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;_ - IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

COUNTY DEPARTMENT--LAW DIVISION

LANDMARK EDUCATION ) Y
'CORPORATION, ) UL
R ) . ’.,,\
Plaln;l £ ) b
i ) ’ "f,‘.‘
vs. ) No. _ S -
) , ek
, ) . o i 2 oe)
CULT AWARENESS NETWORK, a ) 94liidm -
business of unknown legal ) L EERE '
character, CYNTHIA KISSER ) v
individually . ) Jurv Trial Demanded
Agent and Executive )
Director of the )
CULT AWARENESS NETWORK, )
JOHN and JANE DOES 1-50 ) a r:f/«{ -
2d Unimoun addars) ' MOTION CALL F
abettors & co- consplrators, ) - :
| )
TLIILILLL T TInpeéfendantst, TT T)TTTL T IIULLII LIl
= i e e COMPLAINT ol ,_”‘

.NOW- COMES Pla;ntlrf,‘ LANDMARK EDUCATION CORPORNTMEJl
(hereinafter referred to as;i“LANDMARK”), by and thrqugh its
atEofney, WALTER P.‘.MAKSYM} éomplainiﬁg of Defendant, CULT
AWARENESS NETWORK, (hereinafter reAfe'r'red to, as “CAN”)‘ and/or
Défendané, CYNIHIA KISSER; lnd1v1dually and aslAgent and Execut1v=
Director of the CULT AWARENESS»NETWORK-(here inafter rezferred to as:
“KISSER”) and states as follows: o

FTRST CAUSE OF ACTION

7 For Defamation
1. That at all "times relevant hereto’~LANDMARK was a
:orporation duly organized._under: the laws of the State of

lalifornia and was au;horlzed to do bu51ness and was at all times



~5

relevant nereto offering =ducacional. programs and  services
including its eoretprogram The Forum and doing business in the
County of Cook; City of Chicege, Illinois with offices loceted at’
820 N. Orleans, Chicago, Illinois. | | |

2. - That on ihformation and belief, at all times relevant

@

rwhereto, Defendant CAN was a business of unknown legal characte

doing bu51ness within the City of Chicago, County of Cook, _State
of Illinois with its “National’Offlce . located at 2421 W. Ptatt,
Suite 1173, Chicago, Illinois and Defenaant XISSER was a resident
of - the County of Cook, State_of 117 lS ana at all times relevant

cted as the -ageﬁt, employee; representative, and Executive
Directortof CAN. |

3. That all times relevant, AANDMARK was Known to ‘be a law

abiding corporaticn and a raputable oustnesa that enJoyea and was
xnown .and acknowladged to have a good resputation as a respectable
£irm possessed of intsgrity, good moral character and honesty and

held in high =steem and regard by its emplovees, business

4. That at all times relevant LANDMARK nhad a right to be

fyea. from the dissemination and publication or re-publication oI

=

t-h

inaccurate, false, misleading, distorted, demeaning, stigmatizing,
untrue, defeamatory, slanderous, libelous, scandalous, degrading
starements and mis-portrayals, and publicity regarding its

corporate character reputation, business and financial interests,

and educational endeavors, including its program The Forum.



5. mhat at all times relevant, Defsndant CAN and‘KISSER,
(hereinafter sometimes collectively referred zo as,“Deféndants”)
knew or should‘have known or prior to the activ:tios ‘hereinaftér
comola%ned of herein, could have become knowxedgeable of the facts
stated herein’ and that the 111egal and wrongtul conduct unoertaken
by them and that such conduct would or could cause great damage to
the character, reoutatlon, work,- busxness, profe551onal
educational and financial wnternsts of LANDMARK -’

6. That on information and belief, comméncing ih.or'about
the twelve (l2)ﬂ months priot to filing of +this 1litigation,
Defendants intentionally and on & continuous basis witﬁ a

conscious and reckless disregard for the truth, caused to be

on and DuDl shod ~mroughout the County of

Ly wmm e e T e e WETa T 0
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delivered for publicat

Cook, State of Illinois as weil as throughout the Uni ced. Dtatns a

cerzain “flyer” and “packetV as ara hersinaiter more fully
: scribped in Exhibit A and Group Zxhibit 3

7. That on information and _beliet Defendants fully
participated in and werse jeoin tlv and severally **esr::or'su:'I for

assembling, fostering, prepa ring, disseminating, and delivering
said “packet” that sells for'twelve ($;2.00) dollars each and
distributing and mailing to the public together with a certain
“flyer”, and making oral statements designed to dlboarage LANDMARK
and The Forum as is hereinafter more fully described and deciding
to cause to be published, the defaming statements therein
contained as well as the decision making orooess as to what

material and information to include or exclude from the



to require or f@régo proper substantiation or verification of its
content. |

8. That said statements taken as a whole contained a
pattern -of félse, misleading,' and aefamatory Statements,

informaticn, and commentary designed and calculated to be
demeaning, disparaging, injurious to LANDMARK's reputation,
character and business, educational services and programs‘and

financial interests, which inter alia:
(a) Referring to The Forum and LANDMARK, CAN published,
_publishes, re-publishes, distributes, and promotes, iater
alia, via the above-referenced false and misleading
literature associating, imputing and implying LANDMARK as one
of the t‘“destructive cults” or “groups” about which CAN
implies it has received the following complaints “... Engaged
in some illegal and unethical practices including cnild
.abuse,; - neglect and. death;. illegal -immigration, drug dealing,
fraud. and deceif in :heirfrecruiting,’busineSS'financial and-

- ~fund - raising activities, theft, harassment of critics,
families, andéd former followers with threats lawsuits, and

,
v, stockpiling and smuggling of  weapons and
n; beating, sexual abuse, and prostitution,
kidnapping, murder, attempted murder, and psvchological and
emotional damage”.

(b) Referring to The Forum in its above-r iterature
(misdescribing it as and associating it with est) and
LANDMARX, CAN attributes the following “harmful eff
‘which result from a “destructive cult sxperience”’:

“I,0s5 of free will and control over one’'s life. Dewvelopment
of dependency and return tO child-iike behavior. Loss of
spontaneity or sense of humor. . Tnability to Zform intimate
friendships outside the cult or enjov flexible relationships.
Physical deterioration and. abuse. Psychological
deterioration (including hallucinations, anxiety, paranoia,
disorientation, and dissociaticn.) Involuntary, de facto
servitude or exploitation.” :

(c) CAN published or‘ republished the following “of and
concerning” LANDMARK or its program, The Forum, “packets” of
misinformation inferring and implying LANDMARK uses mind



‘system whose followers have been unetnhl

control (undue influence) and unethical means to recrui:f and

ratain followers. Tt claims association with these groups
(including LANDMARK) can  be harmiuc o followers and
disruptive to families, friends, and society. CAN lists iz

Zollowing as “techniques of mind contxrol”:

“Group pressure. and “love bombing” discourages doubts and
reinforces the need to belong through  use  of child-like
games, sing, hugging, touching, or flattery. B ‘

Isolation/Separation creates inability or lack of desire to
verify information provided by the group with reality.

‘Thought-Stopping Techniques introduce the recruit to

meditating, chanting, and repetitious activities which, when
used excessively, induce a state of high suggestibility.

Fear and guilt induced by eliciting confessions to produce
intimacy and to reveal fears and secrets, to create emotional
vulnerability buy overt and covert threats, as well "as
alternation of punishment and reward.

Sleep deprivation encouraged under the guise of spiritua
exercises, necessary training,..or urgent projects.

Sensory"overloa&wforces~acgeptance»of'cqmplex”gew doctr :
goals,..and.- definicions  .to replace old value Dby expect: o1
vecruit to assimilate masses of’ information quickly with
little opportunity for critical sxamination.” -

£ as a network of
ends of past and
oresent cult members” and ‘... & on of wvolunteer
affiliate groups throughout the United States” and that its
work is to “educate the public on cuics” and further that it
is “... dedicated to promote public awareness of the harmful
sffect of mind control.” CAN says it confines-its concerns
to unethical or illegal practices” and “... bringing to the
public awareness . the harmiul e +s of destructive
cults...” . It defines sdestructive rs” as “...a closed
ally and deceptively
recruited through the use of. manipulative techniques of
thought reform or mind control. According to CAaN, the system
is imposed without the informed consent of the recruit and is
designed to alter personality and behavior and attributes the

CcAN characterizes and described Litse
... former cult members and families an

9]
O

following *“marks” of the " destructive cult” (Emphasis
supplied) .
“Mind control (undue influence): Manipulation by use of

coercive persuasion or behavior modification techniqgues
without informed consent.



Charismatic leadership: Claiming divinity or special
knowledge and demanding unquestlonlng obedience with power
and privilege. Leadership may consist of one indivicdual or a
small core of leaders. '

Deception: Recruit ing and fund raising with hidden objectlve
and without full disclosure of the use of mind cont*ol
techniques; use. of “tront g*ouos

Exclusivity: Secretiveness or vaguéeness by followers
ragarding activities and beliefs.

_AlienatiOn; Separatlon from family friends and’society, a
charige in values, and substitution of the cult as the new
“family”; evidence of subtle or abrupt personality changes.

Exploitation: Can be LlnanCLal physical, or osychological-
pressure to give money, to spend a great deal on course  or
give excessively to “special projects and to engage
inappropriate sexual activities, even child abuse.

Totalitarian world v1ew (we/they syndrome):, Effecting
dependence,. promoting. goals of the grouo ove the-individual
ard aoorov1ng unethlcal oeqav1or while cl almlﬁg goodness.

hem e T e e e e e —_ — -

9. . That on'ﬂnformatlod and bel ef, said false,'misleading,
inaccﬁfate, demeaning, defametory, and injurious statements wers2
deliberately and maliciously published and re—publiShed,
discributed and disseminated with the full knowladge that same

wers not +true, or in reckless disregard for the truth or falsity

so as to intentionally defame and injure LANDMARK'Ss

Fh

thereo
reputation, business and educational endesavors and interssts, as
well as LANDMARK’S business character, community standing, and
educational services.

10. That on information and pelief Defendants made no
genuine, professional or proper investigation or attempt to verify

the truth or falsity of said statements and information contained

- hee e mmme st ee e e i meem———ggm s e R e . ey e w—n e - %



in said “packet” and “ilyer” and acted with malice and a total

utter and reckless disregard as to the sruth or falsity.of sai

[oN)

statements or their incomplete or misleading nature, del berately
causing them to Dbe authored, published, re—publiShed, and
diss,minated as aioresaid

11. That despite a duty owed LANDMARK by Defendants to not
publish, re-publish, or DubllClze false cor misleading statements
or misinformation concerningv it, De:endants intentionally and with
malice proceeded and continues to disseminate, publish, and
republish said defamatory statements without proper,verification
or sufficient investigation and confirmation or bias and the

knowledge or suspicion of the author’s motives, bias, prejudice,

lack of trustworthwness reliability or veracity, and

.deli berateiy iackiessly, wantonly, maLlC‘OuSlV and- intentionally

causes.- and continues to cause opublication and republication of

sleading statements. The Defendarnts did and g,

}4.

said false and m
continues to do sO witn malice for the express and specific
purpose of injuring LANDMARK’S character, reputation, business,
educational services and programs &S well as its community
standing; |

12. That LANDMARK's damages flowing Zfrom Defendants.said
defamatory publication and re—publication are of & continuing and
ongoing nature and are presently incapable of or fully accurate
compilation and ascertainment.

13. That said defamatory publication and republication

falsely and directly accuses, attributes, imputes or implies €O



"

LANDMARK the commiesionh of deceit, <ZIraud, cxrZ iminal offenses,
unfair, unethical, illegal‘business practices and conduct and/or
other illiegal and immoral acts and improprieties which ina-gzruth
and in fact did not occur.

14, That as a foreseeable and prox1mate consequence of the
v;orego ng whlch contlnues to lmpugn and denlgrate the Dub

~ —~

-perception of, LANDMARK'S activities, services, programs,

integrity, dlgnlty, honor, and undermines its abili ty to engage in_”

‘the. aforesaid business and endeavors, LANDMARK has been and
continues to be otherw1se prejudiced and greatLy damaged it in the
aforesaid business, its reputation, haracter, activities,

services, programs, credit worthiness, ability to produce income

so as to incur and be subjected to great damageg_ injury,
ruination, .scorn, ridi cuWe, deg*adat*o", disgrace, conc-moc,

aversion, social stigmatization, obloquy.
wrongfully created an evil opinion of LANDMARK in “he perception

of the public and fair minded persons, has damaged the perception

Ih
h
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of potential clientele, and caused it to suiier financial loss,

gal and other professional fszes and expenses.
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WHEREFORE, LANDMARK prays that judgment be entered in 1its

favor and against Defendants, for compensatory and ounﬂclve
damages in excess of five million dollars ($5,000,000.00) or that
amount as a jury may deem appropriate plus reasonable attorneys

fees, costs, and expenses.



SECOND CAUSE QF ACTION
For Injurious Falsehood
1;14.ThatﬂLANDMARKnre—alleges varagraphs 1 through 14 of tne
First Cause of Action as and for‘paragraphs 1 through 14 of_:his
Second Cause.of Action.

15. That Defendant’ s 1ntention by means of ralsehoods and
said inaccurate, misleading communications, was to deterv and
prevent prospective clientele fronx part’Cipating"in LANDMARK' S
programs and services and unjustly demean and disparage same,
particularly its core program known as “THE FORUM”.

15. .That on infofmation and. belief Defendants failed to
adequately investigate the ‘truth of said allegations and

disseminatead, ouolisned and re- oubi

hed same with a conscious and

Q;ecniessvdisregard for the-truth or falsity theresof rand intenton
to harm LANDMARK Dby o;sparagino its services and programs and
intending that. third parties, i1.e., potential consumers and
participants of those services, rely and act on those disparaging
communications and articles which =rssulted in injury and
commercial dispafagement to LANDMARK's business and educational
endeavors and the feputation of its services as aforessaid. |

17. That LANDMARK as a direct and proximate result suffered
and incurred special damages, which are ongoing and have not vet
been fully determined. .

18. That Defendants intended to harm interests of LANDMARK,

by permitting the above'or should have recognized the likelihood

of doing so.

\D
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WHEREFORE, LANDMARK prays  that judgment be enterad in

favor and against Defendants, jointly for compensatory and

punitcive damages in excess OIL five ;ill o dollars SS,OOO 900.00C)

or that amount as a Jjury may deem appropriate plus reasonablea

attorneys_fees costs, and exoenses.

N

FOURTH_CAUSE OF ACTION

alse nght in the Public aye

1-21.That LANDMARK re-alleges Daragraphs 1 through 21 of the

Third Cause of Action as and for paragraphs 1 through 21 of this
Fourth Cause of Action.

52. That at all times relevant LANDMARK had a riqht to be

free from unreasonable, inaccurate, false or misleading publicity

concerning it which is incomplete cr incor ect, or false.

23. That- the foregoing corstltuted' 221587 drreasonable; T

demeaning, disparaging, inaccurate oY misleading public portrayal

of LANDMARK's business and educational encdeavors, as well as an

unreasonable placing it in a false light in the public eye and the

matters made public would pe hnighlv offensive to & reasonable

JHZREFORE, LANDMARK prays that judgment be Snte ared in its
favor and against Defendants jointly for compensatory and punitive
damages 1in excess of five million doilars‘($5,000,000.00) or that
amount as a Jjury may deem appropriate plu rsasonable attorneys

fees, costs, and expenses.

11



TFTH _CAUSE QF ACTION

b 1]

Tor Commercial Disparagement

11—23.That LANDMARK re-alleges parag:aphs 1 tﬁrough 23 of the
Third Cause of Action as and for_paragraphe 1 through 23 df(:his
Fifth Cause of Acéioﬁ, | o

24. THat thebfofegoing consﬁituted commercial»disparagement
to LANDMARK and‘its‘educational servicee aﬁd core program»rhe
Forum. | N | |

WHEREFORE, LANDMARK prays that judgment be entered in its
favor and against Defendants jointly‘fbr compensatory and punitive’
aamages in excess of'five million dollars ($5,000!OO§.OQ) or‘that
amount as a jﬁry may deem appropriate plus reasonable attorneys

feeg, costs, and expenses

- STXTY CAUSEOF ACTION™ S

Conspiracy

cause of Action as and for paragrapns 1 throﬁgh_Zé of this Sixth
Cause of.Action.

25. That on information and belieZ the Defendants acted 1in
concert and combination ‘with each other and certain unknown
aiders, abettors, and cofconspirators who participated with and
aided Defendants in the authorship and publication and zre-
" publication of the foregoing defamatory communications.

WHEREFORE, LANDMAﬁK prays that Judgment be entered in its
favor and against Defendents jointly for compensatory and punitive

damages in excess of five million dollars ($5,000,000.00) or that

12



amount as- a jury may deem appro priate plus reasonable attorneys

fees, costs, and expenses.

SEVENTH CAUSE QF ACTION

Tor Deceptive Trade Practice
_l 5 LANDMARK re alleges oaragrapns 1 through 25 of the Sixth
Cause of Action as and 1‘or paragraphs 1 through 25 of thlS Seventn
Cause of Action. |
26. That Chapter 815, IILCS 510/2 provides invpertinent part
as follows:

§2 A person engageslwn a decept1ve trade practice when
in the course of his bu51ne5s, vocation or occupation,
he:

* x Kk

(2} causes likelzth hood of —confusion or ot
>'m1sunderstand1ng as to the source, sponsorship, anprOVa1
or certwrlcaclon of goods or servvces, Tt

T (3) cause- likellhood ot conrus1on or of mlsunderSrand ng
as to affiliation, connect, OI assoc1at’on with or
certification by another;

* * *

(5) represents that goods or services have sponsorship,
approval, characteristics, ingredients, uses, penefits,
or quantities that they do not have or that a person has
a snonsorshro, approval, status, affiliation, oI
connection that he does not have

x = *
(8) disparages the oods, servicas or business of
another by false or mi leadlng representation of fact;

.

*x * *
(12) engages in any other conduct which similarly
creates a likelihood of confusion or of

misunderstanding.

In order to prevall in an action under this Act, a
plaintiff need not prove competition between the parties
or actual confusion or misunderstanding.

13

s e ———————— s ST A e IR TR R T T S S ¢ Saems e ey e e = T

e s e DT T LS T



This Section does not affect unfair trade practices
otherwise actionable at common law or under other
statues of this state. -

27. That Chapter 815, ILCS 510/3 provides in pertinent part
as follows: - : :

§3 ...Proof of monetary damage, loss of profits or
intent to deceive is not regquired. Costs or attorneys’

fees or both may be assessed against a defendant only if
the court finds that he has wilfully engaged in a
deceptive trade practice. g : L )

The relief provided in this Section is in addition to
remedies otherwise available against the same conduct
under the common law or other statutes of this state.

28. That in  the course of their business, Vvocation and

-occupation, Defendants by their actions aforesaid engaged in and

on information and belief continueto engage -and will continue to
“engage.lin. said. in deceptive practices as aga

5o —m Lo T e S S

business and educztional  services 1is

of the- above referenced section of the Uniform Deceptiwve Trade

practice Act unless restrained and enjoined.

WHEREFORE, LANDMARK prays that Judgment bé ente:ed in 1icts
favor and against Defenaénts jointly for compensatory and punitive
aamages in excess of five million dollars ($5,000,000.00) or that
amount as a jury may deem appropriate and orders temporarily,
preliminarily and pérmanently enjoining Defendants from engaging
in said deceptive trade practices as aforesaid,‘plus attorney’'s

fees and costs, as provided’by statute.
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EIGETH CAUSE OF ACTION
For Consuﬁer Fraud -

‘—28.LANDMARK ‘re—alleges paragraphs 1 .through 28 of the
Seventh Cause of Action as and for'paragraphs 1 through 28 of this
‘Eighth Cause of'Actiou. ‘ ' ,_l ; :d: o t-':A{v

29. That‘the aforesaid action of iDefendant's constituted
Consumer Fraud within the mean:.ng of 815 ILCS 505/1 et. seq.
entitling Pla*ntiff to damages, attorney s fees and 1n]unct1ve
reller pursuant to 815 ILCS 505/10 (a) et. seq.

EREFORE, LANDMARK prays that Judgment be entered iu its

. favor and against Defendants jointly for compensatory and punitive

damages in great excess of five mllllou dollars ($5 000, OOO OO) or

that amouut as a Jury may deem aooroor:.ate apd enter oroers

e A mmm s e € T m——_—

-ftemoora*IWJ; orellnmnarllv,~and oermanentlv en301u1ng De:endunts_'

from engaging in sald consumer rraud as axz oresaﬂd pTus atto_“ey s
fees and costs, pursuant to the Statute in such cases made and

provided.

TRIAL BY JURY DEMANDED

Landmark Education Corporation,
a California Comporation

Walter P. Maksym
WALTER P. MAKSYM & ASSOCIATES
1550 Spring Road, Suite 225
Oak Brook, Illinois 60521
708-279-8500

Attorney No. 55061
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Certified Resolution of the Board of Directors of the
Cult Awareness Network, Inc.
A California Not-for-Profit Corporation

William Svoboda, being the Secretary of the Cult Awareness Network, Inc., hereby certifies that
at a meeting of the Board of Directors duly held on October 26, 1997, the annexed Resolution
was adopted and is still in full force and e-ffect.

The Board of Directors of the Cult Awareness Network, Inc. (* AN ", a California not-for-proﬁt
corporation, being empowered to do so and after full discussion adopts this resolution
(“Resolution”) effective November &), 1997 (14 days after approval of this Agreement by the
U.S. Bankruptcy Court for the Northern District of Illinois).

.a.

The following statement, as well as any Agreement relying thereon, only addresses -
programs of the corporation named “Landmark Education Corporation” and its wholly-
owned subsidiaries Landmark Education International, Inc. and Landmark Education -
Business Development, Inc., all of which entities began operations after February 1,
1991.

CAN does not hold, and has never held the position that Landmark Education
Corporation, or any of the programs of Landmark Education Corporatlon including The
Landmark Forum (“Landmark”), is a “cult” or “sect.”

Although CAN has not classified “Landmark” by name as a “cult,” certain actions may
well have given that impression. For example, when the CAN office received inquiries
about Landmark (including inquiries about Landmark’s “Forum” program), for a period
of time after Landmark came into being in 1991 CAN would mail brochures, copyrighted
by CAN in 1990, about CAN and about “Destructive Cults”; about characteristics of cult
groups; “WHAT IS A DESTRUCTIVE CULT?"; and “WHO ARE THEY?” which
included “The Forum” in a list of groups. Moreover, CAN has offered for sale packets on ‘
a number of “specific groups” including “estFORUM?” as recently as 1996.

CAN has never authorized any officer, director, staff employee, affiliate or licensee on its
behalf to take the position, written or othermse that Landmark or The Landmark Forum
is a “cult” or a “destructive cult.” _

CAN also states:

1. Although CAN has received some criticisms of Landmark programs from partici-
pants and others, it has never secured or attempted to secure independent,



systematic and 6bjectivc evaluations of the criticisms CAN has received, or
learned of from secondary sources, regarding any of the programs of Landmark.

1. When CAN compiled statistics about communications it had received about
Landmark, it-did not separate statistics about criticisms from statistics about
questions or comments favorable to Landmark. Moreover, CAN statistics did not
distinguish anonymous criticisms from criticisms where identity of the critic
could be verified. :

iii. CAN believes that understanding the impacts of Landmark’s prdgra:_ns on
different participants is an area with room for accumulating greater knowledge.

1v. CAN has never had evidence that would justify taking the position that either
Landmark or any program of Landmark has the characteristics of a “cult” or
[ SeCt ” : .

V. Therefore, CAN has decided not to and it shall not apply controversial labels such
as “cult” or “cult-like” to Landmark or any of its programs and CAN will not
intentionally give the impression, by word or deed (including but not limited to
oral, written, internet, electronic or otherwise) that CAN regards any of them to be
a “cult” or “cult-like.” Rather than apply general labels, or trying to generalize
about positive or negative (or mixed) impacts on all potential participants, the
informed consent process should help each individual decide whether a partlcular
program is now appropriate for that individual.

Vi. CAN favbrs the 'mclusibn of NOTICE and INFORMED CONSENT provisions in
Landmark’s Forum registration form and encourages prospective participants to
read such provisions ca.refully ‘

CAN profoundly and sincerely regrets all misundesstandings and misimpressions which
have arisen in the past and whatever damages Landmark, any of its programs or their
reputation sustained as a result of any CAN actions, including without limitation, CAN’s
responses to inquiries about Landmark or the listing of CAN’s packet on “est/F ORUM”"
among the packets on “specific groups.” It was never CAN’s motive to cause any such
damage to Landmark. CAN’smotive with respect to Landmark was and is solely to
facilitate informed consent. -

CAN understands that Landmark has entered into an agreement with Margaret T. Singer,
Ph.D. (“Landmark-Singer Settlement”), settling a dispute concerning a book she co-
authored entitled CULTS IN OUR MIDST: THE HIDDEN MENACE IN OUR EVERYDAY LIVES
(Jossey-Bass Publishers 1995) (the “Singer Book™), and calling for a change in the next
edition of the Singer Book. CAN has decided and agrees that if, after its emergence from
bankruptcy, CAN elects to sell copies of the first edition of the Singer Book, CAN will



enclose in the front of the book the relevant language from the Landmark-Singer
Settlement (which language shall be provided by Landmark to CAN).

h. CAN also understands that Landmark would prefer that CAN not sell at all copies ofa
biography of Werner Hans Erhard by Steven Pressman entitled OUTRAGEOUS BETRAYAL
(St. Martin’s Press 1993) (the “Pressman Book”). CAN has not previously considered
whether, after its emergence from bankruptcy, CAN would consider it appropriate to sell
copies of the Pressman Book at all, for any purpose. In the interests of settling a dispute
and in deference to Landmark’s preference, however, CAN now agrees not to sell the
Pressman Book for at least five years after CAN emerges from bankruptcy.

s/ ///W@Dsfm% thi; Bday of _//i_w@ 1997.

Notarized:

TRV STEVENTON |

NOTARY PUBLIC
: STATE OF KANSAS, Ny -~
o o / 3 .~ .
My Azt Sxp el 4/—C2f77 j ez
’ 7’ - °







Somopsopkmayhavemprawdmsatm'bumdtom or statements which appear

1o have been associated with me, wmanthatlaswtedasaﬁctorthatlhcldthcopinionthat
Landmerk Education Cdrpomﬂonortbe LandmarkFommwasacuk. In an affort to correct any
nﬁshnpmwfomlwkhmmakzhckmandmaquiwcalthaubavewmd,mrhmlm
Wquuesudanycneehato aay,thatLandmmkEduoaﬁonCorporation,thaLnndmk
Famormmmwkmmmv&asmammﬁwmmm I fact, T do not bold

- that Theld anOpinion or said otherwise, suchthoughts or statenssnts were maccurate

CYNTHIA KISSER

b Mo

Dated:/ DM OZZ/' / J




