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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA 

WORLD SERVICE OFFICE, INC., a 
Charitable Coorporation and 
Trustee of the Copyrights, 
trademarks and Service Marks 
for the Fellowship of 
Narcotics Anonymous (WSO) 

Plaintiff 

VS. 

DAVI D MOORHEAD, 

Defendant 

Civil Action No. 90-7631 

DECLARATION OF JIM & KATHLEEN MILLER 

We have been members of the Fellowship of Narcotics 
Anonymous since 1979 and 1981 and are aware of the nature and 
extent of the Fellowship concerns regarding the literature of 
the Fellowship. Jim was a member of the WSC Literature 
committee from 1979 through 1984, participated in the writing 
of the basic text, many of the NA pamplets, and is sole 
author of the NA pamplet "One Addict's Experience with 
Acceptance, Faith, and Commitment " , as well as co-chairman/ 
editor of the NA Way magazine in 1982 & 1983. Kathleen was 
a member of the WSC NA Way committee and attributes much of 
her recovery from addiction to early use of an NA Basic Text 
which was printed in her home area and given to her free. 

We, as aware members o f th e Fellowship wi t h special 
exper i en c e, were asked to b e par t of a volunteer group of 
members t o work on the dev elo pm e nt o f the Fe ll o wship 
Literatur e Trust Document . 



We first participated in discussions regarding this 
Trust Document, alo ng with other members of the Fellowship as 
well as employees from the Fe ll o wship 's primary service 
center, WSO inc., being Stu Toor deman and George Hollahan, 1n 
Harrisburg, Pa. in February of 1991. 

At that time the legal action against David Moorhead who 
was challenging the claim of exclusive rights to NA 
Fellowship Literature, had just been "settled". We have known 
David Moorhead eight years and know him to be an informed, 
active NA member and a man of integrity, and good moral 
character, who was complying 100% with the court order. Mr. 
Moorhead and the stated WSO inc. employees were working on a 
solution to the literature dispute, being a Trust agreement 
acceptable Fellowship-wide. 

The purpose of the discussions we had were to heal the 
division of the Narcotics Anonymous Fellowship which resulted 
in the David Moorhead litigation. 

We were to be part of the working group that was to 
draft the Intellectual Property Trust document which would 
accurately describe the origin, ownership, and purpose of 
Narcotics Anonymous Literature and the bond of trust between 
the Fellowship of Narcotics Annonymous and it's service 
boards committees, and service office. 

During the discussions in February, we understood Stu 
T o ordeman to clearly state that the WSO inc. would not 
suggest any definitive action regarding the copyrights on NA 
literature during the World Service Conference in April of 
1991 and that there would be no motions made to approve such 
ownership and exclusive rights of control. He reaffirmed this 
promise durign a phone call in April prior to the conference. 

When ' suggestions were made regarding the WSO's ref~rence 
in the World Service Conference Agenda report about such 
actions and work in progress on literature-copyrights, he 
responded that "we will keep things status-quo until we get 
finished with the trust document" 

Stu Toordeman broke his promise to us when, during the 
WSO's report at the World Service Conference he proceeded 
with what he called "AFFIRMATIONS" not motions and even had 
the attorney address the conference. He moved for the 
approval of the exclusive right to use the Fellowship 
Literature despite his promise, and he and the WSO attorney 
failed to advise the Fellowship about the Trust Document 
Working Group. 

We have now read a certain Motion to Enforce or Vacate 
the court Order in this ca se and can affirm that to the best 
of our information and belief that the allegations contained 
therein are true and co rre ct. 
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We declare under penalty of perjury under the laws 
the United States, California and Pennsylvania, that the 
foregoing statements are true and correct and that this 
declaration sets forth our own statement of just some of 
ongoing statements, assurances and representations given 
us from WSO inc. employees that have subsequently turned 
to be false. 

Date: April 20, 1991 
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IN THE UNITED STATE S D I ST RI CT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRI CT OF PENNS YLVANIA 

WORLD SERVICE OFFICE, INC., a 
Charitable Corporation and 
Trustee of the Copyrights, 
trademarks and Service Marks 
fo r the Fellowship of 
Narc o tics Anonymous C i v i I Ac ti o n No. 90-7631 

Pl a i n tiff 

V S. 

DA V I D 1100R HEAD, 

Defe nd a nt 

DECLARATION Of W[LLIAM M. ALLEN I [I 

have been a member of the Fellowship 
Anon y mous since 1979 and am aware of t he na t ure and 
F e l l owship c oncerns rega r ding the literat u re of the 

of Narcotics 
extent of the 
Fell o ws hi p . 

At MARLCNA, in Februar y of 199 1, a t a second meeting of 
the T r u st Group, I met with Stu To or d e man and George HoI lahan, 
empl oyee s o f WSO, and Da v id Mo or hea d, J im Mille r, Katle e n Miller, 
Bo Se we l I , Carl Diehl a nd Om a Jackson as c o n cer n e d 
me mers of t he F e ll o ws h i p wh o d es i red to part i c ipa t e in th e 

i t erature tru st d oc um e n t app ro v a l process. 

the WSO 
e xc l u si v e 
T ex t , bu t 
Do c lJm en t . 

At th a t t i me. bot h S t u a n d Geo r g e c l ear l y s t ated that 
wou l d n ot procee d f urt h e r wit h an y atte mp t s to ob t a in 

r i g hts Qv e r t h e N . A . Lit e r a tur e in c l lld in g t h e Bas i c 
rat h er- wa i t u n t i 1 t h e F el l o wship app ro ve d the Tru s t. 

At t h e ti mp there wa s c o n ~e rn t hat t h e 199 1 
Agenda Re po r t c o n ta i n e d . i n t h e s ect i o n fr o m WS O In c . , 

Co nf e r e n c e 
wr i t t e n b y 

Stu T oo r d e ma n . an 
..... \-., - . f. ... \.-, r, 

appear- an t. r p. qlJ es t fr o m t. h e 
,-- ....... n f w ron ,-.. Cl , ..... 11 n i 0 r ~ \: ::- 1 I ) c;- j V F' 

WSO Board 
r i g h ts t o 

of 
f'JA 



Stu Too r-cit='m an assured \JS that 
submitted on the issue and that the 
maintained unti I after the Trust Document 
its task. 

no Moti o n was being 
stat us quo would be 
rev iew group co mpleted 

After the initial discussions between members of the 
WSO and concerned members of the Fellowship who participated in 
the Trust Document Review Group, it became apparent that the WSO 
did not want to communicate with us. It became necessary for me 
to make phone cal Is to them to obtain documents that were 
promised and then mail would not arrive to me by the time of our 
schedu l ed phone conferences. 

participated in two extensive phone conferences to 
discuss the proposed Trust Document and significant objection was 
raised to the draft presented to us. 

In response to the objections, Stu and George advised 
that the Trust Document would be revised until it was agreeable 
and would be submit ted to the Fellowship for comment and review 
of no les s than one (I) year . 

George also advised us. after the 1991 Wo rld Con fer ence 
vot e on the liter ary affirmat ions that beca me v e ry controversia l. 
that once the T rust Document was approved, the affirmations would 
be superceded. 

In June, without ever completing the review among the 
members of the group, the WSO advised that our input would no 
longer be necessary and that they were stopping the group due to 
lack of funds. 

Once the Conference Agenda Report was issued and the 
proposed trust was published to the Fellowship a significant 
amount of controvers y developed with more concerms about the 
impact of the trus t document coming to the focus. 

In March of 199 2, attended the South Florida Spring 
Service Break Conference and heard Bob McD, the chairperson of 
the Board of Directors of the WSO represent to the members of the 
Fellowship in attendance that t he proposed trust document had met 
the approval of the membe r s of the trust working group. 

It became necess a ry for me to stand up and voice my 
objection to hi s misleading and totally inaccurat. e remarks. 
ha ve knowledge that simi lar presentations we re made at ot h er 
conferen ce s and work s hops hnwever n o member of the working group 
wa s able to confront an d correc t t h e mis representation . 

declare under pena l ", of perjury under- I- he laws of the 
Un it e d States, Caliior-ni", and Penn svlvan ia. that the f o regoing 
statements are true and co rr-~ ct . 
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