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1. Raintiff Edward Manfredonia does hereby allege as follows:

2. Raintiff isaresident of New York City, Queens County and New York State. Raintiff
resides at 8337 3. James Avenueg Apt. 4B, EEmhurst, NY 11373. Raintiff is notapubic
figure, even though Paintiff Edward Manfredonia has been proclaimed to be awhistle-
blower in the 26 April 1999 Busness Week cover story, Scandd On Wall Street.

3. Defendant Gary Weiss is apubiic figure, notable author and former employee of
Busness Week, who resides in New York City, New York County (Manhattan), and New
York State.

4. Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies is amultinationd corporation, incorporated
in the State of New York, whos headquerters are listed as 1221 Avenueof the Americas,
in New York City, New York County (Manhdatan), and the State of New Y ork.
BusnessWeek (Budness Week) a weekly magazineis a subddiary and published by
Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies.

5. Defendant Robet Pritchard is an employee of The McGraw Hill Companies, Vice
President of Globd Security, and thelocation of his employer, The McGraw Hill
Companies, and of his office is the City of New York, New York County (Manhétan), in
the State of New Y ork.

6. Defendant Stephen Shepard is apublc figure, editor in chief of Busness Week,
employee of The McGraw-Hill Companies, which office is located & 1221 Avenueof the
Americas. Defendant Stephen Shepard has been named the Dean of the City University
School of New York School of Joumdism.

7. Defendant Harold McGraw |Il (Defendant Harold McGraw) is apubic figure and
Charman of The McGraw-Hill Companies, which company owns and controls
BusnessWeek (Business Week). Defendant Harold McGraw@ office is located a
Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies at 1221 Arenueof the Americas in the City of
New York, New York County (Manhatan) in the State of New York.

8. Defendant The City of New York is amunicipality incorporated in the State of New
York. The Office of the Law Department of the City of New York is stuaed a& 100
Church Sreet, New York, NY 100007. The Law Depatment is responsble for dl
lawsuits involving the City of New York.



9. Raintiff, Edward Manfredonia, by himself, filing pio %, and requesting atria by jury,
aleges that:

FOR A FIRST AND SEPARATE CAUSE OF ACTION

Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia repeats and dleges paragraphsQ,02,0(,03t,03%,03,0
Q,0@0and Q0of this complaint.

10. Tha upa information and béief Defendant Gary Weiss was forced to resign from
Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies because of the reasons set forth in this
Complaint.

11. Tha uponinformation and beief in 1998Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies and
Defendant The City of New York knew tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia was an honest
and deent individud because Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia had voluntarily agreed to be
wired by the Federal Bureau of Investigation o investigae the sock fraud, PNF, and
money laundeing of drug money a the American Stock Exchange (Exhibit 1: FBI wire
order)

12. Tha upon nformation and beief in 1998 1 was known to Defendant Gary Weiss,
Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Robat Pritchard, Defendant Harold McGraw,
Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies and Defendant The City of New York tha
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia had been wired by the FBI (Exhibit 1), ecifically FBI
Specia Agent Joseph Yastremski, and tha the FBI had unmvered a vast money
laundeing opeation viathe Cayman Islandsand a narcotics smuggling operation based
at the American Sock Exchange which money laundeing opeation involved two
members of the Board of the American Sock Exchange Louis Miceli and Robet Van
Caneghan.

12. Tha upon nformation and béief it was known to Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant
Stephen Shepard, Defendant Robat Pritchard, Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant
The McGraw-Hill Companies that other individuds at the American Sock Exchange had
informed Defendant Gary Weiss tha FBI Special Agent Joseph Yastremski had
demanddl tha these other individuds provideinformation regarding the narcotics
smuggling of Louis Miceli and the money laundeing opaationsof two members of the
Board of the American Sock Exchange Louis Miceli and Robeat Van Caneghan.

13. Tha in 1998 uponnformation and béief it was known to Defendant Gary Weiss,
Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Robat Pritchard, Defendant Harold McGraw,
and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia had in
1988 erned the undying hared of Louis Miceli for standing up b Louis Miceli, when

L ouis Miceli praised Hitler@ exterminaion of the Jews on e floor of the American
Stock Exchange that Louis Miceli had termed Raintiff Edward Manfredonia G f* ckin®
Jew,0C Jew b**tard,Gand other such haeful terms; and, that Arthur Levitt, & tha time



Charman of the American Sock Exchange hal refused to fineand sanction Louis
Miceli for this egregiouscondud.

14. Tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia has gppeared in three issues of Busness Week
and that Defendant Gary Weiss authored these three articles.

15. Tha in the 26 April 1999 Bugness Week cover story, Scandal On Wall Street
(Exhibit 2), which avard-winning gory was authored by Defendant Gary Weiss, Plaintiff
Edward Manfredonia was poritrayed as a whistle-blower and tha more than onepage of
thearticle, Scandal On Wall Street, was dedicated to Faintiff Edward Manfredonia.

16. Tha in the 3 May 199 Busness Week article, The Amex Is Starting To Feel The
Heat (Exhibit 3), aletter Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia had written to Frank Zarb,
Charman of NASD, was prominently displayed to publcly refute Frank Zarb.

17.Tha in the9 Augug 1999 Bisness Week article, A Street Scandal That May Not Die
(Exhibit 4), Haintiff Edward Manfredonia was portrayed in afavorable light as ganing
the confidence of individuds, who pleaded guity to illegd trading & the New York
Stock Exchange

18. Tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia had never violated federal law or even the Rules
and Regulationsof the American Sock Exchange

19. Tha in the 10 Augug 1992 ssue of Busness Week Chris Welles had written an
article, The System Was Perfect, conaerning Heinz Grein and ingder trading in Motel 6
and ohe issues.

20. That upon nformation and beief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies knew
tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia was the only individud connected to the firm of Frost
& Sullivan, which firm Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia represented on thefloor of the
American Sock Exchange, who did nottrade Motel 6, Sjuae D and oher stocks on the
basis of ingde information, which Heinz Grein, Joseph Greenwald and oters had
provided to Raintiff Edward Manfredonia.

21. That upon hformation and beief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant Robat Pritchard, Defendant The
McGraw-Hill Companies and Defendant The City of New York knew that Plaintiff
Edward Manfredonia had reported to the FBI tha Heinz Grein had laundeed in excess of
$20 million for Al Avasso, afront man for the ltalian Mafia and dock fraud atist, and
approximately $10 Hllion for Ferdinand Marcos, which sum Ferdinand Marcos had
looted from the Philippines.

22. That upon nformation and beief on oraboutApril 12, 2004 ad & subsequent times
thereafter, tha Defendant Gary Weiss, at that time an employee of McGraw-Hill
Companies, Defendant Stephen Shepard, editor in chief of Busness Week, a pubiication



of Defendant The McGraw Hill Companies; Defendant Harold McGraw, Charman of
The McGraw-Hill Companies and Defendant The McGraw Hill Companies did willfully,
ddiberately and melicioudy congire to libd and dande Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia
through hewidespread dsseminaion ofan aticle, Offering Qredence to the Crank
(Exhibit 5), which aticle, dthough pulilshed in the September/October 2000 issue of the
IRE Joumd (Joumd of Investigaive Reporters and Editors), was broughtto the attention
of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia via a Google Search of GEdward ManfredoniaOon the
Internet on 12 Aoril 2004.

23. That the pubication of this article, Offering Qredence to the Crank, (Exhibit 5) in the
IRE Joumd (Joumd of Investigaive Reporters and Editors) libded Haintiff Edward
Manfredonia specificaly targeting those individuds, investigative reporters and alitors,
whom Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia must seek for his expos/s on @imina miscondud
on Wall Street.

24. That Defendant Gary Weiss, by libding Haintiff Edward Manfredoniato an audience
of investigative reporters, denied Raintiff Edward Manfredoniatheright to expose crime
in abook thetopic of which book would becrime on Wall Street for which book,
Paintiff Edward Manfredonia would receive remuneation.

25. Tha upon nformation and beief Defendant Gary Weiss has deliberately and
willfully libded Raintiff Edward Manfredonia so that Defendant Gary Weiss would
obtain acontract to author abook doutcrime onWall Street so that thelies of Defendant
Gary Weiss could be printed withoutfear of exposure by Edward Manfredonia.

26. That Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia was the only subject of this article, Offering
Credence to the Crank (Exhibit 5).

27. Tha the pumpo< of this article, Offering Qredence to the Crank (Exhibit 5), was to
libd Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia and  disparage theimportance of Plaintiff Edward
Manfredonia and o reduce his role in providing exclusve and @solutely essentid
information for a previous article, the 26April 199 Busness Week award winning over
story, Scandd On Wall Street (Exhibit 2).

28.Tha upon hnformation and bdief Defendant Gary Weiss soughtto discredit Plaintiff
Edward Manfredonia and thereby prevent Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia from exposng
theddiberate and willful lies pubished by Defendant Gary Weiss and Defendant The
McGraw Hill Companies conaerning the murders of Al Chadem and Maier Lehmann in
Octobe 1999.

29. Tha thetitle of this article, Offering Qredence to the Crank (Exhibit 5), was of its
very naure willfully false, maliciousand libdousand the pumpose of this article, as
manifested by its very title, Offering Gredence to the Crank, was to potray Plaintiff
Edward Manfredonia as a mentally undable individud and & well as a dimwitted and
inaticulate individud.



30. That upon nformation and beief this article, Offering Credence to the Crank (Exhibit
5), which article was authored by Defendant Gary Weiss was read and given prior
approvd for publcation by Defendant Stephen Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw and
Defendant McGraw-Hill Companies.

31.That prior gpproval of al articles, which articles are authored by employees of
Bugness Week and which aticles are pubiished in pubicationsother than those
controlled by The McGraw-Hill Companies, mugs be made by Defendant Stephen
Shepad, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies is amandaed requirement of
employment of The McGraw-Hill Companies.

32. That upon hformation and beief thearticle, Offering Qredence to the Crank (Exhibit
5), was a knowingly willful and wantonly maliciouslibd by Defendant Gary Weiss,
Defendant Stephen Shepard, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies, upon he good
name and excellent mental health of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia.

33. Tha uponinformation and beief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant Robet Pritchard, and Defendant The
McGraw-Hill Companies were aware that Plaintiff Edward Manfredoniais abright and
talented individud, tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia possesses a BA and MBA from
Fordham University and an Advanced Professiond Certificate in Fhance from Baruch
College and that Plaintiff Edward Manfredoniais articulate and had gudied Latin for
four years and German for three years.

34. That the portraya of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia as a mentally undable individud
in thearticle, Offering Gredence to the Crank (Exhibit 5), was anecessary and déiberate
effort to cover up thelies and melfeasance of Gary Weiss beginning with thelies
published in thearticle, A Message From The Mob (Exhibit 6), which aticle appeared in
the 20 December 1999 ssue of Busness Week.

35. Tha the portraya of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia as a GCrank,OQunconventiond,
difficult and maybe give the appearance of being off-baance,0and who Quear basebdll
capDand who Miang outin front of stock exchangesOwas to reinforce thelibd of
Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw, and
Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia was
mentally undable.

36. That the pupo< of the article, Offering Gredence to the Crank (Exhibit 5), was to
make more bdievable the lies of Defendant Gary Weiss tha Plaintiff Edward
Manfredonia was not the source of information for the price-fixing and pecialist pats of
Scandd On Wall Street than the true statements of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia tha
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia was the true source of theinformation for the price-fixing
and illegd trading by pecialist pat of the story, Scandd On Wall Street.

37. That thewhole tenor of the article, Offering Gredence to the Crank (Exhibit 5) was to
denigrate and libd Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia



38. Tha Defendant Gary Weiss wrote of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia Qhetoneof his
letters was hardly calculated to promote confidence in his story,Oto ddame and 1o libd
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia.

39. Tha Defendant Gary Weiss by stating in the article, Offering Qredence to the Crank
(Exhibit 5), libded and denigrated Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia by gating, GEven more
off-putting was his opaque writing and oveuse of trading jargon ha | found dmog
impossible to dphea.O

40. Tha Defendant Gary Weiss knew that theletters of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia
were written for professionds, such as FBI Special Agents, the United Sates Attorney,
Securities and ExchangeCommission atorneys, lawyers employed by hhe Compliance
Department of the American Sock Exchange, etc. and that thelanguage in Plaintiff
Edward Manfredonia@ letters would beundestood by hem.

41.Tha upon nformation and beief Defendant Gary Weiss intentiondly misled readers
of the article, Offering Qredence to the Crank (Exhibit 5), by notexplicitly stating tha
theterms, which Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia utilized were common usage to regulators.

42.Tha Defendant Gary Weiss lied when hestated in Offering Gredence to the Crank
(Exhibit 5): QManfredonia@inability to generate attention for this charges was to alarge
extent, aprodud to the tone and the excessive nunber of his letters.O

43.Tha Defendant Gary Weis had been gecifically told by SEC attorneystha Arthur
Levitt, Charman of the Securities and Exchange Commission, hal ordered the SEC staff
notto investigate the American Sodk Exchange

45, Tha upon nformation and beief Defendant Gary Weiss with the gpproval of
Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-
Hill Companies libded Raintiff Edward Manfredonia, when Defendant Gary Weiss
wrote in alibdousmanner that Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia QNot every source
resembles Russell Crowe. Sometimes they hang outin front of sodk exchanges.O

46. Tha Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw
and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies knew tha it was essential for Plaintiff
Edward Manfredoniato (ang outin front of stock exchanges,Oso that employees,
members and derks at the American Sodck Exchangecould provide Plaintiff Edward
Manfredonia with information wnaerning illegd and aimind activities a the American
Stock Exchange

47. Tha on oneoccasion Defendant Gary Weiss witnessed asource of Edward
Manfredonia gpproach Edward Manfredonia outside the American Sock Exchangeand
tha this source then oke to Raintiff Edward Manfredonia.



48. Tha Defendant Gary Weiss malicioudy willfully wantonly and recklessly portrayed
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia as a @rank,Oand as an @ff balance,Oor mentally ungable
individud so that Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia@ statements that Defendant Gary Weiss
lied in theaticle, Offering Credence to the Crank (Exhibit 5), would notbe bdieved.

49. Tha uponinformation and beief the section of the article, Offering Qredence to the
Crank (Exhibit 5), which mentioned a1993 Etter which Faintiff Edward Manfredonia
received from a prominent nevspaper editor (Max Frankd of The New York Times), was
mentioned in amanne to give bdief that Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia was unusud, off-
bdance and mentally ungable.

50. Tha Defendant Gary Weiss stated of this editor (Max Frankel): @ut to me, the
reaction ofthis editor points up heindinct we al have to avoid people who ae
unoonventiond, difficult, and maybe give the appearance of being off-balance.O

51. That uponinformation and beief Defendant Gary Weiss knew tha thereason tha
Max Franke had dated in aletter to Faintiff Edward Manfredonia Qhere® no reason ©
keep ®nding letters,Owas tha Arthur Levitt had told Max Frankd and the Sulzbergers,
pere andfils, who were friendsof Arthur Levitt, that Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia was
nottelling thetruth and that Frankd and the Sulzbergers believed Arthur Levitt.

52.Tha upon hformation and beief one of the primary reasonsfor the portrayal of
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia as mentally ungable was an economic reason for
Defendant McGraw-Hill Companies- tha is the fear tha aloss of money from both a
decrease in drculation and adecrease in advertising revenuewould ensueif thelies
published in thearticle, A Message From the Mob (Exhibit 6), which aticle was written
by Defendant Gary Weiss and wes puldished in the December 20, 1999 ssue of
BusnessWeek (a subgdiary of Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies).

53. That upon nformation and beief Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The
McGraw-Hill Companies knew of thelies of Defendant Gary Weiss in the article, A
Message From The Mob, and in the article, Offering Qredence to the Crank (Exhibit 5), is
proved by hetelephore call, which Raintiff Edward Manfredonia made to the office of
Defendant Harold McGraw on 30 Augug 2004, ad the letter that confirmed this
convesation with Defendant Harold McGraw( secretary, which letter Plaintiff Edward
Manfredonia sent to Defendant Harold McGraw on 30 Augug 2004 va certified mail
7003 3110 0001 3705 21Exhibit 7).

54. That uponinformation and beief Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies knew of
thelies of Defendant Gary Weiss in the article, A Message From The Mob (Exhibit 6),
and Defendant Gary WeissQlibd in the article, Offering Qredence to the Crank (Exhibit
5), is proved by hetelephonecall, which Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia madeto the
office of Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies, that is to the Chief Couns for
Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies, Kenneth Vittor, on 30 Aigug 2004, ad the
letter tha confirmed this convesation with the secretary of Kenneth Vittor, which letter



Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia sent to Ken Vittor on 30 Augug 2004, va certified mail
7003 3110 0001 3705 202Bxhibit 8).

55. That theletter to Kenneth Vittor and te letter to Defendant Harold McGraw stated
tha Gary Weiss had lied in boh Offering Qredence to the Crank (Exhibit 5) and A
Message From The Mob (Exhibit 6).

56. That immediately after the murders of Al Chdem and Maier Lehmannin Octobe
1999, Defendant Gary Weiss had requested tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia not
provide his information, which is discussed in these pages, to any other reporters because
Defendant Gary Weiss was going o write in BusnessWeek (Budness Week) amajor
story conaerning the murders of Al Chaem and Maier Lehmann and the connection
between the American Sock Exchange, member's of the American Sock Exchange
Harbor Securities and the Russian Mob.

57. That Defendant Gary Weiss lied from the very beginning and ughtto advance the
lie tha the Italian Mafia was responsble for the murders of Al Chdem and Maier
Lehmann in oder to have abook pubished aoutthe Italian Mafiaand Wall Street
became readily gpparent after thefable, posd as factud reporting, A Message From The
Mob Exhibit 6), gopeared in the 20 December 1999 issue of Busness Week.

58. That upon nformation and beief BusnessWeek, asubsdiary of Defendant The
McGraw-Hill Companies has acirculation of gpproximately 500,000 ad its readership is
in excess of 1,000,000 the United Sates of America- o in excess of 1,000,000
individuds read thelies of Defendant Gary Weiss, who lied to hare abookon heltaian
Mafiaand Wall Street published.

59. That upon hformation and beief the IRE Joumd (Joumd of Investigative Reporters
and Editors) has acirculation of goproximately 15000 and amuch larger number of
readers.

60. Tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia has theright to expose the lies of Defendant Gary
Weiss to the 1,000,000 eaders of BusnessWeek and the readers of the |IRE Joumd.

61. Tha Defendant Gary Weiss knew tha Michael Frayler, aformer member of the New
York Stock Exchange, was aclose friend of Al Chdem and that Chdem had fundioned
as apresence and bodyguard for Chdem when Chalem was meeting with individuds,
induding & Frayler stated, Qvith the Russians O

62. Tha Defendant Gary Weiss knew tha Michael Frayler had accompanied Al Chadem
to meetingswith individuds involved in gock fraud, induding an individud, JoeT.
Logan I., who was linked to apurchase of Kiwi Airlines and testified beore agrand jury
in 2000 onaerning themurders of Al Chdem and Maier Lehmann to the murders of Al
Chdem and Maier Lehmann.



1C

63. Tha uponinformation and bdief Defendant Gary Welss, Defendant Stephen Shepard,
Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies knew that
Michael Frayler had visited thelocal police in New Jersey immediately upon learning of
themurder of Al Chdem because Michael Frayler knew that hewould bequestioned by
the New Jersey police.

64. Tha uponinformation and bdief Defendant Gary Welss, Defendant Stephen Shepard,
Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies, because of a
desire to increase therevenues of BusnessWeek, a subsdiary of the McGraw-Hill
Companies, falsely willfully, wantonly, and malicioudy pemitted Defendant Gary Weiss
to atribute the murders of Al Chdem and Maier Lehmann to the Italian Mafia even after
Michael Frayler had stated to Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia that Frayler@ friend, Al
Chdem, for whomMichael Frayler maintained the computer and the records of stock
transactions €c., a tha time did nothave busness deals with members of the Italian
Mafia, butrather tha Chadem was in busness with the Russians (ZmigrZ Russian Mob).

65. Tha Defendant Gary Weiss knew tha the Russian Mob hal taken ove Harbor
Securities, the day trading firm tha went bankrupt dueto the sock fraudsof Al Chdem
and Maier Lehmann.

66. Tha Defendant Gary Weiss knew tha Al Chadem was the representative of the
Russian Mob, which hal taken ove Harbor Securities.

67. Tha in September 1999 Raintiff Edward Manfredonia had informed Gary Weiss tha
Michael Frayler, an individud whom Weiss had interviewed concerning illegd trading &
the New York Stock Exchange hal been employed by afirm controlled by the Russian
Mob.

68. Tha Defendant Gary Weiss knew tha theinfluence of Al Chdem at Harbor
Securities was S0 great tha after Michael Frayler, a member of the New Y ork Stock
Exchange had been arrested on edera charges of trading illegdly, Chdem had
importuned Warren Sulmasy, Charman of Harbor Securities, to hire Michael Frayler and
tha because of this control of Harbor Securities by the Russian Mob, Chdem had
obtained apostion for Frayler a Harbor Securities as arisk manager, apostion aout
which Fayler had no krowledgeand tha Warren Sulmasy, Charman of Harbor
Securities, had agreed to providetraining for Michael Frayler.

69. Tha Defendant Gary Weiss knew tha Al Chdem lived within walking distance of
Michael Frayler and tha Michael Frayler frequently visited Al Chdem and maintained
the trading records of Al Chdem on Al Chdem@® computer and that Michael Frayler and
Al Chdem had atende college togeher.

70. Tha uponinformation and bdief Defendant Gary Welss, Defendant Stephen Shepard,
Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies know tha the
article, A Message From The Mob (Exhibit 6), was false and have removed the article, A
Message From The Mob, from the ontline archives of BusnessWeek.
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71. Tha uponinformation and bdief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard,
Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies willfully
smeared all Italian-Americans by publshing thelies of Defendant Gary Weiss, which lies
attributed the murders of Al Chdem and Maier Lehmann o the Italian Mafia, which is
composed of Italian-Americans when Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies knew
tha the Russian Mob hal murdered Al Chdem and Maier Lehmann- jug as Defendant
Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold M cGraw, and Defendant
The McGraw-Hill Companies have attempted to knowingly wantonly willfully wickedly
ddiberately and malicioudy libd the good nane of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia.

72. Tha Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw,
Defendant Robet Pritchard, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies have
knowingly willfully wantonly wickedly and malicioudy libded the good nane of

Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia in pat because heis Italian-American and would expose
the ethnic biases of Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant
Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies.

73. Tha Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold
McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies knew tha Plaintiff Edward
Manfredonia had reported Harbor Securities for violationsof the net capital rule to the
American Sock Exchange, the Philadd phia Stock Exchange as well asto the Federd
Reserve System and oher federa entities.

74. Tha Defendant Gary Weiss possessed atape-recording, which was made in
February/March 1999, ofatelephoneconvesation beween Plaintiff Edward
Manfredonia and Guy Velardi, aformer member of the American Sock Exchangeand an
investor in, and defacto office manager of, Harbor Securities.

75. Tha in this taperecorded conveasation, which Defendant Gary Weiss has in his
possession, Guy Velardi stated that hedid notlike wha was going on & Harbor
Securities; that Evan Lovett, aspecialist at the American Sodk Exchange was trading for
the account of Gene Neale, while serving a a specialist a the American Sock Exchange;
tha Bill Toll had withdrawn his money from Harbor Securities because Toll did notlike
wha was going on & Harbor Securities; tha Jod Lovett, former Vice Charman of the
American Sock Exchange, knewv what was going on & Harbor Securities, and hal
invested in Harbor Securities; that the Italian Mafia was notinvolved in Harbor Securities
tha it was something dse; etc.

76. Tha upon hformation and beief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies knev
tha Feivel Gottlieb, aformer member of the American Sock Exchange and aclose
persond friend of Seymour Zucker, a senior editor at Busness Week, asubsidiary of
Defendant The McGraw-Hill Corporations was afriend of Maier Lehmann and that
Feivel Gottlieb hal invested in the stock fraudsof Maier Lehmann.
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77. Tha Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw
and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies knew Feivel Gottlieb had provided pesond
finandal advice induding advice regarding the trading of opionsand gocks to his close

friend, Seymour Zucker.

78. Tha uponinformation and béief Defendant Gary Weiss refused to interview Guy
Velardi, Al Santamaria; Warren Sulmasy; Jod Lovet; Michadl Frayler; Bill Toll; and
other investors in Harbor Securities and traders at Harbor Securities; had refused to
obtain the broker dealer of Harbor Securities and thelist of investors in Harbor Securities
because it would prove tha the Italian Mafia had nothing © do wth the murders of Al
Chdem and Maier Lehmann and the bankruptcy of Harbor Securities.

79. Tha upon nformation and beief these lies by Defendant Gary Weiss linking the
Italian Mafiato the murders of Al Chaem and Maier Lehmann were deliberate and
necessary for Defendant Gary Weiss to ob&in his dream, adream often rejected by many
publishers, of pubiishing abook doutthe Italian Mafia and Wall Street.

80. That upon nformation and beief Defendant Gary Weiss knew tha the Italian Mafia
could noteven launde money and that in oneingance of asum in excess of $20 million,
which sum Al Avasso, afront man for and assodate of the Italian Mafia had earned in the
name of his wife, Rita, viaastock fraud, Geyhound Hectronics, hal to request the
assistance of Heinz Grein, Vice Charman of Frog & Sullivan, abusness assod ate of
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia, to launde into Luxembourg bank accounts.

81. That Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold
McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies knew tha Heinz Grein hal
pleaded guity to ingder trading in Motel 6, because an aticle aboutHeinz Grein and his
illegd trading ring hal been exposed in the 10 Augug 1992 BusnessWeek article, The
System Was Perfect.

82. Tha uponinformation and beief Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold
McGraw, and Defendant McGraw-Hill Corporation knaewv with certainty tha Defendant
Gary Weiss was untrugworthy was ddinitely proved in 2000, vihen Raintiff Edward
Manfredonia wrote and stated tha Defendant Gary Weiss had notnotfied BusnessWeek
(Busness Week) and Defendant McGraw-Hill Companies tha Defendant Gary Weiss
had retained an agent and was contacting pubishers to pubish abook doutthe Italian
Mafia and Wall Street, while Defendant Gary Weiss was employed by Busness Week, a
subgdiary of The McGraw-Hill Companies.

83. Tha uponinformation and beief Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold
McGraw and Defendant McGraw-Hill Corporation knewn tha Defendant Gary Weiss was
not an honest individud was appaent when Haintiff Edward Manfredonia wrote and
stated that Defendant Gary Weiss had cheated onhis expense account as Defendant
Gary Weiss had informed Raintiff Edward Manfredonia.
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84. Tha uponinformation and bdief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard,
Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies knew tha the
lies of Defendant Gary Weiss conaerning the murders of Al Chdem and Maier Lehmann
were heinouslies that could result in atimely dday in theinvestigation of theidentities
of the true murderers of Al Chdem and Maier Lehmann.

85. Tha upon hformation and beief if it were known tha Defendant Gary Weiss had
lied and tha Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant Robat
Pritchard and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies willfully and knowngly had
covered upthe lies of Defendant Gary Weiss the advertising revenueand drculation of
Busness Week, the leading busness magazinein the United Sates in terms of
advertising dolars, would suffer drasticaly.

86. That uponinformation and beief this fear of a loss of advertising revenue and
circulation a well as damageto thereputation of Busness Week as a pubication, which
at thetime that these articles were printed, could betruged to report busness conditions
on afactud basis, was one of the primary motives for Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant
Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant Robert Pritchard, and
Defendant The McGraw Hill Companiesin ther concerted efforts of lying and potraying
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia as a mentally ungable individud.

87.Tha uponinformation and beief in the article, Offering Credence to the Crank,
Defendant Gary Weiss with the knowledgeand goprovd of Defendant Stephen Shepad,
Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw Hill Companies knowingly,
willfully and melicioudy pottrayed Flaintiff Edward Manfredonia as (being off-baance,O
and wearing vasebd| capsOwhen it was known to Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant
Stephen Shepard, Defendant Robat Pritchard, Defendant Harold McGraw, and
Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia began to
wear a baseball cap in December 1993 dter having received a death threat from Italian
Mafia front man and American Slock Exchangemember, Alan Umbria.

88. Tha uponinformation and bdief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard,
Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies, Alan Umbria
told Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia that he would have Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia®
name (placed on adeath list.O

89. Tha uponinformation and bdief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard,
Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies knew that
Italian Mafia assodate and front man, Alan Umbria, boasted to Raintiff Manfredonia®
acquantances and friends, induding Gene Weissman, tha he (Umbria) would have his
Mafia friendskill Manfredonia with aCheadshotO

90. Tha uponinformation and bdief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard,
Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies knew that in
December 1999 BI Special Agent Joseph Yastremski, acting unde the supervision of
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Assistant United Sates Attorney Frances Fragos picked up and quetioned Alan Umbria
for threatening Raintiff Edward Manfredonia.

91. That upon hformation and beief it is known to Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant
Stephen Shepard, Defendant Robat Pritchard, Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant
McGraw-Hill Companies and Defendant The City of New York through he New York
City Police Depatment tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia had been wired by FBI

Specia Agent Joseph Yastremski (Exhibit 1) and that Alan Umbria had been picked up
by FBI Agent Joseph Y astremski for threatening thelife of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia.

92. Tha uponinformation and bdief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard,
Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant Robat Pritchard and Defendant The McGraw-
Hill Companies knew tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia had informed Alan Umbria that
he (Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia) would wear abasebdl cap 0 that an innocent peson
would notbe murdered by mistake because Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia did notwish
inno@nt individuds to suffer for Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia® actions

93. Tha Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw,
Defendant Robet Pritchard, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies knew that
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia had continued to wear a baseball cap because Plaintiff
Edward Manfredonia had been treated for basal skin cancer on his face and forehead and
tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia had been ingructed by his daematologist to wear a
basebdl cap at dl times when ouside o tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia® forehead
and face would notbeexposed to the cancer-causng rays of the sun.

94. That upon hformation and beief in thefall of 2004Defendant Stephen Shepard
knowingly willfully wantonly and melicioudy lied to members of the Board of Trustees
of the City University of New York concerning Raintiff Edward Manfredonia@ mental
condition, by eferring to Raintiff Edward Manfredonia as a @rank,0a guy Qvho wears a
basebd| cap,Owho Gappears to beallittle off balance,Oand worse because exposure of the
lies of Defendant Gary Weiss and Defendant Stephen Shepard would prevent Defendant
Stephen Shepard from obtaining the postion of Dean of the newly foundel School of
Joumadism of the City University of New York.

95. That upon nformation and beief Defendant Stephen Shepard willfully wantonly and
malicioudy lied aboutthe mental state of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia, referring to
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia as a @rank,Oa guy Qvho wears a basebd| cap,Oand an
individud Qvho gpearsto bealittle off-baance,Oto the Board of Trustees of the City
University of New Y ork because the Board of Trustees of the City University of New

Y ork would summarily reject Defendant Stephen as Dean of the School of Joumdism of
the City University of New York if it were known tha Defendant Stephen Shepard hal
willfully ddiberately and malicioudy lied aboutthe mental condition of Plaintiff Edward
Manfredoniato cover upfor thelies of Defendant Gary Weiss and thelies of Defendant
Stephen Shepad.
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96. Tha uponinformation and bdief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard,
Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies congired to
cause great economc ham to Raintiff Edward Manfredonia by discrediting Faintiff
Edward Manfredonia as amentally undable individud.

97. That upon hformation and beief one of the mog important reasonsfor this potitrayal
of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia as a mentally undable individud is tha Defendant
McGraw-Hill Companies, Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard and
Defendant Harold McGraw knew tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia mug be discredited
and libded or Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies would suffer irreparable financial
problems, such as aloss of advertising revenue loss of circulation, loss of economc
prestige €c. if it were to become publc that Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant
Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies had lied and covered up
thelies of Gary Weiss.

98. Tha upon hformation and beief expoaure of thelies of Defendant Gary Weiss in
Bugness Week and the IRE Joumd and expoaure of the lies of Defendant Stephen
Shepard, ditor in chief of Busness Week, would result in an economic loss of tens of
millionsof dollars for Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies, amulti-billion dolar,
and nulti-naiond corporation.

99.That it mug beremembered that reporters have been terminaed by The Boson Gobe
TheNew York Times and other newvspapers for not propealy attributing quoes and work
performed by oher reporters to undestand the tremendousloss of prestigeand noney,
which would effect Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill
Companiesif thelies of Defendant Gary Weiss and Defendant Stephen Shepard were
exposd.

100.By reason ofthe partrayal of Plaintiff Edward Manfredoniain the article Offering
Credence to the Crank (Exhibit 5), as amentally undable individud, or GCrank;Othe
derisory pottraiture of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia as giving the appearance of ®eing
off-bdance;Otheridicule of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia as not resembling Russell
Crowe; and the mocking portrayal of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia as Quvearing a
basebdl cap,Owhen the wearing of a basebal cap is for both medical reasons and for
enauring tha an innoent pason is notmurdered, Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia has been
hdd up pridicule; has had his good nane trashed; and ha suffered damage to his good
name and reputation; has been ridiculed by reporters a Busness Week; has been shunnel
by reporters at Busness Week; etc. and ha been shunnel by book pubibhers, reporters,
etc. Faintiff Edward Manfredonia seeks exemplary and puntive damages in the amount
of $5 million from each of Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard,
Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant Robat Pritchard, and Defendant The McGraw-
Hill Companies.

101. By reason of the defamatory portrayal in thearticle, Offering Qredence to the Crank
(Exhibit 5), of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia as a GCrank;Oa mentally ungable individud;
derisory portraiture of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia as Qvearing abaseball cap;Oetc.,
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Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia has suffered general and compensatory damages in the
amountof $5 million from each of Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard,
Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant Robat Pritchard, and Defendant The McGraw-
Hill Companies.

FOR A SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION

102.Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia repeats and dleges paragraphsQ,02,0(8,034,03%,0
@b,07,0a,0and QOof this complaint.

103. That upon nformation and beief on oraboutApril 12, 2004 ad & subsequent times
thereafter, tha Defendant Gary Weiss, at that time an employee of McGraw-Hill
Companies, Defendant Harold McGraw; Defendant Stephen Shepard; and, Defendant
The McGraw-Hill Companies did willfully, ddiberately and nelicioudy conspire to libd
and dande Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia throughthe widespread disseminaion of an
article, Offering CGredence to the Crank, (Exhibit 5) which aticle, dthoughpublished in
the September/Octobe 2000 issue of the IRE Joumd (Joumd of Investigative Reporters
and Editors), was brought to the atentionon 12 April 20040f Plaintiff Edward
Manfredonia via a Goggle Search of GEdward ManfredoniaOon the Internet.

104. That upon nformation and beief Defendant Harold McGraw knew of the lies of
Gary Weiss in the atticle, A Message From The Mob (Exhibit 6), and in the article,
Offering Qredence to the Crank (Exhibit 5), is proved by thetelephore cal, which
Paintiff Edward Manfredonia madeto the office of Defendant Harold McGraw on 30
Augug 2004, ad theletter tha confirmed this conversation with Defendant Harold
McGraw@® secretary, which letter Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia sent to Defendant
Harold McGraw on 30 Augug 2004 va certified mail 7003 3110 0001 3705 2142
(Exhibit 7).

105. That uponinformation and beief Defendant McGraw-Hill Companies knew of the
lies of Gary Weissin thearticle, A Message From The Mob (Exhibit 6), and in thearticle,
Offering Qredence to the Crank, is proved by hetelephonecall, which Raintiff Edward
Manfredonia made to the office of Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies, tha is the
Chief Coungl for Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies, Kenneh Vittor, on 30
Augug 2004, ad theletter tha confirmed this conversation with the secretary of

Kenndh Vittor, which letter Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia sent to Ken Vittor on 30
Augug 2004, va certified mail 7003 3110 0001 3705 202Bxhibit 8) .

106.Tha Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold
McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies did ddiberately, willfully and
malicioudy lie and knowingly falsely statein the article, Offering Qredence to the Crank
(Exhibit 5), that Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia was not the source of information for the
Qorice-fixing or*****+*  nats of my story,Owhich gory isthe 26 April 1999 Bisness
Week cover story, Scandal On Wall Street, which story was authored by Defendant Gary
Weiss.
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107.Tha Paintiff Edward Manfredonia and his friend, who<e affidavit (Exhibit 9) is
affixed to this complaint, who doe notwish his name to gopear in the Complaint and
who was amember of the American Sodck Exchangeduring the relevant time peiod
19982002 were the only sources of information for the price fixing section of the 26
April 1999 Busness Week cover sory, Scandd On Wall Street (Exhibit 2), which aticle
was authored by Gary Welss.

108.Tha Defendant Gary Weiss knew tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia and his friend,
who ha sgnal the affidavit (Exhibit 9) and who doe notwish his name to gopear in the
Complaint butwho gands willing and &le to testify in court and who was a member of
the American Stock Exchangeduring therelevant time peiiod of 198-2002, were the
only sources of information for the price fixing section.

109.Tha upon hformation and beief Defendant Stephen Shepard knew that Plaintiff
Edward Manfredonia and his friend, whos affidavit is affixed (Exhibit 9) to this
complaint were the only sources of information for the price fixing section of the article,
Scandd On Wall Street, because Defendant Stephen Shepard hal to pesonally gpprove
and verify every source for the price fixing sction of the article.

110.Tha upon hformation and beief Defendant McGraw-Hill Companies and
Defendant Harold McGraw knew, by means of the investigaion and the gpprovd of the
legd depatment of The McGraw-Hill Companies and, in this ingance according to
Defendant Gary Weiss, by means of the required persond gpproval of Kenneth Vittor,
Generd Counsl of Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies, that Plaintiff Edward
Manfredonia and his friend, whose affidavit is affixed to this complaint, were the sole
sources of information for the price-fixing section of the article, Scandd On Wall Street
(Exhibit 2).

111.Tha Defendant Stephen Shepard and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies had
to pasondly gpproveall sectionsof the article, Scandd On Wall Street (Exhibit 2),
induding the section on prce-fixing in opions

112.Tha Defendant Stephen Shepard and Defendant The McGraw Hill Companies had
to pasondly gpprove of al informants and dl information piovided by these informants
for the section ofthe article, which concerned price-fixing in ogions

113.Tha Defendant Gary Weiss met with the only two sources of option-price fixing,
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia and Raintiff Edward Manfredonia@ friend, in whose
affidavit (Exhibit 9) Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia@ friend dates tha Plaintiff Edward
Manfredonia and hewere the sole sources of information for option piice-fixing & the
American Sock Exchange section ofthe article, Scandd On Wall Street (Exhibit 2).

114.Tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia and Haintiff Edward Manfredonia@ friend,
whos affidavit (Exhibit 9) states that Plaintiff Edward Manfredoniaand te (Plaintiff
Edward Manfredonia@ friend) were the sole sources for option piice-fixing in the article,
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Scandd On Wall Street, paiently explained ontwo occasionshow price-fixing in opions
is practiced at the American Slock Exchange and the central role of the Option Secialist
in this price-fixing.

115.Tha upon nformation and beief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies knew
that Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia and his friend, whos affidavit (Exhibit 9) is affixed as
an exhibit and which dfidavit sates tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia and Plaintiff
Edward Manfredonia@ friend were the only sources of information for the price fixing
section ofthearticle, Scandd On Wall Street.

116.That upon hformation and beief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies
congired to pemit Defendant Gary Weiss to lie when hewrote the article, Offering
Credence to the Crank (Exhibit 5), in addiberate, knowing and meliciousmannea with
thewillful and maliciousintent to libd Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia and, by libding
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia preventing the exposure of thelies of Defendant Gary
Weiss.

117.Tha uponinformation and bdief Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold
McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies covered upthelies of Defendant
Gary Weiss because Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies would suffer severe
finandal didlocation if it were known tha Defendant Gary Weiss had lied.

118.Tha uponinformation and beief it was known to Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant
Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant Robet Pritchard, Defendant
The McGraw-Hill Companies and Defendant The City of New York tha Defendant Gary
Weiss had to liein the article, Offering Qredence to the Crank (Exhibit 5), éboutthe
source of his information regarding piice fixing  prevent Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia
from pubishing abook dout The Scandds on Wall Street (WallStreetScandds.comis
the name of Plaintiff@ webste.), which book would prove that Defendant Gary Weiss
had lied in nunerousarticles, induding, bu notlimited to, A Message From The Mob
(Exhibit 6), and Ofering Credence to the Crank (Exhibit 5).

119.That on 14 April 2004 dter Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia had viewed the wantonly
maliciousand libdousarticle, Offering Credence to the Crank (Exhibit 5), onthe Internet,
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia wrote two missives to vaiousmembers of the Board of the
IRE Joumd (Joumd of Investigaive Reporters and Editors), mos notably to Professor
Brant Hougon ofthe University of Missoun School of Joumdism, which School of
Joumadism publshes the IRE Joumd (Joumd of Investigative Reporters and Editors).

120.That two missives, both daed April 14, 2004, wkich missives were authored by
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia, and which April 14, 2004 rrssives were mailed to
Professor Brant Hougon of the University of Missouri School of Joumdism, proved tha
Defendant Gary Weiss had lied in the article, Offering Qredence to the Crank.
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121.Tha upon hformation and bdief, Professor Brant Hougon and ahers forwarded
copies of these letters, which exposed thelies of Defendant Gary Weiss in the article,
Offering Qredence to the Crank (Exhibit 5), to Defendant Gary Weiss.

122.Tha upon hformation and beief, circa June 2004 Defendant Gary Weiss,
Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-
Hill Companies reached an agreement whereby Defendant Gary Weiss would resign from
the gaff of Busness Week, a subsdiary company of Defendant the McGraw-Hill
Companies because Defendant Gary Weiss had lied in the articles, Offering Credence to
the Crank (Exhibit 5) and A Message From The Mob (Exhibit 6).

123.Tha uponinformation and beief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw Hill Companies
congired to libd Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia in order to cover up thelies of Defendant
Gary Weiss and thereby prevent aloss of advertising revenueand adecrease in the
number of pad copies and sub<cription a@pies to the flagship publshing venture of
Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies, BusnessWeek (Busness Week).

124. That in thefall of 2004 Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia wrote severa missives, which
were accompanied by thetwo April 14, 2004 dtters to the Board of Trugees of the City
University of New Y ork, induding butnotlimited to Professor Benno Shmidt and
Chancdllor Matthew Goldgein, in which letters Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia described
thelies of Defendant Gary Weiss and the lies of Defendant Stephen Shepad.

125. Tha upon nformation and beief Defendant Stephen Shepad lied to members of the
Board of Trugees of the City University of New Y ork concerning Raintiff Edward
Manfredonia and the primacy of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia® information regarding
option pice fixing because expoaure of thelies of Defendant Gary Weiss and Defendant
Stephen Shepard would prevent Defendant Stephen Shepard from obtaining the postion
of Dean of the newly foundead School of Joumdism of the City University of New York.

126. That uponinformation and beief Defendant Stephen Shepard willfully wantonly
and nmelicioudy lied aboutPaintiff Edward Manfredonia so that Defendant Stephen
Shepard could obtin apodgtion a Dean of the City University of New Y ork School of
Joumdism, apostion for which hewould notbe consdered if the Board of Trugees of
the City University of New York knew that Defendant Stephen Shepard hal knowingly
willfully malicioudy and wantonly lied ebout Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia® primary
importance in the option pice-fixing sction ofthe article, Scandd On Wall Street
(Exhibit 2).

127.Tha Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold
McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies congired to cause great
econonic ham to Haintiff Edward Manfredonia by discrediting Raintiff Edward
Manfredonia as a primary source of information for option piice-fixing.
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128.Tha uponinformation and beief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies
congired to cover up helies of Defendant Gary Weliss, which lies refused to
acknowledge theimportance of the information regarding option piice-fixing, which
information on opiton piice fixing Raintiff Edward Manfredonia provided to Defendant
Gary Weiss, because of fear of great economic ham to Defendant The McGraw-Hill
Companies.

129.Tha upon nformation and beief this refusal by Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant
Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill
Companies to acknowledge the primacy and importance of information wncerning
option picefixing provided by Raintiff Edward Manfredonia was willfully, ddiberately,
wantonly, and malicioudy doneboth to libd Plaintiff Edward Manfredona and o cause
great economc ham to Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia by means of denying Raintiff
Edward Manfredoniathe oppotunity to author abook on Wl Street Scandal's, which
book would of necessity have exposed the lies of Defendant Gary Weiss.

130. That uponinformation and beief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies willfully,
wantonly, malicioudy, recklessly and déiberately congired to lie dboutthe
responsbility of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia as a source for the material on opton
price-fixing because in the year 2000 te friend of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia was
employed as an optonsmarket maker on thefloor of the American Sock Exchange

131.Tha uponinformation and beief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies knew
tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia@ friend, who affidavit is Exhibit 9, muld notopenly
testify againg Defendant Gary Weiss because Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia@ friend
would beterminaed from his postion if it were known tha hehad provided information
on picefixing o Defendant Gary Weiss.

132.Tha upon hformation and beief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies knew
that an expo<Z of the lies of Defendant Gary Weiss, no netter how small, would result in
terrible economc damage to Defendant McGraw-Hill Companies.

133.Tha upon nformation and beief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies would
suffer aloss of prestigeand an econonic loss in advertising revenueand an econonic
lossin drculation pemitting Forbes and Fortuneg both busness magazines, to ovatake
Bugness Week (Busness\Week) as the premier business magazinein the United Sates if
it were known that Defendant Gary Weiss hal lied and tha Plaintiff Edward
Manfredonia and his friend were the true sources of information cncerning the opton
price-fixing.
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134.Tha it mugt beremembered that reporters have been terminaed by The Bogon
Globe The New York Times and oher nenvspgoers for not propely attributing quoes
and work peformed by dher reporters to undestand the tremendousloss of prestige and
money, which would effect Busness Week and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies
if thelies of Defendant Gary Weiss and Defendant Stephen Shepard were exposed.

135. Tha Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold
McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies willfully, wantonly recklessly
and melicioudy lied aouttheimportance of the information provided by Plaintiff
Edward Manfredonia and the friend of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia, whose affidavit
(Exhibit 9) is atached as an exhibit.

136.Tha Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold
McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies thuswantonly, ddiberately,
malicioudy and recklessly congired to pemit the lies of Defendant Gary Weiss to be
disseminaed 0 tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia would suffer great mental distress and
great economnic distress.

137.Tha said defamatory actionsof Defendant Gary Welss, Defendant Stephen Shepard,
Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies have caused
great mental distress to Raintiff Edward Manfredonia and said ddamatory actionswere
pursued with malicious wanton, reckless, and déiberate disregard of Plaintiff Edward
Manfredonia@ rights.

138.Tha for the defamatory actionsof the wanton, ddiberate and reckless disregard of
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia@ rights and for the knowing false and ddliberate
misrepresentationsof Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant
Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies, Faintiff Edward
Manfredonia seeks compensatory damages of $4 million from each of the defendants,
Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw,
Defendant The McGraw Hill Companies.

139. Tha for the defamatory actionsof the wanton, ddiberate and reckless disregard of
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia@ rights and for the knowing false and ddliberate
misrepresentationsof Defendant Gary Welss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant
Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies, Faintiff Edward
Manfredonia seeks punitive damages of $5 million from each of the defendants,
Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw, and
Defendant The McGraw Hill Companies.

140.Tha Paintiff Edward Manfredonia mug remind the court of the biblical injundion
agang lying and tha many Talmudic scholars consder lying o beagreater sin than
murder- atopic that in the past Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia and Defendant Gary Weiss
have discussed in great detail.

FOR A THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION



22

141.Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia repests and dleges paragraphs,02,03,031,0%,0
@,0r,0a8,0and QOof this complaint.

142. Tha upon nformation and beief on oraboutApril 12, 2004 ad & subsequent times
thereafter, tha Defendant Gary Weiss, at that time an employee of Defendant McGraw-
Hill Companies; Defendant Harold McGraw; Defendant Stephen Shepard; and,
Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies did willfully, ddiberately and malicioudy
congireto libd and dander plaintiff through hewidespread dissemination of an aticle,
Offering Qredence to the Crank (Exhibit 5), which article, dthough pulikhed in the
September/Octobe 2000issue of the IRE Joumd (Joumd of Investigaive Reporters and
Editors), was broughtto the attention of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia via a Goggle
Search of GEdward ManfredoniaOon the Internet on April 12, 2004

143. That in the article, GDffering Qredence to the CrankO(Exhibit 5), Defendant Gary
Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant The
McGraw-Hill Companies (Defendant The McGraw Hill Companies) did knowngly
malicioudy wantonly and willfully state tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia was nota
source for the @*** and specialist pats of my story,O which speciaist pat refers to the
illegd trading by &seph Gamanco S. of stocks in which Joseph Gamanco S. and his
specialist firm, GHM, served asthe speciaist. My storyOreferring o the 26 April 1999
Busness Week cover sory, Scandd On Wall Street (Exhibit 2).

144. That upon hformation and beief Defendant Harold McGraw knew of thelies of
Gary Weiss in the article, A Message From The Mob (Exhibit 6), and in the article,
Offering Qredence to the Crank (Exhibit 5), is proved by thetelephonecall, which
Paintiff Edward Manfredonia madeto the office of Defendant Harold McGraw on 30
Augug 2004, ad theletter tha confirmed the telephoneconvesation with Defendant
Harold McGraw@ secretary, which letter Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia sent to
Defendant Harold McGraw on 30 Augug 2004 va certified mail 7003 3110 0001 3705
2142 Exhibit 7).

145. That upon hformation and beief Defendant McGraw-Hill Companies knew of the
lies of Gary Weiss in thearticle, A Message From The Mob, and in the article, Offering
Credence to the Crank, is proved by hetelephore cal, which Haintiff Edward
Manfredonia madeto the office of Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies, tha is the
Chief Coungl for Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies, Kenneh Vittor, on 30
Augug 2004, ad theletter tha confirmed this conversation with the secretary of
Kenndh Vittor, which letter Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia sent to Ken Vittor on 30
Augug 2004, va certified mail 70088 3110 0001 3705 202&Xhibit 8).

146. That upon hformation and beief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw Hill Companies did
knowingly malicioudy wantonly and willfully lie aboutthe importance of Plaintiff
Edward Manfredonia@ information regarding theillegd trading by pecialists.
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147. Tha upon nformation and beief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw Hill Companies did
knowingly malicioudy and willfully liein the article, Offering Qredence to the Crank
(Exhibit 5), aboutthe primary importance of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia® information
regarding illegd trading by pecialists so tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia would notbe
bdieved when he would state tha Defendant Gary Weiss had lied in other articles.

148.That upon nformation and beief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies had
thorougHy investigated the sources of Defendant Gary Weiss and knowwith absolute
certitudetha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia was the source for the information
concerning Qhespecidist pat ofOthearticle, Scandd On Wall Street (Exhibit 2).

149.Tha Defendant Gary Weiss was so ignorant and lacking in any form of knowedge
of stock trading and Pecialist activities on hefloor of the American Sodk Exchangetha
Defendant Gary Weiss did notknow the importance of S-3 form for HEB (Hemisphax
Biophama), daed 1998@05, FC file nunmber 33345677, vihen Plaintiff Edward
Manfredonia broughtit to the attention of Defendant Gary Weiss.

150.That this S-3 form for HEB was afiling for owners of stock at a discount tha listed
several individuds and ane firm as beneficial owners of stock, and that these close
budgness assodates and partners of Joseph Gamanco S. were listed as paticipating in
the ownership of stock.

151. Tha Defendant Gary Weiss was so ignorant of the speciaist opaationsof Joseph
Giamanco Sr. tha hedid not knowthat Rondd Mendlo, who waes listed a owning
10,000 &aes of HEB in theaforementioned S-3 form of HEB; and Gary Hermann who
was listed as owning 40000 $aes of HEB in the aforementioned S3 form, were
patnesin thespeciaist firm, GHM, andtha GHM was an acronym for Giamanco,
Herman and Mendlo, who were the partners in the American Sock Exchange specialist
firm, GHM, which specidist firm was the speciadist in HEB on the American Sock
Exchange

152.Tha Defendant Gary Weiss requested tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia arrangea
meeting dtendad by Defendant Gary Weiss, Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia and oneof
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia® sources, who would gate that Joseph Gamanco S'. was
trading the sock of HEB for his pesond account

153.Tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia informed Defendant Gary Weiss that noneof
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia® sources, who were employed by GHM, and knew of the
illegd trading of HEB by Joseph Gamanco S. for the pasond account of Joseph
Giamanco S, would meet with Defendant Gary Weiss because they did not trust
Defendant Gary Weiss.

154.That oneof Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia@® sources for theillegd trading of
specialists, tha is a source, who possessed knowledgeof theillegd trading by Joseph
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Giamanco S. of HEB stock for the persond account of Joseph Giamanco Sr., agreed to
betaped by Raintiff Edward Manfredonia.

155.Tha on 30 Becember 2004 Raintiff Edward Manfredonia mailed amissive (Exhibit
12), which was addressed to Professor Brant Houston ofthe IRE Joumad at the University
of Missouri School of Joumdism in which letter Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia detailed
thelies of Defendant Gary Weiss andin which letter Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia
requested that Professor Brant Hougon arangeadiscussion, which Professor Hougon
could modeaate, and tha this discussion would bebdaween Defendant Gary Weiss and
Paintiff Edward Manfredonia.

156.That thetopic of this discussion béween Defendant Gary Weiss and Haintiff
Edward Manfredonia would bethe lies of Defendant Gary Weiss and tha the exposure of
thelies of Defendant Gary Weiss could then beprinted in the IRE Joumd (Investigative
Reporters and Editors Journd).

157.Tha on December 1, 2004Paintiff Edward Manfredonia had dated in amessage,
which message Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia had left on the answvering machine of
Defendant Gary WeissOhome telephonenunber that Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia@
friend, whose affidavit is affixed as Exhibit 9, was ready willing and ale to testify in
court aboutthelies Defendant Gary Weiss concerning the identity of the sources for the
price-fixing sction ofthe article, Scandd On Wall Street (Exhibit 2).

158.That upon hformation and beief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies
rejected this solution 1o thelies of Defendant Gary Weiss and made a constiousdecision
to continueto knowingly malicioudy, willfully and wantonly libd and dande Plaintiff
Edward Manfredonia.

159.Tha upon hformation and beief Defendant Gary Weiss knew tha his career as an
author and writer would befinished if Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia exposed thelies of
Defendant Gary Weiss.

160.That uponinformation and beief Defendant Stephen Shepard knew that if thelies of
Defendant Gary Weiss were exposed tha the reputation and economnic wellbeing and
reputation of Defendant Stephen Shepard would suffer irreparable damage.

161.Tha uponinformation and beief Defendant Stephen Shepard knew that if Plaintiff

Edward Manfredonia exposed thelies of Defendant Gary Weiss that Defendant Stephen

Shepard would beforced to resign from his postion & Dean of the School of Joumaism
at the City University of New York.

162.Tha uponinformation and beief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant Robet Pritchard and Defendant The
McGraw-Hill Companies faced with exposure of thar lies before the publc press of New
York City, willfully, wantonly, malicioudy, and knowingly congired to libd Plaintiff
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Edward Manfredonia and to continueto lie rather than let the truth become known about
the congiracy of lies of Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant
Harold McGraw, Defendant Robet Pritchard and Defendant The McGraw-Hill
Companies.

163.That uponinformation and beief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies knew
tha an expo<Z of the lies of Defendant Gary Weiss would result in terrible econonic
damageto Defendant McGraw-Hill Companies.

164.Tha upon nformation and beief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant Robet Pritchard and Defendant The
McGraw-Hill Companies knew tha Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies would
suffer adevastating loss of prestige and a disastrous econormic loss in advertising revenue
andalossin drculation pemitting Forbes and Fortung both busness magazines, to
overtake Busness Week (BusnessWeek) as the premier busness magazine in the United
States and these devastating losses would mean economic disaster for Defendant The
McGraw-Hill Companies.

165.Tha upon hformation and beief expoaure of the lies of Defendant Gary Weissin
Bugness Week and the IRE Joumd and expoaure of the lies of Defendant Stephen
Shepard, ditor in dhief of Busness Week, a subsdiary of Defendant The McGraw-Hill
Companies would result in an econonic loss of tens of millionsof dollars for Defendant
The McGraw-Hill Companies.

166.That it mug benoted that reporters have been terminated by The Bogon Gobe The
New York Times and oher newvspapers for not propely atributing quoes and work
performed by oher reporters to undestand the tremendousloss of prestigeand noney,
which would effect Busness Week if the lies of Defendant Gary Weiss and Defendant
Stephen Shepard were exposed.

167.That for the defamatory actionsand the wanton, deiberate and reckless disregard of
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia@ rights and for the knowing false and ddliberate
misrepresentationsof Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant
Robet Pritchard, Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill
Companies, Raintiff Edward Manfredonia seeks compensatory damages of $5 million
from each of the defendants, Defendant Robet Pritchard, Defendant Gary Welss,
Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant The McGraw Hill
Companies for lying @out the importance of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia® information
intheillegd trading of specialists.

168. That for the defamatory actionsof thewanton, ddiberate and reckless disregard of
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia@ rights and for the knowing false and ddliberate
misrepresentationsof Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant
Robet Pritchard, Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill
Companies, Raintiff Edward Manfredonia seeks punitive damages of $5 million from
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each of thedefendants, Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant
Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw Hill Companies for lying éoutthe
importance of therole of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia in exposng theillegd trading of
specialists.

FOR A FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION

169.Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia repeats and dleges paragraphs,02,0(8,034,03%,0
@b,0,0a8,0and QOof this complaint.

170. That upon hformation and beief on oraboutJanuay 27, 2004, ad thereafter, tha
Defendant Gary Weiss, at tha time aformer employee of The McGraw-Hill Companies,
Defendant Harold McGraw; Defendant Stephen Shepard; Defendant Robat Pritchard,
Vice President, Globd Securities, The McGraw-Hill Companies, Defendant The
McGraw-Hill Companies; and Defendant The City of New York did willfully, wantonly,
knowingly, ddiberately and melicioudy congire to libd and dande plaintiff through he
widespread dissemination of amissive, daed 27 dnuay 2005(Exhibit 10), which totally
libdousmissive was authored by Defendant Robert Pritchard, Vice President, Globd
Security, The McGraw-Hill Companies.

171.Tha upon nformation and beief prior to the authorship of this missive by
Defendant Robet Pritchard (Exhibit 10), Defendant Gary Weiss with thefull knowledge
and onent of Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant
Robet Pritchard, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies willfully, wantonly,
knowingly and nmelicioudy libded Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia, when Defendant Gary
Weiss filed aComplaint with the Police Department of the City of New York thereby
slandeaing and libding Haintiff Edward Manfredonia, in this Complaint provided by
Defendant Gary Weiss to Detective Peter Frisica of the Midtown North Precinct, which
Midtown North Precinct is the precinct for the address of Defendant The McGraw-Hill
Companies.

172. That upon hformation and beief the sole reason for this false and illegd complaint
of Defendant Gary Weiss, which complaint could only have been filed with the political
and economic pressure of Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies, was to prevent
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia from exposng thelies of Defendant Gary Welss, as
Plaintiff had dated to Defendant Gary Weiss in the message, which Raintiff Edward
Manfredonia had left on December 1, 2004 ontie answering mechine of Defendant Gary
Weiss.

173.That in this message of December 1, 2004 ¢ Defendant Gary Weiss, Paintiff
Edward Manfredonia sated tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia would notgrant
permission to Defendant Gary Weiss to uilize any information that Plaintiff Edward
Manfredonia had provided for the Busness Week articles, induding Sandal On Wall
Street (Exhibit 2.).
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174.Tha according o Detective Peter Friscia Defendant Gary Welss sated that Plaintiff
Edward Manfredonia had written letters about Defendant Gary Welss.

175.That according to Detective Frisica Defendant Gary Weiss had dated tha Plaintiff
Edward Manfredonia had harassed Defendant Gary Weiss because Plaintiff Edward
Manfredonia had telephaoned Defendant Gary Weliss at his residence and onhis cell
phoneatotal of three times ove an eight month peiod in which telephonecalls Plaintiff
Edward Manfredonia plaintively inquired of Defendant Gary Weiss, why Defendant Gary
Weiss was lying éoutPlaintiff Edward Manfredonia in thearticle, Offering Qredence to
the Crank (Exhibit 5), and in which telephonecalls Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia left a
message for Defendant Gary Welss to please telephoneDefendant Edward Manfredonia

176 Tha initially Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia had telephoneal Defendant Gary Weiss
at his former place of employment at BusnessWeek, asubsdiary of Defendant McGraw-
Hill Companies, which is Stuaed & 1221 Arenueof the Americas.

177.Tha the answvering machine for Defendant Gary WeissOtelephonenumber at
Defendant McGraw Hill Companies did notrequest oneto leave a message but merely
provided a pre-recorded message from Defendant Gary Weiss tha directed theindividud,
who madethetelephore cal, to call Defendant Gary Weiss on hi cell phone

178.Tha therecorded message on Defendant Gary WeissCformer nunber at McGraw
Hill merely sated that Defendant Gary Weiss was no longe a Busness Week and tha if
the caller wished to gpeak to Defendant Gary Weiss the caller could reach Defendant
Gary Weiss a the cell phonenunber.

179. That upon nformation and beief it was known to Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant
Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill
Companies tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia had telephonel Defendant Gary Weiss
more than 100 tmes in the paiod 1998 6 2000,during which peiod Raintiff Edward
Manfredonia and Defendant Gary Weiss had cooperated in the pubiishing d three articles
(Exhibits 2, 3, 4) which gave aprimary postion to Faintiff Edward Manfredonia, and
several commentariesin 2000 dl of which were authored by Defendant Gary Weiss and
published in Busness Week, asubsdiary of Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies.

180. That upon hformation and beief thereason for thefiling of this false, libdousand
fictitiouscomplaint of Defendant Gary Weiss, with the knowledgeand approvd of
Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant Robeat Pritchard,
Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies was that in a
December 1, 2004 ¢lephonecall to Defendant Gary Weiss, Paintiff Edward
Manfredonia had sated tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia@ sources would testify in
court that Defendant Gary Weiss had lied and tha if Defendant Gary Weiss utilized
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia@® information Raintiff Edward Manfredonia would sue
Defendant Gary Weiss in court.
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181. That the December 1, 2004 &lephonecall was Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia@ last
telephonecall to Defendant Gary Weiss.

182Tha upon nformation and béief Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia® December 1, 2004
telephonecall to Defendant Gary Weiss was not threatening is known to Defendant Gary
Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Robert Pritchard, Defendant Harold
McGraw, Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies and Defendant The City of New Y ork.

183. That upon nformation and beief tha in une2004Defendant Gary Weiss was
compdled to resign from Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies for lying in the
articles, Offering Qredence to the Crank (Exhibit 5) and A Message From The Mob
(Exhibit 6) is known to Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Robat Pritchard,
Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies.

184.That Detective Peter Frisciainformed Haintiff Edward Manfredonia that Plaintiff
Edward Manfredonia had harassed Defendant Gary Weiss by writing nissives to
individuds, even though he subjects of these missives were the lies of Defendant Gary
Weiss concerning the murders of Al Chdem and Maier Lehmann; the lies of Defendant
Gary Weiss concerning the responsbility of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia for the price-
fixing and pecialist sectionsof the article, Scandd On Wall Street; the numerous
unehical busness dedls of Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw and
Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies, ec.; andthe paticipaion of Defendant
Stephen Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill
Companies in the cover up of thelies of Defendant Gary Weiss.

185.That ove the course of several months Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia had left one
plaintive message on Defendant Gary WeissQcell phoneand had left two plaintive
messages on Defendant WeissOhorre telephore and Raintiff Edward Manfredonia had
left his telephonenunber and hal requested that Defendant Gary Welss return Faintiff
Edward Manfredonia@ telephonecall, butit was appaent tha Detective Peter Friscia had
not listened to thetelephonecalls made by Haintiff Edward Manfredoniato Defendant
Gary Weiss.

186.That the City of New York, throughits agency the Police Department of the City of
New York, was totally nggligent and acted upon hefalse complaint of Defendant Gary
Weiss withoutinvestigating thelies of Defendant Gary Welss because of the econonic
prestige and power of Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw Hill
Companies.

187.That it became obviousto Raintiff Edward Manfredonia tha afavor was beng done
to the wealthy and powerful by the City of New York and the Police Department of the
City of New York in an effort to protect Defendant McGraw-Hill Companies, amulti-
billion dolar and rulti-nationd corporation with headquaters at 1221 Arenueof the
Americas in the City of New York, and to protect the finandal wealth and reputation of
Defendant Harold McGraw, abillionare.
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188.That according © Detective Friscia, Defendant Gary Weiss filed a Complaint
alleging Harassment, although Cefendant Gary Weiss desired aComplaint of Aggravated
Harassment and Salking, which Complaints of Aggravated Harassment and Salking
were denied by gatute.

189. That according to Detective Peter Frisicathis denia by gatute of a Complaint of
Aggravated Harassment and Saking was denied because the statutory requirements had
not been met.

190.That Paintiff Edward Manfredonia met with Detective Friscia on the afternoon of
Thursday, February 10, 205, a the offices of the Midtown North Precinct, which is
situated & 306 West 54" Street.

191.That Plaintiff wishesto &firm thisis notthe New York City Police Precinct, which
is responsble for the home residence of Gary Weiss, who resides a 5 Patchin Hacein
the County of New York, City of New York, and State of New Y ork.

192.That the Midtown North Precinct is the New Y ork City Police Precinct responsble
for the address of Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies, which is amulti-billion
dollar multinaiond, the headquaters of which is Stuated a& 1221 Arenueof the
Americas, which address is located within the confines of the Midtown North Precind.

193.Tha upon nformation and beief the Midtown North Precina was chaosen to file this
maliciously libdousand willfully false complaint because of the political influence of
Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies and because of its largess in donaing noney to
causes induding dharities that benefit the New York City Police Depatment.

194.That the City of New York and its agency the Police Department of the City of New
Y ork were totally negligent and acted upon helibdouscomplaint of Defendant Gary
Weiss because of the economic prestige and power of Defendant Harold McGraw and
Defendant The McGraw Hill Companies.

195.Tha it became obviousto Raintiff Edward Manfredonia that afavor was beng done
to thewealthy and powerful by the City of New York and the Police Department of the
City of New York in an effort to protect Defendant McGraw-Hill Companies, amulti-
billion dolar, multi-naiond corporation with headquaters a 1221 Avenue of the
Americas in the City of New York, and 1o protect the finanaal wealth and reputation of
Defendant Harold McGraw, abillionare.

196. That Detective Peter Friscia did notpeform the minimum acceptable standad of
investigatory work required to process this complaint.

197. Tha Detective Peter Friscia did notlisten to thetelephonecalls nor did Detective
Peter Frisciaread any df theletters, which Raintiff Edward Manfredonia had authored.
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198.Tha it is here tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia mug digress and piovide a brief
history of the tranggressionsof the New Y ork City Police Depatment againg Plaintiff
Edward Manfredonia

199.Tha uponinformation and beief it was known to Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant
Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant Robert Pritchard, Defendant
The McGraw-Hill Companies and Defendant New York City Police Department tha the
New York City Police Department had illegdly harassed Haintiff Edward Manfredonia
on nunerousoccasions as aresult of the political and economic influence of the
American Sock Exchange, which utilized the New York City Police Department to cover
up aime a the American Stock Exchange

200.Tha in 1991the American Sock Exchange its Senior Vice President of
Compliance, atormey Stephen Lister; Louis Miceli, aformer member of the Board of the
American Sock Exchange and patner in the specialist firm, Miceli-Van Caneghan; and
Robet Van Caneghan, amember of the Board of the American Slock Exchangehad
congired with members of the New Y ork City Police Department, ecifically
Lieutenant Molloy and Detective Montellini of the Specia Fraud Sjua, to illegdly
harass Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia throughthe threatening u® of unsgned complaints
of which thereis no such thing.

201.Tha Louis Miceli and Robeat Van Caneghan approached the Special Fraud Sjuad
and dated tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia had made threatening Eelephone calsto the
home of Louis Micdli; tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia had threatened Paul Volcker, a
member of the Board of the American Sodk Exchange etc. (Soundsfamiliar does it not?)

202. Tha the Specia Fraud Syua illegdly harassed Raintiff Edward Manfredonia by
stating that arrest warrants existed for the arrest of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia.

203. Tha theillegd harassment of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia desisted only after
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia filed acomplaint with Internd Affairs againg Detective
Montellini and Lieutenant Molloy.

204. Tha Detective Montellini and Lieutenant Molloy and ohe police officers informed
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia tha Deputy Mayor Norman Seisel had ordered Plaintiff
Edward Manfredoniato beillegdly harassed by the New Y ork City Police Depatment.

205.Tha at thetime, and thisis known to the Federal Bureau of Investigation, and in
paticular to FBI Special Agent Joseph Yastremski, that Louis Miceli and Robat Van
Caneghan were involved in astock fraud, ANF, with the Italian Mafia, in the peson of Al
Avasso, an assod ate of the ltalian Mafia and front man for the Italian Mafiain vaious
stock frauds

206.Tha it was known to FBI Specia Agent Joseph Yastremski tha Louis Miceli was
involved in the smuggling of drugsaboad his boa, The Jaded Lady.
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207.Tha it was known to FBI Special Agent Joseph Yastremski tha Louis Miceli and
Robet Van Caneghan were involved in thelaundering of drug noney via the Cayman
Islands

208.Tha it was known to FBI Specia Agent Joseph Yastremski tha Robet Van
Caneghan hal admitted to the Board of the American Slock Exchange that he (Robeat
Van Caneghan) had sexually assaulted/raped his female employees.

209. Tha upon nformation and béief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant Robet Pritchard, Defendant The
McGraw Hill Companies and Defendant The City of New York and its New York City
Police Department knew tha from 1998 b 2000Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia had been
illegdly followed by New York City Police Officers, opeating outof the Wall Street
Subdation and unde the supavision of acrooked cop, Inspector OMare.

210.That Ingpector O are was removed only after the Special InvestigationsUnit of
Interna Affairs had investigated Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia® charge that hewas
being followed illegdly by New York City Police Officers opeating from the Wall Street
Subdation.

211.Tha uponinformation and béief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant Robet Pritchard, Defendant The
McGraw-Hill Companies and Defendant The City of New York knew that the congant
illegd surveillance of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia by the New York City Police
Depatment had a chilling and frightening dfect upon Paintiff Edward Manfredonia.

212.Tha Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold
McGraw, Defendant Robert Pritchard, Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies and
Defendant The City of New York knew tha thefiling of acomplaint, no netter how false
and melicious would frighten Paintiff Edward Manfredonia because Plaintiff Edward
Manfredonia has previoudy been threatened with arrest by New York City Police
Officers a the behest of the milliondres of Wall Street and the American Stock
Exchange

213.Tha uponinformation and béief Defendant City of New York knew tha Plaintiff
Edward Manfredonia has defended minority Asian and Latino women and elderly Latino-
American citizensagaing the depredationsof white thugsin Bmhurst, Queensand tha
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia was ignoted by the New York City Police Depatment-
even when Raintiff Edward Manfredonia was referred to as a GuckinQlew,Oand aQlew
bastard.O

214.Tha upon nformation and béief Defendant City of New York knew that in
Elmhurst, QueensPlaintiff Edward Manfredonia was repeatedly threatened with physcal
violence, induding the threat of broken legs bang hit with apipe, having his jaw broken,
etc. by thugsand tha these incddents were reported to the New York City Police
Depatment and The New York City Police Department took noaction.



32

215.Tha it was only when Raintiff Edward Manfredonia had afriend, who was an
attomey, telephonethe New York City Police Department and dter Plaintiff Edward
Manfredonia had written to Mayor Michael Bloonberg that any action was taken.

216.Tha even when Raintiff Edward Manfredonia was threatened with death by Alan
Umbria, afront man for the Italian Mafia, the New Y ork City Police Department did
nothing.

217.Tha it became very obviousthat the reason tha the Complaint, which was filed by
Defendant Gary Weiss a the Midtown North Precinct, which is notthe precina where
Defendant Gary Weiss resides, was dueto the enormouseconomnic and poitical influence
of Defendant Harold McGraw, a white billionare, and Defendant McGraw-Hill
Companies, amulti-billion dolar, multi-naiond corporation.

218.Tha this sale of judice is awiddy accepted form of gratitudeshown by Defendant
The City of New York to multi-billion ddlar, multi-naiond corporations such as
Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies, and white billionares, such as Defendant
Harold McGraw, is hanous

219.Tha Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold
McGraw, Defendant Robert Pritchard, Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies and
Defendant The City of New York attempted to frighten Raintiff Edward Manfredonia by
congiring © have Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia frightened and harassed by The City of
New York Police Depatment so tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia would notexpose the
lies of Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw,
Defendant Robet Pritchard and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies.

220.Tha upon nformation and béief expoaure of these lies of Defendant Gary Welss,
Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant Robeat Pritchard,
and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies by Raintiff Edward Manfredonia would
have adrastic effect upon he advertising revenues, sub<cription bae, and net profit of
Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies, which is alarge contributor to various
charitable agendes of the City of New York and which Defendant The McGraw-Hill
Companies pays tens of millionsof dollars to the coffers of The City of New York in red
estate taxes and income taxes.

221.Tha to prevent aloss in revenueand né profit, Defendant The City of New York
congired with Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Robett
Pritchard, Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant McGraw-Hill Companies to
prevent Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia from exposng thelies of Defendant Gary Weiss,
Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-
Hill Companies by illegdly haassing Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia through theuse of a
harassment complaint, which according © Detective Peter Frisciawas sgned by
Defendant Gary Weiss.
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222.Tha on heafternoon of Thursday, 10 February 2005, Paintiff Edward Manfredonia
related to Detective Friscia tha when Haintiff Edward Manfredoniain December 1993
was threatened with murder by Al Umbria, an assodate of theltalian Mafia and afront
man for the Italian Mafia in restaurants and onWall Street, the New Y ork City Police
depatment took no &tion- even though Raintiff Edward Manfredonia was referred to
both the New Y ork City Police Depatment and  the Office of the Manhatan District
Attorney by Assistant United Sates Attorney Frances Fragos

223.Tha a tha time Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia knew tha there shdl always exist
two dandads of judice and law- onefor milliondres, such as Robat Van Cangghan and
Louis Miceli and biliondres, such as Defendant Harold McGraw; for Wall Street
Corporations such asthe American Sock Exchange, and for multi-billion dolar
corporationsheadquatered in the City of New York, such as Defendant The McGraw
Hill Companies; and another sandad of judice and law for decent honest individuds,
such as Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia, who ha made a career of reporting aimind
activities on Wall Street and reporting the propagation and dssemination oflies and
falsehoodsby such individuds and crporationsthat shape public opinion a Defendant
Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Robat Pritchard, Defendant Harold
McGraw, abillionare, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies, amulti-billion
dollar multi-nationd corporation, which is headquartered in New York City.

224.Tha uponinformation and béief this assessment of the harassment complaint
signed by Defendant Gary Weiss and approved by Defendant Stephen Shepard,
Defendant Robet Pritchard, Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies with the
coopeation and conent of Defendant The City of New Y ork was doneas a political
favor can bereadily recognized by thefact tha Detective Peter Friscia did notlisten to
therecordings of the three telephonecalls, which Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia made to
Defendant Gary Weiss.

225.Tha this fact that Detective Peter Friscia did notlisten to the telephonecalls, which
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia had madeto Defendant Gary Weliss, was self-evident when
Detective Peter Frisciainformed Raintiff Edward Manfredonia tha he did not posess
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia@ telephonenurrber, which telephonenurber Plaintiff
Edward Manfredonia left on the answering machine of the home phore of Defendant
Gary Weiss and on hevoice mail of the cell phoneof Defendant Gary Weiss.

226.Tha the missives, which Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia wrote about Defendant Gary
Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies dways
stressed lies by and unehical condud of Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepad, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies.

227. Tha upon nformation and beief fear of exposure of thelies of Defendant Gary
Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies would
cause great economic dislocationsand ane lossin earningsfrom a decrease in
advertising revenue, loss of revenue from a decrease in sub<riptions loss of revenue
from newsstand purchases, and an enormousloss of prestige for BusnessWeek, a
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subgdiary of Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies was the primary motive for the
signing of the harassment complaint by Defendant Gary Weiss with theinvduable
assistance of Defendant Robet Pritchard.

228.Tha theexample of theloss of prestige by The New York Times as aresult of the
Jayson Blair debacle dways reminded Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant Robat Pritchard, and Defendant The
McGraw-Hill Companies tha if Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia were given the
oppotunity to provetha Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant
Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies had covered up thelies of
Defendant Gary Weiss and Defendant Stephen Shepard, Busness Week (BugnessWeek),
a subgdiary of Defendant The McGraw-Hill Corporationswould lose its prominence and
prestige as the number one Busness Magazine in the United Sates and would be
overtaken by its competitors, Forbes and Fortung and that this would result in severe
econonic disocationsto Defendant The McGraw-Hill Corporations

229.Tha uponinformation and béief this fear of severe econonic loss by Defendant
McGraw-Hill Companies was the primary motive and the direct cause for Defendant
Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Robet Pritchard, Defendant Harold
McGraw, Defendant McGraw-Hill Corporation and Defendant The City of New York to
congire to pemit Defendant Robet Pritchard to author on Januay 27,2005 (Exhibit 10),
amissive congsting lely of wantonly false and maliciousstatements amed & libding
and discrediting Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia.

230.Tha on Januay 31, 2005P aintiff Edward Manfredonia received via federal express,
FedEX, tracking nunber 8504 958 5255, ggnaure required, acopy o amissive, daed
Januay 27, 2005 Exhibit 10), which missive bore thelogo ofthe McGraw-Hill
Companies, bore the heading Via Certified Mail/Return Receipt Requested; and was on
the gationay of Robat A. Pritchard, Vice President, Globd Security.

231.Tha thismissive was severely distressing to Raintiff Edward Manfredonia and wes
knowingly, wantonly, wickedly, false, malicious and libd ouswas ingantly appaent.

232. Tha upon nformation and béief Defendant Robet Pritchard wrote this message
with the knowledge and consent of Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies and in his
capecity as Vice President, Globd Security, McGraw-Hill Companies,

234.Tha upon nformation and béief this missive was written by Defendant Robat
Pritchard with the knowledgeand consent of Defendant Gary Welss, Defendant Stephen
Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw, abillionare with influential connestions
throughoutthe City of New York, and by Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies, a
multi-naiond and multi-billion dolar corporation with enormousinfluence in the
political arenatha isthe City of New York and the Police Department of the City of New
Y ork was readily gpparent.
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235.Tha upon nformation and béief Defendant Robet Pritchard, Defendant Gary
Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies and
Defendant The City of New York lied and consired to illegdly harass and libd Faintiff
Edward Manfredonia by the disseminaion of false and libd ousstatements made by
Defendant Robat Pritchard, Defendant Gary Weliss and Defendant The McGraw-Hill
Companies in order to prevent the expoaure of thelies of Defendant Gary Weiss,
Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant Robe't Pritchard and
Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies.

236. Tha Detective Peter Friscia told Raintiff Edward Manfredonia that Plaintiff Edward
Manfredonia could notinform anyoneaboutthe lies of Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant
Stephen Shepard, Defendant Robat Pritchard, Defendant Harold McGraw, and
Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies- noteven agendes of thefederal govenment,
such as the FBI and the SEC, and enforcement agendes of various states concerning the
lies of Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Robert Pritchard,
Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies unde pendty
of arrest.

237.Tha the sole objective of this threat of arrest, especialy if Plaintiff Edward
Manfredonia were to write to the variousenforcement agendes of thefederal govenment
to report crimind activity of Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Robet Pritchard,
Defendant Stephen Shepard, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies was to pamit
Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Robet Pritchard, Defendant Stephen Shepad,
Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companiesto libd and
dande Faintiff Edward Manfredonia a will and withoutfear of exposure.

238. Tha upon nformation and béief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies have
shown awillingness to lie dboutmurder proves that the Defendant Gary Weiss,
Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Robat Pritchard, Defendant Harold McGraw and
Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies would pemit knowingly false and wantonly
malicious statements and gories to bepresented as truth in court- rather than suffer an
expoaure of the lies of Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant
Robeat Pritchard, Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill
Companies.

239.Tha uponinformation and béief this letter of Januay 27, 2005Exhibit 10), which
letter was authored by Defendant Robet Pritchard was written in aknowingly wanton
and maliciousmanne is proved bythelies, which Defendant Robeat Pritchard, with the
full coopeation of Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant
Harold McGraw, Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies and Defendant The City of
New York, has gated in this letter of January 27, 2005 (Exhibit 10).

240. Tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredoniais legdly condrained notto refute to anyone
induding those individuds to whom this wantonly maliciousand wantonly reckless letter
of Januay 27, 2005have been directed has provided the Defendant Gary Welss,
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Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Robat Pritchard, Defendant Harold McGraw and
Defendant The McGraw Hill Companies the ability to malicioudy dande and libd
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia at will.

241.Tha Plantiff Edward Manfredonia shdl now begin an intengve examindion of the
lies authored by Defendant Robert Pritchard in the aforementioned letter of Januay 27,
2005(Exhibit 10) with the full knowedgeand @nsent of Defendant Gary Weiss,
Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-
Hill Companies.

242 Tha it mud first benoted tha The City of New York, through te Police Department
of the City of New York, has refused to honorany complaint, which | have soughtto
make againg Defendant Gary Weiss for lying in his complaint to the Police Department
of the City of New York and has refused to honorany complaint which | have soughtto
have filed againg Defendant Robet Pritchard for disseminaing wantonly false and
wantonly maliciouslibd in his letter of Januay 27, 2005.

243.Tha upon nformation and béief Plaintiff Edward Manfredoniawishes to make the
initial statement that Defendant Robet Pritchard has willfully and knowingly lied in his
letter of Januay 27, 20® (Exhibit 10) and ha done so a the behest of Defendant Gary
Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The
McGraw-Hill Companies to protect Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies from any
econonic loss, which would ensueif thelies of Defendant Gary Weiss, the lies of
Defendant Stephen Shepard, thelies of Defendant Harold McGraw and the lies of the
Defendant The McGraw-Hill Corporation were to become publc knowledge.

244. Tha upon nformation and béief Defendant Robet Pritchard, Defendant Gary
Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The
McGraw-Hill Companies distributed copies and content, in written and verbal forms, of
Defendant Robet Pritchard® knowingly maliciousand wickedly false letter of Januay
27, 2005 Exhibit 10), to vaiousindividuds, induding faculty of the University of
Missour as well as gaff and employees of Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies, €c.

245.Tha by the very knowingly false and wantonly maliciouswording of the January 27,
2005 Exhibit 10) letter of Defendant Robat Pritchard, written and delivered to Haintiff
with the gpprovd of Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant
Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies in which wording
Defendant Robet Pritchard sated that Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies (has
incurred dgnificant cods indituting security measures to address your conduct,Ois a
knowingly false and wantonly maliciouslibd, whose sole pumpose was to ddame, by

libd and dande, the Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia.

246. Tha this lie sputtered forth by Defendant Robert Pritchard like magmafrom a
volcano is paently false and wickedly maliciousand is an dtempt to poitray Plaintiff
Edward Manfredonia as a deranged individud.
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247. Tha this lie made by Defendant Robat Pritchard concerning increased security
cogs incurred by Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies is so absurd to bebeyond e
pde because as Defendant Robet Pritchard, Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepard and Defendant Harold McGraw know 1221 Avenueof the Americas, the
corporate honme of Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies, and the busness address of
Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Robat Pritchard and Defendant Harold McGraw,
isabuilding with excellent security.

248. Tha upon nformation and béief Defendant Robet Pritchard, with the knowledge
and onsent of Defendant Gary Weiss Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold
McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies, has willfully lied eboutthe
dange, which Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia supposedly presents, tha ndather Defendant
Robat Pritchard norDefendant Gary Weiss presented Detective Peter Friscia of the
Midtown North Precinct with Raintiff Edward Manfredonia® home telephone nunmber
and aphobgraph o Faintiff Edward Manfredonia- not even a copy of the phobgraph,
which gopeared in the 26 April 1999 Busness Week cover story, Scandd On Wall Street
(Exhibit 2).

249.Tha unfortunaely Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia has been denied access to the
Complaint of Defendant Gary Weiss and, therefore, Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia is
unéable to make adetailed expostion ofthe libd ouscomplaint of Defendant Gary Weiss.

250. Tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia wishes to state that this denia by Defendant The
City of New York through its agent, the Police Department of the City of New York, and
therefusal of Defendant The City of New York through ts agent, The Police Department
of the City of New York, smacks of atotalitarian regime where oneis denied to knowthe
nature of charges agang you and thefiat of someone such as Saddam Hussein, is
sufficient for prosecution.

251. Tha upon nformation and béief Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia has been denied the
basic right to file acomplaint agang Defendant Gary Weiss and Defendant Robet
Pritchard is dueto the immense political and economic power of Defendant The
McGraw-Hill Companies, amulti-billion dolar, multi-naiond corporation, and the
finandal power of Defendant Harold McGraw, abillionare, and tha Defendant Gary
Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Robert Pritchard, Defendant Harold
McGraw and Defendants The McGraw-Hill Companies appear to have purchased the
Defendant The City of New York through ts agent, The Police Department of the City of
New York.

252. Tha upon nformation and béief Defendant Robet Pritchard, Defendant Gary
Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The
McGraw-Hill Companies have libded and dandered the good name of Plaintiff Edward
Manfredonia by assisting Defendant Gary Weiss in filing his knowingly false and
wantonly maliciouscomplaint and by dstributing knowingly false and wantonly
malicious statements via corresponcence (libd), induding email, and knowingly false
and wantonly maliciousstatements verbdly (slander) to employees of Defendant The
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McGraw-Hill Companies, the sole pumpo< of which libd and dande was to cover up he
lies of Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Robert Pritchard,
Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies.

253.Tha Plantiff Edward Manfredonia is able to state tha on Anuay 4, 2002, Raintiff
Edward Manfredonia received amessage on his telephonefrom Professor Brant Hougon
regarding Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia® indstence tha a discussion beween Raintiff
Edward Manfredonia and Defendant Gary Weiss should behdd; tha this discussion
should bemonitored by athe Professor Brant Hougston or Professor Len Bruzzese; and
tha thediscussion should beprinted in the IRE Joumd (Joumd of Investigaive
Reporters and Editors.)

254.Tha the message left by Rrofessor Brant Houson on Bnuay 4, 2005for Plaintiff
Edward Manfredonia on Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia@® answering mechine was that
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia the attorney for the University of Missour would bein
contact with Raintiff Edward Manfredonia.

255.Tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia shdl now expose thelies and libd ousstatements
of Defendant Robe't Pritchard made with the knowledge and consent of Defendant Gary
Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The
McGraw-Hill Companies.

256.Tha the mog important fact is tha Defendant Robat Pritchard is responsble for
Globd Security and Defendant Robet Pritchard is notemployed as an atorney by dther
Defendant Gary Weiss or Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies.

257.Tha Defendant Robert Pritchard is not an attorney representing Defendant Gary
Weiss meanstha Defendant Robet Pritchard has no standing to represent Defendant
Gary Weiss.

258.Tha Defendant Gary Weiss is notan employee of Defendant McGraw-Hill
Companies meanstha Defendant Robert Pritchard and Defendant The McGraw-Hill
Companies have no standing and no legd basis to address Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia
regarding Defendant Gary Weiss.

259.Tha Defendant Robert Pritchard is acting & an agent and employee for the
Defendant McGraw-Hill Companies is readily apparent by Defendant Robet Pritchard@
usein his Januay 27, 2M5 letter (Exhibit 10) of the letterhead and dationey of
Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies and Defendant Robat Pritchard® assertion that
| have sent Qibdouletters to the Chairman and CEO of McGraw-Hill; who is
Defendant Harold McGraw and the General Counsel of Defendant The McGraw-Hill
Companies, who is Kenneth Vittor; and members of the Board of Defendant The
McGraw-Hill Companies, which refers to Vartan Gregorian and ny letters to other
members of the Board; and Defendant Gary WeissOsupavisor a Business Week, which
refers to Defendant Stephen Shepad.
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260.Tha Defendant Robert Pritchard malicioudy libded Raintiff Edward Manfredonia
is readily gppaent in the opening entence of the Januay 27, 2005 etter (Exhibit 10):
Orhis letter is to damand tha you immediately cease and desist your continued
harassment of former BusinessWeek employee Mr. Gary Weiss,Obecause Defendant
Robeat Pritchard does nat represent Defendant Gary Weiss and, herefore, cannotdemand
anything from me concerning Gary Weiss- only Defendant Gary Weiss and Defendant
Gary WeissCattorney can demand any conduct from me, and Defendant Gary Weiss has
notretained an attorney- butingead much prefersto illegdly harass me by utilizing the
influence of Defendant The McGraw-Hill Corporationsand Defendant Harold McGraw,
Charman and CEO of The McGraw-Hill Companies.

261. Tha there is no haassment of Defendant Gary Weiss is readily apparent because
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia only telephoneal Defendant Gary Weiss on three occasions
ove an eéght month peiod, and hal nottelephored Defendant Gary Weiss for the prior
fouryears and hal written only oneletter to Defendant Gary Weiss and that |etter was
dated Januay 6, 2005.

262. Tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia did notharass Defendant Gary Weiss is obvious
because Defendant Gary Weiss lied in two publcations Busness Week in the article, A

Message From The Mob (Exhibit 6) and the IRE Joumd Offering Gredence to the Crank
(Exhibit 5) in which aticle Defendant Gary Weiss libded Raintiff Edward Manfredonia.

263. Tha BusnessWeek has acirculation of goproximately 500,000 ad the IRE Joumd
of gpproximately 20,000,and these are the investigative reporters and editors upon vhom
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia mug rely to write aboutcrime on Wall Street, proves tha
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia@ quest to correct the lies of Defendant Gary Weiss of
necessity requires Plaintiff Edward Manfredoniato write the truth aboutthe stories
authored by Defendant Gary Weiss.

264.Tha upon nformation and béief it is readily appaent from the opening sentence
tha Defendant Harold McGraw, billionare and Charman and CEO of The McGraw-Hill
Companies, and the Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies, amulti-billion dolar,
multi-naiond corporation have purchased judice and The Defendant The City of New

Y ork and the Police Department of the City of New York.

265.Tha Defendant Robert Pritchard is aliar is proven in the second entence, when he
states that BusinessWeek and Gary Weiss informed you four years ago that they would
notassist you in publshing abookOwhich gatement is abdd-faced lie.

266.Tha Defendant Stephen Shepard dated that Defendant Stephen Shepard and
BugnessWeek were notinterested in abookauthored by neistrue

267.Tha Defendant Gary Weiss said that hewould notassist me is false and an outight
lie because Defendant Gary Weiss had requested that | wait unil after the appearance of
his book douttheltalian Mafia and Wall Street appeared and then Defendant Gary
Weiss and Raintiff Edward Manfredonia could oollaborate on abook.
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268.Tha Defendant Gary Weiss informed Raintiff Edward Manfredonia of thisin April
2000 dter Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia spoketo Dave Conti, editor of busness booksat
Harper Collins and Dave Cont suggested tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia and
Defendant Gary Weiss coopeaate ona book doutthe Scandds on Wall Street.

269.Tha Paintiff Edward Manfredonia did nottrugt Defendant Gary Weiss after
Defendant Gary Weiss told Raintiff Edward Manfredonia tha Defendant Gary Weiss
was planning to publish abook doutthe Italian Mafia and Wall Street and that
Defendant Gary Weiss had notnotfied Defendant Stephen Shepard and Defendant The
McGraw-Hill Companies of Defendant Gary WeissOettempts to have abodk on he
Italian Mafiaand Wall Street published.

270.Tha Defendant Robert Pritchard has limited knowledgeof thetruth is appaent
when Defendant Robet Pritchard gated that in 2000 The McGraw-Hill Companies had
stated that Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies would notrespond b further letters
from Paintiff Edward Manfredonia.

271.Tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia wrote to Defendant The McGraw-Hill
Companies after 2000 was to inform Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies that
Defendant Gary Weiss had lied in aticles and that Defendant Stephen Shepard had
covered up hese lies.

272. Tha Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies refused Raintiff Edward
Manfredonia@® entreaties to have outside counsl investigate the lies of Defendant Gary
Weiss and Defendant Stephen Shepad is proof that Defendant The McGraw-Hill
Companies conired to cover up helies of Defendant Gary Weiss and Defendant
Stephen Shepad.

273.Tha Defendant Robert Pritchard wishes to provetha heis willfully twisting the
facts is evident from his next sentence: Or ou have called Mr. Weiss and left unsolicited
messages a his home and on hs pesond cell phoned and Defendant Robert Pritchard
neglects several important facts: tha | had telephaned Defendant Gary Welss &t his
former offices at BusnessWeek and was referred to Defendant Gary WeissOcell phone
number and tha | would have left a message on his busness answvering machine, but
there was only the messageto call Defendant Gary WeissCcell phone

274. Tha Defendant Robert Pritchard lies is best exemplified by tis term, unslicited
telephonecalls, because Defendant Gary Weiss would notsolicit telephonecalls from an
individud, who hal exposed Defendant Gary Weiss as aliar.

275. Tha uponinformation and béief it is known to Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant
Stephen Shepard, Defendant Robat Pritchard, Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant
The McGraw-Hill Companies that Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia had telephoned
Defendant Gary Weiss in excess of 100 tmes during the period 19982000and tha
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Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia had met with Defendant Gary Weiss in excess of 30 imes
during this peiod.

276.Tha Defendant Robert Pritchard is aliar in the modeof Julius Streicher continues in
the satement that Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia had telephoneal Defendant Gary Weiss
a his home- yet, how could Raintiff Edward Manfredonia know the hone telephone
number of Defendant Gary Weiss unless Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia had been
provided with tha telephonenumnber.

277.Tha Defendant Gary Weiss and Raintiff Edward Manfredonia had discussed the
fact in 1999 ha Defendant Gary WeissOhome telephonenunber and address were listed
in the Manhatan phonebook and the availability of the Italian Mafia to easily locate
Defendant Gary Weiss was of concern to Raintiff Edward Manfredonia- and we even
discussed the inddent when Defendant Gary Weiss received an unslicited and angry
telephonecall from areporter onenight- so Defendant Robet Pritchard should desist
from his knowingly false and willfully maliciousstatements- which in this context isa
matter of libd.

278.Tha if Defendant Gary Weiss were so concerned aboutthe telephore calls of
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia why did not Defendant Gary Weliss telephone Plaintiff
Edward Manfredonia and request that he not telephoneDefendant Gary Weiss or why did
Defendant Gary Weiss not file a complaint soong?

279.Tha uponinformation and béief Defendant Gary Weiss only acted ater Defendant
Gary Weiss was gpprised tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia and Raintiff Edward
Manfredonia@ friend, who ha signed the affidavit (Exhibit 9) affixed to this lawsuit, had
declared himself ready willing and ale to testify tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia, and
his friend, and hewere the sole sources of information for the section ofthe article,
Scandd On Wall Street (Exhibit 2), which conaerned price-fixing.

280.Tha uponinformation and béief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepard, Defendant Robert Pritchard, Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The
McGraw-Hill Companies knew tha with the testimony of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia
and Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia@ friend, the two ources of information for the price-
fixing sction ofthe article, Scandd On Wall Street (Exhibit 2), Defendant Gary Weiss,
Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-
Hill Companies would suffer tremendousy for their pat in lies of Defendant Gary Weiss
and tha there would be severe econonic dislocation for Defendant The McGraw-Hill
Companies for lying and covering up helies.

281.Tha Defendant Robert Pritchard has knowingly willfully wantonly wickedly and
malicioudy lied aboutPlaintiff Edward Manfredoniais readily gppaent in the following
statement in Defendant Robet Pritchard@ letter of Januay 27, 2005 Exhibit 10): Ofou
have dso ent libdousletters concerning Mr. Weissto E .O
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282.Tha Defendant Pritchard has willfully knowingly and malicioudy dandered
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia is self-evident in the previousstatement because writing
thetruth is notlibdousand tha for a statement to belibdous alie and notthe truth mus
beinvolved, © when Defendant Pritchard knowingly willfully and malicioudy lies,
Defendant Robet Pritchard and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies are guilty of
libd- because there is notruth in the statement that Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia had
Gent libe ousletters concerning Mr. Weiss,O because Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia only
speaks the truth.

283.Tha upon nformation and béief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies have
refused to initiate acivil lawsuit for libd and dander agang Plaintiff Edward
Manfredonia is self-evident because as Defendant Gary Weliss sated in the article,

Scandd On Wall Street, about Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia being sued by Pat Schettino,
discovery can provethetruth.

284.Tha if Defendant Gary Weiss were to inditute acivil lawsuit the lies of Defendant
Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The
McGraw-Hill Companies would beexposd.

285.Tha Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepad, Defendant Robeat
Pritchard, Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies will
stop & nothing and lie, lielieis proved in the wantonly wicked, knowingly malicious
and willfully false statement that OMr. Weiss and McGraw-Hill view these repested
contacts. Particularly the recent threatening voice-mail message you left on Mr. WeissO
persond cell phoneOa statement, which is so false and malicioustha if stated in acourt
of law, whether civil or crimind, would result in Defendant Gary Weiss and Defendant
Robet Pritchard beng arested for perjury.

286. Tha upon nformation and béief Defendant Robert Pritchard knows that Plaintiff
Edward Manfredonia@ last telephonecall to Defendant Gary Weiss was made on
December 1, 2004 ad, therefore, Defendant Robet Pritchard has notonly libded
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia buthas adso lied.

287.Tha Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Robet Pritchard, Defendant Stephen
Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies and
Defendant The City of New York, through heNew York City Police Department, know
tha this statement, (articularly the recent threatening voice-mail message you left on Mr.
WeissOpersona cell phaneOis aknowingly wicked and wantonly malicious lie because
notonly did Raintiff Edward Manfredonia never make any threatening telephonecall to
Defendant Gary Weiss, but this mythical threatening telephonecall was never even
reported to Defendant The City of New York and the New York City Police Department.

288.Tha thislie of an dleged threatening voice-mail message, which Haintiff Edward
Manfredonia never made, is so hanousalietha Plaintiff Edward Manfredoniais
compdled to request tha al statements uttered by Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant
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Stephen Shepard, Defendant Robat Pritchard, Defendant Harold McGraw, and
Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies mugt beexamined unde pendty of pejury for
lying 2 blatantly, willfully and knowngly.

289.Tha it mug benoted by Raintiff Edward Manfredonia that if an attorney for
Defendant Gary Weiss or Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies had disseminated this
liein awritten letter, as Defendant Robat Pritchard has done the attorney would be
disbared- because awillful and deliberate lie of this magnitudeis groundsfor disbarment.

290.Tha uponinformation and béief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepad, Defendant Robert Pritchard, Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The
McGraw-Hill Companies are so confident of their econoric power and persond
importance and persond influence that Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepard, Defendant Robert Pritchard, Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The
McGraw-Hill Companies have lied and Defendant City of New York through the New
Y ork City Police Depatment knows tha they have lied.

291.Tha Defendant Robert Pritchard has stated in his January 27, 2005 étter (Exhibit
10): (Please beadvised tha we take your haassing mndud very serioudy and have
filed acrimind complaint report for Aggravated Harassment with Detective Gerard
Gardne and Detective Peter Friscia of the Midtown North Precinct Detective Squad,
New York Police Department,Ois alie of the utmost gravity because Detective Peter
Frisciainformed Raintiff Edward Manfredonia that he had ecifically sated to
Defendant Gary Weiss that this was nota crimind complaint for Aggravated Harassment,
but was a smple harassment complaint, which of course Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia
has stated has no nerit- and was afalse complaint.

292.Tha thislie of afiling ofacrimind complaint for Aggravated Harassment, and that
Defendant Gary Weiss was told that Defendant Gary WeissOcomplaint was nota
crimina complaint for Aggravated Harassment, is of itself prima facie proof of libd and
thedisseminaion ofthis letter is further proof of libd and ofitself is definitive proof of
thevadidity of the Lawsuit filed by Raintiff Edward Manfredonia.

293.Tha upon nformation and béief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Robert
Pritchard, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The
McGraw-Hill Companies would lie so blatantly, demongrates the confidence of
Defendant Harold McGraw, awhite billionare, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill
Companies, amulti-billion dolar, multi-naiond corporation, tha billionsof dollars
make oneabove the law.

294.Tha Defendant Robert Pritchard is an inveterate liar is further evidenced by hslie
in his letter of Januay 27, 2005 Exhibit 10): Or our increasingly bizarre
communicationswith Mr. Weiss and tird-parties with whom heis acquanted have been
disruptive to ouremployees and  the condict of our busness, are potentially damaging
to Mr. WeissOcareer interests, and have caused usto begenuindy concerned for Mr.
WeissOsafety and well-beng. In addition, McGraw-Hill has incurred sgnificant costs
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ingituting security measure to address your conduct,Owhich lies are so ourageousand
obvioudy false that Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia can only sate that Defendant Robet
Pritchard merits the Pinoachio avard for the mog outrageouslie.

295.Tha Defendant Robert Pritchard has termed the letters of Plaintiff Edward
Manfredoniato beincreasingly bizarre is to wickedly wantonly and malicioudy libd the
good nane and character of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia.

296.Tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia@ |etters are written in Sandard American
English is readily proved and tha there is nothing bizarre in Raintiff Edward
Manfredonia@ letters is so gppaent tha to date otherwise isawillful and knowingly
maliciouslie.

297.That Plaintiff Edward ManfredoniaG letters are potentially damaging t© Mr. WeissO
career interests is ddinitely true because Defendant Gary Welss has willfully and
malicioudy lied aboutthe murders of Al Chdem and Maier Lehmann and has willfully
wantonly and melicioudy lied éoutPlaintiff Edward Manfredonia® responsbility for
being the source for the optionsprice-fixing and illegd trading by pecialists segments of
the April 26, 1999 BiIgness Week cover story, Scandd On Wall Street.

298.That Defendant Gary WeissOcareer is ruined is because Defendant Gary Weiss is a
liar and notbecause Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia has libded Defendant Gary Weiss
because Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia has only spoken thetruth ebout Defendant Gary
Weiss.

299.Tha upon nformation and béief if notfor thewillful lies and deceit of Defendant
Stephen Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill
Companies, who for years have covered upthelies and msstatements of Defendant Gary
Weiss, Defendant Gary Weiss would have had no career years ago.

300.Tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia@ letters Chave been disruptive to our
employees,Ois not because Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia@® letters are disturbing or
bizarre, au contraire, Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia@ letters are disturbing and disruptive
precisely because these letters are true and because they expose thelies of Defendant
Gary Weiss and the congiracy of Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold
McGraw, Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies and Defendant Robat Pritchard to
cove up helies of Defendant Gary Weiss.

301.Tha Defendant Robert Pritchard can lie with thelikes of Julius Streicher is proved
by his statement that Gind have caused usto begenuindy concerned for Mr. WeissO
safety and well bang. In addition, McGraw-Hill has incurred sgnificant costs ingituting
security measures to address your condu¢.O

302.Tha Defendant Robert Pritchard is concerned for Defendant Gary WeissCsafety
because of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia@ truthful letters and notbecause Defendant
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Gary Weiss has donetheimpossible and libded Phil Abramo, amember of the Italian
Mafia, isawicked and wantonly maliciouslie.

303. That it is unfortunae that Defendant Robet Pritchard and Defendant The McGraw-
Hill Companies were not concerned for the safety of Defendant Gary Weiss before
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia@® friend declared that hewas ready willing and ale to
testify in court tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredoniaand Raintiff Edward Manfredonia®
friend were the sole sources of the information on pice-fixing in opions

304.Tha Defendant Robert Pritchard has noright to tell Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia
notto write to federal agendes such as the Securities and Exchange Commission and the
Depatment of Judtice is astandad of law, furthermore Defendant Robat Pritchard,
Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw and
Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies cannotorder Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia not
to report tha Defendant Gary Weiss lied aboutthe murders of Al Chdem and Maier
Lehmann.

305.Tha by extenson d thewarped and illogical reasoning of Defendant Robert
Pritchard if an individud were to write missives, which hal dated that Scott Sullivan of
WorldCominfamy was filing false finandal reports and had sent these |etters to the press,
brokerage firms, and employees of WorldCom, this individud could bearrested for
Crimind Harassment because it would dfect the employment of Defendant Robert
Pritchard were Vice President of Globd Security for WorldCom.

306.Tha Defendant Robert Pritchard has libded Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia is proved
by theliesin his letter of January 27, 2005 Exhibit 10).

307. That upon hformation and beief Defendant Robat Pritchard@ letter of Januay 27,
2005 (Exhibit 10), was motivated to cover up helies of Defendant Gary Weiss, thelies
of Defendant Stephen Shepard, thelies of Defendant Harold McGraw, the lies of
Defendant Robet Pritchard and thelies of Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies.

308. Tha uponinformation and béief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepard, Defendant Robert Pritchard, Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The
McGraw-Hill Companies have conired to libd Paintiff Edward Manfredonia has been
proved by thewantonly maliciousand knowngly false satements in theletter of January
27, 2005, wvhich letter was authored by Defendant Robat Pritchard and this has been
condusvely proved by thefact tha Defendant Robat Pritchard libded Raintiff Edward
Manfredonia in his letter of January 27, 2005 Exhibit 10).

309. Tha upon nformation and béief theentire finandal resources and prestige of
Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies has been marshded to cover up te lies of
Defendant Gary Weiss has been proved by hefiling ofafalse and melicious complaint,
which Defendant The City of New York through the New York City Police Department
has refused to grant Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia theright to see and Defendant The
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City of New York through the Police Department of the City of New York has refused
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia the right to contest.

310. Tha Defendant Gary Weiss was primarily motivated to file this false complaint of
harassment to cover up hislies has been proved condusvely in this lawsuit.

311.Tha upon nformation and béief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepad, Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies thus
wantonly, ddiberately, malicioudy and recklessly congired to pemit thelies of
Defendant Gary Weiss to bedisseminaed 0 that Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia would
suffer great mental distress and gieat economic distress.

312.Tha the said defamatory, libdousand danderousactionsof Defendant Gary Weiss,
Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-
Hill Companies have caused great mental distress to Haintiff Edward Manfredonia and,
furthermore, said ddamatory actionswere pursued with malicious wanton, reckless, and
ddiberate disregard of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia@ rights.

313.Tha for the defamatory, libd oussand dandeousactionsof the wanton, ddiberate
and reckless disregard by Defendant Robert Pritchard, Defendant Gary Weis, Defendant
Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies,
and Defendant The City of New York of Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia® basic humen
and onditutiond rights and for the knowing false and déiberate misrepresentations of
Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Robe't Pritchard,
Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies and Defendant The
City of New York , Raintiff Edward Manfredonia seeks compensatory damages of $30
million from each of the defendants, Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard,
Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant The McGraw Hill Companies and Defendant The
City of New York.

314. Tha for the defamatory actionsof the wanton, ddiberate and reckless disregard of
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia@ rights and for the knowing false and ddliberate
misrepresentationsof Defendant Gary Welss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant
Robet Pritchard, Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies,
and Defendant The City of New York, Raintiff Edward Manfredonia seeks punitive
damages of $25 million from each of the defendants, Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant
Stephen Shepard, Defendant Robat Pritchard, Defendant Harold McGraw, and
Defendant The McGraw Hill Companies and Defendant The City of New York.

FOR A FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION

315.Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia repests and dleges paragraphsa,02,08,034,03%,0
@®,07,0a8, and OQf this complaint.

316. Tha on oraboutJanuay 27, 2005, ad thereafter, tha Defendant Gary Welss, at
tha time aformer employee of The McGraw-Hill Companies; Defendant Harold



47

McGraw; Defendant Stephen Shepard; Defendant Robet Pritchard, Vice President,
Globd Securities, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies did willfully, wantonly,
knowingly, ddiberately and melicioudy congire to libd and dande plaintiff through he
widespread dissemination of amissive, daed 27 &nuay 2005 Exhibit 10), which
missive was authored by Defendant Robet Pritchard, Vice President, Globd Security,
The McGraw-Hill Companies and which missive was filled with nothing butlies.

317.Tha upon nformation and beief prior to the authorship of this letter by Defendant
Robet Pritchard, Defendant Gary Weiss, with the full knowedgeand consent of
Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-
Hill Companies, willfully, wantonly, knowingly and malicioudy lied aboutPlaintiff
Edward Manfredonia, when Defendant Gary Weiss filed aComplaint thereby dandeing
and libding Haintiff Edward Manfredonia, in this Complaint filed by Defendant Gary
Weiss with Detective Peter Friscia of the Midtown North Precind.

318. Tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia seeks injundtive relief, a court order forbidding
Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Robett Pritchard,
Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies from
disseminaing any further danderousstatements and libd ousdoaiments concerning
Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia.

319. Tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia seeks theright to further disseminae letters
concerning thelies of Gary Weiss- induding butnot limited to the proofs that Defendant
Gary Weiss has lied dbou Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia and tha Defendant Robat
Pritchard@ letter of January 27, 2005(Exhibit 10) was alie.

320. Tha the Court mug issuethese injundive remedies and notbe swayed by he
finandal and poltical power of Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companiesis aright
guaanteed by the Conditution ofthe United Sates.

FOR A S XTH CAUSE OF ACTION

321.Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia repests and dleges paragraphsa,02,0G8,034,03%,0
@®,0r,0a8,0and OOof this complaint.

322. Tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia seeks a court order, which court order shdl
require The New Y ork City Police Depatment an agent of Defendant The City of New
Y ork, to provide Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia with acopy of the Complaint filed by
Defendant Gary Weiss and acopy ofall satements of Defendant Gary Weiss and
Defendant Robat Pritchard and doaments provided by Defendants Gary Weiss,
Defendant Robet Pritchard, and Defendant McGraw-Hill Companies as recorded by he
police officers, who ook the complaint.

323. Paintiff Edward Manfredonia seeks a court order requiring the Defendant City of
New York to release dl files and records of the New York City Police Department to
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Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia, induding the records of inddents discussed previoudy in
this Complaint.

324. Tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia mug state tha it is SO gopaent that judice can
be boughtby Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies and Defendant Harold McGraw
by acting through ts agents tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia mug remark that when an
individud visits apolice station 1o file acomplaint of harassment theindividud is not
greeted by polce officers, much less detectives, but rather tha the visitoristold to file a
complaint with acivilian eanployee of the New York City Police Department.

325. Tha Plaintiff wishesto dfirm tha it is a constitutiond right for the accused to be
presented with dl evidence againg him- except when multi-billion dolar, multi-naiond
corporations auch as Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies are involved.

FOR A SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION

326.Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia repests and dleges paragraphsA,02,08,034,03%,0
@®,07,0 B,@nd OOof this complaint.

327. Tha upon nformation and béief the NYPD Complaint of Defendant Gary Weiss,
which is baseless and false, was filed to cover upthelies of Defendant Gary Welss,
Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Robett Pritchard,
Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies.

328.Tha upon nformation and béief this complaint of Defendant Gary Weiss, which
was filed with the Midtown North Precind, was filed to illegdly harass Plaintiff Edward
Manfredonia.

329.Tha uponinformation and béief Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepard, Defendant Robert Pritchard, Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The
McGraw-Hill Companies congired to illegdly harass and falsely accuse Plaintiff
Edward Manfredonia through neans of Defendant Gary Weiss filing aknowingly false
and wantonly maliciouscomplaint

330. Tha Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Robat
Pritchard, Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies and
Defendant The City of New York knew tha this complaint had no bais and tha the
complaint of Defendant Gary Weiss was a blatant attempt to haass Plaintiff Edward
Manfredonia and an attempt to cover up thelies of Gary Weiss, which lies Weiss had
written in two aticles, Offering Qredence to the Crank (Exhibit 5) and A Message From
The Mob (Exhibit 6).

331. Tha upon nformation and béief on oraboutJanuay 27, 2004, bdt before and
thereafter, tha Defendant Gary Weiss, at tha time aformer employee of The McGraw-
Hill Companies; Defendant Harold McGraw; Defendant Stephen Shepard; Defendant
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Robeat Pritchard, Vice President, Globd Securities, The McGraw-Hill Companies,
Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies; and Defendant The City of New Y ork did
willfully, wantonly, knowingly, ddiberately and malicioudy congireto illegdly haass
plaintiff through thedisseminaion ofamissive, daed Januay 27,2005 (Exhibit 10),
which missive was authored by Defendant Robeat Pritchard, Vice President, Globd
Security, The McGraw-Hill Companies.

332.Tha this Januay 27, 2005 nissive, authored by Defendant Robat Pritchard, was
knowingly false and wantonly malicious

333.Tha the statement of Defendant Robet Pritchard, which statement was seconded by
Detective Peter Friscia, tha Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia could notwrite to federal
agendes or even to the law enforcement officials, who ae investigaing the murders of
Al Chdem and Maier Lehmann, beause Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepard, Defendant Robert Pritchard, Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The
McGraw-Hill Companies do notwish thelies, concerning the murders of Al Chdem and
Maier Lehmann, d Defendant Gary Weliss to beexposd is beyondthe reasoning
capecity of any sane individud.

334.Tha Defendant The City of New York, Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen
Shepard, Defendant Robert Pritchard, Defendant Harold McGraw and Defendant The
McGraw-Hill Companies would bewilling to see an American of Italian descent
convicted of a crime, which the American of Italian descent did notcommit and have the
guilty Russian ZmigrZ go free to murder again, olely to prevent the exposure of the lies
of Defendant Gary Welss is the type of reasoning possessed by war criminds and srial
murderers.

335.Tha for the defamatory, libdous dandaouswanton deiberate harassment and the
filing ofafalse Complaint by Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Robet Pritchard,
Defendant Gary Weis, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Harold McGraw and
Defendant The McGraw-Hill Companies have violated Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia@
basic human and conditutiond rights and for the knowing false and ddliberate
misrepresentationsof Defendant Gary Weliss in filing afalse and maliciouscomplaint
with the police, Plaintiff Edward Manfredonia seeks compensatory damages of $30
million from each of the Defendants, Defendant Gary Welss, Defendant Stephen Shepard,
Defendant Robet Pritchard, Defendant Harold McGraw, Defendant The McGraw Hill
Companies and Defendant The City of New York.

336. Tha for thewanton, ddiberate illegd and reckless harassment of Plaintiff Edward
Manfredonia and for theknowing false and deliberate harassment and thefiling ofa
knowingly false and complaint with the police by Defendant Gary Weiss, Paintiff
Edward Manfredonia seeks punitive damages of $30 million from each of the dfendants,
Defendant Gary Weiss, Defendant Stephen Shepard, Defendant Robett Pritchard,
Defendant Harold McGraw, and Defendant The McGraw Hill Companies and Defendant
The City of New York.



337. Raintiff Edward Manfredonia seeks atria by jury for this civil action.
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VERIFICATION

State of New York )
. o
County of New York)

EDWARD MANFREDONIA, bang duly swomn, deposes and sys.

| am the Plaintiff herein. | have read theforegoing complaint, and knowthe
contents thereof andthe same is trueto the best of my knowledge except as to those
matters herein dated t be aleged upOon nformation and beief, and & to those matters, |
bdieve them to betrue

Edward Manfredonia

Swom to before me this
Day of March 2005




