UN TED STATES DI STR CT COURT
FOR THE
DI STR CT O MASSACHUSETTS

JON G CARK, JR, MD.,

Plaintiff
V. : Gvil Action No,
LAFAYETTE R HUBBARD, :
a/k/a L. RON HUBBARD, :
Def endant :
3
OOVPLAI NT
| . | NTRODUCTI ON

This action seeks damage for acts perpetrated agai nst
the plaintiff, who is a physician specializing in psychiatry,
by defendant and his individual and organi zational agents
and enpl oyees, pursuant to a conspiracy to "destroy"
the plaintiff, personally and professionally. The conspiracy
all eged has been carried on as a result of plaintiff's
publicly stated positions against the Church of Scientol ogy.

1. PARTIES

1, Plaintiff, John G dark, Jr., MD. is a physician,
specializing in psychiatry, licensed to practice in Massachusettts,
with offices at 476 Conant Road, Weston, Massachusetts,
whose residence is also in Massachusetts.

2. Defendant, Lafayette R Hubbard, al so known
as L. Ron Hubbard, resides and is domciled in California.

Defendant's |ast known residence and domcile was in



Hermet, California. Defendant, who has consistently in
the | ast several years kept his address unknown to al
except his confidantes, may, neverthel ess, be given notice
t hr ough:

AL Hs attorney, Sherman Lenske, .of Lenske, Lenske,
Hel l er & Magasin, Wodl and West Bui |l ding, Suite 315,
6500 Canoga Avenue, Wodland Hlls, California.

B. Hs literary and busi ness agent, Lynman Spurl ock,
at Author's Services, Inc. (Al), a California corporation
with a principal place of business at 6464 Sunset Boul evard,
Los Angel es, California.

C Hs trusted associate and friend, David M scavi ge,
t hrough ASI .

D. The Church of Scientology of California, Inc.
(CSC), a California corporation with a principal place
of busi ness at 5930 Franklin Avenue, Los Angeles, California.

1. JUR SDCTION AND VENUE

3. Jurisdiction of this court is invoked pursuant
to 28 US.C 8§ 1332, the natter in controversy exceedi ng
$10, 000, exclusive of interest and costs, and the parties

being citizens of different states.

4. The clains hereinafter set forth have arisen



I n Massachusetts.

5. At all tines naterial hereto, defendant has
done business on a daily basis through the Quardi an's
Gfice (GO, individuals nore fully described hereinafter,
organi zed to enforce defendant's orders through assi stant
guardi ans assigned to each Scientol ogy organization,
and also directly through various entities known as the
Church of Scientology of California, Inc. (CSC, the
Church of Scientol ogy of Boston, Inc. (CSB), Fl ag Service
organi zation (FSO, Religious Technol ogy Center (RTC),
Church of Scientology International (CSlI), Author's Services,
Inc. (ASlI), Qtizens Comm ssionfor Hinan R ghts (CCHR),
Freedom Newspaper, as well as various other organi zations
and individuals, all of which are called collectively
"Scientol ogy Organi zati ons”,

6. Defendant has done busi ness, as described in
paragraph 5. as follows:

A Defendant sells his publications, witten, copyrighted,

and published by him including, inter alia,

"Dianetics - The Mbddern Science of Mental Heal th”
and "Battlefield Earth" in Massachusetts and
directly receives incone fromthe sale of such
publ i cati ons. |
B. Defendant receives ten percent of all gross
I nconme of the Scientology O ganization operating
I n Massachusetts, including the Church of Scientol ogy

~of Boston.



C. Defendant personally owns and controls the copyrights
of all books published and sold by the Scientol ogy
organi zations. Said books and publications
are in excess of fifty and are sold on a daily
basi s by Defendant in Massachusetts, fromwhich
sal es Defendant receives an annual gross incone
in excess of $1,000,000 per annum

D. Defendant has assigned to Religious Scientol ogy
Center all Scientol ogy trademarks, which are
used to do busi ness and produce income in excess
of at least $1,000,000 per annum in Massachusetts.

E.  Defendant communicates via Telex to the Church
of Scientol ogy of Boston, Inc. and other Scientol ogy
organi zations in Massachusetts. This network
is used on a daily basis by the Quardian Ofice
and by a "Hubbard Communi cations Ofice" to
receive orders fromhimand to provide infornation

to him

V. STATEMENT COF THE CLAI M

7. Defendant is the founder, the controlling force,
the principal of, and the person with absolute authority
over, the Scientol ogy organizations and, as a result,
enjoys with themthe power, unavailable to himor them
as individuals or entities, acting in conbination with
them to damage and injure persons believed to be inimca

to the goal s of def endant and the Sbientology or gani zati on.



8. Defendant's control of the Scientol ogy organizations
is exercised in diverse ways, including:
A Requiring the directors and of ficers of
the Scientol ogy organi zation to sign resignations from
such offices in advance of or concurrent with their
appoi ntments, such resignations to be held by defendant,
who, upon a contest of his orders or authority by such
of ficers, has exercised his aforesaid control to renove
themor cause themto be renoved and replaced by directors
and officers who will conply with Hubbard' s orders and
aut hority.
B. That the Scientol ogy organi zati ons both
enforce and adhere to policies witten and copyri ghted
by defendant, including the "Fair Gane Doctrine", which
st at es:
"Eneny: Fair Gane, nay be deprived of property
or injured by any nmeans by any Scientol ogi st w thout
any discipline of the Scientol ogist. My be tricked,
sued, or lied to, or destroyed.”
C.  Subjecting directors or officers of any
Sci entol ogy organi zation who fail to obey defendant's
orders to being declared "suppressive persons” and subsequently
attacked pursuant to the "Fair Gane Doctrine.”
D. The establishnent of the "Quardian's O fice"
(& in 1966, with defendant's wife, Mary Sue Hubbard

at its head, which thereafter enforced Hubbard' s orders



through assistant Quardi ans, assigned to each Scientol ogy
organi zation, with the power, pursuant to Hubbard' s directions,
‘to renove directors and officers at will, such assistant
guardi ans, as defendant's agents, having at all relevant
times operated, pursuant to defendant's directions, in
Boston, Montreal, England, Gernmany, and diverse ot her
pl aces, having been trained according to manuals witten
by defendant and authorized to engage in conduct such
as is hereinafter described as having been engaged in
against plaintiff.
9. In addition to the "Fair Gane Doctrine", referred
to in paragraph 8B. hereof, the followng witten and
copyrighted policies were formul ated by defendant and
carried on by defendant, acting in concert with the Scientol ogy
organi zations against plaintiff, as nore fully set forth
herei nafter.
A "Don't ever defend. A ways attack. Find or
manuf act ure enough threat against themto sue
for peace. GCiginate a black P.R canpaign
to destroy the person's repute and to discredit
them so thoroughly they will be ostracized."
B. "The purpose of the suit is to harass and di scourage
rather than to wwn. The |aw can be used very
easily to harass, and enough harassnent on sonebody
who is sinply on the thin edge anyway, w |
generally be sufficient to cause hi m prof essi onal

decease. |If possible, of course, ruin himutterly."



C. "This is the correct procedure:

(1) Spot who is attacking us.

(2) Start investigating them pronptly for FELON ES
or worse using our own professionals, not
‘agenci es.

(3) Double curve or reply by saying we wel cone
an investigation of them

(4 Start feeding lurid, blood, sex crine,
actual evidence on attackers to the press.
Don't ever submt to an investigation of
us. Mke it rough, rough on attackers

all the way."

D. "The following is a list of the successful...actions
used by [our] intelligence [bureau].
Infiltrating in any group with an end to getting
docunents... Covert third partying with forged
or phony signatures. Anonynous third partying.
Particularly the Internal Revenue Service..
Direct theft of docunents... Inpersonating -
a reporter over the phone to get information..
E. "The following are possibilities for collecting
dat a:
() Infiltration
(2) Bribery
(3) Buying Information
(4) Robbery
(5 Blackmil™



10. Plaintiff, a practicing psychiatrist as aforesaid,
Is and was at all relevant tinmes a consultant in psychiatry
at Massachusetts CGeneral Hospital and an assistant clinical
prof essor at Harvard Medi cal School .

11. In the course of plaintiff's psychiatric practice
he had devel oped a particular clinical interest in the
effect on the enotional and nental state of individuals
of so-called eecults".

12. Plaintiff has publicly - in legal and |legislative
foruns, and in lectures and articles - stated his opposition
to practices of the Scientol ogy organization.

13. As a result of such public statenents of opposition
to practices of the Scientol ogy organization, defendant
perceived plaintiff as an eneny and ordered the "Fair
Gane Doctrine" and the policies described in paragraph
9. hereof inplenented against plaintiff.

14. To inplenent the "Fair Game Doctrine" and the
pol i cies described in paragraph 9. hereof, defendant
conspired with the entities and individuals conprising
the Scientol ogy organizations to act in concert wth
themand by such action to silence plaintiff, to inflict
severe professional, personal, and enotional injury on
plaintiff, and, if possible, to destroy himconpletely.

15. Paintiff, in 1976, in testinony before a Speci al
Commttee of the Vernont Senate, stated publicly his
pr of essi onal opi ni ons on destructive cults, including

the Church of Scientol ogy.



16. The Quardian's Ofice, having becone aware of
plaintiff's testinony before the Vernont Senate, opened
a file on plaintiff and comenced, pursuanf to defendant’s
aforesaid policies and "Fair Gane Doctrine", a covert
investigation of plaintiff.

17. Shortly after his testinony as aforesaid before
the Vernont Senate, plaintiff received a letter of warning
froh1the Quardian's office, as well as a nunber of tel ephone
calls froma nenber of the Quardian's office, acting
as defendant's agent, in which plaintiff was told he
shoul d change his views on the Church of Scientol ogy.

18. Wien plaintiff refused to change his views as
requested, the aforesaid nenber of the Quardian's office,
acting as agent as aforesaid, threatened plaintiff, saying,
"\ have to protect ourselves when someone is trying
to lie about us."

19. To carry out the objects of the conspiracy described
I n paragraph 14 hereof, which conspiracy continues to
this day, as aresult of the plaintiff's refusal to change
his views, defendant, acting in concert with the entities
and individuals conprising the Scientol ogy organi zations,
took certain actions against plaintiff described hereinafter.
Each of the actions described as taken agai nst plaintiff
was taken pursuant to the single continuing conspiracy
described I n paragraph 14 hereof.

GOUNT |

Interference Wth Contractual and Advant ageous Rel ations



20. Paintiff realleges each of the allegations
contai ned in paragraphs 1 through 19 hereof.

21. Plaintiff, in 1977, was on the staff of Massachusetts
General Hospital, with adnitting and other staff privil eges,
as well as having nade avail abl e to hi mMassachusetts
Ceneral Hospital facilities to conduct his professional
resear ch.

22. At the sanme tine, plaintiff was an assistant
~clinical professor at Harvard Medical School, for which
Massachusetts General Hospital is a teaching hospital.

23. At Massachusetts CGeneral Hospital, the Conptroller's
Depart nent thereof handl ed and di sbursed funds donated
to the study of cultic conversions, and plaintiff began
t he bi bliographi cal aspect of najor study.

24. Plaintiff's concurrent appointnments to the staff
of Massachusetts CGeneral Hospital and to the faculty
of Harvard Medi cal School greatly enhanced his professional
and academc reputation, as well as his ability to attract
private patients.

25. In 1977, one Paul Kl opper, an agent of defendant
and of the Quardian's office, pursuant to defendant's
orders, for the purpose of causing revocation of plaintiff's
staff privileges at Massachusetts General Hospital and
his renoval fromthe faculty of Harvard Medical School,
wote a letter to the director of the hsopital and the
dean of the nedicél school , which letter contained know ngly

fal se and nal i ci ous accusations concerning plaintiff, stating

inter alia that plaintiff had nade a nunber of anti-religious

statenents and that he had defaned several churches.

-10-



26. The letters referred to in paragraph 25. hereof
caused great danmage to plaintiff's relationship with
Massachusetts General Hospital and Harvard Medi cal School .

27. The letters referred to in paragraph 25. caused
plaintiff great nmental and enotional distress and injury
i n his profession.

28. Agents of the Quardian's O fice, pursuant to
orders of defendant, and acting in concert with him
interfered with plaintiff's practice of medicine by foll ow ng
certain of plaintiff's patients and tel ephoni ng them
at their work and at their hones, and, in one instance
tel ephoning one of plaintiff's fenmale patients and intinmating
that plaintiff had had affairs with other fenale patients.

29. Paintiff was caused great nental and enoti onal
distress and was injured in his profession by the aforesaid
harrassnment of himthrough his patients.

30. To further harass plaintiff, defendant conspired
to cause and did cause G tizens Comm ssion for Human
Rights, a Scientology Organi zation, controlled by the
GUard[an's G fice and by defendant, to bring three spurious
conpl aints concerning plaintiff's professional conduct
before the Massachusetts Board of Registration in Medicine.

31. Through unauthorized and illegal access to the
files of the Board of Registration, menbers of Scientology
organi zations, acting in concert with and under the control
of defendant, obtained records of sone of the prelimnary
proceedi ngs in the case of each conplaint and publicized these

private proceedi ngs.

-11-
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32. The filing of the conplaints against plaintiff
before the Board of Registration in Medicine was malici ous
and as a result of, and in response by defendant and
those acting in concert with him to plaintiff's public

opposition to defendant, the Churches of Scientol ogy,

and the Scientol ogy orgahizations.

33. The conplaints and the unjustified publicity
caused by defendant and those acting in concert wth
him inthe filing of the conplaints, in the unjustified

and illegal access to the private files of the Board

of Registration in Medicine, in the publicizing of such
conplaints, and in causing nmenbers of said Board, particularly
t he Chairperson, one George Annas, a reputabl e professor
of law, to give said cbnplaints | egi ti macy whi ch they
did not deserve caused plaintiff nmental and enoti onal
di stress, damaged himin his profession and caused him
to spend |arge anmounts of noney to defend hinself agai nst
the unwarranted charges before said Board until the conplaints
were eventual |y di sm ssed.

34. Defendant and those acting in concert with him
in Atizens Commssion for Human R ghts and ot her Scientcl ogy
organi zati ons caused conplaints concerning plaintiff's
nmedi cal ethics to be examned under the rules of the
Aneri can Psychiatric Association, the Nhssachusétts Psychiatric
Associ ation and the Nhssachusefts Medi cal Society, in
each of which conplaints disciplinary action which woul d

have affected plaintiff's ability to practicé his psychiatric

-12-



‘specialty was sought, and none of which was di smssed
until Cctober, 1984.

35. The conplaints before the Association and Soci ety
referred to in paragraph 34. hereof were given extensive
publicity by defendant and those acting in concert mfth
him towt, Gtizens Coomssion for Hunan R ghts and
ot her Scientol ogy organi zations, for the purpose of danagi ng
plaintiff professionally and personally, and, in fact,
caused great nental and enotional distress to the plaintiff,
damaged himin his profession and caused himto spend
| arge anmounts of noney to defend against the conpl ai nts.

36. Defendant and those acting in concert wth him
In the Quardian's O fice and Scientol ogy organi zations
enbarked upon a plan to injure plaintiff by witing scurril ous,
fal se, and defanatory letters concerning plaintiff
to contributors to Boston Personal Devel opnent Institute,
an organi zation which pafd plaintiff remuneration for
his services and which funded a |arge anmount of plaintiff's
research, and inplenented the plan by trespassing on
plaintjff's property, rummaging through his trash, thereby
learning the identity of contributors to Boston Personal
Devel oprent I nstitute, who were caused by defendant and
those acting in concert with himto receive the aforesaid
scurrilous, false, and defamatory letters, thereby causing
plaintiff great danage in his relationship to the aforesaid
contri butors. |

37. Wth the sanme intent and purpose described in

-13-



paragraph 25. hereof, defendant, acting in concert wth
Gtizens Coomssion for Human Rights, a Scientol ogy organi zation
as aforesaid, and with the Quardian's Ofice and nenbers
thereof, initiated a second plan to cause the termnation
of plaintiff's staff privileges at Massachusetts General
Hospital, as well as at Wil thamHospital, another hospital
where plaintiff in fact had no staff privileges.

38. Pursuant to the plan referred to in paragraph
37 hereof, Gtizens Comm ssion on Human R ghts, acting
through individuals purporting to be officers thereof,
sent a letter of conplaint to one Martin Bander, Assistant
D rector of publications and publicity at Massachusetts
CGeneral Hospital

39. Menbers of the Quardian's Ofice, acting in
concert with defendant, caused "denonstrations" agai nst
plaintiff and pi cketi ng of Massachusettts General Hospital
and VWl tham Hospital . to take place outside each hospital,
I n which, by placard, leaflet, and word of nouth, the
aforesai d nenbers of the Ghardian;s Cfice falsely and
mal i ci ously accused plaintiff of inproperly advocating
the use of and enpl oyi ng el ectroshock therapy, characterizing
plaintiff's actions as crimnal.

40. A though nenbers of the Gnardian's G fice represented
at the aforesaid "denonstrations" and picketing that
the "denonstrations"” and picketing represented a public
outcry against plaintiff's alleged conduct, in fact,

the only persons who "denonstrated" and "picketed" were

- 14-



menbers of the Quardian's (ffice and of Scientol ogy organizations.

41. Those "denonstréting" and "picketing" acted
in concert with defendant and under his orders for the
purpose of intimdating the two hospitals referred to
totermnate plaintiff's staff privileges and to alienate
potential and present patients of plaintiff.

42. Each of the actions of those acting as aforesaid
in concert with defendant, as alleged in paragraphs 20
through 41 hereof were intentional and wilful acts cal cul ated
to damage plaintiff in his lawful business and professiona
capacity, wthout right or justifiable cause, and did
I ndeed cause actual danmage and | oss as herei nbefore all eged,
and each such action constituted a nalicious interference
with plaintiff's contractual and business rel ations.

43. The aforesaid actions, as alleged in paragraphs
19 through 39 hereof have danaged plaintiff in the anount
of five mllion dollars ($5,000,000).

COUNT I - INVAS ON CF PRI VACY

44. Plaintiff realleges each of the allegations
mai ntai ned in paragraphs 1 through 19 hereof.

45. Acting pursuant to the poiicies described in
par agraphs 8B. and 9 hereof, defendant, acting in concert
with the entities and individuals described in paragraph
14 hereof, in 1978 commenced an investigation of plaintiff's
personal and private life, in order to find information

to use against him

-15-



46. In order to carry out the investigation referred

to in paragraph 4 5 hereof, agents of the Quardian's Ofice,

acting in concert with the defendant,

A

ny
/e

/;z,ﬂ “H

Covertly communi cated wi th nei ghbors and
patiehts of plaintiff;

Gave false information to such individuals,

in attenpts to eliéit I nci dents of unprof essi onal
or inproper conduct upon plaintiff's part;
Conceal ed their true identities, pretending

to be students, journalists, or survey takers;
Trespassed upon plaintiff's property, to

steal trash and waste, and thereby |earned
personal and private infornation concerning
plaintiff's finances and ot her personal
affairs, and concerning his children, his
patients, and others with close rel ationships
toplaintiff; and

Trespassed upon the property of Boston Personal
Devel opnent Institute to steal trash and

wast e and thereby obtai ned ot her persona

i nformation concerning plaintiff's persona

affairs.

47. One Kevin Tighe, a Quardian's O fice agent,

acting in concert with and under the direction of defendant,

and pursuant to defendant's policies, stole fromthe

Li ndemann Mental Health Center plaintiff's enployment

-16-



records, which contained information concerning plaintiff
and his psychiatric practice.

48. Based on information obtai ned pursuant to the
actions described in paragraphs 46 and 47 hereof, persons
in the GQuardian's Ofice, acting in concert with and
under the directions of defendant, wote an anonynous
report, which contained |arge anounts of personal infornation
concerning plaintiff and nenbers of his famly and distri buted
it to each nenber of the Massachusetts Legi sl ature.

49. In 1984, the defendant, acting in concert as
aforesaid with Scientol ogy O gani zati ons, caused an investigator,
one Ingram to visit plaintiff at his residence and communi cate
with plaintiff by tel ephone, without identifying his
princi pal, whereupon, upon plaintiff's refusal to talk
with said Ingram one Peterson, an attorney enpl oyed
by defendant, called plaintiff on the tel ephone purportedly
to identify said Ingramand his mssion, wthout stating that
he and | ngramwere enpl oyed by defendant and Sci ent ol ogy
Qrgani zat i ons.

50. 1In 1984, a nale individual who did not represent
hinsel f as representing defendant or a Scientol ogy organization,
but in fact acting under their direction, called a physician
who is well acquainted with plaintiff, asking, in substance,
for information concerning plaintiff, but said physician
refused to respond.

51. In 1984, an individual, representing hinself

-17-



- to be an "investigator" and giving as a justification
that plaintiff was a public person, called McLean Hospit al
i n Bel nront, Massachusetts, a hospital which naintains
prof essi onal records concerning nmenbers of its staff,
of which plaintiff is and was one, and asked for information
In MLean Hospital's records concerning plaintiff, which
was ref used.

52. The actions described in paragraphs 44 through
51 inclusive hereof constituted unreasonabl e, substantial
and serious interference with plaintiff's privacy, insofar
as they were intentional intrusions upon plaintiff's
solitude and his personal affairs, and have caused him
mental and enotional distress and anxiety.

53. The aforesaid actions as alleged in paragraphs
44 through 51 damaged plaintiff in the anmount of five
mllion dollars. ($5,000,000).

COUNT 111 - DEFAVATI ON

54. Plaintiff realleges each of the allegations
contained in paragraphs 1 through 19 hereof.

55*. Defendant, acting in concert wth Scientol ogy
organi zations, and for the purposes set forth in paragraph
14 hereof, since 1978 until the present, has maliciously
caused to be published, witten and oral false statenents
concerning plaintiff, knowi ng the statenents to be fal se
or with reckless disregard for the truth, inc]uding t he

fol | ow ng:
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That plaintiff's research is unprofessional

and that plaintiff consistently violates standards
and procedures governing professional research;
That he has connections with the Nazi (Gernan)
party and believes in Nazi ideol ogy;

That he favors el ectroshock treatment and bel i eves
it to be a satisfactory nmethod to "deprogram

I ndi vidual s caught in cults;

That he frequently uses el ectroshock treatnent

on his patients;

That he is a |eader of the Anti-Religi ous Movenent
in Aneri ca;

That the plaintiff believes that religious conversion
Is anmental illness.

That the plaintiff falsely clains to be associ ated
wi th Massachusetts (General Hospital.

That plaintiff advocates use of psychotropic

drugs and involuntary deprogramm ng as an answer
to religious conversion.

That plaintiff's professional research is fraudul ent
and di shonest; and

That plaintiff believes that the worship of

Satan is therapeutic and that the worship of

God i s destructi ve.

-19-



56. The neans by which the foregoing defamatory
publicatibns have been made include the follow ng:

(1) Letters from Paul Klopper, an agent of

| the Guardian's O fice to Dean Ebert of
t he Harvard Medi cal School and to the Director
of Massachusetts General Hospital in 1977.

(2) Two anonynous reports sent to menbers of
t he Massachusetts Senate Subcommi ttee studying
the problemof cults.

(3) Letters sent to the Hone Secretary and
t he Departnent of Health and Social Security
of the United Ki ngdom seeking to have the
plaintiff deported, when plaintiff was
visiting his daughter in Geat Britain.

(4) Leaflets distributed by the CGuardian's
Ofice to persons who attended two | ectures
given by the plaintiff in Montreal.

(5 A spurious article submtted to the American
Journal of Psychiatry, not published in
the Journal, but sent to many |eading figures
in the psychiatric comunity while being
screened for publication.

(6) A Ger man newspaper distributed by the German
Sci ent ol ogy organi zati ons throughout Gernany.

(7) Nunerous editions of Freedom newspaper,

the latest such publication being'in May, 1984,
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(8)

(9)

(10)

(11)

(12)

(13)

(14)

a newspaper distributed by the Scientol ogy
Organi zations, witten by Guardian's O fice
menbers, and distributed across the United
States, the February, 1982 edition of Freedom
of which copies of excerpts therefromare |
attached as Exhibit "A", being a particularly
virulent attack on plaintiff.

Cbnnents made by CGuardian's Ofice nenbers

on the Pat Whitley Show on WTS radio in

1980;

A letter to Martin Bander, Assistant Director
in charge of publication and publicity

of Massachusetts General Hospital in 1981;
Leafl ets distributed during organi zed denonstrations
and picketing by Ctizens Conm ssion for

Human Ri ghts outside of Massachusetts Ceneral
Fbspital and Wal t ham Hospi t al

A press packet sent to Boston area religious
m nisters, including a chaplain at the

McLean Hospital in Belnont, Massachusetts;
Letters to plaintiff's backers and supporters,
and others contributing financial support

tb Bost on Personal Devel opnent Institute;
Press packets distributed to all regional
newspapers, radio and tel evision stations;

An article in the Medford Mercury newspaper

based on the press kit sent out by t he
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Sci ent ol ogy or gani zati ons;
(15) A ngjor press conference held by Church
of Scientol ogy, Boston in the Boston Sheraton
I n August of 1981;
(16) Comments by Heber Jentzch, president of
the Church of Scientology of California
on a radi o show broadcast by WKKS-FM radi o
inJuly, 1984.
57. Defendant and those acting in concert with him
in the foregoing publications held plaintiff up to contenpt,
hatred, scorn or ridicule and inpaired his standing in
the community. The allegations were intended to discredit
himin the mnds of a considerable and respectabl e cl ass

In the community.

58. Defendant and those acting in concert with him
have injured plaintiff by the afore-described publications
whi ch subjected himto public hatred, disgrace, contenpt
and ridicule, have damaged his professional reputation,
and have caused himto suffer extreme nental distress
and anxi ety.

59. The aforesaid actions, as alleged in paragraphs
54 through 58 inclusive, have damaged plaintiff in the
anount of five mllion dollars ($5,000,000).

COUNT |V

“Mal i cious Prosecution
60. Plaintiff realleges each of the allegations

contained in paragraphs 1 through 19 hereof .
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61. For the purposes set forth in paragarph 14 hereof,.
as well as pursuant to the policy set forth in paragraph
9.B hereof, defendant and those acting in concert with
hi m caused two actions to be brought against plaintiff,
towt, Paula Painv. John G dark, Jr. et ali., USDC
Central District of California, Gvil Action No. 82-1443-WaB
and Steven Mller v. John G Jdark, Jr., USDC Central
Dstrict of California, Gvil Action No. 81-4275.

62. The two actions referred to in paragraph 56
hereof were brought naliciously and w thout probable
cause, whi ch defendant and those acti ng in concert with
himwell knew, and were summarily dismssed and term nated
in favor of plaintiff, defendant in each action.

63. Plaintiff was obliged to defend hinself in each
case at substantial expense for attorney's fees and inci dent al
costs and suffered mental and enoti onall I njury.

64. The aforesaid actions, as alleged in paragraphs
60 through 63 hereof have damaged plaintiff in the amount
of five mllion dollars ($5, 000, 000).

COUNT V
Abuse of Process

65. Plaintiff realleges each of the allegations
contai ned in paragraphs 1 through 19 hereof.

66. For the purposes set forth in paragraph 14 hereof,
as well as pursuant to the policy set forth in paragraph

9.B hereof, defendant and those acting in concert wth
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hi m caused two actions to be brought against plaintiff,
towt, Paula Painv. John G dark, Jr., et ali., USDC
Central Dstrict of California, AQvil Action No. 82-1443-\WB
and Steven Mller v. John G dark, US DC Central
Dstrict of California, Gvil Action No. 81-4275.

67. Process in these two actions was used, not for
the purpose for which it was designed, but, as aforesaid,
for the purposes set forth in paragraph 14 hereof and
to inplenment the policy described in paragraph 9. B hereof,
each an ulterior purpose.

68. P aintiff was obliged to defend hinself in each
case at substantial expense for attorney's fees and incidental
costs, and suffered nental and enotional injury, including
infjury as a result of extensive publicity given to said
actions, an exnple of which is attached hereto as Exhibit
B.

69. The aforesaid actions, as alleged in paragraphs
65 through 68 hereof, have damaged plaintiff in the anount
of five nilfion dol l ars ($5, 000, 000).

COUNT VI
Intentional Infliction of Emotional D stress

70. Plaintiff realleges each of the allegations
contai ned in paragraphs 1 through 19 hereof.

71. Defendant and those acting in concert with him
including the entities and individuals conprising the
Sci entol ogy O gani zations, took or caused to Be t aken

each of the actions described in Counts | through V (each
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of which counts, other than the separate clains for danmages
therein, are incorporated in this Count) hereof for the
purposes set forth in paragraph 14 hereof and to i npl enent
the policies set forth in paragraphs 8B and 9 hereof,
and, in particular, intending to inflict enotional distress
on plaintiff and knowi ng that enotional distress woul d
be‘the likely result of such conduct.

72. In addition to the conduct alleged in paragraph
71 hereof, and for the purposes and with the intent and
kndmjedge set forth therein, defendant and those acting
in concert with him including the individuals and entities
conprising the Scientol ogy organi zations, and as a part
of the continuing conspiracy alleged, took and caused

to be taken the follow ng actions:

A For the purpose of preventing plaintiff from
visiting his daughter in the United Kingdom letters
were witten in 1978 by agents of Scientol ogy organi zations
to the Hone Secretary and to the Departnent of Health |
and Social Security of the United Kingdom contai ni ng
fal se ponplaints concerning plaintiff's activities, including
allegations that he had ties to the Nazi party.

B. Agents of Scientology organi zations attenpted to
infiltrate plaintiff's office or to pose as patienfs
of plaintiff, either seeking plaintiff out as purported
counsel ing assistants, the role of one Ford Schwart z,
who posed as an ex- Sci entol ogi st, worKking Wi th a California

cult-counseling center,or purporting to seek advice on

s
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"deprogramm ng", the role of one Chuck Mal one, who pretended
to be a private investigator seeking to work with those
who opposed Scientol ogy, when in fact the object of such
attenpts was to obtain personal information concerning
plaintiff or to entrap himin questionable |egal situations.

C.  In 1981, agents of Scientology organi zations
and the Quardian's (fice passed out leaflets in front
of Massachusetts (eneral Hospital, which leaflets offered
a reward of $25,000 for information which would |ead
to acrimnal conviction of plaintiff, defendant and
those acting in concert with himwell knowi ng plaintiff
had never coimtted a single crimnal act, but, neverthel ess,
causing the distribution of such leaflets to defanme plaintiff
and intimdate him

D 1In 1981, the Quardian's 0fice held an "ethics"
trial of'plaintiff, assenbling a tribunal of Scientol ogists,
Issuing a "finding" that plaintiff was a "suppressive
person”, as described in paragraph 8 C hereof, even though
plaintiff was not a nenber of a Scientol ogy organization,
and thereby subjecting himto the "Fair Gane Doctri ne"
described in paragraph 8B hereof, and witing plaintiff
a letter, which advised himthat he had been decl ar ed
a "suppressive person", thereby, according to the letter,
subjecting himthenceforth to the rules of Sbiéntology
“ethics".

73. The conduct alleged in paragraphs 70 through

72 hereof was so outrageous in character, and so extremne
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in degree, as to go beyond all possible bounds of decency,
and to be regarded as atrocious, and utterly intolerable
ina civilized community and thereby caused plaintiff
great enotional distress. This conduct has danaged plaintiff
in the amount of five mllion dollars ($5,000,000).

CONT VI

Conspi racy

74. Plaintiff realleges each of the allegations
contai ned in paragraphs 1 through 19 hereof.

75. Defendant has conbined with the individuals
and entities conprising the Scientol ogy organization:
and with the individuals named herein and with others
at present unknown to the plaintiff to acconplish the

’unlamful pur poses set forth in paragraph 14 hereof, to
wt, tosilence plaintiff, to inflict severe professional
personal, and enotional injury on plaintiff, and, if
possi ble, to destroy himconpl etely, by unlawful neans,
namely, interference with plaintiff's advantageous and
contractual relations, invasion of plaintiff's privacy,
trespéss, def amati on, nalicious prosecution, abuse of
process, and the intentional and know ng infliction of
enotional distress upon plaintiff.

76. As briefly set forth in paragraph 7 hereof,
the creation by defendant of the Quardian's Ofice and
the nationw de comnuni cations network provi ded by the

i ndividuals and entities conprising the Scientol ogy organizations
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af forded defendant and those acting in concert with him

a peculiar power of coercion over plaintiff when acting

i n conbi nati on, which a single individual standing in

a simlar relationship with plaintiff would not have

had, for exanple, the power to bring a fraudul ent conpl aint
against plaintiff, as alleged in paragraph 30. hereof

and thereafter, as alleged in paragraph 31., to obtain
unaut hori zed access to and publicize the private records

of proceedi ngs on such conplaints the power, as alleged
in paragraphs 49., 50., 51. hereof, to conduct spurious

i nvestigations of plaintiff and to attenpt to legitimze
such investigations through attorneys, the power, as

set forth in paragraphs 61., 62., 63., 65., 66., and

67., and in Exhibit Bto this Conplaint, which are extracts
froma Scientol ogy newspaper, "Freedomi, the February,

1982 issue, to harass plaintiff by unfounded | egal actions
and thereafter publicize such actions, the foregoing
exanpl es being by no means all-inclusive, but set forth
only to denonstrate the peculiar power of coercion of the
af or e-"descri bed conbi nati on of defendant and those acting

in concert wth him

77. As alleged in paragraph 19. hereof, defendant
and those acting in concert with himhave carried out
the actions described in Counts | through M| hereof
in order to acconplish the objects of the conspiracy alleged
in paragraph 14. hereof and, to the date of filing of |
this action, have continued to attenpt to aééonplish

the objects of the conspiracy, the nost recent overt
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acts known to plaintiff pursuant to such conspiracy being

al l eged i n paragraphs 49., 50., and 51.

WHEREFCRE, plaintiff demands judgnent agai nst defendant

in the sumof thirty-five mllion dollars and costs.

By his attorney,

WIlliamP. Homans, Jr.

HOVANS, HAM LTON, DAHVEN & MARSHALL
he Court Street '
Bost on, NA 02108

(617) 523-3716
PMaintiff clains trial by jury.
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