
© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012  Page 61 
 

CHAPTER FOUR 
 

FATE:  Chance is a word void of sense; nothing can exist without a cause. 

Tax Warrant 44-00156437 OR No. 44-00156780 
Cases 83-CV-1073 and 88-CV-1043  

 

 The records in this chapter will end the Wisconsin documentation regarding Leo Wanta’s 

civil tax issues.  There will be more about the criminal tax issues… the Kangaroo Court trial in 

Madison in 1995 – but that doesn’t happen for another ten years, several chapters from now. 

 Reading this material is difficult (and probably boring), but is necessary… at least if you 

want to understand the depth of corruption surrounding the tax cases filed against Wanta.  If what 

I’m saying here about the tax cases is accurate, the Wisconsin Department of Revenue is totally 

corrupt.  I’ll provide the documents; you make up your own mind.  If I’m right, corruption in the 

State of Wisconsin made the muzzling of Leo Emil Wanta possible.  It threw him against a cement 

wall relative to his future potential to use his legally-earned funds to pay the debts of this country, 

build a real high-speed rail system nationally at no cost to taxpayers, and create jobs. 

 You’d think after reading all of those cases in Chapter Three -- unlawfully filed against 

Wanta, then learning that three major court Decisions (and a lot of other court Dismissals) in 

Wanta’s favor said he was innocent – all of those cases and Tax Warrants would be yesterday’s 

news.  In a state that runs its Department of Revenue intelligently and lawfully, you’d be right.  In 

Wisconsin, you’re evidently wrong.   

 From the moment the court decisions were handed down saying Wanta had no liability for 

debts of Falls Vending Service, Inc., it was unlawful for the State or private lawyers to file more 

charges holding him responsible for the debts of that company.  Had the Department of Revenue or 

private lawyers appealed Decisions by Judges Reynolds, McGraw and Rehbein and had the 

Decisions been overturned on Appeal, then that would not be true.  But the Decisions were not 

challenged.  In their arrogant anxiety to find Wanta guilty of something – anything – the 

Department of Revenue and private lawyers just ignored them. 

 Did the State of Wisconsin have any tax charges against Leo Wanta that did NOT involve 

Falls Vending Service, Inc.?  No.  In the 1980s, they did not. Thus there must be a reason for the 

Department of Revenue to carry their Falls Vending charges against Wanta to such extremes. 
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 The Department of Revenue will argue that yes, they did have legitimate tax charges against 

Wanta… after all he was convicted in a court of law in a jury trial on tax charges in 1995.  We’ll get 

to that issue in a later chapter, but prior to his arrest in 1993, there were no cases filed against Leo 

E. Wanta by the Wisconsin Department of Revenue that did not involve Falls Vending Service, Inc.  

Most of the cases and Tax Warrants filed by the Wisconsin Department of Revenue were filed after 

the Wisconsin courts said Wanta was not responsible for those debts.  

 One piece of evidence that raises serious questions of legality can be seen in a file from the 

Outagamie County Wisconsin Recorder’s Office (see Assignment of Mortgage, below). 

 Until October 26, 1988, Leo Wanta’s home at 2101 North Edgewood Avenue, Appleton, 

Wisconsin, was financed with the First National Bank of Neenah, a Wisconsin bank founded in 

1861.  In 1970, Associated Bancorp (the official bank of the Green Bay Packers) was founded by 

the joining of three founding banks:  First National Bank of Neenah, Kellogg Citizens National 

Bank, and Manitowoc Savings Bank.  So, on October 26, 1988, the First National Bank of Neenah 

was officially doing business as Associated Bank… and on that date, Associated Bank assigned the 

Wantas’ mortgage to New Republic/U.S.A. Financial Group Ltd.  According to the Title Policy, 

this transaction was recorded in the Register’s Office on October 28, 1988 in Jacket 8903, Image 

27, as Document No. 947436.   Bear in mind, New Republic is a Title 18 Section 6 corporation 

owned by Wanta.  It had a Board of Directors and other staff. 

 As an historic footnote, Associated was later purchased by First Wisconsin Bank – a bank 

with a colorful history.  Wisconsin National Bank was founded in 1892 by a group that included 

brewery magnate Frederick Pabst and Frederick Kasten.  In 1905, the president of First National 

Bank was arrested for embezzling $1.6 million – a large sum in those days.  Wisconsin National 

merged with First Wisconsin Bank in 1919.  Parts of Associated Bank were purchased by First 

Wisconsin National Bank which was later purchased by Firstar Corporation which in 1998 merged 

with Star Banc Corporation of Cincinnati, Ohio – which is now U.S. Bancorp headquartered in 

Minneapolis, MN.  As of 2012, that portion of Associated Bank not purchased by Firstar still has 

active banks in Wisconsin. 

 On November 25, 1996, eight years after Associated Bancorp recorded an Assignment of 

Mortgage to Leo E. Wanta’s company, New Republic/U.S.A. Financial Group Ltd., an Order for 

Judgment was signed by Circuit Court Judge James T. Bayorgeon authorizing the Sheriff to sell the 

Wanta home at 2101 North Edgewood Avenue.  This was done with no offer of payment to New 
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Republic which had obviously purchased the Mortgage from Associated Bank.  BAYORGEON 

DOCUMENTS  and   SHERIFF SALE 

 Below is the Assignment of Mortgage given in 1988 to New Republic by First National 

Bank of Neenah now known as Associated Bank.   

 What is an Assignment of Mortgage? 

 When one financial institution accepts payment in full for a mortgage loan, and when 

payment comes from a source other than the borrowers – when the mortgage is sold to another 

financing source – it gives to the new lender its Assignment of Mortgage which it has been holding 

as collateral until the borrower pays off the mortgage loan.  When homeowners pay off their 

mortgage loans, banks gives them the Deed they have been holding in Trust.  A bank doesn’t 

release its collateral on a loan – in this case the mortgage on the property – until the balance of the 

loan has been paid in full. 

 The Assignment of Mortgage gives the lender the right to foreclose on a home if the 

borrower does not pay as agreed.  Remember this because it’s important:  The Assignment of 

Mortgage on the Wanta home was transferred – and recorded at the Outagamie County Recorder’s 

Office in Wisconsin as having been transferred – to New Republic/U.S.A. Financial Group Ltd.  

That is what the form below proves. 

 This is the difficult part of explaining the entire story of what happened to Leo Wanta and 

how his family was torn apart by the actions of the Wisconsin Department of Revenue and the 

state’s Court System.  We’re talking about October 26 1988, but I have to tell you what happens in 

November of 1996 for the unlawful actions taken against Wanta in 1988 to make sense. 

 While doing the investigative work on these senseless tax cases, I tried very hard to find an 

answer to this question:  “The bank assigned the mortgage to New Republic in 1988 but then the 

State took Title to the property in 1996 and sold it at a Sheriff’s Auction… how can that be?”  If 

New Republic paid the loan off – which it would have had to do to get the Assignment of Mortgage 

– how could the State get access to the Deed of Trust or the Title?  Either (or both) would 

accompany the loan as collateral for the credit extended by New Republic… unless the State of 

Wisconsin stole the property from New Republic.  Could something else have happened?  From a 

banker’s perspective, it would have to be something so rare as to be a miracle dropped in the lap of 

the Wisconsin Department of Revenue to make this a lawful act.  HANDWRITTEN LETTER 

FROM LEE TO BAYORGEON; 
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 Please note in the above link that Leo Wanta sends a copy (of his handwritten memo to the 

Judge) to a man named Gregory Sali, a member of the Board of Directors at New Republic Austria.  

You might find Dr. Sali’s correspondence to Judge Bayorgeon of interest.  SALI  LETTERS TO 

BAYORGEON   Dr. Sali’s response proves that Judge Bayorgeon KNEW there were other people 

– a legitimate Board of Directors – involved in New Republic/U.S.A. Financial Group Ltd. 

 You must be asking yourself, “Why didn’t this guy with access to $27.5 trillion hire a team 

of tax lawyers as skilled as the criminal attorneys hired by O.J. Simpson?  Where is a tax equivalent 

of Johnny Cochran the criminal lawyer when you need him? 

 In 1993, the State of Wisconsin had Wanta arrested in Lausanne.  When the Federal District 

Court Magistrate in New York threw out Wisconsin’s charges of tax irregularities and released 

Wanta from custody after the Swiss flew him home, Wisconsin had him re-arrested as he walked 

from the Federal District Court in New York.  They unlawfully held him in a Brooklyn federal 

prison with no charges filed against him for a month.   WISCONSIN FROZE HIS CORPORATE 

ASSETS.  And that’s where all of the money was sitting:  In secret, hidden corporate bank 

accounts.  Leo Emil Wanta, the $27.5 trillion man, had no access to the fortune he had created. 

 Another question you may ask as you read the court records below about how one lawyer, 

C. Scott Pryor, manipulated the court system to win just one case of the myriad cases filed, is this:  

Why didn’t Leo Wanta respond to the court demand that he provide information about a company 

he owned called AmeriChina Global Management Group, Inc.?  Had Wanta responded to the 

demands of Mr. Pryor, this nightmare, like the court cases, could have been dismissed. 

 AmeriChina Global Management Group, Inc. was a Title 18 Section 6 corporation.  The 

Articles of Incorporation were filed in Carson City, Nevada.  It was a Nevada corporation.  Wanta’s 

partners in the company were William Casey, the Director of Central Intelligence, and a well-

known U.S. Senator whose name will not be provided because though he is not still in office, he is 

still among the living.  There is no reason to involve him for purposes of this discussion. 

 The answer to “Why didn’t Wanta just provide the information Pryor requested about 

AmeriChina and put an end to all of this?” can be easily answered:  Had Wanta provided the 

information requested,, he would have violated The National Security Act of 1947.  He would have 

also violated his Oath of Office… something Leo Wanta would never do.  As a Title 18 Section 6 

corporation, the information Pryor wanted Wanta to give him about AmeriChina was intelligence 

information Wanta could not provide.  Why didn’t he just tell Pryor that?  Because identifying 
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AmeriChina as an intelligence vehicle for the United States government would have violated The 

National Security Act of 1947 and his Oath of Office. 

 It’s important that you know this.  Leo Wanta could not respond to the requests being made 

of him about AmeriChina by Wisconsin attorney at law C. Scott Pryor.. 

 The question of the moment is:  How did a Wisconsin Judge named Bayorgeon ignore the 

Assignment of Mortgage to New Republic/U.S.A. Financial Group Ltd. and take ownership of the 

Wantas’ property on behalf of the Wisconsin Department of Revenue so the property could be sold? 

 The following text is accurately quoted from a document written by Christopher Evenson, 

attorney at law and appointed Receiver on behalf of the Wisconsin Department of Revenue after 

Pryor got a judgment in this case.  This document by attorney Evenson was filed with Judge 

Bayorgeon’s court: 

 “(b) A mortgage given by Leo E. Wanta and Joanne E. Wanta to The First National 

Bank of Neenah in the originally stated amount of $21,035.73 dated July 23, 1980, and 

recorded in the office of the Register of Deeds on August 14, 1980, in Jacket 2336, Image 

1, as Document 786127.  This mortgage was assigned by The First National Bank of 

Neenah, n/k/a Associated Bank, N.A. to New Republic by an assignment dated October 

26, 1988, and recorded October 28, 1988, in Jacket 8903, Image 28, as Document 

947436.” 

 When you read the Assignment of Mortgage below, you will note it is the same as the one 

described by Christopher Evenson who admits the assignment of the mortgage to New Republic.  

Mr. Evenson goes on to say: 

 “New Republic is an entity created by Leo Wanta and is merely an alter ego for 

himself.  There is such a unity of interest and ownership that New Republic is not an 

entity separate from Leo Wanta and the corporate entity must be disregarded in order to 

avoid an inequitable result.  In the alternative, New Republic was created by Leo Wanta 

for the purpose of hindering and defrauding the Wisconsin Department of Revenue and 

other creditors in the collection of their lawful judgments, debts and demands against Leo 

Wanta.  For those reasons the mortgage interests in favor of New Republic must be 

disregarded and all rights which said Respondent may claim in the subject property are 

junior and subordinate to the rights of the petitioner in the property which is the subject 

of this action.” 
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 As in the case of AmeriChina, Wanta could not discuss the business dealings of New 

Republic because it, too, was a Title 18 Section 6 corporation.  It was gathering intelligence for the 

United States government. 

 So, New Republic, the company that sent hundreds of billions of Soviet rubles to Settlement 

Banks in Singapore, Hong Kong, and elsewhere – a company that brought down the Soviet ruble 

and, as a result, the Iron Curtain – is merely a company that “is not an entity separate from Leo 

Wanta.”  Rather, it is “an alter ego” for him created so Leo Wanta could defraud the Wisconsin 

Department of Revenue and not pay taxes that were due from Falls Vending Service, Inc., not a 

man named Leo Emil Wanta. 

  If that was a true statement – a statement made, by the way, years after Judges 
McGraw and Reynolds handed down their decisions stating Wanta was not responsible for the debts 
of Falls Vending – it would still be a frightening prospect. Basically, what Mr. Evenson is saying is 
that the results he wants from the court is the only equitable result… to hell with the lawfully 
equitable outcome for New Republic/U.S.A. Group Ltd. and its Board of Directors and Leo E. 
Wanta. If property laws are observed and New Republic wins because the law is on their side, 
why… good grief! It’s inequitable for Pryor’s client, F & M Bank.  
 Even more frightening is that Judge Bayorgeon accepted Evenson’s rantings on this subject 
and granted his request for judgment on this basis.  Did he request evidence proving that Mr. 
Evenson’s statements about New Republic being Wanta’s “alter ego” were true?  No.  Judges in 
Wisconsin apparently don’t do things like require evidence to make decisions.  It sounded like a 
good excuse to Bayorgeon (who was promoted shortly after this decision) and he granted a 
judgment to give the property at 2101 North Edgewood Avenue to the State.  To hell with New 
Republic’s lawful rights to the assigned mortgage for which it had paid! 
 Judge Bayorgeon ignored the letters from Dr. Sali (linked above) – a man who worked with 
Wanta to de-nuke the missiles of the old Soviet Union when it became the Russian Federation.  It 
was convenient for him to accept Evenson’s ridiculous statement that New Republic/U.S.A. 
Financial Group Ltd. was an “alter ego” company belonging to an insane man who created this 
entity to defraud the State of Wisconsin from taxes that Wanta didn’t owe but Wisconsin wanted.  
As I’ve said before, Wisconsin tried to get Wanta declared insane – but three psych evaluations 
prove otherwise.  Wanta may be far more intelligent than those who exercised misbegotten power 
over him in the Wisconsin court system, but he is quite sane! 
 This entire mess makes me, as an American, ill.  I have visions of a brilliant man sitting on 

the floor of an undeserved jail cell (in 1996 when his family’s former residence in Appleton was 

finally stolen by the State of Wisconsin), handwriting responses for civil offenses he never 

committed and whose funds to purchase good legal counsel were made unavailable to him by the 
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state that was crucifying him for the debts of Falls Vending Service, Inc.   It makes me ill that a 

government entity paid for by taxes of the general public could so easily rationalize this kind of 

unlawful behavior and ruin a man’s life and that of his family.  In this particular case, in their 

ignorant arrogance, the State of Wisconsin also removed the source of the payment of America’s 

debt.  Were they ignorantly arrogant?  Or did the State of Wisconsin work hand-in-hand with 

federal authorities that wanted the money?  There will be more said about that in later chapters.                             

 One day while talking with a close friend of Leo Wanta’s on the phone, John O’Brien, I 

asked him if he could get to the Outagamie County Recorder’s Office and get a copy of the 

documents involving the Wanta mortgage.  He lives in Wisconsin and I don’t and it’s much more 

effective to deal directly with the people who have the records than it is to do it by telephone or 

mail.  Here’s one page of several mortgage documents for the Wanta address that John found: 



© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012  Page 68 

 

 



© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012  Page 69 
 

 The mortgage was definitely assigned to New Republic/U.S.A. Financial Group Ltd. 

 There are two New Republic companies that belong to Wanta.  The first was incorporated in 

the State of Mississippi.  It was closed when President George H.W. Bush decided he wanted an 

American company located in Europe to continue President Reagan’s program to destabilize the 

Soviet ruble. 

 A Notice to Dissolve/Revoke New Republic in Mississippi was filed with the Secretary of 
State’s office on October 26, 1989 before the second New Republic/U.S.A. Financial Group of 
Vienna, Austria, was established as New Republic/USA Financial Group, Ltd, GES.m.b.H. (the 
GES.m..b.H. is the equivalent to “Inc.” in America). New Republic became an Austrian 
Corporation, known as New Republic Financial Group Ltd. ES.m.b.H., Registration No. HRB 
41.851, Exhibit No. 1-1-11 No. 1, dated 04 February, 1991, Wien (Vienna), Austria, and had offices 
at Kartnerstrasse 28/15, A-1010. The telephone was 513.4235. Remember the date the company 
was founded… 4 February 1991.  It is absolute evidence that as of 1991 Leo Wanta was the 
Director General of New Republic in Austria and the Jackson, Mississippi office was closed.  
 The criminal tax charges did not emerge until 1992 and, as documented, are still based on 
unpaid Falls Vending Service, Inc. debts and taxes and the testimony in the Wanta criminal trial (in 
a later chapter) proves the Department of Revenue lied about which corporation – Mississippi or 
Austria – owned the property. Why? Because Tax Warrants unlawfully issued by Outagamie 
County, Wisconsin, were used as the basis for the 1995 criminal charges – and they are bogus – 
Falls Vending bogus. In short, had the Wisconsin Department of Revenue done the minimum 
research I, an old lady sitting at the foot of a mountain in the Colorado desert did, it would have 
known it was perpetrating a fraud on the court in Wanta’s 1995 criminal trial.  
 I believe they did know – especially after Assistant Attorney General J. Douglas Haag in the 
1995 criminal trial told the jury about the great expertise of Agent Dennis Ullman with the 
Wisconsin Department of Revenue. This old lady doesn’t have that kind of expertise… just a strong 
desire to find the truth. The prosecutors in Wanta’s criminal trial evidently lacked that same strong 
truth-seeking desire. They just wanted to put Wanta in a mental institution (which would give them 
control of his fortune and, unable to achieve that, they opted for “behind bars”).. LINK 1 
 The second New Republic was formed after the dissolution of the Mississippi Group so all 
debts and assets of the Mississippi Company could be absorbed by the new Austrian corporation. 
Wanta moved to Vienna in 1988. He was given legal Austrian residency in June of 1988. To be 
allowed legal residency in Austria requires resident presence in the country and a thorough police 
investigation. Wanta was probably in Austria most of 1988 because he received legal Austrian 
residency in June 1988… the fact that he got legal residency attests to the fact that he was there 
most of the year and that he had a clean record. The Austrians don’t hand out legal residency to just 
anyone. 
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 New Republic Mississippi paid the Wanta mortgage off in July of 1988; the Austrian 

company paid the debts and received the assets of the Mississippi New Republic/U.S.A. Financial 

Group Ltd. when corporate papers were filed in Austria.  New Republic Austria owned the 

Assignment of Mortgage at the time Christopher Evenson was helping Wisconsin steal the Wanta 

home in 1996-97. 

 The Assignment of Mortgage to New Republic is signed by Timothy A. DeBoth, a Vice 

President and Edward J. Scherrer, an Executive Vice President of Associated Bank, N.A. (formerly 

known as The First National Bank of Neenah).   The signatures are Notarized (the form is too long 

to show the signature of the Notary, but it is there).  A bank does not just hand its collateral for a 

loan to another bank/company without first being paid… so the Wantas’ mortgage loan HAD to be 

paid by New Republic for this form to be assigned to them and filed at the Recorder’s Office. 

 There are a couple of interesting things about the above form.  Take a look at the 

handwritten note in the upper right-hand corner of the document telling someone to put the form in 

the front basket because Mr. Wanta was going to pick it up… Leo Wanta was out of the country for 

an extended period when this transaction occurred.  If anyone was going to pick it up, it was not 

him.  Who wrote the note?  Who picked up the form? 

 Why is that interesting and what does it have to do with the take-down of America’s most 

successful intelligence operative?   

 New Republic, an Austrian Title 18 Section 6 Corporation (New Republic was George H.W. 

Bush’s code name) was owned by Leo Emil Wanta.  New Republic paid off the mortgage as part of 

a retirement arrangement between the company and Wanta, its Director General (Directeur General 

in Austria).  But the lengths to which the Wisconsin Department of Revenue and the Courts went so 

a bank (F & M) that made a large loan to Falls Vending Service, could implicate Wanta and file suit 

against him go far, far beyond reasonable.  The lengths to which they were willing to go to get their 

hands on Wanta’s home in Appleton bordered on insanity – arrogance beyond belief.  That is the 

point I want readers to get clearly in mind. 

 Leo Wanta has said since the first day I talked with him in February 2009 that his home on 

Edgewood – his wife and youngest son were living there at the time – was stolen by the Wisconsin 

Department of Revenue, and it certainly appears his statement is accurate. 

 In light of the assignment of the mortgage to New Republic on October 26, 1988 as shown 

on the above form filed with the Recorder’s Office, how was the State of Wisconsin able to by-pass 

that Assignment of Mortgage and take possession of Leo and Joanne Wanta’s home in Appleton 
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and have the County Sheriff put it up for sale in 1996 to pay tax liens for which Falls Vending 

Service, Inc. was responsible… a company for which Wanta held not a single share of ownership, a 

company the Wisconsin Courts validated Wanta’s non-ownership in any way? 

 Can a Department of Revenue be so corrupted?  Can a court system be so corrupted?   It 

sounds like a bad movie about a group of public officials “in bed” with organized crime.  Could this 

be payment for Wanta’s successful undercover operation that resulted in the arrest and conviction of 

Frank “Bals” Balistrieri and his two sons?  I have searched and searched for the answer to those 

questions.  Without a Grand Jury investigation, it is impossible to find truthful answers – and maybe 

not even then.  Wisconsin Governor Scott Walked refuses to involve himself in an investigation of 

the matter. Before making such damning documents available to the public, believe me I tried to get 

him to intervene. 

 Remember those Chapter Three Department of Revenue tax liens that were filed against Leo 

Wanta… tax liens for the debts of Falls Vending Company – the company in which Wanta had no 

ownership interest and had three Wisconsin Court Decisions attesting to that fact? 

 Federal District Court Judge Reynolds’ Decision was handed down from the Bankruptcy 

Court in 1984.  Judge Robert T. McGraw handed down his Decision in 1985.  Judge Rehbein’s 

Decision from the Administrative Law Division was handed down in January 1989.  (There is a link 

to all three Decisions at the end of this chapter).   The Reynolds Decision specifically FOUND 

AGAINST THE CLAIMS MADE BY F & M BANK THAT WANTA WAS RESPONSIBLE FOR 

THE DEBTS OF FALLS VENDING.  JUDGE REYNOLDS FOUND IN FAVOR OF WANTA, 

SPECIFICALLY TELLING F & M BANK AND ITS COUNSEL THAT LEO E. WANTA HAD 

NO FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE DEBTS OR TAXES OF FALLS VENDING 

SERVICE, INC.  Yet FOUR YEARS LATER, in 1988, a lawyer involved in Case Number 83-CV-

1073, C. Scott Pryor, filed another Falls Vending case in Waukesha County Circuit Court, and 

created a maze of errors – what appears to be bizarre legal tactics designed to win a case.  The 

discrepancies can be followed by readers because a link to each of the court documents is provided.  

 I’ve looked at the files and analyzed them thoroughly.  I’m not a lawyer, but what was done 

in these court cases would be called fraudulent concealment if a defendant did what legal counsel 

for the plaintiff did in these two cases.  Is it still fraudulent concealment when a plaintiff or its legal 

counsel (rather than the defendant) conceals facts which, if made known, change the outcome of a 

judicial decision?  If so, it is an action that eliminates the protection to the statute of limitations for 

whoever commits the offense.   
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 Fraudulent concealment is defined as knowing and intentionally failing to share potentially 

harmful information when a duty to speak exists.  Lawyers owe a fiduciary duty of loyalty and 

confidence to their clients.  Mr. Pryor had an obligation to give loyalty and confidence to F & M 

Bank, in other words.  However, there is an equally important obligation to disclose materially 

adverse information to the other side of a transaction. 

 When a lawyer gives a Sworn Statement – when anyone does -- in a court case, withholding 

information from a judge or telling outright untruths because it will be harmful to their client can 

result in liability for conspiracy, fraudulent concealment, or aiding and abetting in the commission 

of a fraud upon the court, not just to the lawyer, but to the client represented by the lawyer.  

 It may be that a lawyer providing untruthful information to a judge is guilty of fraud upon 

the court.  As I said, I’m not a lawyer and I don’t know.  I can merely express opinions about what 

things look like from a common sense perspective of an interested citizen. 

 What is “fraud upon the court?”   

 In Demjanjule v. Petrovsky, 10 F. 3d 338 at 352 (6th Cir 1993), the court relies upon 
Professor Moore's frequently cited definition of fraud upon the court. Professor Moore 
explained fraud upon the court as follows: 
 
 "Fraud upon the court should...embrace only that species of fraud which does or 
attempts to, subvert the integrity of the court itself, or is a fraud perpetrated by officers of 
the court, so that the judicial machinery cannot perform in the usual manner its impartial 
task of adjudging cases that are presented for adjudication, and relief should be denied in 
the absence of such conduct." 
 
 "While an attorney should represent his client with singular loyalty, that loyalty 
obviously does not demand that he act dishonestly or fraudulently: on the contrary, his 
loyalty to the court, as an officer thereof, demands integrity and honest dealing with the 
court. And when he departs from that standard in conduct of a case, he perpetrates fraud 
upon the court." 
 

 I report, you decide.   As you read the following questions I ask of Mr. Pryor, ask yourself if 

he committed fraud upon the court.  Ambassador Wanta thinks he did… so do I. 

 What follows is the final example of the 1980s unlawful actions in Wisconsin courts taken 

against Leo Wanta.  There are numerous examples that could be provided here, but this is the case – 

the only case -- “they” won.  They had to win a case.  If they did not, how would they defend 

themselves against potential lawsuits filed by an innocent man who, someone probably realized at 

some point, had been abused by the Department of Revenue and the court system?   By winning just 

one tax case, they could offer probable cause for the remaining unlawful actions filed against Leo 
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Wanta that were dismissed.  Perhaps that’s why they were so desperate to win and perhaps that is 

the excuse they used to justify what appears to be unlawful actions.  Or, perhaps they were working 

hand-in-glove with the CIA and other “agent provocateurs,” as Wanta calls them, to get a share of 

the trillion dollar pie.  As I keep saying, $27.5 trillion is a lot of money. 

 Following is my public letter to C. Scott Pryor, attorney at law, Wisconsin Bar.  He no 

longer practices law.  Rather, he teaches law at Regent University.  I have some questions I want to 

ask him and this is probably the only means I can use to ask them.  He may never read them and 

likely will never answer, but the questions need to be asked. 

 Dear Mr. Pryor: 

 The following data involves Case 83-CV-1073 and Case 88-CV-1043 and offers solid 

evidence that attacks by you as legal counsel for F & M Bank against Leo E. Wanta were, indeed, 

violations of his civil rights in every way!  After I read the documents involved in these two cases, I 

couldn’t believe the words on the papers in front of me were true.  Logic dictates what these court 

documents say would not be supported by the law-abiding citizens of Wisconsin.  The entire nation 

saw the fairness of Wisconsin Cheese Heads in 2012 when they supported the lawful election of 

their Governor, Scott Walker. 

 Because I hold Wisconsin citizens in high regard, I thought, surely Waukesha County 

Courts had neglected sending some of the documents for these two cases.  To make sure, I sent a 

second FAX to the court – over a year after I purchased the complete files.  Here is a link to the 

record of those communications. LINK 2  As their response to my inquiry indicates, they have 61 

pages of text regarding this case.  I counted what they sent me in July 2011 – they said that was all 

they had at that time – and it is 45 non-duplicated pages (I paid for some duplicates).  So there are 

16 pages remaining for me to read. 

 Here is the case as I read the 45 pages of records in my possession.  I invite your comments 

and explanations.  Should you choose to make them, I will publish them along with an evaluation – 

hopefully by a Member of the Bar.  I will make it possible for readers to read any documents you 

send.  Perhaps this time we can provide an unbiased environment to come to a judgment of whether 

Ambassador Lee Emil Wanta was treated fairly by the Department of Revenue and the Wisconsin 

Courts in this matter. 

 Case No. 83-CV-1073, was originally filed May 4, 1983 in the State of Wisconsin.  This 

case is F & M Bank vs. Falls Vending Service, Joanne E Wanta, Leo E. Wanta, Robert G.  Pyzyk, 
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et al.  Attorney Pyzyk (see Chapter Three)?  The same attorney who wrote the letter to Sheriff 

Klink?  Yep.  The same.   

  

 Before I begin an analysis of these two cases, it is important to note that the Court Docket 
for Case 83-CV-1073 correctly shows 1073 was filed against Leo E. Wanta AND Falls Vending 
Service, Inc. In 1984, four years before you, Mr. Pryor, began making demands on Mr. Wanta and 
re-filing court documents in this case, Federal District Court Judge John W. Reynolds handed down 
his Decision in the Falls Vending bankruptcy case filed against Leo E. Wanta by your client, F & M 
Bank, saying that Want had no standing or financial responsibility for Falls Vending Service, Inc. 
Not only were you informed that Want was not responsible for the debts or the taxes of Falls 
Vending, SO TOO WAS YOUR CLIENT, F & M BANK. You proceeded, knowing Wanta had no 
responsibility for these debts. You “disappeared” the 1983 Falls Vending name in the 1988 case 
against Leo Wanta. The Court Docket for 1073 clearly shows 83-CV-1073 is filed against Falls 
Vending. You did everything you could do to make it appear this case from 1983 was against Leo 
Wanta, not Falls Vending. That suggests to me that you knew of the judgments that had been 
handed down from three different Wisconsin Court systems. Much of the information that 
will be discussed appears on the Court Docket for this case… e.g., the fact that the case was 
dismissed on June 20, 1985, the fact that F & M Bank won only a partial judgment, and many other 
details.  You can view the Court Docket for 83-CV-1073 here.  I will be referring to it often in the 
following pages.    You will find the most important statistics at the top of the form.   
 To readers (as opposed to Mr. Pryor), remember this; it’s important:  Case 83-CV-1073 was 

filed against Falls Vending Service, Inc. and Leo E. Wanta and the Court Docket says the disposal 

of the case was by dismissal on June 20, 1985.  (See Court Docket Link 3 for verification.) 

 That Docket is the Court’s official record of what occurred in this case.  It is significant to 

bear in mind that the Waukesha County Court told me in their email (I specifically asked about the 

documents from 1983 because they provided none) that they only have 61 pages of court documents 

for Cases 83-CV-1073 and 88-CV-1043.  I have 45 pages and have requested the remaining pages.  

The number of records listed on the Docket represent far more than 16 pages of missing court 

documents.  Their own Docket, then, proves that pages are missing from the court files because the 

45 pages I have provide no documents from the case filed in 1983.  They have mysteriously 

disappeared.  Where did they go?   

 For readers, the “83” in the first case number indicates the year it was filed (1983) as “88” in 

the second case number indicates the year it was filed (1988). 
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 Mr. Pryor, this case, along with other cases involving Falls Vending Service, Inc. and 

Ambassador Wanta, are gaining notoriety internationally because actions taken by the State of 

Wisconsin against this defendant in the 1980s – questionable actions, at best – may have prevented 

the substantial funds Wanta earned while working as Personal Intelligence Coordinator for then 

President Ronald W. Reagan from investing in our economy and paying off America’s debt -- $27.5 

trillion of lost funds, in total.  A fair evaluation of F & M Bank’s Case 83-CV-1073 (a/k/a 88-CV-

1043, a case never filed according to the available court records) is seen by many people as making 

possible the spurious criminal charges filed by the State of Wisconsin against Ambassador Wanta 

for criminal tax evasion in 1995 causing the Swiss Sûreté to believe they should arrest the 

Ambassador… after all, according to the State of Wisconsin, he had a non-criminal civil record of 

non-payment of taxes in his home state. 

 As I mentioned above, three judgments were handed down by State of Wisconsin judiciary 

(Federal District Court 1984, Waukesha Circuit Court 1985, and the Administrative Law Division 

1989) stating that Mr. Wanta had no responsibility for any of the debts of Falls Vending Services, 

Inc.   83-CV-1073 was filed before any of those judgments were handed down.  However, Mr. 

Pryor, you allowed the case to sit in limbo for four years so by the time it was settled in early 1989, 

two of the three judicial decisions legally alleviating Wanta of financial responsibilities for Falls 

Vending were on the books.  You totally ignored them.  In fact, you made sure the words “Falls 

Vending Service, Inc.” appeared nowhere in your 1988 filings regarding 83-CV-1073 and 88-CV-

1043 – quite a coincidence, the similarity in case numbers, yes? 

 Such behavior on the part of a Member of the Bar in any state leaves those interested in the 

injustice done against Wanta shaking their heads.  Your Judgment for what you tell the Court is a 

$428,254.95 amount on behalf of F & M Bank involving debts of Falls Vending Service, Inc. made 

it possible for state agent provocateurs to steal $23 trillion from the American people and $4.5 

trillion from Ambassador Wanta.  You handled this case that brought charges against Wanta for the 

debts of Falls Vending Service, Inc.  You won – in spite of previous Wisconsin judicial decisions 

that found Wanta to have absolutely no responsibility for the debts of Falls Vending Service, Inc.  

You won on a technicality… a technicality it appears you also created. 

 Hopefully, the above comments will explain the reasons for this letter.   Because these 

questions are being asked in a public forum, I want to give you every chance to provide information 

that might change the only logical conclusion to which people can otherwise arrive when reading 

the information provided by the court. 
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 THE COURT DOCKET SAYS CASE 83-CV-1073 WAS DISMISSED ON JUNE 20, 

1985.  

 QUESTION:  If the case was dismissed, how could there be an active Judgment on behalf 

of F & M Bank (your client), remaining on the books in 1988 when you once again began to 

aggressively pursue this case?  Your Sworn Statement regarding 83-CV-1073 does not inform the 

Court: 

  1.  As can be seen in the Court Docket, after a Motion to Re-open was filed by 

Defendant Wanta on November 24, 1983, on December 5, 1983, a Supplement to Motion, Affidavit 

and three Affidavits of Service were filed. 

  2.  On December 12, 1983, a PARTIAL SATISFACTION OF JUDGMENT was 

filed (See Court Docket).   

  3.  On January 3, 1984, F&M Bank AGREED NOT TO EXECUTE THE 

PARTIAL JUDGMENT UNTIL THE WANTAS’ (LEO AND JOANNE) CLAIM AGAINST 

GUARANTORS WAS SETTLED.  (See Court Docket link for verification.)  There are no 

documents in the Waukesha Circuit Court files indicating the claim against the Guarantors was ever 

settled.  If it was not, F & M Bank violated this agreement. 

  4.  Notification to Judge McGraw of his own Decision involving the Doro case (83-

CV-452, Waukesha County) wherein he ruled on behalf of Wanta; nor was Judge McGraw told by 

you of Federal District Court Judge Reynolds’ Decision stating that “Wanta has no standing” 

because he was only an employee of Falls Vending Service, Inc., not an owner.   

      This information was never provided to Judge Robert T. McGraw when 83-CV-1073 

“became” (quite by magic) 88-CV-1043 – though Waukesha County apparently has no record of a 

re-filing of 1073 or any record for a case titled 88-CV-1043 in their files when I ordered all of the 

Wanta court transcripts from Waukesha, Outagamie, and three other counties. This case number is, 

however, used interchangeably with 83-CV-1073 as if they are the same case.  I have made enquiry 

of the Waukesha Circuit Court regarding this matter.  See LINK 2.  

 THE JUDGMENT (WHICH IS CONSTANTLY REFERRED TO IN THE COURT 

TRANSCRIPTS) WAS PUT ON HOLD JANUARY 13, 1984… AND IT WAS ONLY A 

PARTIAL JUDGMENT THAT F & M BANK AGREED NOT TO EXECUTE UNTIL THE 

WANTAS’ CLAIM AGAINST GUARANTORS WAS SETTLED.  AS STATED, I CAN FIND 

NO DOCUMENTATION IN THE FILE INDICATING THE WANTA CLAIM WAS EVER 

SETTLED.  I WOULD APPRECIATE KNOWING IF SUCH A DOCUMENT EXISTS.  
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 QUESTION:  Can you please provide guidance as to where other legal documents 

providing history for 83-CV-1073 and 88-CV-1043 can be found?  Things appear to have been 

bounced around from one county to the other and it is difficult to know where to look for a truthful 

answer.  I found Waukesha County Transcript No. 880372 listed in a notebook for Outagamie 

County, but it is a Waukesha file.  I have requested it. 

 QUESTION:  Can you please provide or tell me where I can find a re-filing of 83-CV-1073 

in Judge McGraw’s Court under a different case number or where Case No. 88-CV-1043 was filed? 

 SOME OF THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTS MAKE UP THE FILES SENT TO 

ME BY THE WAUKESHA CIRCUIT COURT: 

 April 4, 1988, Case No. 88-CV-1043, Garnishment Complaint, F&M Bank, Plaintiff, 

Leo E. Wanta and Joanne E. Wanta, Defendants and Address; AmeriChina Global 

Management Group, Inc., FILED BY MR. PRYOR IN JUDGE ROBERT T. MC GRAW’S 

COURT, NO APPROPRIATE ADDRESS PROVIDED FOR THIS NEVADA 

CORPORATION; NO COURT CASE NUMBERED 88-CV-1043 IS IN THE WAUKESHA 

COUNTY COURT FILE BUT THIS DOCUMENT IS COURT STAMPED 88CV1043.  .  

YOU REFER TO THE WANTAS AS “ENGAGED IN A VENDING BUSINESS.”  THEY 

WERE NOT “ENGAGED IN A VENDING BUSINESS.”  THIS IS AN OUTRIGHT LIE IN 

A SWORN STATEMENT TO THE COURT BY YOU, MR. PRYOR.  MR. WANTA, AS 

NUMEROUS COURT DECISIONS POINT OUT, WAS MERELY AN EMPLOYEE OF 

FALLS VENDING SERVICE, INC.  THIS IS AN UNTRUTH INJECTED INTO A COURT 

SWORN STATEMENT BY YOU AND IS PROVEN UNTRUE BY WISCONSIN COURT 

DECISIONS – ONE BY JUDGE MC GRAW HIMSELF IN WAUKESHA COUNTY.  LINK 

4 

 April 7, 1988, NO CASE NUMBER, NO ADDRESS WHERE SERVICE WAS MADE, 

signed by Valerie (last name illegible – no typed name), Deputy Sheriff, County of OUTAGAMIE.  

“I served the within Garnishee Summons and Garnishee Complaint” on the named defendant Leo E. 

Wanta and Joanne E. Wanta by then and there “delivering to and leaving with Leo E. Wanta.”  

There should be a signature by Leo E. Wanta (or someone) acknowledging Service – but there 

is not.   How does anyone know the documents were delivered to “Leo E. Wanta?”  Without the 

appropriate verifications, this is mere hearsay, isn’t it?   LINK 5 

 April 7, 1988, NO CASE NUMER, NO ADDRESS WHERE SERVICE WAS MADE, 

Garnishee Summons and Garnishee Complaint; Garnishee is AmeriChina Global Management 
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Group, Inc.  There is no notation anywhere on the document you filed establishing that AmeriChina 

is a Nevada Corporation.  Service should have been made at the company’s home address which is 

not shown anywhere on the Certificate of Service form signed by /Valerie (illegible last name), 

Deputy Sheriff.  Instead, the Service was made to Leo E. Wanta, “its President,” assuming that a 

President who was temporarily in Wisconsin at a branch office where he got mail has access to 

documents requested of a Nevada Corporation. Is a branch office where mail is delivered 

considered corporate headquarters for a company in Wisconsin?  I am confident anyone licensed by 

the Bar in the State of Wisconsin knows that legal matters involving a corporation fall under the 

auspices of the Wisconsin Uniform Commercial Code… yet the acknowledgement of that fact is 

totally missing throughout this case (regardless of which Case Number one uses).  LINK 6 

 April 9, 1988, Case No. 88 CV 1043, ANSWER AND MOTION, F & M BANK 

PLANTIFF, LEO E. WANTA and JOANNE E. WANTA, DEFENDANTS, and AMERICHINA 

GLOBAL MANAGEMENT GROUP, INC., Garnishee Defendant.  In this response to the 

Complaint of F&M Bank, Mr. Wanta makes clear that the Pryor Complaint fails to state that the 

Judgment is docketed in Outagamie, not Waukesha, County and moves for a Dismissal and a 

request for a change of venue from Waukesha to Outagamie County.  There is no response from the 

Court to this request in the file.  IT WAS IGNORED because of the phony case number (88-CV-

1043) created and assigned by you, Mr. Pryor, to the Document being filed with the Court.  The 

Court had no record of 88-CV-1043.  The case number their records show is 83-CV-1073.  LINK 7 

 April 24, 1988, Case No. 88-CV-1043, NOTICE OF DEPOSITION AND REQUEST FOR 

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS.  It is critical to understand the unlawful outcome of this case 

that readers look at the bold/underlined Case No.:  88-CV-1043, above.  Remember it! 

 Wanta is notified pursuant to 804.05(2) that F&M Bank “will conduct a deposition of Leo 

Wanta, President of AmeriChina Global Management Group, Inc., at 1:00 P.M. on the 10th day of 

June, 1988.”  The case for which Wanta is to be deposed, 88-CV-1043, which does not (according 

to court transcript records) exist.  LINK 8 

 As I read 804.05, Mr. Pryor,  

 804.05  Depositions upon oral examination.  

 (1)  When depositions may be taken. After commencement of the action, except as 

provided in s. 804.015, any party may take the testimony of any person including a party by 

deposition upon oral examination. The attendance of witnesses may be compelled by subpoena as 

provided in s. 805.07. The attendance of a party deponent or of an officer, director or 

http://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/statutes/804.015
http://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/statutes/805.07
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managing agent of a party may be compelled by notice to the named person or attorney 

meeting the requirements of sub. (2) (a). Such notice shall have the force of a subpoena addressed 

to the deponent. The deposition of a person confined in prison may be taken only by leave of court 

on such terms as the court prescribes, except when the party seeking to take the deposition is the 

state agency or officer to whose custody the prisoner has been committed.  

 (2) Notice of examination: general requirements; special notice; non-stenographic 

recording; production of documents and things; deposition of organization.  

 (a) A party desiring to take the deposition of any person upon oral examination shall give 

reasonable notice in writing to every other party to the action. The notice shall state the time 

and place for taking the deposition and the name and address of each person to be examined, 

if known, and, if the name is not known, a general description sufficient to identify the person 

or the particular class or group to which the person belongs. If a subpoena requiring the 

production of materials is to be served on the person to be examined, the designation of the 

materials to be produced as set forth in the subpoena shall be attached to or included in the 

notice. 

 FIRST AND FOREMOST, your Notice of Deposition and Request for Production of 

Documents was issued for Case 88-CV-1043 – a non-existent case, according to the court records.  

“Depositions may be taken AFTER COMMENCEMENT OF THE ACTION.  Since no action had 

been filed, it seems to me that no Depositions could be demanded of Mr. Wanta under 1043.   

 Your Notice of Deposition DID NOT GIVE the corporate address of AmeriChina Global 

Management Inc., in Carson City, Nevada.  It gave the mail address of the company’s President, 

Leo E. Wanta.  No Notice of Deposition was lawfully served on the owners of the property 

demanded by your Notice, AmeriChina Global Management, Inc. under 804.05(2)(a).  “…the name 

and ADDRESS of each person to be examined.”  AmeriChina is a foreign corporation and is not “a 

person to be examined” and no Notice was served to AmeriChina Global Management, Inc. of 

Carson City, Nevada.  You have been very careful to make sure Judge McGraw does not know 

that AmeriChina is a Nevada corporation.  As a foreign corporation, its corporate rights fall 

under the laws defined by the Wisconsin Uniform Commercial Code.  Had you followed the 

law regarding AmeriChina Global Management, Inc., a Nevada corporation, would Judge 

McGraw have issued the Order to Appear Before Court Commissioner on 5 May 1988?  I 

don’t believe so – I don’t think any reasonable person believes so.   

http://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/statutes/804.05%282%29%28a%29
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 THERE WAS NO LAWFUL NOTICE OF DEPOSITION AND REQUEST FOR 

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS SERVED TO AMERICHINA GLOBAL MANAGEMENT 

GROUP, INC., IN NEVADA, AS REQUIRED BY THE UNIFORM COMMERCIAL CODE AND 

NO LAWFUL NOTICE OF DEPOSITION TO AMERICHINA UNDER SECTION 804.05(2)(a).  

If I have misinterpreted this important point, please tell me in what way and where. 

 April 29, 1988 (I assume it was 1988… Shirley M. Hornbach did not state the year, only the 

month and day) AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING.    No documents were attached as Hornbach stated 

they would be; whatever she sent was sent to Leo E. Wanta, President (corporation name omitted), 

2101 North Edgewood Avenue, Appleton WI 54911.  There is insufficient information contained in 

this AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING for it to be lawful Service… no case number, no description of 

what was mailed, no corporation name, etc.  Ms. Hornbach was mailing unknown documents to 

someone who was President of something.  LINK 9 

 April 29, 1988, 88-CV-1043; Letter from C. Scott Pryor to Judge Robert T. McGraw, re     

F & M Bank vs. Leo E. and Joanne E. Wanta and AmeriChina Global Management, Inc. (the other 

defendants have magically disappeared – no documentation as to why in the files).  The letter 

indicates to Judge McGraw that the official address of AmeriChina Global Management Group, 

Inc., is the address given for Mr. Wanta as his residence (though he did not live at that address at 

the time – his wife, from whom he was separated, lived at the Edgewood Avenue address.  Your 

Notification to Judge McGraw in no way informs His Honor that AmeriChina is a Nevada 

Corporation entitled to the protections of the Uniform Commercial Code in that State regarding its 

private records.  Because it is a corporation, more than a paid employee like a President must agree 

to make such records available… there is a Board of Directors to which the President of a company 

is held responsible and the corporation was a Nevada, not a Wisconsin, corporation.   LINK 10 

 May 4, 1988:  83-CV-1073,  Request for an “Order to Appear Before Court Commissioner” 

– but, Mr. Pryor, the Notice of Deposition sent to Mr. Wanta was issued for Case 88-CV-1043, not 

Case 83-CV-1073 which makes all of your statements in your request for an Order to Appear untrue 

– so there was no just cause to request this Order under 1073.  The original request for a deposition 

went to Mr. Wanta as 88-CV-1043 (A COPY OF THE DOCUMENT IS PROVIDED AT LINK 8), 

not 83-CV-1073, yet your request for Judge McGraw to sign an Order to Appear Before Court 

Commissioner was for 83-CV-1073.  It was, thus, fraud upon the court.  It may have been an 

innocent mistake, but it doesn’t change the fact that you provided Judge McGraw with untruthful 

information to gain an Order to Appear Before Court Commissioner by Wanta from McGraw.  I 
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rather doubt it was an innocent mistake, Mr. Pryor, because of the skillful way the case numbers 

were interchanged on numerous occasions.  Whenever you communicate with the Judge, you use 

83-CV-1073 – his case of record; whenever you communicate with Wanta, it is 88-CV-1043.  

Everything was done under 1043 until it came time to start asking the Judge for Orders… and 

things slipped quietly back into 1073.  You filed this Request for Order to Appear in Case 1073 

when the Defendant had been notified to appear for the taking of a deposition under 83-CV-1043.  

There were no grounds for this Order to be requested or signed and nowhere in this file do you ever  

correct your “error.”  You are in the process of creating contempt of court by Mr. Wanta, seeding 

confusion through your misuse of case numbers as your reason for judgment.  Very clever… but 

unlawful. LINK 11  

 May 4, 1988:  83-CV-1073, Judge Robert T. McGraw, Waukesha Circuit Court Judge, 

signs an ORDER to APPEAR BEFORE COURT COMMISSIONER in the name of Leo E. Wanta. 

YOUR DEMAND TO MR. WANTA TO APPEAR BEFORE A COURT ADMINISTRATOR 

TO BE DEPOSED UNDER CASE 88-CV-1043, THERE HAD BEEN NO PREVIOUS 

NOTICE TO WANTA TO APPEAR FOR DEPOSITION FOR 83-CV-1073.  YOUR 

INITIAL NOTICE TO HIM CLEARLY STATES 88-CV-1043.  NO SUCH CASE HAD 

BEEN FILED (ACCORDING TO COURT RECORDS) AND WANTA DID NOT RESPOND 

– AS HE SHOULD NOT HAVE RESPONDED TO A CASE ON WHICH HE HAD 

RECEIVED NO NOTICE.  ALSO, THERE IS NO VERIFICATION OF SERVICE OF THIS 

ORDER IN THE WAUKESHA CIRCUIT COURT FILE OF 83-CV-1073.  An address for 

the Defendant is handwritten – it is his wife’s address from whom he has been separated for 

two years.  There is no “typed text” identifying an address for Wanta; the informal 

handwritten note gives no zip code and is obviously not a serious attempt at Service of this 

Order.  LINK 11, SAME AS ABOVE. 

 QUESTION:  How can a Judge Order a Defendant to appear on June 10, 1988 in a case that 

had (according to Waukesha Circuit Court Records) been Dismissed on June 20, 1985? (SEE 

COURT DOCKET) AND ON WHICH THERE WAS NO LEGITIMATE SERVICE? 

 QUESTION:   How can Court Commissioner Joseph D. Melendes Order a Defendant to 

appear on June 10, 1988 in a case that was (according to the Waukesha Circuit Court Docket) 

Dismissed on June 20, 1985 – 83-CV-1073?  
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 QUESTION:  How can a lawyer who is a Member of the Bar of the State of Wisconsin tell 

a Judge in 1988 that a full Judgment was made in a Waukesha Circuit Court Decision in 1983 when 

the Court Docket clearly states differently? 

 1.  83-CV-1073 A Partial Satisfaction of Judgment was filed on January 3, 1984 and F&M 

Bank agreed not to execute the Partial Satisfaction of Judgment until the Wantas’ claim against 

Guarantors was settled – and there is no mention in any Court Records of such a Settlement; and, 

 2.  83-CV-1073 Waukesha Circuit Court Records say 83-CV-1073 was Dismissed on June 

20, 1985. 

 QUESTION:  Are Court Records in existence which Waukesha Circuit Court did not 

provide me that would change the obvious conclusions to which one must come when reading the 

above list of “unusual occurrences”? 

 May 30, 1988, Case No. 88-CV-1043, Letter of Notification of ANSWER sent by 

Defendant Leo E. Wanta to Judge McGraw complete with names and addresses for Dreyfuss at 

F&M Bank, Pryor at his law firm, and Attorney Joseph Melendes, Waukesha County Court 

Commissioner as Notification of Answer.  This Letter of Notification of ANSWER is Stamped by 

the Court… the ANSWER is not.   LINK 12 

 May 30, 1988, Case No. 88-CV-1043, ANSWER OF DEFENDANT AND MOTION sent 

by Leo E. Wanta.  Wanta denies that F & M Bank has a legal judgment against either him or 

AmeriChina… THE STATEMENT IS IN AGREEMENT WITH THE WAUKESHA COURT 

DOCKET RE THIS/THESE CASE(S).  THIS DOCUMENT WAS ALSO IGNORED BY JUDGE 

MC GRAW (probably due to the faulty case number you assigned  -- 88-CV-1043 – rather than 83-

CV-1073, the case number Judge McGraw’s Court had on file).  Please note that this ANSWER 

does not carry a Court Stamp; only the letter written by Mr. Wanta has a Court Stamp.   LINK 13 

 NOTE:  IT SEEMS APPARENT THAT THE COURT IGNORES WANTA’S 

RESPONSES (NO COURT STAMPS) BECAUSE HE USES THE CASE NUMBER YOU 

PROVIDED HIM -- 88-CV-1043 – RATHER THAN 83-CV-1073 WHICH IS THE CASE 

NUMBER THE COURT HAS ON FILE AND IS THE CASE NUMBER YOU USE WHEN 

CORRESPONDING WITH JUDGE MC GRAW.   MR. WANTA RESPONDS TO THE NOTICE 

SENT BY YOU, MR. PRYOR, TO WIT:  “April 24, 1988, Case No. 88-CV-1043, NOTICE OF 

DEPOSITION AND REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS” (SEE LINK 8).  

THUS, ANY ERRORS THAT RESULT FROM THE FIRST USE (OR MISUSE) OF THIS CASE 

NUMBER MUST BE PLACED AT YOUR DOOR, MR. PRYOR, NOT THAT OF DEFENDANT 
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WANTA WHO WAS PUNISHED FOR NON-APPEARANCE IN A CASE WHERE HE HAD 

NOT BEEN NOTIFIED TO APPEAR. 

  June 16, 1988, 83-CV-1073:  AFFIDAVIT AND ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE FOR 

FAILURE TO APPEAR BEFORE COURT COMMISSIONER, Sworn Statement filed by C. 

Scott Pryor, swearing a Judgment was entered in the Record of the Waukesha Circuit Court on 

behalf of his client, F & M Bank in the sum of $428,244.95.  The Sworn Statement does not 

indicate a “Partial Settlement.”  It does not indicate an Agreement by his client, F & M Bank, to not 

exercise the Partial Settlement until the Wantas’ claim against the Guarantors was settled.  There is 

no indication of a Settlement the Wantas’ claim against the Guarantor.  Based on Waukesha Circuit 

Court Records, (the Court Docket for 1073) this Sworn Statement is questionable as to accuracy (at 

best questionable).  Mr. Pryor, in your Sworn Statement you swear you waited for twenty (20) 

minutes for Defendant Wanta to appear – but to appear regarding 88-CV-1043, not 83-CV-1073.   

Thus, the information contained in this Sworn Statement is a lie.  Court Commissioner Melendes 

verifies this “default” by Wanta.  NEITHER MELENDES OR MC GRAW HAVE READ THE 

WANTA ANSWER FILED WITH THE COURT ON MAY 30, 1988 PROBABLY DUE TO THE 

ERRONEOUS CASE NUMBER PROVIDED TO WANTA BY PRYOR – TO WHICH MR. 

WANTA APPROPRIATELY RESPONDED.  MR. PRYOR PLACES NO NOTIFICATION IN 

THE COURT RECORDS OF THE CASE NUMBER ERROR BUT REVERSES HIMSELF AND 

ONCE AGAIN, AFTER WANTA WHO IS EXPECTING A RESPONSE TO HIS ANSWER, 

DOES NOT APPEAR, USES CASE NUMBER 83-CV-1073 WHEN HE COMMUNICATES 

WITH JUDGE MC GRAW.  HOW IS A DEFENDANT SUPPOSED TO KEEP UP WITH THE 

ERRORS (INTENTIONAL OR OTHERWISE) INVOLVED HEREIN?  Are they errors?  Or are 

they fraud upon the Court?  LINK 14 

 June 16. 1988,  Case No. 83-CV-1073.  NO NOTICE OF DEPOSITION AND 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS HAS BEEN SENT TO MR. WANTA 

FOR CASE NO. 83-CV-1073 (MR. PRYOR’S NOTICE OF DEPOSITION AND REQUEST 

FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS WAS SENT TO MR. WANTA AS CASE NO. 88-

CV-1043 – SEE LINK 8).  I REPEAT:  THE NOTICE YOU SENT, MR. PRYOR, GIVING 

NOTICE OF DEPOSITION AND REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS WAS 

FOR CASE NO. 88-CV-1043, NOT 83-CV-1073 AS STATED IN THIS DOCUMENT -- 

MELENDES ACCEPTS THE UNTRUTHFUL STATEMENTS MADE IN PRYOR’S 

SWORN STATEMENT AND ORDERS WANTA TO APPEAR BEFORE JUDGE ROBERT 
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T. MC GRAW – FOR WHICH WANTA WILL LATER BE CITED FOR CONTEMPT OF 

COURT BECAUSE HE DOES NOT APPEAR TO TESTIFY IN 1073… HE HAD ONLY 

BEEN INFORMED OF 1043.  MELENDES OBVIOUSLY DOES NOT REQUIRE 

EVIDENCE OF LAWFUL SERVICE (EITHER THAT OR THE WAUKESHA CIRCUIT 

COURT HAS LOST EVIDENCE OF SERVICE AND IT IS NOT IN THEIR FILES).  ANY 

COURT ACTION THAT TAKES PLACE BEYOND THIS POINT VIOLATES MR. 

WANTA’S RIGHTS BEYOND BELIEF!  LINK 14 – SAME AS ABOVE. 

 You say in your Sworn Statement, Mr. Pryor, that the above-named defendant by order of 

the Honorable Robert T. McGraw, was ordered to appear and be deposed regarding Case Number 

83-CV-1073.  No, Mr. Pryor.  You never sent a demand to Leo E. Wanta that he appear before 

Court Commissioner Joseph D. Melendes with regard to 1073.  You demanded Leo E. Wanta 

appear and be deposed for Case 88-CV-1043 (for which the Waukesha Circuit Court has no records 

of being filed).   So again you lied in a Sworn Statement to the Court. 

 June 17, 1988, NO CASE NUMBER AVAILABLE, Certificate of Service from 

OUTAGAMIE COUNTY signed by Deputy Sheriff certifying “Service” of AFFIDAVIT AND 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE FOR FAILURE TO APPEAR BEFORE COURT COMMISSIONER.  

COURT STAMPED JUNE 27, 1988.  This Certification of Service is totally invalid because no 

Case Number appears on the document and neither does an address at which Service was made.  

The invalid document is accepted by and filed in the Waukesha Circuit Court on June 27, 1988.  

LINK 15 

 Filed  July 5, 1988, STATEMENT BY MR. PRYOR “otherwise than as a witness upon the 

trial” (WHAT TRIAL?) pursuant to Section 804.05 of the Wisconsin Statutes.   

 QUESTION: There is no record of service upon Defendant Wanta regarding your original 

Order that he appear for a Deposition.  No Case No. 88-CV-1043 has been filed in the Court – and 

the Waukesha Circuit Records indicate 83-CV-1073 was Dismissed – so for what case is Mr. Wanta 

supposed to appear and what records is he supposed to bring with him from a Wisconsin mail 

address for a company headquartered in Nevada?  This is a man who has been a resident of Vienna, 

Austria (documented by residency court records in Austria) since June 1988... the same period of 

time all of these nebulous legal demands are being delivered to where Mr. Wanta’s wife lives… the 

wife who in October 1995 testified in her divorce testimony (court transcript available) that she and 

Mr. Wanta had not lived under the same roof for over seven (7) years… and Mr. Wanta provided 

information to the Court that he lived outside of the United States… all of the various Judges being 
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assigned to Case Number 83-CV-1073 (none obviously read the Records).  IN VIEW OF ALL OF 

THAT, WHAT LAWFUL AUTHORITY DID ANYONE HAVE TO DEMAND MR. WANTA 

APPEAR BEFORE MR. MELENDES?  CASE 88-CV-1043 WAS NOT FILED AND WAS THUS 

NOT A LEGITIMATE CASE AND THE DEMAND FOR DEPOSITION FOR CASE 88-CV-1043 

IS BOGUS.  IN SHORT YOU ARE DEMANDING THAT WANTA PRODUCE RECORDS 

RELATED TO A CASE WHICH, ACCORDING TO THE WAUKESHA COUNTY COURTS, 

HAS NEVER BEEN FILED.  EVEN IF IT HAD BEEN FILED, THE CASE MR. WANTA WAS 

SERVED RE DEPOSITION AND THE PROVISION OF DOCUMENTS WAS 88-CV-1043, NOT 

83-CV-1073.  Nice slight of hand with the case numbers, but no cigar, Mr. Pryor. 

 The happenings in Judge McGraw’s courtroom are of particular interest because on April 4, 

1985 – three years before your July 16, 1988 unlawful filing in Judge McGraw’s Court – Judge 

Robert T. McGraw wrote an Order for Dismissal in Case No. 83-CV-452 stating “…Plaintiff’s 

attorney” (State of Wisconsin Department of Industry, Labor and Human Relations, et al) “is 

satisfied that Leo Wanta is not individually liable for any claimed wages owing to plaintiff.”    

LINK 16  Were you trying to hide from Judge McGraw the fact that he had already written one 

decision in favor of Mr. Wanta regarding Falls Vending Service Inc.? 

 The reason Mr. Wanta was not responsible to pay the wages claimed by a James Doro who 

worked for Falls Food & Vending Service, Inc., is because Mr. Wanta did not own a single share of 

Falls Vending.  He had NO form of investment in Falls Vending.  Yet, you make the claim in a 29 

March 1988 statement that “Leo E. Wanta and Joanne E. Wanta are adult individuals, located at 

2101 N. Edgewood Avenue in Appleton, Wisconsin 54911” (a lie – Mrs. Wanta, not Mr. Wanta, 

lived at the Edgewood Avenue address) “AND ARE ENGAGED IN A VENDING BUSINESS.”   

No, Mr. Pryor, they were not.  And had you bothered to pick up the telephone and contact the 

Wisconsin Secretary of State’s office and asked who owned Falls Vending, you would have known 

that.  Perhaps you did know but proceeded, anyway.  Perhaps you were afraid to call – then there 

would be a record that you knew this entire case was a fraud on the court. 

 JUDGE MC GRAW’S DECISION, WISCONSIN CIRCUIT COURT, APRIL 4, 1985, 

ORDER for Dismissal, Case # 83-CV-452: Wisconsin Department of Industry, Labor and Human 

Relations, et al, and James Doro, vs. Fall Food & Vending Service Inc., and Leo Wanta], which 

concerned a claim for wages.  Judge McGraw stated that “ Leo Wanta is not personally liable for 

any claimed wages owing to plaintiff."  LINK 16 SAME AS ABOVE 
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JUDGE REYNOLD'S DECISION, Federal District Court Judge, C.A. No. 84-C-359, Bankruptcy 

of Falls Vending Service, Inc., September 7, 1984.  “Wanta is only an employee of the company 

[Falls Vending Service]. The owner of the company cannot confer standing on a non-lawyer 

employee by stipulation or otherwise.”  This Decision was made four years before you began 

demanding Mr. Wanta appear before you to be deposed for a Falls Vending case in which three 

major court Decisions had been handed down stating Wanta was not responsible for the debts or 

taxes of Falls Vending.  (Brackets added by author.)  LINK 17 

 THE $428,244.95 YOU WERE DEMANDING MR. AND MRS. WANTA PAY DECLARED 

THE WANTAS HAD AN OWNERSHIP INTEREST IN FALLS VENDING SERVICE, INC., -- THEY 

DID NOT!   THIS WAS IN YOUR SWORN STATEMENT TO THE COURT.  ALL IT WOULD 

HAVE TAKEN TO DETERMINE THIS WOULD HAVE BEEN FOR YOU TO READ JUDGE 

ROBERTS’ DECISION WHICH WAS HANDED DOWN FOUR YEARS BEFORE YOU BEGAN 

SEEKING JUDGMENT IN 1988 FOR 1073 AND 1043)!  ANY LAWYER INTERESTED IN JUSTICE 

WOULD HAVE DONE SO. 

 THUS, THE ENTIRE AGGRESSIVE PURSUIT OF THE WANTAS FOR THIS DEBT WAS 

BASED ONLY ON WINNING – ON GREED!  YOU CANNOT REFER TO SOMETHING THAT DID 

THIS MUCH DAMAGE AS “A MISTAKE.”  F & M BANK SOUGHT PAYMENT OF A LARGE 

DEBT HAVING TO DO WITH A LARGE LOAN TO FALLS VENDING FOR THE PURCHASE OF 

COMMERCIAL PROPERTY – AND NEITHER MR. OR MRS. WANTA WERE RESPONSIBLE FOR 

ANY SUMS OWED F & M BANK BECAUSE THEY HAD NO OWNERSHIP POSITION IN FALLS 

VENDING SERVICES, INC.  AS I RECALL READING IN OTHER FILES, F & M BANK SOLD THE 

FALLS FOUNDRY PROPERTY FOR $830,000.00 – THEY PROFITED QUITE NICELY ON THEIR 

$500,000 LOAN TO FALLS VENDING, DIDN’T THEY?  A $428,244.95 JUDGMENT AGAINST 

THE WANTAS, A FORCED SALE OF THEIR HOME WHICH HAD A MORTGAGE ASSIGNMENT 

TO MR. WANTA’S COMPANY, NEW REPUBLIC, AND AN $830,000.00 SALES PRICE ON THE 

FALLS VENDING PROPERTY. 

 JUDGE REHBEIN’S DECISION, WISCONSIN ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT,  

February 22, 1989, REVERSAL OF TRIBUNAL DECISION ON APPEAL:  “Leo Wanta is not 

personally liable for the tax delinquencies of Falls Vending Service, Inc.”  LINK 18 

 Thus, we have TWO Judicial Decisions in 1984 and 1985 and one Judicial Decision in 
January 1989 stating that Leo Wanta is not responsible for the debts (including taxes) of Falls 
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Vending Service, Inc.  Yet, in June of 1988 cases are being filed – unlawful cases it appears – on 

behalf of F & M Bank involving funds owed the bank by Falls Vending Service, Inc., owned by 

Jerome Engle / Jerry Engel.   

 If a Defendant’s counsel had handled this case the way you did, Mr. Pryor, it appears to be 

Fraudulent Concealment.  Since you were the Plaintiff’s counsel, perhaps it is better termed “Fraud 

on the Court.”  I can’t say which it is because I’m not a lawyer licensed to “do business” in the State 

of Wisconsin (thank God!).  The name “Falls Vending” has disappeared from all of your 1988 

filings, in both 83-CV-1073 and 88-CV-1043, but the Court Docket for 1073 makes clear that the 

debts for which you are suing Leo E. and Joanne E. Wanta are the debts of Falls Vending, not of the 

Wantas.   Judge McGraw was not informed about your 88-CV-1043 error and Mr. Wanta’s 

ANSWER to your 1043 Demand of him – it was never stamped by the Court Clerk… she didn’t 

have a Case 88-CV-1043; she just had a case 83-CV-1073.  Is that why you changed the case 

number… so Wanta’s responses would not be stamped and accepted by the Court? 

 And, why the four year delay?  If  F & M Bank had a valid Judgment in hand from the 1983 

case… what happened?  I rather doubt F & M Bank let so much time elapse if, as you say, a lawful 

judgment of $428,244.85 hung in the balance.  It appears the bank was awaiting the Tribunal Board 

Decision  signed by a Don Millis (which was reversed by Judge Rehbein).  The Tribunal Board  

found Wanta responsible for a debt of Falls Vending Service, Inc.   Judge Rehbein’s Decision 

clearly reversed the Tribunal Board.  You saw an opening to win a case based on a Tribunal Board 

Decision you knew would be reversed on Appeal and, like all fools who rush in where wise men 

fear to tread, you rushed in… and lied to the court.  As I have said, $27.5 trillion is a lot of money. 

 Please do not suggest the Tax Warrants issued in the Wanta name by Outagamie County 

have any validity.  They, too, are taxes due for Falls Vending Service, Inc., a company for which 

the Wantas had and have no ownership interest or tax liabilities (as Judge Rehbein stated in her 

Reversal of the Tribunal Hearing).  The Tax Warrants clearly identify that they were issued for 

Withholding Tax, Sales Tax and Income Tax of a corporation, not individual taxpayers – individual 

everyday citizen tax liabilities are not required to pay Withholding, Sales, or Income taxes based on 

estimates from the Withholding and Sales taxes.  Yet, they were listed in the criminal cases filed 

against Ambassador Leo E. Wanta in 1995.  Advanced planning?  Indeed! 

 If I have misstated the facts of 83-CV-1073 or 88-CV-1043, please inform me because if 

you do not, the facts as published herein about your behavior as a lawyer in this case on the basis of 

what the documentation says happened will stand. 
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Sincerely, 

  

 Perhaps I should have sent the letter to Mr. Pryor privately.  In truth, I fear the depths to 

which such men will go to protect their reputations.  It was more important to go to the court 

records and make sure there were no additional documents, so that’s what I’ve done. 

 You now have the ground work done in the 1980s that was so carefully laid to entrap 

Ambassador Leo Emil Wanta in the 1990s so they could steal the money… from him, from you, 

from all American citizens. 

 Why did they need to get one case decided in their favor?  So they could make a credible 

case to Swiss authorities when they filed charges against him for flight to avoid the payment of 

income taxes.  If Wanta had a record of evading taxes in the 1980s, the Swiss – or any other foreign 

government – would believe he had run to Europe and was hiding there to evade taxes in the 1990s.  

 Enough about taxes and set ups.  If the reader thinks he/she is relieved by that statement, 

you should be me!  We’ve learned a lot about sloppy filing procedures in the Wisconsin courts, a lot 

about Judges who do not read their case files before issuing Orders, about lawyers who feel at 

liberty to change case numbers and make false sworn statements at will when making legal 

demands in court documents… we’ve learned Wisconsin isn’t a place any of us would like to go to 

court if we’re seeking justice. 

 There are some other things to learn.  Mr. Pryor no longer practices law… rather, he teaches 

law at Regent University in Wisconsin.  Interestingly, Assistant Attorney General Doug Haag who 

prosecuted Leo Wanta’s criminal trial in 1995 no longer practices law either… he does some kind 

of work at the University of Wisconsin Law School in Madison. 

 Good God!  What might they be teaching our young people? 

 You’ve made it through the details of the set up of Leo Emil Wanta.  They went to great 

lengths, didn’t they? 

 There is an important story about a secret agent to tell here… let’s get on with it! 
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TO:  WAUKESHA CIRCUIT COURT RECORDS 
 
FROM: Marilyn M. Barnewall  
 
SUBJECT: Case No. 83-CV-1073 and Case No. 88-CV-1043 
 
A little over a year ago, I contacted the Waukesha Circuit Court to get all available court transcripts 
and other records on the Subject Cases Numbers (and numerous other cases, as well).  You quoted 
me a price for the documents, I paid it, and you sent the files. 
 
I’m sending a copy of the Court Docket that you provided.  None of the documents shown on this 
Docket were provided in the information you sent.  I have all of the documents from 1988, but none 
from 1983.  There are some real problems with the files sent and without all of them these two cases 
look like a manipulated court outcome.  Since I’m writing the biography of the defendant in these 
two cases, I want to make a fair presentation of what occurred.   
 
I’m not listing all of the files, only those that will point out to you the confusion caused by the 
problems that arise when two different case numbers are used for the same case – which is what 
appears to have happened here. 
 
Regarding all of the 83-CV-1073 files, I would appreciate receiving the files listed on the Waukesha 
County Court Docket.  I have none of them.  It appears a page is missing from the Docket.  
Regarding the files from 1988, 88-CV-1043… the problem begins with the first document which is 
a Garnishment Complaint.  IS THERE A CASE THAT HAS BEEN FILED SUPPORTING THIS 
COMPLAINT, OR CAN AN ATTORNEY IN WISCONSIN JUST FILE GARNISHMENT 
COMPLAINTS WITHOUT ANY COURT DECISION THAT SAYS THE AMOUNT CLAIMED 
IS OWED? 
 
PLEASE NOTE THE CASE NUMBERS… THEY ARE THE REASON I AM LISTING THESE 
DOCUMENTS. 
 
The first problem has to do with your Court Docket.  It states that 83-CV-1073 was Dismissed in 
June of 1985.  If that is true, how can a Waukesha Circuit Court Judge and a Court Commissioner 
and a Member of the Bar demand that the defendant named in 83-CV-1073 appear for deposition in 
1988?  How does this case go from being 83-CV-1073 which the Docket says was dismissed in 
1985 to being Case No. 88-CV-1043 in 1988?  These are the same Plaintiffs (F&M Bank) and the 
same Defendants (with the exception of AmeriChina Global Management Group, Inc., a Nevada 
Corporation). 
 
FURTHER, the Docket says that 83-CV-1073 resulted in a partial judgment – but later states the 
case was dismissed.  The attorney in the 88-CV-1043 version of this case states the judgment was 
total – declaring two different amounts ($428,244.95 and $478,244.95).  The Docket says 
PARTIAL.  Which is it?  Without the 1983 documents, I can’t tell. 
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Document #1:  88-CV-1043. Garnishment Complaint against Leo E. Wanta and AmeriChina Global 
Management Group, Inc.  NO COURT DECISION RE DEBT OWED BY WANTA AND 
AMERICHINA IN FILE. 
 
Document #2:  NO CASE NUMBER; April 7, 1988.  Certificate of Service with no address (City of 
Appleton).  Filed by Court Clerk regardless of lack of proper documentation. 
 
Document #3:  NO CASE NUMBER:  April 7, 1988.  Certificate of Service with no address (City 
of Appleton); service on Amerchina Global Management Group, Inc.  THIS IS A FOREIGN 
CORPORATION (A NEVADA CORPORATION). 
 
Document #4:  88-CV-1043.  9 April 1988.  Wanta ANSWER. 
 
Document #5:  88-CV-1043.  29 April 1988.  Letter from Attorney Pryor to Judge McGraw. 
 
Document #6:  88-CV-1043.  24 April 1988.  NOTICE OF DEPOSITION, Leo E. Wanta, and 
Joanne E. Wanta, Defendants, and AmeriChina Global Management Group, Inc. 
 
Document #7:  AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING to Mr. Leo E. Wanta, President (No Company Name 
defining “president of what?”) at 2101 North Edgewood Avenue, Appleton, WI 54911. 
 
Document #8:  83-CV-1073 ORDER TO APPEAR BEFORE COURT COMMISSIONER, 5 
May YEAR LEFT BLANK.  PLEASE NOTE.  THE CASE NUMBER HAS CHANGED 
FROM 88-CV-1043 TO 83-CV-1073.  Signed by Judge McGraw.  Same form, lower half of page:  
Attorney Pryor references Case 1073.  HE REFERENCES A JUDGMENT RENDERED IN THIS 
CASE BUT HE GIVES NO CASE NUMBER.  PRYOR STATES THE AMOUNT OF THE 
JUDGMENT AS $428,244.95 ON ONE OCCASION, THEN GIVES THE AMOUNT AS 
$478,244.95 IN THE NEXT SENTENCE.  WHICH IS IT?  HOW IS THIS DEFENDANT 
EXPECTED TO KNOW TO WHAT HE SHOULD REPLY? 
 
Document #9:  88-CV-1043.  Letter from Leo E. Wanta, Defendant, enclosing his ANSWER to the 
above.  PLEASE NOTE, THE RESPONSE IS TO THE DEMAND HE RECEIVED FROM 
MR. PRYOR RE CASE NO. 88-CV-1043.   
 
Document #10:  88-CV-1043.  Wanta ANSWER.  Not date stamped by the Court. 
 
Document #11:  88-CV-1043.  CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE from Wanta to Dreyruss, Pryor, 
Melendes with addresses. 
 
Document #12:  83-CV-1073.  PLEASE NOTE THE CASE NUMBER.  Affidavit and Order to 
Show Cause for Failure to Appear Before Court Commissioner – Please note that the Order to 
Appear was sent under Case 88-CV-1043 and this is the only Order Mr. Wanta received.  He has 
received no Order to Appear for 83-CV-1073. 
 
Document #13:  Certificate of Service.  NO CASE NUMBER.  NO ADDRRESS.  NO COMPANY 
NAME.   
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Document #14:  83-CV-1073.  16 April 1988.  AFFIDAVIT AND ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 
FOR FAILURE TO APPEAR BEFORE COURT COMMISSIONER.  Same form, bottom of same 
page, Order that Leo E. Wanta (no title, no corporation name) appear before Judge Robert T. 
McGraw (Case 83-CV-1073.)  REMEMBER, THE ONLY ORDER TO APPEAR THAT MR. 
WANTA HAS RECEIVED FROM MR. PRYOR IS 88-CV-1043. 
 
Document #15:  Affidavit of Mailing to Leo and Joanne Wanta at 2101 N. Edgewood and to 
AmeriChina Global Management Group, Inc. at 2101 N. Edgewood in Appleton, WI.  AmeriChina 
is a NEVADA (foreign) corporation.   
 
Document #16:  83-CV-1073; No date on document, court-stamped 5 July 1988.  Witness statement 
“UPON THE TRIAL” by Mr. Scott Pryor; notice of a self-interview. 
 
Document #17:  83-CV-1073.  Self Examination Statement by Attorney Pryor 
 
Document #18:  88-CV-1043.  16 JUNE 1988.  PLEASE NOTE THE SWITCH TO 88-CV-
1043;  NOW THAT MR. WANTA WAS NOT PRESENT FOR A HEARING ON 1073 (ABOUT 
WHICH HE HAD NEVER BEEN INFORMED), BUT PRYOR IMMEDIATELY SWITCHES 
BACK TO THE 88-CV-1043 ONCE THE DEFENDANT CAN BE CITED FOR NON-
APPEARANCE.   
 
Document #19:  88-CV-1043; MOTION FOR JUDGMENT.  Based on Mr. Wanta’s non-
appearance in 83-CV-1073 about which he had not received an Order, Mr. Pryor (who has once 
again slipped conveniently into using 88-CV-1043) requests a Motion for Judgment.  Mr. Pryor 
won his Judgment using tactics, not law, for the victory.  I am amazed that Wisconsin Courts would 
have allowed this to happen! 
 
THIS IS WHY I BELIEVE RECEIVING ACCURATE AND COMPLETE RECORDS OF THESE 
TWO CASES  IS OF THE UTMOST IMPORTANCE.  I THANK YOU IN ADVANCE FOR 
YOUR THOUGHTFUL RESPONSE.   
 
THERE ARE SO MANY ERRORS – AND I BELIEVE THAT AN INNOCENT MAN WAS 
PERSECUTED RATHER THAN PROSECUTED.  BASED ON THE INFORMATION I 
CURRENTLY HAVE, I BELIEVE THAT NO ONE READING THIS STORY WILL BELIEVE 
MR. WANTA GUILTY OF ANYTHING BUT WILL EASILY BELIEVE LEGAL COUNSEL 
USED TACTICS NOT FIT FOR A MEMBER OF THE BAR OF THE STATE OF WISCONSIN 
TO WIN A CASE WHILE BREAKING UP THE FAMILY OF AN INNOCENT MAN.  Case 83-
CV-1073 states that regarding the PARTIAL JUDGMENT, F&M Bank agreed to take no action 
until a judgment in a counter filing by the Wantas was settled.  THERE IS NO INDICATION IN 
THE FILES PROVIDED THAT THIS JUDGMENT WAS EVER SETTLED.  
 
MY PURPOSE IS TO SEE IF I CAN FIND INFORMATION IN THE COMPLETE RECORDS 
TO REVERSE THE OPINION TO WHICH I’VE COME AFTER READING THE FILES WITH 
WHICH YOU PROVIDED ME. 
 
I have none of the records from 1983 for Case 1073  but believe I have all of the files from the 1988 
case – except a legal document of some kind that indicates a case numbered 88-CV-1043 actually 
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existed.  If you can find these additional files, please contact me and let me know how many pages 
are involved and what the cost is. 
 
Thank you for any help you can give me.  I’m trying to write a fair overview of the various court 
cases involving Mr. Wanta (in his biography) and am finding what appear to be concealment of key 
facts from Judge McGraw by a member of the Wisconsin Bar. 
 
Sincere thanks, 
 
/s/Marilyn M. Barnewall 
 
 
Marilyn, 
There are 61 pages combined for these two cases, these are the only records that we have for this 
case. 
 
Thank you and if I can help with anything else please let me know. 
 
(Name Removed) 
61 pages @ $1.25 each=$76.25 
 
(Name Remmoved) 
Clerk of Courts Civil Department 
515 West Moreland Blvd. 
Waukesha, WI. 53188 
262-896-6859 
 
"Marilyn Barnewall" 
10/8/2012 1:51 AM >>> 
 
Hi, (Name Removed)... I’m sorry it’s taken me so long to respond to your email. I never 
did receive an answer to my question, below. 
 
Attached please find a copy of the files you sent to me in July 2011. At the time (as my 
correspondence indicates) I requested all information available on Case 83-CV-1073 and 
Case 88-CV-1043. I received 51 pages of which 6 were duplicate copies. 
 
You say you have 61 pages. I have 45 legitimate pages and so am missing 16 pages. 
These files were immediately three-hole punched and put into a notebook, so no files 
have “gone missing.” It has taken me a year to read and interpret everything. 
 
I am attaching a copy of the files you provided me in July 2011. I’ve listed Case 
Numbers and Dates on the document as well as Court Stamped dates to the degree it was 
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possible to do so. How do I get the 15 remaining pages without paying twice for the 
same thing? I do want a complete set of court files on these two cases because they are 
being reviewed in my new book, but I certainly have no desire to pay your courts for 
duplicated material. 
 
Please let me know how we can resolve this. 
 
Thank you, 
Marilyn M. Barnewall 
Bank Consultant, Journalist, Author 
 
Marilyn,  
 
I'm sorry to hear that you did not receive all documents that you had 
requested this will take a little while to go over, please keep in mind these are 
very old records and in order for me to get them I need to go through our 
mail room who has them on a reel, so what ever they are sending me is what 
we have of the record. 
 
Thanks for your patience and I'll get back as soon as possible. 
(Name Removed) 
Clerk of Courts Civil Division 
515 West Moreland Blvd. 
Waukesha, WI. 53188 
262-896-6859 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Back 
 
 
 
 

 
  

© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012  
 



 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 

© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012  

 
 

 



Back 
 
 
 

  

© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012  
 



Back 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 

© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012  

 

 



Back 
 

© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Back 
 
 
 

 
 
 
  

© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012  
 



 
Back 
 

 

 
 
 
 

© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 

© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012 
 



 

 
 
 

© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012  

 

 



Back 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012  

 

 



Back 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012  

 

 



Back 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
  
 

© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012 

 

 



Back 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012  

 

 



Back 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012  

 

 



Back 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012 

 

 



Back 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012  

 

 



Back 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012  

 

 



Back 
 
 
 
 

 

© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012 

 

 



Back 
 
 

 

© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012  
 



 
 
 

© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012  
 




