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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY
INTERNATIONAL, a California not-for-profit
religious corporation,

Plaintiff,

ll VS.

GERALD ARMSTRONG; DOES 1 through
25, inclusive,

Defendants.
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CASE NO. BC 052395

DECLARATION OF LAURIE J.
BARTILSON IN SUPPORT OF
CROSS-DEFENDANT CHURCH OF
SCIENTOLOGY
INTERNATIONAL'S MOTION FOR
SUMMARY ADJUDICATION OF
THE SECOND AND THIRD
CAUSES OF ACTION OF THE
AMENDED CROSS-COMPLAINT

DATE: Aug. 3, 1994
TIME: 8:30 a.m.
DEPT: 30

DISC CUT-OFF: Oct. 7, 1994
MTN CUT-OFF: Oct. 21, 1994
TRIAL DATE: Nov. 7, 1994

I, LAURIE J. BARTILSON, hereby declare:

1. I am a member of the law firm of Bowles &. Moxon and am an

attorney admitted to practice in the State of California. My firm represents plaintlff

and cross-defendant Church of Scientology International ("Church") in the instant

case. I have personal knowledge of the matters specified in this declaration and, if
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lll called upon to testify on such matters, would and could do so competently.

2. I am also counsel of record for the Church in the case of Religious

Technology Center et,al. v. Joseph A. Yanny,,et_al., Los Angeles Superior Court

Case No. BC 033035 (the "Yanny case"), and counsel for the Church in the case

of Vicki Aznaran et a_1, v. Church o,f§pie,n;ol.o , United States

District Court for the Central District of California, Case No. CV 88-1786 JMl(Ex).

3. Joseph Yanny represented the Church and other related entities as

general counsel and in litigation matters from 1983 until 1987.

4. In July, 1991, Yanny substituted into the Aznaran case as counsel for

the Aznarans against the Church and related entities. The Church asked Yanny to

remove himself from the case, because of his prior employment as the Church's

counsel. When Yanny refused, the Church moved for his disqualification.

5. While the Church's motion for disqualification was pending before the

federal court, Yanny continued to act as the Aznarans’ counsel, and to file

memoranda, motions and other documents on their behalf. Acting on the advice of

counsel, including myself, the Church initiated the guy action, and requested

that Yanny be enjoined from his adverse representation of the Aznarans.

6. The Church sought and obtained a preliminary injunction against

Yanny in the Xagg case. I was present during the hearings which preceded the

issuance of the injunction. During those proceedings, Yanny asserted that Gerald

Armstrong had been employed by him to aid him as a paralegal on the Aznaran

case. Yanny also submitted to the court several declarations signed by Armstrong

in which Armstrong, inter alia, described his purported experiences with the

Church, disclosed portions of the Settlement Agreement, and admitted that he had

voluntarily come to Los Angeles at Yanny’s request for the purpose of helping

Yanny with the Aznaran case.

7. On July 24, 1991, the federal court in the Aznaran case issued an

order sua sponte withdrawing its permission for Yanny to substitute into the
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Aznaran case on behalf of the Aznarans, and ordering Ford Greene reinstated as *
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the Aznarans' counsel.

8. Declarations of Gerald Armstrong were filed in the Aznaran case by

Greene on August 26, 1991 and September 3, 1991. In paragraph 18 of his

September 3 declaration, Armstrong admitted that he had been providing Greene 1

with paralegal assistance in the Aznaran case.

9. The Church filed declarations in the Aznaran case which mention or

concern Armstrong as follows:

a. Declaration of Laurie J. Bartilson dated August 23, 1991.

This declaration states that on August 19, 1991, a man who ‘

identified himself to me as Gerry Armstrong answered the telephone

in Mr. Greene's office, and took a message .for Mr. Greene. [13.] A

true and correct copy of this declaration is attached hereto as Exhibit

1.

b. Declaration of Laurie J. Bartilson dated August 26, 1991.

This declaration again states that on August 19, 1991, a man who

identified himself to me as Gerry Armstrong answered the telephone

in Mr. Greene's office, and adds that Armstrong told me that he was I

at Mr. Greene's office "helping out." [13.] It also identifies two

declarations filed by Armstrong and Yanny in the firmy case in which

Armstrong and Yanny claimed that Armstrong was Yanny’s paralegal.

[14.] A true and correct copy of this declaration is attached hereto as

Exhibit 2.

c. Declaration of ,L_yn,n R. Farny dated August 26, 1991. This

declaration identifies a picture of Armstrong which was taken by a

private investigator at Mr. Greene's office. [13.] It also quotes

statements made by Armstrong in 1984 on a videotape which Mr.

Farny states he has personally viewed. [14, 6.] A true and correct
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2 d. DecIaration_gf Laurie J. Bartilson dated September 3, 1991.

3 This declaration again states that on August 19, 1991, a man who '

5 in Mr. Greene's office, and took a message for Mr. Greene [13]. It '

6 also states that on August 30, 1991, Armstrong called me on Mr.
l

71 Greene's behalf, and asked me to provide him with additional copies

8' of papers and exhibits. [14.] A true and correct copy of this
l

9, declaration is attached hereto as Exhibit 4.

1031: e. Declaration _o1'_A_ugust Murphy dated September 4, 1991.

11 This declaration states that on August 19, 1991, at 3:30 p.m., Mr.

12. Murphy went to Greene's offices to pick up some papers. While

13 there, he observed a man sleeping on the floor of Mr. Greene's office. l

~ 14 [13.] When Mr. Murphy returned to Mr. Greene's office at 7:30, the I
l

15.1. man who had been sleeping on the floor identified himself to Mr.

161 Murphy as Gerald Armstrong, and told Mr. Murphy to return at 9:00

17:1 p.m. [16.] When Mr. Murphy returned at 9:00 p.m., Armstrong

18 announced that he was going to Kinko's to pick up the copies. He

19 left, and returned with a large box of documents at approximately

20. 9:35 p.m. Armstrong and Greene then assembled a set of documents

21 and gave them to Mr. Murphy. [H 7, 8.] A true and correct copy of

22 this declaration is attached hereto as Exhibit 5. ,

23 10. Each of the declarations identified in paragraph 9, supra, was filed in

24 support of the Church's motion to dismiss the Aznaran case. The Church sought ,

25 dismissal as an appropriate sanction for the deliberate hiring by the Aznarans of the

26t Church's former lawyer. The Church argued that Armstrong's employment as a

' 27 paralegal for first Yanny and then Greene gave rise to an inference of Yanny’s ,

281 continuing improper involvement in the Aznaran case. All of the declarations were
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my 1 obviously and reasonably filed to provide the court with evidence in support of this

theory. .
3;“ 11. Upon review of the declarations of Armstrong submitted in 1/fly and N,

5 acting as Greene's paralegal, as well as the Mutual Release and Settlement

6 Agreement ("the Agreement") signed by Armstrong in December, 1986, in the

7 case of Church of Scientology of California v. Gerald A,rmstron_g, LASC No. C 420 I

8 153 ("Ar_r_t_istrong l"), I concluded that Armstrong had plainly and obviously violated

9;l the terms of the Agreement. Specifically, Armstrong had breached paragraphs ,

101 7(D), 7(H), 7(G), 10, 12 and/or 18 of the Agreement.

llll 12. On October 3, 1991, because of these clear and continuing violations

12:1 of the Agreement, the Church filed a motion to enforce the Agreement in

131 Armstrong I. The sole purpose of the filing of that motion was to obtain the relief

that 14 requested; i.e., the benefits of the Agreement for which the Church had bargained .

15 and paid Armstrong approximately $800,000.

16 13. On December 23, 1991, the Armstrong I court determined that it did

17 not have continuing jurisdiction over the parties and the Agreement, and so denied l

l8l the Church's motion.

19jj 14. Because Armstrong had breached the Agreement as described herein, I

20;; and because Armstrong was continuing to breach the Agreement in, at least, his ;.

21~ work for Mr. Greene, the Church initiated the instant action on February 4, 1992,

22Il seeking damages for breach of contract and a preliminary and permanent

23. injunction. The sole purpose of the filing of the Complaint herein was to obtain the I

24‘ relief which it requests. I‘

25 15. On March 5, 1992, Judge Dufficy issued a Temporary Restraining

26 Order ("TRO") against Armstrong which prohibited Armstrong from further

“ 27 breaching the Agreement. On March 20, 1992, Judge Dufficy extended the

28 duration of the TRO during the pendency of the transfer of the case to Los
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2: 16. On March 20, 1992, following the hearing in which Judge Dufficy

3 extended the TRO, I observed Armstrong and Greene giving interviews to members I

4 of the press in the Marin County courthouse. Later I saw a broadcast on CNN in

5 which Armstrong made statements concerning his experiences with the Church.

6 17. In late March, I read the transcript of a deposition in which

7 Armstrong testified under oath that he had, 1_n_1_:_e_r 3E, voluntarily discussed his

8 experiences with the Church for several hours with attorneys for plaintiffs in a case

9 in which a Scientology-related entity was a named defendant, and provided them

10 with documents.

ll 18. My co-counsel and I concluded that Armstrong's conduct described in

12 paragraphs 16 and 17 were plain violations of the TRO, and brought a motion

13 requesting the Marin Court to issue an OSC re: contempt.

:- 14 I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California

15 that the foregoing is true and correct.

16. Executed this 14th day of June, 1994, at Los Angeles,vCaIifornia.
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