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

o 

WORLD SERVICE OFFICE, INC., a 
Charitable Corporation and 
Trustee of the Copyrights, 
trademarks and Service Marks 
for the Fellowship of 
Narcotics Anonymous Civil Action No. 90-7631 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

DAVID MOORHEAD, 

Defendant 

RULE TO SHOW CAUSE 

On considering the Petition for Rule or Order to Show Cause 

why Disobeying Party should not be Punished for Contempt; Motion 

to Enforce or Vacate Order and Exhibits thereto; the Affidavit of 

David Moorhead and Declarations of Jim Miller, Kathleen Miller and 

William A. Allen, III, and upon all the proceedings heretofore had 

herein, it is 

ORDERED, that the Plaintiff, by the individuals performing 

the acts or responsible for the omissions alleged to have occurred 

in the Defendant's Petition and Motions, appear before this Court, 

Federal Court Building, 6th and Market, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 

in Court Room at on the day of 

1992, at ________ .M., of said day, to show cause, if any they have 

why they and each of them should not be punished for contempt of 

court for violating and disobeying the order of this Court entered 

in the office of the Clerk thereof at the Eastern District of 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA 

"',1 1. 

WORLD SERVICE OFFICE, INC., a 
Charitable Corporation and 
Trustee of the Copyrights, 
trademarks and Service Marks 
for the Fellowship of 
Narcotics Anonymous Civil Action No. 90-7631 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

DAVID MOORHEAD, 

Defendant 

RULE TO SHOW CAUSE 

On considering the Petition for Rule or Order to Show Cause 

why Disobeying Party should not be Punished for Contempt; Motion 

to Enforce or Vacate Order and Exhibits thereto; the Affidavit of 

David Moorhead and Declarations of Jim Miller, Kathleen Miller and 

William A. Allen, III, and upon all the proceedings heretofore had 

herein, it is 

ORDERED, that the Plaintiff, by the individuals performing 

the acts or responsible for the omissions alleged to have occurred 

in the Defendant's Petition and Motions, appear before this Court, 

Federal Court Building, 6th and Market, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 

in Court Room at on the day of 

1992, at ________ .M., of said day, to show cause, if any they have 

why they and each of them should not be punished for contempt of 

court for violating and disobeying the order of this Court entered 

in the office of the Clerk thereof at the Eastern District of 



...... '-. 

Pennsylvania, on the 4th day of January, 1991, 

and by breaching the parties' Settlement Agreement of January 4, 

1991. 

Service of this order may be made upon the Plaintiff by 

serving a copy thereof and a copy of the Petition, Motion and 

accompanying affidavits attached upon the attorney for said 

Plaintiff by u.S. First Class Mail. 

WITNESS my hand this day of , 1992. 

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

.~ . 

WORLD SERVICE OFFICE, INC., a 
Charitable Corporation and 
Trustee of the Copyrights, 
trademarks and Service Marks 
for the Fellowship of 
Narcotics Anonymous (WSO) Civil Action No. 90-7631 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

DAVID MOORHEAD, 

Defendant 

MOTION FOR RULE 

DAVID MOORHEAD, Defendant in the above captioned action, by 

and through his legal counsel, Greg B. Emmons, Esquire, moves this 

Court for a Rule against Plaintiff, to show cause why it and it's 

representatives responsible for the acts and omissions alleged as 

occurring or not occurring as in violation of the Courts Order of 

January 4, 1992 should not be punished for a Contempt of this Court 

upon the grounds set forth in the Petition attached hereto and for 

reasons as heard by this Court in furtherance and in support 

hereof. 

BY:~> __ ~~~~~~~~ __ ~~-= __ _ 
ons, Esquire 

One Aldie Mansion 
85 Old Dublin Pike 
Doylestown, PA 18901 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA 

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

Plaintiff 

vs. 

DAVID MOORHEAD, 

Defendant 

Civil Action No. 90-7631 

PETITION FOR RULE OR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE WHY 
DISOBEDIENT PARTY SHOULD NOT BE PUNISHED FOR CONTEMPT 

TO THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF 
PENNSYLVANIA: 

DAVID MOORHEAD, your petitioner, respectfully shows to this 

Court: 

1. Petitioner is the Defendant in the above-entitled case 

and has filed a Motion for Enforcement of a prior Order of the 

Court. (Incorporated herein by reference). 

2. A Motion for a Preliminary Injunction as well as the 

supporting Motion to Enforce or Vacate and all accompanying 

documentation including Affidavit of the Defendant and Declarations 

of Fellowship Members was served on the Plaintiff and Legal Counsel 

for the Plaintiff pursuant to the Certification of Service attached 



hereto and marked Exhibit "A". 

3. On information and belief, and despite the founded 

allegations of continuing violation of this Court Order and the 

nature of the controversies and disputes that have been 

longstanding in the fellowship the Plaintiff, has determined to 

proceed with the approval process of the proposed Fellowship 

Intellectual Property Trust with full knowledge that said Trust 

Document is a legally binding document that has not been given 

adequate review by the Fellowship of Narcotics Anonymous and legal 

counsel on their behalf and that the effect of the approval will 

severely if not permanently prejudice the rights and claims of the 

members of the Fellowship to the ownership and control over 

copyrights, tradenames a nd trademarks, being subject to this 

pending legal action. 

4. Peti tioner I s information is based on first hand 

knowledge, as well as the official recordings and minutes of the 

Plaintiff I s proceedings at the 199 1 World Conference and the 

telephone conferences held with the Defendant and other members of 

the Trust Document Working Group, as well as other declarations and 

statements made or contained in Plaintiffs mailings or otherwise 

made by the Plaintiff to the Petitioner and other concerned members 

of the Fellowship of Narcotics Anonymous all of which the 

Petitioner can and will upon and at time of proper proceeding 

introduce as evidence. 

5. I n further support her eof, the Affidavit of David 

Moorhead and Declarations of William A. Allen, III, Jim Miller and 



Kathleen Miller are annexed hereto and marked as Exhibits "B" and 

lie" . 

WHEREFORE, petitioner prays that this Court issue a Rule 

upon the Plaintiff ordering and directing its authorized 

representative to appear before this Court on the day of 

1992, to show cause, if any it has, why it and the 

individual participants should not be punished for violating the 

Court Order entered in this matter on January 4, 1991 and 

furthering proceedings relating approval of the Fellowship 

Intellectual Property Trust as a to continuing the violation 

thereof. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Greg B. Emm ns, Esquire 
GREG B. EMMONS AND ASSOCIATES, PC 
ONE ALDIE MANSION 
85 OLD DUBLIN PIKE 
DOYLESTOWN, PA 19801 



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

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

Plaintiff 

vs. 

DAVID MOORHEAD, 

Defendant 

Civil Action No. 90-7631 

AFFIDAVIT AS BASIS FOR MOTION FOR CONTEMPT 

United States of America, 
Eastern District of PA, 
Philadelphia County 

: ss. 

DAVID MOORHEAD, being duly sworn, deposes and says : 

1. I am the Defendant in the above-entitled action. 

2 . On or about the 4th day of January, 1991, an Order was 

duly entered herein directing the Plaintiff to perform specific 

acts, all of which are set forth in a true and correct copy of 

such Order and accompanying Agreement annexed and marked hereto 

Exhibit "A". 

3. A copy of said order was served upon the said 

Plaintiff, in open Court on January 4, 1991. 

4 . The Plaintiff has clearly annd unequivocably violated 



said Order and Agreement as specifically set forth in the 

attached Motion to Vacate or Enforce. (Exhibit "B"). 

5 . That Plaintiff continues to violate said Court's Order 

after notice of Defendant's objection and service upon the 

Plaintiff of the Motion to Vacate or Enforce together with a copy 

of the proposed Motion For Contempt on a Notice basis. 

Da ted: 4l:J.J 1992 

Sworn to and Subs~ibed 
before me this ~d day 
of Afa..-I'L- ,1992 . 

~>zt~ 
NOTARY PUBLIC 

~o:r ARIAL SEAL 
KATHLEEN M. DEUA, Notary Public 

Doylestown, Bucks County 
My Commission Expires Nov. 20. 1994 

f}~IYl~ 
DAVID MOORHEAD 



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

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

Plaintiff 

vs. 

DAVID MOORHEAD, 

Defendant 

Civil Action No. 90-7631 

MOTION TO ENFORCE OR 
VACATE AND PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
AND NOTICE 

I hereby certify, that on this 22nd day of April, 1992, a copy 

of the Motion(s), Order and referenced documents in the attached 

Notice were served upon the undernamed parties and legal counsel 

in the manner and at the specified addresses below: 

DATE: 4/22/92 

Hand Delivery 

DATE: 4/22/92 

Overnight Mail 
Federal Express 
No. 7141446421 

Name 
Address 

Name 
Address 

John T. Synnestredt, Esq 
2600 One Reading Center 
1101 Market Street 
Philadelphia, PA 18107 

ATTN: LEGAL DEPARTMENT 
World Service Office, Inc. 
16155 Wyandotte 
Van Nuys, CA 91406 

BY: 
~--~~~~~~~~~~ 

GREG 
GREG B. E 
ATTORNEY I.D. #28110 
ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT 



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

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

Plaintiff 

vs. 

DAVID MOORHEAD, 

Defendant 

NOTICE 

TO: WSO AND ITS LEGAL COUNSEL 

Civil Action No. 90-7631 

MOTION TO ENFORCE OR 
VACATE AND PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

The enclosed Motion to Enforce or Vacate, Motion and Petition 

for Preliminary Injunction and Expedited Proceedings, together with 

Affidavits, Verifications, Declarations , Exhibits and Proposed 

Orders as well as my Entry of Appearance on behalf of the 

Defendant, are served pursuant to the Federal Rules of Civil 

Procedure and all other federal and local rules governing service 

of process of parties and legal counsel in a pending action. 

please be advised that counsel for the Defendant will be 

making a formal request for a telephone conference with Judge 

Pollak on or before April 24, 1992 between legal counsel, as well 

as Defendant's intention to request an expedited hearing on the 



Motion for Preliminary Injunction I or in the alternative upon 

unwillingness to participate in conferences and expedited 

proceedings, an Exparte Emergency Preliminary Injunction, and an 

Expedited Hearing on the Motion to Enforce or Vacate the Order of 

this Court of January 4, 1991. Memoranda of Support thereof will 

be filed upon further requirement under law and rule of Court. 

Further, you are cautioned that additional acts or omissions 

in violation of the Court Order of January 4, 1991 may result in 

an appropriate Contempt Action being commenced in the form and 

nature of the Motion for Rule and Petition for Contempt served 

herein for NOTICE purposes only. 

I declare, under penalty of perjury, that this Notice and 

Motion to Enforce or Vacate Order, Motion for Preliminary 

Injunction and Expedited Proceedings, Declarations, Exhibits and 

Proposed Orders were served as set forth in the attached 

Certificate of Service. 

DATE: 4/22/92 
Emmons, Esquire 

GREG B. MMONS & ASSOCS., PC 
ONE ALDIE MANSION 
85 OLD DUBLIN PIKE 
DOYLESTOWN, PA 18901 
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EXHIBIT "A" 



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. 

DAVID 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 of the Pe1lowship with special 
experience, were as ked to be part of a volunteer group of 
me mbers to work on t he development of the Fell o wship 
Literature Tr ust Doc um e n t . 



We f i rst partici p ated in discussions r eg a rd ing this 
T r u st Doc ument, a l o ng wit h ot h er membe r s o f th e Fel l o wship as 
we ll as employ ees from th e Fe ll ows h ip' s primary se rvice 
c enter, WSO inc., being Stu Toorde ma n an d Ge org e Ho llahan, 1n 
Harrisburg , Pa. in Februar y of 1 991. 

At that time the legal a ctio n against David Moorhead who 
was challenging the claim o f ex c lus i ve r i ghts to NA 
Fellowship Literature, had just been "settled". We have known 
David Moorhead eight years and know him to be an informed, 
act i ve 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 c ommittees, and service office . 

Dur i ng t he discussions i n Fe b r uar y, we understood Stu 
To ordeman t o clearl y state that the WSO inc. wo ul d not 
s ugges t a n y def i n i tive a c t ion reg ar din g the co p y r i ghts on NA 
l itera t ur e during the Worl d Servi c e Confe r e n c e i n April of 
1 9 91 and tha t there would b e n o motions mad e t o 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 reference 
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 confer e nce. He moved for the 
approval of the exclusive r i ght to use the Fellowship 
Literature despite his promise, and he and the WSO attorney 
failed to advise the Fellowsh i p a bout the Trust Document 
Working Group. 

We h ave n o w r e ad a c e r tai n Motio n to Enf o r ce o r Vacate 
the cour t Or der i n this c a se and can affirm t h at to the best 
o f our i nfo rma t i o n and bel ief that t h e all e ga tions co ntained 
th e r ein are t r ue and corre ct. 



at 

008 F'Ol 

We declare under penalty o f perjury under the laws 
the United States, California a n d Pennsylvania, that the 
foregoing statements are true and correct and that this 
declaration sets forth our o wn statement of just some of 
ongoing statements, assuran c es and representations given 
us from WSO inc. employees t hat have subsequently turned 
to be false. 

Date: April 20, 1991 

of 

the 
to 
out 



IN THE UNITED STATES DIS T RI CT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN D[STR[ CT OF P EN NSY LVAN [ A 

WORLD SERVICE OFFICE, INC., a 
Charitable Co rporation and 
Trustee of the Copyrights, 
trademarks and Service Marks 
for the Fellowship of 
Narcot i c s An o n y mous 

Plaintiff 

vs . 

DAV[D MOORHEAD. 

Defe nd ant 

C ivi I Act ion No. 90-7631 

DECLARATION Of W[LLIAM M. ALLEN [[I 

I have been a member of the Fellowship of Narcotics 
Anon y mo u s since 1979 and am aware of the nature and extent of the 
Fel lowsh ip concern s regarding th e I it erature of the F el lowship. 

At. MARL CNA, in Februar y of 1991 , at a second meeting of 
the Tru st Group. I met with Stu T oorde man and George Hoi lahan, 
employees of WSO. and David Mo or head, J im Mil ler. Katle e n Miller, 
Bo Sewel I, Carl Diehl a nd Oma Jackson as concerned 
mem ers o f the F el lowship wh o des i red to par t i c ipa te in the 
I iterature trust docume nt appro val process . 

At that ti me , b ot h Stu and George clearly stated that 
the WSO wou ld not proceed further with an y attempts to obt ain 
exc lusi ve rights ()ver the N.A. Li.terature incl11ding the Basi c 
Text. but rather- wait un ti I the Fel lowship apPf'oved t h e Trust 
Document . 

At the time there was concern that the 1991 Con ference 
Agenda Report contained . in the section from WSO Inc .. written by 
Stu Toordeman. an appe a rant request from the WSO Board of 
Dir ectors that the Conference confer exclusive r i ghts to NA 



S t u Toord.=-m3n ass ll reri 
su bm i t te d o n the issue a nd 

1 ] S 

t h a t 
tha t 
th e 

n o 11otion 
s t a tu s quo 

I,.las bping 
wou l d be 

ma i n tain e d un t i I af te r t h e T ru st Doc u me n t 
it s t ask. 

rev iew gro u p c omp lete d 

After the initial discussions between members of the 
WSO and concerned me mbers of t he F e llowship who participated in 
the Trust Document Re v iew Gr o up, it b~came 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 
scheduled 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 submitted to the Fellowship for comment and review 
of no less than one ( I) y ea r. 

George a l so ~dvise d us . a fter the 199 1 lJ or l d Co n f erence 
v ote o n t h e I ite rary affirmations t hat be c a me ver y co nt roversial . 
t h a t o n ce t h e Tru s t Doc um ent wa s a ppr o ve d. t h e aff i rmati o n s would 
be su p e r ceded. 

In J u ne , w ithout e v er c o mp l e t ing th e rev i e w a mong t he 
members of the group, t h e WSO advised that 001' input wo u ld n o 
longer be necessary and that they were stGpping the group due to 
lack of funds. 

Once the Conference Agenda 
proposed trust was published to the 
amount of controversy developed with 
impact of the trust do c um e n t co min g to 

issued and the Report was 
Fellowship a 
more concerms 

the focus. 

significant 
about the 

In Mar c h of 1992 , a t t ended the South Florida Spring 
Service Break Conferen ce a n d he ar d Bob McD, the c hairperson o f 
the Board of Dire c tors o f the WS O represent to the members of t he 
F e llowship in attendanc e t hat t h e proposed trust d o cument ha d me t 
the approval o f the memb ers of t h e trust working group. 

It became n eces s ar y f o r me to stand up and vo i c e my 
o bjection to his mi s le ad in g and to tally inaccur a te remark s . 
h av e knowled ge tha t sim i l ar p r ese n t ations were made at ot h e r 
co nferen c es an d works h ops h n wev l?r nn member of the wo rki ng group 
was able t o co nf ront a n d co rr ec t the mi srepres e n tat i o n. 

Un ite d 
de c l are und pr p~na l v of p erj u ry und er t h e 

St a tes . Ca l i i o r'n i a and Pen n sv J v a n i a . t h a t t h e 
s tate me n t s ar e true a nd cor r ec t, 

Apr i l '::'0 , 1991 

law s of th e 
f o re g oi ng 
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