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CHAPTER ELEVEN 
 

 

Every man has his own destiny: the only imperative is to follow it,  

to accept it, no matter where it leads him. Henry Miller 

 

 It is understandable that readers want to know what happened to the money.  That begins with 

Chapter Twelve. 

 Yet, here we are on Chapter Eleven and though you now know who Leo Wanta is, you know why 

and how he ended up with $27.5 trillion, you know President Ronald Reagan intended the money for the 

benefit of the American people, you know that provocateurs wanted the funds and were willing to 

unlawfully attack Leo Wanta within the “system of justice” to get it… but you still don’t know what 

happened to the $27.5 trillion or how it got reduced to $4.5 trillion – and you especially don’t know what 

happened to either amount.  Is Leo Wanta’s money part of the Global Settlement Funds?  Are they part of 

the Nesara Funds?  Are they part of the Farmers’ Funds?  Do these funds even exist? 

 To have begun the biography of this man’s life with an explanation of what happened to the 

money would be like having Cinderella’s prince placing in Chapter One the shoe that, in the entire 

kingdom, fit only her foot.  It would have ruined the story. 

 Leo Wanta’s life is not just about money.  The importance of this story is not just about the loss of 

$27.5 trillion of funds earned by Wanta on behalf of his nation.  This is the most important financial story 

that has ever been told.  How it evolved and the patriotic behavior of the man that made the gathering of 

the money possible is what this book is about.  The theft of these funds makes Bernie Madoff look like a 

meaningless twerp.  It makes MF Global and Enron look like tiny little fleas on a dog’s butt that don’t 

really matter much – unless you are one of the people whose money was lost. 

 So those readers who are interested only in the money and not the life of the patriot who created it 

will be glad to find this is the last chapter of history and background.  We will begin to learn the answers 

to the above questions in the chapters that follow. 

 To walk blindly into the future when it leads you to a loss of freedom and puts you behind bars is a 

matter of faith and courage.  Is it fate?  Was Leo Wanta fated to be put behind bars for years and years 

because a group of greedy bastards wanted to take from him what a President of the United States had 

sent him to earn for the people of America?  There is no doubt that Wanta amassed the $27.5 trillion 

fortune.  There is equally no doubt that those in positions of power wanted to steal it from him. 
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 One of the interesting things about publishing a chapter of this book each week is the questions the 

author has an opportunity to receive.  There have been questions about humanitarian issues involving the 

mission to destabilize the Soviet Union Ruble (SUR).  In response to that concern, I’ll quote myself in an 

article about Project Hammer, provided by me to The Global News and Views to post.  I want to make it 

very clear that Leo Wanta was in no way associated with Project Hammer.  That was George H.W. Bush’s 

deal… and a lot of other people whose names you would recognize.   

 The article deals with current events and the future.  It also deals with various “funds” from which 

people expect to receive those mysterious $125,000 checks (for which no one can provide any real 

evidence).  I realize people are discomfited with having to read so much of Leo Wanta’s history to get to 

the part of this story that is of personal interest to them:  Where’s the money and what does it mean to me?  

Providing an article that I have personally analyzed for accuracy is my way of responding to that need.  

Here’s what I said in one of my “Barnewall Notes” comments about those who question President 

Reagan’s decision to bring down the SUR and the justification for the human misery that resulted: 

 “For those who wonder about the inhumanity of bringing down the Soviet Union Ruble, you 

might want to answer one question:  How humane were the Korean and Vietnam wars?  How 

many young Americans lost their lives or how many Koreans and Vietnamese had their lives 

torn apart in their own nations because of the “spread communism” wars funded by the 

Soviet Union Ruble?  Reagan had to choose between a couple of very difficult options:  

Continue to sacrifice the lives of America’s military men and women, or ruin the currency 

that was financing the Soviet’s desire to spread communism throughout the world by funding 

the wars causing the sacrifice.  If you believe that destroying the ruble was more inhumane 

than saving the lives of American military personnel and innocent natives of nations targeted 

by the ‘domino theory’ used to spread the philosophy of communism… well, you and I aren’t 

going to agree on much, politically or otherwise” 

 I hope that answers that particular question.  From my perspective, it does. 

 The original plan for this chapter was to quote the most significant testimony given at Leo Wanta’s 

Dane County (Madison) Wisconsin trial… mostly that of Department of Revenue special agent Dennis 

Ullman.  The things Ullman said were provably wrong – in this author’s opinion, he perjured himself. 

 Some of those quotes appear, but not as many as I had originally planned.  The reason?  Read the 

first four pages of Chapter Ten again.  The text from the court transcripts before the jury was brought into 

Judge Torphy’s court for the first day of testimony make unnecessary the need to prove the trial was a 
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fixed and scripted event with a pre-determined outcome of “guilty.”   That material by itself provides 

concrete evidence that no fair trial was given to Leo E. Wanta.  It wasn’t even a lawful trial.  The entire 

thing should be thrown out of the courtroom history of the State of Wisconsin because it lives as a tribute 

to corruption of that state’s system of justice.  Numerous pages of court testimony taken from the 

transcripts have been made available.  In general, these pages provide testimony about matters described 

in this chapter. 

 It is important for you to have access to testimony by Leo Wanta.  The original links to Wanta’s 

testimony were removed by person or persons unknown.  You can find the replacement testimony here:  

http://wantabefree.blogspot.com/2013/01/wanta-criminal-trial-testimony-part-i.html    

http://wantabefree.blogspot.com/2013/01/wanta-criminal-trial-testimony-part-2.html    

http://wantabefree.blogspot.com/2013/01/wanta-criminal-trial-testimony-part-3.html    

http://wantabefree.blogspot.com/2013/01/wanta-criminal-trial-testimony-part-4.html 

  

 Equally, you can compare how enthusiastic the court was in its acceptance of prosecution 

documents being offered as exhibits… letters that couldn’t be cross-examined, for example.  Determine 

for yourself if the justification for Judge Torphy to allow letters from a disbarred California lawyer 

(disbarred because he stole money from Wanta) exists.  Wanta’s defense exhibits were disallowed. 

 I also planned to make available testimony involving only Judge Torphy, Defense Attorney 

Chavez, Assistant Attorney General Haag and Mr. Wanta (no jury present).  This particular testimony 

involves thousands of pieces of paper that were received by Wanta just before the trial began on May 8, 

1995.  They were his expense vouchers that showed payment for expenses by various intelligence 

agencies – expenses involving funds the prosecution had calculated as income.  There were case files, and 

other identifying materials – the paperwork came in a package that the Judge estimated weighed ten 

pounds.  The court refused to permit the documents into evidence on Leo Wanta’s behalf because they did 

not comply with the time limit placed on discovery rules of evidence established long before the trial 

began.  So, in essence, the court refused to allow any defense witnesses and the court refused to allow any 

written evidence supportive of Wanta’s claims because it did not comply with established discovery time 

limits… but had no problem accepting exhibits offered at the time of trial from the prosecution. 

 The need to provide more court transcripts for you to read so you understand what happened and 

what a violation of human and civil rights the Wanta case represents no longer exists because the crimes 

of which he was convicted have been proven not to exist.  The proof doesn’t come from me or from 

http://wantabefree.blogspot.com/2013/01/wanta-criminal-trial-testimony-part-i.html
http://wantabefree.blogspot.com/2013/01/wanta-criminal-trial-testimony-part-2.html
http://wantabefree.blogspot.com/2013/01/wanta-criminal-trial-testimony-part-3.html
http://wantabefree.blogspot.com/2013/01/wanta-criminal-trial-testimony-part-4.html
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pounds.  The court refused to permit the documents into evidence on Leo Wanta’s behalf because they did 

not comply with the time limit placed on discovery rules of evidence established long before the trial 

began.  So, in essence, the court refused to allow any defense witnesses and the court refused to allow any 

written evidence supportive of Wanta’s claims because it did not comply with established discovery time 

limits… but had no problem accepting exhibits offered at the time of trial from the prosecution. 

 The need to provide more court transcripts for you to read so you understand what happened and 

what a violation of human and civil rights the Wanta case represents no longer exists because the crimes 

of which he was convicted have been proven not to exist.  The proof doesn’t come from me or from 

Ambassador Wanta.  It comes from the mouth of Assistant Attorney General Douglas Haag and it comes 

from the mouth of Haag’s first witness, Mr. Danielski who makes it very clear that to his knowledge, no 

levies had been placed on Wanta’s personal property.  DANIELSKI TESTIMONY 

 Yet, information about this travesty of justice represented by this trial must be provided to bring 

this part of Leo Wanta’s life story to a conclusion and move on to what happened after the trial, after the 

imprisonment.  There are more current items with which to deal… the loss of trillions of dollars to Wanta, 

the loss of trillions of dollars to the American populace, and the loss of billions of dollars to sovereign 

European nations (called the Wanta-Reagan-Mitterrand Protocols). 

 The first extreme court action was pointed out in Chapter Ten… the admission by Wisconsin 

Assistant Attorney General Douglas Haag that he was pursuing selective prosecution against Leo Wanta 

for a crime that was not on the books in the State of Wisconsin and which had never been prosecuted in 

the history of the state of Wisconsin (See Chapter Ten).  In this section of court transcript text, Haag says 

he will provide information to Judge Torphy in the form of a jury instruction so the jury will be able to 

understand they are being asked to decide the guilt or innocence of a man being prosecuted for a crime 

that is not on the books and which has never before been prosecuted.  I have read and re-read the Judge’s 

instructions to the jury – no such jury instruction was provided by Haag or read by Judge Torphy.  If you 

read the Instructions and find that promised material, please let me know.  Find the Jury Instructions and 

Jury Verdict here:  http://wantabefree.blogspot.com/2012/12/jury-instructions-and-verdict.html  (AGAIN, 

FOLLOW THE LEFT CLICK INSTRUCTIONS GIVEN ABOVE.) 

 The second extreme court action occurred was when prosecution witness Danielski (who was 

responsible for pursuing with tax levies every tax avoider/evader in Wisconsin) admitted that to his 

knowledge his department had not filed a tax levy against any of Wanta’s property.  Since the six criminal 

http://wantabefree.blogspot.com/2012/12/jury-instructions-and-verdict.html
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charges filed against Wanta were based on the violation of tax levies, this was absolute evidence of fraud 

upon the court – probably with the court’s involvement.  If there are no tax levies, there are no criminal 

charges possible because the criminal charges are based on Wanta violating tax levies.  This testimony 

can also be found linked in Chapter Ten. 

 The third extreme court action occurred in the following text: 

 

 

 In one paragraph Judge Torphy says that all witnesses will have to stand in the hall so they will not 

overhear the testimony of other witnesses – we’ve all seen that in television courtroom dramas.  Those 

who will testify are not to be privy to the testimony of other witnesses.  In the next paragraph, Torphy  

invites Mr. Haag to let the primary prosecution witness, Dennis Ullman, not only stay in the courtroom 



© Marilyn MacGruder Barnewall January 2012 Page 266 
 

while everyone else testifies, but Judge Torphy also tells AAG Haag that it’s okay for the primary 

prosecution witness who is a non-lawyer to sit next to AAG Haag at the prosecution table throughout the 

trial.  It is notable that the Defendant’s attorney, John Chavez, does not oppose this highly prejudicial 

arrangement. 

 During Ullman’s testimony, he said that he determined income by calculating the spending habits 

of Joanne Wanta… the dining room table and the waterbed purchases.  Just because a wife from whom 

Wanta is separated decides to make consumer purchase charges to his company does not equate to 

income.  Remember, these are income tax evasion charges.  Before one can be found guilty of evading 

taxes, the state must first prove that income was present.  If there’s no income, there’s no income tax and 

therefore no evasion of payment of income taxes. 

 Second, Ullman used the assets and cash belonging to New Republic/U.S.A. Financial Group Ltd. 

(with corporate headquarters in Vienna, Austria – a foreign corporation in the State of Wisconsin) and 

AmeriChina Global Management Group, Inc. (with corporate headquarters in the State of Nevada – a 

foreign corporation in the State of Wisconsin), two of Wanta’s corporations, to determine personal income 

to Leo Wanta.  This is an unlawful tax scheme on the part of the Department of Revenue’s Ullman.  The 

funds Ullman points to in his testimony belong to the corporations in question, not to Leo Wanta.  They 

represent corporate income, not personal income to Ambassador Wanta.  Because New Republic and 

AmeriChina were both Title 18 Section 6 corporations established for intelligence gathering purposes, 

Leo Wanta could not testify about transactions occurring at either corporation without placing himself in 

danger of publicly revealing the intelligence gathering methodologies of the United States Government.  It 

made him a sitting duck for Haag, Chavez, and Torphy… and the ever-present Dennis Ullman. 

 Third, Ullman’s calculations of income to Leo Wanta resulted in testimony that included funds 

belonging to other individuals.  For example, Ullman was provided information from the German High 

Court in May 1994, a year prior to this trial (see letter to Ullman linked below), about the settlement of a 

case in the European courts.  Men named Kurt Becker and Lothar Elsasser were being prosecuted for 

illegally diverting $500,000 to their corporate account at Bank of China in Beijing.  They were smuggling 

electronic nuclear memory chips to the People’s Republic of China, North Korea and other forbidden 

locales.  In November 1991, these two men became targets of Frank B. Ingram (a/k/a Leo E. Wanta, SA-

32-NV) who was investigating them.   Smuggling electronic nuclear memory chips to China is a no-no. 
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Ullman’s testimony that makes it sound very much like the $500,000 represented income to Wanta can be 

found here:  http://wantabefree.blogspot.com/2012/12/ullman-on-becker-and-elsasser.html .  As the 

German High Court files prove beyond a doubt, these funds were not income to Wanta in any way. 

 A letter to Dennis Ullman, Esq. from Arndt Stengel in Germany proves that a “Mr. Ullman 

ESQUIRE” was impersonating a Wisconsin State Attorney to request German documents regarding Herr 

Becker and Herr Elsasser and Defendant Wanta’s involvement with them.   He was looking for 

information that would be detrimental to Wanta but found instead that it was not going to come from this 

source.  Indeed, the German High Court ruled against Becker and Elsasser and proved Ambassador Wanta 

was completely innocent of any inappropriate financial behavior in the Becker-Elsasser matter… but 

Ullman told a completely different story.  The letter and the enclosure proves beyond a doubt that Ullman 

knew of the beneficial results to Wanta from the German High Court’s Decision in 1994 – before his 

testimony on May 10, 1995.  Letter and German High Court findings re Becker and Elsasser.  The 

German High Court Findings are here:  http://wantabefree.blogspot.com/2012/12/german-high-court-

ullman-becker-elsasser.html . 

 The documents from the German High Court held Ambassador totally innocent of any wrong 

doing.  Ullman received the documents informing him of Wanta’s non-involvement in a certain financial 

transaction involving the $500,000 and Mr. Ullman discussed at length this financial transaction – totally 

ignoring the information sent by Arndt Stengel and providing faulty information to the court that was 

detrimental to Wanta – and appears to have literally committed perjury.  There are pages of court 

transcripts involving this matter that AAG Haag and Mr. Ullman made into absolutely phony evidence.      

 Why did the Wisconsin authorities consider him such a flight risk?  He was accused of non-

payment of a 1988-1989 $14,129 civil tax assessment – one they knew had been paid twice in 1992. 

 1.  Wisconsin/Ullman lied in a UFAB – a Federal Flight Warrant – to get Wanta arrested in 

Switzerland. 

 2. The New York attorney that represented Wanta stated on the court record that the material 

contained in the Federal Flight Warrant was faulty and Federal District Court Magistrate Ross agreed. 

 3. Wisconsin had him re-arrested in New York after Federal District Court Magistrate Allyne 

Ross dismissed all federal charges against Wanta.  The criminal complaint used the old Falls Vending tax 

warrants they unlawfully had placed in the name of Leo E. Wanta rather than in the name of the 

company’s legitimate owner, Jerome Engle. 

http://wantabefree.blogspot.com/2012/12/ullman-on-becker-and-elsasser.html
http://wantabefree.blogspot.com/2012/12/german-high-court-ullman-becker-elsasser.html
http://wantabefree.blogspot.com/2012/12/german-high-court-ullman-becker-elsasser.html
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 4. After being re-arrested, Wanta signed a 15-day extradition paper requiring New York to 

extradite him immediately to Wisconsin because he wanted to get the matter taken care of, get himself 

released, and spend Christmas with his adult children.  From November 20 to December 13 is, according 

to my calendar, 24 days.  Thus, the States of New York and Wisconsin ignored the 15-day extradition 

paper Leo Wanta signed and illegally extradited him from New York to Wisconsin with no valid 

extradition papers. 

 5. Because of a $14,129 civil tax assessment which had been paid twice 18 months earlier, 

Wisconsin put Wanta in body chains and flew him at gunpoint from New York to Wisconsin. 

 6. Assistant Attorney General Susan Schwartz lied at Wanta’s bail hearing, telling the court 

he had been arrested numerous times in many European countries when even the Swiss (who were 

searching desperately for anything negative they could say about Wanta during their Tribunal Hearing on 

November 17, 2000) admitted he had a totally clear arrest record.  The Swiss did their investigation of 

Wanta’s criminal record in 2000, five years after the Schwartz testimony/perjury. 

 7. Wisconsin kept Wanta in prison over a twice-paid non-existent tax assessment from 

December 13, 1993 until his trial in May of 1995. 

 These kinds of extreme measures do not fit the non-existent crime for which criminal charges were 

filed against an innocent American citizen.  If this does not prove to you that a lot of axes were being 

ground at the expense of not just Leo Wanta but the populace of America, you need help with your critical 

thinking skills.  That kind of behavior by revenue agents, prosecutors, county circuit courts – it just 

doesn’t happen over a $14,129 unproven civil tax assessment that had already been paid twice 18 months 

before the above behavior occurred.  This was a scam from beginning to end! 

 This trial is filled with similarly untruthful prosecutorial evidence… spurious and tainted evidence. 

 In addition to the above, here is a list of Ullman’s inappropriate trial behavior: 

 1. Ullman apparently used intimidation after Wanta was arrested to force him to file tax 

forms, present and past.  He definitely used intimidation on Mrs. Wanta as Leo got a call from his mother-

in-law saying his wife, Joanne, was hysterical and was threatening suicide if he did not come home 

immediately and clean up the tax mess.  He immediately spent $8,000 to fly home from Singapore… and 

this was just during the investigation, not after charges had been filed.  It should be noted that a man who 

flies home to aid a wife from whom he had been separated for years while he is concurrently being 

investigated for a civil income tax assessment (relating to possible tax evasion charges) is not fleeing 
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Wisconsin to fly around Europe to avoid being charged with those very tax evasion charges.  That fact 

alone proves no justification for a Federal Flight warrant existed. 

 2. Ullman did not follow the proper standard set by the Department of Revenue for criminal 

action against Leo Emil Wanta. 

 3. In calculating imagined income, Ullman included corporate funds, declaring them as 

personal income to Wanta.  This is very clear as Ullman discusses corporate checks being moved around 

between banks in Mississippi and New York… these are clearly corporate, not personal, accounts.  See 

miscellaneous transcript pages on this subject at the Becker/Elsasser link provided above. 

 4. Ullman played as though he was totally unaware of the judicial decisions handed down by 

Judges Reynolds, McGraw and Rehbein that cleared Wanta of any financial obligation regarding Falls 

Vending Service yet continued to allow tax warrants that should have borne the name Falls Vending 

Service, Inc. to be listed as belonging to Leo E. Wanta.  No argument was presented by defense counsel as 

to these tax warrants that have so bored us all throughout this book being placed in Wanta’s name. 

 5. The methodology Ullman used to calculate the taxes Wanta owed the State of Wisconsin 

did not meet the precision and conformity required by Guidelines to File a Criminal Action.  The standard 

used by Ullman in this case did not follow his department’s own guidelines regarding Notice given.   

 The list of Dennis Ullman’s courtroom misbehaviors as it relates to the Wanta case could go on 

and on, but these are the most egregious.  Interestingly, the one that bothered Leo Wanta the most was 

when Ullman changed a tax form Wanta had signed.  Ullman told the court that he placed a zero in the 

appropriate box because he was sure that’s what Mr. Wanta intended for him to do.   

 “What is this guy – a fortune teller?” Leo asked me one day.  “Am I married to him so he knows 

what’s in my mind?  And it’s easy to see his zero is different from mine because I draw a line through the 

zero as I was taught to do in engineering school… at a 45 degree angle.”  So Dennis Ullman not only lied 

to authorities in Switzerland and New York, he lied to authorities in Germany while seeking information 

about the Kurt Becker and Lothar Elsasser court case decided by the German High Court (a decision 

which found Wanta blameless) while Ullman withheld that information from the court with a straight face 

– he also unlawfully doctored tax forms belonging to Wanta, placing a zero where none belonged. 

 There were many other unlawful but overlooked-by-the-court actions taken by prosecutor 

Assistant Attorney General Douglas Haag. 

 At no time in this Dane County trial did the prosecution present evidence of income earned within 

the State of Wisconsin.  At no time!  Cash flow does not equal income.  As you read these transcripts, 
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look for some sign that the State of Wisconsin checked with Austria to see if Wanta paid personal taxes 

there – he was Director General of New Republic in Austria and a legal resident of Vienna during the time 

under question.  See if they checked with the State of Nevada to see if Wanta paid income taxes there… 

that’s where AmeriChina’s home office was located and was being run under the direction of former CIA 

Director William Casey and is one of the Wanta companies involved with “those large checks” Assistant 

Attorney General Haag and Department of Revenue special agent Dennis Ullman spent so much time 

talking about in the court transcripts made available in this chapter for you to read. 

 See if the prosecutors of this case – Haag and Ullman – checked with the State of Mississippi to 

see if Wanta paid income taxes there, the original home of New Republic/USA, Inc.; they made a major 

issue over the $375,000 that flowed into Omni Bank in Jackson, Mississippi.  Those court records that 

decided in favor of Ambassador Wanta are in my files and the outcome of those records is linked to this 

chapter.  A man named Marlin Baucum had to return $10,000 to Wanta because Baucum wrote an 

unauthorized check to himself from Wanta’s bank account. 

 They did not check.  I repeat:  They did not check.  If they had, it would have been mentioned in 

the Dane County (County of Dane) court transcripts and it is not.  There is no mention of personal 

INCOME anywhere in this transcript… only cash flow, both personal and corporate.  They are two totally 

separate things. 

 From your own experience, ask yourself how the state revenuers or the Internal Revenue Service 

prove how much income you earn in any given year.  They rely on pieces of paper issued either by an 

employer or by a company owned by the taxpayer.  Anyone who thinks the IRS has not perfected this 

system to eliminate tax evaders needs to think again – yet Wanta has a letter from the IRS for 1988 stating 

that he owed no taxes for that year – 15 cents, I believe was the estimate.  As a self-employed person most 

of my life, I can assure you that if you want to escape their notice, you’re not going to do so by running 

huge sums of money through checking accounts in U.S. banks. 

 Employers have EINs – also known as a Federal Tax Identification Number.  It is used to identify 

a business entity.  If you own a company – as Wanta did with his Title 18 Section 6 companies (like New 

Republic and AmeriChina), you need an EIN to open a bank account.  Everyone must have an EIN to 

open a checking account for any company.  Throughout the court transcripts, there is reference to a large 

number of bank accounts in the names of Wanta’s companies.  Thus, those companies had to have EINs.  

If they did not, they would not have had all of those bank accounts Haag and Ullman keep talking about 

because without a Federal Tax Identification Number you cannot open a checking account.  That is the 
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pure and simple truth of it.  This is not a complicated issue that’s difficult to explain… but Mr. Chavez 

never mentioned it and allowed Mr. Haag to question Dennis Ullman about Wanta’s accounts without 

once pointing out that corporate income cannot be used to determine personal income or that those 

checking accounts Ullman kept referring to could not have been opened without a Federal Tax 

Identification Number. 

 The only possible way the prosecution in this case could have proven that Leo Wanta was evading 

taxes was to find Wanta’s corporate EIN numbers contained on his bank signature cards (which Haag and 

Ullman both admit to having) and investigate their declarations of income on W-2 or 1099 Forms.  If no 

income tax forms had been issued, then and only then could the claim be made that these companies were 

bogus and were being used by Wanta to shield income from being identified as income.  And before any 

individual can be prosecuted because a company did not properly issue W-2 or 1099 Forms, the company 

must first be investigated.  Did the Department of Revenue or the Attorney General’s office do this?  No.  

They did not.  Thus, there was no evidence of income let alone income tax evasion. 

 Remember the Christopher Evenson theory (Evenson was the lawyer responsible for foreclosing 

on the Wanta residence):   

 

 So the company that Wanta used to strategically bring down the Soviet Union Ruble (SUR) was 

merely an alter ego for himself.  What a lie!  What an insult to the American people – to the jury that 

heard this case!  New Republic/U.S.A. Financial Group Ltd. (with corporate headquarters in Vienna, 

Austria – a foreign corporation in the State of Wisconsin) and AmeriChina Global Management Group, 

Inc. (with corporate headquarters in the State of Nevada – a foreign corporation in the State of Wisconsin) 
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were merely alter egos named Leo Wanta through which he was running funds so he could avoid paying 

taxes in Wisconsin.  What a bunch of rot! 

 AAG Haag used this same concept – the alter ego strategy – to sell the jury on why there was no 

real evidence against Wanta for not receiving income in the State of Wisconsin.  The problem is:  When  

the court transcripts are read and hundreds of millions and billions of dollars being transferred into the 

various international bank accounts of these companies, how can any sane person come to the conclusion 

that “New Republic was created by Leo Wanta for the purpose of hindering and defrauding the Wisconsin 

Department of Revenue”?  Since not one of these companies was headquartered in Wisconsin – New 

Republic was in Austria and AmeriChina was in Nevada – how could the owner of the companies intend 

to defraud Wisconsin?  The state wasn’t even a player in the tax scenario!  Haag specifically referred to 

New Republic as Wanta’s “alter ego.”  That is not just a lie; it is a fraud upon the court! 

 So, how could a jury have found Wanta guilty of these charges?  Let me ask you, the reader, if 

after being able to read at your own leisure what happened in this highly complicated case, do you 

understand it?  It took me three readings of certain documents to put together what happened during this 

trial.  From May 8, 1995 through May 11, 1995, a jury was given perjured, doctored testimony it did not 

understand – it could not have understood (as a banker I can tell you that at least half of what Ullman did 

does not make sense) – and, I believe, came back with an “he must be guilty or all of those bank 

documents and movements of large amounts of money wouldn’t have occurred” verdict of guilty. 

 They presented a lot of evidence about money being moved from a bank in Mississippi and a bank 

in California and though that money involved the Becker/Elsassar case mentioned above, it had absolutely 

nothing to do with earning income in Wisconsin!  The prosecution provided for the jury a letter from a 

California lawyer, Jack Ellis, knowing that the Supreme Court in the State of California had disbarred 

Ellis for his activities, some of which involved the testimony he provided by letter – not in person, only by 

letter – regarding stealing funds from Wanta’s bank accounts.  How do I know Jack Ellis lost his law 

license in 1991, before the Wanta trial in 1995 during which Douglas Haag referred to Ellis as a lawyer 

who lived in California?  I went to the California Bar Association site and found the following: 

Attorney Search 

Jack Warren Ellis - #43325 

Effective Date Status Change 

6/28/1991          Resigned  

4/18/1991 Not Eligible To Practice Law  
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1/9/1969 Admitted to The State Bar of California 

 I then wrote a letter to the California Supreme Court to inquire as to the standing (current and 

prior) of Mr. Ellis as a practicing attorney and the reasons for it.  I then purchased the court transcripts 

from California.  All Mr. Haag – or Mr. Chavez – would have had to do was go to the Web site of the 

California Bar Association to find the same information I did.  So the letter Mr. Haag introduced from 

Jack Ellis at the Wanta trial came from a man who was caught with his hand in the New Republic cookie 

jar and was written about the man – Leo Wanta – who cost him his law license by filing charges against 

him when he stole money from a trust account belonging to Leo Emil Wanta. 

 The same was true of a man named Marlin Baucum in Jackson, Mississippi… the home of the first 

New Republic, Inc.  Baucum tried to steal $10,000 from $375,000 of New Republic funds being 

transferred around the country.  The Federal District Court found in Wanta’s favor in that court case, too.  

Yet, the prosecution provided testimony by letter – not sworn testimony and not testimony that could be 

cross-examined by defense lawyer Chavez – and the court permitted it.  The court-owned defense 

attorney, John Chavez, was once again missing in action.  The law in all civilized states demands that both 

attorneys – defense and prosecution – can question witnesses and cross-examine them.  Mr. Haag was 

able to read these letters as if they were testimony – how was Chavez supposed to cross-examine a letter?  

Here is Ullman’s testimony about Ellis and Baucum: http://wantabefree.blogspot.com/2012/12/ullman-

about-ellis-and-baucum.html . 

 California Supreme Court link  (The entire court case is in my files.) 

 Mississippi Federal Court link   (The entire court case is in my files.) 

 The Department of Revenue (Ullman, again) violated its own administrative process AND federal 

law by misleading federal agents into believing that Wanta had fled to Europe to specifically avoid 

prosecution for tax evasion.  Rather, they knew Wanta lived in Vienna, Austria and had lived away from 

the state for years prior to the issuance of any warrants issued or charges made.  They knew he had been 

in Canada for a year before going to Switzerland to investigate “Chaselet.” 

 The Department of Revenue and prosecutor AAG Haag were derelict in their duty – they violated 

procedure by failing to contact and accept testimony and evidence that would prove the funds they 

declared as income to Wanta were, indeed, corporate funds.  By these actions, the Department of Revenue 

was derelict in its performance for violating its own Administrative process and the law by its failure to 

consider all information which was exculpatory to the Defendant.  Exculpatory evidence is used to show 

http://wantabefree.blogspot.com/2012/12/ullman-about-ellis-and-baucum.html
http://wantabefree.blogspot.com/2012/12/ullman-about-ellis-and-baucum.html
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that an individual accused of a crime is not guilty of committing the crime.  It is evidence that is 

considered favorable to the accused person.  The court rejected all such evidence. 

 For example, Mr. Haag brings up a Wisconsin Tribunal Appeal regarding one of the Falls Vending 

cases filed against Wanta.  Tribunal  He makes it quite clear that Don Millis who chaired that Tribunal 

Appeal ruled against Wanta… but neglects mentioning that Administrative Law Judge Jo Ellen Rehbein 

overturned the Millis Tribunal Appeal six years before this Kangaroo Court held its “trial.”   

Rehbein Decision. 

 Mr. Haag’s scripted performance included refusing to allow Dr. Sali, a nuclear physicist and a 

member of the New Republic (Austria) Board of Directors, to testify even when the Doctor appeared in 

court and requested to be heard during pre-trial hearings.  What happened?  Mr. Chavez turned to 

Assistant Attorney General Haag and asks:  “What do we do now?”  Haag told Chavez to take Dr. Sali 

into the hallway outside the courtroom and talk with him.  Chavez did so and returned to court saying “He 

has nothing of interest.”  According to a letter from Dr. Sali to Judge Torphy, that is untrue (Sali letter to 

Judge Torphy linked in Chapter Four). 

 The long and the short of it is,  this entire trial was a scam.  It was fraud upon the court with the 

court apparently taking part in the fraud.   

 Here are the facts: 

 1. In the 1980s, Leo Wanta was President of Falls Vending; when requested by Joseph 

Stadtmueller of the Bankruptcy Court, he agreed to serve the Wisconsin Eastern District Bankruptcy 

Court to write the checks to pay those to whom the company owed money. 

 2. One check Wanta wrote was to the State of Wisconsin to pay the tax liabilities of Falls 

Vending Service, Inc.  The amount of the check exceeded $400,000. 

 3. By some miracle, the check Wanta sent was returned by the Bankruptcy Court to the 

Wisconsin Department of Revenue which gave it to F & M Bank to pay for a Falls Vending Service, Inc. 

loan.  You remember F & M Bank from Chapter Four in the unbelievably bad court case where Attorney 

Pryor kept changing case numbers?  The Bankruptcy Court had ruled against F & M Bank and its claims 

that Wanta was responsible for any Falls Vending debt about 8 years prior to Wanta’s criminal trial – and 

J. Douglas Haag, Assistant Attorney General for the State of Wisconsin, was perfectly aware of these 

facts. 

 4. Wanta complained about the misapplication of funds. 
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 5. The only way the Department of Revenue could protect itself from its fraudulent actions 

was to prosecute Leo Wanta, the person responsible for bill payment who reported the discrepancy. 

 What are the possibilities for all of the persecution against a man who committed no crime against 

the State of Wisconsin? 

 All of the charges against Wanta in the early 1980s make absolutely no sense.  The man did not 

own a single share of Falls Vending Service, Inc. stock, yet the Outagamie, Waukesha, Eau Claire and 

Chippewa county courts allowed numerous unlawful suits to be filed against Wanta even when court 

Decisions said Wanta had no standing in Falls Vending cases and they should not.  As I view this, there 

are only two possible reasons (and I’ve thought of dozens of possibilities): 

 1. Wanta participated in the secret Presidential Task Force in Washington, D.C. where it 

became obvious he was going to have control of huge amounts of money if he was successful.  People at 

very high levels knew about the attack that would commence on the Soviet Union Ruble and knew the 

almost unbelievable amount of profit that would flow from that project.  They wanted to be able to steal 

the funds at the right time… some relatively unknown date in the future.  They needed to create a history 

of Leo Wanta as a tax evader so that when the time came tax evasion charges could be filed against him 

and with a little perjury and a few doctored documents they could hide him in prison – or an insane 

asylum, if they were lucky – while they used Promis software to find the money Wanta had hidden around 

the world and steal it. 

 Or, 

 2. The successful sting operation that brought down mob boss Frank Balistrieri and his two 

sons, Joseph and John, meant there had to be pay back for Wanta’s involvement in that effort.  It is 

possible that the Department of Revenue had ties to the Balistrieri mob and was sending a message of how 

miserable they could make an entire family that stepped in the way of the mob’s plans… that the man who 

removed Balistrieri from his mob position would pay the price and set an example.  It is altogether 

possible the Department of Revenue had, at that time, no connection whatsoever to the federal 

government and its greedy criminal cabal.  It is probable that if this occurred, Wisconsin had no idea they 

had an intelligence operative tiger by the tail who reported directly to the President of the United States.  

They would have likely viewed Wanta in his role as a Special Deputy Sheriff – harmless once removed 

from the position – who took part in a federal organized crime task force sting against Falls Vending and 

had no idea he was Secret Agent Leo Emil Wanta.  When Balistrieri was finally arrested, Wanta was 

standing at the FBI desk so his involvement was known by the key figure in the case, Frank Balistrieri. 
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 The second possibility makes a lot of sense to me for several reasons.  The reason I like #2 is 

because it makes #1 possible. 

 First, there is no doubt that no legitimate prosecution of someone involved in the non-payment of 

personal income taxes occurred here.  From the very beginning every effort was made to morph Falls 

Vending Service, Inc. with Leo E. Wanta.  Wisconsin wanted them to appear as the same entity even 

though there was no connection other than employment between the two… no ownership position.  Wanta 

merely worked for the company as part of an undercover sting operation.  After the Balistrieri arrest, 

numerous lawsuits began to be filed against Wanta for Falls Vending taxes, suppliers filed cases against 

him for products they had sold to the company, employees filed against him for unpaid wages, and on and 

on.  The courts knew from day one that Wanta had no responsibility for these debts but allowed the 

system to drown him with case filings.  It put a strain on the Wanta pocketbook in the early 80s and Leo 

and Joanne had to borrow money from friends and family.  Even after three judicial decisions were 

handed down verifying that Wanta had no financial responsibilities for Falls Vending Service, Inc. cases 

continued to be filed – and the courts continued to allow it.  Every one of those cases filed was unlawful. 

 As Chapter Four so carefully analyzed, one case had to be won at any cost… otherwise, Wanta 

could hold the Department of Revenue responsible for all of the unlawful activities visited on his head by 

the Revenuers AND the courts… and possibly a few licenses to practice law were at risk as well.  So 

Judge McGraw – who had signed one of the judgments saying Wanta was not responsible for the debts of 

Falls Vending – signed a judicial decision allowing F & M Bank (on a technicality) to win $500,000 from 

Wanta in payment of Falls Vending debt.  (Isn’t it interesting how that $500,000 figure keeps popping 

up?)  Since the Federal District Bankruptcy Court had already handed down a decision against F & M 

Bank saying the bank had no rights to sue Leo Wanta over Falls Vending debt, this judicial decision was 

an absolute act of defiance on the part of the Waukesha Circuit Court. 

 And now, guess who has the Wisconsin Department of Revenue, Department of Justice and Court 

system in its back pocket?  Answer:  The federal government.  How?  If you re-read Chapters Three and 

Four and look at all of the unlawful acts that occurred for which the federal government could prosecute 

the State of Wisconsin, it’s Department of Revenue, its judges, its prosecuting attorneys, you’ll 

understand.  The feds, who are going to come out the giant winners in the theft of trillions of dollars, have 

removed themselves from any position of risk in taking Wanta down.  They have placed the ball firmly in 

the county circuit courts of the State of Wisconsin.  The courts would do what the federal government told 
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them, or else.  And Wisconsin did an admirable job of putting an innocent man in prison so they could 

live to bring damage upon other innocent taxpayers. 

 Face it.  It’s a brilliant plan!  And it worked! 

 No court system, no prosecutor, no revenue department willingly breaks so many laws in the effort 

to prosecute/persecute one man without a very good reason.  These guys were facing jail time themselves.  

That’s a pretty good reason to persecute an innocent man.  And that’s what the State of Wisconsin did… 

at the behest of the federal government. 

 If it were just Wanta and his family who were badly burned by this scenario, we could all 

sympathize, say a prayer for them, and sleep soundly through the night.  Most Americans would.  Some of 

us would not.  Americans do not want to hear truth of this kind told.  It removes their security blankets.  

Why, such occurrences might mean they could have their homes stolen from them via crooked elected 

officials and bureaucrats.  Oh.  I forgot.  That’s why several million Americans have been unlawfully 

foreclosed on and lost their homes.   

 When we do not stand united as a single individual is persecuted by elected officials, each of us 

will eventually stand alone.  Ask the Germans who still remember Nazi tactics. 

 In addition to the harm done to an innocent family, however, there is the missing $27.5 trillion this 

particular innocent citizen earned to pay off the over-spending debt President Ronald Wilson Reagan 

knew would threaten the capitalist freedom base of his beloved nation.  Rather than America having 

access to the funds that would keep the nation from falling over the financial precipice created by the 

socialists wanting a “New World Order” (better known as “world government”), the people of the nation 

find themselves in grave danger of economic collapse.  While an injustice of major proportions might not 

excite them, the money they might get does.  That is a sad but true commentary.  Lee Wanta still calls it a 

“Great Nation.” 

 On May 11, 1995, Leo E. Wanta was found guilty of criminal charges #1 through #6.    He was 

given a 22-year sentence for a $14,129 estimated civil income tax amount that had been paid twice by 

Wanta (who refused to agree he owed it even though he paid it three years before his trial) on November 

25, 1995. 

 And suddenly the stalker of financial criminals in the international banking community became the 

stalked… not just by his own government, but by those residing in the prisons to which he was sent. 

 At Kettle Maraine in Wisconsin, for example, a Dane County (or County of Dane) Sheriff’s 

Deputy entered the prison one day, put on the clothes of a prison guard, found the Ambassador in the 
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showers, and tried to kill him.  Though Lee Wanta is a quiet man – a guy who wears glasses and is very 

husky, he is not a man who will easily succumb to attacks on his person.  He fought off the offender, 

made a lot of noise, and Sgt. Randy Williams, a prison guard, came to his rescue.  The attacker ran from 

the room, escaped, put his Dane County Sheriff’s uniform back on, got in his Dane County Sheriff’s car, 

and drove off.  It was a game of “he said-he said” and who is the general public going to believe?  An 

inmate?  Or a Dane County Sheriff’s Deputy?  There were no consequences to the Dane County Sheriff.  

The incident was forgotten by the non-existent system of justice in Wisconsin. 

 What was Ambassador Leo Wanta like as a prisoner?  To find out, I interviewed prison personnel 

at the two prisons where he was held.  He spent over three years at Kettle Moraine in Wisconsin and over 

three years at North Fork Prison in Sayre. Oklahoma. 

 The first person with whom I spoke is a prison guard who supervised the housing unit at which 

Wanta was assigned to work.  He has not seen Leo Emil Wanta since Wanta was removed from Kettle 

Moraine in the middle of the night, put on a school bus, and hidden in an Oklahoma prison. 

 Here are his comments: 

 “Leo Wanta?  He was very intelligent.  He was on the phone a lot.  He was the kind of guy who 

would help anybody in the institution… other staff or inmates.  He was very respectful.  I never caught 

him in any kind of lies or disciplinary problems.  Almost brilliant with some of the stuff he could come up 

with or explain.  He always told me he… he figured he would just leave and would never return.  Pretty 

much, that’s what happened.” 

 Ambassador Wanta worked for this man who was a Sergeant at the time – he’s now a Captain in 

the Wisconsin prison system.  He ran a housing unit for 120 inmates.  That included responsibilities for 

not just housing but also feeding the prisoners under his care. 

 “I had to calculate how much food would be needed each week based on the menu selected.  It 

used to take me about two hours to figure it out.  I asked Leo to do it one day.  It took him ten minutes.” 

 After he was promoted to another job, he didn’t see Wanta very often, but even 17 years later he 

remembers the man for whom he had direct responsibilities as a prisoner of the State of Wisconsin.   

 “He told me to go read the book ‘Thieves’ World.’  I saw his picture, and the like.  We used to get 

mail that was addressed to Ambassador Wanta, but he couldn’t send anything out that said Ambassador 

Wanta – I believe that was the rule at the time.”   
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 Leo Wanta told his young Sergeant in 1996 that something was going to happen in the next ten 

years and it would pit the rest of the world against one or two countries – it would be the start of the New 

World Order.  “When 9/11 happened, I wondered even then:  Is this the start of what he was saying?” 

 This young man heard about Panama… Noriega, and what had happened to him.  “He’s been in a 

federal penitentiary and no one’s spoken to him since,” the prison guard told me.  “Leo explained to me 

that the CIA was routing cocaine through Panama and Noriega didn’t want to do it any longer, so… they 

reversed things and made him look like the bad guy. 

  “In 1996,” he said, “I was going thru a pretty nasty divorce.  You know, I wanted to believe him 

(Wanta) – but was almost afraid to believe him, in a way.  You want to believe our country is good, but 

you see so much of the other side.  The original thing he told me – it was very overwhelming at the time.  

Here I am, working at a medium security facility in Wisconsin and he was brought back from Switzerland 

and I suddenly have a prisoner telling me he worked as an intelligence agent, that he was Ambassador to 

Somalia, that he had purchased a bunch of gold in the Soviet Union and discussed how his actions brought 

down the Soviet ruble.” 

 Yes.  After all of these years, this man remembered his former prisoner, Ambassador Leo Emil 

Wanta very well.  Leo Wanta remembers this guard, too, because when prison officials hustled him out of 

Kettle Moraine, put him on a school bus and drove him to Oklahoma, this young man came to see him 

leave, gave Leo a hug and told him he was sorry for all of the things Wanta had to endure. 

 He remembered Leo talking to him about how before Russia turned to the free market a lot of 

people were dying.  Leo had wanted to buy two shipments of wheat to help feed the hungry.  He was told 

not to.  He did it anyway.  That’s when they started coming after him and that’s when he began hiding his 

billions of dollars throughout the world. 

 “He’s very intelligent.  You get that right away.  He seemed like a businessman when I first met 

him.  I guess we learn a little bit from everyone in our lives and I learned from him about character and 

integrity.” 

 As we ended the telephone interview, he told me “I’m kind of honored that he remembered me.  I 

know he said I treated him well, but I try to treat everyone well.  That’s my belief.  I ran the gang task 

force at Kettle Moraine for about ten years.  I used to bring the subject of Leo Wanta up.  I would ask the 

guys: ‘How many of you are ready to stand up against the government because it’s corrupt?  Or, how 

many of you would prefer to just keep living the life you’re living now?’  You know… a lot of people 

make the latter choice.  The unknown scares us.  I don’t know… I don’t know where we end up with this 
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whole thing.  But I’m also one to believe that good people have got to stand up against evil or else nothing 

changes.” 

 Wanta once asked this young man if he would be interested in working for him some day. 

 “Nope,” he told me.  “I told Leo, ‘I don’t want to die.  I’m afraid we’d get out to the airport one 

day and just get killed.’”   

 He told me one final thing before the interview ended. 

 “Thank you for helping him because he should be a hero.  What he did was what the years of the 

cold war couldn’t do – make the world a safer place.  He always told me that Reagan told him that money 

was earmarked for the American people, for infrastructure and he would always give it for that purpose.” 

 Anyone who has read Ambassador Leo Wanta’s plans for AmeriRail’s high-speed rail program or 

discussed with him the ways in which America can regain a solid manufacturing base or talked about how 

to re-educate the people of America about freedom and our Founding Documents knows that Wanta’s 

views on the subject of the money have not changed.   

 It is to be used to rebuild our nation. 

 Ambassador Wanta was also an ideal prisoner when he was taken to North Fork Prison in Sayre, 

Oklahoma. 

 His prison Case Officer there is a personable, intelligent woman whom I got to know quite well.  

One day, very unexpectedly and after Lee and I had been talking on the telephone daily for about six 

months, he suggested I call this woman… his former Case Officer.  I was a bit puzzled by the request but 

did as he asked and she had many interesting things to say about him.  In those days, I was still suspicious 

about Lee Wanta – as I’m sure he was about me.  I had done enough investigating to know that a man 

named Lee//Leo Wanta existed and had done a number of phenomenal things, but was the man I was 

talking with on the telephone really that person?  As his former Case Officer and I talked on the telephone 

for two or three months, I decided I would get on an airplane and fly to Oklahoma City and, if she would 

agree, meet with her to talk about Lee. 

 She and her husband met me in my Marriott room the day I flew in – 9/11/09 – and we went out to 

dinner.  I told her I wanted to see pictures of her children and grandchildren and she had come prepared.  

What a beautiful family she has!  I had gone out to get a bottle of good Brandy and the mixings for 

Brandy Manhattans, Lee’s favorite drink.  I told him to have the fixings ready so, wherever he was (I 

never know where he is) and the two of us could raise a glass to friendship.  She called and put Lee on 
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speaker phone and the three of us laughed and talked for a few minutes as we made our toast.  It was the 

same voice, the same person with whom I’d been talking since late February 2009. 

 The Case Officer and her husband were delightful people and the three of us and another woman 

who had also been Leo Wanta’s Case Officer at North Fork Prison during his three year (plus) stay there 

spent a wonderful day at the Oklahoma City Memorial and at the Cowboy Hall of Fame (before heading 

for a good Mexican food restaurant for a late lunch).  I returned home two days later. 

 That may not sound like much to readers, but for someone who had not flown since 1993 because 

of arthritis throughout her spine it took a lot of gritting my teeth to make that decision.  And the research 

did not stop there.  Lee sent me a picture… the one on the cover of the book.  I sent it to my friend in 

Oklahoma and she said “that’s him.”  Well, anyone could send a picture of someone and say “that’s me” 

when it might not be him.  I had never seen him. 

 He must have known I was still searching because when I sent him a sweat shirt and a baseball cap 

that said “Wanta University” on them, he had a photo taken while wearing the cap – within a day or two 

of receiving it.  No one else could have known about the cap or reproduced it that quickly.  It was 

Ambassador Lee/Leo Emil Wanta.  I was finally convinced. 

 Here are some comments from Ambassador Wanta’s North Fork Case Officer about his stay in 

Oklahoma.  One of the interesting things I found out from another source, by the way, is that though it is 

very clear Leo Wanta spent from early 1998 through August 2001 at North Fork Prison, his records say he 

was incarcerated at a federal prison in New Orleans. 

 Immediately after his arrival at North Fork, Lee stood outside of his new Case Officer’s office for 

a fairly long time.  He was at the end of a line of people going in and coming out of the office to complain 

about this and that.  “The minute the last guy walked out of my office he whipped around the corner, 

stepped inside, and closed the door.  It was unusual for me to let prisoners shut the door.  He told me he 

needed to talk about something that was of a personal nature and he proceeded to introduce himself.  He 

told me he was an Ambassador and he needed to let me know that he was there illegally and he needed to 

get home.  He needed to get there quickly.   

 “I told him he would get out of there ‘when pigs fly out of your butt.’ 

 “Lee was pretty much a loner in prison.  He stayed to himself and every waking moment that he 

could, he was in the law library.  His existence at North Fork was very limited regarding contact with the 

general prisoner population.  He was kind of an ‘ideal prisoner,’ no trouble to anyone and helpful to 
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anyone who needed it.”  Perhaps one of the reasons he was such a loner was because he was the only 

prisoner in North Fork who was single-celled.  He had no roommate. 

 “They searched his cell all of the time,” she told me.  “Lee was often removed from his cell and 

people would go in there and remove things.  He was shaken down a lot… a lot.  The only thing they did 

not remove – if he received mail through the prison mail system they didn’t confiscate that because there 

was a record that he’d received it so they left it alone.  There was always a paper trail for his mail. 

 “They couldn’t read the legal files but they sure would go through them.  Lee puts handwritten 

notes on many pages of legal documents and they had a theory that by placing handwritten notes on these 

pages it changed their status from legal documents to personal, so they could read them.” 

 For readers who wonder at the lack of quality in some of this book’s linked documents, perhaps 

this explains how fortunate we are to have even difficult-to-read papers.  If the prison officials at North 

Fork (and those who were managing them) had their way, there would be none. 

 They took his handwritten notes from the law library – they took his Claire Sterling book, 

Thieves’ World.  Lee loaned this Case Officer the book but she had to read it while on duty at the prison 

because she couldn’t take anything out of the facility.  It was in her possession for quite awhile.   “There 

were a lot of odd things that went on.  I didn’t realize some of them when I was a Case Officer … but 

when I was promoted and became a Counselor, I was in charge of moves and cell selection for prisoners.  

That’s when I found out Lee Wanta had a red tag.  That was a security notice.  For him to be in a cell for 

security reasons was pretty strange.  When Wisconsin sent someone home, we had a new one there pretty 

quickly so that was a real flag flying… that he was the only inmate in the entire facility that had a single 

cell.  They tried to tell us it was because he had so many legal documents, which was ridiculous!” 

 She explained how Wisconsin paid for “x” number of cells at Oklahoma’s North Fork Prison and 

they made sure each cell was filled immediately because whether or not it contained two prisoners, the 

State was paying for two prisoners. 

 I asked her what job Lee Wanta held while at North Fork. 

 “He passed out games… he had a job on the pod.” 

 “Games?” I asked her. 

 “Chess, cards, dominoes, checkers – to keep other prisoners occupied in the Day Room.  Lee 

didn’t make any requests… he was what you call an ideal prisoner because he caused no problems and 

didn’t take up a lot of time.  He just kind of existed; he took what was given to him and dealt with it and 

went on with it.  He spent time in my office because he came in to talk about what was going on.  He 
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wanted to talk with me.  I believe he wanted to make sure his presence was known… that someone knew 

that he was there, but also that he was there unlawfully.” 

 She said Wanta had “unusual visitors”.  “Even before I even knew anything about anything, when 

he got visitors… they were often strange, strange men in suits.  I was called by a Captain and told I 

needed to escort Lee to an intake room that was set up solely for legal interviews with lawyers where 

there were no cameras that could video what went on in there.  These guys would come through the front 

lobby but I had to escort them through administration and intake.  Lee would come around the other way.  

I had to stand outside the door until they were finished.   

 “The weird part of it is, when they came in they never had to relinquish their firearms.  Nobody, 

but nobody, even our perimeter officer, ever brought a firearm inside.  It didn’t matter if it was a Deputy 

Sheriff or the police.  They relinquished their firearms to the perimeter (perimeter meaning outside the 

doors of the institution) officer who put the weapons into the trunk of his car.  When they left, they would 

radio and tell the perimeter officer to meet the departing guests at the gate where their firearms were 

returned as they left the prison.  Lee’s visitors never had to relinquish their firearms.” 

 Then the Case Officer was promoted to Counselor and had to do a classification on Wanta.  She 

needed to determine if he should partake of any prison programs.  At that time, Counselors went out and 

got their own files from the file room.  “Lee’s Confidential files were available to me and that was the 

first time I had an inkling that something was not right.  His Confidential file was there – and like any 

good Counselor, I read it.  The first thing that hit me between the eyes was that he had been arrested and 

arraigned and tried and sentenced within a three or four day period.  That just does not happen.  The time 

line from the time he was arrested to the time he was sentenced to prison was just unreal.  That was my 

first inkling that something was not right.  I read about them trying to put him in a mental health 

institution.  I had known him long enough by that time to realize he was brilliant, not crazy.  Something 

was wrong!” 

 Were attempts made on his life at North Fork as they were at Kettle Moraine in Wisconsin?  Yes.  

There was also an attempted gang rape. 

 “An officer opened Lee’s cell door for three prisoners.  Who the Officer was, I don’t know.  There 

were two doors in front of each cell.  Prisoners had keys that they could unlock their own doors but not 

the second door inside of it… a petitioned area.  An Officer worked in the petitioned area and the only 

time he ever opened those outside doors was for release, for chow, for recreation, etc.” – except on the 
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day three men decided they were going to rape Ambassador Leo Emil Wanta.  A petitioned area officer 

opened Lee’s door.  He was in the cell and the three men popped the door. 

 “I don’t think they thought there would be much resistance.  Lee doesn’t strike you as someone 

who’s going to put up a fight and I think that’s basically why they made the decision to break in on him.  

Maybe they resented the fact that he was single-celled… treated differently, or that they could gain 

control over him in some way.  Maybe they heard something about him… you’re never really sure.  I 

think they got the shock of their life when Lee fought back so effectively.” 

 Did they catch the inmates?  “Yes, but nothing was really done because there were no witnesses 

outside of Wanta.  He flattened one of them and he made lots of noise – lots of noise.” 

 Was the officer fired?  Transferred?  She didn’t know because nothing was ever said about it.  He 

just disappeared.  “He may have quit on his own, knowing he had messed up.”  She paused.  “Or, maybe 

he was placed there specifically for this purpose.” 

 Wanta was put in protective custody because of the incident… in solitary confinement.  

 How did Ambassador Leo E. Wanta get out of North Fork prison? 

 “He filed a Writ of Habeas Corpus in the District Court of Beckham County.  A good attorney 

from the Sayre, Oklahoma area, Leon Wilsie, filed the Writ and he won.” 

 A lot of prisoners from Wisconsin filed Writs of Habeas Corpus and lost.  Why did Wanta win? 

 “Most Wisconsin prisoners filed their own Habeas Corpus Writs – and made the mistake of filing 

them in Wisconsin, not Oklahoma.  It creates a problem for someone who is tries to file a case as their 

own lawyer in Oklahoma – to act per se – because a prisoner in an Oklahoma prison cannot appear in 

court except in special circumstances.  Lee’s lawyer filed in Beckham County, Oklahoma on grounds that 

Oklahoma had illegal possession of his body because he was sentenced to prison in Wisconsin.  His 

lawyer gave a Deposition that Lee was who he said he was – he did it without Lee going to court with 

him.  Lee knew that’s what he had to do.  They brought him to Oklahoma with no authority, his lawyer 

argued.  There have been many, many lawsuits that were rejected because of a lack of knowledge of the 

law.  Lee was smart enough to file in Oklahoma.” 

 It’s interesting to note that within six months of the date of Wanta’s Habeas Corpus victory, the 

State of Wisconsin ceased sending prisoners to Oklahoma.  Instead, prisoners began arriving from other 

locales… Hawaii (of all places), Arizona, and Wyoming provided unlawful inmates for North Fork Prison 

in Sayre, Oklahoma. 
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 Lee Wanta went back to Wisconsin in August of 2001 where they once again kept him at Kettle 

Moraine for about three months before he was paroled under house arrest.  The only way he could be 

paroled was to go to his daughter’s where he lived for three or four years. 

 I asked the former Case Officer what happened when Ambassador Wanta was released.  They had 

obviously become friends… to the degree allowed under the circumstances. 

 “He almost acted as if he wanted to hug me when he left and he knew he couldn’t.  He thanked me 

for listening to him and he said ‘Please don’t forget me.’  I told him ‘If you get an opportunity give me a 

call – call me at home.  My number’s in the book.’  He looked at her for a moment before saying, ‘You 

know I’ll have to call collect.’  I told him I knew that.  “I couldn’t give him any papers to take out of there 

– couldn’t write my number on something and hand it to him.  When I didn’t hear from him after he left, I 

thought, “Oh, this is weird because when he was returned to Wisconsin, I didn’t know if he would still be 

incarcerated – he didn’t know for sure. 

 “I didn’t hear from him for two years after the day he left.  Out of the blue one day, he called and 

we had a pleasant conversation.  Lee’s life is never dull.  Then I talked with him a year or so later, he was 

still living with his daughter.  So he was there with her for several years.   

 “One day in January 2004 I was watching George Bush’s Inauguration.  The camera was panning 

the various people present and I saw Lee sitting right there in the midst of a bunch of military brass.  He 

called a few days later and laughed when I told him I’d seen him on television.   

 “I was surprised to tell you the truth… I thought he was probably dead.”   

 So did a lot of bankers around the world.  The CIA had done its job well.  Muzzle Wanta, confine 

Wanta, hide Wanta… and tell the bankers of the world he was dead while they stole money from the 

American people. 

 But he wasn’t through fighting the system.  The battle continues even today.  
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