UNITRED STATRS DISTRICT COURT
FOR THZ MORTHERN DISTRIC? OF ILLINOIS
BASTERN DIVISIOE

Harold Welsderg Civil Action No.
Rt. 8, Prederick, M4, -
Plsintift
L

Shermen Skolnisk
9800 South Ogleaby Avemue
Chisago, Ill.

Defendant :

SQUFLAINT

1. Zialabiff is a vriter uho has established an intermational
reputation for his investigatiens snd writings about polisiesl mssss-
sinetions, sapesisily that of tha 1ate President Jem PF. Ksnnedy.

2. PNaiatifcs ua"-wu snd pudlished eight books oa shis
subjeat, the first snd Do n of wvhleh is titled VEITRWASH. The

1sat Swo, & & ¢ work in two parss (hereinafter ineluded in the word
"uork®), is titled COUP D'ETAT.

3. Both parts of the work deal with alleged plots to assassi-
nete the late President Keanedy in Ohieago, INlineis. One Anvolved
oe Thomss Arthur Yallee. Another i3 olsimed by snd invelves an seoount
of the history snd troubles of Abpsham Boldsn, a former agent of the

mnd States Ssores _auvuoo.

L. In she courss of investigating and writ shs work, suthor
obtained the services of seversl agents. One, Russell Trunso, i @
forway reporter who then lived in Chicago snd soted a9 Plaintire's
agent in pursuing further sertsin faets, inmsluding those subodied in

of the United States Government. Piaintiff previded his agent Trunso
with slectrostatic eepies thereof. Prunso, acting ss Plaintiff's ageat,
also ebtained for Flaiatiff sertein ressrds of the Gity of Chisago Yo~
lating vo She arrvest ef sald VYelles, %o whioh FPlainsiff directsed him,
solely for purposes of shis work, of whiech sthey arve pars, and to whish
Plaintiff sdded eertein iaterpretations snd of his own. Thess
Cigy of Chiesge rescrds had never hefore had sush tations
phuduyonﬁuuudhu aever Before been used in pud o or in any
other literary work or say bdeck or urising of any kind or charsater.

$. Wnile no individual paper of t:nu-ut my be sopyrighted
and ownad by an individusl, the speeisl sations he plasss upen

,mmmuum-nmm«mnm soupiles Desoms Com~

parsbls %0 sn snthology and sre oo’gtmlbh under what i3 ealled an
gm:gmld.mw. This is well recognized and eatablished in
w snd prectice.

$. Defendant Skelnick salls himsslf & legal resesrcher, slaims
o have experisncss uith and xnovledge of ths law and the sourts, and
alleges the purpese of *geleaning up” the sourts. If true, this is =



1audable objective, for esch man should 1live with snd under the law,
enjoying its denefits snd protactions while obeylag it and not sbus-
ing i{t. Ne man should wrongfully tske the property snd rights of
another and uss them a» his own.

7. On or about ths fires of Pebrusry 1970, Defendant Skolnick
began s systematic effort So gét himself publicity, as essentisl %o
him as alr to ordinary mortals. Por some time, tzrouah s student in
a slass he sondusts et Columbia College, Chicago, Illinois, Defendant
Skolnisck 1laid eourt to Redio Station WBBN, pert of the aatioawide
Celumbis Brosdsasting System. When WEBM proved impervious to his
blandishnents, be suscessfully ecurted Radic Stations WREV, Skokie,
Illinois, snd WCPFL, Ghiesge, Illinois, both of which lster sags in
publicizing the defendant in the use of properiy he had stolen "
Plaintiff, namely, ths work heretofore referred to, ineluding the
heretofore desaoribed materials relsting to said Valles and said Bolden.

8. To this end, Defendant Skolaisk scmmuniscsted with Trunso snd,
under the pretext hs would help, improperly obtained frem Trunzc the
property of Flaintifrf, including elestrostatic coples of the heretofors
referred to documents deserided in paregrsph L above. Defendant knew
these were part of the work, ths property of Plaiatiff, feor Trunso so
informed him. Defsndsnt, by subterfuge and with intendsd and deliberste
ddeeption, disarmed and esrned the confidense of Trunzo with his ssaur-
anse he would telephone and get the permission of Flaintiff ths follow-
ing night, at spproximately 10 p.m., which he never did. Defendant
also told others with whom he assosiated or attempted to assoslats
himself that he was going te visit Plaintiff, slso elaiming he had been
in touoh with Flaintiff, bhed sn appointment with PlainSiff and other
such falas statements. Defendant gave the press snd others ths lmpres-
sion he was in a friendly relaticaship with Plaintiff, whereas they
:;:o total strangers, ne sommunication of say kind having pessed betwsen

.

9. Radio Stations WASY and WOPL 4id combine with Defendant to
take for themselves and thair bensfit and profit the work and property
of Plaintiff, the former on or about March 20, 1970, the latter begin-
ning before snd on or about April 7, 1970, snd therseafter. In viclation
of law, custom, prectice sand regulstion, both stations have falled %o
and have refused to provide Plaintiff with tspe resordings of their
brosdessts of his work which uas stolen snd used by Defendant Skoluiek,
in whioh sash sosbined, in vioclation of the lew snd the rights of
Plaintiff. They have also refused to provide Plaintiff with other uses
of his work, sush ss press releases. In faat, ihey have refused to
answer his repested letters. Radlo Station WASY hed ¢ muinor employee
Selephons Plaintiff snd falasely elaim the tape of their broadsast of
Defendans, ssrefully staged and invelving Columbia GCollege and his class
st Golumbia College, had disappeared, ifmmedia snd complately. One
B4 Lushh, menmager of VRSV, refused to spesk %o insiff on the tele-
phone and has net in any way responded to Plaingiff's letters, the first

.of which was written and wailed March 21, the morning after the wawrps~

tion of Plaintiff's property, rights and nams by ssid Defendsnt and
Lacht and Station WRSY. Whereas, responsidle employees of WCPFL, namely,
the News Direster, under whose direction snd supervision Plaintiff's
work was wrongfully, improperly snd illegally used, snd the reporter
sasigned to werk with endant, both promised to send Plaintiff tapes,



Pelesses and other uses of his meterial, expreasing themselves as
regrstiing L{t, they wers ordsred by managewment and sounsel for WOPL
not only not to do this but not to sommuniocste to Plaintiff that they
would not. Plaintiff's letters to the mansger snd neus dirsstor of
Radio Station WOPL were Doth returnsd to Plaintiff, the station igne-
llniou-l{ represent ftself %0 the United States Post Office $o be
"unknown”, 1atiff's letter to the news director wss wristsn st the
neus dirsotor's request and representation it was required by menage-
mnt ss & sondition of providing ssid tapes and relesses and other
utu:c te Plaintiff, none of which WCPL or any of its employees has
ever done.. '

10. Defendant flotitiously and freundulently presents snd pud-
licizes Rimself as an expert on the asssssinstion of the late President,
While tending to hold snd express kind opinions of thoss sotually
sonduoting investigetions and doing the writing, hs is and in unguarded
wusnts expresses elf ss contemptuous of shem and gives others
falsely Sc undsrstand thes ho has made a olose study, has unique snd
rare ospabilities and skills, will perfors mirssles in the field and
solve the mysteries remsining ss he will solve the murder. Defendant
hoga and is in no way relustant to express an exslted opinion of him-

[ 1 )& 49 .

11. The truth is Defendant has dons no eriginal work in thie
field, 1is rant of the most basic fact, has neither read nor under-
sto0od the officisl sscounting of the crime by the United States Jovern-
ment as embodied in the Harrea Report, has nsver made any effort %o
obtain sny materials or evidense from ths offiolsl repository, thw
Naticnal Arshives. Defendsnt substitutes for fast and reality an
saotio Dlending of his immginings and desires, umhich he mixes wish
whst hs bas stolen from Flainsiff.

12, Eaving combined with sasid rsdic stations %o deprive Plaintire
of the use, rights and benefits of Flaintiff's property, the work herein
faferred to, Defendant filed in this honorsdle Cours an entirely fis-
sitious paper that, for reasons nof related to faet or hv‘ e dssorides
as 8 "suit” against ssid Netional Arohives, identified as “Civil Acticn
70 C 790". This dooument is contaminated by reslity only with what
Defendant stols from Plainsiff. 3sid "sult” i1s, indesd, s remarkadle
self-indiogment of an ego as uninhibised ss its possessor is uninformed

snd unsonsernsd. In 1% Defendsnt irresponsidly chargss the suppression
of what he has never asked for, of what was no on‘éot suppressed hut
.was widely publicized snd used ths government, $ whish is both

central to its Warren Mport and is repowdused in facsimile in it end
slsswhere, relating to the order for the rifle sllegedly used in the
assasaination. In said "Civil Astion 70 C 790", to cover his theft of
Naintiff's work, Defendant falsely olaims the Nationsl Archives, "hav-
ing kept the same suppressed for some six years ... recently reolsased
sertain doouments relat $0 the events”. These are the dosume
stolen by Defendant from intiff. These dcoumenss were withheld
By the Eaticnal Archives snd have Besn i{n the possessien e ingise
for a long period of time. Defendsnt further claims saiéd Nationsl Ar-
chives, "without sxplanation, srditrarily suppresses or relesses dosu~
ments, papers snd eahibits”, whereas the Nstioasl Arahives never makes
"relessss” of this meterial in its custody snd is, in fact, sontrolled
by lsw and regulstion. This is not to ssy that the Eational Archives
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slvays aets in conformity with law and regulstion, but it is to say
that Defsndant has Do knowledgs of that of which he speeks, which
seoms to be oharscteristio, snd invents shat suits his Lmmediate pur-
poses, whatever they may be.

13. This "suit” of Defendant, identiffed as "Oivil Aotion 70 C
790", has none of the qualities, shersoteristios or purposss of an ase-~
tion at law end is, in fast, sn impoditien on the Couwrt and the law as
it 12 on the Plaintiff. It sesks to invoke 2 lsw whioh {mpeses sertain
requiremsnts on those who would use it, deginning with a propsr request
for government material., Beginning with this requsst, Defendant has
sonfermed and somplisd with no single regquiremsnt of the law and the
regulations promulgated under it. Kis "suit”, in faol, displays sn
unperslleled ignoranse of both the law snd regulations ss well as of
ordinary sommon sense. This "suit” besrs no oloser relationahip te
relevent law and yegulasion Shan the garlie usfted over the stew, It
is spuricus, frivoleus, fictiticus, incompstens beyond the pouwer of
articulats mn adequately to deseride, has no standing snd ssrves no
sertain purposss other than %o ﬂuuy Defendant's exslted sonceps of
bimselfl and his eraving for publiicity and te deprive Flaintiff of his
rights. 1% may well serve purposes sut- the epposite of what 1t pro-
fesses. Sald "Civil Astion T0 C 790" is an improper use of this
honoradbls Court for ulterior snd wroagful, other than lswful, ends.

1. The mere filing snd publieizing of such a nightmars de-
seribed as a "suit" in itsslf serves o mesk the actual violasions of
law and ation, the resl suppressions of evidense relating o the
assassination of the late President Kennady, by the federsl government,

‘While Defendant {3 loud and publiocizes himself in the soursecsf pro-

slaiming others, like defendants in the recent so-called "Ehicsgo Seven"
esse (also kmown ss "The Conapiraey®), are "agents” o¢f the government,

" he sould himself be mo mere sffestive an agent of the goverament in

its 1llegalities, in its own viclation of 1ts own law and regulations,
in 183 astus)l suppressions. Among the results of this legel fietien
touted imto s "suit", in whieh the Defendant bad the lusty sollabors-
sion of Radio Stations WASYV and WCFL, uhich assisted hinm in the slleged
"preparation” of the “"suit®, aseording to the publis press and seknowl-
sdgmant S0 Plaintiff by an involved saployee of WOPL, will bet to make
it seenm that the government s debaving itself properly and in sccerd
with law and tion; that thare 1is no suppression; that those ocharg-
ing sush mi %, wisrepressntation snd suppression sgainst govern-
nent are as soperated from thelir wits as Defendant; and that their
suits, whioh are proper and preperly prepered; ars of as ovil & charso~
ter; sz improper s purpose, as withous uorth or honesty, as his. In
onch inatance, the sontrery is the fast.

15. Whether er nos 50 ealoulated snd contrived, the inevitadle

- ultimate dlaposition of this "Civil Action 70 ¢ " is & perfect front

snd cover for ths eont real viclatiens of lavw and regulstion by
the federsl government, sn idesl mask to make it seem Shat the federsl

-goverument is no violating law and regulation, is not suppressing that

suhich is resl and is suppressed. IS could no better serve such im-
pProper purposes and fumetions if Defendsnt were s hired sgent of the
federsl government, of whiah Plainsiff has no knowledge. HNowever,
Paint subnits the resord is so vividly that of an agent urv& e

mster, both sngaged in $llegalities and impropristies, whether
‘ 4



Defendant gets any revard over snd above the gratification of s siek
sgo {s irrelevant and fmmmterial.

16. Plaintiff hes filed one ection under the so0-c2llsd "Preedom
of Information” law snd, %o the knowlsdge of the federal government,
by virtus of Plaintiff's letters and statements to Proper govarnment
sxecutives and employees, his negotiations with them going back to 1966,
his compliancs with the detailed requirements of the lsw snd rogula-
tions, of whish, in sseh snd every ssse, ths executive agenay invelved
hes to be informed, plans snd is preparing s series of other similay,
legitimats sations. Ths preparation of these cases and the preregui.
sites axtend bLaskward in Sime for seversl years. Thay repreasnt
Plaintiff's own offort and are the result of considersbls cost in time
and monsy to him. Such suits esnnot snd should not be b t with
frivolity, er needlessly, or for ulterior purposes, like self-sesking
publiaity. They do require instaking snd sime-consuming eare in
their preperstion, ss they also require the seeking of available ad-
miniatretive mg; Others beside PLlaintiff have filed and are son-
sidering filing other suits for the relesss of shat whish 1is resl end
is still suppressed relating $o She assassinasion of the late President
Kennedy and other mstters believed related thereto.

17. 7Ths net sffest of Defendent's improper and illegal actions,
whether or not their design end intent, is to undsrmine and vitiate
the legitimate actions of pecple of serious snd honorable purpose; to
make it seom as though all such suits are as deveid of leogitimmoy and
as ulterior in purpose as seid “"Civil Action 70 ¢ 790", to cenvey to
the people and $he news media these false snd prejudiciel Beliefs in
and about the peopls soncerned oand Sheir sotions; and to maks it appesr
that all suoh suits are as spuricus as sald “Civil Action 70 ¢ 790%.
This would Be seriows, if not irreperadle, damsge to Plaintiff and
others and their eofforss, work and property.

, 18. Defendant's thisvery s so undisguised, so open and blatend
despite his eontrary misrepresentations, he did not even deign to dupli-
sate Plaintiff's work by obtaining his own coples of Plalntiff's docu~
nents, whioh would st have Deens wrong and illegsl. Instesd, he
stole PlainSiff's copies and their uss. This is proved by ideantifiable
Wsrike and by other means. The only thing faithful to faet in all of
Defendent's publis utterances and said "Civil Aotion 70 C 790" 1is from
this theft. Moreover, in those plsces where other than frratioml or
insans allegations and interpretations are mds, they sre those of the
said work, nothing elee ressonabls, ratiomal or at s oredible baing
s8{é by Defendsnt. This 1s not becauss there is not wore that can be
said and is said in Pleintiff's work; it is mrely beecsuse Defendant
did not have access %o the complets work and tharedy was limited in
what he eould steal and plsglarize.

19. Thnis litersry purloining, in which Defendant was Joined by
Radio 3tations WRSV and WCPL, both of whish, without right or permia-
sion, also exploited Plaintiff's work for their own profit and benefit,
4s seriously dammg So FA4inSiff and his rights and property, as i»
the prostitution of law snd the sourts dedded in "Civil Astion 70 ¢ 790",
It is sls0 demaging to others aerionsly and dseply concerned sbeut the
political asssssinstions, of shioch that of the late President is but one,
and uho have invested consideradls time and labdor and whet for them are
significent sums of money in resessrshing, writing, snd in various other

5



ways, inaluding serious snd responsidble auita at law, seoking to dring
t6 publis astention ths truth and the f20% and the resl official sup.
presaion of Both. It is dsmaging snd contrary to the national interest
snd honor. It serves to protect those guilty and not broght before

the dar of Jjustice. It is sgsinst the publis interest in establishment
and acoeptance of truth about these assazslnetions as it is againasg
public interest in the sanctity of the courta and legal processes, The
oourts should never be made to serve nefsrious, rraudulent, frivolous,
contemptucus, self-seeking purposes, which bring the courts and the
Judicial and legal processss inte disrepute.

20. Plaintiff, as » sonsequencs of the cost in woney and ef
his own time and lador in this fileld, whare he hes spsnt dsys, some-
times without end, for mors then six Years, in eriginel werk, is with-
out means of obisining sounsel within the Jurisdiction of this honorable
Court. He thersfore suffers the sdded handicap of having to serve as
his own sounsel, & Sask for which he freely soknowledges he 1s neither
sulted nor prepered. If it is proper, s would welecoms sppointment of
1o0al acounsel} g; She honorsble cours to sssist him in She sndeavor
ombodied in shis somplaint.

€l. PMsinsiff, for ressons only part of whioch are ses forth in the
foregoing peragraphs of this somplaint, respectfully petitions the
honorsble Court to;

A). Dismiss with prejuiise the imposition on the sours of the
melding of thisvery, irresponaibility, irretionalities, disensed
imaginings, misbegotten soncepts and possidls agenstry embodied in the
pretense of & sause at law identified sa "0ivil Astion 70 ¢ 790%;

B). REnjoin Defendant snd his sollaborators, named in ths fore-
going and unnamed, from say further theft snd misuse of Plaintifris
work;

C). Award sush punishment for the abuse and misuse of the Court
Fepresented by "Civil Aetion 70 G 790" ss the law provides and in its
wisdom 1% deems sdequate and appropriate;

D). Assess sgainst Defendant and his eollaborators, insluding
but not limited to Radie Stations WRSV and WCPL, and swapd Plaintire,
sush damages as 1t shell consider warrsnted,

22. A copy of this complsint has besn zent Defendant by mail.

sharg
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