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show included emotional ihned wstimonials, wherchy employecs of Winfrey's show Inuded the
book a1 revelatory, with soanc choking back tears. thesnnkingpun,com. PlainGfT Vedral
 punchised the book, at least 1n substantial part, due to Oprah Winfrey's and Mr. Frey's
' .[,-.-grurahh: reeommenidation and dcac_i_ir:iiun of the wark as an inspiring memoir and work of non-
fiction, ns piarl of Mc. biey's interview on the October 2005 Oprah Winfrey Show.

15, Fhe Defendants, via the 1ext and advediscments appearing on and in the book itsclf,

Mr. Frey's numerous micdip infervicws and book store appearances, and the Delendants' unifonn
] represendations of the hook for media sales, have ot all eclevant fimes mutually represented,

yirketed and promoted the boak 1o Plainti il and the Class solely as a tue, geauine story and

P—

work ol non-fiction.

] 16, Wilhout objection from any of the Nefendants al any time, and ag their request and o5 g

* rosult of theic ownt listings, the book was featured o the New. York Times best seller list and in
| puerous major book siores and media (e, amazon.com) in e non-fiction calegory and as a
memair

17.  Only very recently the Smoking Gun, an nveshigalive news web site, reported that Mr.

I . Ve “fictionalized bis past” and “wholly fbricated or wilidly embellished™ many crucial
..aocutltﬁs iit the boak, oud further, that numerous other accounts cenlrl to the book and the story
, could not he verified, (See, e.g, “A Million Linle Lics” peescmly reporded on

thesmnkinggan o). Frey has since repordedly adinited to The Smoking Guon that he had
crbelished central details of bis criminal carcer and purported incarcecation — which constitnte

i puly some of e now wuths in the book - for obvions dramatic reasons.
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show ia January 2006 1haj parts of his hook were nol teue and pecurate,

9. A Janwary 26, 2006, news release on Random House, Inc.'s website conceded the

signilicance of Mr. Frey's mecat admissions, stating “It is not the policy or stance of

1his corapany that it docsn’¢ matter whether a book sold as nonfiction is frue.”

20, More than 1.7 million copies of the saemoir, first published jn 2003 by
Bandom House's Doubleday division, have been sald to Plaing it and the Class, but 3.5
million eapics have reportedly been printed,

21, Rather than reealt the book, the publisher-1Yefendants have, to date been content to
pralss to include an nopdescript editorial note entitled “new nates from the publisher and from
the wuillpor™ i editions of their book, but to continue 1o promote, market and setf it as 3 memair
anel wirk of “non-fiction” and to reap continuing prolits from the sale of same. In fact,
Deleddant ll::m'lmn Hesgss, Tne, has expressly denied dal itis offcring special refuads for the so-
clled “mcmoir™,

2. Defondant Denbileday is reportedly printing new eopies of Use book, to capilalize on the
recent inedia controversy sumrounding the book's unreaths and therchy receive subslantial profits
fram the frait of the Defendants' (randulent and misleading representations.

21, Plaindi[T and the Class purchased the boolk, and many of them, too, spent lime
ceading it, expeeting lo reccive a inspiring memoir and frue tale of non-fiction. As a result of the

Defendants™ phony marketing and repeesentations a3 a so-called memoir and honest work of non-

liction, Plaintifl and the Class were damaged and deecived,
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Class of"all persinis who parchascd 4 Million Little Pieces, in any media {e.g., books and Cls)y,

_ 25, _'ﬁlr: Class is so n_lllrr;EIﬁlIS 85 to render joinder of the individual class members
: in!iﬁ_;'ﬁciicﬂhlu. - .
26.  Commion questions of law and fact predominate over questions as o the resalition of
thiis ease with respect o individual class members, including, without limitntion:
i, Did Defendant Frey fabricate key padtions of 4 Million Litile Pieces?
h. Did cach ol the Defendants intend that Plaintiff and the Class rely on the
depiclion of the book as a “memoie” and a work of non-fiction in deciding 1o
buy the hook?

e, Were Plaintiff and the Class krnaged by virtae of the Defeadants® herein

alleged conduct, in vialation of the Wlinois Consumer Frand Act arl ihe
similar laws of other siates?
d, Were cach of the Defendams unjustly cariched by their herein alleped
conduct?

27, Plaiogifl's ¢laims are typical of those of the Class and will adequately represent same;
[Maintils interest is not aniaponistic to thosc of the Class, and Viaing s counsel are
experienced in class action litigation.

M. This ease will not be uumanageable as a class action; indeed, the facts of this case are
paticulady conducive 1o a class aenon, in that PlaintilT alleges that she and the Class were

damaged by the sume, uniformly represenied wronplul conduct.



i‘:‘_ pia?l’lﬁﬂ‘ him}mlﬂs IJ:f sefcrence and rcaliuges the I]l.'l_',l:,ﬁd|ni_l‘ I]a.ngmphg af the

Complaint.

_ 30, The Minois Consiner Frand Act {(ICFA oc “the Act™), K15 [LCS § 505 er al, prohibits
false, deceptive, misleading and unfair acts or practices, “ . _ncluding but not limiled fo the use
Gremployment of any deception, fraud, false pretense, false promise, mistepresentation or the
concenlinaid, suppression or amission of any masterial facy, with inient that others rely upon the
concealiicnt, suppeession o omission of such materal (et 15 TLCS § 50502,

| 3. 1MainiifT, individvally and an behall of the Class, brings this canse pursuant 1o [FCA
aud the similer deceptive peaclices consumer profection acis of other stafes (beceinalier
collectively “ICEA™), which are desipned to protect consunmers apainst deceptive or fraudulent

bnziness praclices..

32 Acall elevand fimes, Plaandilt and the other Class members were r.m-ﬁum-(:r:.' o
poctons willin the meaning of ICFA.

3. The Defendans’ acts, misrepresentations and onissions as stated above occurred
during the course ol trade and commerce within the measniog of ICFA

3. Pach of the Nefendants, mutually and on their awn hehalf, via their publishing and
warketivg campaign for the book including without limitation, via instructing retailers and scliers
in scll aned list the boak in the category of non-fiction andfor memair, via their rCprese ntalions
Al promotions onfin the book, and via Mr. Frey's numerous wiedia interviews (c.g., nEwspapcrs

ardd television) and public appearances in bookstares, unifornly misrepresented the work as a
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cycaly 2 marketable and profitable haok produet snd inérease book sales. Tndeed, prior 1o the

Befendant publishiers’ decision fo market and mnake the book, oihcr publishing houses had

* rejected thic hook when it was pitched to them as a wark of fiction,

~A3 The Deleadants each reasomably knew and iniended that Plaintiff and the Class rely on

the Defendants” said depiction of the book as a memoir and pemaine account of non-fiction, in
mider fn indnce PlainlitCand (he Class to purchase and read the hook.

36, Plaintiff expected 1o reecive a memoic and tue noafiction story because, hy the
time she purehascd the book, she had viewed the Delendants” marketing and promaotion al’
{he baak asa work of non-fiction and memuir, i.c., including the Nefendants’
representations and onussions contained onfin the book . the listing of the book

for sale in the category of non-fiction and/or meinoir, and M. Frey's interviews or public

O appasrances, paunely, his (irst interview on the Oprd Winfrey show in 2005, The putative

Clasg members, toa, cxpocted W receive amcmaic and toe nonlielion stogy alter being
exparid 1o 1he Delendints’ same mar keting and promotional campaign, which, by design,
conveyed the stugle-minded, and very profitable miessape that the book was a true iale,

) .j'f. The Defendants” aets, inistepresentations and omissions as deseribed herem (i,
__1'a"u1m:ring the: ook s a memoir and troe non-fiction story), are false pretenscs amd material facts
which induccd Plaintifl and the Class (o buy (andfor read) the books. For examiple, had Plaingir

andd the Clasz members known of these wranglul practices and known that the book was nok a

memoir and a pegdine acconnt of the author®s life, they would never bave purchased the boak,

I8 "The Defendants, by uniformly concealing, mesrepresenting and failing Lo disclose



