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Defendants. \ ELINE CONMNOR w 1
— — g
COMES NOW Plaintiff FREDERIC VON ANHALT nsad hersby allepes as follows:
FARTIES

I.  Plaintiff FREDERIC VON ANHALT is 8 competent sdult and a resident of Los

Angeles, California,

2. Plaintff is informed end believes and therean alleges that, at all times herein
relevant, Defendant BILL O'REILLY (hercinafter “O°REILLY") was an individual residing in

" the County of Los Angeles, California and is a talk show host of the O*REILLY FACTOR on

3. Plaiotiff is ioformed and believes and thereon alleges that, at all times bercin

relevant, Defendant FOX NETWORK (hereinafler referred 1o 23 “FOX™) was a Deloware
eorporation doing businegs in Califomia.
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4, The true names and capacity of Defendants sued hersin under California Code of
Civil Procedure §474 ez DOEE | to 50, inclusive, are prescotly unknown to Plaintiff, who
therefore sues said Defendants by such Sctiions names. Plaintiff will seek leave to amend his
compleini and include these ficttious Defendants’ true names and capacifies as soon as they can
be reasonably ascertained. Each of the ctitiovsly named Defendants is responsible in some
manper for the conduct alleged herein and for the injurics and/or boss suffered by the Plakniff
the members of the clazs and the geperal public,

5. At gll times mentioned herein, cach and every Defendant was an agent andfor |

employen of each and every othar Defepdant. At all relevant times, each and avery Defendant
was acting within the course and ¢oope of this agescy or employment and wes acting with the
consent, confinmation and authorization of each of the remaining Defendants, with respect w the
allsgations pet forth herein All actions of each defendant a3 alleged and the csuses of astion
:mﬂhdnwmnﬁﬁdmd’nmmﬂhmmﬂm“ﬁnﬁmw
manpging agents,

6.  Plaintlff is informed and believes and based upon such information mnd belief,
alleges that af all times mentioned berein, the individual Defendamts, and each of them, were
secvants, agents, and employee of esch of the r=maining Defendants and were acting in the
comse ad scape of puch agency and employment and that each of the remaining Defendants,
whether corporste or otherwise, ackmowledged, scquicsced, and ratified esach and every act

complained of heein

JURISDICTION AND VENUE
7. The relief sought by Plaintiff is subject to the jurisdiction of this Court.
B.  Veaue ls proper in this Court becanse the cause of action arose out of the State of

California in Los Angeles County,
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EIEST CAUSE OF ACTION

{Defsmation; For Slander)

9. Plainiiff hepeby incorporaics by this reference paregraphs ! through B shove,
inchisive, as though Fully set forth herein.

10. © On or about February 23, 2007 om the O'REILLY FACTOR, Defendants,
O'REILLY, FOX, and Does 1 through 50, inclusive, and each of tham, orally published falss and
unptivileged slatements conceming Plaiafff. Such statements included ones siating on &
nationally televised TV show, the O'REILLY FACTOR, that Plaintiff is a “fraud™ with respect
to Plaintiff*s claim of potentially fathering Anna Nicole Smith's Child Dannielynn,

11,  These stutements tended to directly injure PlaimtifPs peputation in a Fubetantial

portton of his community.
12 Defendants knew that the stalaments were false and defamatory andfor published

the siziements in reckbess disregard of whether the matters was false and/or intenbionally failing
to learn whether the mather was true oz false.
13,  As & proximate result of the said acts, Plaintiff bas mifered genersl damages in

the ameount of $10,000,000.00,
4. As & farther prowimate result of the said acts, Pleiotiff has suffered special

damages in in amount according to proef,
15. In doing the acts hersin alleged, Defendants, and each of them, acted with o
conspicuous disregard of Flaintiff's right so as o constitute opprescion and malics. Plalntiff is
therefors entitied to puaitive and exemplary damages in an amouat appropriate wo punish or
make a0 axampls of Defendaots, and cach of hem
WHERIFORE, Plintiff prays for jodgment as fellows a3 to the sbove cause of

" action, inclusive:

1)  For general damages in the pmount of $10,000,000.00.

2)  For special damages sccarding to proof;

E} For costs of suit;

&) For peejudpment interest and post-judgment interest according to law;
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JURY DEMAND
th&mammdluibr,ﬁu?mﬂlhmmuhhh.
DATED: Mareh 13, 2007 LEE & FIELDS
A Professional Corporation
Al for Plainti
FR?IEE?QHAMMT

COMFLAINT POR BREACH OF CONTRACT - 4




	0315_oreilly_lawsuit-1.pdf
	0315_oreilly_lawsuit-2.pdf
	0315_oreilly_lawsuit-3.pdf
	0315_oreilly_lawsuit-4.pdf

