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PLAINTIFF'S RESPONSE TO
DEFENDANTS' OPPOSITION TO

14 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE WHY
Plaintiff, GERALD ARMSTRONG SHOULD NOT

15 BE HELD IN CONTEMPT OF
COURT; REQUEST FOR

15 SANCTIONS AGAINST GERALD
ARMSTRONG AND FORD GREENE

17 GERALD ARMSTRONG; THE GERALD
ARMSTRONG CORPORATION, a

18 California for—profit corporatio
DOES 2 through 25, inclusive,

19 DATE: September 14, 1993
Defendants. TIME: 9:30 a.m.

29 DEPT: 86
1 _ In _;__i 1

21 AND RELATED CROSS-COMPLAINT DISCOVERY CUT-OFF: None
A ______ l___J MOTION CUT—OFF: None

22 TRIAL DATE: Vacated

23‘ Gerald Armstrong's sole defense to his contemptuous

24) disregard of this Court's preliminary injunction is that he gave

25 a declaration to a "defendant" litigant instead of a "plaintiff"

26 litigant. Armstrong ignores that the litigant -- Larry

27 Wollersheim -- has been litigating claims against the Church as a

28 plaintiff since 1980, and that the action in which the
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declaration was filed seeks to set aside a judgment in

Wollersheim's action due to the trial judge's undisclosed bias,

and seeks no relief at all from Wollersheim.

It is undisputed by Armstrong that: (1) He was fully aware

of this Court's May 28 Order, which prohibits him from, inter

alia "voluntarily assisting any person (not a governmental organ

or entity) arbitrating or litigating a claim against" the

entities and individuals listed in the Settlement Agreement,

including the Church of Scientology of California; (2) On or

about June 4, 1993, he prepared and signed a lengthy declaration

attacking the Church of Scientology of California and delivered

it to Larry Wollersheim, and/or Wollersheim's attorneys; and (3)

Larry Wollersheim is presently engaged in litigation against the

Church of Scientology of California.

Armstrong argues, however, that his conduct was not

prohibited by the May 28 injunction because Wollersheim is a

litigant defendant, and not a litigant plaintiff, vis-a-vis the

Church of Scientology of California. It is difficult to imagine

a more misleading argument. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a

copy of a substitution of attorney, executed by Ford Greene on

August 6, 1993. On that date, Mr. Greene became attorney of

record in the Court of Appeal for Larry Wollersheim with papers

bearing the caption, "LARRY WOLLERSHEIM, Plaintiff and

Respondent, vs. CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, Defendant

and Appellant." [;g, p. 1, emphasis supplied.]. As both Armstrong
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and Greene are obviously aware1,‘Wollersheim has been a

plaintiff pursuing a claim against the Church of Scientology of

California since July 28, 1980 [Ex. B, Complaint, HQll§;§Q§iE_!;

Church of Scientology of California, LASC No. C 332 027.] Trial

was had in this courthouse from February to July, 1986. Appeals

in that action commenced on September 29, 1986, and are still not

over -- as graphically demonstrated by Ford Greene's substitution

into the case as Wollersheim's counsel of record twg_mgnth§_aftgr

Armstrong provided Wollersheim with his declaration [Ex. A].2

The action which Armstrong characterizes as Wollersheim II3

seeks equitable relief from the judgment in Wollersheim v. Church

of Scientology of_California. It is not litigation levelled

"against" Larry Wollersheim: it is directed to recently-

discovered evidence that the 1986 trial judge harbored an

undisclosed bias and prejudice against the Church of Scientology

of California during the 5-month trial, rendering the judgment

therein void. [Ex. C to Ford Greene Declaration, paras. 5 - 22.]

On July 2, 1993, during a hearing at which Gerald Armstrong was

1 Armstrong has been employed as Greene's paralegal since
August, 1991. Discovery has shown that he regularly works for
Greene or, inter alia, cases involving Scientology churches.
See, Motion for Preliminary Injunction and evidence filed in
support thereof.

2 Armstrong and Greene are thus plainly aware of
Wollersheim's status as a plaintiff litigant against the Church
of Scientology of California, Greene even appearing of record for
Wollersheim the plaintiff, but have nonetheless chosen to argue
falsely to this Court that Wollersheim is only a litigant
defendant. This is a frivolous tactic imposed solely for the
purposes of delay pursuant to CCP §128.5. CSI accordingly
requests an award of expenses and attorneys fees in the amount of
$3,215.00. [Ex. C, Declaration of Laurie J. Bartilson.]

3 Church_of_SCientolqqy of California V.[WQl1§£5he1m, LASC
NO. BC 074 875.
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present, Judge Kakita found no merit in Wollersheim's "special

motion to strike," and ordered the action stayed pending the

final resolution of Wollersheim_v.,ChurchofScientology of

California. [Exhibit C, Declaration of Laurie J. Bartilson, 1 2

and Exhibit 1 thereto.]

The declaration which Armstrong admits he provided to

Wollersheim provided no information relevant to Wollersheim's

case or to Wollersheim II. Indeed, Armstrong has no percipient

knowledge of any facts which were at issue in those matters.

Rather, Armstrong's declaration, which bears no case caption, is

an "all-purpose" lengthy diatribe falsely charging his former

religion with all manner of wrong-doing and evil intention [Ex.

to Moving Papers.] There is no evidence in the declaration

itself that articulates for what purpose it was provided to

Wollersheim or his attorneys; Armstrong obviously had no control

over how those litigants chose to use it. That it made its firs

appearance in Wollersheim II hardly excuses its existence in the

hands of Wollersheim and his counsel: the injunction prohibits

Armstrong from voluntarily assisting them. He assisted them by

giving them his declaration. P

. The remainder of Armstrong's response consists of

transparent slams directed at CSI and its counsel. None of it i

accurate, relevant or helpful to this Court. And none of it

excuses in any fashion Armstrong's contemptuous, repeated

disregard of this Court's May 28 Order.‘ It is not CSI or its

4 Nonetheless, in an effort to counteract at least some of
the venomous insult that Armstrong has heaped on CSI and the
millions of Scientology parishioners world-wide, CSI provides to
this Court, as Exhibit D, a copy of the book, What is
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counsel that Armstrong has decided to ignore and disobey. It is

the Los Angeles Superior Court.

On August 15, 1993, in a letter directed to CSI's counsel,

Armstrong wrote,

You have noted, as I've noted above, that my
breaching of the [settlement] agreement has continued
unabated since 1990. It is my duty, therefore, to
continue that breach.unabated until the [settlement]
agreement is rescinded and no longer exists to be
breached. This letter thus also serves to advise you
and your client that I am continuing unabated. . . .If
I am not heard to be breaching the agreement at any
moment, I have not stopped doing so, but am just
between words or breaching in a whisper. Even in my
sleep, though I may not be somniloquizing, I am in
every instant breaching the agreement. . . .

[Ex. C, Declaration of Laurie J. Bartilson, and Exhibit 2

thereto, p. 4.]

This contemptuous response to the 1986 settlement agreement

(pursuant to which he happily accepted more than $518,000.00) and

this Court's orders are precisely why Armstrong has been ordered

to show cause herein. CSI seeks this Court's help in

demonstrating to Armstrong that he will, indeed, be held

accountable for his own wrongful actions, and that they must

CGHSG .

Dated: September 10, 1993 Respectfully submitted,
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Scientology?, which should accurately answer any questions that §
Armstrong's bizarre diatribes have raised.
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