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E,hzabeth II’s “death” at age 96 was announced Sept. 8 2022.

2. I [ & not suspect any c;‘umal part she had played in my family’s and my lives until some
articles and stories referring to the British royal family in The New Yorker toward the end
of the Bicentennial yeax i976.

3. By 1980, I saw my hl;,ory as deriving from a U.S. Presidential-British royal union that
began under Franklin Roosevelt. At Charles and Diana’s wedding July 1981, Elizabeth

P P P
f-tu g a'wa, i qark

appeared in one New York Times pnoto with Nancy Reagan, hal
glasses as if in shame for the heavy sexual abuse of me at the Bicentennial.

4. When Britain began pumping North Sea oil, Elizabeth was shown on American TV
pushing the button so that dark-oil began flowing through a spiral glass screw-like pipe.

5. By 2005, I was convinced that all I and my family had gone through, including the
deliberate homicide of my mother in 1964, had ultimately been the responsibility of The
New Yorker, Oxford University, and Elizabeth IL. I named the three in Chen v. NewXYork-
Presbyterian et al. A lookalike for my brother Lincoln with bat off appeared on West 100
St. Perhaps Lincoln had accepted some royal death warrant for Mother in 1964. My
neighbor Karen Wallman—my “R]izabeth”—crossed West End Avenue in a striped shirt
hauling dry cleaning on her back: it has later been impressed on me that British
Conservatives received special, financial responsibility for Mother’s abuse and death—
not just Democratic FDR or Presbyterian Republican Henry Luce.

6.  Bruce Van Wyk introduced me 10%(1“1 1973: a city worker and Oxford graduate and one-

time London Times person. In 1981 I.began to see Elizabeth 11 as responsible for the

sexual abuse of 2 and me.

7. 9/11/2001 events raised special questions of Elizabeth’s possible responsibility. Sodid-

LincolrandMersysand-Greg™s deaths. 1 began to ask this aloud after Elizabeth’s
“death.” Could she be brought back to life to answer for herself?
HiH
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LIST OF PARTIES

[ ] All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[x] All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list
of all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this petition
- is as follows: ' '

--Charles R. Steinman, M.D., NewYork-Presbyterian Hospital, 622 W. 168 St., NY, NY 10032
--Messrs. Wallace and Allen Shawn ' : '
--The Carlyle, Madison Avenue and 76th St., Marlene Poynder, managing director, New York,
NY 10028 _ ' -

--Yale University, Office of the Counsel, 2 Whitney Ave., 6th floor, New Haven, CT 06510
--Harvard University, Office of the Counsel, 1350 Massachusetts Ave., Cambridge, MA 02133
--Oxford University, Professor Irene Tracey, vice-chancellor, Clarendon Building, Broad St.,
Oxford OX1 3BG, UK | : ' |

--United States of America, Merrick Garland, Attorney General, 950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW,
Washington, DC 20530 _ '

--United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Westminster SW1A 0AA, London,

RELATED CASES

_-The historical absence of a constitutionally required Congressional declaration of War in either
Korea or Vietnam.

—-Warren Commission Report, with appendices, 1964

--United States v. William L. Calley, Jr., 1973. :

__The fragmentary findings (“probable conspiracy,” and so on) of the House Select Committee
on Assassinations, 1978, 1979 -

<37 Who Saw Murder Didn’t Call the Police; Apathy at Stabbing of Queens Woman Shocks
Inspector,” New York Times, Mar. 27 [?7], 1964; also see Appendix D, “Kitty Genovese,’ Real
Memories, Recent Realizations.” ' S '
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
e PETITION FOR WRI{ OF CERTIORARI

Petitigner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

.., OPINIONS BELOW
[ ] For, cages: from federa]; g;om‘”ts | o S _:1
oo - :

‘The Opmlon of the United States court of appeals appea.rs at Appendix A o
the perltlon and 1s

4 reported at 2L~ ";3/3 CA'?‘ ; or,

" [ 1 has been desxgnated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the Umted States district court appears at Appendix __L to
the petition and is

[vf reported at 22¢v 2138, 5D »Y ; or,

[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; OT,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the : ' court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

[ 1 reported at ; OF,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[45 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was Jav-2 4 ; aoc2f

. el
-~ .[\/f No petition for rehearing was tiﬁe-l:y‘ﬂﬁ&in my case.

et

g

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

-
[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date)

in Application No. A

The jurisdiction of ;;his Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. §1254(1).

+.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including ] (date) on (date) in
Application No. A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. §1257(a).
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE"

This case grows out of my attempts to have the death on April 29, 1964, of my mother,
Mrs. Winifred Wan Chen correctly reclassified as a homicide, a first-degree murder, rather than
a “natural” case of cancer, as we her family and friends were told at the time. I did not come to
new ideas about her death until 1980, and I am pursuing it now to the Supreme Court because the
truth is important not merely personally to me but because her supposed “cancer” is entangled
- with nat10na1 tragedles—partrcularly the 1963 assassination of John F. Kennedy (which also
entrains the 1968 death of Robert F. nenneay ) and the death of Martin Luther King, Jr., wee ks
before Robert Kennedy was shot in'a kitchen of the Ambassador Hotel in Los Angeles.

The JFK matter, as everyone knows, was not settled for good by the Warren Commission
Report in 1964. In 1976 the House of Representatlves appornted a Select Lo*nmrttee to address
continuing doubts and extravagant statements about the Kennedy and Klng assassinations. The
committee made a show of collecting pieces of testimony and ev1dence but never produced a
complete report onJy fragmentary statements in 1978 and 1979 that both deaths ° probably
involved “conspiracies.” Most Americans today say consprracy in public opinion surveys. This '
is unsatisfactory. The idea that other persons may have stood behind the solitary Lee Harvey
Oswald, and behind solitary James Earl Ray, is a fear that has generated paranoia about, in Mr.
Kennedy S case an enormous number of possible enemy actors, from Cuban emigres to CIA
operatives to members of organized crime. Dr. King was martyred without leading his people to -
the “promised land” of a more racially equal America. I believe that so many American illusions,
particularly Democratic ideas, became invested in John and Robert Kennedy that Robert actually

went knowing’ly to his being shot in that hotel kitchen out of patriotism, to preserve the story up
to then of John Kennedy’s life and his ideals, which were privately undermined by a few .sordid
facts. JFK’s reputation was challenged by Palestinian refugees’ eomplaints against Israeli Jews,
which also meant against their American Jewish friends, and were being corroded by my own
continuing existence; under some regimen set up when I was very young, my existence was
embarrassmg, or simply tlresome to many Jewish people. The name of “Sirhan Sirhan’ " RFK’s
killer now in a California prison—has echoes suggesting people’s weariness with listening to the

traces of my private school speech and my membership in the Han Chinese race.

-



A few selections from my éutobiographical writings that led to these conclusions are
included in this Petition for a Writ of Certiorari. I believe that my immigration to New York with
my family in 1949 was not simply my parents’ private effort to escape China’s Communist
revolution but a migration that became ensnared in the predicament of Palestinians who had lost
their homes, and who never attained statehood, after the foundation of Israel in 1948. A kind of
battleground for the Arab-Israeli dispute was in New York City, with its United Nations, the city
where my family settled. In 1950 the Cold War divided the Korean peninsula, and I became
doubly burdened, without knowing it, as an embodiment of North Korea’s Communist threat and

‘challenge to America and the West. Although I grew up uneventfully enough, and was granted |
citizenship on Ju-ly 13, 1964, I have really been as stateless as any Palestinian refugee, as frozen
out as any North Korean ‘Barely any of my civil letters and lawsuits now receive even the

“slightest acknowledgment from the government. | | A | | ,

My mother who held a chemistry degree from the Un1vers1ty of North Carolina and

" from that a job at Sloan-Kettering Cancer Center, inherited a burden as the parent of a child
vessel holding certain secrets of Franklin ROosevelt’s medical fictions. She began showing
possible cancer S}imptoms after returning from a year of renewed studies at ChapeliHill in 1958,

‘and then might have continued living quietly except for some extrusion of the old Presidential- -
medical illusions in 1963. John F. Kennedy went through what I describe as a staged .

" assassination in Dallas on November 22 that year (told in my 2018 book In the Temple of the

Philistines). That book says that local and national persons decided to conCeal, shift the scen_e,

and disguise what had happened in New York. One result for our tamily is that my mother was

' put.to aslow, tortured death—see my letter to the Manhattan District Attorney, part of the
original Chen v. Vasan et al complaint (Appendix ). | - |

Of the many other products to have been developed out of our private lives, like pulp

, squeezed out of fresh fruit, three, I think, deserve the Court’s spec1al attention at this time:

--the Kitty Genovese case, which became the basis of an international rubric for thinking
and study in bystander psychology and law, was not based on an Italian-American named Kitty
Genovese but on my mother, Winifred Wan Chen Please read Appendix E, “‘Kitty Genovese,’

: Real Memories and Recent Realizations.” '

2% 48

--Truman Capote’s well-known “true-crime” “non-fiction novel,” In Cold Blood, is in

need of reinterpretation as a work of literature and of pretended fact. I think it was based on the

G



burglarizing and surreptitious surgery of our family home by some New York society,
particularly as organized around colleges like Harvard and Yale. Just what went through the
heads of the medical personnel who carried out the butchering (a word used by W. H. Auden as
- well as by many of New York’s Hispanics) of my mother is something I am suing to uncover.
--The anti-Asian hatred that seems to have made possible a contmumg lack of remorse
among many New Yorkers toward my mother and her children, and which found horrible
expression in the Vietnam War, should be looked at by American jurists such as the Court. Does
the United States want to-make tlavesties like these three products an American norm? Do

Americans think Chinese and other Asians will not find ways to avenge’

Note: A basic question raised by this case is whether an “assassination” or other such
event in one place may legally stand for a formal proceeding i in “the State and district wherein
the crime shall have been committed,” as the Sixth Amendment nlamly says. In my The Age of ,
Illusien (1999) I quote some words by President Kennedy’s speechwriter Theodore Sorensen
(“He did not purchase load or fire the gun, buthe gave his consent to its being fired, and under
his own deeply held principles of executive respons1b111ty only a plea of guilty was possible”
[page 380)) - that to me suggested that Mr. Kennedy had secretly pleaded guilty to the murder of a

woman. This murder and plea may have happened in New York City, where Mr. Kennedy owned
| an apartment at the Carlyle for his private escapades that under the media’s practices in those
times went publicly unmentioned (Appendix F, “The Carlyle”). The streets outside the Carlyle
have been milled and repaved, but whether what happened there will Be discreetly left private
forever is one question for the Court to decide. Has this ever happened before? Is it legal?

#
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

'F alsehood should be corrected.

Cruelty should be exposed and, if possible, punished (while edltmg out the most palnful
details).

The nation should enable a more realistic view of its heroes than exists with the 1ong,
long records of John Kennedy’s funeral, the resolute phrases engraved in stone at his
grave51te and the Eternal Flame that was set going within a day of his interment and
requires high mental maintenance to keep burning brightly or at all.

Victims should be honored for their suffering and rewarded for their sacrifices, not
ridiculed as “losers.”

Steps have to be taken toward ending the anti-Asian hatred of the unconstitutional and
un-American Korean and Vietnam Wars.



CONCLUSION

The pétition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

. Respectfully submitted,

Vickw Chem

Date: RLs \G'! 2/02-'"}



