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Westdeutscher Rundfunk (WDR)  direct email frank@cannonslaw.com 

Justiziariat 
Appellhofplatz 1 
50667 Köln, 
GERMANY   Fax No: +49 221 220 8504 
 
 
DELIVERED BY FAX ONLY – Attention Dr Michael Libertus 
 
Our Ref:  FC/WESTR0103   
Your Ref:  “Nervengift im Flugzeug” to be broadcast 7/7/2014 
 
30 June 2014 
 
 
Dear Dr Libertus, 

Richard Mark Westgate (Deceased) 
 
We refer to your letter of 27 June 2014. 
 
Now we are confused.  You have told Dr Ronald Schmid that Mr van Beveren 
is still an author/editor, and now you tell us that he has been removed as 
editor/author. These statements are mutually exclusive. Also the 
advertisement running for WDR shows Mr van Beveren as still an 
author/editor, because it states that this is a “film by Tim van Beveren and 
Roman Stumpf”. 
 
For the purposes of dealing with this issue we will assume that what you 
have written to us is the accurate and up-to-date position of WDR. 
 
The agreement made dated 5 June 2013 was a tripartite agreement between 
WDR, Mr Tim van Beveren and Professor  Ramsden. The agreement was only 
made on the basis that Mr van Beveren was the author/editor. Professor 
Ramsden has not agreed to alter the agreement. It is illegal and null and void 
for one party to an agreement to, unilaterally, purport to alter the agreement, 
especially in such a fundamental respect. So you and the research team are 
still bound to the agreement with Mr van Beveren, and our clients are 
insisting on its implementation. 
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This means that no part of all interviews given by Professors Ramsden and 
Abou-Donia, Dr Mulder, Dr van de Goot and the writer of this letter, Mr 
Frank Cannon, can now be published. Such interviews were only provided 
exclusively to Mr van Beveren in his sole capacity as author and editor of the 
documentary.  
 
Similarly all research material, and photos, slides and documentation, which 
were provided to Mr van Beveren must not be published by you. Any consent 
given by, or on behalf of the research team is hereby withdrawn on the basis 
that Mr van Beveren is not the author or editor of the intended documentary. 
 
Additionally, you may feel that WDR had the right to repeat what was 
broadcast in Monitor last month. This is not correct. We had an 
understanding and agreement with Mr van Beveren that all information, 
research material, documentation and interviews were given on the sole basis 
that each piece, sound-bite or clip would be especially cleared by Mr van 
Beveren with me as representing the research team. Mr van Beveren was very 
careful to clear all the material which was used in Monitor with me in 
advance, and such clearance was only given for the purpose of the Monitor 
broadcast and no other. Indeed we have been waiting for Mr van Beveren 
instituting a similar clearance process for any other program, and especially 
the broadcast that had been scheduled for 7 July. 
 
No authorisation is, nor will be, given for further use or re-use of such 
interviews, data and other information and materials concerning Mr Richard 
Mark Westgate. 
 
As Mr. van Beveren is no longer one of the authors of the planned feature all 
consent given to him prior and through him possibly to WDR since 5 June 
2013 is hereby voided and consequently withdrawn. 
 
This prohibition applies to: 
- all interviews Mr van Beveren conducted with all of the interviewees; 
- all materials and evidence that were given to Mr van Beveren and which he 
has forwarded to WDR, including papers, pathological data and pictures, 
drafted opinions and studies and all photographic pictures of the deceased 
Richard Westgate.  
 
Accordingly WDR must now erase and destroy, with immediate effect, all the 
above referenced material, whether in hard copy or digitally stored. 
 
We would like now to receive your confirmation that WDR will comply,  and 
that none of the aforementioned materials will be used in the planned 
documentary to be aired on 7 July 2014 within the ARD network. 
 
Unless we have such assurance in writing by not later than 24 hours form 
receipt of this telefax, steps will be taken to prevent publication. Please 
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confirm that all such material has been removed from the documentary 
advertised for 7 July. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Frank Cannon 
 
cc T. van Beveren by Fax 





 
 
 
 
 
Westdeutscher Rundfunk (WDR)  direct email frank@cannonslaw.com 

Justiziariat 
Appellhofplatz 1 
50667 Köln, 
GERMANY   Fax No: +49 221 220 8504 
 
 
DELIVERED BY FAX ONLY – Attention Dr Michael Libertus 
 
Our Ref:  FC/WESTR0103   
Your Ref:  “Nervengift im Flugzeug” to be broadcast 7/7/2014 
 
2 July 2014 
 
 
Dear Dr Libertus, 

Richard Mark Westgate (Deceased) 
 
We refer to your letter of today’s date. 
 
Each letter which you write to us causes more confusion. 
 
Firstly, you now claim that the tripartite agreement is not engaged on the 
basis that Mr van Beveren is the author or editor. The opening statement of 
the agreement clearly states that he is both author and editor. In addition no-
one else is described as author and editor, and you are no doubt aware that a 
documentary cannot be made without an author and editor. So your first 
point is fundamentally incorrect. 
 
Secondly, the agreement makes absolutely no reference to any party by the 
name of Dr Roman Stumpf, who you now describe as an author. If he is the 
author, then this is the first time that we have been so informed by WDR. 
 
Thirdly, you state that “Dr Roman Stumpf was present at the interview [Mr 
Cannon] gave.” Again this is untrue. Mr Cannon’s interview and the other 
interviews were conducted wholly and solely with Mr van Beveren. Dr 
Stumpf was most definitely not present. We understand that Dr Stumpf was 
present, as a bystander only, for the final 10 minutes of a one-hour interview 
conducted with Professor Abou-Donia by Mr van Beveren in London. He had 
no input to this interview. So it is incorrect to claim that Dr Stumpf was 
present. He was present at the filming of the Dublin B roll, where it was 
agreed that any sound would not be used, and, in any event, this film was not 
“an interview”. When filming was first being arranged, and discussions were 



taking place, it was agreed between the interviewees and Mr van Beveren, 
that because of the fact that the Inquest was to be held at some future 
uncertain date, and the research findings would, accordingly, be sensitive, it 
was agreed that each time the interviews or parts thereof were to be screened 
or referred to, Mr van Beveren would seek specific clearance from Mr Cannon 
as representing the research team. This applied to, and was adhered to in, the 
Monitor program, and authorization was given for that limited purpose and 
no other. 
 
Fourthly, it is incorrect for you to state that there is still valid consent which 
entitles WDR to use any interview material. Any consent that did exist was 
limited by the constraints enumerated above, and do not extend to a 
screening other than Monitor. In so far as WDR may still take the view that 
any consent still subsists, then it has unequivocally been withdrawn. 
 
Separately, the terms of the written agreement of 5 June 2013 make it plain 
that any material coming into your hands as a result of the agreement must 
remain confidential (meaning that it cannot be aired) until either a scientific 
paper is published or an Inquest or similar hearing occurs.  All material 
presently in your hands is there solely by reason of the agreement, so all of it 
falls within its terms. As neither a scientific paper has yet been published, nor 
has an inquest or other hearing taken place, it follows that you are strictly 
bound by the undertaking of confidentiality, contained in that agreement. 
 
Since we had not heard from you in reply to our letter of 30 June, we had 
already, on behalf of our clients, retained the services of a lawyer in Germany 
to be able to apply to the court for an injunction to prevent broadcast in 
violation of the agreement, as well as the specific agreement between Mr van 
Beveren and those being interviewed. 
 
We will be able to stop the injunction process provided we are able to have a 
suitable reply from WDR by 10 am tomorrow morning, formally confirming 
that no material presently in your hands from, or through, Mr van Beveren, 
will be broadcast without our further consent. This includes all interviews, 
photographs, written drafts or reports and research material and slides.  
 
This is only what we have been seeking on behalf of our clients since the 
beginning of this correspondence. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 
Frank Cannon 
cc T. van Beveren by Fax 






