Lillian & Harold Weisberg

Coq d’Or Press rourte s, reperick, m. 21701

Code301/473-8186
Nr. John C. Keiszner

U.S. iiarshal

Room 2555 '
U.8.Courthouse '

219 S, Dearborn,

Chicago, Ill

5/5/70

Dear Mr. Meiszner,

In response to my inguiry about filing e compleint in his cou._"ct,
}¥r. H. Stusrt Cunninghsm, Chief Deputy Clerk, told me to contect you forminformstion
as to service, ’ :

I heve today sent Mr. Cunninghsm two copies of the complain and the
requisite fee.

Mr., Cun:zinghsm did not inform me of your fee, if eny, or if I hed to
send a separste copy of the compleint to you. I enclose a copy. If the second
copy to lir. Cunninghsm i€ tbat to be served on the defendant, I would appreciate
the return of tais one, for I nave few copies end will need them ell.

Not imowing the extent of ary charge, I enclose herewith our cheé&k
in the smount of $20.00, If tais is more than necessary,, you csn refund tie
overpsyment. If 1t is inadequate, I will make toe remsinder aveilebls to you
immediately.

Thank you very much,

VA7 . .
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COUR?
POR THR NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
BASTERN DIVISION

Hasrold Welsderg Civil Action ¥o.
Rt. 8‘ Prederick, XA,

Plsintirce

v.

Sherwan Skelnick
9800 South Oglsahy Avenue
Chieago, 1I1l.

Defendant

SOMPLAINDT

1. Plaintiff is & writer who has satablished an intarmatiomsl
reputation for his investigations snd writings sbeut political assas-
sinations, sapecially that ot Sha late President John P. Ksnnedy.

2. Plaiadiff has o !.m spd publisiwd sight deoks on this
subjeat, the fivat snd bnt of uwhish {s titled WEITEWASK, The
1last two, s single work in twe parts (hereinafier inoluded in the word
"work"), is titled OOUP D'ETAT.

3. Both parts of Shes work desl with slleged plots to asssassi-
nate the lass President Xennedy in Chleago, Illinois. Oae fnvolved
cne Thomss Arshur Vallse. Another is slaimed Dy snd involves en scccunt
of the history asnd troubles of Abraban ul.dun. 2 former sgeat of ths
United States Seoret Service.

b In the courss eof investigating end urzt the work, quhhcr
ohtumd the sarviess of several sgents. One, Rus Trunzo, ia s
forwar veporter who then lived in Chlcago and uud a» Plaintiff's
agent in pursuing further sertain facts, including those smbodied in
sersain reports of the Paderal Buresu of Investigation, obtsined by
and for she author from the Natlezal Arshives Records Service, part
of the United States Uovermment. Flaiatiff provided his agim$s Trunso
with slestrostasic eopies thereof. Trunso, acting as rumm's agent,
slso obtsined for Plaintiff sertain records of the Gity of Chicago re-
htuc e the arress of ssif Vallee; te which Fisintiff directed him,

solely for purposes sf shis werk, of which sShey are pars, and to whish
Plaintify added ssrtain interpretations and me of his own. Thase
iy of Chiocago reccrds had mever before had sush interprstations
placed upon them and had never before Desn used in publis or in any
other litersry work or suy bsok or writing of any kind or cherscter.

S. Whiles no individusl paper of governmeni my Se copyrighted

end owned by an individusl, the spesial rgounou he plases upon
Sions

the words san b and sre and the solles sompiles Dacoms oOn-

. peredls %0 an su nd an c ightable under what 1is exlled an

anthologisal eopyr recognized and established in
law and practise,

6. Defendant Skelnick cslls hAimsslf s legal resesrcher, olaims
to have experisncses with and knoultdgo of the law and ths sourts, amd
alleges the purpose of "cleaning up” she courts. If true, this is e



lsudable cbjsotive, for esch msn should live with end under the law,

enjoying its Denefits snd protections whlle obeying it and not abus-

ing it. ¥So man should wrongfully tske the property snd rights of
snother snd uss tham a» his oun.

7. On or about the first of Fedruary 1970, Defendsnt Skolnick
begen s systematic effort to gét himself publieity, aa sssential to
him as air to ordinary mortals. Por some tims, thro a student in
a claes he sonduots st Jolumbla College, Chicago, Illinois, Defendant
Skolnick 1laild court to Redio Station WBEN, pert of ths natlonwide
Columdbia Brosdcasting System. When WEBM proved impervious to his
blandishments, he suscessfully ecourted Radic Stations WREV, Skokise,
I1linois, and WOPL, GChloago, Illinois, both of whish later mpg-m
publiolzing the defendsnt in the use of property he had stolen
Plaintiff, nemsly, ths work heretofore referrsd to, inolwding the
haretofore desoribed materials relsting to ssid Valles and ssid Bolden.

8. To this end, Defendsnt 3kolnick sommuniocsted with Trunso and,
under the pretext hs would help, improperly ebtsined from Trunse the
property of Plaintiff, insluding elsstrostatis coples of the horstofors
referred to documents desorided in parsgraph L sbove. Defendant knew
these vere pars of the work, ths property of Plaintiff, for Trunse so
informed him,  Defendant, by subterfuge and with intended and deliberete
ddeepiion, dissrmed and esrned the confidence of Trunsc with his assur-
snce he would telephone and get the permission of Plaintiff the follow-
ing night, at spproeximatsly 10 p.w., which he never did. Defendant
also told others with whos he asscciated or sttempted to aszsoclats
himself thet De was going o visit Plaintiff, also claiming bs had been
in touch with Plaintiff, had sn sppointment with Plaintiff asnd other
sush falss statements. Defendant gave the press and others ths lwpres-
sion he was ia s friendly relaticaship with Plaintiff, wherees they
were total atrangers, no sommunication of any kind having passed betwsen

9. Radio Stations NRSV and WOPL 414 ocowbine with Defendsns to
taks for sthemselves and their benefit and profit the work and property
of Plaintiff, ths former on or sbout March 20, 1970, ths latter
ning defore snd on or about April 7, 1970, and theresfssr. In violation
of lasw, sustom, prastice and regulsticon, Doth stations lave falled to
snd have refused to provide Plaintiff with tape recordings of their
vrosdossts of his work which was stolen snd used by Defendant Skolauiok,
in which eash sowbined, in viclation of the law and the rights of
Plaintiff. They bBave also refused to provide Plaintiff with other uses
of his work, sush as press releases. In faot, they have refused %o
answer his repeated letters. Radio Station WASY had & wuinor employes
telaphions Plaintiff snd falsely olaim the tape of their broadeast of
Defendant, sarefully staged and involving Columbia. College and his slass
st Golumbia College, had disappeared, immedia snd cowpletely. One
B4 Luahh, mansger of WRSY, refused to spesk to Plaintiff on the Sele-
photie and has not in any way responded $o Plainsiffta letters, She firsd
of which was written snd mailed Narch 21, the moraning sfter the usurpe-
- tien of Plaintiff's property, rights snd nsme by said Defendsnt snd .

Lusht and Ssation WRSV., ihereas, respousibdble mlo{ou of WOFPL, namely,

the News Director, under whose direction snd supervision FPlsintiff's
work was wr + improperly snd illegally used, snd the reporter
assigned to werk with Defendant, both promised to send Flaintiff tapes,
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relosses and other uses of his materisl, expressing themselves ss
regretiing 1t, they were ordered by management and sounsel for WCFL
no% only oot to do this but mot to communicste to FPlaintiff that they
would not. Plaintiffts letters to the mansger snd news direstor of
Radio Station WCPL were both returnsd to Plaintiff, the stasion igno-
dxuau-lz vepresenting itsslf to the Uuited States Post Offise to be
"unknown”. Plaintiffis letter to the news director uas writtsa st the
neus dirsctor’s reguest and representation it was required By mansge-
ment ss # ocondition of providing ssid tspes and relesses snd other
-nu:: to Plaintiff, none of whioh WCFL or say of its swployees has
AVer 4one.

10. Defendant fiotitiously and freudulently presents and pub-
1icises himself as an expert on the assasainstion of the late President,
Vhile pretending to hold snd express kind opinions of those sctuslly
sonducting investigations and doing the writing, he is end in ungusrded
soments expresses himself ss contemptucus of tham and gives others
falsely to understand thet he has made a olose study, hes uniqus and
rere capabilities and skills, will perfors mirscles in the field asnd
solve the mysteries remaining sas be will solve the murder. Defendant
hoxl;l snd is in no wvay relustsnt tc express an exzlted copinion of him-
self,. . ' : '

11. The truth is Defendant has done no original work in thés
fielsd, is rent of the most dasic faot, has neither resd nor under-
stood the offiocisl ssccunting of the orime by the United 3tates Jovern-
mont as subodied in the Warrea Report, has nover made “i effort to
obtain sny materisls or svidenece from ths officisl repositery, the
Nsticnal Arshives. Dsfendant substitutes for fset and reslity an
sxotioc blending of his fmmginings and desires, which he mixes with

what be bas utolqn from Mainsiref.

12, Eaving combinsd with ssid rsdio stations %o deprive Masintifs
of the uss, rights snd banefits of Plaintiff's property, work herein
#aferrsd to, Defendsnt filed in this honorable Court an sntirely fie-
titious papsr that, for reasons no§ related to feot or hw‘ be desorides
as s "suit ;glmt ssid National Arehives, identified ss "Civil Action
70 ¢ 790", s document 1s contaminated by reality only with ulest
Defendant stole from Plsintiff, Said "suit” i1s, indeed, & remsrkabdle
self-indicgment of am ego ss uninhibited ss its possessor is uninforwed
snd uneonserned. 1In 1% Defendsnt irresponsibly charges the suppression
of what he hes never ssked for, of what was not onlybnot suppressed dut
was widely publicized and used ths government, that which fis bdoth
sentral so its Warren Rport snd is repowduced in fassimile in it and
elssubsre, relsting to the order for the rifls sllegedly used ln the
sssassinstion. In sald "Civil Action 70 C 79", to cover his theft of
Plaintiff's work, Defendant falsely olaims the Nationsl Archives, "hav-
ing kept the same suppressed for scme six years ... recently relsased
certain doouments relst to the events”. These are ths dosume
stolen by Defendant from Flaintiff. These documents were withhald

by the Nationsl Archives and have besn in the possession iasice

for a long pericd of Sims. Defendant further claims saié Nesioml Ar-
ehives, "without sxplanation, srditrerily suppresses or releases dosu-
ments, papers snd sahibiss”, wheress the Nationsl Archives never wskes
"relesses” of this materisl in its sustody snd is, in faot, sontrolled
by law and regulstion. This 1s Dot to say that the FNational Arohives
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aluays sota in econformity with lew and regulation, but it is to say
that Defandant hes no knowledge of that of which he spesks, whieh
seens to be chersoteristic, end invents what sulits hiz immediste pur-
poses, whatever they may be,

13. This "suit” of Dsfendant, identified es "Civil Aeticn 70 C
790", has nous of the qualities, sharsoterietics or purposss of sn ac~
tion at law and is, in faot, sn impodition en ths Court and the law &s
1t 12 oo the Plaintiff. It mesks So invoke a law whioh imposes certain
requiremsnts on those who would use it, beginnlng with a preper request
for government materisl. Beginmning with this request, Defendsnt has
sonfermed and complisd with no single requiressnt of the law and the
regulstions promulgated under it. His "suit", in fast, displays an
unperalleled iznorsnve of both the lav and regulations as well as of
_ovdinary acmmon senss., This "suit® besrs no olossr relationalip te
relavant lau and regulation than the garlisc wsfted over the stew, It
ts spurious, frivolous, fictitiocus, incompetent beyond the power of
srtioulata men adeguately to dsacribe, hes no stending and serves o
sertaln purpcosss other n S0 {nurz Defendsnt's szslted goncapt of
hinsell sndé bia aoraviang for publicity and te deprive Plaintiff of hls
pights. It well aerve purposss quite the opposite of what it pro-
Lasaes. 3aid “Clvil Astion 70 C 790" i» sn lwpropsr uze of this -
honorable Court for ulterior snd wrongful, other than leswful, snds.

1. The mere filing and publieizing of such s nightmars de-
soribed an s "suit” in 1tself serves tu mmak ths astual viclations of
law snd regulstion, the real suppressions of evidence relating o the
asssasinstion of the late President Ksanedy, by ths federsl government.
While Defondant is loud snd publicizes himzelf in tho courdecsf pre~
slaiming others, like defendents in the resent so-oslled “Shisago Seven"
sase (slso known ss "The Joaspiracy®), are "sgents" of the goverament,
he could himsell be mo more sffective sn agent of the govermmsat in .
its 11legslitien, in its oun viclation ef its oun lsw and regulations,
in i%a aoturl suppressions. Among the results of this legsl fiotion
touted into & "ault™, in which the Defendant bad the lusty colladors-
sion of Radio Stations WRSV and WCFL, which asaisted him in the slleged
"preparstion” of the "sult”, sccording teo the public press and scknowl-
sdgment to Plalatiff by an involved employee of WIPL, will be: teo make
it seem that the government {s behaving itself properly and in sssord
with law and reguletion; that there 13 no suppression; that those charg-
ing sush misconduct, misrepressntation and suppression sgainst govern-
ment sre as seperated from thelr witzs ss Defendant; snd that thelr
suits, whioh are proper and properly prepared, ars of ss svil & eharas-
ter, 2 improper & purpose, as without worth or honesty, as his. In
oagh instancs, thes sountrary 1s the fast.

15, ¥Whether or not so saleulated end contrived, the inevitadle
ultimmte dlaposition of this "Ciril Action 70 C 790" 1s a perfect frent
sad eover for ths continuing resl violations of law snd regulaticn dy
the federsl goverumsat, an ideel mask to moke it seen that the federal
government is not violating law and regulation, is not suppressing that
shioh ia resl and 1s suppresasd. It sould no better serve sueh im-
proper purposes and fumctiona if Defendant were a hired sgens of the
federal government, of whish Plaintiff bas no Imowlsdge. However,
Plsintiff aubaits the recerd is so vividly that of an agent ssrving »
mster, bDoth sagaged in L11llegalities and improprieties, whether the
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Defendant gets sny rewsrd over and above the gratification of s siok
sigo 1s irrelovant and fmmaterial.

16. Plaintiff has filed one sation under the so-csllad "Fresdonm
of Information” law and, to the knowledge of ths federal government,
by virtus of Plaintiff's letters and statements to proper government
axescutives and employees, his negotistions with them going bask So 1966,
his complisnce with the detailed requirements of ths lsw and regula-~
tions, of whioh, in each snd svery csase, the executive ageney involvad
has to be informed, plans snd is preparing a series of other similar,
legitinate sctions. Ths preparation of these cases and the preregqui-
sites extend backward in time for seversl years. They represent
Plaintiff's own effort and are the result of sonsideradls sost in time
and monsy to him. Such suits ssnnos sud should not be b t with
frivolity, or nsedlessly, or for ulterior se8, like self-sesking
publicity. They do require psinstaking and time-conauming eare in
Shelr preparation, ss they slso require the sseking of availadble ad-
aintstrative rsmedy. Others beside Plaintiff have filed and are son-
sldering filing other suits for the release of sthat whioh 1s real and
is 5811l suppressed relating to the sssassination of the lase President
Kennedy and other mtters bellieved relatsd thereto.

17. The net sffeet of Defendent's improper and 1llegal aetions,
whethar or not thelir design and intent, is to undermine and vitiase
the legisimmte astions of pecpls of serious snd honorsble purpose; to
miko 1t seom as though all such suits are es devoid of legitimsoy and
as ulterior in purpose as said "Civil Action 70 € 790", to cenvey to
the peopls and ths nevs mediz these false snd prejudicisl belisfs in
and about the peocpls soncerned vsad thesir sotions; and to make 1% appesr
that all suoh sults are ss spurious as said “Civil Aotion 70 ¢ 7907,
This would Se serious, if not irrepersadle, damege to Plaintiff snd
others and their efforts, work and property. -

' 18. Defendsnt's thievery is so undisguised, so open snd blatant
despite his contrary misrepressntations, hs did not sven doi.ga to dupli-
sete Plaintiff's work by obtaining his own asoples of Flaintiff's doou-~
wents, whioh would still have Deen wronz snd illegal. Instesd, he
stole Flaintiff's coples snd their use. This is proved by identifiabdls
marks and by other means. The only thing faithful to faet ia all of
Defendant’s public uttersnoes and ssid "Clvil Aotion 70 ¢ T90" is from
this theft. Noreover, in those places where other thean irratiomsl or
insane sllegations snd Interpretations sre made, they are those of the
seid work, nothing eles reascnadle, rationsl or at all credible being
s8id by Defendant. This 1s not bessuse there is not wore that san be
said and L2 sald in Plelintiff's work; it 1s merely bessuse Defendant
did not have scsess %o the complate work snd thereby was limited in
what he could steasl and plegilarize. '

19. Thals litersry purloiaing, in which Defendans was Joined by
Radlo 3taticns WRSV and WCPL, doth of which, without right or permis-~
sion, also exploited Plaintiff's work for their own profit and benefit,
-1s seriously danging.ﬁn PALintALS and his rights and propersy, as is
ths prostitution of law end the scurts bDedded in "Civil Action 70 ¢ T90".
It is also damaging to othars seriocusly and deeply concerned about the
politioel ssssssinations, of which that of the lale President is dut one,
and who have inveszted considersdls tims and lador and what for them are
significent sums of monsy in resesrohing, writing, snd in verious otier
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ways, inaluding serious and rssponsible suits at law, seeking %o bring
to publisc sstention ths truth snd the fsot and the real official sup-
pression of both. It 1s dsmsging snd sontrery to the national Interest
snd honer. It serves to protect those guilty and net broght dbefore

the dar of justice. It is sgainst the public interest in establishment
and acooptance of truth about thess assssainstions as it is sgsinst
public interest in the sanetity of the ocurts and lsgal processes. The
sourts should never be made to serve nefarious, fraudulens, frivelous,
sontemptuous, self-sasking purposes, which bring ths courts and the
Judieisl and legal processes inte disrepute.

20.. Plaintiff, az & conseguence of the cost in meney and of
his own time and lsbor in this fleld, where he has speat days, seme.
times without end, for more than six years, in eriginal werk, is with-
out means of obtaining counsel within the jurisdiction of this honorable
Cours. He therefore suffers the sdded handioap of having to serve as
his own sounsel, & Sask for whish ho fresly scknowledges he is neither
suited nor prepsred. If 1t is proper, he Would Welcoms sppointment ef
1o0al counsel by she honersble sourt to assist him in the sndeavor
smbodled in this cowmpleint.

21. Plaintiff, for ressons only pert of which are sed forth in the

foregoing peregraphs of this somplains, respsctfully pstitions the
honorable Uourt %ot

A). Dismiss with prejudice the imposition on the sourt of the
meld of thlevery, irresponsidility, irrstionalities, dissased
imeginings, misbegotten eoncspts and possible agentry embodied in the
pretense of a cause at law identified ea "Clvil Action TO O 790";

B). Enjoin Defendant snd his eollsborstors, nemed ia ths fore-
going and unnamed, from any further thelt and misuse of Flaiatiff's
work; : ‘ .
¢). Awsrd such punishment for the sbuse snd misuse of the Court
represonted by "Civil Astion TO ¢ 790" ss the law provides and in ita
wisdom 1% deems adequate and appropriste; ’

D). Assess agsinst Defendant and his sollaborators, ingsluding
but Dot limited to Radio Stations WRSV and WCFL, snd award Flainsirf,
such damsges 3s 1% shall consider warrasnted.

22. A sopy of this complaint has been sent Dafendant by mail.

Harold Weisberg



