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George Baltaxe, Esq. (SBN 28285)
LAW QFFICES OF GEORGE BALTAXE F

15821 Ventura Boulevard, Suite 245
Encino, California 91436-2923 LO ANGELES SUPENIOR COURT

HAY 5.0 2008

Telephone: (818) 907-9555

ADRIANOS FACCHETTI (State Bar No. 243213)
LAW OFFICE OF ADRIANOS FACCHETTI
200 N. Fairview Street

Burbank, California 91503

Telephone: (818) 636-8282

Facsimile: (818) 859-72838

E-mail: facchettimail@gmail.com

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES—CENTRAL DISTRICT

BC39177g
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% JOHN GROGAN, i indididvak CASENO.:

Plaintiff, COMPLAINT FOR:
vi
1. DEFAMATION;

JOSEPH PAOLLELA, an Individual; 2. INVASION OF PRIVACY

JOHN TRIMARCO AK.A JACK (FALSE LIGHT); AND

iy ipsinge 3. INTENTIONAL INFLICTION
TRIMARCO, an individual; JACK OF EMOTIONAL DI S
TRIMARCO & ASSOCIATES OTIONAL DISTRES

POLYGRAPHANVESTIGATIONS, INC,, a
corporation; RALPH HILLIARD, an
individual; WORDNET SOLUTIONS, INC,,
a corporation and DOES 1 through 20,

JUNLIMITED JURISDLCTION]

iE;'clusive,
4
ik Defendants. L—ﬁ 5
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Plaintiff JOHN GROGAN alleges as follows:
GENERAL ALLEGATIONS COMMON TO ALL CAUSES OF ACTION AGAINST ALLJ

DEFENDANTS
1. Does 1 through 20 are liable to the Plaintiff, in the below transactions. When the

tme names and capacities of the Defendants sued herein as Does 1 through 20, inclusive, are
ascertained, Plaintiff will amend this complaint to incorporate such Does as Defendants.

2. Plaintiff JOHN GROGAN (“Plaintiff”), is an individual doing business in: the
County of Los Angeles. Plaintiff is an experienced polygraph exarniner and has administered
numerous lic detection tests in the last 20 years. He received a diploma from the American
Academy of Forensic Science for having “successfully completed the acadeinic course in
polygraph Instrumentation & Testing Techniques for the Polygraph Examiner program,” on June
11, 2004. A copy of said Diploma is attached hereto as Exhibit 1.

3. Plaintiff has never been convieted of a crime.

4, Defendant JOSEPH PAOLLELA (“PAQLELLA™), is an individual doing busingss in Los
Angeles County. PAOLLELLA was the former President of the American Academy of Forensic
Science. PAOLELLA administers polygraph exams.

5. Defendant JACK TRIMARCO (“TRIMARCO™), is an individual doing business in Los
Angeles County. TRIMARCO administers polygraph cxams.

6. Defendant JACK TRIMARCO & ASSOCIATES
POLYGRAPH/INVESTIGATIONS, INC., (“TRIMARCO & ASSOCIATES”) is a corporation
doing business in Los Angeles County. At all times mentioned herein, on information and belief]
T?;IMARCD was an employee or agent of JACK TRIMARCO & ASSOCIATES
PALYGRAPH/INVESTIGATIONS, INC., and was acting within the course and scope of said
ﬁ?}f;plﬂymem Of agency.

7. Defendant RALPH HILLIARD (“HILLIARD”) eteated hutp://www.polyeraphplace.com
(“POLYGRAPH PLACE”), a polvgraph examiner's website that provides advertiging for
polygraph examiners in Los Angeles County and nationwide. The website also contains general
information and articles about polygraph exams. On or about May 1, 2008, HILLIARD created
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another website: http://thetruthaboutgrogan.ong (“TAG”). The stated purpose of TAf 15 to
sinform so that people can make educated decisions on whether to do bosiness with John Grogan
(or anyone affiliated with him who knows the truth about him).”

g8 On information and belief, Defendant WORDNET SOLUTIONS, INC. (“WORDNET™),
is a corporation doing business in Canton, Georgia and nationwide. At all times mentioned
herein, on infmnatiﬁn and belief, HILLIARD was an employee or agent of WORDNET and was
acting within the course and scope of said employment Or agenicy.

9. On or about February 12, 2008, PAOLLELA wrote a letter to TRIMARCO that
contained the following false, malicious, and libelous statements:

a, “After approximately 6-weeks of training, I gave Mr. Grogan an ‘honorary
completion® certificate. I had no idea that he waated to be an examinet and go
into the business as an examiner”’; _

b. “I had to let Mr. Grogan go because of his ‘unauthorized advances’ towards
female students™; and

¢. “Even though Mr. Grogan has lost his P.I. & P.P.O. license, he 1s using an
associate Lisa Javoric . . . to front for him on hex website to do private
investigations . . .”

A copy of said letter is attached Ixeto as Exhibit 2. The above statements written by
PAOLLELA are false, libelous and tremendously damage PlaintifY"s reputation professionally
and personally,

10. On or about March 7, 2008, TRIMARCO telephoned the Tom Leylas Radio Talk Show
\;Ihmh girs on 97.1 FM (the “SHOW™), When TRIMARCOQ telephoned the show as a listener,
tg? appearing guest of M. Leykis was Plaintiff. Plainiiff was invited to appear on the radio and
pérform a polygraph examination on a television producer. During this telephone call on a
r?@;tmnal broadeast to potentially milfions of listeners TRIMARCO made several false, malicious,
and slanderous statements about Plaintiff including but not limited to:

a. “John Grogan is a fake™;

b. “He is not a polygraph examiner”;

3
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¢. “He’s been convicted of 26 counts of frand;
d. “He’s never graduated from a polygraph school™;
e. “You're nothing more than a fraud and you're about to get burned™;
f. “I’m going to get you convicted™;
g. “Tll bring in my proof to the DA in Ventura Coumty™; and
k. “You perjured yourself”
11. Shotly after the SHOW aired, HILLIARD posted an article on POLYGRAPH PLACE

entitied: “Issue #1472 — 4/18/2008, John Grogan — Part If ~ Imposter? YES — Swindler?
Definite g A retch of the Imagination.” In that article,

HILLIARD republished each of the defamatory statements made by TRIMARCO during the
SHOW. In addition, HILLIARD wrote that Plaintiff is a “swindler,” “imposter,” and has “a
history of threats, harassment and viclence.” Then on TAG, HILLIARD posted the following
false, malicious, and libelous staterents regarding Plaintiff:
g. “John snares the unsuspecting public into his web of deceipt”; and
b. “[fJraud being perpetrated on the public by John in California and now across the
nation.”
Furthermore, HILLIARD provides two hyperlinks to the false and defamatory articles on
POLYGRAPH PLACE. The above articles and statements on both websites are tremendously
damaging to Plaintiff's reputation professionally and personally.
12. Each of the staterments posted on POLYGRAPH PLACE and TAG by HILLIARD is
fg},se, libelous, and tremendously damaging to Plaintiff, both professionally and personally.
# 13. Defendants and each of them, intentionaily and wrongfully made the false statements
#gbve in order to injure Plaintiff both personally and professionally.
E,, 14. The statements made above would be highly offensive to the reasonable person.
Z 15. Plaintiff is a private citizer and his reputation is not a mattes of public concern.
16, Defendants and each of them, knew the statements were false or had serious doubts about
the truth of the statements. Alieratively, Defendants and each of them again, failed to use
reasonable care to determine the truth or falsity of the each statement set forth above,

4

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES




10

11

12

13

14

15

1%

17

18

15

20

z1

22

23

24

25

26

27

2%

17. As a result, Plaintiff has received a number of anonymous death threats.

18. As a result of the conduct of the Defendants and each of them, Plaintiff has suffered a
loss of reputation in the community and his profcssion, personal humiliation, loss of business,
and deep menta] anguish and suffering. The defamatory statements described above were made
with the reckless disregard and indifference to causing injury and damage to Plaintiff. The
conduct of the Defendants and each of them, was despicable and subjected Plaintiff to cruel and
unjust hardship all in conscious disregard of Plaintiff’s rights, therefore justifying an award of
exemplary and punitive damages against the Defendants and each of them.

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION
ON BEHALF OF PLAINTIFF AGAINST
PAOLELLA FOR DEFAMATION
(LIBEL)
19. Plaintiff incorporates the General Allegations Common 0 All Causes of Action Against
All Defendants.
20. The false statements of PAOLLELA written in his letter 10 TRIMARCO wete

libelous. As a result, Plaintiff has been damaged as set forth in paragraph 18 above.
FC CAUSE OF ACTT
ON BEHALF OF PLAINTIFF AGAINST
PAOLLELA FOR INVASION OF PRIVACY
(FALSE LIGHT)

E:“ 21. Plaintiff incorporates the General Allcgations Conamon to All Causes of Action Agai.nst
ﬂﬁ:l Defendants.

fﬂ 22 The statements made above placed Plaintiff in a false light. As a result, Plaintiff has be«.an
d%inaged as set forth in paragraph 18 above.
i
i

I
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TH1 USE OF ACTION
ON BEHALF QF PLAINTIFF AGAINST

PAOLELLA FOR INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS
23. Plaintiff incorporates the General Allegations Common to All Causes of Action Against
All Defendants.
24. PAOLLELA’s conduct was ontrageous and intended to cause Plaintiff emotional
distress. As a result, Plaintiff has suffered severe emotional distress and has been damaged as set

forth in paragraph 18 above.
FOURTH CAU TION

ON BEI-iALF OF PLAINTIFF AGAINST
TRIMARCO AND TRIMARCO & ASSOCIATES FOR DEFAMATION
(SLANDER)
25, Plaintiff incorporates the General Allegations Commeon to Al Causes of Action Against
All Defendants,
26. The false statements of TRIMARCO made on the Tom Leykis Radio Show were
slanderous. As a result, Plaintiff has been damaged as set forth in paragraph 18 above.
FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION
ON BEHALF OF FLAINTIFF AGAINST
TRIMARCO AND TRIMARCO & ASSQCIATES FOR INVASION OF PRIVACY
(FALSE LIGHT)
 27. Plaintiff incorporates the General Allegations Common to All Causes of Action Against
A;En Defenduants.
35 28. The statements made above placed Plaintiff in a false light. As a result, Plaintiff has been
gamaged as set forth in paragraph 18 above.
i
i
#

&
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SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION
ON BEHALF OF PLAINTIFF AGAINST
TRIMARCO AND TRIMARCO & ASSOCIATES
FOR. INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS

29, Plaintiff incorporates the General Allegations Common to Al Causes of Action Against
All Defendatts.

0. TRIMARCO"s conduct was outrageous and intended to cause Plaintiff emotional
distress. As a result, Plaintiff has suffered severe emotional distress and has been damaged as set

forth in paragraph 18 above.

E OF N
ON BEHALF OF PLAINTIFF AGAINST

HILLIARD AND WORDNET FOR DEFAMATION
(LIBEL)

31, Plaintiff incorporates the General Allegations Conunon to All Canses of Action Against
All Defendants,

32. The false staternents posted on POLYGRAPH PLACE and TAG by HILLIARD are
libelous. As a result, Plaintiff has been damaged as set forth in paragraph 18 above.

EIGATH CAUSE OF ACTION
ON BEHALF OF PLAINTIFF AGAINST
HILLIARD AND WORDNET FOR INVASION OF PRIVACY
(FALSE LIGHT)

' 13, Plaintiff incorporates the General Allegations Common to All Canses of Action Against

"‘xfl__E"

g

oy

Y

P,

Defendants.

# 34. The statements made above placed Plaintiff in a false light. As a result, Plaintiff has been

i}

damaged as st forth in paragraph 18 above.
ff
i
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NI CAUSE OF ACTY
ON BEHALF OF PLAINTIFF AGAINST
HILLIARD AND} WORDNET
FOR INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS
35, Plaintiff incotporates the General Allegations Common to All Allegations Against AH .
Defendants.
36, HILLIARD's conduct was gutrageous and intended to cause Plaintiff emotional distress.

As a result, Plaintiff has suffered severe emotional distress and has been damaged as set forth in
paragraph 18,

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for relief as follows:
1. Forjudgment against the Defendants and each of them in cxcess of $1,000,000.00 cach,
plus interest at the legal rate as well as punitive damages according to proof;
2. Costs of suit herein incutred; and

3. For such further relief as the Court may deem just and proper.

Dated: May 29, 2008 LAW OFFICES OF GEORGE BALTAXE
LAW OFFICE OF ADRIANOS FACCHETTI

B,
/
; GEORGE B ; s ESQ.
. Attorney for Plaintiff
=
B
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Joseph Molella & AssocMes

4311 Wiishira Bivd., Sto 314
Los Angules, CA 80010
(329) 985-7508 * Fax: (323) 985-7608

. A professional ssturity service
dhmdbyWUamummm

Jaek Trimarco

Arm: Ethics Commitiee
9454 Wilshire Blvd., 6™ FL
Beverly Hills, CA 90212

Tuesday, Febrpary 12, 2008

Re: John Grogan

Dear Mr, Trimarco,

‘ The purpose of my school; American College of Forensic Smdies, which started in Jaary of 2003,
was'to train peoplc intarested in being & private investigator with a minor in polygraph training,

The training consisted of 216-hours devoted to private investigations and 124-honrs to basic

polygraph training. That after 12-weeks of schooling, the stdent had the basic training to be &

private investigatar and the basic knowledge of the theory ad application of polysraph principles

to help the student become thoroughly irained investigator. The course was ot meant 10 train &

pmmnmbeaplygmphamminmandw:didnotoﬁhpolygmphminingﬂam

JohnGmgmofﬁmdminsmmadmhmservasubpomupnrtofthemﬂlmhﬂnginﬂnl?.l.
field. Mw Grogan expressed an intersst in knowing about the fundamentale of the polygraph
msmegtmdﬂpphmm Inheuofpayinghimwmucthuskedmsitmonmmeofﬂw
polmraﬁﬂmwm,approx:mamlym days per week. Aftar approximately 6-weeks of training, I
gs:veMﬂGmmm“hnmmy‘ completion certifieste. 1 had no idea that he wanted to be an
mmmamdgummbuﬁnmmmmmm Shortly after that, I had to let Mr. Grogan go
becanse of his "wnauthorizad advances” towards femals stadants, Mr. Grogan's response to his
dismissal was to send "anonymogs” information to the anti-polygraph Internet site expressing how
bad the polygraph training was at, Americen College of Forensic Studies. M. Grogan also
indicatad that the teaining was inedequate, especially regarding an instructor by the name of Richard

8y Do
| Frvemp i

M wna e



Salinas who is & member of the National Polygraph Association and an associate memnber of
American Polygreph Association.

John Grogan is & master marketer and has used the Internet (Polygraph Place, ete.) to advertise his
$99 doliar polygraph cxaminations. Mr. Grogan is also selling a book purported to be able to train g
pmontobeamimdpolygraphcmminermd offers to sell them a Lincestone computer and show
them how to usait,ulaimiugthat‘sallthaymllyneadmhmwtobmomeapulygmphexmhwrmd
join his polygraph association. Even though Mr. Grogan has lost his P.1. & P.P.0. license, ke is
minganmnciateﬁsa]avoric,whomcenﬂymdvednﬂ. license and is a member of CALL 1o
front for him on her websits to do private investigations and polygraph examinations,

It should ulso be noted that ho bas used 10-20 different locations throughout the country purported
1o be his office, Apumﬂchmknnmofhisswmmhmmwmmﬂmth
one instance 1 be a Chinese restanmunt on Wilshire Bivd, and ancther was a hotel in Beverdy Hitls

with no indication that John Grogan either resided theve or had an office in the hotel. It ahould also
be noted that no matter where the allepad offices wers located, they il had the same (818)

telephome number,

Jan Tucker, Governor of CALI and others, are also investigating John Grogan who has sitetnpried oo
several occasions to "seil” P.L licenses for $3,500.00

If you need any more information regarding John Grogan, please let me know.

Mw.
@:@« Pecrtile-
Paolella

i



