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CHAPTER EIGHT 

 

“Now is the dramatic moment of fate, Watson, when you hear a step upon the stair which is 

walking into your life, and you know not whether for good or ill.” 

 – Arthur Conan Doyle 
 

Lausanne, Switzerland.  July 7, 1993. 

 1. Newly-investitured Ambassador for Somalia to Switzerland (and also to Canada), 

Leo Emil Wanta, is arrested by the Suisse Sûreté – or, if you prefer, Agence de sécurité Suisse.  

[Sûreté, phonetically in English:  Sir-eh-tay.] 

 2. Wanta is told by the Sûreté that his arrest is premised on information sent to 

them by the State of Wisconsin.  He has, they say, fled the United States and entered 

Switzerland because he is evading taxes due and payable in Wisconsin.  The word “premise” is a 

transitive verb and means “to base something on the foundation of a proposition or idea, 

stated or assumed to be true.”  It is the basis of an argument. 

 3. This is an apparent untruth for numerous reasons: 

  a. There is clean evidence that Wanta had been in Canada for at least 

one year prior to the arrest so he was not fleeing the United States for any reason. 

That evidence includes letters to and from Wanta at his Toronto address, it 

includes statements from the son of the family with whom Wanta stayed, and it 

includes letterhead and business cards for Wanta at the Toronto address.  There is 

also testimony in a Tribunal Hearing held in Lausanne November 17, 2000, that 

Wanta was living in Toronto prior to his arrest.  The man who was arrested with 

him, Giovanni Ferro, was a resident of Toronto with whom Wanta worked during 

his year (plus) in that city. 

    b. In May of 1992, Wanta sent a tax payment of $14,129 to the State 

of Wisconsin to pay the tax debt the State said he allegedly owed.   Wanta 

disagreed that he owed the estimated civil tax assessment, but he paid it, anyway.  
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Wanta was not given credit for the payment until the Wisconsin Department of 

Revenue had filed criminal charges on the estimated taxes in a county with no 

jurisdiction to hold a trial and get a non-jurisdictional conviction.   What does that 

mean…? “a non-jurisdictional conviction?”   

  It means the alleged offense occurred in Outagamie County, where Wanta 

was living in the early 1980s.  That is where the trial should have taken place (at 

least that’s what Wisconsin State Statutes say).  That doesn’t sound too terrible… 

they moved the trial to another county, so what?  Minor problem, right?  Well, it 

isn’t minor if your witnesses can’t get to the site of the trial to testify on your 

behalf because the trial has been moved to a distant county (where they weren’t 

allowed to testify even when they got there).  It is a problem for no other reason 

that it is a further example of Wisconsin’s disdain for its own state laws and the 

constitutional rights of its citizens.  

  c. In June of 1992, Wanta sent a second tax payment of $14,129 to 

the State of Wisconsin to pay the tax debt the State said he owed.  Same 

comments as in b, above.  The State of Wisconsin does not credit his payments to 

taxes assessed as being owed by him until almost two years after the State 

received and cashed his checks.  (Look at the date this check cleared the bank.)  

CANCELLED CHECK 

  d. Thus, more than one year prior to the date of Wanta’s arrest in 

Lausanne, Switzerland that fine morning in July, the Wisconsin ESTIMATED CIVIL tax 

liability had been paid.  Thus, there was no basis for the premise upon which the 

Suisse Sûreté arrested Wanta.  Second, people are not arrested on the basis of 

ESTIMATED CIVIL TAX liabilities.  There was no investigation of Wanta other than 

the Department of Revenue.  There was no indictment. 

  e. Wisconsin told the Swiss the paper work for the arrest “would be 

forthcoming.”  Apparently it never arrived because Wanta never saw the inside of a 

Swiss courtroom. 
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  f. Regardless of the lack of paper work – e.g., a flight warrant from 

appropriate legal authority in the United States – the Swiss held Wanta in prison 

for 134 days.  There was at least one attempt on his life (another man died) and 

there were other veiled threats when, on July 20, 1993 (Wanta’s daughter’s 

birthday), Wanta was told Vince Foster who had been in Geneva to meet with 

Ambassador Wanta on July 7th, the day he was arrested, was found dead (suicided) 

in Marcy Park in Washington, D.C.  A veiled threat? 

  g. The real reason Wanta was in Switzerland was by direction of the 

U.S. Secret Service (U.S.S.S.) and the Federal Bureau of Investigation (F.B.I.) to 

investigate an operation called “Chaselet,” a bank scam involving the reactivation 

by Swiss banks, primarily Credit Suisse and Union Bank of Switzerland, of formerly 

“dead” (or used) credit facilities (like Letters of Credit or loans repaid ahead of the 

scheduled date of repayment).  Chase Manhattan Bank also appeared to be 

involved in the ploy, thus the name of the Operation. 

 4. More than four months later, Switzerland returned Leo E. Wanta to the United 

States. 

  a. On November 16, 1993, the Prison du Bois Mermet, CH du Bois - 

Gentil, 1018 Lausanne, Switzerland, received a letter addressed to Wanta from 

Israeli Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin. 

  b. On November 17, 1993, the Swiss put Wanta in body chains and 

slapped him into the last row of a Swiss Air flight back to New York City (with a 

flight attendant wearing Delta Airlines wings on her uniform).  He is taken to the 

Brooklyn Detention Center. 

  c. On November 17, 1993 Wanta is brought before Federal  District 

Magistrate Allyne Ross and an Arraignment is scheduled for November 19, 1993 in 

her court. 
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  d. On November 19, 1993 the case against Leo Wanta is dismissed 

without prejudice.  All charges – if there ever were any – are  dropped. 

 The Swiss had a problem.  They had put in prison an American secret agent who 

reported directly to the President of the United States and they had done it based on a lie from 

the Wisconsin Department of Revenue.   

 While they had him in their grasp, the Swiss availed themselves of the intelligence 

information Wanta carried in a blue nylon bag (he says it weighed over 100 pounds because he 

had been told by the U.S.S.S. and the F.B.I. to carry his intel records with him on this trip).  He 

was, after all, living in a safe house with a Queen’s Counsel and his family… the intel records 

couldn’t be left there during Wanta’s absence.  The Swiss had held him in a sub-basement 

dungeon for 134 days with no access to legal counsel; they made sure the visit of Carlos Medina 

from the American Embassy in Berne, Switzerland lasted only several minutes – though Leo 

says he gave Medina his appropriate “protocols” (meaning secret identification) and Medina 

didn’t appear to know what he was talking about; and the Swiss violated the intelligence 

information Wanta carried with him in that blue nylon bag.  They were able to glean from that 

information the details of Operation Chaselet and to take actions that would prevent their 

banking system from embarrassment (at the least) or prosecution by other governments 

around the world for the scams being run by the Swiss banking establishment.  The reputation 

of the Swiss banks is held inviolate (not subject to change, damage or destruction) in 

Switzerland. 

 So.  What do you do when you’ve made such a mess of things?  In Switzerland, you 

evidently hold a Tribunal Hearing seven years after the fact.  And, you change the entire 

scenario you gave the Defendant for arresting him in the first place.  Now, for purposes of this 

Hearing in 2000 (seven years after the arrest and seven years to the day from the date of his 

release), the Swiss have decided it wasn’t really Wisconsin taxes they arrested him for; it was 

because of a Russian trawler company and a couple of firms in London – none of which have 

anything to do with Ambassador Lee Emil Wanta and sufficient evidence of Wanta’s or his 

company’s involvement with these companies is totally missing from the Tribunal Hearing 
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transcript.  These three companies want about $40 million of Wanta’s money which was still 

being unlawfully held by the Swiss government.  Actually, they’re holding much more than 

that… somewhere in the neighborhood of $500 billion, but all these three companies want is 

$40 million. 

 Seven years to the day after Switzerland flew Ambassador Leo Emil Wanta to the United 

States in 1993, they had this Tribunal Hearing.  They had scheduled one such Hearing for 

December 4, 1998 – a 20- page document written by Wanta to be presented on his behalf at 

the Hearing is attached under Special Documents (put your cursor over Chapter Eight and a 

special box giving you access to this document will appear).  The 1998 Hearing never happened.  

Bear in mind, Wanta was hidden in Wisconsin prisons (primarily Kettle Moraine, Wisconsin 

1995-98), and in North Fork, Sayre, Oklahoma (1998-2001). 

 In 2011, a bothersome writer by the name of Barnewall began writing letters to the 

Swiss courts asking for information.  Their responses were polite. 

 MMB Letter to Judge Antennen 

 Judge (“Juge” in Switzerland) Antennen was the highest ranking in Lausanne at the time 

(1998) Wanta wrote the 20 page document that provided a defense against unknown charges… 

a difficult thing to do:  Defend against something when no one has made clear what wrong 

“they” say you did.   Remember, the arrest in Switzerland occurred two years before Wanta’s 

trial in Wisconsin.  Regardless, Wanta wrote this document for the December 4, 1998 Lausanne 

Tribunal Hearing that never occurred. 

 Judge Antennen responded to my letter saying: 

  “I acknowledge receipt of your shipment of September 20, 2011 

concerning Leo Emil Wanta and inform you that I will pass on a copy of this notice 

to the district court in Lausanne, criminal chamber, Palace of Justice of Montbenon, 

1014 Lausanne, for any result useful.” 
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 Judge Antennen did precisely what he promised.  I then received a letter from Judge 

Trecanni of the Lausanne courts.  As I said, they were very polite and thoughtful… very Swiss. 

TRECANNI LETTER 

 And finally I received a letter from Judge Pierre Bruttin… the First President of the 

Lausanne Court.  He provided me a copy of the Tribunal Hearing from November 17, 1993. 

BRUTTIN LETTER 

MMB RESPONSE TO BRUTTIN 

 This tracing things down is a time-consuming business… and doing it in languages with 

which one party (me) is unfamiliar eats time, too.  People ask where my information about 

Leo/Lee Wanta comes from, most thinking I’ve made decisions on the basis of data provided 

about him by him to me.  Wrong.   

 I have copies of letters I have written to the International Court of Justice, the European 

Court of Human Rights in France… I’ve written to Paul A. Volcker (former Chairman of the 

Federal Reserve).  I have written to the Supreme Court of California, the Federal District Court 

of Jackson, Mississippi, Federal District Court of New York, the Wisconsin courts in Waukesha, 

Eau Claire, Outagamie, Dane, and Chippewa Counties.  I’ve written to the Chairman of the 

Board of Bank of America and to that bank’s Director of Marketing; and letters went out to 

many others, too... to the Reagan Library, or the 50 letters I sent to Governors around the 

country explaining Lee Wanta’s plans for high-speed rail and what it could mean to their state.   

I took out a subscription to Pacer to be able to track court transcripts about Lee Wanta.  

LEE’S LETTER TO GOVERNORS 

 I have done numerous radio interviews and written several columns in my News With 

Views articles about Lee Wanta.  I have gotten email responses from people who once knew 

him – or who want to know him.  Women who have talked with him on the telephone send me 

emails wanting to exchange “girl talk” about him.  I’m not a girl to him; I’m just a writer.  And I 

have received threats, I have had numerous “unusual” experiences (like my office exploding 
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with computers and printers being tossed in all directions within seconds after I left the office 

to speak to a friend on the telephone for a moment – a true example of God taking care of me).  

I have gotten emails from very high places… the Supreme Court of Virginia, for example, and 

responded to them.  I have gone to Oklahoma twice to meet with Wanta’s case managers while 

he was in prison there.  I’ve been followed, I have interesting clicks on my telephone, I get 

telephone calls from nowhere from callers who never answer my cheery “hello,” and my 

computer has been so thoroughly hacked, I’ve had to buy more than one a year for the past 

three years. 

 This book has been a long and painstaking effort.  It has required the reading of 

thousands of pages of data and then the re-reading of it to find all of the discrepancies I’ve 

pointed out to readers. 

 I should also say that I have no financial arrangements or promises of reward from Lee 

Wanta for writing this book.  Almost four years ago, he invited me to be on the board of 

directors of a new company he was incorporating.  I said no.  I wanted (and want) no conflicts 

of interest involved in my judgments when I interpret the facts surrounding this man.   

 So I must be expecting to make money from the book, right?  Sure.  That’s why I’m 

publishing it on the Internet at zero cost to readers so people can become informed about what 

is probably the most important story of our century.   

 Understand this:  I have no dog in this fight other than wanting to set right a horrible 

wrong that has been terribly debilitating to my country’s economy. 

 Back to Switzerland and the November 17, 2000 Tribunal Hearing. 

 The court transcripts are in French.  They are linked so anyone who wants to check the 

validity of the translations to English used in this chapter can do so.  The only material I will 

include here will be in English.  Thanks to a good friend, Walter, who provided the translation 

from French to English.   

FRENCH TRANSCRIPT   
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ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF TRANSCRIPT 

 This Tribunal Hearing in Switzerland is pure fiction… a fiction story from hell.  How a 

group of lawyers who have been given the honor of serving the people of Switzerland as judges 

can lower themselves to the kind of behavior exhibited by the Swiss judges involved in this 

make believe Hearing goes beyond disgusting. 

 Here are a few things to remember as we review the Lausanne Court Tribunal Hearing 

that occurred on November 17, 2000 at 9:10 a.m.: 

 1. First, think of what a criminal hearing in the United States (or any other civilized 

country) would be like.  The Defendant would be notified of the Hearing, he/she would have 

legal representation to make sure any evidence presented against the Defendant is accurate.  

Without the Defendant (and/or his/her representatives), the Hearing would not be held.  The 

Defendant would have the opportunity to present evidence supportive of the Defense and in 

opposition to whatever evidence the Prosecution is presenting.  NONE OF THOSE THINGS 

OCCURRED IN LAUSANNE, SWITZERLAND AT THIS TRIBUNAL HEARING ON NOVEMBER 17, 2000.   

 Defendant Wanta was not notified of the hearing (on this date, he was being hidden in a 

North Fork Prison jail cell in Sayre, OK).  Had he been notified, it would have been a simple 

matter for him to update the material he had prepared for the December 4, 1998 Tribunal 

Hearing (see Special Attachment) of which he was notified but which never occurred.  

Defendant Wanta’s Swiss avocat/legal counsel (who was paid a hefty fee but never did a 

damned thing on the Ambassador’s behalf) was either not notified or chose not to represent 

him in court for this Hearing. 

 2. The Hearing is being held seven years to the day from when the Swiss put 

Ambassador Wanta on an airplane and sent him back to the United States.  Why?  It’s not a 

coincidence.  In fact, anyone who thinks something this bizarre is a coincidence should be 

categorized immediately as a “conspiracy nut.”  Conspiracy nuts come in two groups, you know.  

One group sees what’s really happening rather than choosing to believe what they are told by 

their elected representatives and the mainstream media.  They seek truth that is based on 
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facts.  The other prefers the simplicity of believing what they’re told… they’re called “Sheeple.”  

The group that deals with non-truth is where conspiracy nuts live.  If the government tells the 

people lies and people decide to support those lies (everything in life is a matter of choice), 

those who support the conspiracy theory being presented by those who instead of protecting 

the people are working to enslave them are government conspiracy theorists  -- or nuts -- and 

they support lies.  Dress that pig up any way you want but it’s still a pig. 

 3. On page one of the transcript, the Swiss (after seven years) have finally decided 

that the charges against Wanta are:  “Complicity to the forgery of titles and complicity to the 

forgery of certificates.”  If these charges are provable, then Leo Wanta should have spent far 

longer than 4 months and 10 days at Lausanne’s du Bois Prison.  If these charges had any real 

meaning, they would have been filed against Wanta in 1993.  They were not filed and thus they 

have no meaning.  They are a convenient afterthought.  But, the very thorough and methodical 

Swiss had to have something to charge him with and it had to be serious enough to justify the 

four months they kept him in prison… otherwise, Wanta could file for damages against the 

Swiss government once he got out of prison and began telling the truth of his experiences 

involving Switzerland’s concept of justice. 

 Page Two of the Tribunal Hearing says the following: 

  “At 9.10 a.m. in public session the case is being opened involving: 

  “WANTA Leo Emil, born June 11th, 1940 in Stevens Point, Wisconsin, USA, 

American citizen, son of WANTA Emil and of AANONSEN Ethel, divorced from 

RAMSTACK Joanne. 

  “Accused of: fraud, forgery of titles and forgery of certificates. 

  “He is not present, although he was summoned to court in accordance 

with the law at 08.00 a.m.” 

 

 “He is not present, although he was summoned to court in accordance with the law at 

08.00 a.m.”   He was not summoned – or, if he was the Swiss are hiding the Summons or Letter 
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of Invitation.  I wrote and asked for them but received no response from the very polite Swiss 

legal establishment.   

 Leo Wanta makes it very clear that he did not receive a notice of this Hearing.  I asked 

his case managers at North Fork Prison in Oklahoma which is where he was spending his days at 

the time of this Hearing if they could give a Sworn Statement that no such notification was 

delivered to Wanta, but it is impossible for them to do so because they were not on duty 24-

hours a day.  I would point out, however, that it would be highly unusual for administrative 

functions like the delivery of mail to prisoners to occur after hours. 

 The truth is, Leo Emil Wanta was NOT notified by the Swiss of this Hearing.  The truth is, 

when this Hearing was held, Leo Emil Wanta had been hidden by Wisconsin authorities in a 

prison cell in Sayre, Oklahoma.  “He is not present…” – not an untrue statement, but certainly 

not a truthful one, either.  The truth is, not even the avocat/lawyer of record was notified – at 

least, he certainly did not attend.  I wrote to him, too. 

PASCHOUD LETTER 

PASCHOUD RESPONSE 

 Leo Wanta had not seen the transcripts of this Tribunal Hearing – he didn’t even know it 

had taken place in 2000 until I received the transcripts and sent him a copy.  He sent some 

interesting comments to the International Court of Justice, La Premier President, Pierre Bruttin 

of the Lausanne Courts, and to the European Court of Human Rights in France after reading the 

material.   

 “What ‘public session?’” he asked. 

 “Why was I not invited?  The Accused can never show up to a ‘Secret 

Examination!! 

 “When was I accused of these false allegations? 

  “a) What fraud? 

  “b) Who forged what titles and what certificates?” 
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  And Wanta asked an interesting question of the La Premier President Bruttin, the 

International Court of Justice, and the European Court of Human Rights: 

  “Why was ‘Credit Suisse Banque a no show’ – Guy Studor, Chairman, and  

Manager Godal, both of Credit Suisse, acknowledged SWIFT (wire transfers) for the 

issuance of three (3) Prime Bank Guarantees (PBGs) totalling U.S. Dollars 250 

million at Par Value in favour of Children’s Defense Fund, c/o Deputy White House 

Counsel Vince Foster.  [Barnewall Note:  There is confirmation in the transcript of 

the $250 million in Prime Bank Guarantees delivered to Vince Foster.] 

  “These fully paid PBGs were Banque couriered to Hotel de la Paix, Geneva, 

to their Guest of Record, Vince Foster.  Reservations had been made for me at the 

Hotel de la Paix on his American Express card for the night of July 7, 1993.” 

 

 Page Two of the Tribunal Hearing transcript goes on to provide the following list of 

Plaintiffs in this case: 

“0 Plaintiffs-x Public Prosecutors  

“0-CREDIT SUISSE, attention of Mme (Name Removed by Swiss Authorities), Rue de 

Lausanne, 16, mail box 100, 1211 Genève 70 (reference CRUR).  Excused.   

“X-HOTEL AULAC, place de la Navigation 4, 1000 Lausanne 6.  Not present. 

“X-ARKHANGELSK TRAWLFLEET, (represented) by Maître Laurent MOREILLON, 

place St-François 5, CP 3860, 1002 Lausanne.  Maître MOREILLON is present, his 

client having been excused. 

 

“The case proceeds ex officio.” 

 

 It is interesting this term, ‘ex officio,’ was used.  The term generally means that a 

participant in the group is a member of a body or board or committee – in this case a Tribunal – 

is part of it by virtue of holding another office.  It’s a Latin term that literally means “from the 
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office” but is used to mean “by right of office.”  Because the Lausanne Court authorities 

removed from the transcript the names of all members of the Tribunal Hearing, all we know 

(based on the term ‘ex officio’) is that some people “by right of office” are sitting in judgment 

on a case that allows no input from the Defendant being charged of crimes never filed against 

him in a court of law anywhere in the world and court time is given to companies of which the 

Defendant has never heard.   

 Maitre (Master) Moreillon is telling the court that his clients want access to $40 million 

of Defendant Wanta’s money.  If you want to scam someone, Lausanne via its court system may 

be even better than City of London banks (a hard feat to accomplish)! 

 We also learned from the paragraph by the Court that none of the people the Court says 

are involved in charging Wanta are represented in Court, either in person or via legal counsel 

(except the Defendant, of course).  Since I first read the Tribunal Hearing transcript, I have 

asked myself:  “If there are no Plaintiffs or their legal counsel in Court, and if there is no 

Defendant or his legal counsel who has been notified to attend the Hearing – if there is neither 

Plaintiff nor Defendant – why are they having this Hearing?”  It’s still a very good question. 

 The primary reason appears to be because a third party is asking the Court to release 

confiscated funds –  $40 million of Wanta’s funds – to them and some kind of Hearing had to be 

held to make that possible.   Even Swiss banks apparently have laws by which they must abide.   

 “Confiscated” is the word they used (see below).  What was “confiscated” and by 

whom?  They don’t tell us… the Swiss are a bit short on facts, aren’t they?  The interesting part 

of this theory is that Maitre (Master) Moreillon, this third party, is totally unknown to Leo 

Wanta.  He is a lawyer/avocat and the company for whom Moreillon asks Wanta funds be 

released to is Arkhangelsk Trawlfleet JSC.  Here’s what the Hearing transcript says: 

 “On June 4th 1993 a ‘contract of credit’ has been passed between ARKHANGELSK 

TRAWLFLEET JSC (ATF), a Russian company based in Russia operating in the fishery 

industry and in the handling and distribution of fishery products, on the one hand, 

and EMERMARIN LTD, in London, on the other hand.  This contract stipulated that 

EMERMARIN LTD. granted to ATF a credit of 40.000.000-US$.  However ATF was to 
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transfer in advance to the creditor a guarantee of 350.000-US$; this guarantee was 

to be given back to ATF at the expiration of the credit or upon cancellation of the 

contract.  Additionally ATF was to transfer without delay 25.000-US$ covering the 

mediating fees of LANCER PACE ASSOCIATES, a company that served as a front for 

the swindler (name removed by Swiss Courts).” 

 

 What does any of this have to do with Leo Wanta (this Hearing is about him, after all) – 

aside from the fact that ATF, Emermarin and Lancer Pace all want Wanta’s $40 million?  So we 

have no notification sent to Leo Emil Wanta about this Tribunal Hearing on November 17, 2000, 

and a man representing companies Wanta has never heard of – one a trawler company in 

Russia – demanding the courts give them 40 million Wanta U.S. dollars.  A second company, 

Emermarin Ltd. granted ATF (Arkhangelsk Trawl Fleet) the $40 million as a loan – and Wanta is 

somehow responsible for that?  Some swindler (the court says), whose name has been 

removed from the record (they did not remove Wanta’s name from any of the pages, so they 

aren’t calling him a swindler… just some miscellaneous swindler – maybe Marc Rich?) was using 

Lancer Pace Associates as a front – and somehow, Leo Wanta is responsible for this?  You might 

want to re-read Ambassador Wanta’s description of “Operation Chaselet,” in Chapter Six.  Isn’t 

this precisely what he was describing Swiss banks were doing in violation of international law 

and that was why he was there in 1993 investigating them?  Here is Wanta’s explanation of 

Operation Chaselet (from Chapter Six): 

  “Wanta explains it this way:  ‘Say a hoodlum comes to a banker and gives 

that person a clean, clear, active financial document.  You go on the computer and 

the computer says ‘yes, that person is the owner!’  You, the banker, know the 

hoodlum is not the owner, but he is going to give you 10 or 12 percent because 

he’s going to re-cycle the Letter – reactivate it.  There’s one condition before the 

one-year loan the hoodlum is asking for can be granted by the banker.  That once 

dead but now alive note must be returned and destroyed before the loan to the 

hoodlum matures (becomes due).  In other words, the loan must be repaid before 

its due date.  That way, the bank is not holding the fraudulent financial document 

because the loan is repaid before it becomes due and the dead Letter of Credit that 

collateralizes the loan is destroyed.” 
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 Does this not sound exactly like what the Lausanne Tribunal Hearing explains as what 

happened between Arkhangelsk Trawlfleet, Emermarin Ltd., and Lancer Pace Associates?  It 

sure sounds that way to me.   I guess that means we can assume that “Operation Chaselet” is 

still alive and living in Switzerland as of November 17, 2000, when this Tribunal Hearing was 

held… seven years after Wanta was sent to Switzerland to investigate exactly this kind of 

banker fraud. 

 In his comments to the ICJ, Lausanne First President of the Court Pierre Bruttin, and the 

ECHR, Leo Wanta asks questions that have never been answered.  His comments and questions 

were written in February 2012: 

  “Who is ‘Arkhangel SK Trawlfleet,’ and ‘Maitre Laurent Moreillon’ – what 

does this represent?  What is the purpose?”   

 

 At this point in the 2000 Hearing transcripts, all that has been submitted to the Court is 

a handwritten note – not a very professional presentation – regarding these strange companies 

suddenly injected into the Wanta case  – by whom? 

 This is supposed to be a Tribunal Hearing about Leo Emil Wanta.  He knows nothing of 

this lawyer or these companies – which is probably why he was not notified of the Hearing.  No 

evidence in the entire court transcript presented proves any kind of legitimate relationship 

between Wanta and Arkhangelsk Trawlfleet or Emermarin Ltd., or Lancer Pace Associates.  

Avocat/lawyer Maitre Moreillon is given time at a Hearing theoretically being held to present 

evidence that Wanta was in 1993 guilty of fraud, forgery of titles and forgery of certificates – 

words that were never mentioned in 1993 – and this Swiss Court agrees to let such outlandish 

claims to be made, lists Arkhangelsk Trawlfleet as a Plaintiff and gives its avocat/lawyer time on 

the record with the court.  Here is what the court sent as the record of Moreillon’s legal claims 

made November 17, 2000 at this “Hearing.” 
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 Why would the ever-so-proper Swiss courts make the above statement a part of a 

Tribunal Hearing transcript?  It makes no sense!  Even American courts are better run!  What 
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has been described in the court records is an attempt to make what should be a violation of 

International Law into a lawful action… and it appears to have succeeded (at least for now).  It 

looks like a court reporter refused to include the handwritten notes in his transcript of the 

trial… which means the first part of this Hearing was held in secret with no court reporter 

present. 

 Arkhangelsk Trawlfleet has an interesting background including the fact that one of its 

ship owners since 1993 – the year of Wanta’s arrest – is “Kapitan Gorbachev 910655 RF – Russia 

UAWH 7765 3372 03.02.”  The following information is taken from rumafiya.com (Russia 

Mafiya).  The company (ATF) is a client of the Russian law firm Yegrov, Puginsky, Afansley and 

Partners.  Mr. Yegrov went to school with Vladmir Putin.  Two or three years ago, a man named 

Gennady Timchenko expressed high interest in buying ATF.   You can read an interesting article 

about Arkhangelsk Trawlfleet and the various connections it has with Vladmir Putin and 

Gennady Timchenko at this link… but be warned.  It is the Web site of Russian Mafiya dot com.  

http://rumafiya.com/news.php?id=318 . 

 Once again, it is easily seen that this is a court using the name of Leo Emil Wanta to do 

something other than have a hearing about the guilt or innocence of Wanta.  This is about 

distributing part of the $500 billion of Wanta’s money that was sitting in Swiss banks at the 

time of his arrest.  Americans reading this text should find it a bit upsetting that the Swiss are 

giving money Wanta has designated as belonging to you to Russian Trawler Fleets who have 

connections to Gorbachev (Wanta worked with Boris Yeltsin to replace Gorby) and Vladmir 

Putin. With that in mind, let us proceed.  Generally speaking, here is a loose translation of the 

handwritten notes above:  

  “There is no opening statement. 

  “The main documents of the dossier are being read, in particular the order 

of adjournment by the examining judge of Lausanne issued on 14th January 2000. 

  “Maître Moreillon is being heard on the facts of the case. The plaintiff 

comes to the straightforward conclusion that the sequester (confiscation) should 

be lifted. 

http://rumafiya.com/news.php?id=318
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  “Maître Moreillon retires [Barnewall Note:  departs the Hearing]. 

  “The examination is ended. 

  “More than an hour after the mandatory show time, the accused have not 

shown up and the court proceeds to its judgment against them, in absentia. 

  “The pleadings are ended. 

  “The session is suspended at 09.30 a.m. 

  “The court is now retiring for the deliberation behind closed doors to 

reach a conclusion. It breaks up at 10.50 and entrusts its President with the 

redaction of the text of the judgment. 

  “Deliberating without delay behind closed doors, the court states the 

following: 

  “De facto et de jure.” 

 

 So, the court (which is made up of members of an ex officio body – who are members of 

the Tribunal by virtue of holding another office… possibly judges, possibly not) is going to 

deliberate “de facto et de jure” -- existing in fact, whether legally recognized or not.  Those are 

the standards set by the Swiss Court. 

 “The Public Session of the Hearing began at 9:10 a.m.,” and Maitre Moreillon has 

completed whatever it is that he said (because there is no record of it in the transcript other 

than handwritten notes) and departs the court at 9:30 a.m.  The above notes have got to be the 

briefest I have ever seen of a court proceeding lasting 20 minutes (the reason I believe it was 

held in secret without the services of a court reporter).   

 Anyway, you’ve got the idea of what this Hearing is about.  Switzerland wants $40 

million of Wanta’s money to give to a Russian company Wanta has never done business with or 

heard of and gives no facts confirming who the players are that want the $40 million.  There is 

no evidence that they are in any way related to Wanta in this transcript.  The transcript refers 

to “The main documents of the dossier” – what main documents? – “in particular the order of 
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adjournment by the examining judge of Lausanne issued on 14 January 2000.”  Thus, 

documents from a 14 January 2000 are being read into the record of this Tribunal hearing – 

where are they?  Not in this transcript (as they should be), that’s for sure! 

 I am no lawyer.  I’m just a writer whose nose gets pretty close to facts others try to hide 

when they are trying to hide them – and this transcript smells badly of:  “We’re hiding 

something.”   

 In this case, it is an exercise in hiding facts from anyone seeking information about Leo 

Emil Wanta’s court records in Switzerland.  When reference is made to another court case – 

which obviously involved Wanta or it would have not been made a part of this case – the 

transcript of that proceeding should become part of the transcript involving the current case.  

The fact that the Swiss did not send a full transcript shouts loudly that they are hiding 

something.     

 The court says it has now gone behind closed doors to deliberate the facts of the case 

whether those facts are legally recognized or not… their own words. 

 The first lie is that the “Accused” have not appeared for “more than an hour after the 

mandatory show time,” and so “the court proceeds to its judgment against them, in absentia.” 

 Interesting, is it not, that at the beginning of the Tribunal Hearing the court was going to 

“proceed to its judgment AGAINST them?”  These are the words of the court… scroll up and re-

read them.  In other words, at the beginning of the proceedings, the Swiss Tribunal Hearing had 

decided the judgment would be AGAINST the Defendants (whom they had not informed of the 

Hearing).  The other man arrested with Wanta, Giovanni Ferro from Toronto, is also being 

judged at this Hearing.  Had Leo Wanta had been able to testify at this make believe Hearing, he 

would have made very clear to the Swiss that they committed major international crimes, 

globally and domestically, in 1993 – and at the Tribunal Hearing in 2000. 

 Because this is a 20-page transcript and because so much of it is totally meaningless in 

the sense of its purpose (I’m sure it is not meaningless to Ambassador Wanta), I am only going 

to cover specific areas where clear and provable errors are included in the text.  The entire 
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English translation has been made available to you (as is the French transcript as sent to me 

through the kindness of First President of the Lausanne Court Pierre Bruttin). 

 First, the Tribunal says Leo Wanta was indicted for something.  He believes that is a 

complete lie.  He has never been informed about an indictment involving any crime in the 

nation of Switzerland.  Had there been an indictment, it should have been included in court 

transcripts because it validates statements made by the court.  It was not.  Thus, I tend to agree 

with Ambassador Wanta.  Further, Wanta was not terribly hard to find at the time of the 

Hearing:  He was in North Fork Prison in Sayre, Oklahoma.  Had the Swiss wanted to find him, all 

they would have to do was place a phone call to the Wisconsin Department of Prisons.  As their 

own words convict them of doing, they closely followed the Wanta trial of 1995 and the result 

of it.  They knew where he was. 

 The court record says: 

 “The Accused (indicted): 

  “a. Leo Emil WANTA was born on June 11th, 1940 in Stevens 

Point/Wisconsin/USA. Being an American citizen, he has his official residence in the 

United States.” [Barnewall Note:  Untrue.  By the time of his arrest in 1993, Wanta 

had been an official resident of Vienna, Austria for five years; this Hearing was held 

in 2000.]  “He has been married to Joanne RAMSTACK, but appears to have been 

divorced November 3rd 1995.  (Document 183). The couple has three adult 

children. We have no knowledge of the school, education or the professional 

formation of the accused. In 1992, Leo Emil WANTA rented office space” 

[Barnewall Note:  Untrue.  Leo Wanta had office space with a Queen’s Counsel 

Attorney with whose family he was living in Toronto… a safe house made available 

by Vice President Dan Quayle.] “in the offices of attorney/notary” (name removed 

by the court) “in Canada, where he supposedly was ‘doing business’.  It was there 

that he met FERRO, who was working as a legal advisor to XXXXX” (Name removed 

by Swiss Courts).  “The accused presents himself as a business man (PV 4 p.4), but 

also as an agent of the American government working under cover for various 

organisations, as a UNO functionary and as an ambassador of Somalia to Canada 

and to Switzerland. In contradiction thereto, according to specialized journalists he 

has a reputation of being a swindler. (Doc 94)   NORIEGA NEWSPAPER ARTICLES 
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  “He arrived in Switzerland beginning of May 1993, at which date he was 

sent back to the US.”  [Barnewall Note:  This is totally untrue.  Wanta went to 

Europe in May 1993 to attend his June Investiture in Paris as Somali Ambassador to 

Switzerland.  It was witnessed not only by Alain Juppe, the French Minister of 

Foreign and European Affairs under the Sarkozy Administration but by other 

notables, as well – an Italian Secret Service agent, an Italian Judge, etc.). His 

investiture occurred in June and on July 7, 1993 he was arrested by the Swiss – who 

are presenting “the facts” of this Tribunal – and was held in prison there until 

November 17, 1993.  It is impossible for things to have happened as stated by the 

Swiss in this transcript.  Had Wanta been returned to the United States “beginning 

May 1993,” he would have never been arrested in Switzerland.] 

  “The criminal record of Leo Emil WANTA is blank. However, this accused 

has been convicted in the US, by judgment rendered on November 20th 1995, to 

an 8 year prison sentence for tax evasion.(Doc 109 & 129/5).”  [Barnewall Note:  

This refers to Wanta’s trial on criminal tax evasion charges in Madison, Wisconsin; 

the trial was held May 8-11, 1995; sentencing was November 20, 1995.  Thus, the 

Swiss courts followed Wanta’s trial in Madison, Wisconsin.] 

  “In the light of the declarations of Leo Emil WANTA and of his many letters 

being kept on file, in particular document 75 addressed to the FBI, the court 

wonders whether the excessive fantasy of the accused is that of a swindler or of a 

mythomaniac. The reports concerning the tax evasion case of Leo Emil WANTA 

include some mind boggling statements by the accused. He apparently has been 

subjected to psychological assessments which have confirmed his mental health. 

(doc 129/5).” 

 

 You may react to this differently than I, but if someone told me he was a secret agent 

for the United States and I found 75 documents addressed to the F.B.I., I think I might tend to 

take his or her statements seriously and look more closely into what he said.  Instead, the Swiss 

find it convenient to think Ambassador Wanta suffers from delusions… that he is either a 

swindler or is a “mythomaniac.”  Practically in the next sentence the court again confirms that it 

– five years after Wanta’s Madison trial – is in touch with Wisconsin authorities regarding the 

Wanta trial by stating that he made “some mind boggling statements” at his trial and that he 

had been subjected to “psychological assessments which confirmed his mental health.”  
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CONFIRMED HIS MENTAL HEALTH are the key words there.  If the Swiss didn’t order the Dane 

County Court Transcripts, how did they come to the conclusion that he made “mind boggling 

statements?”  I wonder if they follow all of their false arrest mistakes so closely?  No.  Of course 

not! 

 Here are Lee Wanta’s handwritten comments to the International Court of Justice 

regarding the “mythomaniac” mental health questions raised by Switzerland: 

  “The Court wonders whether… the excessive fantasy of the accused is that 

of a swindler or of a ‘mythomaniac.’  Since they (the Court) is a medical institution, 

I will enclose a ‘Private Medical Report of the State of Wisconsin (USA)’ written by 

the Chief Medical Doctor (over 25 years) which undoubtedly will assist in your 

Medical Evaluation.  She personally spoke to our U.S. Vice President Al Gore who 

absolutely confirmed my actual status, authority and Presidential Directives, inter 

alia.  Dr. Connie M. Lee, M.S., and her medical staff refused the Court-Appointed 

Dr. David M. Mays’ instructions to have me medicated for six (6) months to prepare 

for the scheduled civil income tax assessment trial for failure to pay; disregarding 

the truthful fact I personally owed no Wisconsin tax liabilities, per U.S. Federal 

Court Decrees and Orders!”   

 

 I have a copy of Dr. Lee’s letter to Judge Torphy (Dane County trial) regarding Leo E. 

Wanta’s mental health.  I also have a copy of the medical reports.  They, however, come with 

the following confidentiality stamp: 
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 Thus, I will not publish them.  I will, however, attest that Dr. Lee’s letters and reports do 

affirm that Leo Emil Wanta is quite sane. 

 There was a second person arrested with Ambassador Leo Emil Wanta on that fateful 

day in Lausanne.  His name is Ferro and he worked in the law offices of the attorney in Toronto 

with whom Wanta lived.  Ferro was married and had two adult children.  His background was 

that of real estate agent and he is described by the Swiss as becoming a legal advisor in a law 

office with a Notary.  The investigating officers say he earned “about 4-5000 CAN$ a month…” 

which I doubt because later in the transcript Ferro is described as receiving unemployment 

allowances.  The Swiss investigators say that in 1992 (when Wanta arrived in Toronto) his 

employer “pushed him to start working as a secretary for Leo Emil WANTA.”  He “handled 

telephone calls and fax messages but was never involved in decision making.”  Ferro was 

released rather quickly and was returned to Canada. 

 The facts as presented to the Swiss Tribunal Hearing ex officio members says that Ferro 

was to act as Leo Wanta’s secretary and, occasionally, as his interpreter.  Both statements are 

untrue.  As I said in Chapter Five, Wanta speaks several languages quite fluently and his 

intelligence work was far too secret to put in someone else’s hands.  About the only true 
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statement in this section of the transcript is that Wanta arrived in Switzerland in May of 1993.  

Then the Tribunal Hearing transcript says: 

  “First thing, both men have joined up with a certain xxxxxxx in Zurich, a 

South-African business woman and her daughter, who had been waiting for them.  

Xxxxxx business, as she herself declared, was to introduce some partners in order 

to close a ‘deal’ and be paid commission.  She had been in contact with Leo Emil 

WANTA as early as autumn of 1992 in an attempt to get in on some deal or other.  

She had come to Switzerland in order to set up a meeting for these business 

partners involved in financial transactions purporting to ‘prime bank guarantees’ 

and in particular to attempt to settle some matters on behalf of Leo Emil WANTA.  

According to her daughter’s testimony, she also was in contact with a figure named 

xxxxx, a notorious swindler.” 

 

 Going back to Chapter Six and Leo Wanta’s explanation of what happened in Lausanne, 

this “certain xxxxxxx” who “joined up” with him in Zurich must have been Lorrayne Fine and her 

daughter.  The “notorious swindler” of whom they speak must be Marc Rich/Reich, one of the 

biggest money launderers in the world living in Zug, Switzerland, under the full protection of 

that nation.  Remember two quotes from Chapter Six regarding Ms. Fine: 

  “It’s interesting, isn’t it, that William Sessions, Director of the FBI issued a 

tax evasion arrest warrant for Marc Rich and told Wanta to exercise it… but Wanta 

was arrested (for tax evasion) before that could be accomplished.  I remember Lee 

discussing the day of his arrest with me.  He had seen Lorrayne Fine talking with 

Rich on a hotel balcony and believes Rich had strong ties to the Mossad and that 

Fine (also affiliated with Mossad) told him about the arrest plans” (and so Rich 

never got on the ferry to France so Wanta could arrest him – and he is protected by 

the Swiss as long as he is on their soil.). 

 

 Thus, it seems reasonable to assume that “xxxxxxx” from South Africa (Fine is from 

South Africa) is Lorrayne Fine (of the Israeli intelligence service, Mossad, according to Wanta) 

and “the notorious swindler” is Swiss resident Marc Rich (who Wanta says also has ties with the 

Mossad).   
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 Here is the second quote from Chapter Six: 

  “The U.S. Dollar funding for the AmeriTrust deal was obtained through L. 

H. Financial in conjunction with AmeriTrust’s corporate fiduciary agent, Ms Elaine 

Guiraud of Lausanne.  She and L.H. Financial were recommended to AmeriTrust 

(Suisse) Societe by the Swiss government to perform functions that kept 

AmeriTrust (Suisse) Societe  in compliance with Swiss banking laws.  Ms. Giraud 

was aware of the origin of the Cash Performance Bond funding.  L.H. Financial 

advised Wanta and his company that the funds were certified by Union Bank of 

Switzerland (Union de Banques Suisses) as “good, clean, clear, freely-transferable 

and of non-criminal origin.”  It was at the insistence of Credit Swiss Bank (Credit 

Suisse Banque) that AmeriTrust Corporation, Inc. retained FGI Fiduciaire-Conseil 

and Ms Millie Ferrus as AmeriTrust Corporation’s Swiss Counsel to meet Swiss 

banking requirements.  They were doing everything by the book.  Leo Wanta made 

it a point to do things by the book.  This was subsequently authorized and 

approved by appropriate authorities within the U.S. Government.” 

    

 Long before Leo Wanta and I ever began discussing the court transcripts from the 

November 17, 2000 Tribunal Hearing, he gave me the above information.  In fact, the above 

disclosure was made before either of us even knew of the 2000 Hearing or the transcript of it.  

In the text below, it becomes difficult to keep track of the x’s – the players in this fictional plot 

the Swiss have created for their courts.  They say Wanta had known xxxxxxx (7 x’s) for 3 or 4 

years.  Lee clearly said at least two years before he knew of this transcript that L.H. Financial 

(Fine’s company) was recommended to AmeriTrust (Suisse) Societe by the Swiss government to 

keep his company, AmeriTrust (Suisse) Societe in compliance with Swiss banking laws.  

AmeriTrust’s fiduciary agent FGI and Elaine Guiraud of Lausanne, was also recommended to 

Wanta by the Swiss government. 

 

  ‘Leo Emil WANTA, as he himself stated, had the intention to set up a Swiss 

Subsidiary of his company AMERITRUST CORPORATION INC. To this end he 

intended to call upon a certain xxxxxxx (female), whom he had known for some 3 

or 4 years. She presented herself as a ‘doctor juris for international law’ and as a 

‘French lawyer’ and acted as legal counsel inside the FGI Fiduciaire Conseil 

company. This company, founded in 1991 by xxxxx and xxxxx, was also engaged in 

‘business deal’ without ever bringing a single one to a conclusion. Xxxxxxxx and 

xxxxxx had met in France in 1983-1984; they (females) had become friends and 
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lady xxx had suggested to lady xxx to go into business together. Some serious 

doubts arose as to the respectability of lady xxxx, who vanished after having 

handed to her the savings of lady xxxx, supposedly to be invested in some real 

estate project in France. 

  “And so Leo Emil WANTA and xxxxx came to Lausanne in the company of 

xxxxx and her daughter to meet with xxxxxxx and xxxxxx. The group checked in at 

the Hotel AULAC. Leo Emil WANTA introduced himself as the Somali Ambassador to 

Switzerland. He introduced xxxxx as the Somali Ambassador to Belgium. First of all 

he has obtained from xxxx his (her) bank data, explaining that a large amount was 

going to be transferred to his (her) account to cover the expenses, the expenses for 

setting up a company as well as for the settlement of the fees charged by FGI 

Fiduciaire Conseil.  

  “On June 18th 1993, the amount of 375.000 US$ was indeed transferred 

into account number 320’904.60 W belonging to xxxxx at UBS Lausanne.” 

 

 There is not room here to go through 20 pages of court hearings, but this information 

about FGI and L.H. Financial and Wanta going to Lausanne in the company of Lorrayne Fine (of 

Mossad) and her daughter (of Johannesburg, South Africa) is complete nonsense.  A nice story, 

perhaps, but that’s all it is.  The Swiss recommend to Wanta that he should use the services of a 

fiduciary company to be in compliance with Swiss banking laws and they give him the name FGI 

where Elaine Guiraud of Lausanne was employed.  L.H. Financial, Fine’s company, was also 

recommended to Wanta by the Swiss banking authorities.  In the year 2000 as the Swiss now 

tell the story, Wanta brought Fine with him to Switzerland. 

 

 “The transfer originated from a company EMERMARIN LTD in London, from its 

director xxxxxx. Xxxxxxx had opened at the same bank a new account number 

485.069.60 N in the name of FGI Fiduciaire Conseil into which these 375.000-US$ 

were transferred. 

 “Leo Emil WANTA also requested xxxxxx to introduce him to several banks, 

which he did, in particular to UBS in Lausanne, to CREDIT SUISSE in Lausanne and to 

the SCS ALLIANCE bank in Geneva. He has attempted to open an account at UBS 

Lausanne presenting himself as the Somali Ambassador to Switzerland; the bank 

management had some serious doubts and refused to cooperate. On June 23 1993 

however, Leo Emil WANTA opened an account nr. 70849 at SCS ALLIANCE  Geneva in 
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the name of AMERITRUST CORPORATION INC., with proxy deed in favour of 

xxxxxxxx. 

 

Wanta explains the above two paragraphs this way:   

 

  “Xxxxxxx had opened at the same bank a ‘new’ account number 

485.069.60 N in the name of FGI Fiduciaire Conseil into which the 375,000 U.S.$ 

were transferred (not into accounts belonging to AmeriTrust or Ambassador Wanta 

who had no knowledge of this bank account).  The Tribunal transcript says:  ‘Leo 

Emil Wanta also requested xxxxxx to introduce him to several banks, which she did, 

in particular to UBS in Lausanne, to Credit Suisse in Lausanne and to the SCS 

Alliance bank in Geneva.’  Untrue.  Leo Wanta has had a long-term bank account at 

Credit Suisse/Geneve since the mid-1980s and SCS Alliance is a CIA/U.S. 

Government Proprietary, used for many, many years for investigative purposes and 

to cover expenses and sting operations within Switzerland.  ‘He has attempted to 

open an account at UBS Lausanne presenting himself as the Somali Ambassador to 

Switzerland; the bank management had some serious doubts and refused to 

cooperate.’  Untrue.” 

 

 Here it is in the Swiss court’s own words: 

  

  “On July 2nd 1993, on orders of WANTA, xxxxxx has transferred from 

account 485 069 60N of FGI Fiduciaire Conseil to the account 70849 of 

AMERITRUST CORPORATION INC. the amount of 350.000-US$. She handed 5000-

US$ to her associate and kept 20.000-US$ for herself, to cover various expenses.”  

  “On July 6th 1993, WANTA has drawn from the AMERITRUST account at 

SCS ALLIANCE the amount of SF-14.000 (10.000-US$).”  [Barnewall Note:  If he had 

local access in Lausanne to $350,000 in an account opened in his name – it was 

opened in FGI’s name, as Wanta said – why would he use his account at SCS 

Alliance in Geneva to get 14.000 Swiss francs?]  “He spent part of it for his personal 

needs. 
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  “The remainder, SF-6700, were confiscated from his hands when he was 

arrested on  

July 8th 1993. A partial lifting of the confiscation for a total of 500-SF was ordered 

on November 19th 1993. The remaining SF-6200 being kept confiscated.” 

 

 It would make no sense for Wanta to ask Giraud/FGI to introduce him to banks in 

Lausanne when Geneva is such a short distance from Lausanne and he had about $500 billion 

sitting in a Credit Suisse account in Geneva when he was arrested.  It would make no sense for 

Wanta to be asked to be introduced at SCS Alliance Bank where he, as an intelligence operative, 

had contacts for many, many years.  In fact, in the next paragraph the Swiss transcript points 

out that on July 6, 1993 – the day before his arrest – he withdrew 14.000 Swiss Francs ($10,000 

U.S.) from his account as SCS Alliance.  He spent some of the funds on personal needs (the 

transcript says) and still had 6,700 Swiss francs that were confiscated from him when he was 

arrested. 

 Here’s how Wanta explained it in his communiqués to the International Court of Justice, 

to First president of the Lausanne Courts Pierre Bruttin, and the European Court of Human 

Rights: 

 

  “Whose bank data?  Explaining what and to whose bank account?  And for 

whose account to cover what expenses?  The setting up a (Suisse) company as well 

as costs for the SETTLEMENT and the FEES charged by FGI Fiduciaire Conseil were 

to be paid after AmeriTrust (Suisse) Societe was duly registered.  AmeriTrust 

Corporation escrow account fees would be paid from the U.S. Dollars 500 billion. 

  

 As an aside, you might want to go back to Chapter Seven and look at the Customs 

Declaration made by Ambassador Wanta when he immigrated back into the United States in 

New York.  He had $77.00 cash with him.  What happened to the 6,700 Swiss francs that were 

confiscated (according to the Tribunal Hearing’s own records) when he was arrested?  He was 
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held in solitary confinement for 134 days (and was given no access to money), was put on a 

Swiss Air flight and returned to New York… with $77.00 to declare to Customs.  What happened 

to the 500 Swiss francs they say were ordered on November 19, 1993 – he was returned to the 

U.S. on November 17, 1993 as his Customs Form validates (another “mistake”).  By what right 

did they confiscate 6200 Swiss francs?  It appears the Swiss practice not only creative story 

telling, but are thieves as well.  And that’s not all they took.  Here, in the court’s own words: 

 

  “In the course of his imprisonment, WANTA has signed a proxy deed for 

the AMERITRUST account in favour of XXXXXXXX.”  [Barnewall Note:  Wanta signed 

various legal documents while in prison to try to regain control of the funds being 

stolen from him by everyone – including the Swiss as indicated below, BUT HE 

NEVER SIGNED A PROXY DEED.  The CIA had its hands in the cookie jar, too.  Again, 

this is evidence that like vultures the Swiss followed his movements after his 

imprisonment in the United States by the State of Wisconsin  from 1993 until 2001.]  

“She has transferred provisions of respectively 20.000-US$ and 10.000-US$ to the 

WANTA defense attorneys.  We were able to confiscate what was left on the 

account at SCS ALLIANCE Geneva. This measure has effectively caused the 

cancellation of WANTA’s orders, passed to the bank via xxxx, to clear the account, 

in particular a transfer order for 150.000-US$ to ABN AMRO Bank in Antwerp in 

favour of LANCER PACE ASSOCIATES INC.; an order for 100.000-US$ to be wired to 

FGI Fiduciaire Conseil in order to set up a Swiss subsidiary of AMERITRUST; and an 

order for 60.000-US$ to be wired to FGI to cover their fees. The confiscation has 

also successfully preempted an attempt to draw funds from the account on July 

21st 1993 by xxxxx, posturing as an architect and as a Peruvian real estate 

developer residing in Florida, president of JUNE INVESTMENTS INC., a company 

registered on Turks & Caicos, in reality being a swindler who was on the 

international banking ‘wanted’ list. On the advice of xxxxxxxx this person had 

transferred on July 1st 1993 from CHEMICAL BANK FLORIDA onto account 70849 of 

AMERITRUST an amount of 10.000-US$, which he claimed he needed to conduct 

business in Europe. This account had been presented to him by lady xxx as being a 

transit account wherefrom he could withdraw funds as required.” 
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 There are so many errors in the above paragraph… but the primary purpose of including 

it is to provide absolute evidence from the mouth of the Swiss court that it took from Leo Emil 

Wanta’s bank accounts in Switzerland hundreds of thousands of dollars that belong to the 

American people to give to a Russian trawler company, Emermarin of London, and another 

London company called Lancer Pace – companies for which the Swiss Tribunal Hearing provided 

no evidence had any connection with Wanta.  Those of you who have funds in Switzerland 

because you perceive it to be a “safe haven” might want to keep this in mind.  Switzerland is 

apparently not the “safe haven” people in the U.S. seem to think it is.  

 

  “On July 8th, 1993 WANTA and his clique have checked out from Hotel 

AULAC, heading for Geneva. To cover the hotel expenses the accused has handed 

to the Hotel a check of 3000-US$ drawn on BANC OF AMERICA, were no funds were 

available.  WANTA and xxxxxxxxx were arrested shortly thereafter. 

 

 This is an absolute lie.  Please see the WANTA BANK OF AMERICA STATEMENT proving 

that more than enough money was in Wanta’s Bank of America account for this check to clear.  

I personally disbelieve that the hotel accepted a check for payment of its bill to Wanta.  I 

believe Wanta paid via cash… the cash he had received the day before his arrest from on July 6, 

1993.  As the Swiss Court transcript above evidences, Wanta withdrew 14.000 Swiss francs 

($10,000 U.S.) from his account as SCS Alliance.  He spent some of the funds on personal needs 

and still had 6,700 Swiss francs that were confiscated from him when he was arrested.  If he 

had 14.000 Swiss francs on July 6th and had only 6700 Swiss francs when he was arrested the 

next day, it is because he paid the hotel bill in cash.  Your experience may be different from 

mine, but I have never had a hotel in Europe accept a non-local check for payment.  They 

required cash or a credit card.  

 Following is a repeat of information provided by the court transcript earlier in this 

chapter… but some details are added.  For those of you who wonder how so much money could 

be stolen from one man, the court transcript provides a partial answer:  
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 “b) The investigation has revealed following: 

  “On June 4th 1993 a ‘contract of credit’ had been passed between 

ARKHANGELSK TRAWLFLEET JSC ( AFT), a Russian company based in Russia 

operating in the fishery industry and in the handling and distribution of fishery 

products, on the one hand, and EMERMARIN LTD, in London, on the other hand. 

This contract stipulated that EMERMARIN LTD granted to ATF a credit of 

40.000.000-US$. However, ATF was to transfer in advance to the creditor a 

guarantee of 350.000-US$; this guarantee was to be given back to ATF at the 

expiration of the credit or upon cancellation of the contract. Additionally ATF was 

to transfer without delay 25.000-US$ covering the mediating fees of LANCER PACE 

ASSOCIATES, a company that served as a front for the swindler xxxxxxx. 

ATF has kept his side of the deal by transferring 375.000-US$ to NATIONAL 

WESTMINSTER BANK in London in favour of EMERMARIN LTD. As we have shown 

earlier, xxxxxx on June 18th 1993 has transferred this amount to the account of 

xxxx. 

  “It was specified that 25.000-US$ were ccccc to the LANCER PACE 

ASSOCIATES company and that the remaining 350.000-US$ were to be reserved in 

the name and the account of EMERMARIN LTD. 

  “WANTA has acknowledged to the investigators that he was informed of 

the 375.000-US$ transfer: the money allegedly originated from one of his clients 

and was intended for the purchase of ‘prime bank guarantees’ from AMERITRUST 

CORPORATION. 

  “The varying versions of justification as to the origin and intended use of 

the 375.000-US$ and the initial draw of 14.000-SF show that the sole purpose of 

xxxxxx WANTA and consorts was to appropriate the money to themselves without 

caring about the fulfilment of their obligations towards ATF. 

  “ATF, being unable to recuperate the money after the obvious breach of 

contract, started legal action against EMERMARIN LTD in Great-Britain, which was 

successful. 

  “ATF also sought and obtained the confiscation of the AMERITRUST 

deposits at SCS ALLIANCE in Geneva. While AMERITRUST has not apposed it, the 

confiscation is irrevocable.” 
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 That’s how it’s done.  That’s how you steal money from one person and give it to others 

– with, I’m sure, a nice commission between this person and that – or, this court and that court. 

 

 Here is the outcome of the Tribunal Hearing: 

 

a)  “WANTA is guilty of fraud to the detriment of ATF. Using a pack of lies, being 
qualified  ‘advance fee fraud’, WANTA and his minions have led their victim to 
believe that she (the company) could obtain an important credit from a London 
company that was conducting business similar to hers. A valid contract had been 
signed which EMERMARIN LTD, represented by xxxxxx, never had the intention to 
honour. 

 “Through these lies, the accomplices have convinced their victim to 

transfer 375.000-US$, this money was consequently passed on from one bank 

account to the next in an attempt to cover the traces. The number of accomplices 

and the use of front-companies show the cunning nature of the operation, which 

worked perfectly. 

 “WANTA also committed fraud to the detriment of Hotel AULAC, whom he 

paid with a worthless cheque. 

  “The acts were committed in 1993. The present case is not one where the 

offender merely exploited an error made by the victim. Consequently the new law 

does not offer better defense rights than the old law. Consequently Article 148 

alinea 1a CP will be applicable. 

 

I. Declares WANTA in absentia guilty of fraud, forgery of titles and certificates, but 
clears him of any sentence; 

II. In absentia extradites WANTA from Swiss territory for a period of five years. 
III. Sentences in absentia xxxxx for complicity to forgery of titles and certificates to an 

imprisonment of six months minus 33 days of detention awaiting trial, suspended 
for a period of two years,  

IV. In absentia extradites xxxxxxx from Swiss territory for a period of five years. 
V. Grants Hotel AULAC’s claim and says that WANTA owes the hotel SF-4.637,50. 
VI. Maintains, for a period of 20 days as of the irrevocable judgement, the confiscation 

of the deposits in account nr 70849 at bank SCS ALLIANCE Geneva in the name of 
AMERITRUST Inc. and says that, at the expiration of the delay, these will be returned 
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to the prejudiced, unless provisional measures or a confiscation in accordance with 
article 271 LP will have been ordered. 

VII. Orders the confiscation and escheat of the amount of SF-6.200, sequestered under 
file nr 1264. 

VIII. Orders the confiscation and the permanent filing as exhibits of two copies of a fax 
transmitted by xxxxxxx and xxxxx to the Foreign Affairs Ministry in Geneva. 

IX. Charges WANTA with part of the expenses for an amount of SF-15.172.90 and 
xxxxxxxx for an amount of SF-3.733,45. 
 

“This judgment was drafted, approved and signed behind closed doors. 

 

 “While the accused still have not shown up and the other parties involved were 

excused, the President renounces the public lecture of the verdict.” 

 

 Of course the judgment was signed behind closed doors and of course the President (of 

the Tribunal) renounces the public disclosure of the verdict.  Who in their right mind would 

want this kind of filth as it relates to a court decision associated with their name?  The names of 

those who sat in judgment at this joke of a Hearing are not available… but all of us know in 

what country the banking laws allowed this miscarriage of justice. 

 Leo Wanta sat in a lonely prison cell in Oklahoma when this travesty occurred.  It was 

staged without his knowledge or his participation.  He was sentenced in absentia… for six 

months minus 33 days of detention while awaiting trial – they couldn’t even get that right.  He 

was in prison for 134 days in Prison du Bois Lausanne.  Wanta was banned from Swiss territory 

for five years – he hadn’t set foot in the country for seven years at the time the Tribunal ruled 

he couldn’t enter Switzerland for five years.  This entire proceeding is disgusting to anyone who 

respects the rule of law. 

 So this is how justice is dished out in a socialist European state?  There has been no 

response from the International Court of Justice or the European Court of Human Rights. 

 There are many more pages to the Lausanne Tribunal Hearing involving Ambassador Leo 

Emil Wanta.  The transcript has been provided in both French and English and I invite you to 
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read them.  However, if you know any of the facts surrounding this case, you know that this 

Tribunal Hearing makes a U.S. Kangaroo Court look honest by comparison.  This Hearing was 

only about how the Lausanne courts could steal money that belonged to Leo Emil Wanta and, 

because of his love of his country and the people who live here, to America and Americans.  

That’s all this Hearing accomplished:  The theft of another man’s labour and money. 

 For those who would like to read Ambassador Wanta’s comments regarding the above 

lies, here is a link to the comments he wrote for the International Court of Justice and the 

European Court of Human Rights. 

LEE’S NOTES 

 The purpose of this Hearing was, pure and simple, to steal as much of the Wanta money 

as Lausanne could get its hands on.  That’s your money and my money if you’re an American 

citizen reading this.  That’s your money if you are a citizen of a nation scheduled to get billions 

of dollars from the Wanta-Reagan-Mitterrand Protocols. 

 After reading this chapter, you may be tempted to write a letter to the Lausanne 

Courts… to First President Pierre Bruttin.  His address is on my letter to him… linked above. 

 And now on to the criminal trial of an innocent man in his home state of Wisconsin… 

possibly the only place more crooked as a government than that of Lausanne, Switzerland. 

 

 P.S.  If you find any evidence in this transcript of an actual relationship between Leo Emil 

Wanta and Arkhangelsk Trawlerfleet, Emermarin, or Lancer… please let the author know.  She 

couldn’t find it. 
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Back 

Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall 

(Title Removed) 

(Address Removed) 

(Phone Removed) 

 

September 20, 2011 

 

The Honorable, Jacques ANTENEN  

Juge D'Instruction  

Du Canton De Vaud  

Valentin  34  

1014 Lausanne, Switzerland  

 

    IN RE:   Ambassador Leo Emil Wanta (also     

    known as Lee/Leo Emil Wanta) 

      Arrested in Lausanne, Switzerland on 07   

     July 1993 

 

Dear Judge Antenen: 

 

As a bank consultant, I have spent many pleasant hours in your country.  The last time was when I spoke 

in Zurich at the Dolder Grand Hotel at an International Private Banking Conference.  The American 

Bankers Association published my book, Profitable Private Banking:  The Complete Blueprint.  The book 

was sold in America for two years and was then made available internationally by Lafferty Publications 

(London/Dublin).  Copies are currently housed at Oxford and Cambridge Universities in Great Britain. 
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Since retiring from the business of banking, I have written two books about the current world financial 

crisis (with particular focus on America’s monetary system).  While doing research for the second book, I 

became acquainted with Ambassador (to Switzerland from Somalia in 1993 at the time of his arrest) 

Lee/Leo Emil Wanta who was arrested in Lausanne on 7 July 1993.  He was taken to Prison du Bois – 

Mermet, CH du Bois, Gentil, 1018 Lausanne, where he spent 134 days in cell number 130. 

 

I am writing the final book of the trilogy and it will be based on what happened to Ambassador Wanta.  

His persecution is so reflective of the corruption of not just the American government, but of 

governments around the world.  It serves as a good example of power gone amok. 

 

Will you please tell me to which Swiss official offices/courts I can write in Switzerland to get copies of 

the following information? 

 

 1. A copy of any arrest warrants issued and any Surete reports filed; 

 2. A copy of the charges files against Ambassador Leo Emil Wanta at his arraignment; 

 3. The date and place of the arraignment; 

 4. Any court transcripts that are part of the public record (all court transcripts are public 

record documents in America, but I am not familiar with Suisse law); 

 5. Any court documents/transcripts available that pertain to Ambassador Wanta’s sudden 

release from cell number 130 on 16 November 1993; 

 6. Any written documentation as to why Ambassador Wanta was taken at gunpoint and in 

body restraints to a Swiss Air flight (#51) and returned to New York where he cleared Customs using his 

Diplomatic Passport which was returned to him by Swiss authorities upon his release from Prison du 

Bois. 

 

As you may know, upon his return to the United States from Switzerland, Ambassador Wanta was 

arraigned in New York’s U.S. District Court in front of Judge Allyne Ross and the case was immediately 

dismissed.  I am currently pouring over 2,000 pages of Wisconsin court documents which, in context 

with the laws of this nation, are shocking by the absence of any attention paid to lawful prosecution. 

 

I want to find out what happened to Leo/Lee Emil Wanta.  It would be far easier on my aging body if I 

can get the information via mail than it would be to spend long hours on an airplane – and both would 
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be less costly than hiring an advocate.  Any assistance you can provide that will help me write factually 

about what happened to an American citizen who was arrested in Switzerland at the Hotel Au Lac on the 

morning of 7 July 1993 will be greatly appreciated.   I want to be fair to the Government of Switzerland 

and I want to be factual in my coverage of what happened to Ambassador Wanta.  My newspaper 

articles and my books are works of fact and truth and my readers expect no less of me. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

(Mrs.) Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall 
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Back 

(Note:  French to English translation on page 2 of this document) 

  Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall 

                                        (information removed) 
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Translation 

I acknowledge receipt of your mail 20 September 2011 concerning Lee Emil Wanta and inform 

you that I pass it with a duplicate of this notice to the District Court of Lausanne, Criminal 

Division, Courthouse Montbenon, 1014 Lausanne, for further action.   
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Back 

 Marilyn MACGRUDER BARNEWALL 

       (Title Removed) 

       (Address Removed) 

       (Telephone Removed) 
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(Translation) 

The Central Public Prosecutor gave me your letter of September 20 last.  The content has my 

full attention. 

 

To follow up your request, I send you herewith a copy of the judgment of Lausanne Criminal 

Court held November 17, 2000 in Leo Emil Wanta the case, whose other names therein were 

masks. 

 

Police reports, however, are not disclosed. These parts can be found, if any, at the Registry of 

Criminal TRIBUNAL. 

 

Wishing you good reception, I beg you to believe, Madam, the assurances of my highest 

consideration. 

 

The first president: 

 

Pierre Bruttin 
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Back 

Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall 

(Title Removed) 

(Address Removed) 

(Telephone Removed) 

 

November 20, 2011 

 

Monsieur Pierre Bruttin 

La Premier President 

TRIBUNAL D’ARRONDISSEMENT 

DE LAUSANNE 

Palais de Justice de Montbenon 

1014 Lausanne 

 

Dear Premier President Bruttin : 

 

     N/ref:   PBR/lla 

     Affaire:  Leo Emil Wanta, 7 July 1993 

 

 

Thank you for your kind response to my inquiry dated 21 October 2011.  A copy of your letter is 

enclosed.  You must get many such requests for information and I appreciate your thoughtfulness. 
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Though the photocopy of the judgment rendered by the correctional tribunal of Lausanne dated 17 

November 2000 is very much appreciated, my primary questions go unanswered.  

 

 1. What court transcripts/records are available from Ambassador Wanta’s original arrest 

date of  7 July 1993 and from his incarceration in a Suisse prison from 7 July 1993 until 17 November 

1993?  Surely court documents prior to 2000 – seven years beyond the date of Ambassador Wanta’s 

arrest – are available that show the reason the Suisse government confined an American citizen to a jail 

cell for over four months.  Surely charges were filed and court action was taken at the time to justify 

such a serious action.  Where can I find the court records from 1993, please? 

 

  Since Judge Allyne Ross immediately dismissed all charges against Ambassador Wanta 

when he appeared in the Federal District Court in Brooklyn, New York, on 19 November 1993 

(Switzerland returned Ambassador Wanta on Swiss Air Flight #51, he appeared in Judge Ross’s Court on 

November 17, 1993 and all charges against him were dropped on November 19, 1993 – I have copies of 

the New York Court Dockets regarding this matter).  And, since Ambassador Wanta’s entry back into the 

United States shows his Diplomatic Passport was used by Customs for re-entry into the country, he 

obviously was who he said he was:  the Ambassador to Switzerland and to Canada for Somalia.  The 

authorities in Lausanne had to have access to his Diplomatic Passport or he would not have had it 

available to re-enter the United States.  Leo Emil Wanta’s Ambassadorial Investiture was attended (and 

witnessed) by the Foreign Minister of  France, the Honorable Alain Juppe… a former Mayor of 

Bordeauxs.  Thus, questions arise as to the legitimacy of the imprisonment of Ambassador Wanta in 

Lausanne… of why the Suisse Government would imprison someone with Diplomatic Immunity in 

violation of the various international Agreements known as the Vienna Convention.  

 

  Please understand my problem, Monsieur.  I have in my possession documents that 

make it clear the Leo Emil Wanta was appointed to be Ambassador to Switzerland from Somalia.  I have 

a copy of his Diplomatic Passport.  There are pictures of his Investiture attended by the honorable Alain 

Juppe… and the Sûreté in Lausanne simply decides it disagrees with those facts, it believes or thinks or 

“in its opinion” this man has a mental problem and, even though he has a mental problem they still 

think he is a highly skilled money launderer?  Do you realize how ridiculous that sounds?  

   

  It also appears the Suisse government has a conflict of interest in the Wanta case.  Bank 

records exist showing the Ambassador had on deposit with Credit Suisse a large sum of money – well 

into the billions of U.S. dollars.  Those funds were never returned to him or to the United States 

Government or to the State of Wisconsin, USA.  The money just… disappeared.  As I said in my first letter 
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to Judge Antennen (which was forwarded to Judge Jean Trecanni, then to you, Premier President 

Bruttin), I want to be fair to the Suisse government as I write Ambassador Wanta’s biography.  To do 

that, I need factual information, not assumptions and opinions of guilt as expressed in the Tribunal 

Decision you provided. 

 

  The Tribunal Decision is an interesting document filled with highly questionable 

comments for a legal document; the following come from just the first two pages of the 20 page 

document: 

 

  Tribunal: (The Accused) does not appear, although duly summoned by edictale 

(FAO) to 8:00; 

  Response: How can this be since Ambassador Wanta was in prison in the State of 

Oklahoma (I have confirmed this with two trips to North Fork Prison in Sayre, Oklahoma).  To where was 

the “Summons” sent?  Why were the avocats who were paid a very high fee in July 1993 to serve in 

Ambassador Wanta’s defense not “duly summoned” to offer evidence in defense of this man? 

 

  Tribunal:   Leo Emil Wanta has no criminal records in Switzerland.  However, the 

accused was convicted in the United States by Judgment of 20 November 1995, sentenced to eight years 

in prison for tax evasion.  Records in Austria were also investigated for credit card fraud. 

  Response: Leo Emil Wanta WAS NOT convicted on 20 November 1995; he was 

convicted on 11 May 1995.  He was SENTENCED on 20 November 1995.  These kinds of errors are… 

unique in legal court documents.  And why in a Tribunal Decision was an investigation involving credit 

card fraud in Austria mentioned when, obviously, nothing was found.  Had it been, charges would have 

been filed against him.  A cancelled check proving that Ambassador Wanta paid the Wisconsin taxes in 

1992, three years before his Wisconsin trial, is enclosed.  It’s interesting that the Suisse Court uses 

information from what we, in America, call a “Kangaroo Court” – a dishonest court – to justify its arrest 

of him, and the Wisconsin Court uses information from the Suisse Court to justify suggesting 

Ambassador Wanta was not of sound mind – an allegation proven to be totally false via numerous 

mental examinations before trial.  This is of particular interest since the primary witness against 

Ambassador Wanta at his Wisconsin trial, a Department of Revenue Agent named Dennis Ullman who 

presented himself as a lawyer (see letter addressing him as “Dennis Ullman, Esq.”) trial visited 

Switzerland and Austria to see if there was any evidence available to use in the Wisconsin trial.  As the 

court transcripts of that trial prove, no evidence from Switzerland or Austria was presented against 

Ambassador Wanta. 

 



© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012 
 

  Tribunal: Leo Emil Wanta and BLANK NAME  arrived in Switzerland at the 

beginning of June 1993.   

  Response:  If that is true, please explain the copy of an enclosed document showing 

Wanta’s Suisse bank accounts as early as April of 1993.  Please explain the numerous references made 

to Suisse bank accounts established prior to 1993 as recorded in the book, Thieves’ World.  This is an 

obvious error or lie. 

 

   It appears very coincidental that the Suisse Government in Lausanne decided to 

send Ambassador Wanta back to New York City on November 17, 1993, and the date of the Tribunal 

Decision is November 17, 2000 – exactly seven (7) years after his return to the United States by the 

Suisse government.  What is the Statute of Limitations for whatever charges were brought against 

Ambassador Wanta on 7 July 1993 – and what charges were brought that warranted a 4 month and 10 

days incarceration? 

 

  Tribunal:   In view of Leo Emil Wanta’s declarations and numerous letters on file, 

including 75 pieces addressed to the FBI, the Court ASKS WHETHER THE IMAGINATION of the accused is 

of a con man or that of a pathological liar.  The reporting process for tax evasion due to “delirium” 

statements reported made about the accused, he was subjected to psychiatric evaluations that 

concluded his mental health is not at question. 

  Response: Ambassador Wanta is one of the most brilliant intelligence operatives 

that ever served the United States of America… and the authorities in Lausanne independently decided 

he is mentally ill.  Documents from the Ronald Reagan Library which verify Wanta’s government service 

as he explained it to the Suisse Sûreté on 7 July 1993 when they arrested him are enclosed.  As 

documented in the book Thieves’ World (Claire Sterling, Simon & Schuster, 1994 – six years before this 

Tribunal Decision was handed down), Leo Emil Wanta was “… the one who mattered” (in bringing down 

the Soviet ruble).  Page 194 on which Sterling made that statement is enclosed.   

    Ambassador Wanta carried a blue nylon bag with him at the time he 

was arrested in Lausanne.  It contained numerous Secret and Top  

Secret documents… the Sûreté had the time, motive and opportunity to search the contents of that bag 

– and, in fact, did.  Their own words convict them as they make reference to the numerous pieces of 

correspondence (75, I believe the Tribunal said) he carried that were addressed  the Federal Bureau of 

Investigation.  And, if they looked at that information, they had to know of an intelligence operation 

called “Chaselet” that involved Credit Suisse… being investigated by none other than covert intelligence 

operative Leo Emil Wanta. 

    The question then becomes: How can a woman who is a journalist from 

a small, agricultural town in Western Colorado USA, find evidence that makes it clear Ambassador 
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Wanta’s guilt or mental stability was not a legitimate question to be asked, let alone answered in the 

Tribunal Decision handed down on 17 November 2000.  The evidence suggests the Tribunal Judges may 

have been unstable – or, had some other motivation to find someone guilty of an offense with 

absolutely no evidence of guilt and with no defense documents admitted into evidence.  If this woman 

journalist can find these things when a man’s guilt or innocence does not hang in the balance --  why 

couldn’t the Suisse Sûreté or the Lausanne Courts find it when it does? 

 

These are the questions with which I am wrestling, trying to find intelligent answers to questions that 

only blur factual evidence to the contrary as I read the Swiss Government’s Tribunal Decision dated 17 

November 2000.  It interests me (as an international traveler) that the Court Tribunal says the Hotel Au 

Lac was given a “bad check” by Ambassador Wanta.  As an international traveler, I have never had a 

hotel agree to accept a personal check for payment.  I’m quite sure the Hotel Au Lac did not accept one 

from Ambassador Wanta, either.  And, Credit Suisse filed no charges – so why are they listed as a party 

to the Tribunal Decision?  So many inaccuracies and conflicts… 

 

I repeat the request made in my first letter to the Court in Lausanne:  Which Department do I contact to 

get copies of public documents regarding the arrest and detention in a Suisse prison for four months 

and ten days of Ambassador Leo/Lee Emil Wanta? 

 

My new book about Ambassador Wanta’s life will provide factual answers to the above questions (and 

many others) but, even more important, negotiations with a film producer for this story have begun.  As 

I have repeatedly said, Monsieur Premier President, I want to be fair to all parties involved… but I need 

facts, not guilt determined by opinion and void of any input from the defense of this man’s good name 

from the Tribunal Decision with which you provided me.  Switzerland is better than that – at least, I 

certainly hope it is. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall 
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cc:      Ambassador Leo E Wanta 

cc: Monsieur Philippe Couvreur  

 Registrar 

 The International Court of Justice 

 Peace Palace 

 Carnegieplein 2 

 2517 KJ 

 The Hague 

 The Netherlands 

 

Enclosures: 

 

FGI Letter, Llausanne, 29 April 1993 

Inward Remittance Notification from Banc Dumeneil, Geneve, Switzerland, 27 May  1992 

Letter, State of Wisconsin Department of Revenue, 18 February 1999 (one year prior to the Tribunal 

Decision in Lausanne), “no record of delinquent Wanta taxes…” 

Page 194, Thieves’ World (Simon & Schuster, 1994), line 2:  “Wanta was the one who  mattered.” 

Letter, 12 August 1981, from Attorney Robert G. Pyzyk:  “Mr. Wanta, in the last six  months, has 

been cleared by the United States Justice Department prior to  receiving his appointment as Inspector 

General of the Defense Department.” 

Copy of cancelled check dated 3 June 1992 in payment of $14,129.00 Wisconsin State  taxes.  The 

Lausanne Tribunal Decision notes that Leo Emil Wanta was found  guilty of tax evasion charges in 

Wisconsin in 1995 for an amount of $14,129.00  non-paid taxes.  The taxes were paid; the Tribunal’s 

Decision, faulty. 

Letter dated 23 April 1993 from Chief, Collection Branch, Internal Revenue Service,  USA to Leo 

Wanta:  “You are not liable for filing a tax return for this period.” 

 23 Pages from the Library of Ronald Wilson Reagan, President of the United  States re Leo Emil 

Wanta; these pages prove Ambassador Leo Emil Wanta is  and was precisely who he said he was 
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(before the Lausanne Tribunal Court made  decisions regarding a man’s guilt or innocence on 

opinion rather than fact and  suggested that anyone who made such claims was mentally disturbed).  

This  information was available to me – and was available to the Lausanne Tribunal  Court of 2000, 

had it chosen to investigate rather than pontificate. 

 

NOTE:  There is much more evidence that the Lausanne Tribunal Decision was made for reasons of 

convenience – or, perhaps because an unjustifiable arrest was made in Lausanne in 1993 and a Statute 

of Limitations required some action be taken to protect those responsible for the unwarranted arrest.  I 

will be glad to provide further documentation from the 6,000 pages of non-court transcript documents I 

have gathered – or from the 2,000 pages of court transcript documents I have also amassed.  If I can be 

of assistance to you, please contact me.  MB 
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Back 

Governor-Governor-Elect Letter from 

Ambassador Lee Emil Wanta 

 

Thursday, February 03, 2011 5:41  

10 November, 2010  

 

Dear Governor and/or Governor-Elect, 

National Governor’s Association, et al ….  

The many thoughtful comments made by Governors and Governors-elect recently about High 

Speed Rail [HSR] Programs are appreciated. It is always a pleasure to discuss innovation and 

progress with people of foresight and logic. The fact that so many Governors and Governors- 

elect around the United States are coming to the realization that the promises of an American 

High Speed Rail System can be best done nationally utilizing private, not government, funds is 

heartening.  

Perhaps the reason the Obama - Biden Administration approached the implementation of High 

Speed Rail – promising HSR (150-230 mph) when, in reality, they planned to build rapid transit 

rail (100-150 mph) – is because the Federal Government knows each State needs to solve 

transportation problems that high-speed rail doesn’t solve. What the federal government 

failed to see is that local rapid transit systems need to be owned and controlled by State 

Government, not the Federal Government. Too, HSR systems are more costly and need to be 

privately funded with no taxpayer grants or subsidies – particularly at this moment in 

America’s economic history.  

There is no doubt in my mind that each State Government needs to implement a rapid transit 

system that is coordinated into the AmeriRail High Speed Rail Transportation Program. Upon 

the Economic Receipt of my personal/repatriation funds, I am willing to enter into a planning 

process with each State Governor through whose State AmeriRail travels to discuss 

temporarily providing funds to build a rapid transit system designed to solve your most 

pressing transportation problems.  
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It is clear that the Economic Recovery/Crisis is creating financial difficulties that make it 

impossible for State Governments to do much more than provide basic necessities to the 

American Populace. I believe State Legislatures across the country need to better define 

“necessary” and become more prudent in their spending. I also believe the jobs that can be 

created by building both HSR and rapid transit systems at the same time will solve much of 

the economic instability. People are not going to borrow and spend until they feel confident 

about jobs, salaries and full employee benefits. Before the jobs and housing situations can be 

solved, lost confidence in government must be restored.  

The suggestions for what needs to be done in your State must come from you. You know your 

State and its needs. What we are probably talking about is a loan to your State from 

AmeriRail 

[upon my personal Economic Receipt] for limited rapid rail links/attachments to the AmeriRail 

system. We are also talking about all proceeds from the rapid rail system being used to repay 

any loan made by AmeriRail for rapid transit … and we are talking about AmeriRail 

maintaining control of cost factors involving rapid transit until any loans for the system are 

repaid. Beyond cost factors, the State would be in control of managing the system until 

repayment is completed.  

My objective with the funds being unlawfully withheld from me since May of 2006 has always 

been to do what best serves the needs of America. As the Federal Government has become 

more and more bloated and unable to implement meaningful Economic Recovery, it has 

become clear to me that problems will need to be solved with sovereign states, not a 

bureaucracy run amok.  

If you are interested in discussing these and other creative ideas with me, I will expect to 

hear from you.  

Sincerely, 

 

(/s/Signed) 

Lee E Wanta  
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Back 

Judgement 

Rendered by the Correctional Court 

November 17th, 2000 at 17.00 hrs 

In the case of  

1. Leo Emil WANTA 
2. xx 

 

Withheld instances of breach of law: 2. Complicity to the forgery of titles and complicity to the forgery 
of certificates. 

 

Dates of breach of law: june-july of 93. 

 

Session of 17 november 2000 at 9.10 a.m. 

 

Presiding is 

Judges 

Court Clerk 

Bailiff 

 

(Page 2) 

Session of: Friday November 17th, 2000 

Presiding: 

Judges: 

Clerk: 

Bailiff: 

At 9.10 a.m. in public session the case is being opened  involving: 
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 WANTA Leo Emil, born June 11th, 1940 in Stevens Point, Wisconsin, USA, American citizen, son 

of WANTA Emil and of  AANONSEN Ethel, divorced from RAMSTACK Joanne. 

 

 Accused of: fraud, forgery of titles and forgery of certificates. 

He is not present, although he was summoned to court in accordance with the law at 08.00 a.m. 

 

0 Plaintiffs-x Public Prosecutors  

 

0-CREDIT SUISSE, attention of Mme -----, Rue de Lausanne, 16, mail box 100, 1211 Genève 70 (reference 

CRUR)    Excused. 

X-HOTEL AULAC, place de la Navigation 4, 1000 Lausanne 6  Not present. 

X-ARKHANGELSK TRAWLFLEET, (represented) by Maître Laurent MOREILLON, place St-François 5, CP 

3860, 1002 Lausanne 

Maître MOREILLON is present , his client having been excused. 

 

The case proceeds ex officio. 

(page 3-handwritten) 

 There is no opening statement. 

 The main documents of the dossier are being read, in particular the order of adjournment by the 

examining judge of Lausanne issued on 14th January 2000. 

 Maître Moreillon is being heard on the facts of the case. The plaintiff comes to the 

straightforward conclusion that the sequester (confiscation) should be lifted. 

 Maître Moreillon retires. 

 The examination is ended. 

 More than an hour after the mandatory show time, the accused have not shown up and the 

court proceeds to its judgement against them, in absentia. 

 The pleadings are ended. 

 The session is suspended at 09.30 a.m. 
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 The court is now retiring for the deliberation behind closed doors to reach a conclusion. It 

breaks up at 10.50 and entrusts its President with the redaction of the text of the judgement. 

 

(page 4) 

 

 Deliberating without delay behind closed doors, the court states the following: 

 De facto et de jure 

 

I. The Accused (indicted): 
a. Leo Emil WANTA was born on June 11th, 1940 in Stevens Point/Wisconsin/USA. Being an 

American citizen, he has his official residence in the United States. He has been married 
to Joanne RAMSTACK, but appears to have been divorced November 3rd 1995. 
(Document 183). The couple has three adult children. We have no knowledge of the 
school education or the professional formation of the accused. In 1992, Leo Emil 
WANTA rented office space in the offices of attorney / notary xxxxxxxx in Canada, where 
he supposedly was ‘doing business’. It was there that he met  Giovanni FERRO, who was 
working as a legal advisor to XXXXX. The accused presents himself as a business man (PV 
4 p.4), but also as an agent of the American government working under cover for 
various organisations, as a UNO functionary and as an ambassador of Somalia to Canada 
and to Switzerland. In contradiction thereto , according to specialized journalists he has 
a reputation of being a swindler.(Doc 94) He arrived in Switzerland beginning of May 
1993, at which date he was sent back to the US. 

 

 The criminal record of Leo Emil WANTA is blank. However, this accused has been convicted in 

the US, by judgement rendered on November 20th 1995, to an 8 year prison sentence for tax 

evasion.(Doc 109 & 129/5). 

He allegedly also  has been on the wanted list in Austria for credit card fraud. (doc 41/4;PV 3 p.5). 

 

(page 5) 

 In the light of the declarations of Leo Emil WANTA and of his many letters being kept on file, in 

particular document 75 addressed to the FBI, the court wonders whether the excessive fantasy of the 

accused is that of a swindler or of a mythomaniac. The reports concerning the tax evasion case of Leo 

Emil WANTA include some mind boggling statements by the accused. He apparently has been subjected 

to psychological assessments which have confirmed his mental health. (doc 129/5). 
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 b. xxxxxxxx, Canadian citizen , was born xxxxxx. Presently he has his residence  

in Canada. He is married to xxxxxxxxxx. The couple has two adult children.  Xxxx has worked as a real 

estate agent, then, as of June 1975, as legal advisor to a cabinet of an attorney and notary xxxxxx. He 

earned about 4-5000 CAN$ a month. 

In the autumn of 1992, as his workload was low, he was pushed by his employer to start working as a 

secretary for Leo Emil WANTA: he handled telephone calls and fax messages but was never involved in 

decision making. (pv ===). 

 Xxxxxxxxx declared that Leo Emil WANTA was ‘very secretive’ as far as his business was 

concerned. He was not paid for his services but received unemployment allowances. He arrived in 

Switzerland together with Leo Emil WANTA in June 1993. Both men initially stayed at Hotel 

AMBASSADOR in Zürich, later on in Hotel AULAC at Lausanne. As required by the present case, the 

accused has been put in detention awaiting trial as of 8th July 1993 for a total duration of 33 days. At his 

liberation he has been sent back to Canada. 

His criminal record is blank. 

(page 6) 

II. The facts 

 Leo Emil WANTA and xxxx arrived in Switzerland beginning of May 1993. The former allegedly to 

‘conduct business’, the latter as his secretary and occasionally as his interpreter. 

First thing, both men have joined up with a certain xxxxxxx in Zürich, a South-African 

business woman and her daughter, who had been waiting for them. Xxxxxx business, as she 

herself declared, was to introduce some partners in order to close a ‘deal’ and be paid 

commission. She had been in contact with Leo Emil WANTA as early as autumn of 1992 in an 

attempt to get in on some deal or other. She had come to Switzerland in order to set up a 

meeting for these business partners involved in financial transactions purporting to ‘prime 

bank guarantees’ and in particular to attempt to settle some matters on behalf of Leo Emil 

WANTA. According to her daughter’s testimony, she also was in contact with a figure named 

xxxxx, a notorious swindler. 

Leo Emil WANTA, as he himself stated, had the intention to set up a Swiss  

Subsidiary of his company AMERITRUST CORPORATION INC. To this end he intended  to call 

upon a certain xxxxxxx (female), whom he had known for some 3 or 4 years. She presented 

herself as a ‘doctor iuris for international law’ and as a ‘French lawyer’ and acted as legal 

council inside the FGI Fiduciaire Conseil company. This company, founded in 1991 by xxxxx 

and xxxxx, was also engaged in ‘business deal’, without ever bringing a single one to a 

conclusion. Xxxxxxxx and xxxxxx had met in France in 1983-1984; they (females) had 
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become friends and lady xxx had suggested to lady xxx to go into business together. Some 

serious doubts arose as to the respectability of lady xxxx, 

(page 7) 

who vanished after having handed to her the savings of lady xxxx, supposedly to be invested 

in some real estate project in France. 

 And so Leo Emil WANTA and xxxxx came to Lausanne in the company of xxxxx and her 

daughter to meet with xxxxxxx and xxxxxx. The group checked in at the Hotel AULAC. Leo 

Emil WANTA introduced himself as the Somali Ambassador to Switzerland. He introduced 

xxxxx as the Somali Ambassador to Belgium. First of all he has obtained from xxxx his (her) 

bank data, explaining that a large amount was going to be transferred to his (her) account to 

cover the expenses, the expenses for setting up a company as well as for the settlement of 

the fees charged by FGI Fiduciaire Conseil.  

 On june 18th 1993, the amount of 375.000 US$ was indeed transferred into account 

number 320’904.60 W belonging to xxxxx at UBS Lausanne. 

The transfer originated from a company EMERMARIN LTD in London, from its director 

xxxxxx. Xxxxxxx had opened at the same bank a new account number 485.069.60 N in the 

name of FGI Fiduciaire Conseil into which these 375.000-US$ were transferred. 

 Leo Emil WANTA also requested xxxxxx to introduce him to several banks, which he did, 

in particular to UBS in Lausanne, to CREDIT SUISSE in Lausanne and to the SCS ALLIANCE 

bank in Geneva. He has attempted to open an account at UBS Lausanne presenting himself 

as the Somali Ambassador to Switzerland; the bank management had some serious doubts 

and refused to cooperate. On June 23 1993 however, Leo Emil WANTA opened an account 

nr. 70849 at SCS ALLIANCE  Geneva in the name of AMERITRUST CORPORATION INC., with 

proxy deed in favour of xxxxxxxx. 

 

(page 8) 

 On June 28th 1993 Leo Emil WANTA ,xxxxxxxx and xxxxxx, showed up at the CREDIT 

SUISSE in Lausanne. Leo E. WANTA introduced himself as the newly appointed Somali 

Ambassador to Switzerland as evidenced by an accreditation letter from the Somali Embassy 

in London addressed to the Swiss minister of foreign affairs in Geneva and he (WANTA) 

introduced xxxxx as the new Somali Ambassador to Belgium as evidenced by an 

accreditation letter of the same type. Leo Emil WANTA and xxxxx have presented these 

letters to their  CREDIT SUISSE counterparts. WANTA stated that he had the intention to 

open an account in the name of AMERITRUST CORPORATION INC.; the purpose of this 

account being the acceptance of 81.000.000-US$ to be transferred on that day by SWIFT 

message from PARIBAS Bank in Zürich. He further indicated that he wanted to use the 
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money to buy bank titles. He handed a copy of a SWIFT (message), dated June 28th 1993, 

sent off by a xxxxx, first vice-president of PARIBAS Zürich, to a certain xxxxx, employee of 

CREDIT SUISSE Lausanne, reporting the forthcoming transfer of 81.000.000-US$ on bank 

account 176 705 52 780 of FGI Fiduciaire Conseil in favour of AMERITRUST CORPORATION 

INC.; the money was to be used for the purchase of bank titles for a total value of 

100.000.000-US$.(doc 23) 

 

 The management of CREDIT SUISSE have refused to further negotiate. In fact, a quick check 

brought to light that 1) xxxxxxx was no longer employed in Lausanne but had been working at CREDIT 

SUISSE New York since October 1992, 2) the abovementioned account had been closed due to lack of 

transactions, 3) the content of the SWIFT message did not meet the standards for money transfers ,4) 

xxxxxxxxx had exceeded his competence at PARIBAS by sending the disputed SWIFT (message), since he 

was authorized only to act on the bank he was representing. 

(page 9) 

 On July 2nd 1993, on orders of WANTA, xxxxx has transferred from account 485 069 60N of FGI 

Fiduciaire Conseil to the account 70849 of AMERITRUST CORPORATION INC. the amount of 350.000-

US$. She handed 5000-US$ to her associate and kept 20.000-US$ for herself, to cover various expenses. 

 On July 6th 1993, WANTA has drawn from the AMERITRUST account at SCS ALLIANCE the amount 

of SF-14.000 (10.000-US$).He spent part of of it for his personal needs. 

The remainder, SF-6700, were confiscated from his hands when he was arrested on  

July 8th 1993. A partial lifting of the confiscation for a total of 500-SF was ordered on November 19th 

1993. The remaining SF-6200 being kept confiscated. 

 

 In the course of his imprisonment, WANTA has signed a proxy deed for the AMERITRUST 

account in favour of XXXXXXXX. She has transferred provisions of respectively 20.000-US$ and 10.000-

US$ to the WANTA’s defense attorneys. We were able to confiscate what was left on the account at SCS 

ALLIANCE Geneva. This measure has effectively caused the cancellation of WANTA’s orders, passed to 

the bank via xxxx, to clear the account, in particular a transfer order for 150.000-US$ to ABN AMRO Bank 

in Antwerp in favour of LANCER PACE ASSOCIATES INC.; an order for 100.000-US$ to be wired to FGI 

Fiduciaire Conseil in order to set up a Swiss subsidiary of AMERITRUST; and an order for 60.000-US$ to 

be wired to FGI to cover their fees. The confiscation has also successfully preempted an attempt to draw 

funds from the account on July 21st 1993 by xxxxx, posturing as an architect and as a Peruvian real estate 

developer residing in Florida, president of JUNE INVESTMENTS INC., a company registered on Turks & 

Caicos, in reality being a swindler who was on the international banking ‘wanted’ list. On the advice of 

xxxxxxxx this person had transferred on July 1st 
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(page 10) 

1993 from CHEMICAL BANK FLORIDA  onto account 70849 of AMERITRUST an amount of 10.000-US$, 

which he claimed he needed to conduct business in Europe. This account had been presented to him by 

lady xxx as being a transit account wherefrom he could withdraw funds as required. 

 On July 8th, 1993 WANTA and his clique have checked out from Hotel AULAC, heading for 

Geneva. To cover the hotel expenses the accused has handed to the Hotel a check of 3000-US$ drawn 

on BANC OF AMERICA, were no funds were available. 

 WANTA and xxxxxxxxx were arrested shortly thereafter. 

b) The investigation has revealed following: 

1. On June 4th 1993 a ‘contract of credit’ had been passed between ARKHANGELSK TRAWLFLEET 
JSC ( AFT), a Russian company based in Russia operating in the fishery industry and in the 
handling and distribution of fishery products, on the one hand, and EMERMARIN LTD, in London, 
on the other hand. This contract stipulated that EMERMARIN LTD granted to ATF a credit of 
40.000.000-US$. However, ATF was to transfer in advance to the creditor a guarantee of 
350.000-US$; this guarantee was to be given back to ATF at the expiration of the credit or upon 
cancellation of the contract. Additionally ATF was to transfer without delay 25.000-US$ covering 
the mediating fees of LANCER PACE ASSOCIATES, a company that served as a front for the 
swindler xxxxxxx. 

 ATF has kept his side of the deal by transferring 375.000-US$ to NATIONAL WESTMINSTER BANK 

in London in favour of EMERMARIN LTD. As we have shown earlier, xxxxxx on June 18th 1993 has 

transferred this amount to the account of xxxx. 

(page 11) 

 It was specified that 25.000-US$ were ccccc to the LANCER PACE ASSOCIATES company and that 

the remaining 350.000-US$ were to be reserved in the name and the account of EMERMARIN LTD. 

 WANTA has acknowledged to the investigators that he was informed of the 375.000-US$ 

transfer: the money allegedly originated from one of his clients and was intended for the purchase of 

‘prime bank guarantees’ from AMERITRUST CORPORATION. 

The varying versions of justification as to the origin and intended use of the 375.000-US$ and the initial 

draw of 14.000-SF show that the sole purpose of xxxxxx WANTA and consorts was to appropriate the 

money to themselves without caring about the fulfilment of their obligations towards ATF. 

 ATF, being unable to recuperate the money after the obvious breach of contract, started legal 

action against EMERMARIN LTD in Great-Britain, which was successful. 

ATF also sought and obtained  the confiscation of the AMERITRUST deposits at SCS ALLIANCE in Geneva. 

While AMERITRUST has not apposed it, the confiscation is irrevocable. 
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2. The SWIFT (message) presented to CREDIT SUISSE by WANTA had been dictated to xxxxx by a 
certain xxxx, who became xxxxxxxxx. This figure also had been described as a swindler by his ex-
employer PAINE WEBBER. As a matter of fact, he was brought to justice for fraud in the US (docs 
98 and 129). So this gentleman xxxxxx had the idea, and with good reason, to take his business 
to Europe, while  forbidden in the US. These shady deals consisted of buying and selling, at a 
profit, of bank titles, the ‘prime bank guarantees’. 

 

(page 12) 

 Xxxxxxx has spoken about his project to a German business man, named xxxx, whom he asked if 

he knew interested banks or investors. And so he showed up at PARIBAS bank Zürich toward the end of 

May, beginning ( of June) 1993, where he met xxxxxxxx whom he already knew. In order to convince the 

banker to get in on the deal, xxxxx has taken him to New York for a meeting with  xxxxx, which took 

place on June 21st 1993. 

 On June 23rd 1993 xxxxxxx opened an account at PARIBAS Zürich in the name of the holding 

company IBHH, based in Luxembourg. He also deposited an unspecified amount in this account. He also 

brought investors to the bank who in turn deposited about 41.000.000-US$. The so called ‘aim of the 

operation’ was to purchase titles worth 100.000.000-US$ at a reduced price of 81.000.000-US$. The 

invested funds were to serve as collateral for the purchase; in return, a commission was promised by 

IBHH, who required from his partners total secrecy about the deals. 

 

 On the basis of these quasi-operations, xxxx faxed to xxxx the content of the SWIFT message 

addressed to CREDIT SUISSE Lausanne, mentioning the deposit of 81.000.000-US$. Xxxxxxx was in the 

belief that he had transmitted a mere conditional commitment. 

 Xxxx ‘s plan was to have the SWIFT message intercepted by xxxx ,whom he knew and who was 

supposed to fax it to him together with the acknowledgement of receipt from CREDIT SUISSE. However, 

after having faxed the SWIFT to CREDIT SUISSE Lausanne on June 28th 1993, he had learned that xxxx 

was no longer working there. 

 He then decided to change tactics. He asked xxxxxx to send him a copy of the SWIFT (message), 

which he then handed to WANTA. The latter was to attempt to obtain bank titles (‘bank debentures’) 

and to present those to PARIBAS. His accomplices tried to get their hands the same type of titles at 

CREDIT SUISSE Geneva, who refused to issue the hoped-for document due to the lack of pre-payment. 

 

These elements show that WANTA and xxxx must have known that the SWIFT (message) was 

counterfeit; they also show that, apparently, it was the intention of xxxx and WANTA to obtain bank 

titles at no cost in order to sell them at a profit. 
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3. In 1993 there existed no such thing as a Somali Embassy to Switzerland. Yet WANTA stated to 
the investigators that some mail addressed to him was waiting for him to be picked up in this 
Embassy in Geneva. Also, the Somali Embassy to England had been closed since 1991. WANTA’s 
so-called credentials consist of a fax that he himself had wrapped in plastic to give it an air of 
authenticity. Both accused must have known that the credentials they attempted to use in their 
favour, were counterfeit.  

 

c) CREDIT SUISSE has lodged a criminal complaint (Penal Law). ATF and Hotel AULAC 

have lodged a Civil Law complaint. 

III. DE IURE 
 

b) WANTA is guilty of fraud to the detriment of ATF. Using a pack of lies, being qualified  ‘advance 
fee fraud’, WANTA and his minions have led their victim to believe that she (the company) could 
obtain an important credit from a London company that was conducting business similar to 
hers. A valid contract had been signed which EMERMARIN LTD, represented by xxxxxx, never 
had the intention to honour. 
 

Through these lies, the accomplices have convinced their victim to transfer 375.000-US$, this 

money was consequently passed on from one bank account to the next in an attempt to cover the 

traces. The number of accomplices and the use of front-companies show the cunning nature of the 

operation, which worked perfectly. 

 

WANTA also committed fraud to the detriment of Hotel AULAC, whom he paid 

with a worthless cheque. 

 The acts were committed in 1993. The present case is not one where the offender merely 

exploited an error made by the victim. Consequently the new law does not offer better defense rights 

than the old law. Consequently Article 148 alinea 1a CP will be applicable. 

 

 When presenting to CREDIT SUISSE a non-standard SWIFT message, redacted by an 

unauthorized employee with the aim of obtaining unpaid for services, WANTA has committed forgery ‘of 

titles’. A SWIFT message is an inter-bank payment order ascertaining the money transfer it refers to. As 

such it is be considered a ‘title’ in the sense of article 110 CP. 

 

 The new article 251 CP is not a ‘lex mitior’. Consequently the Court will apply article 251 aCP, 

which was in effect at the time of the forgery. 
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 When presenting false credentials to CREDIT SUISSE with the aim of proving his respectability 

and of convincing the bank to trust him and to grant him the requested services, WANTA also 

committed forgery of certificates as defined by the article 252 aCP; article 252 nCP does not offer better 

defense rights to the accused. 

 

 b)  As for xxxxxx, he has assisted WANTA in his cunnig manoeuvres. By being   

 present at CREDIT SUISSE, he added to the air of sincerity and respectability (of   

 WANTA). He endorsed his accomplice ’s lies by accepting to present himself as   

 the Somali Ambassador to Belgium. In this way he became himself guilty of   

 complicity to forgery ‘in titles’ and in certificates as defined by articles 25 CP and  

 251 and 252 aCP. 

IV. SENTENCES 

 a) When fixing the sentence against WANTA, the Court will take into account, firstly,  

  the amount involved (375.000 + 3.000)US$) in the fraud. There is good reason to  

 also consider the magnitude of the planned operation  against CREDIT SUISSE,   

 even though the hoped for profit certainly would not have reached the full   

 81.000.000-US$,; fortunately this operation was aborted. The Court will also take  

 into account the extremely sophisticated nature of the schemes and the number  

 of individuals involved in them. These schemes leave victims, who do not have   

 the experience banks have, with virtually no chance at all to escape the spider ‘s  

 web woven  by  these swindlers. To his discharge, the Court will take into account  

 WANTA’s blank criminal record  and the amount of time lapsed since the forgery  

 was committed. 

 

 The sentence needs to be complementary to the US Court sentence of November 20th 1995 for 

tax evasion. The Court is of the opinion that, had the accused been sentenced for the totality of his acts, 

he would not have been sentenced to more than 8 years of imprisonment. Consequently the Court will 

refrain from pronouncing an extra sentence. WANTA is guilty of the abovementioned breach of law but 

will not be subject to any sentence. 

(page 16) 

 However, a non-revocable extradition order needs to be issued against the accused, who, having 

no family ties nor any professional ties whatsoever with our country, has come came to Switzerland  to 

engage in criminal acts.  
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c) xxxxxx ‘s culpability is much less severethan that of his (her) co-accused. His (her) role has been 
secondary only. It is not known what reward has been offered to him (her) for his (her) docility 
and compliance. Nevertheless, he accepted to participate in an operation that was nothing less 
than forgery  with important amounts of money at stake. To his discharge, the Court will take 
into account the absence of antecedents as far as xxxxx is concerned, whose reputation is 
immaculate, as well as total time elapsed since the facts. 

 

 Considering these elements and notwithstanding the absence of the accused, which could be 

justified by the distant location of his residence, the Court is of the opinion that a favourable the 

anticipated future behaviour xxxx. Consequently xxxxx will be subject to a suspended (deferred) 

sentence, combining the objective and subjective conditions. 

 

 A non-revocable extradition order needs to be issued against this accused, for the same reasons 

as those cited in the case of WANTA . 

 

V. CIVIL COURT CONCLUSIONS 
 Hotel AULAC has filed a civil suit against WANTA for the amount of 4.637-SF, corresponding to 

the damage (3000-US$  converted to 4500-SF) to which were added the expenses of the bank who 

attempted in vain to cash the cheques. (Doc 55). These claims are documented and are due. 

 

CREDIT SUISSE and ATF have not filed civil suit. 

VI. The sequesters ( the confiscation) 
 The deposits of AMERITRUST CORPORATION INC. at SCS ALLIANCE  Geneva originated from an 

ATF transfer. Failing an agreement with WANTA, in whose hands these deposits have been confiscated, 

these cannot be returned to the prejudiced. 

 

(page 18) 

Consequently the Court, 

Applying articles ………… in the case of WANTA; 

Applying articles ……….. in the case of xxxxxx; 

 

X. Declares WANTA in absentia guilty of fraud, forgery of titles and certificates, but clears him 
of any sentence; 
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XI. In absentia extradites WANTA from Swiss territory for a period of five years. 
XII. Sentences in absentia xxxxx for complicity to forgery of titles and certificates to an 

imprisonment of six months minus 33 days of detention awaiting trial, suspended for a 
period of two years,  

XIII. In absentia extradites xxxxxxx from Swiss territory for a period of five years. 
XIV. Grants Hotel AULAC’s claim and says that WANTA owes the hotel SF-4.637,50. 
XV. Maintains, for a period of 20 days as of the irrevocable judgement, 

the confiscation of the deposits in account nr 70849 at bank SCS ALLIANCE Geneva in the 

name of AMERITRUST Inc. and says that, at the expiration of the delay, these will be 

returned to the prejudiced, unless 

provisional measures or a confiscation in accordance with article 271 LP will have been 

ordered. 

XVI. Orders the confiscation and escheat of the amount of SF-6.200, sequestered under file nr 
1264. 

XVII. Orders the confiscation and the permanent filing as exhibits of two copies of a fax 
transmitted by xxxxxxx and xxxxx to the Foreign Affairs Ministry in Geneva. 

XVIII. Charges WANTA with part of the expenses for an amount of SF-15.172,90 
and xxxxxxxx for an amount of SF-3.733,45. 

 

This judgement was drafted, approved and signed behind closed doors. 

 

While the accused still have not shown up and the other parties involved were excused, the 

President renounces the public lecture of the verdict… ETC. 
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Back 

 

Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall 

(Title Removed) 

(Address Removed) 

(Phone Removed) 

 

May 14, 2012 

 

Msr. Felix Paschoud  

Avocats au Barreau  

6, rue de la Grotte  

CP 5559 

1003, Lausanne, Switzerland  

 

Dear Msr. Paschoud : 

 

I am in possession of records of a Tribunal Hearing held by the Lausanne Courts on November 17, 2000, 

regarding Ambassador Leo Emil Wanta.   You, specifically, and your firm (at the time), Carrard, 

Paschoud, Heim & Associes, were retained to represent the Ambassador when he was unlawfully 

arrested by the Suisse Sûretė on 7 July 1993.   

 

I am Ambassador Wanta’s official biographer and am currently writing a book that details his life story.  

The unlawful arrest and detention in Switzerland will, of course, be part of that book. 

 

I would very much appreciate answers to the following questions: 
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 1. According to Ambassador Wanta, your firm was paid to provide legal services to him… 

about $50,000.00, as I recall.  Yet, Ambassador Wanta never saw the inside of a courtroom while he was 

unlawfully imprisoned in Lausanne for over four months.  He was put in a mental hospital where he was 

given drugs and where his sanity was “tested.”   He was found sane.   

 

  What actions were taken by your firm to prevent such obvious abuses of a civilian 

prisoner from a foreign country? 

 

 2. The drugs given by those who imprisoned Ambassador Wanta caused an ongoing heart 

malfunction:  Right Bundle Branch Block.  This condition requires that a Pacemaker be inserted in the 

Ambassador’s body.   

 

  What actions were taken by your firm to prevent such obvious abuse of a civilian 

prisoner from a foreign country? 

 

 3. When I contacted the Lausanne courts, I requested to see any court transcripts and a 

copy of the charges filed against Ambassador Wanta.  No transcripts were provided (proving that 

Ambassador’s statement that he never saw the inside of a courtroom is accurate) and no copies of 

charges filed against Ambassador Wanta were provided. 

 

 

 

  Will you please place a copy of any court transcripts or charges filed against Ambassador 

Wanta in the mail to me?  When I contacted Msr. Bruttin at the Lausanne Courts, he very kindly 

provided the court transcript from 17 November 1993 (7 years, to the day, from the date he was 

unlawfully extradited from Switzerland to the United States where, in New York City, a Federal District 

Court Magistrate dismissed all charges against Ambassador Wanta).  However, though I requested any 

available information from 1993, none was provided. 

 

 4. Though I am just an author and journalist, I know how to read and found the 

information contained in the Vienna Agreements of interest.  As I understand it, when a prisoner claims 

diplomatic immunity, the State/Nation arresting the party must by law validate or invalidate the claims 

made via an investigation.  Assumptions of truth or lies are unacceptable under international law… 
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which I assume the Swiss still observe?  Or do they only observe such laws when it does not involve 

fraudulent behavior on the part of major Swiss banks?  Ambassador Wanta was both an Ambassador (to 

Somalia, his investiture witnessed by the current French Foreign Minister, Alain Juppe) and an 

intelligence operative working under contract as a covert operator on behalf of the United States 

government.   

 

 What did you or your firm do to ensure an investigation be undertaken that would either 

confirm or disprove Leo Wanta’s claims of diplomatic immunity?  Precisely what investigations did you 

pursue to confirm or disprove this claim? 

 

 What did you or your firm do to ensure an investigation be undertaken that would either 

confirm or disprove Ambassador Wanta’s claims that he was an intelligence operative investigating a 

major Swiss bank… an operation called “Chaselet” in which this major bank was re-issuing letters of 

credit that had been issued by the Chase Manhattan Bank, headquartered in New York City, U.S.A.? 

 

 5. When the Lausanne Courts held the Tribunal Hearing on 17 November 2000, they state 

on page one of the transcript that Leo Wanta had been notified of the Hearing.  At the time of the 

Hearing, Ambassador Wanta had been hidden in an Oklahoma (USA) prison and received no Notification 

of a Hearing being held.  I have read the transcript and there is absolutely no person present to 

represent the interests of the Defendant Leo Emil Wanta.  

 

  Did the Lausanne Courts contact you and/or your law firm as the avocats of record for 

Ambassador Wanta?   I have been reassured by Ambassador Wanta’s Case Manager at the Oklahoma 

prison that no notification of any hearing arrived for him… not in January or in November. 

 

 6. Following are two statements made in the Tribunal Hearing Transcripts (dated 17 

November 2000): 

 

“Accused of: fraud, forgery of titles and forgery of certificates. 

He is not present, although he was summoned to court in accordance with the law at 08.00 a.m. 
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“X-ARKHANGELSK TRAWLFLEET, (represented) by Maître Laurent MOREILLON, place St-François 5, CP 

3860, 1002 Lausanne 

Maître MOREILLON is present , his client having been excused. 

The case proceeds ex officio. 

 

(page 3-handwritten) 

 

“There is no opening statement. 

The main documents of the dossier are being read, in particular the order of adjournment by the 

examining judge of Lausanne issued on 14th January 2000. 

 

“Maître Moreillon is being heard on the facts of the case. The plaintiff comes to the straightforward 

conclusion that the sequester (confiscation) should be lifted. 

Maître Moreillon retires. 

 

“The examination is ended. 

 

“More than an hour after the mandatory show time, the accused have not shown up and the court 

proceeds to its judgement against them, in absentia.” 

 

Suddenly a party totally unfamiliar to Ambassador Wanta and with whom he has had no business 

dealings  – “X-Arkhangelsk Trawlfleet” represented by Maitre Moreillon, obviously his client, was at the 

Tribunal Hearing because Moreillon’s client was “excused” by the Tribunal.  Moreillon is referred to by 

the Tribunal Court as “The plaintiff.”  His interest in this case is that “the sequester should be lifted.”  

Since Ambassador Wanta had in various bank accounts throughout Switzerland U.S.$500,000,000.00 

(that is five  hundred million U.S. dollars) and there is talk here of confiscation being removed… this 

sounds like a profit-making venture for both the courts and Maitre Moreillon – and his client, of course.  

Though the Court clearly states that Moreillon “is being heard on the facts of the case,” Msr. Bruttin 

provided no transcript of that testimony. 
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 Were you or any member of your law firm informed of this Tribunal Hearing?  Was Notification 

of the Tribunal Hearing sent to your offices and were you relied upon by the Lausanne courts to notify 

Ambassador Wanta of this Hearing? 

 

 Does your office have any insight as to who “X-Arkhangelsk Trawlfleet” is – and what they might 

have to do with a Tribunal Hearing that involves Ambassador Leo Emil Wanta? 

 

Thank you in advance for your cooperation and assistance. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall 
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© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 



© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012 
 

Back 

 

NOTE:  In 1988, Panamanian El Presidente Manuel Noriega was heavily involved in the drug business.  

U.S. intelligence operatives – especially secret agents like Wanta – had difficulty knowing with whom 

they could talk because Noriega had a secret protection service.  No one knew who they were.  A ;plan 

was crafted to provide weapons for this “secret army” of Noriega’s.  Quality weapons would be made 

available to them… but a computer chip would be hidden in each one so it could be tracked and the 

secret army surrounding and protecting Noriega could be identified.  Leo Emil Wanta was a weapons 

expert and was involved in this operation.  When Panamanian Ambassador Juan B. Sosa. exposed the 

plan, he also exposed Wanta… and as  you may recall, resulted in the need for American troops to 

invade Panama to arrest Noriega.  These are the articles referred to in the Lausanne Tribunal Hearing.     

 

The Associated Press 

The materials in the AP file were compiled by The Associated Press. These materials may not be 

republished without the express written consent of The Associated Press. 

March 24, 1988, Thursday, PM cycle 

SECTION: Washington Dateline 

LENGTH: 643 words 

BYLINE: By GEORGE GEDDA, Associated Press Writer 

DATELINE: WASHINGTON 

BODY: 

Panamanian strongman Manuel Antonio Noriega is trying to arrange through a U.S. arms dealer 

for the immediate delivery of 5,000 semi-automatic pistols to his military forces, according to a secret 

document. 

Coupled with the reported acquisition of large quantities of weapons from Cuba in recent days, 

the proposed purchase of the pistols indicates that Noriega may be intent on using force to remain in 

power, U.S. officials said Wednesday. 

A proposal by the U.S. dealer promises delivery of an additional 25,000 pistols at the rate of 

2,000 a month. A Panamanian Defense Force major who defected last Friday said over the weekend that 

Cuba recently had provided Panama with 94,000 pounds of weapons, including large numbers of AK-47 

rifles. A general strike protesting Noriega's continued rule has left the country virtually paralyzed, but 

Noriega has given no sign that he intends to step down as commander of the Defense Forces. 
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The dealer which is arranging for the export of the Belgian-made Browning 9mm pistols is 

AmeriChina Global Management Group of Appleton, Wis. 

A copy of the proposed transaction, marked "urgent" and "confidential" was provided to The 

Associated Press by Panamanian Ambassador Juan B. Sosa. He was informed of the possible transaction 

last Saturday by AmeriChina President Leo Wanta. 

Sosa said Wanta discussed the deal with him unaware that Sosa had broken with Noriega almost 

a month ago and has remained loyal to ousted President Eric Arturo Delvalle. At Sosa's request, Wanta 

sent him a telecopy of the proposed deal, which was addressed to Noriega and to his chief of Ordnance 

Services, Lt. Col. Eugenio Corro. The arms package is worth more than $10 million. 

State Department officials said there was no legal way the U.S. government could block the 

transaction because the pistols are not of U.S. origin. 

But they expressed keen interest in a reference at the bottom of proposal to an apparent 

request by the Panamanian military for M-16 rifles. The reference asked whether Panama had reached 

any decision on the "procurement-delivery" of the M-16's. 

Any such request would require U.S. approval and would be rejected, said the State Department 

officials, insisting on anonymity. 

The M-16 is manufactured by Colt Industries, based in New York City. A Colt official, who asked 

not to be identified, said Colt would never export the M-16 without U.S. government approval. 

The State Department officials said they had no record of any company by the name of 

AmeriChina. They said all companies that manufacture or export weapons must register with the 

government and that failure to do so carries stiff penalties. 

Reached by telephone at his Wisconsin office, Wanta asked how the AP had obtained a copy of 

his memo to Noriega and was indignant when he was told of Sosa's role. 

"You tell Sosa he will have a lot of explaining to do in about 12 minutes," Wanta said. He then 

hung up. 

Sosa said that in his conversation last Saturday with Wanta, the arms dealer had asked for 

Panama's military attache but Sosa took the call himself because the attache no longer shows up at the 

embassy. 

Sosa said he felt it was his duty to make the proposed deal public because of the possibility that 

the weapons might be used against the Panamanian people. 

The pistols are to be sent to Panama from Antwerp, Belgium, the country where the weapon 

was originally commissioned more than 50 years ago. 

The weapons are described as "high-power" with fixed sights. The price listed is $398 each. 
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The delivery schedule calls for shipment of 5,000 of the pistols immediately and an additional 

2,000 units per month thereafter "until 25,000 units are delivered." 

There are an estimated 10,000 to 11,000 members of Panama's Defense Forces. They are 

supplemented by undisclosed numbers of paramilitary forces and militia. 

 

The Associated Press 

The materials in the AP file were compiled by The Associated Press. These materials may not be 

republished without the express written consent of The Associated Press. 

April 8, 1988, Friday, AM cycle 

SECTION: Washington Dateline 

LENGTH: 597 words 

HEADLINE: Secret Memo on Arms Deal Leaked by Panamanian Military 

BYLINE: By GEORGE GEDDA, Associated Press Writer 

DATELINE: WASHINGTON 

BODY: 

A secret memo outlining a plan by Panamanian strongman Manuel Antonio Noriega to acquire 

thousands of semi-automatic pistols has been leaked to an opposition leader by a rebel member of 

Panama's military. 

The proposed acquisition of the Browning 9mm pistols is part of a sizable weapons buildup by 

Panama's Defense Forces that got under way shortly after Panama's crisis began six weeks ago with 

Noriega's ouster of President Eric Arturo Delvalle. 

The memo was sent to Noriega on April 1 by Leo Wanta, president of AmeriChina Global 

Management Group Inc., an arms exporting firm based in Appleton, Wis. Wanta told Noriega in the 

memo that the supplier of the weapons had advised that "they are ready to finalize the delivery" of the 

pistols. 

The schedule called for the delivery of 5,000 pistols immediately and 2,000 per month 

thereafter until "all units are delivered." 

The memo did not specify how many weapons were to be sent all told. But a previous memo by 

Wanta, obtained by The Associated Press last month, said the purchase involved 30,000 pistols, 

including the 5,000 to be sent immediately. The list price is $398 each. 
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The earlier memo was given to the AP by Panamanian Ambassador Juan B. Sosa. Wanta had sent 

a telecopy of the memo to Sosa, unaware that the envoy had broken with Noriega and continues to 

regard Delvalle as the legitimate president of Panama. Sosa has refused to relinquish the embassy to a 

replacement envoy named by the new government in Panama. 

Wanta sent the April 1 memo directly to Noriega, bypassing the embassy here. A stamp in the 

upper left hand corner of the communication said it was received by the Defense Forces on April 5. 

The memo was leaked by a Defense Force officer to a Panamanian opposition leader, who 

turned over a copy to the AP on condition he not be identified either by name or location. 

The pistols are manufactured by Fabrique Nationale, S.A., of Belgium and are to be delivered 

from that country to Panama, according to the memo. The State Department raised the issue late last 

month with the Belgian firm, which said that it had not had contact with anyone from AmeriChina, a U.S. 

official said. 

The U.S. government cannot legally block the sale because the weapons are not of American 

origin. The U.S. official, insisting on anonymity, said AmeriChina has not registered with the U.S. 

government, a requirement he said applies to all American arms dealers. 

Wanta could not be reached for comment. The company phone number that appeared on the 

first memo was deleted from the second memo. The phone has been "temporarily disconnected," 

according to a recorded announcement. The only address listed is a post office box. 

Concerning Panama's arms buildup, a Panamanian pilot who defected from the Defense Forces 

last month said he and two other pilots flew 94,000 pounds of weapons to Panama from Cuba on 

Noriega's behalf a few days after the political turmoil in Panama erupted. 

Another aspect of the military buildup is a training program for thousands of Panamanians, who 

have formed into volunteer units known as "Dignity Brigades" to repel what the government says is an 

imminent U.S. invasion. 

Some of the brigades are being trained in the use of M-16 rifles. The two memos sent by Wanta 

make reference to a possible deal with the Defense Forces involving M-16s. 

A U.S. official said the transfer of M-16s to Panama would require U.S. government approval 

because they are manufactured by an American company, Colt Industries. He added that the 

government would disapprove any such request. 

 

April 9, 1988, Saturday, PM cycle 

SECTION: Washington Dateline 

LENGTH: 488 words 
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HEADLINE: Proposed Gun Deal Exposed by Panamanian Officer 

BYLINE: By GEORGE GEDDA, Associated Press Writer 

DATELINE: WASHINGTON 

BODY: 

A rebel member of Panama's Defense Forces has smuggled out a memo detailing the efforts of 

military strongman Manuel Antonio Noriega to buy thousands of pistols from an American arms dealer. 

The memo, marked "urgent" and "confidential," was sent to Noriega on April 1 by Leo Wanta, 

president of AmeriChina Global Management Group Inc., an arms exporting firm based in Appleton, Wis. 

The document offered fresh evidence of Noriega's intention to ride out Panama's prolonged 

political crisis partly with help of a large infusion of foreign weapons. A Defense Forces defector said last 

month he had helped fly to Panama 94,000 pounds of weapons from Cuba. In what appeared to be a 

major security breach aimed at blocking the purchase by his boss, the unidentified officer leaked the 

memo to a Panamanian opposition leader. The memo was turned over to The Associated Press on 

condition the leader be identified neither by name nor location. 

Wanta told Noriega in the memo that the supplier of the weapons had advised that "they are 

ready to finalize the delivery" of the Browning 9mm semi-automatic pistols made in Belgium. 

The schedule called for the delivery of 5,000 pistols immediately and 2,000 per month 

thereafter until "all units are delivered." 

The memo did not specify how many weapons were to be sent all told. But a previous memo by 

Wanta, obtained last month by the AP, said the purchase involved 30,000 pistols, including the 5,000 to 

be sent immediately. The list price is $398 each. 

The earlier memo was given to the AP by Panamanian Ambassador Juan B. Sosa. Wanta had sent 

a telecopy of the memo to Sosa, unaware that the envoy had broken with Noriega and continues to 

regard ousted President Eric Arturo Delvalle as the country's constitutional leader. Sosa has refused to 

relinquish the embassy to a replacement envoy named by the new government in Panama. 

Wanta sent the April 1 memo directly to Noriega, bypassing the embassy here. A stamp in the 

upper left hand corner of the communication said it was received by the Panamanian Defense Forces on 

April 5. 

The pistols are manufactured by Fabrique Nationale, S.A., of Belgium and are to be delivered 

from that country to Panama, according to the memo. The State Department raised the issue late last 

month with the Belgian firm, which said that it had not had contact with anyone from AmeriChina, a U.S. 

official said. 
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The government cannot legally block the sale because the weapons are not of American origin. 

The U.S. official, insisting on anonymity, said AmeriChina has not registered with the U.S. government, a 

requirement he said applies to all American arms dealers. 

Wanta could not be reached for comment. The company phone number that appeared on the 

first memo was deleted from the second memo. The phone has been "temporarily disconnected," 

according to a recorded announcement. The only address listed is a post office box. 

 

 

 

 

 

Copyright 1988 The Times Mirror Company   

Los Angeles Times 

March 27, 1988, Sunday, Home Edition 

SECTION: Part 1; Page 27; Column 1; Foreign Desk 

LENGTH: 654 words 

HEADLINE: RIVAL FACTIONS SHARE BUILDING; 

PANAMA'S U.S. EMBASSY: IT OPERATES ON TWO LEVELS 

BYLINE: By DON SHANNON, Times Staff Writer 

DATELINE: WASHINGTON 

BODY: 

Panama's embassy here is a house divided – even subdivided – by the struggle for national 

leadership at home. 

Ambassador Juan B. Sosa, loyal to deposed President Eric A. Delvalle and recognized by the 

Reagan Administration, holds the keys to the building and has an office on the upper floor. He also 

controls the first-floor entry area, where a portrait of Delvalle is prominently displayed on the wall. 

At the rear of the lower floor, however, is the office of Roberto Leyton, Panama's envoy to the 

Organization of American States. Leyton remains loyal to Panama's military strongman, Gen. Manuel A. 

Noriega, and his office displays a large poster of a smiling Noriega wearing fatigues. Even the second 
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floor is not all Delvalle's. Capt. Jose S. Motta continues to function on the upper floor as Panama's 

military attache, although he does not acknowledge Sosa as his boss. 

"It's peaceful coexistence," Flavio Mendez, second deputy to Sosa, said in an interview Friday. 

"We like him (Motta) and we talk," Mendez said. "All of us in the building are on good terms -- 

after all, we're Panamanians." 

But nobody, no matter whose side he's on, is getting paid. 

Leyton gets a check from the government of President Manuel Solis Palma, who was installed by 

Noriega's compliant legislature when Delvalle was fired after he tried and failed to dislodge Noriega. 

But Leyton said that his paycheck is drawn on a New York bank account that, along with other 

Panamanian assets in the United States, has been frozen by a U.S. court at Delvalle's request. 

Sosa, Mendez and other embassy staff members who have declared for Delvalle get no checks 

at all. 

"It's only been 20 days," Mendez said, "and we're living on savings." 

Leyton said he was annoyed that U.S. courts allowed Delvalle to control Panama's assets. 

"It sets a bad precedent because the (Panamanian) constitution does not give the executive 

total financial power," Leyton said. "We have an elected comptroller, and the national legislature has a 

voice in money decisions also." 

Leyton said that Panama's ambassador to the United Nations, Jose Eduardo Ritter, is seeking 

legal counsel to contest the freeze order. Ritter is a Noriega loyalist, but another Panamanian diplomat 

in New York -- the consul general -- backs Delvalle. 

"Incidentally," Leyton said, "I don't like being called a Noriega man, because I represent the 

government of my country. I am the ambassador of my country to the OAS." 

Leyton, who retained his seat in the OAS in the face of a challenge from a Delvalle 

representative, said he hopes that the political dilemma will be resolved before the "destruction of the 

economy." All the political parties must be brought into a national dialogue, he said. 

"The only way is if we all sit at the same table," Leyton said. "Time is running out and national 

elections are coming in 1989." 

The divided loyalties of the Panamanian diplomats in Washington have bred some semi-comic 

cases of mistaken identity. 

A Wisconsin arms exporter called the embassy last week, for example, to discuss an order by the 

Noriega regime for up to 30,000 Belgian semiautomatic pistols. But the exporter, Leo Wanta, president 
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of AmeriChina Global Management Group, was connected not to a Noriega loyalist but to Sosa, who 

asked for a copy of the arms deal. 

Sosa promptly told the U.S. government about the deal. "I'm not going to give Panama nothing 

now," Wanta was quoted by the Milwaukee Journal as saying. 

Although earlier reports said that Wanta lacked State Department authorization to sell arms 

abroad, Wanta said that he had applied to the department for a license that would have allowed him to 

earn $10 per weapon. 

State Department spokeswoman Phyllis Oakley said Friday that the sale had been investigated 

but that, because the weapons would actually be shipped from Belgium to Panama, the United States 

could not legally bar the deal. 

 

Copyright 1988 U.P.I. 

March 25, 1988, Friday, BC cycle 

SECTION: Washington News 

LENGTH: 345 words 

BYLINE: By NEIL ROLAND 

DATELINE: WASHINGTON 

BODY: 

Panamanian Ambassador to the United States Juan Sosa said Friday he was informed last week 

of a proposal by a Wisconsin dealer to deliver as many as 25,000 pistols to Panamanian strongman Gen. 

Manuel Antonio Noriega. 

In a telephone interview with United Press International, Sosa said he was informed of the 

proposal by an official of AmeriChina Global Management Group of Appleton, Wis. 

''This is one more proof he (Noriega) is digging in and has no intention of leaving'' Panama, Sosa 

said. Noriega, who faces criminal drug charges in the United States, continued to resist the mounting 

economic and political pressures from the opposition in his own country and the United States. 

Sosa said an official of AmeriChina, at his request, sent him a telecopy of the proposed arms 

deal on Monday. 

The proposal involved the shipment 5,000 semi-automatic pistols to Noriega immediately, 

followed by an additional 25,000 pistols at 2,000 a month. The guns were to be sent from Antwerp, 

Belgium. 
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Sosa has remained loyal to Eric Arturo Delvalle, who was ousted as president by Noriega. He said 

the telecopied arms proposal had been sent by AmeriChina President Leo Wanta and addressed to 

Noriega. Sosa said Wanta apparently was under the impression he was still loyal to Noriega. 

Wanta was not immediately available, but he was quoted in the Milwaukee Journal Thursday as 

saying, ''I'm just upset that Sosa is lying like hell. I'm not going to give Panama nothing now.'' 

Wanta, describing himself as an independent contractor, told the Journal he had applied for the 

gun deal with the State Department and that he had a classification that allowed him to act as the 

middleman to sell weapons to ''recognized countries sanctioned by the United States.'' 

Wanta said he would make $10 on each gun, which had been priced at $398 for Noriega. 

At the State Department, spokeswoman Phyllis Oakley said her agency has looked into the 

matter. She said although ''it is not a healthy, positive development,'' the United States lacks legal 

authority to stop the sale.  JUAN SOSA (95%); MANUEL ANTONIO NORIEGA (94%); LEO WANTA (90%);  
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