UNRI™ED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NOFTHER DISTRICT OF ILTINOIS
EASTERB DIVISINN

Hsrcld Wejsterg, Civil Action No.
Rt 8, Frederick, kd.

Plastitiff
Ve

Shermen Skolnick,
9800 Soutih Oglesby Avenue
Chicego, Ill.
Defendant
COMPLAINT

L. Pleintiff is & writer who hes esteblished en internstionsl repute-
tion for his investigetions snd writinge ébcut politicel sssessinstions, eppecislly
thet of tue }sie President John F. Kennedy.

LN

M%.. copyrighted snd )
2. % has/publisned eight bocks on this subtject, tae first end test-

¥nown of whteh is titled WHITEWASH, @K Tne lesT mswx two, s single work in two

included in the word "work")
perts (herinafter rEfexrmdxiwxasxtiexxrrickx , is titled COUP D'ETAT.

Both :

3, Bwe—varts of the work deel with sk slleged plotsfto esssesinste the

/ W, | Dyl e

late{ President €n Chicago, Illinois, One involv¥ms one Thomas irthur Velle,

ths—ether=ee claimed Ly snd involvise an account of the aistory sné iroubles of
Pt ———— : -

Lvrenem Bolden, s former Smsmsax sgent of tue United Stastes Secret Service.

4., In the course of investigsting end writing the work, suthor obteined

Severd uq,wfl- owm, » W A zm*
the services of om, e former reportexj' then livigeg in Chicago,
A . /. .

D plm

ac es agent in pursuing further certein fects, including tuose embodied in

certsin reports of tue Federal Bureau of Investigstion, cbtesined by snd for the

suthor from the Nationsl Archnives snd Records Service, pert of tie United States



add tf:\/.-/

Trunzo, escting as Pleintiff's sgent, slso obteined for pleintiff eertein records
pebat vy o o w0 o] goid olly,

4
of the City of Chicago)to which Pleintiff directed bim, soley for purposes of
1

this work, of w.if;( they are pert «Cond ‘47) M PM )L‘/’{ 2 MW



(ot 4 Y, pdld

Government, jeo—thts—ond providhes nis agent Trunzo with electroststic copies tnerggf.
= g QU= g
5. "hile im no individusl perer of iwee government be copyrighte ' :

by en individuel, toe special interpretetions he places upon toe words can be and

N

15 end the collections he

en anthology end are copyrighteble under what is cslled an anthologicel copyright,
weteh-is well recognized end estsblished in lawM W@L
6. Defendent Skolnick calle himself & legsl researcher, cleims to

heve experiences with ¥ie® snd knowledge of the law end the courts, snd slleges

the purpose of "dReaning up" the ccurts, B V6 A UVECT T RS AR AN TAI V615 D63 VT -38.-0:04

;5.1 f true, this is a Im[.-/laudable objective, for each atweri &

% . ; ) N i
g WW} g0 Wo wd adusing it,

men should live with snd under the lew, (obeying it and not ae——mé “
o wm Paurdd P e

;
tbe&ﬂa-m:gzt wrongfully tske toe property end rights of another,/’/w( rm.

?On or sbout the first of February, 1970, Defendent Skolnick
{

begen s systemstic effort to get himself publicity, ss essentusl to him ss
eir to ordinery mortsls. For some -time, through s student in s cléss he ‘conducts

et Columbie College, Chicago, Illiénois, Defendent Skolnick leid court to Redio

t

Station WBEM, pert of the nstionwide Uolumbis Broesdcesting Swstem. When - ]

dut

impervious to His blsndishments, ne

surted Redio Station5WRSV, Skokie, Illinois,

and Y’!G(E., Chicego, Illinois, both of which leater engsged in publicizing the

defendent in the use of property he had stolen from Pleintiff, nsmely the werk



3

incfuding
heretofore referred to, the/meterislsreleting to ssid Valleeand seid Bolden.

8. To tuis end, Defendent Skolnick communiceted with Trunzo and,

the lbnﬁﬁxalﬁa 17 Plon v Lhudii
under the pretext be wuld help, improperly otteined from him(exbctrostatic

cories of they ZEFHACENR

heretofore referrred to documents described in peregreph 4, stove. Defendent

)
knew these were part of the work, the property of #$ke—suther, for Trunzo

so informed him, Defendent,(with in@ended end deliberste deception, disarmed and
telfphme enid gt [ promictsn 4
earned the confidence of Trunzo with his sssuresnce ne wu }

Plsintiff the following night, &t epproximstely 10 p.m., waich ne never did.
Defendent elso told otiers with whom he sssociated or ettemirted to sssociete him-
self he wes going to visit Pleintiff, also cledming he hed been nn touch wi th
Plaintiff
Pefexiant, hed an s~pointment with Plaibtiff end other such false stetements.
Defendant geve the press snd others tile impression he wes in s friendly relstiond
ship with Plaintiff)whereas they were total strangers, no comﬁunication of eny
Xind heaving pessed between tuem.

9. Redio Stations VRSV and WCFL did combine with Dgfegdant to take
for themselves enJ toeir benefit snd profit tne work end property of Plaintif?f,

the former on ~r eboub luroh 20, 1970, the latter beginning before and on

or stout April 7, 1970 edd thereefter.-In violetion of law, custom, practise

end reguletion, toth stetions ueve (failed|and nsxé)refused to proviide Plesintiff



add to per 9.

Pleintiffts letters to the meneger and news director of Redfio Ststion WUFL

ignominiousl;
were both returned to Pleintiff, the stetionjrepresenting itself tn the United
OW [ 2 ol
States Fost i to be unknown., Pleintiff's letter to tue news director

wes written at the news director's request end oe=kxé~= representation it was
required by mensgement ss & condition of providing ssid tapes end relesses
snd other mstters to Plsintiff, none of whiech VICFL or eny of its employees

hes ever done.



*-‘h,qu

with tepe recordings of taeir broedcasts of his work, ef-tae Etolen use"w'z by

Mm:mk, in which esch combined, in violetion of the lew &nd the

127%

rigats of Fleintiff. They usve slso refused to provide with otner uses of

his work, such es press releasei. In fact, toey heve refused to snewer his Wb/ V
letters. Regio Stajtion VRSV hsed a minor employee phone Pleintiff end false//l(laim

the tepe of taeir broedcast of Defendsnt, carefully stesged snd involving Colum-

bie College end nis clsss at Columbia College, nad diseppesred, immedistely snd
completely. One Ed Lucht, menager of WRSV, refused to speek to Fleintiff on the

telephone and hes net in sny wey responded o Flsintiff's letters, tne first of

Merch 21,
which wes written end meiled t'ﬁe rysrning after the usurpstion of Fleintiff's
indut

_ yRvA | whtGwese
nroperty, rights anr}%ﬂh and b tatiog‘.(w-i—lﬁ-feaéeﬁb-. Vheress resp~n-
sitle employees of WCFL, nnmely the News Director, under waose direction end super-
vision *lsintiff's work was wrongfully, improperly end illegslly used, and the
reporter sssigned to work witna Defendant, both promised to sena Plsintiff tepes,
: re?.eases end other uses of his me*?.:e;iel, expressing toemselves ss regretting it,

they were ordered by m=nsgement snd counsel for WCFL not only not ‘E:o do this but

not to commnicete to Pleintiff thet tuey would not. /‘LL{ /Wu,

.P,(/{-d-mn MW

10. Defendsnt (presents end pu

lcizes himself es sn expert on the
essagsinstion 6f tae lete President. Vhile pretending to hecld and express kind

opinions o6tnose asctuslly conducting investigations snd doing 4writing,, he is



end in ungSCrded moments expresses himself as contemptuous of them ang gives
others felsely to understend tiust be hes mede ® close study, nes unique sngd
rere capabilities and skills,m will performe mirscles in the field, W
solve tae mysteries remeining ss he will sglve the murder. Defendant%;d
is in no wey reluctent to express sn exaltev(opinion of//@sy%

11/ The truth is Defendent hes 4 no originsl work in this field, is
ignorant of the mest basic ‘fact, hss neither ’raa_d nor understood the nfficial
accouting of the crime by the United Stetes Goverrment, es embodied in tie

Wisrren Report, has;made Rt e@seﬁ‘ort to obtain any meterisls or

evidence from the officisl repcsitory, toe Hationsl Archives, 81 betitutes

for fsct ené reality sn axotic}lending of his imeginings and wi-h/mﬁsd with
what hev hes stolen from Pleintiff, net—un SRR DO I TE - e—meaning
Gud fs oo )
12, Heving combined - to deprive Pleintiff of toe use, rights
end benefits of Pleintiff's property, the work hereinfese referred to, Defendent

hts

filed in this honoreble court an entirely fictitious peper* for swme reasong not

c'“' A_Wnd—u‘releted to fasct or law he describes @s & "suit" sgeinst ssid

0. 3
"70L79 W conteminet @ ;f}/ M
’\Tationel Arcnivesj ”Tnie document, ., reality “net Pefendant

stole from Plaintife, & Se1d "suit” is, indeed, Jremar‘cable self-injictment
m W"”‘ '7

of an ego as uninbibited &s its cwodw is unmformed end unconcerned. In'tQ )
!

cherges the suppression of whet he nes never asked for, of whet Wesags not onlw



e ———
widely putlicized snd used by the Government, k@b thet which is botn

Vo

centrsl to its Warren feport and lreproduced in facsimige in it end ulﬁepw?gr//e:/{/v;p/;‘. ~
W ,76c 7?11 ‘

r g—1—::wf
relsting to toe order e/the rifle sllegedly used in the sssassinstion, In s
De foubnd”

tn cover his tfﬁﬁ of Plsintiff's work, b("fﬁ.y cleims toe Nationsl Archiwes,

"having kept the same suppreseed fnr some six yeers...recently relessed certein
anl

documents relsting to the events", mese bades the documents stoden by Defendent

7/)'1"’"’ wae

from Pleintiff, s documentsfxi/m‘ weinestoen witioheld by the Netionsl Archives
ancihav-%been in the possession of Flaintiff for & long period of time". 3;6
further cleime ssid Nationel Archives, "without explenetion, srbitrarily
suppresses or relesses documents, pespers snd exhibits”, whereas the National

Archives never mekes "relesses" of tois meteriel in its custody and is, in fact,
controlled by lsw end regulstion. Tjis is not to ssy thst &-‘]alwar-;s scts in con-

formi ty with sede law and reguletion, but it is to say thet Defendent has no
¥nowledge of what he speeks of, which seems to be characterizfic, end invents
what suite his immediste purposes, whetever they may be.

13. This "suit" of Defendenty, identified as Civil setion 700 790,
has none cf toe quslities, cheracteristics or purroses of an sction at lsw end is,

[
in Man imposition on tne court end tue law ss it is on the Pleintiff. It seeks

.

. impose
to e law whi\%/:gtein recuirements on those who would use it, beginring

with e proper request for govermment meteriel. Beginning with this regquest,



Defendent has confdrmed ak end complted witid no single requirement of the tew

Wd

anddregulations pm\:ﬁﬂ.sgxed under it. nis "suit", in fect, displays en unparelleled

lo wtll a0 ndrn rrnah Jevias,
ignorence of both tne lew end reﬁfﬁmﬁ%&mﬁ_a&w

"suit"

§xisza4a£e==&sz:ﬁ.=ugﬁuﬁm Thie s=ddmm besrs no closer relationshi,o to

relevant lew end re.uletion then tne garlic wafted over the stew, It is spurious,
frivolous, fictitious, incompetent beyond the power of articulaste man =
adequetely to describe, hes no stending snd serves no certsin purposes othar

To s tuan J }9\ # //Ivk
then %ke- greti f(a',aw De fendants exelted concept of Limself ‘end—the—depriva-

M,
Fieperet FPleintiff of his rights, y well serve gﬁposes cuite the opposite

W o O i padhy w4 Pt hatmmadl it Jp A
of wnst is professedl wtmn and W /#4\ (harn WM,

»n
MWM -
]
14, The pere filingfof such s nightmere described as am

in itself serves to mssk thert;;itions of law snd reguletion, the real suppressions
of evidence relating to the essessinstion of tae lste President Kennedy, by theW
ggvernment. ¥hile “efendsnt is loud asnd publicizes himself in the course of pro-
cleiming others, like txw defendsnts in the recent, so cslled "Chicego Seven"

It -
case(‘also lmownf ag "The Conspiracy“))are sgents of the government, he could

himself be no more effective sn :gent of tae government in its illegelities, in

its ovn violation of its own lsw end regulstisns, in its actuel suppressions.

Py i :
z e@%tbe puz.pna% this legel fiction touted into & "suit", in w~hieh the

Yefendsnt hed the husty collaborstion of the “sdioc Stetione VRSV end WCFL, which



I{ s
assisted bim in toe slleged "prepasretion" of the suit, sccording to the

public press end s scknowledgement to Fleintiff by en involved employee of

'

P
WCFL, will bejito make Le seem thet tihe government is behsving itself properly

and in sccord with law and regulation, that there is no suppression] tust those

.

charging such misconduct, misrepresentation end suppression ageinst itare es
sepaersted from their wits aMDefendant; end tast tueir suits, which esre proper

sné properly prepered, sre of as evil e characﬂter, 8s improper s purpose,

es without worth or homesty, ee his. [h L4k wnifrmw [ W’:‘;a @ Phe e
| i AU b A P o~ D
‘l
15. Whether or not so cslculsted ard contrived, (this Civil Action
1
ol

70C '790, is 8 perfect front snd cover for the continuing real violstions of

: 2
law snd reguletion by m@men idesl mesk to meke it s/?m thst the
A

e = ~ .
m Qévsfrmnent)is not v ioleting lew and reguletion, is not suppressing thet
/ (g

which is reel end is suppressed, a:?/could no better serve such improper purposes

snd functions if Léfendent were & hired sgent of tﬁe 7{aderal overnment, of whieh
Pleintiff hes no knowledge. Howewer, Pleintiff subxﬁits tae record is so vividly

that of en sgent serving a msstex:)both engeged in illegeslities end improprieties,
whether the““efendent gets any rewerd ovefénd above the gretificetion of & sick —
ego is irrelevent and immeteriesl.

16, Plainitiff had filed one sction under the so-celled “Frizdom of

Infrrmetion” law end, to the knowledﬁe of the federsl government, by virtue of



”ﬁf/% Plrzk s
letters end ststements to proper Yovernment ‘sutheriiies and employees}and
Ay h /9,

] < N
representetives, nis negptiations withm,(fis comp liance with the deteiled

reguirements of the lsw end regulstions, of vhich)in each esni every cese, the
executive sgency involved hes to be informed, plens snd is prepsring 8 series of

other similer, legitimete actlions. The preperation of these csses and the

r ( . 3 / ~
%_WMMWMWMM;{ w2 f o dl. wat v P sl I fo b,
prerecuisites extend beckwerd in time for seversl yesrs, iSuch suite cennot snd '
1

n neebonty o
should not bte brought with ITivo ¥, 1for ulterior purposes, like slpf-seeking

publicity, ﬁ:?;;/require painsteking and time-consuming cere in their preperetion,

es tuey slso recuire the seeking of aveilable sdmigistrative remedy., Others beside
Pleintiff heve filedand are considering filing other suits for the relesse of
thet wnich is real snd is still suppressed relsting to the ssssssinetion of the #
— ) 4/
lete President Kennedy and other swededs Hatbers Hiiddeicey bolieve/iP relsted thereto.
\ Vm[,ﬂ;;_&j wd 4
17. The net ef:t‘ect of Vefendsnt'sl actions, whether or not theitr design
and intent, is to undermine end vitiste the legitimste actions of people of
serious snd honoreble purpose, to make it seem ss though ell such suits sre ss
‘ “ ) Y
devoid of legitimacy snd as ulterior in purpose ss ssid “ivil setion 70C 790,

to convey to the reople and the news medis thése false snd prejudiciel beliefs

in end sbout the people concerned and tueir actionsy snd to meske it sppeer thst

ell such suits ere es spurious es ‘saidA.Civil Letion 70C 790." //I’MO hr A o M,
Y Wt W\,({oWM, Aaoste s Plicws ff 0ud vy ot TR s, wntk bf
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J
18. Defendents thievery is =o undisguised, so open and blatant despite

his contrery misrepresentetiopf, he did not even deign to duplicete Pleintiff's -

trai g Kio sm upety (S il foil hase feor, wrmy codt put

work m dime—tneietions =t irrityee—2ap-duelicetes of Flaintiff's documents, )

— P fn t Thiy o provd ‘
ﬁstead%&%ﬁ@qu their use, MU’J?LCHM identifiable %W _

»(Fhe only tuing faitnfuvéi.%nf Defendants public uttersnces end seid

"

4
Civil Action 7CC '790..\Moccover, in tnose #W plsces where other than irrstionel

aﬂzﬂ‘@ o
or insene [Interpretations sre made, they sre aﬁ-y those of the sajd work, nothing,&ée,
ressonstle, rationasl or et all ecredible . This is not because there

is not more thst cen be szid end is said in it is me rely because

by
Defendant did not heve accdes to the complete work and thercfiems wes limited

At i d%
in whet he could/plegisrize,

19, This literery purboiniri_y in vhich Defendant wes joined by Redio

ndh nd” wﬁmmmm

StaIions WRSV end “CFL, both of wnich[xploited Plaintiff' work for taeir own

‘ Gl o p 55 bt //:2&1’5/
profit and tenefit, is seriously demeging to Bleintiff,/@s is the prostitution

7} v

- adoo
of law snd the courts beri\ded in Civil Action 70C 790. It is@n;ging to others

seriously snd deeply concerned stout the political ‘\assinations)éf waicu tust of

the lste President is but one, and who hsve invested - time andrabor

end wnet for taem sre significent sums of money in resesrching, writing snd in
‘\dncluding serious end resnonsible suits et law, Aand fhe
verious cther Ways, eeking to bering to public attention the truth ani the fect @

boho ok tLiny /
suppression of the—trubk, It is damaging to the netional interest ang honar’@



H— serves to rrotect those guilty snd not brought te’ore the bar of justice@a’i
/+ is sgeirst the public interest in esteblishment and acceptance of truth stout

these sssessinstion s it is eRgdl nst public interest in tie =nezeper

ﬂu.u%s/ ke bo A0

sanctity of the courts and legel processes, wikied-€hould never be ocemsert=g—irso

nefarious, fmsudulent, frivolous, contemptuous self-fesking purposes, which

tomdmto bring tne courts snd tne judiciasl snd legsl processes into disrepute.
20 Phe-Pleinttfe,—for—the—facts—end—reasons—sot—forth

m
20, Pleintiff, ess & consequence of tiec -e&egmmiss cost Jof his own

time end leborg in tnis field, where he has spent dayg,sometimes without eng
for more tusn six yearg)in original werk, is without means of obteining cotmsel
within’ the jurisdiction of this honorable court. ne taerefore suffers the sdded
handicep of hsving to serve ss his own,2 tesk for which ke freely scknowledgeshe ;a
/MJJIMJa AAAJE”Q‘W~“§' . |

revared., If it is proper, he would welccme appointment of local counsel

by tae honorable court tc assiet him in ta«# endesvor embodied.in this compleint.
21. Pleintiff, for resscne only psrt of vaich sre set forth in the

foregoing peregrefhs of this compleint, respectfully petitions thé honorsble
court to:

2). Dismiss with prejudice the imposition on tine court of the melding

of thievery, irresponsibility, irrationslities, diseassed igeginings, misbegotten

concepts end possible sgentry embodied in the pretense of & csuse at lew identified
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Y vt

8s Vivil iAction 70C 790.

B) Enjoin Defendant
mumﬁnmn end his collsborstors, nemed in the foregoing end

thalh gk

unnemed, foom sy further misuse of Pleintiff's work;

C) Awerd such punlishment a%e ebuse end misuse of the court
. . e b ok

represented by Civil Action 70C 790 asﬁn its wisdom it J{eems adequsete snd

a ppropriste;
D) Assess egeinst Defendent snd his colleborstors, including but not
1imited to Redio Stetions WRSV end WCFL, snd awerd Plaintiff) such demsges as

it shell consider warranted.
A M/m?muwwwmwww
vaw.



