee. A puklic officicl is keld to this st=icic

POO. DoCiled Wi Veoy RAure 07 i pouldon ol a rublic oificial
is such that in a free government a great dezl of criticiem coucerning the

" Jofficial and Lis concuct of official affcirs must be toieratec.

The Supreme Court has not clearly defined the tzmm forhlic
ciiicial” for a2ll purnoses. As the Court s2id in Fosznb
75 (1288):

A ) o T Coa Tr el
1200 Ve ZOED, VO Ue .

"We remarked in New York Times that we hac 25 ccension to
determine how far down into the lower ranrks of TOVODIIACLL ¢l L e
or

*public officicl’ desiznation would extend for purpeses of this ruleg,
otherwise to specify categories of perso.. who weould or Would 5no be included.

Liter the above lanjuzne, the Court went on, in I

T Prewid
Eaer, to use othér qualifyine words waich we Lalizve cleariv incic

s shareyleit is not a "public official™ for purposc:s of suit for libel ond slamdem,
The Court said, for exzmple:

"It is clear, therefore, that the *uullic officizl® cesiar

arniies &t the very least to those among the Yizrorely of governoianx
employees who have, cr appear to the nublic to Lve, subsinntial responsitility

for or contrcl over tha concuct of governmentsa! ef2izs . . . Eut 2 conclusion

. that the New York Times meolice standards apply could not ba reached merely

because 2 statemant Cilzmatory of some persca it government emnlov caiches
the public’s interest; thnt conclusion would virwuzily disregarc zociely®sz inierest
in protecting reputations. The employee’s position must B2 one wilch weuld
invite public scrutiny and discussion of the person holding it, ertirely znar

from the scrutiny 2nd discussion occasioned by the particular ciarges in contrever

From the above language the Legzl Slesearch Unit concludes t

SA Shaneyfelt is not 2 "public oficizl” for purposes of the law of kel ond s

- . ~ . Pl TS - A ~o-
anc that, fence, he is not held to the stricter standard of proof appdedilo
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— N.scellaneous nicrmation Concerning

*  'ecfizinl who sues. ITe in, onthe conton ,-keld only to the ordinar st:‘.nclarg
4+ jol proof which is me

a4 ea3ler 10 widdt 2ad which cza se amply supnorted by
¥+, | the defamatory lanzuage used in the referenced book. o

gt

g

. It is believed, moreover, that even should A Shzneyfelt be held
* to be a "public oXicial” for this purnose, the refe-enced book dispinye suck &

W recll 2ss disregard Zor the trath or falgity of chargce thas ore o ctenlily fnlse

bt
L 10 SA Chaneyfelt protadly could racover under even :he stricier siancnzg

. PR 5 Al s S AT T
_apnitaed to publiic officicis.

o There are several policy censiderctions which are net within
-+ the province of the

Lcral Research Ualt but we mention them for suck value . ’
.. -as they may have in mzaling a decision v -ther £A Chaneylelt should bring suii

- ol Ll [y

g . e
2o (1) The zuther of the referenced bock may be inviting 2 law
suit 1o cbhinin nubllcily and zales ior ic booik.
o - ~ — e B . R oo L ~ S e e e
: (2) 02 lisel inthe refercneed Bock iz not ehnllensed now,

A PO L

now writing - and molze in thot book 2dditionsl statemianis which are even mere”

PRy O RPN dditvas Cod

. } hie author may come cul with Whitewseh IT - 2 kool which he ic s2id (o be

-

3 1. zlous tian those made here. The dunzer scems cornsideratiz if ke is not
»~ | stouped now.
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-+ (3) If CA Shoneyfelt’s intesrity ever is cuestioned in court where
. 1y » . . - e mhmnaey "Tierm cen S + "o -~
B ‘ he apnears in his usucl canacity ag an FEI Laboratory Sxaminer and ehnllerred
ST e <3 ~ - ks YA - . - - ES - J e P S, T T A R LL L L ‘e
willosariicular reierence o the stotements made o this boclk, o] wanrcsen .

. 3 VS na T < - . ~ L~ LA,
oo {1s et to say the least, il SA Shoimeylelt must renly that he tock a

c
| this case. Mary might corsider failure to take aciion as a sori of admissica
8 of guilt by both S4 Chaneyfelt and the FBI.
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(4) ‘s time passes o2nd SA Shaneylelt is not chzllenzed in coux:
.o jadusing regular testimony, his clalin for darnnocs €honld Ro lnier conoioey
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1 uc.-onim this caze is considerably weoliened, e N
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