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AFfiDAVIT AFFIDAVIT AFFIDAVIT AFFIDAVIT

Senaor Loran Schmit of Bellwood, Nebraska, being first duly
sworn, does depose and say as follows:

1. That he was Chairman of a special Legislative
Investigative Committee commonly referred to as THE FRANKLIN
COMMITTEE.

2. That as a consequence of his work on this committee he
became familiar with a witness identified as Paul Bonacci who
provided extensive testimony to the committee on several
occasions;

3. That because of the grave nature of the testimpny and the
implications of the testimony Paul Boniacei providéd. the
committee and because of the Douglas County Franklin Grand
Jury conclusions which suggested that Paul Bonacci when
telling his story to the Grand Jury was in fact lying; and

4. That as a result of the various investigationa the
Committee has conducted to determine if Paul Bonacci lied to
the Legislative Committee relative to his stories of child
abuse, drug abuse, satanic cult involvement, etc,, thie
Senator now believes that Paul Bonacei did tell the truth to
the Franklin Committee and the Committee Investigator.

5. That Paul Bonacci is in danger of being killed or
otherwise injured or intimidated.

6. That this Senator as Chairman of the Franklin Committee
had been warned that Gary Caradori was in danger and
probably did not take such warning seriously enough and;

7. That this Senator was concerned that Alesha Owen or her
family were also personalities involved in the Franklin
investigation and might be in danger; and

8. That in both the above instances the individuals
involved, Gary Caradori and his son, and Alicia Owen'’s
brother, died violent and controversial deaths which ma{ or
may not have been associatged with a cover-up of Franklin
matters but which deaths have raised serious questions as to
whether they were natural or were associated with Franklin in
this Senatoxr’s opinion.

unquestioned truth can be determined with resgect to whether
Paul Bonacci’s stories of child abuse, drug abuse, are in
fact true or falsge and;
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*Q. That so ser...us has this Senator taken ..ch concerns

‘that he personally has contacted both the Governor of the

State of Nebraska as well as prison officials and expressed
this concern and given this warning of the need for some form
of witness protection to be afforded to Paul Bonacci. until
such time as a final resolution of the veracity or falseness
of Paul Bonacei’s story can be determined.

Further affiant sayeth not:

Dated and executed this lat day of February 1991 at Lincoln,
Lancaster County, Nebraska by:

SENATOR LORAN SCHMIT, AFFIANT

Before me a notary public in and for said county and state
ersonally appeared Senator Loran Schmit, to me personally
nown, who executed the above document and acknowledged its

veracity and was done for the purposes stated therein.

Dated and execyted this 1st ay—of. February 1991

JOHN W, DecAMP

GENERAL Notapss,
SEAY,

1 8TATE OF NEDRAgKA
I a7

NOTARYNPUBLIC
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CREIGHTOM-NEBRASKA DEPARTMENT OF PSYCHIATRY
2205 South 10th Streel

Omaha. NE 8108

(402) 449-5047

Frank J Manolascino, i.D.
Chairman

December 14, 1990

Honorable J. Patrick Mullen
District Court

Hall of Justice

Omaha, NE 68183

RE: Paul A. Bonacci
Docket #127, Page #193

Dear Judge Mullen:

This is in regard to the mental competency and ability to assist
in his own defense of Paul A. Bonacci., 1I've had several contacts
with Mr. Bonacei during the past 12 months. Injtially, this was
in my capacity as psychiatriec consultant to the Douglas County
Corrections Center, The 1initial concern was depression, but,
after a few contacts, I discovered that we were dealing with a
case of Multiple Personality Disorder. In April of this year, at
the request of the court, I prepared a report regarding my
evaluation of, Mr. Bonacei as a possible Mentally Disordered Sex
Offender; a copy of which T will enclose because it includes a
review of his past history, as well as my opinion, and some
observations about Multiple Personality Disorder.

Since preparing that report, I have had some additional contacts
with Mr. Bonacei, including most recently a three-hour interview
on November 17th. These more recent contacts involved interviews
with some of the more mature, alternate persons in the body of
Paul Bonacei. Altogether, there are 20 or more alternates,
several of them well-formed, as much or more so, than Paul
himself, but many others are immature child personalities who have
limited awareness of recent events. There are significant
differences in several of the different persons within the body.
Some have capabilities or memories others do not possess, There &
are unusual differences in that some are color-blind and othersf™
are not. There are even a few little girls present. fia




Page 2
RE: Paul A. Bonaccei
Docket #1127, Page #193

Included with this report, fcr the interes- and use of the court,
is scme literature on the subject c¢f Multiple Personality Disorder
which should be of value in understanding some of the unusual
features of the multiple persons ‘nvolved. as these reports will
confirm, Multiple Personality Disorder :s not 3 Psychosis,
although the differences in the c3spabilities and. know.2dge of each
person involved 1in the single cody can be significant. In your
court procedure, we would probably be dealing chisfly with the
personalities of Alexandrew or Yichael or Alexander Michael or
Paul or Christian or Joshua or rew, Although varying in degree
of Knowledge, they are all rational and quite capable of
understanding court procedure. The principal, masture persons
involved will be able to assist in ineir own or Paul's iefense.

The multiplicity of persons within the one body will create
compiications, and I have already determined, for examsle, that it
was not Paul himself who was actually interviewed at the time of
the Grand Jury investigation. it least three other persons were
chiefly involved - initially Michael, and following the morning
break it was Alexander Michael, and following the lunch break it
was chiefly Alexandrew. This was all on the one day that Mr.
Bonacci appeared before the Grand Jury.

During a court hearing involving Pau:l Bonacei, it will be
important to identify who may actually be responding to questions
presented, etc., but this should not be at all difficult to
determine. If testimony is accepted from more than one person, it
may be advisable to have them sworn individually,

Beverley T. Mead, M.D.
Professor of Psychiatry
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT DiSTRI(‘ T COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEBRASKA DISTR iCT OF HZBRASKJ
PAUL A. BONACCI, 4:CV91-3037 SLFEB -8 AN & Q(
Plaintiff, MEMORANDUM AND ORDER oN RORBERT H. E?

DEFENDANTS’ WADMAN, HocH,  CLERK
AND BOVASSO MOTION TO DISMISS
BASED ON QUALIFIED IMMUNITY

vsS.

THE CATHOLIC ARCHBISHOP OF
OMAHA, et al.,

Defendants.

Defendants Robert Wadman, Michael Hoch, and Kenneth Bovasso
mnove this court for dismissal from this lawsuit based on the
doctrine of qualified immunity. Filing 118. The plaintiff argues
that the defendants are not entitled to qualified immunity. After
careful review of the first amended complaint, filing 4, the motion
to dismiss shall be stayed.

Although Rule 8 (a) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure
requires only general notice pleading, factual allegations must be
pled with enough specificity that defendants are adequately
apprised of what claims are before the court. In his first amended
complaint, the plaintiff pleads that his constitutional and civil
rights have been violated by defendants Wadman, Hoch, and Bovasso.
This lawsuit cannot progress until plaintiff’s counsel cle.arly
allege exactly which of the plaintiff’s constitutional and civil
rights have been violated. Once the plaintiff has alleged
specific constitutional and civil rights violations, then the
defendants may move for dismissal on one or all claims based on
qualified immunity.

In the event that the defendants move to dismiss the revised
claims, plaintiff’s counsel shall prepare an opposition brief which
fully addresses the legal issues raised in the defendants’ motion
and accompanying brief. To date, the plaintiff’s pleadings and
briefs have been woefully prepared. Vague pleadings coupled with
cursory letter-briefs constitute a disservice not only to the
defendants and to this court, but most importantly to Mr. Bonacci.
If Mr. Decamp and Mr. Sipple do not improve the quality of their
legal work in this case, I shall consider imposition of appropriate
disciplinary sanctions.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that:
1. The defendants’ motion to dismiss, filing 118, is stayed;

2. The plaintiff is granted ten days to file a second
amended complaint, amending counts four and five of the
first amended complaint, filing 4, and clearly alleging
which constitutional rights, civil rights, and federal
statutes have been violated; and

Copies mailed on .2-3-74
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3. The defendants are granted ten days from the filing of
the plaintiff’s second amended complaint to amend their
motion to dismiss and brief in support thereof, if they
s0 choose.

Dated February 7, 1994.

BY THE COURT

United States Senior District Judge
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FILED
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT couRf. BISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF KT BRASKA

930EC -7 PM 1: 04—/8

NORBERT H. EBEL
CLERK

4:CV91-3037

FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEBRASKA

PAUL A. BONACCI,
Plaintifrf,
V.

THE CATHOLIC ARCHBISHOP OF
OMAHA, et al.,

MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

T Nt Nttt Vil Vi Vel st it Nt “aat®

Defendants.

A conference was held on the morning of Decembe 7, 1993 to
resolve an objection that had been filed (filing X ) to the
notice of plaintiff that the plaintiff personally wished to view
the materials in the court’s possession, which are the subject of
restricted viewing. See, Order of November 19, 1993, filing 123.
Present were counsel for plaintiff and defendant Citron as well as
others from the office of the clerk, plaintiff, and an affiliate of
plaintiff’s counsel. (ounsel for the other defendants had been
notified by telephone of the conference.

Following the discussion and arguments of counsel, I conclude
that the plaintiff himself should not, at least at this time, be
permitted to view the materials. I acknowledge the position of
plaintiff’s counsel that, without plaintiff’s participation,
counsel cannot effectively identify the participants depicted in
the materials. Nevertheless, at this point there is enough
ambiguity over the plaintiff’s various personalities and the
court’s ability to maintain control over the viewing in accordance
with the earlier orders, that additional assurances will be
required before I can confidently allow plaintiff’s participation.
I shall therefore not permit plaintiff to view the materials until
further order, after a showing addressing the matters of:

(a) maintaining the integrity and security of the materials;
(b) whether the plaintiff is the only person who can identify
participants depicted in the materials; and

(c) assurances that can be made that all the plaintiff’s
personalities can be bound by the confidentiality provisions
of the court’s orders.

Some of these matters have apparently been addressed in the
plaintiff’s deposition, which is continuing. Once it has been
completed and the parties have been given an opportunity to address
these factors with additional evidence and briefs, I shall resolve
the issue.

Copies mailed on .2--72_



1T THEREFORE HEREBY 15 ORDERED:

1. The plaintiff, Paul Bonacci, shall not ke pernitted to
view the materials now held by the court under seal until further
order of the court.

2. The plaintiff’s deposition, when transcribed, shall be
filed with the clerk, under gseal, and directed to the attention of
the undersigned.

3. The parties are given fourteen days following the filing
of the plaintiff’s deposition in which to file additional evidence
relating to the issue of the plaintiff viewing the sealed
materials, in the form of affidavits or otherwise. Such evidence
may be filed initially under seal upon the filing party’s request,

subject to the court’s review.

4. The parties are given fourteen days thereafter to submit
to the undersigned their briefs on the matter.

Dated December 7, 1993.

BY THE COURT

Judge
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PAUL A. BONACCI,

Plaintiff, OBJECTION To PLANGRBERT H. EBEL

VIEWING MATERIAL CLERK

vsS. #CV91-3037

THE CATHOLIC ARCHBISHOP OF OMAHA,

et. al.,
Defendants.

Now comes the Defendant, Peter L. Citron, through undersigned
counsel, and objects to Plaintiff viewing any of the materials in

the Court’s possession for the reason that the Court’s previous
orders do not, implicitly or explicitly, allow viewing by the
parties. No brief accompanies this objection for the reason that
counsel for Mr. Citron only saw Plaintiff’s request at 3:30 p.m. on
this date, and therefore did not have time to prepare a brief.
Moreover, it does not require a brief to point out that this
Court’s orders must be obeyed. Mr. Citron requests the right to
assert future objections, supported by authority, since Plaintiff’;

was to occur.

1993.

ebron, NE 6837¢(
(402) 768-7402
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