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ROD HOLLENBECK
Attorney for Defendants Barnett

e g o 0 Bovd

MICHAEL BOND
Attorney for Defendant Community
Chapel Bible Training Center

Upon the stipulation of counsel for the parties hereto,
the Court hereby orders that the parties comply with the above-
stated discovery schedule, except upon further order of the

Court for good cause shown.

DATED this (A  day of M“"/f/ , 1988.

J UD/G E

Presgnted by:

HCO

Richardadler

ADLER, GIERSCH & READ, P.S.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
Ehrlich, Lemke, Chabot

MESSINA DUFFY
AGREED ORDER FOR PRETRIAL 4002 Tacoma Mall Boulevard

DISCOVERY~4. Suite 200, Benj Franklin Building
Tacoma, Washington 98409
{206) 472-6000
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON KING COUNTY
KATHY LEE BUTLER, et vir., et al.
Plaintiffs, NO. 86-2-18176-8

(Consolidated)
Vo

DEFENDANTS BARNETT
JOINDER IN DEFENDANTS
ALSKOG'S MOTION FOR
FOR SEPARATE TRIAL

DONALD LEE BARNETT, et ux, et al

Defendants.

SANDY EHRLICH, et vir, et al
Plaintiffs,
V.
RALPH ALSKOG, et ux, et al.

Defendants.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

COME NOW, Defendants Barnett, by and through undersigned
counsel, and hereby adopt and incorporate the memorandum and

affidavit submitted by Defendants Alskog and join in their motion
for - a separate trial as to Defendants Alskog and Barnett by

Plaintiff Ehrlich for the reasons set forth in said memorandum
and to be set forth in oral argument.
DATED this Qﬁ ~ day of February, 1988.
EVANS CRAVEN & LACKIE, P.S.

oy K\ \MM

Rodney D} Hollenbeck
Attorneys for Defendants Barnett

DEFENDANTS BARNETT JOINDER
IN MOTION FOR SEPARATE TRIAL %
a /v:;’/
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3 CIVIL TRACK 1
JUDGE GARY LITT?E’ .
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7 ROy ooy
8 IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON®™wy .
9 IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING
KATHY LEE BUTLER et vir., )
10)l et, al., ) NO. 86 2 18176 8
)
11 Plaintiffs, ) BRIEF IN OPPOSITION TO
) DEFENDANT ALSKOG'S
12 vs. )  MOTION FOR SEPARATE TRIAL
)
13]l pONALD LEE BARNETT et ux, )
14 et al., ;
15 Defendants. ;
16 )
SANDY EHRLICH and MICHAEL )
17 EHRLICH, wife and husband, )
et al., )
)
18 Plaintiffs, )
)
20 )
RALPH ALSKOG and ROSEMARY )
21 ALSKOG, husband and wife, ) s
et al., ) |
)
22 Defendants. )
23 )
24
25
26
i
27 i
og|| BRIEF IN OPPOSITION-1 /’) )
LAW OFFICES OF [; ‘
ADLER, GIERSCH AND . P.S.
1621 SMITR TOWER . i
SEATTLE, WA 98104 ‘{5
{206) 6824267
I -»QW» "
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ISSUE
Whether this Court should sever the action brought by the

plaintiff Sandy Ehrlich against defendant Ralph Alskog, an elder
of the Community Chapel and Bible Training Center, from other
claims arising out of a series of occurrences involving Ralph
Alskog, the Community Chapel and Bible Training Center and its

pastor.

FACTS

The lawsuits in questicn all involve the sexual exploitation
and abuse of members of the congregation of the Community Chapel
and Bible Training Center by either the pastor or agents of the
church. The underlying basis of the joint claims is that the
defendants were acting to further church purposes and that the
plaintiffs were injured because they were deceived due to the
defendants’ position within the Community Chapel and Bible
Training Center.

It will be essential to plaintiff’s claims at trial that a

jury be told of the atmosphere in which these events occurred.

The joint actions are similar in nature and involve common
questions of law and fact. The basis of the lawsuits involves
Pastor Donald Barnett and agents of the Community Chapel and
Bible Training Center who have encouraged members of its
congregation to form intimate attachment with members of tihe
opposite sex as part of regular services at the church. These

intimate attachments are encouraged with persons other than the

BRIEF IN OPPOSITION-2

LAW OFFICES OF
ADLER, GIERSCH AND READ, P.S.
1621 SMITH TOWER
SEATTLE, WA 98104
(206) 6824267




1 spouses of the members. These intimate attachments have been
2|l dubbed a revelation known as “"spiritual connections."” The
3 currently Jjoined claims all seek to have official agents of the
4 Community Chapel and Bible Training Center held accountable for
3| their behavior and conduct. There will be expert testimony
6 regarding common questions of fact concerning «cults, mind
7 control, and the “spiritual connection" teachings. Thus, Aif
8| these claims are severed, many witnesses, experts, parties,
9 resources, and court time and money will be unnecessarily
10 duplicated to readdress essentially identical questions of law
* 11/ and fact which arose out of a series of occurrences surrounding
12 the Community Chapel and Bible Training Center and directly
13 affecting each plaintiff.
14
15 LAW
16 The purpose of joinder of causes of action 1is to avoid
17 multiplicity in suits and to avoid waste of judicial resources
18 through unnecessary duplications of effort. Longenecker v.
19 Brommer, 59 Wn.2d 552 (1962); Department of Labor & Industries v.
20 City of Kennewick, 31 Wn.App. 777 (1982), rev’'d on other grounds
211 99 wn.2d 225 (1983); Roberts v. Port of Seattle, 46 Wn.2d 509
22 (1955); Cooper v. Runnels, 48 Wn.2d 108 (1955). For some reason,
23 defense counsel has failed to address this issue in its brief.
24 Morecver, in quoting a hypothetical in Williams v. Maslan, 192
25 Wash. 616 (1937) (see motion of defendant Alskog for separate
26 trial, at p. 5), defense counsel inexplicably left out the first
27
28 BRIEF IN OPPOSITION-3
LAW OFFICES OF
ADLER, GIERSCH AND READ, P.S.
1621 SMITH TOWER
" ow) Ga24z67
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sentence of the paragraph quoted, which reads: "The purpose of
the rule is to avoid multiplicity of actions." Williams, at 620.
Additionally, in citing CR 42, defense counsel only quotes from
CR 42(b), leaving out the related CR 42(a) language, which reads: -
(a) Consolidation. When actions involving a common
question of law or fact are pending before the court,
it may order a joint hearing or trial of any or all of
the matters in issue in the action; it may order all

the actions consolidated; and it may make such orders
concerning the proceedings therein as may tend to avoid

essa costs or delay. (Emphasis added.)
Similarly, when quoting from Brown v. General Motors Corp.,
67 Wn.2d 278 (1965), defense counsel selectively quotes language
from page 282 of the case (see motion of defendant Alskog for

separate trial, at p. 8), but omits the policy language ¢on this

same page, which reads, "piecemeal 1litigation 1is not to be
encouraged”. Brown, at 282. Thus, despite defense counsel’s

representations and omissions otherwise, there is a strong public
policy in this state not to try actions separately where such
would waste time, efforts, and judicial resources. An analogous
case arose in Mangham v. Gold Seal Chinchillas, Inc., 69 Wn.2d 37
(1966), where the Washington Supreme Court affirmed a defendant’s
denial of severance of claims. In Mangham, defendants claimed,
as here, that there were no common questions of fact or law and
that there were no "series of transactions" present to support
the denial of severance.

Mangham involved a series of claims of fraud surrounding a

“sales pitch." The Washington Supreme Court stated:

BRIEF IN OPPOSITION-4

LAW OFFICES OF
ADLER, GIERSCH AND READ, P.S.
1621 SMITH TOWER
SEATTLE, WA 98104
(206) 6824267
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id.,

The connection between these sales which make them
potentially a series of related transactions is that
the sales representation which was allegedly made by
the several salesmen involved in these six claims is
essentially the same.

at 40.

The Washington Supreme Court then added:

id.,

Finally, the Washington Supreme Court concluded in Mangham:

The fact that the transactions were separated in some
instances by substantial periods of time or that the
salesmen were different men (who were averred to be
"independent contractors") is immaterial, in view of
the pleadings and averments of the respondents that
each of these men made essentially the same sales
presentation to each of the six families who purchased
the chinchillas. The allegations that the defendant
corporation was a source of authority for the
representations of essentially identical character made
to these six purchasers of chinchillas is sufficient to

w seri of transactions for the purpose of

passing upon a pretrial motion for severance under Rule
20. (Emphasis added.)

at 41.

Petitioners have also claimed that there are no common
questions of fact or law in this case. We disagree.
The detailed evidence and the facts relating to each
transaction must be separately proven at the trial.
However, in view of the answers to the interrogatories
now in the record, we are of the opinion that common
questions of fact are involved, such as, were the
essentially similar representations and warranties made
by the salesmen authorized by the defendants? With
regard to the common question of law, it is clear to us
that the question of whether these essentially similar
representations and warranties were fraudulently made
is a common question of law.

Id., at 41,
Here, essentially the same occurrences resulted from the
negligence, misrepresentations and malpractice of the Community

Chapel and Bible Training Center and 1its agents.

Each

plaintiff’s claim involves similar torts, such as outrage,

BRIEF IN OPPOSITION-5

LAW OFFICES OF

ADLER, GIERSCH AND READ, P.8.

1621 SMITH TOWER
SEATTLE, WA 98104
(206) 6824267
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ministerial and pastoral malpractice, counselor malpractice,
negligent counseling, wrongful disfellowship, loss of consortium,
destruction of parent/child relationship, and defamation.
Therefore, to sever would be asking Plaintiff Ehrlich to try her
case in a vacuum, and force unnecessarily duplicative testimony

and expense at a separate trial.
CONCLUSION

Plaintiff Ehrlich respectfully requests that the defendant
Alskog’s motion to sever be denied and the trials proceed as
consolidated by this court.

DATED this ig@f?aay of February, 1988.

Respectfully submitted,
ADLER, GIERSCH AND READ, P.S.

Marg&afet L. Ennis
ney for Plaintiffs

Rchard H. Adler
Attorney for Plaintiffs

BRIEF IN OPPOSITION-6

LAW OFFICES OF
ADLER, GIERSCH AND READ, P.S.
1621 SMITH TOWER
SEATTLE, WA 98104
(206) 6824267
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23
24
25
26

CERTIFICATE
On this delivered a true and accurate
ocopy of the ent to which this certificate
Ihvory 10 the atoree of Tons” NG for de-
attorneys of recor a
> ! ys p

| mﬂy under penalty of perjury under the
laws of the State of Washington that the fore-
olng is true and correct.

AT, Dthisw.dayoffﬂ:ﬂ&%wafat CIVIL TRACK I
Tacoma, Washington. HONORABLE GARY M. LITTLE

Lf’??(n}?/} e N, LiVIL TRACK 1

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WA#IN T?\!
Kikg,
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING ) ""L,,A/,;;)." D .
T A, ™
MAP '454»//’,\’,;) g

KATHY LEEFE BUTLER, et vir., et al. < %
’ ’ ’ g 179 A

789

oy o
(Consolidatedﬁ&g‘?
§6-2-18196- B
NOTICE OF CH;%GE OF'—",
HEARING FOR SEPARATE
TRIAL

NO.

Plaintiffs,
VS
DONALE LEE BARNETT, et ux., et al.,

Defendants.

SANDY EHRLICH, et vir., et al.,
Plaintiffs,
VS.
RALPH ALSKOG, et ux., et al.,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
Defendants. )
)

TOs ALL COUNSEL OF RECORD

YOU AND EACH of you are hereby notified that Defendants
Alskog's Motion for Separate Trial in the above-entitled matter has
been rescheduled per the request of the Court for Friday, March 25,
1988 at 3:00 p.m., before the Honorable Gary M. Little.

DATED this 29th day of February, 1988.

LE & JOHNSON

G. ROSENOW A
torney for Defendants, ALSKOG
Notice of Change of Hearing

for Separate Trials -1-
mat{(JGR:14, N.1l)
RoseNow, HALE & JOHNSON

LAWY ERS
SUITE 301 TACOMA MALL OFFICE BUILDING
TACOMA, WASHINGTON 98409

(206) 4730725 »
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GIVIL TRACK 1

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHIN&@UNO

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING by Q‘.‘:’-.’,

KATHY LEE BUTLER et vir.,
et. al.,

Plaintiffs,
Vs.

DONALD LEE BARNETT et ux,
et al.,

Defendants.

SANDY EHRLICH and MICHAEL EHRLICH,
wife and husband; LARRY LEMKE,
parent; LARRY LEMKE, Guardian ad
Litem on behalf of SYBIL N. LEMKE,

a minor; DEE CHABOT, parent;

Guardian ad Litem on behalf of

SHAWNA MICHELLE CHABOT, MICHAEL
GRANT CHABOT, NICHOLAS STERLING
CHABOT, minors; CATHERINE KITCHELL
and RONALD KITCHELL, wife and husband;
CATHERINE KITCHELL, Guardian ad Litem
on behalf of WENDY KITCHELL, a minor,

Plaintiffs,
VS¢

RALPH ALSKOG and ROSEMARY ALSKOG,
husband and wife; ROBERT HOWERTON and
JANE DOE HOWERTON, husband and wife;
DONALD LEE BARNETT and BARBARA
BARNETT, husband and wife; COMMUNITY
CHAPEL AND BIBLE TRAINING CENTER, a
Washington Corporation; "JOHN DOES"
1-4 and "JANE DOES" 1-4, husbands and
wives; FIRST DOE CORPORATION; and
FIRST DOE PARTNERSHIP,

Defendants.

PLAINTIFFS MOTION TO

JOIN ADDITIONAL PLAINTIFFS

AND AMEND COMPLAINT -1-
(ccbtc:ccbtcla/jao)

CIVIL TRACK 1
Jmmm:GARYIJTTL?Q?
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NO. 86 2 18176 8

PLAINTIFF'S MOTION
TO JOIN ADDITIONAL
PLAINTIFFS AND AMEND
COMPLAINT

LAW OFFICES OF

ADLER, GIERSCH AND READ, P.S,
1621 SMITH TOWER " A
SEATTLE, WA 98104 D{’_\

(206) 6824267 \)
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COMES NOW the Plaintiffs, by and through their attorney of
record, ADLER, GIERSCH AND READ, P.S. and MESSINA DUFFY, and
respectfully moves the court for an order permitting the joinder
of Plaintiffs, Catherine and Ronald Kitchell, wife and husband
and their minor child, Wendy Kitchell, intc the above-entitled
action.

This motion is based upon the files and records herein,
Civil Rule 20, the Agreed Order for Pretrial Discovery, the
attached Declaration of Counsel and Plaintiff’s First Amended
Complaint for Personal Injuries and Damages.

DATED this _j{?zéy of March, 1988.

Respectfully submitted,

ADL GIERSCH AND READ, P.S.

A2

Richard H. Adler
Attorney for Plaintiffs

PLAINTIFFS MOTION TO

JOIN ADDITIONAL PLAINTIFFS
LAW OFFICES OF

AND AMEND COMPLAINT -2~ ADLER, GIERSCH AND READ, P.S
(ccbtc:ccbtcla/jao) " ie21 sMTHTOWER
SEATTLE, WA 98104
(206) 6824267
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GARY M. LilILE Ay
| MAR 0 8 1988
SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON “f‘-"lm A LIEIP.
COUNTY OF KING bY i (o
Poruy
KATHY LEE BUTLER et vir., et. al, e |
N Plaintiffs, NO. 86-2-18176-8 '
DONALD LEE BARNETT et ux, et al.,
v Defendants,
SANDY EHRLICH et al., NOTE FOR MOTION CALENDAR
V. Plaintiffs (Clerk’s Action Required)
RALPH ALSKOG et al.,
Defendants.

TO: THE CLERK OF THE COURT; and to all other parties per list on reverse side:

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that an issue of law in this case will be heard on the date below and
the Clerk is directed to note this issue on the appropriate calendar.

Calendar Date: March 25, 1988 Day of Week _Friday

Nature of Motion: Joining Plaintiffs and Amending Complaint

T~
DESIGNATED CALENDAR

[ ] Civil Motion (LR 0.7) (9:30) w LR 94.04
[ ] Summary Judgment (LR 56) (9:30) (W291)
[ ] Supplemental Proceeding (LR 69) (1:30)
[ ] Presiding Judge (Trial Date Motions Oanly) [ 1 Domestic Motion (9:30)
(11:15 or 1:30 Daily) { ] Sealed File Motion (1:30)
Time of Hearing: f ] Support Motion (1:30)
[ ] Modification (1:30)

EX PARTE MOTION ILR 0.9(b)] (W623)
The following motions are heard 9:00-12:00 and
1:30-4:15;

{ ] Adoption Time of Hearing: [ 1 Recelvership (LR 66) (2:00)
[ ] Dissolution Time of Hearing: [ ] Sealed File Motion (9:30)

[ )} Ex Parte Motion Time of Hearing:

{ ] Probate Time of Hearing:

DEPARTMENTAL HEARINCS LR 40(h}]
[ pecial Setting Before Judge/Commissioner: JUDGE GARY LITTLE

ped Name: Richard H. Adler
OF: ADLER, GIERSCH & READ, P.S. DATED: 2-3-FF
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Telephone: 682-4267

LIST NAMES, ADDRESSES AND TELEPHONE NUMBERS OF ALL PARTIES REQUIRING

NOTICE ON REVERSE SIDE.
LAW OFFICES OF

ADLER, QIERSCH AND READ, P.S.
NOTE FOR MOTION CALENDAR (NTMTDK) 1621 SMMI TOWER

SC Form JO-138 5/87 BEATTLE, WA 93104
(206) 6824267

0 ey
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List Of Names, Addresses And Telephone Numbers Of All Parties Requiring Notice:

NAME:

Address:

Telephone:

Attorney For:

NAME:

Address:
Telephone:
Attorney For:

NAME:

Address:
Telephone:
Atto‘rney for:
NAME:
Address:
Telephone:
Attorney For:
NAME:

Address:

Telephone:

Attorney For:

Jack Rosenow

Rosenow, Hale & Johnson

Suite 301, Tacoma Mall Office Bldg.
Tacoma, Washington 98409

473-0725

Defendants.

Jeff Campiche

Kargianis & Austin

47th Floor Columbia Center
Seattle, Washington

Plaintiffs.

Rod Hollenbeck
34th Floor, Columbia Center
Seattle, Washington

386-5555

Defendants.

Michael Bond

Attorney at Law

1325 - 4th Avenue
Seattle, Washington 98101

624-7990

Defendants.

John Messina

Messina Duffy

4002 Tacoma Mall Blvd.
Tacoma, Washington 98409

Plaintiffs

AEES 5/87 - SC Form JC: 138 (Backside/Flipped) 5/87
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Wil TRAGK §
CIVIL TRACK 1
JUDGE GHRY LITTLE
. e .

it 'f' ‘ I
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WfSHINGTQN,w,
17y, 3
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING, (’Ofdog

By S o

KATHY LEE BUTLER et vir., e L4

et. al., » NO. 86 2 PBwe6 8
Plaintiffs, PLAINTIFF'’S FIRSEQ}
AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR
vSs. PERSONAL INJURIES AND
DAMAGES
DONALD LEE BARNETT et ux,
et al.,
Defendants.

SANDY EHRLICH and MICHAEL EHRLICH,
wife and husband; LARRY LEMKE,
parent; LARRY LEMKE, Guardian ad
Litem on behalf of SYBIL N. LEMKE,

a minor; DEE CHABOT, parent;

Cuardian ad Litem on behalf of

SHAWNA MICHELLE CHABOT, MICHAEL

GRANT CHABOT, NICHOLAS STERLING
CHABOT, minors; CATHERINE KITCHELL
and RONALD KITCHELL, wife and husband;
CATHERINE KITCHELL, Guardian ad Litem
on behalf of WENDY KITCHELL, a minor,

Plaintiffs,
vs.

RALPH ALSKOG and ROSEMARY ALSKOG,
husband and wife; ROBERT HOWERTON and
JANE DOE HOWERTON, husband and wife;
DONALD LEE BARNETT and BARBARA
BARNETT, husband and wife; COMMUNITY
CHAPEL AND BIBLE TRAINING CENTER, a
Washington Corporation; "JOHN DOES*
1-4 and "JANE DOES" 1-4, husbands and
wives; FIRST DOE CORPORATION; and
FIRST DOE PARTNERSHIP,

Defendante.

N N Nt N Nt Nt Nt St N Nt Nt Nt sl Sk Nk Nkl Nl N Nt Nt N Nt N N st st N ot ot ot o o ot N N Nt i ot i ot it it gt

.f?//
PLAINTIFF’'S FIRST AMENDED /gg?é

COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL

INJURIES & DAMAGES -1~ LAW OFFICES OF
. . ADLER, GIERSCH AND READ, P.S.
(¢c:CCBTC/j&ao) 1621 SMITH TOWER

SEATTLE, WA 98104
(206) 6824267
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COMES NOW the Plaintiffs, by and through their attorneys of
record, Richard H. Adler of ADLER, GIERSCH AND READ, P.S., and
JOHN MESSINA of MESSINA DUFFY, for cause of action against the
Defendants, state and allege as follows:

I. PILAINTIFFS

1.1 The Plaintiffs Sandy Ehrlich and Michael Ehrlich, are
wife and husband, and at all times material hereto Plaintiffs
were residents of the County of King, State of Washington.

1.2 Plaintiff Larry Lemke, father of Sybil N. Lemke, at all
times material hereto was a resident of the County of King, State
of Washington.

1.3 Plaintiff Sybil N. Lemke is a minor child, fourteen
years of age, who resides with her father, Larry Lemke, in the
County of King, State of Washington. Larry Lemke has been duly
appointed the Guardian ad Litem of Plaintiff, Sybil N. Lemke, for
purposes of this litigation. At all times material hereto,
Plaintiff Sybil N. Lemke was a resident of the County of King,
State of Washington.

1.4 Plaintiff, Dee Chabot, mother of Shawna Michelle
Chabot, Michael Grant Chabot and Nicholas Sterling Chabot, at all
times material hereto was a resident of the County of King, State
of Washington.

1.5 Plaintiffs, Shawna Michelle Chabot is a minor, eleven
years of age; Michael Grant Chabot is a minor, ten years of age;
and Nicholas Sterling Chabot is a minor, five years of age;
Plaintiffs reside with their mother, Dee Chabot, in the County of
PLAINTIFF'S FIRST AMENDED
COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL

INJURIES & DAMAGES -2- LAW OFFICES OF
(c:CCBTC/jao)

1621 SMITH TOWER
SEATTLE, WA 98104
(206) 6824267

ADLER, GIERSCH AND READ, P.S.
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King, State of Washington. Dee Chabot has been duly appointed
the Guardian ad Litem of Plaintiff, Shawna Michelle Chabot,
Michael Grant Chabot, and Nicholas Sterling Chabot for purposes
of this litigation.

1.6 Plaintiff, Catherine Kitchell and Ronald Kitchell, are
wife and husband, and parents of Wendy Kitchell, and at all times
material hereto were residents of the County of King, State of
Washington.

1.7 Plaintiff, Wendy Kitchell is a minor, 11 years of age,
residing with her mother, Catherine Kitchell, and father, Ronald
Kitchell, in the County of King, State of Washington.

II. DEFENDANTS: RALPH AND ROSEMARY ALSKOG

2.1 The Defendants, Ralph Alskog and Rosemary Alskog, are
husband and wife, and at all times material hereto were residents
of the County of King, State of Washington.

2.2 Defendant Ralph Alskog is and at all times material
hereto was the Assistant to the Vice President of the Defendant,
Community Chapel and Bible Training Center.

2.3 Defendant Ralph Alskog is and at all times, material
hereto was one of the deacons of the Defendant, Community Chapel
and Bible Training Center.

2.4 Defendant Ralph Alskog served as a counselor for the
Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center.

2.5 All actions described of Defendants Alskog or either of

them were performed on behalf of the marital community.

PLAINTIFF'S FIRST AMENDED
COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL

INJURIES & DAMAGES -3- LAW OFFICES OF
. . ADLER, GIERSCH AND READ, P.S.
(c:CCBTC/jao) 1621 SMITH TOWER
SEATTLE, WA 98104
(206) 6824267
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. TS: BERT AND JANE DOE HOW (0]

3.1 The Defendants, Robert Howerton and Jane Doe Howerton,
are husband and wife, and at all times material hereto were
residents of the County of King, State of Washington. Plaintiffs
do not know if Defendant Howerton is married, and if married,
does not know his spouse’s name, but alleges that if he is
married, this constitutes a marital community under the laws of
the State of Washington. Each of the acts complained of were
done for and on behalf of the community as well as for and on
behalf of the individuals.

3.2 Defendant Robert Howerton 1is a member of the
congregation of the Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible
Training Center.

3.3 Defendant Robert Howerton has taught Sunday School for
the Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center.

3.4 Defendant Robert Howerton has held himself out as a
counselor and served as a counselor for the Defendant, Community
Chapel and Bible Training Center.

IV. DEFENDANTS: DONALD LEE AND BARBARA BARNETT

4,1 The Defendants, Donald Lee Barnett and Barbara Barnett,
are husband and wife, and at all times material hereto were
residents of the County of King, State of Washington.

4.2 Defendant Donald Lee Barnett is the head pastor of the
Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center and as such
is responsible for the administration and direction of the entire
congregation.
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4.3 Defendant Donald Lee Barnett is also the president of
the Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center.

4.4 Defendant Barbara Barnett, at all times material
hereto, served as a counselor for the Community Chapel and Bible
Training Center.

4.5 All actions described of these defendants or either of
them were performed on behalf of the marital community.

V. DEFENDANT: COMMUNITY CHAPEL AND BIBLE TRAINING CENTER

5.1 Defendant Community Chapel and Bible Training Center is
a corporation licensed to do business and doing business in the
State of Washington, having its principle place of business at
18635 Eighth Avenue South, Seattle, Washington.

VI. DEFENDANTS: JOHN AND JANE DOES

6.1 John and Jane Does 1-4 are residents of the State of
Washington. All actions described of these defendants or either
of them were performed on behalf of the marital community.

VII. DEFENDANTS: FIRST DOE CORPORATION AND PARTNERSHIP

7.1 The Defendants First Doe Corporation and First Doe
Partnership are business entities doing business or controlled by
the Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center.
Plaintiffs pray leave to amend this complaint for personal
injuries and damages and to insert herein their true names when
they become known.

VIII. JURISDICTION

8.1 All acts hereinafter alleged occurred within the County
of King, State of Washington, and this court has jurisdiction
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over the subject matter herein and the parties hereto.
NCY A PONDE S R

9.1 At all times material hereto, the Defendants, Ralph
Alskog, Rosemary Alskog, Robert Howerton, Jane Doe Howerton,
Donald Lee Barnett, Barbara Barnett, "John Does” 1-4 and "Jane
Does" 1-4, were principles, agents, employees and representatives
of the Community Chapel and Bible Training Center and all actions
complained of herein were performed in the scope of their
representation, employment and/or agency for the Defendant,
Community Chapel and Bible Training Center.

9.2 At all times material hereto, the Defendants, First Doe
Corporation and First Doe Partnership, were agents, employees
and/or representatives of the Defendant, Community Chapel and
Bible Training Center and all actions complained of herein were
performed in the course of their representation, employment
and/or agency for the Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible
Training Center.

X. BASIS

10.1 Sometime during the year of 1967, the Defendant,
Community Chapel and Bible Training Center was organized under
the laws of the State of Washington as a corporation, practicing
fundamentalist pentecostal beliefs. Beginning in 1984 or 1985,
Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center, by and
through its pastor and president, Defendant Donald Lee Barnett,
encouraged and/or required members of the congregation to form
intimate attachments with members of the opposite sex without
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regard to the member’'s spouse as part of the regular services at
the Community Chapel and Bible Training Center. Said intimate
attachments were called "spiritual connections." "Spiritual
connections" involve dancing together, embracing, holding hands,
hypnotically gazing into each other’s eyes, kissing, and/or
sexual contact.

10.2 Plaintiffs were members of the Defendant the Community
Chapel and Bible Training Center religious organization.

10.3 Defendant the Community Chapel and Bible Training
Center, by and through its pastor, Defendant Donald Lee Barnett,
knew or should have known that these intimate attachments and
"spiritual connections" would result in seductions, family
disharmony, marital instability, separation and/or dissolution of
marriages, sexual involvement and advances of adults with
children, loss of consortium, destruction of the parent-child
relationship, loss of guidance, support, love and companionship
for children.

10.4 Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center,
by and through its pastor and president, Defendant Donald Lee
Barnett, knew or should have known that is officers, agents,
employees, representatives, counselors, and members of the
congregation would follow his direction and/or example.

XI.

11.1 Plaintiffs, Sandy Ehrlich and Michael Ehrlich,
regularly attended services at the Defendant, Community Chapel
and Bible Training Center for over ten years. As members of the
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congregation, Plaintiffs attended numerous functions, and were
active participants in the congregation. Plaintiff Michael
Ehrlich was a Bible school teacher employed by the Defendant,
Community Chapel and Bible Training Center. Plaintiff Michael
Ehrlich held a position as one of the ministerial elders of the
Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center. The
Plaintiffs, Sandy Ehrlich and Michael Ehrlich, tithed a portion
of their income to the Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible
Training Center. The Plaintiffs’ entire life revolved around the
activities of the Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training
Center.

11.2 On several occasions, Defendant Ralph Alskog, under the
guise of providing ministerial services and counseling as well as
serving as Plaintiff Sandy Ehrlich’s *"spiritual connection,"
manipulated, exploited, coerced, influenced and pressured her
into having sexual contact with him. Defendant Ralph Alskog
professed to be driven by God and represented to Plaintiff Sandy
Ehrlich that his conduct was sanctioned by God.

11.3 For a period of approximately one year, Defendant Ralph
Alskog continued to seek out Plaintiff Sandy Ehrlich, under the
guise of being her "spiritual connection," and providing her with
ministerial counsel and guidance, continued to sexually assault
her, by fondling her private parts, undressing her, kissing her
with his tongue, masturbating on her stomach, touching and
embracing her against her will,

11.4 On numerous occasions Defendant Ralph Alskog, under the
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guise of providing ministerial services and counseling and
serving as the spiritual connection for Sandy Ehrlich, became
aware of her wvulnerability. As a result of manipulation,
exploitation, domination, use of authority and position, and
acting under the guise of providing ministerial counseling and
servicing as a spiritual connection, Plaintiff Sandy Ehrlich was
coerced and pressured and unduly influenced into having a
spiritual connection and sexual contact with Defendant Ralph
Alskog.

11.5 Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center,
by and through its pastor and president, Defendant Donald Lee
Barnett, and his wife, Barbara Barnett, knew or should have known
that Defendant Ralph Alskog was involved in the assault, sexual
contact, seduction and exploitation of Plaintiff Sandy Ehrlich.
Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center, by and
through its pastor and president, Defendant Donald Lee Barnett,
negligently supervised Defendant Ralph Alskog by not terminating
the relationship between Ralph Alskog and Sandy Ehrlich.
Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center, by and
through its pastor and president, Donald Lee Barnett, and his
wife, Barbara Barnett, knew or should have known that the
Defendant Ralph Alskog was causing marital difficulties, family
disharmony, marital separation, 1loss of consortium, between
Plaintiffs Sandy Ehrlich and Michael Ehrlich. Defendant,
Community Chapel and Bible Training Center, by and through its
pastor and president, Defendant Donald Lee Barnett, acted
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negligently in not supervising Defendant, Ralph Alskog, and in
not taking corrective actions, sanctions, preventative measures
in ending the relationship between Ralph Alskog and Sandy
Ehrlich.

11.6 After a period of time, Plaintiffs Sandy Ehrlich and

Michael Ehrlich, separately and together, realized that Defendant

Ralph Alskog’s conduct was not sanctioned by God and was a ruse

concocted by Defendants in order to satisfy deviate sexual needs.

O 0O ~N O U Hh W N

11.7 On or about May 11, 1986, both Plaintiffs Sandy Ehrlich

[a—y
(=

and Michael Ehrlich were "disfellowshipped" from the Defendant,
11 Community Chapel and Bible Training Center as a consequence of
12 Sandy Ehrlich’s refusal to participate in further sexual
13 activities with Defendant Ralph Alskog and/or questioning the
14} wspiritual connection"” doctrine and practices of Defendants.

15 11.8 Each and all Defendants have made disparaging and false
16| statements publicly regarding Sandy Ehrlich and Michael Ehrlich
17} to members of the congregation which tended to injure Plaintiffs’
18 reputation in the community.

19 XII.

20 12.1 The minor child, Sybil N. Lemke, was a member of the
21| pefendant Community Chapel and Bible Training Center at all times
22|l material hereto.

23 12.2 As a result of problems Sybil N. Lemke was having
24 stemming from the marital difficulties of her parents, she was

25 directed to begin counseling with Defendant Robert Howerton.

26 12.3 Defendant Robert Howerton counseled Sybil Lemke when
27
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1 she was thirteen and fourteen years old and used to be one of her
2 Sunday school teachers at the Defendant, Community Chapel and
3 Bible Training Center. Defendant Robert Howerton requested
4| plaintiff Sybil Lemke to be his “spiritual connection.”

> 12.4 On several occasions, Defendant Robert Howerton, under

6 the guise of providing ministerial services and counseling,

7| touched and/or rubbed Plaintiff Sybil Lemke on her thighs and

8 legs.

9 12.5 Sometime between September and Christmas Day of 1986,
10} pefendant Robert Howerton took Plaintiff Lemke to Redondo Beach
11 in his car. As the sun set, Defendant Howerton moved his car and
12 parked it in the rear of the parking lot. Defendant Robert
13)l Howerton told Plaintiff Sybil Lemke that he loved her and pulled
14| ner very close to him and started kissing her. Defendant
13| gowerton put one hand around her and started caressing her with
16/ his hand. With the other hand Defendant Howerton rubbed
17) plaintiff Sybil Lemke’s thigh. Defendant Robert Howerton was
18 breathing heavily and forcefully kissing Plaintiff Sybil Lemke on
19) per body. Defendant Robert Howerton professed to be driven by
20} God and represented to Plaintiff Sybil Lemke that his conduct was
21\ sanctioned by God and was spiritual.

22 12.6 On numerous occasions, Defendant Robert Howerton, under
23| the guise of providing ministerial services and counseling and
24 serving as Plaintiff Sybil Lemke’s spiritual connection, became
25 aware of the vulnerability of Plaintiff Sybil Lemke. Defendant
26 Robert Howerton took advantage of her weakness and need for
27
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support and manipulated Plaintiff Sybil Lemke.

12.7 As a result of manipulation, exploitation, domination,
use of authority and position by Defendants, Plaintiff Sybil
Lemke was coerced, pressured and unduly influenced into having a
spiritual connection and sexual contact with Defendant Robert
Howerton.

12.8 Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center,
by and through its pastor and president, Defendant Donald Lee
Barnett, knew or should have known that Defendant Robert Howerton
was involved in the seduction, sexual contact and spiritual
connection with Plaintiff Sybil Lemke, a minor. Defendant, the
Community Chapel and Bible Training Center, by and through it
pastor and president, acted negligently in not supervising
Defendant Robert Howerton and in not taking corrective actions,
sanctions, preventative measures in ending the relationship
between Robert Howerton and Sybil Lemke.

12.9 Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center,
by and through its pastor and president, Defendant Donald Lee
Barnett, knew or should have known that Defendant Robert Howerton
was causing the destruction of Larry and Sybil Lemke’s parent-
child relationship, as well as Sybil Lemke’s loss of guidance,
support, love and companionship for her father.

12.10 After a period of time, Plaintiff Sybil Lemke and
Plaintiff Larry Lemke, individually and together, realized that
Defendants’ conduct was not sanctioned by God and was a ruse
concocted by Defendants in order to satisfy deviate sexual needs.

PLAINTIFF'S FIRST AMENDED
COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL

INJURIES & DAMAGES -12- LAW OFFICES OF
. ADLER, GIERSCH AND READ, P.S.
(C:CCBTC/jaO) 1621 SMITH TOWER

SEATTLE, WA 98104
(206) 6824267




O O ~N O U s W N =

o N O U A W NN = O W O NN O U s W N == O

12.11 Plaintiff Larry Lemke and Sybil Lemke were
"disfellowshipped" from Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible
Training Center, as a consequence of their refusal to participate
in further sexual activities with Defendants and/or challenging
the "spiritual connection" doctrine and practices of Defendants.

12.12 Defendants have made disparaging and false
statements in public regarding Plaintiffs to members of the
congregation which tended to injure Plaintiffs’ reputation in the
community.

XIII.

13.1 The minor children, Shawna Michelle Chabot,
Michael Grant Chabot, and Nicholas Sterling Chabot, were members
of the Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center at
all times material hereto.

13.2 Dee Chabot and her three minor children regularly
attended services at the Defendant Community Chapel and Bible
Training Center. Dee Chabot has attended such services for
approximately fifteen years. Dee Chabot was a member of the
congregation and attended numerous functions and was an active
participant in church functions. Plaintiff Chabot was married at
Defenaant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center and
attended the Bible College on a part-time basis. Plaintiffs,
Shawna Michelle Chabot and Michael Grant Chabot, attended school
at Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center. Dee
Chabot tithed a portion of her income to Defendant, Community
Chapel and Bible Training Center, to help sustain it. Plaintiff
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Chabot volunteered her time to Defendant, Community Chapel and
Bible Training Center. Plaintiff Chabot’s 1life and her
children’s lives revolved around the activities of the Defendant,
Community Chapel and Bible Training Center.

13.3 Plaintiff Chabot’s husband, Grant Brian Chabot,
has entered into more than one "spiritual connection" with women
members of the church congregation. Plaintiff Chabot, on more
than one occasion, sought counsel from members of the Defendant,
Community Chapel and Bible Training Center, seeking help to
restore her marriage, prevent the break-up of her marriage, and,
to put an end to the family disharmony caused by "spiritual
connections,” to end the loss of consortium she was suffering, to
prevent and end the destruction of the parent-child
relationships, to prevent and end the loss of companionship,
love, support and guidance suffered by her children, and to
prevent and end the pressures and threats made to her children to
enter into “dancing" and/or "spiritual connections" with other
children while attending Christian school at Defendant, Community
Chapel and Bible Training Center. Plaintiff Chabot was counseled
that she had to "release" her husband to other female members of
the congregation and allow him to experience ‘“spiritual
connections" with said female members of the congregation.
Plaintiff Chabot was told by Defendants that her failure to
accept the "spiritual connections," the "move of God" and to
release her husband meant she was possessed by demons and demonic
spirits.
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13.4 As a result of manipulation, exploitation,
domination, use of authority and position by Defendants,
Plaintiff Chabot and her children were coerced, pressured and
unduly influenced into "dancing" and seeking "spiritual
connections."

13.5 Defendant, community Chapel and Bible Training
Center, by and through its pastor and president, Defendant Donald
Lee Barnett, knew or should have known that Plaintiff’s husband
was involved in spiritual connections and having sexual contact
with other spouses of the congregation, causing family
disharmony, marital instability and destruction of the parent-
child relationships, and loss of companionship, love, guidance
and support for the children.

13.6 Defendant, the Community Chapel and Bible Training
Center, by and through its pastor and president, Defendant Donald
Lee Barnett, acted negligently in not intervening and ending
Grant Brian Chabot’s spiritual connections with other women and
attempting to restore the parent-child relationship of guidance,
support and love.

13.7 Plaintiff Dee Chabot was "disfellowshipped" from
the Community Chapel and Bible Training Center, as a consequence
of her refusal to participate further in "spiritual connections"
doctrines and practices of Defendants.

13.8 Defendants have made disparaging and false
statements to the public regarding Plaintiff Dee Chabot and her
children to members of the congregation which tended to injure
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! Plaintiffs’ reputation in the community and further erode the

2 parent-child relationship.

3 XIV.

4 14.1 Catherine Kitchell, Ron Kitchell and her minor

5 children, including, Wendy Kitchell, regularly attended services

6/l at the Defendant Community Chapel and Bible Training Center.

7!l catherine Kitchell has attended such services for approximately

8] 18 years. Ronald Kitchell has attended such services for

9 approximately 17 years. Plaintiffs Kitchell were active members
10| of the congregation and attended numerous church functions.
11 plaintiffs Kitchell attended the Bible College on a part-time
12| pasis. Plaintiff, Wendy Kitchell, minor, attended school at
13 Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center.
14| plaintiffs’ Kitchell tithed a portion of their 1income to
15 Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center, to help
16|| sustain it. Plaintiffs’ Kitchell volunteered their time to
17 Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center. The lives
18| of Plaintiffs Kitchell, revolved around the activities of
19 Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center and
20|l association with its members.
21 14.2 Plaintiff Catherine Kitchell entered into
22 "spiritual connection" with male members of the church
23 congregation. Plaintiff Ronald Kitchell, on more than one
24 occasion, sought <counsel from members and agents of the
25 Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center, seeking
26 help to restore his marriage, prevent the break-up of his
27
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marriage, to put an end to the family disharmony caused by
"spiritual connections," to end the loss of consortium he was
suffering, to prevent and end the destruction of the parent-child
relationships, to prevent and end the loss of companionship,
love, support and guidance suffered by their children, and to
prevent and end the pressures and threats made to him regarding
acceptance of the "spiritual connections".

14.3 Ronald Kitchell was counseled that he had to
“release his wife to other male members of the congregation and
allow her to experience “spiritual connections" with said male
members of the congregation. Plaintiff Ronald Kitchell was told
by agents of Defendant Community Chapel and Bible Training Center
that his failure to accept the "spiritual connections," the "Move
of God" and "release" his wife meant he was possessed by demons
and demonic spirits.

14.4 As a result of manipulation, exploitation,
domination, negligent counseling, use of authority and position
by agents of Defendant Community Chapel and Bible Training
Center, Catherine Kitchell was coerced, pressured and unduly
influenced into "dancing" and seeking “spiritual connections."

14.5 As a result of the <continued pressures by
Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center, on
Catherine Kitchell to maintain her "spiritual connections" and on
Ronald Kitchell to "release" his wife to pursue her "spiritual
connections," Ron Kitchell attempted suicide by pulling out a gun
and threatening to kill himself. This was seen by Catherine
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Kitchell and Wendy Kitchell, a minor.

14.5 Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training
Center, by and through its pastor and president, Defendant Donald
Lee Barnett, knew or should have known that Plaintiff Catherine
Kitchell was involved in spiritual connections and having
intimate contact with other spouses of the congregation, causing
family disharmony, attempted suicide, marital instability and
destruction of the parent-child relationships, and loss of
companionship, love, guidance and support for the child.

14.6 Defendant, the Community Chapel and Bible Training
Center, by and through its pastor and present, Defendant Donald
Lee Barnett, acted negligently in not intervening and ending
Catherine Kitchell’s spiritual connections with other men and
attempting to restore the parent-child relationship of guidance,
support and love.

14.7 Plaintiffs’ Kitchell were "disfellowshipped"” from
the Community Chapel and Bible Training Center as a consequence
of their refusal to participate further in “"spiritual
connections" and/or challenging the “spiritual connections"
doctrines and practices of Defendants.

14.8 Defendants have made disparaging and false
statements to the public regarding Plaintiffs Kitchell to
members of the congregation which tended to injure Plaintiffs‘
reputation in the community and further erode the parent-child
relationship.

XV. DAMAGES
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15.1 Plaintiffs incorporate by reference as if set
forth in full each and every allegation as set forth in
paragraphs I through XV.

15.2 As a direct and proximate result of the
intentional, reckless, and/or negligent wrongful acts and
omissions of the Defendants, and each of them, Plaintiffs have
suffered serious and painful injuries to their person, as well as
psychological and mental pain and suffering. By reason of the
foregoing, Plaintiffs sustained general damages according to
proof.

15.3 As a direct and proximate result of the
intentional, reckless, and/or negligent wrongful acts and
omissions of the Defendants, and each of them, Plaintiffs were
required to and did incur reasonable and necessary expenses 1in
connection with the treatment of said personal injuries. By
reason of the foregoing, Plaintiffs sustained special damages
according to proof.

15.4 As a direct and proximate result of the
intentional, reckless, and/or negligent wrongful acts and
omissions of the Defendants, and each of them, Plaintiffs will be
required to and incur in the future reasonable and necessary
expenses in connection with the treatment of said personal
injuries. By reason of the foregoing, Plaintiffs will sustain
additional special damages according to proof.

15.5 As a direct and proximate result of the
intentional, reckless, and/or negligent wrongful acts and
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omissions of the Defendants, and each of them, Plaintiffs have
suffered a loss of earnings to date in an amount which is
preeently unknown but which will be proven at the time of trial.

15.6 As a direct and proximate result of the
intentional, reckless, and/or negligent wrongful acts and
omissions of the Defendants, and each of the, Plaintiffs are
entitled to actual damages, damages for continuing pain and
suffering, and attorney fees and costs under the laws of the
United States of American and the State of Washington.

XVI. CAUSE OF ACTION: OUTRAGE

16.1 Plaintiffs hereby incorporate by reference each
and every allegation as set forth in paragraphs I through Xv.

16.2 The conduct of each of the above-named Defendants
was so extreme and outrageous and go beyond all bounds of
decency.

16.3 The conduct of each of the above-named Defendants
was so extreme and outrageous that it caused the Plaintiffs to
suffer severe emotional distress.

l6.4 The conduct of Defendants was perpetrated so as to
intentionally inflict severe emotional distress upon Plaintiffs,
with knowledge that such distress was certain or substantially
certain to result from such outrageous conduct.

16.5 Defendants’ conduct was perpetrated with reckless
and deliberate disregard of a high degree of probability that
severe emotional distress would result to Plaintiffs.

16.6 The conduct of Defendants was deliberate, willful,
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malicious, and calculated to inflict severe emotional distress on
Plaintiffs.,

16.7 As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’
outrageous conduct, Plaintiff suffered severe emotional distress,
were greatly humiliated, shamed, embarrassed, defamed, and
endured great pain and suffering.

0 CAU TION: COUNSELOR Cc

17.1 Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each and every
allegation as set forth in paragraphs I through XVI.

17.2 Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training
Center, by and through its pastor and president, Defendant Donald
Lee Barnett, and other Defendants, did not exercise the degree of
care, skill, diligence and knowledge commonly possessed and
exercised by a reasonable, careful and prudent counselor in this
jurisdiction by manipulating Plaintiffs into having a spiritual
connection and/or sexual contact with Defendants. Defendant, the
Community Chapel and Bible Training Center, by and through its
pastor and president, Defendant Donald Lee Barnett, and other
Defendants, acted intentionally, recklessly, and/or negligently
in its conduct and/or omissions and this constituted the tort of
counselor malpractice.

17.3 Defendant Ralph Alskog did not exercise the degree
of care, skill, diligence and knowledge commonly possessed and
exercised by a reasonable, careful and prudent counselor in this
jurisdiction by manipulating Plaintiff Sandy Ehrlich into having
a "spiritual connection" and/or sexual contact. Defendant Ralph
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Alskog acted intentionally, recklessly, and/or negligently in his
acts and/or omissions and this constituted the tort of counselor
malpractice.

17.4 Defendant Robert Howerton did not exercise the
degree of care, skill, diligence and knowledge commonly possessed
and exercised by a reasonable, careful and prudent counselor in
this jurisdiction by manipulating a minor, Plaintiff Sybil Lemke,
into a "spiritual connection" and/or sexual contact. Defendant
Robert Howerton did intentionally, recklessly, and/or negligently
commit acts and/or omissions which constituted the tort of
counselor malpractice.

17.5 Defendants, the Community Chapel and Bible
Training Center, and its agents, by and through it pastor and
president, Defendant Donald Lee Barnett, along with all other
Defendants, did not exercise the degree of care, skill, diligence
and knowledge commonly possessed and exercised by a reasonable,
careful and prudent counselor in this jurisdiction by telling
Plaintiffs, Michael Ehrlich, Dee Chabot, and Ronald Kitchell that
they should “"release" their spouse to other member(s) of the
congregation; by telling Plaintiffs Michael Ehrlich, Dee Chabot,
and Ronald Kitchell that their failure to "release" their spouse
to spiritual connections with other members of the congregation
meant they were possessed by demonic spirits, and by failing to
intervene and help restore marital harmony, parent-child
relationships and the loss of love, guidance, and companionship.
These Defendants did intentionally, recklessly, and/or
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negligently commit acts and/or omissions which constituted the

tort of counselor malpractice.

17.6 As a direct and proximate result of Defendant’s

malpractice, each Plaintiff has sustained severe pain and

suffering.
XVIII. THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION: NEGLIGENT COUNSELING
18.1 Plaintiff incorporates by reference each and every

allegation as set forth in paragraphs I through XVII.

18.2 Defendants held themselves out to Plaintiffs as
being capable of performing family counseling, marital counseling
and spiritual counseling, which requires the skill of a person
competent to counsel the Plaintiffs in their respective needs.

18.3 Defendants were negligent in counseling Plaintiffs
in that Defendants failed to exercise or possess that degree of
skill, care, and learning ordinarily exercised or possessed by
the average qualified counselor, taking into account the existing
state of knowledge and practice in the field of clergy, marital
counseling, and other counseling professions. Defendants
negligently violated the duty of care as a counselor by either
having sexual contact with Plaintiffs or entering into “spiritual
connections" with Plaintiffs or failing to assist Plaintiffs in
restoring marital harmony, family harmony, preventing loss of
consortium between spouses, putting an end to the destruction of
the parent-child relationship and ending the loss of guidance,
love, support and companionship suffered by minor-Plaintiffs.

18.4 As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’
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negligent counseling, each Plaintiff sustained severe pain and

suffering.
XIX. FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION:
PASTORAL AND MINISTERIAL MALPRACTICE
19.1 Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each and every

allegation as set forth in paragraphs I through XVIII.

19.2 Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training
Center, and its agents by and through it pastor and president,
Defendant Donald Lee Barnett, intentionally, recklessly, and/or
negligently failed to exercise that degree of care, skill,
diligence and knowledge commonly possessed and exercised by a
reasonable, careful and prudent pastor/minister 1in this
jurisdiction. This intentional, reckless, negligent act and/or
omission <constitutes the tort of pastoral/ministerial
malpractice.

19.3 Defendants 1intentionally, recklessly, and/or
negligently failed to exercise that degree of care, skill,
diligence and knowledge commonly possessed and exercised by a
reasonable, careful and prudent minister in this jurisdiction.
This intentional, reckless, negligent act and/or omission
constitutes the tort of pastoral/ministerial malpractice.

19.4 As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’
negligent counseling, each Plaintiff sustained severe pain and
suffering.

. F H CAUSE OF ACTION: SEXUAL ASSAUL ND BA Y

20.1 Plaintiff Sandy Ehrlich incorporates by reference
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each and every allegation as set forth in paragraphs I through
XIX. The offensive sexual contact and touching by Defendant,
Ralph Alskog, against the will and body of Plaintiff, Sandy
Ehrlich, resulted in personal injuries to her and constitutes the
torts of assault, battery and false imprisonment.

20.2 Plaintiff, Sybil Lemke, incorporates by reference
each and every allegation as set forth in paragraphs I through
XIX. The offensive sexual contact and touching by Defendant,
Robert Howerton, against the will and body of Plaintiff, Sybil
Lemke, resulted in personal injuries to her and constituted the
torts of assault, battery and false imprisonment.

XXI. SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION: DEFAMATION

21.1 Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each and every
allegation set forth in paragraphs I through XX.

21.2 As a direct and proximate result of acts and/or
omissions of Defendants 1in making disparaging and false
statements publicly regarding respective Plaintiffs, each and
every Plaintiffs’ reputation was damages and constitutes the tort
of defamation.

XXII. SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION: LOSS OF CONSORTIUM

22.1 Plaintiffs Sandy and Michael Ehrlich and
Plaintiffs, Catherine and Ronald Kitchell, incorporate by
reference each and every allegation as set forth in paragraphs I
through XXI.

22.2 As a direct and proximate result of the acts
and/or omissions of Defendants, Plaintiffs Michael Ehrlich and
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Ronald Kitchell have suffered a loss of consortium, including
without limitation thereto, the loss of love, affections, care,
services, companionship and society of their wife, Sandy Ehrlich
and Catherine Kitchell, respectively.

22.3 As a direct and proximate result of the acts
and/or omissions of Defendants, Plaintiffs Sandy Ehrlich and
Catherine Kitchell, have suffered a loss of consortium, including
without limitation thereto, the loss of love, affections, care,
services, companionship and society of their husband, Michael
Ehrlich and Ronald Kitchell, respectively.

XXIIT, EIGHTH CAUSE OF ACTION:
DESTRUCTION OF PARENT-CHILD RELATIONSHIP

23.1 Plaintiffs Larry Lemke, Dee Chabot, Catherine and
Ronald Kitchell, incorporate by reference each and every
allegation as set forth in paragraphs I through XXII.

23.2 As a direct and proximate result of the acts
and/or omissions of Defendants, Plaintiffs, Larry Lemke, Dee
Chabot, and Catherine and Ronald Kitchell, suffered the loss of
love and companionship and injury to and destruction of the
parent-child relationship.

XXIV. NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION:
CHILDREN'S LOSS OF CONSORTIUM

24.1 Plaintiffs Sybil Lemke, Shawna Michelle Cabot,
Michael Grant Chabot, Nicholas Sterling Chabot, and Wendy
Kitchell, minors, incorporate by reference each and every
allegation contained in paragraphs I through XXIII.
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24.2 As a direct and proximate result of the acts
and/or omissions of Defendants, Plaintiffs Sybil Lemke, Shawna
Michelle Chabot, Michael Grant Chabot, Nicholas Sterling Chabot,
and Wendy Kitchell, minors, suffered the loss of love, care,
companionship, and guidance of their respective Plaintiff-parent.

V. CAUSE OF AC : _WRONGFUL DISF SHI

25.1 Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each and every
allegation contained in paragraphs I through XXIV.

25.2 Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training
Center, by and through its pastor and president, Donald Lee
Barnett, had knowledge of Defendant’s conduct towards Plaintiffs
and failed to take corrective actions, sanctions, preventative
measures, or in any way to prevent Plaintiffs from being
disfellowshipped.

25.3 Plaintiffs’ questioning and/or challenging the
"spiritual connections" doctrine and practices of Defendant,
Community Chapel and Bible Training Center, by and through its
pastor and president, Defendant Donald Lee Barnett, led to their
disfellowshipment from Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible
Training Center.

25.4 As a direct and proximate result of being
"disfellowshipped” from Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible
Training Center, Plaintiffs were ostracized from their peers,
barred from attending church services, members of the
congregation were directed not to have further contact with
respective Plaintiffs, and endured severe pain and suffering.
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25.5 As a further direct and proximate result of
Plaintiff’s wrongful disfellowshipment, each of the Plaintiffs
have been shunned by members of the Community Chapel and Bible
Training Center, lost their jobs, have been greatly humiliated,
lost their friends, shamed, embarrassed and/or endured great
suffering.

XXVI. ELEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION: SEDUCTION OF CHILD

26.1 Plaintiffs, Larry Lemke and Sybil Lemke, minor,
incorporate by reference each and every allegation contained in
paragraphs I through XXV,

26.2 As a direct and proximate result of the offensive
sexual contact and touching by Defendant, Robert Howerton,
against the will and body of Plaintiff, Sybil Lemke, minor, she
suffered personal injuries and this constitutes the tort of
seduction of a child.

WHEREFORE each and every Plaintiff and together pray for
judgment against the Defendants as follows:

1. For general damages already incurred and

future general damages in an amount unknown
but which will be proved at the time of
trial;

2. For medical expenses incurred and for future

medical expenses and other costs, in an
amount unknown which will be proved at the

time of trial.
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3. For loss of wages and earninge which will be

proved at the time of trial;

4. For costs and disbursements;

5. For prejudgment interest;

6. For reasonable attorney fees;

7. For injunctive relief;

8. For such other relief as this court may deem

just and proper in this cause.

WHEREFORE Plaintiffs, Michael and Sandy Ehrlich, and
Plaintiffs Ronald and Catherine Kitchell, further pray for
judgment against Defendants as follows:

10. For loss of consortium;

WHEREFORE Plaintiffs, Larry Lemke, Dee Chabot and Ronald and
Catherine Kitchell, further pray for judgment against the
Defendants as follows:

11. For loss of parent-child relationship;

WHEREFORE Plaintiffs Sybil Lemke, Shawna Michelle Chabot,
Michael Grant Chabot, Nicholas Sterling Chabot, and Wendy
Kitchell, minors, further pray for judgment against the
Defendants as follows:

12. For loss of parental consortium, love,

support, guidance and companionship.

DATED THIS 3 " day of March, 1988.

D READ, P.S.

Richard H. Adler
Attorney for Plaintiffs
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JUDGE GARY LITTLE

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WAﬁ;} T oo
King e e ",
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING COUNT llﬁ
Mg g i

KATHY LEE BUTLER et vir., 819 Qﬁ

et . al .y NO . %&&

Plaintiffs,
vs'

DONALD LEE BARNETT et ux,
et al.,

Defendants.

SANDY EHRLICH and MICHAEL EHRL
wife and husband; LARRY LEMKE,
parent; LARRY LEMKE, Guardian
Litem on behalf of SYBIL N. LE
a minor; DEE CHABOT, parent;
Guardian ad Litem on behalf of
SHAWNA MICHELLE CHABOT, MICHAE
GRANT CHABOT, NICHOLAS STERLIN

ICH,
ad
MKE,

L
G

- 11961 i
DECLARATION Amﬁﬂg
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT
OF MOTION TO JOIN . :
PLAINTIFFS

—_—
~N

CHABOT, minors; CATHERINE KITCHELL

and RONALD KITCHELL, wife and husband;
CATHERINE KITCHELL, Guardian ad Litem
on behalf of WENDY KITCHELL, a minor,
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Plaintiffs,
vs.

RALPH ALSKOG and ROSEMARY ALSK

husband and wife; ROBERT HOWERTON and
JANE DOE HOWERTON, husband and wife;

DONALD LEE BARNETT and BARBARA

BARNETT, husband and wife; COMMUNITY

0G,

CHAPEL AND BIBLE TRAINING CENTER,
Washington Corporation; "JOHN DOES"

1-4 and "JANE DOES" 1-4, husbands and

wives; FIRST DOE CORPORATION;
FIRST DOE PARTNERSHIP,

Defendants.

and

a
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DECLARATION AND MEMORANDUM
IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO
JOIN PLAINTIFFS
(c:ccbtelb/jao)

LAW OFFICES OF
ADLER, GIERSCH AND READ, P.S.
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RICHARD H. ADLER declares and says:

I am the counsel of record for Plaintiffs.

I am seeking an order joining Catherine and Ronald Kitchell,
wife and husband, and their minor child, Wendy Kitchell, as
additional Plaintiffs to the above-entitled action.

All counsel contemplated the issue of adding parties to this
cause. In fact, an Agreed Order for Pretrial Discovery was
entered with this court on February 16, 1988, and provided a cut
off date of March 8, 1988 for "joinder of additional parties."

Civil Rule 20(a) provides:

All persons may join in one action as Plaintiffs if

they assert any right to relief jointly, severally, or

in the alternative in respect of or arising out of the

same transaction occurrence, or series of transactions

or occurrences and if any question of law or fact

common to all of these persons will arise in the

action.

Plaintiffs, Catherine and Ronald Kitchell and their child,
Wendy Kitchell, seek permission to join as Plaintiffs because
they have endured enormous emotional pain and suffering caused by
the actions of Defendants Community Chapel and Bible Training
Center and its pastor and president, Donald Lee Barnett.

The basis of the Kitchells' 1lawsuit mirrors that of
Plaintiffs Michael and Sandra Ehrlich, Larry Lemke, Sybil Lemke,
minor, Dee Chabot and her three children, Shawna, Michael and
Nicholas Chabot, i.e., all claims involve Pastor Donald Barnett
and agents of the Community Chapel and Bible Training Center who
have encouraged members of its congregation to form intimate
attachment with members of the opposite sex as part of regular

DECLARATION AND MEMORANDUM
IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO

_a_ LAW OFFICES OF
JOIN PLAINTIFFS 2 ADLER, GIERSCH AND READ, P.S.
(c:ccbtclb/jao) 1621 SMITH TOWER
SEATTLE, WA 98104
(206) 6824267
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ervices at the Defendant church. These intimate attachments are
encouraged with persons other than the spouse of the members.
These intimate attachments have been dubbed a revelation known as
“spiritual connections."

These "spiritual connections" have led to Plaintiffs claim
of family disharmony, marital instability, dissolution of
marriages, sexual involvement, attempted suicides, loss of
consortium, destruction of the parent-child relationship, loss of
guidance, support, love and companionship for children.

Joining Plaintiffs-Kitchells to this lawsuit will avoid
unnecessary duplication of lay and expert testimony. Also,

joinder of Plaintiffs will save the Court time and money i.e., so

that similar questions of law and fact arising from a series of
occurrences surrounding the Community Chapel and Bible Training
Center and directly affecting each Plaintiff can be tried
together.

There is no prejudice to the Defendants because (1) a
structured discovery timetable has been set; (2) the new
Plaintiffs can comply with all Defendant requests without
modifying said discovery timetable; (3) no new Defendants are
named; (4) The allegations by the new Plaintiffs involve similar
questions of law and fact of the other named Plaintiffs.

I DECLARE UNDER THE PENALTY OF PERJURY UNDER THE LAWS OF THE
STATE OF WASHINGTON THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT TO THE

BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND ABILITY.

DECLARATION AND MEMORANDUM
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DATED this ZE day of March,

DECLARATION AND MEMORANDUM

IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO

JOIN PLAINTIFFS -4-
(c:ccbteclb/jao)

in Seattle, Washington.

iy

Richard H. Adler

LAW OFFICES OF
ADLER, GIERSCH AND READ, P.S.
1621 S8MITH TOWER
SEATTLE, WA 98104
(206) 6824267
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CERTIFICATE
On this wmm a true and accurate

of the nt to which this certificate .
is ed to LE MESSENGERS, INC. for de- .
livery to the attorneys of record of plaintiff/ GIVIL TRACK |

nt.
I certify under penalty of perjury under the
laws of the State of Washington that the fore-
goln I8 true and correct. CIVIL TRACK I
ATED this /044 day of Z)hezd i ., 1988 8t HONORABLE GARY M. LITTLE
Tacoma, Washington.

“f)”M;Z/xwéﬁﬂ;/L 2L C D
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTOW. ;.° [“;p
NI Lll"ﬂ&,f.:{.‘,"l"z”
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING MARI 3 198 1 Reypg
W
&y 3
KATHY LEE BUTLER, et vir., et al., 7//‘5;;'1;;/»: e
A
) v[}!;k

{Consolidated)
VS. 2
DEFENDANTS ALSKOG'S REPLY
BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF MOTION
TO SEVER

DONALD LEE BARNETT, et ux., et al.,

Defendants.

SANDY EHRLICH, et vir., et al.,
Plaintiffs,
vS.
RALPH ALSKOG, et ux., et al.,

Defendants.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

COME NOW the Defendants, RALPH and ROSEMARY ALSKOG, by and
through their attorneys of record, and submit the following Reply
Brief in support of their Motion to Sever.

I. ARGUMENT

Cases cited by Plaintiffs in support of joinder of the

actions in this case state that joinder is appropriate to avoid

multiplicity of suits in litigation between the same parties

arising out of the same transaction. (Emphasis added). See,

e.g., Longenecker v. Brommer, 59 Wn.2d 552, 564, 368 P.2d 900

Defendants' Reply Brief ~-1-
mat(MWsS:20, A.1/.5)
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(1962); Labor & Industries v. Kennewick, 31 Wn. App. 777, 781, 644

P.2d 1196 (1982). This is not the situation here. The present
lawsuit involves neither the same parties nor the same transaction.
Only one Plaintiff and her husband have sued Defendants ALSKOG in
this multiple claim lawsuit. Further, the allegations against
Defendants ALSKOG do not arise out of the same transaction or
occurrence as the claims against any of the other Defendants. It

is apparent from the Complaint filed in the Ehrlich v. Alskog case

that all the allegations against the Defendants involve entirely
separate occurrences, each consisting of its own unique facts.

According to the longstanding case law of Williams v.

Maslan, 92 Wn. 616, 620-21 (1937), even if joinder would avoid
multiplicity of actions, joinder is not proper where the plaintiffs
are attempting to try wholly independent actions. As explained by

the court in Williams, supra, similarity between claims is insuf-

ficient for joinder; joinder is proper only where the alleged right
to recover arises from the same set of facts.

The alleged right to recover against Defendants ALSKOG
does not arise from the same set of facts as those facts set forth
in the claims against the other Defendants. The facts alleged do
not describe events that could be considered arising from a single
event or set of circumstances. Rather, the Complaint describes
alleged events that occurred between different Defendants and dif-
ferent Plaintiffs, at different times, and under different
circumstances.

Defendants' Reply Brief -2-
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Plaintiffs cite Mangham v. Gold Seal Chinchillas, Inc., 69

Wn.2d 37, 416 P.2d 680 (1966) for the position that the actions
should be joined. That case, however, is not on point. Mangham,
supra, was a case involving fraud in the sale of chinchillas. The
facts in each case were essentially the same. All the sales were
made by salesmen who used the same brochure and sales presentation
in each case to obtain the sales. The alleged representations and
warrantees regarding the chinchillas were the same, and the same
contract was signed in each case.

In sharp contrast, in the present case the alleged inci-
dences are vastly different. The Complaint clearly illustrates
that the different claims involve alleged incidences that differ
greatly from each other. A review of the facts set forth in ths
Complaint confirms the conclusion that the factual issues unique to
each claim strongly predominate over any facts alleged by
Plaintiffs to be in common.

Plaintiffs argue that there will be similar witnesses and,
therefore, judicial economy would be served by consolidation.
Judicial economy, however, does not justify substantive prejudice
to the Defendants. For instance, in the vast asbestos litigation,
the experts and fact witnesses on each side are frequently the same
in case after case, but the medical evidence as to the nature and
cause of each plaintiff's medical problem is necessarily always
unique. For this reason, the cases are universally tried separa-
tely for each plaintiff. Here, the same result should occur for
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even better reasons. Not only would each witness's testimony as to
the nature and cause of each Plaintiff's alleged injury be dif-
ferent in each case but, unlike the ashestos litigation, the testi-
mony and evidence as to alleged liability will also be different.
Furthermore, very little judicial economy will bhe realized by con-
solidation here. While the Plaintiffs may consult the same experts
on the cases, they will not be giving repetitious testimony in the
cases, but very different testimony based upon different facts,
unigque to each claim. Thus, if the case against Defendants ALSKOG
is separated, the testimony of the witnesses should be considerably
shorter. Separate trials would be much less confusing to the jury
and would not be contaminated by prejudicial evidence regarding
separate incidences. It would be most appropriate, therefore, for
the Court to sever the cases under CR 20(b), CR 21, and CR 42(b) to

avoid substantial prejudice to Defendants ALSKOG.

% x Kk kx *x *k k Kk *
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ITI., CONCLUSIGN

The claim against Defendants ALSKOG should be severed from
this action because the cases involve separate and distinct inci-
dences, and because any effort to try them together would result in
substantial prejudice to said Defendants.

DATED this lﬁj{é? day of March, 1988.

ROSENOW, HALE & JOHNSON

G. ROSENOW

BY: 2o
MA%ILYN %V. SCHULTHEIS

Of Attorneys for Defendants, ALSKOG
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHI‘:EQ& ~.
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING WCPW DR
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KATHY LEE BUTLER, et vir., et al., e
No. 86-2-18176-8 =%, =~
(Consolidated) “““”ad;*
o
DEFENDANT BARNETTS' RESPONSE
BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT
ALSKOGS' MOTION FOR SEPARATE
TRIAL AND IN OPPOSITION TO
PLAINTIFFS MOTION FOR JOINDER

Plaintiffs,
v.

DONALD LEE BARNETT, et ux.,
et al.,

Defendants.

SANDY EHRLICH, et vir., et al.,
Plaintiffs,
V.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
;
RALPH ALSKOG, et ux., et al., )
)
)

Defendants.

COMES NOW DEFENDANTS!', Don and Barbara Barnett, through
their undersigned counsel to join and in support of defendants
Alskogs' motion for separate trial and submit the following
memorandum of points and authorities.

I. FACT AND PROCEDURE

The above entitled cause of action consists of various
claims made by each of the plaintiffs against different
defendants. Plaintiffs Ehlrich have made claims for the alleged
sexual relationship between Sandy Ehlrich and defendant, Ralph
Alskog. Plaintiffs ILemke have made claims for the alleged
activity of defendant, Robert Howerton. Plaintiff Reynolds has

BARNETTS' RESPONSE BRIEF
AND BRIEF IN OPPOSITION : 1




made claims for the alleged sexual relationship between Kathryn

1

2 Reynolds and defendant, Scott Hartley. Plaintiffs Chabot have
3 made claims based upon the breakup of the marriage between Dee
4 | Chabot and Michael Chabot. Plaintiffs Butler have made claims
5 based upon the alleged activity of Don Barnett, Brown and Hall.

6 § In addition, plaintiffs have alleged causes of action
7 against Community Chapel and Bible Training Center, and Don and
8 Barbara Barnett claiming that spiritual teachings and practices
9 led to the aforementioned claims.

10 Plaintiffs have now moved this court to allow them to amend
1 | to add additional plaintiffs. Catherine and Ron Kitchell and
12 their children wish to join adding claims based upon marital
13 disharmony.

14 é Defendants Barnett now join defendant Alskog's request for a
15 g separate trial and oppose plaintiffs motion to add plaintiffs on
16 | the basis that a joinder and consolidated trial would prejudice
17 defendant Barnetts!' ability to effectively defend against each
18 independent claim.

19 II. LAW AND ARGUMENT
20 A. Separate Trials
21 Separate trials are proper to prevent delay or prejudice.
2 CR 20 (b). "The right to order separate trials is a matter of
03 | discretion vested in the trial court by the rules." Maki v,
24 § Aluminum Bldg. Products, 73 Wn. 2d 23, 25, 436 P.2d 186 (1968).
o5 Claims have been made against defendants Barnett based upon
26 the spiritual teachings of Don Barnett and upon their alleged
07 responsibility for the acts of the various defendants. Each of
28 the alleged claims arise out of separate occurrences. Plaintiffs
09 | have urged this court that the claims based upon the spiritual
20 i teachings of Don Barnett link the other alleged claims. At best,
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this indicates similarity. It does not lead to the conclusion

1

) that the occurrences were the same. Williams v, Maslan, 192 Wn
3 616, 74 P.2d 217 (1937).

4 | Defendants Barnett have defenses arising from the religious
5 f teachings claims which are similar. However, the Barnetts must
6 also defend upon claims that they are vicariously responsible for
7 each of the independent occurrences. Each of these defenses is
g | separate and specific to the claims against each other defendant.
9 | Separate trials are necessary to allow defendants Barnett an
10 opportunity to fairly present each of these defenses.
11 A consolidated trial subjects the Barnetts to self-apparent
12 prejudice. The Barnetts have a right to defend each claim
13 against the other defendants as well as the claims against them.
14 The multiplicity of claims would complicate the presentation of
15 the Barnetts' defense before a jury. There is a risk that
16 independent defenses against each isolated occurrence would be
17 disregarded.
18 B. JOINDER
19 Joinder is proper only if the parties wishing to join assert
20 claims arising out of the same transaction, occurrence, or series
21 of transactions or occurrences and there are material questions
22 of law or fact in common. CR 20 (a). The Kitchells do not
23 allege claims arising out of the same transaction, occurrence, or
24 series of occurrences alleged by any of the other defendants.
25 They allege generally that the spiritual teachings of Don Barnett
26 adversely affected them. However, the alleged problems which
07 they experienced are separate from the alleged problems of the
28 other parties to this action. The Kitchells do not state
29 allegations against many of the other defendants nor do they
30 allege specific activities which relate to the activities alleged
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in the claims of other plaintiffs. Consequently, the Kitchells
have failed to meet the first requirement for joinder. They have
failed to allege claims arising out of the same transaction,
occurrence, or series of occurrences. See, Williams v, Maslan,
192 Wn. 616, 74 P.2d 217 (1937).

Further, parties may be added only upon such terms as are
just. CR 21. As stated herein, the multiplicity of claims in
this action prejudices the Barnetts ability to fairly present
defenses which apply separately to each claim. The jecinder of
additional parties at this stage would cause further prejudice to
the Barnetts defense.

III. CONCLUSION

The Barnetts are forced to defend alleged claims based upon
the spiritual teachings of Don Barnett. Additionally, the
Barnetts must defend against the separate acts of the other
defendants. These defenses could not be fairly presented should
the Barnetts be forced to defend additional claims which do not
arise out of the claims made by present parties to the above
entitled cause of action or defend a multiplicity of distinct
claims in a single trial.

DATED this Z#7"day of March, 198s.

EVANS CRAVEN & LACKIE

By :7321A/ Z;}7u¢4/¢ﬂ44%91,/

TIM DONALDSON
Attorney for defendants'
Barnett
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GIVIL TRACK 1 CIVIL TRACK 1

HONORABLE GARY M. LITTLE

Fy,

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WAséfﬁGmoN o
p - Y,
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING /fMo g,
4 Q 7 iy
KATHY LEE BUTLER, et vir., iy

NO. 86-2 18176“@%, “
Plaintiffs, (Coasolidated) q%h
PLAINTIFF'S SUPPLEMENTAL
BRIEF IN OPPOSITION TO
DEFENDANT ALSKOG'S MOTION
FOR SEPARATE TRIAL

vs.

DONALD LEE BARNETT et ux.,
et al.,

Defendants.

SANDY EHRLICH, et vir., et al.,
Plaintiffs,
vs.
RALPH ALSKOG, et ux., et al.,

Defendants.
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COMES NOW the Plaintiffs, Sandy and Michael Ehrlich, by and
through their attorneys of record, and submit the following
Supplemental Brief in Opposition to Defendant Alskog’s Motion for
a Separate Trial.

I.

Defense counsel mischaracterizes case law cited 1in
Plaintiffs’ Brief in Opposition to Separate Trials. Plaintiffs
cited cases which considered the purpose and public policy in the
enactment of CR 20(a). Longnecker v. Brommer, 59 Wn.2d 552

(1962) and Department of Labor & Industries v. Kennewick, 31

PLAINTIFFS SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF
IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT ALSKOG'S

MOTION FOR SEPARATE TRIAL - Page 1 ADLER, GIERSCH AND R
(ccbtc:ccbtcle/jao) 1621 SMITH TOWER

SEATTLE, WA 98104
(206) 6824267
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Wn.App.777 (1982), rev'd on other grounds 99 Wn.2d 225 (1983),

P

are representative of case law in this state which finds the
purpose of joinder is to avoid multiplicity of suits and waste of
judicial resources. Despite defense counsel’s assertion, neither
of these cases hold that joinder is only appropriate when suits
involve the same Plaintiffs, with claims for relief arising out
of the same transaction. Such an analysis would clearly be in

contravention of the more liberal criteria provided for in CR

O© O ~N oo U Hh W N

20(a), which 1includes actions that arise out of the same

—
o

occurrence or series of occurrences or transactions, and that

P
P

involve common questions of fact or law. Plaintiffs’

—
[\V]

consolidated claims easily satisfy these requirements.

—t
W

Plaintiffs’ claims clearly arise out of the same occurrences

—
<Y

or set of <circumstances. These common occurrences or

—t
W

circumstances are the history and development of CCBTC’s

—
o

institutions and practices as dictated by and enforced by the

ot
=~

official agents of the Church. Teachings and practices,

—t
o]

including *“spiritual connections" and “"demonology", were

e
O

presented to the Church membership, including Plaintiffs, as

[\
o

revelations from God and the “"only truth". The Church’s

\S)
—t

officials created a structure for the practice of "spiritual

[\
N

connections" and "“demonology" which reinforced this theology.

N
W

See Attachment A. Church members, including the Plaintiffs, were

[\
S

taught not to trust any information or value that did not

N
U

originate with CCBTC or its official agents. The Church trained

N
(=)}

its own pastors, elders, teachers, and counselors and then gave

N
~J

PLAINTIFFS SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF
IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT ALSKOG'’S
MOTION FOR SEPARATE TRIAL - Page 2 ADLER, GIERSCH AND READ., P.S.
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them positions of power over other church members, including the
Plaintiffs. Strict adherence to the Church’s teachings and
practices was achieved through intimidation and fear of being
publicly humiliated, disfellowshipped from the Church, and cut

off from one’s own family and friends. See Attachment A.

It is these "series of occurrences" or circumstances which
created the "window of opportunity" for Ralph Alskog and the
other named Defendants to use their position and power and the
teachings and practices of the Church to sexually exploit and
abuse the Plaintiffs in this action. It is clear that the
teachings and practices of CCBTC and its officials are key and
integral to all of Plaintiffs’ claims for relief. This fact
pattern common to all of Plaintiffs’ claims negates defense
counsel’s characterization that Plantiffs’ claims are "wholly
independent actions."”

In their reply brief, defense counsel attempts to refute
Plaintiffs’ assertion that Mangham v. Gold Seal Chinchillas, Inc.
69 Wn. 2d 37 (1960) is on point. Defense counsel distinguishes
Mangham from the present case, in that the salesmen in Mangham
all use the same brochure, sales presentation and warranties in

each instance to obtain a sale, and that the same contract was

signed in each case. Despite defense counsel’s assertion,
Mangham is analogous to the present case. "Sales pitches",

"representations", and "warranties" were in fact made by all of
the named Defendants in this case. All of their statement and
actions were based on the theological teachings, rhetoric and

PLAINTIFFS SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF
IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT ALSKOG'’S

MOTION FOR SEPARATE TRIAL - Page 3 ADLER, GIERSOLI AND READ, P.S.
(ccbtciccbtcecle/jao) 1621 SMITH TOWER
SEATTLE, WA 98104
(206) 6824267




practices of the Church. They all used the teachings and

[

practices associated with ‘"spiritual connections” and
disfellowment to cloak their actions. The fact that these common

teachings and practices were the touch stone for Alskog’s and the

other Defendants’ injurious actions is clearly analogous to the
sales pitch, representations and warranties made in Mangham.

Furthermore, as in Mangham, the fact that CCBTC was the source of

|

authority for these representations and practices, is sufficient

O 0O N & U b W N

to show a "series of transactions"and satisfy the first prong of

10 CR 20(a).
1 Plaintiffs acknowledge that detailed evidence as to facts
12

relating to each alleged incident must be proven separately at

p—
W

trial; but it is also clear that the spiritual teachings and

[
N

practices of CCBTC and its official agents sets the stage for

15 each abusive act alleged by Plaintiffs.
16 Liability and damages experts and lay witnesses will address
17 these common issues of fact and law. To require separate trials
18 will definitely result in duplicitas testimony and waste of
19 judicial resources. In Brown v. General Motors Corp. 67 Wn.2d
20 278, 282 (1965), the court stated that:
21 Piecemeal litigation is not to be encouraged,
22 particularly in field of personal injury
23 litigation where 1issues and evidence of
24 liability and damages are generally
25 interwoven, separation of these may be deemed
26 proper where issues of liability and damages
27
28| PLAINTIFFS SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF ’
MOTION FOR SEPARATE TRIAL - Page 4 Ao qNommesor
(ccbtc:cecbtcle/jao) 1621 SMITH TOWER
¥ 00 6a24267
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! are singularly distinct and these 1is

2 possibility of substantial saving in trial

3 time, expense, convenience, with no prejudice

4 to other party being shown.

5 Defense counsel appears to be in agreement that all of the
6 Plaintiffs assert claims which involve common questions of fact
7 and law, thus satisfying the second requirement of CR 20 (a) for
8 joinder of actions.

9 Lastly, Defense counsel urges separate trials to avoid
10 prejudice to their «client. Given the multitude of common
1 guestions of fact and law in this case, ordering a separate trial
12 is a draconian response to defense counsels concern. CR 20 (a)
13 provides the court with an adeguate mechanism for avoiding any
14 potential prejudice to Defendant Alskog, such as reviewing
15 motions in limine and limiting instructions to the jury as the
16 case proceeds.

17 IT1.

18 Plaintiff Ehrlich respectfully requests that the Defendant
19 Alskog’s Motion to Sever be denied and the trials proceed as
20 previously consolidated by the court.
21
22
23
24

25

26
27

2g|| PLAINTIFFS SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF ,

MOTION FOR SEPARATE TRIAL - Page 5 porem ayomessor
(ccbtc:ccbtcle/jao) 1621 SMITH TOWER
o0y saaazer
92 i n




1 DATED this day of March, 1988,
2
Respectfully submitted,
3 ADLER, GIERSCH AND READ, P.S.
4
; AN S
6 Margaret IN/Ennis
Atto¥yney for Plaintiffs
7
8
Q g
9 Richard H. Adler
Attorney for Plaintiffs
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28 PLAINTIFFS SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF
IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT ALSKOG'’S LAW OFFICES OF
MOTION FOR SEPARATE TRIAL - Page 6 ADLER, GIERSCH AND READ, P.S.
(CCth:CCthlE/JaO) 1621 SMITH TOWER
: SEATTLE, WA 98104
(206) 6624267
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Community Chapel & Bible Training Center

18635 Bth Avenue South, Seattle, Washingion 98148 Phone (2063 431.3100
Fastor Donald Lee Barnett Sanciuary lexated at First Avenue South and South 192nd

March 4, 1988

NDonald Barnett
416 S.W. 192nd
Seattle, WA 98166

Dear NDon,

I'm writing to you as your counsclor and brotlier in the Lord who totallvy

loves you and whose heart's desire is to see the will of Cod come to pass in
your life.

In the past six months I have written many letters to you regarding vour decep
fears--fears of inadequacy, fears of disapproval, fears of rejection--all the deep
fears and dreads that you have, and the intricate webs of self-protection and self-
justifications that cover these fears. T am grateful vou have read these letters
and T hope vou still have them to read in the future. 1 have explained to vou the
many varied manifestations of these selfl-protective wavs that vou have used, and
how they operate in vour life, such as vour preaching in vour self-interest against
vour wife and elders and others, the hlame, the control, the self pity, and so on.

You also agreced with me that the defensiveness and self-justifying and con-
trolling was sin. You have preached and taught this to this church for manv vears.
I have asked you not to defend and justify vourself to the board of elders during
the meetings over the past several weeks. You have told me that vou could not
stop the self-defense in any way, and the reason vou gave to me many times was that
"vou are too afraid." 1 couldcite the specific letters and dates as well as the
counseling sessions that 1 have spoken with you about these things. Tt has been
the main thrust of my counseling to vou.

You have admitted to me at our Januarv 28, 1988, meeting at your house that
vou knew vou should release these self-protections but that vou could not becausc
the fear and terror was too great. You also agreed with me that the defensivencss
and self-justifving and controlling was sin. You have preached and taught this
te this cirirch for many years,

The tast «ix months have represented a window of cpportunity for you due
to the heavy presence of fear in vour 1ife. The pending court cases, the situation
willh vour wife and the state of the church have heen instrumental in inciting the
fear that has haunted you. But I feel that the Sunday, February 28, 1988, scrmon
has coaused that window to shut tightly. VYour public defiance of a lawful and
Scripturally rcasonable request by the Senior Elders recarding vour fellowshipping
with women other than your wife has caused a revitalization of control of selfl
in vour life as never before. As a consequence the avenues remaining for the
Spirit of the Lord to speak truth to your heart at this point and time in vour
life: have, 1'm sorry to say, disappeared. Yen have adamantly and publicly stated
that the coutrol of selfl will reign in vour 1ife which hy principle totallv displaces
the rule of Cod in your life.

Non-denominational Church lible Collrge Christian School Publications



Donald Barnett ﬂ (2) wmrc]. 4, 1948

As a consequence, the road ahead of you will be treacherous beyond measure.
Your ability to find the strength of God to overcome sin in your life has vanished
as God has no access to control. I am now absolutely certain that you must be
separated from your ministry to save your soul. 1 wrote this to you in a lelter
in August, 1987, that you tearfully agreed with. 1 also reiterated this in my
letter of February 2, 1988, in which I stated that God would not allow you to use
your office as pastor as a personal covering and that at some point and time that
office must go so the only true covering (that is Jesus Christ) could be yours.

It is now also imperative that you be removed from fellowship from this church
as well as all churches that fear God. The lies and distortions that were raised
in your Sunday, February 28, 1988, sermon were painfully evident to many and beg
for reasonable refutation in the minds of those that were so confused by it. The
result is that you have publicly excecded the Scriptural and traditional grounds
for disfellowship. 1T have personally recomnended this action to the Senfor Elders
and the entire board of Elders as an act of mercy for your own soul and as an act
of responsibility to God and lils people. 1t was pointless for me to warn you of
such after your Sunday sermon and given the former construction of the church bylaws.
I know at this point in time, there is no turning back for you. Your repeated
public declaration that "self" will reign in control has set you up that the Rock
must now fall on you since you have refused to fall on Him.

I plan to remain prepared to help counsel you in the future to find true
redemption by way of the Blood of Christ and the truth of the crucificd life.
|1 truly long for the day of your true deliverance and restoration by His grace.
No individual has ever impacted my life for Cod and the truth more than vyou,

I will always love you.
f_/vc[u/(/‘ 7//(‘?4 _.t.:'((.

David Motherwell



Gonmunity Chapel & Bible Training Center

1835 M Avenue South, Seattle, Wastungpon 9148 Plane 1206) 431 3100
faston Donald Lee Barnett Sandtuaty he oted ab Fost Avenoe South and South 1920d

Morch 4, 1904

Doear Pastor Don,

It is wilh deep sorrow in our heorts thot we send you this
fetlter. No other man hos brought more benefit to us {n God Lhon you
have, We all commend you and will fornver be groteful to you for your
wany yrars of excellent and sacrificial Chrigstion ministry to ecoch of
uG.

The elders {(not including the senior elders) voted unonimnusly to
pul you oul of Lhe church, and made that recommendotion Lo the <4enior
vhinrs whn wil) themselves vole and act on it The focts requiring
this action are so overwhelming Lhot we hod no other option. Every man
nre the canmitice diligently analyzed the focts of your case in light
af Lthe Sceriplures on exccommunication, and Lthe reosons for
distellowshipping stoted in our bLy-lows, and the January 16, 1407,
Counseling Cenler memo on the subject. We Tound at leasl eight reasons
sltated plainly in bthe Oible Lhot require us to put you out of Lhe
chorch. Dur church by-laws slote three typicsl reasons for
di<ifollowshipping, eoch une sufficienl hy ilself to put an individual
out, ¢d you quatlify to be disfellowshipped under oll three reosons.,
the January 16, 1907, Counseling Cenler wmomo on the subject sthiows that
ynuy nqualify to be th sfellowshippad on o duzen different grounds. Don,
wir gincerely woorched our heorts Lo see if there was ony less severe

acltiecn Lhol we could reasonably laoke., We are very sorry, but to e man
w2 Found no atternative., ’

This Jetler is to inform yoo of the main reasons why we Llook this
aclion, We helincve these reasons are consistent with the Scriptures
Al Lhe disfellowshipping policies used by our church for years.
Meparding elders who sin, the tlihle teoches thoet we must show no
partinlily and no favoritism (1 Timothy G:21). Therefoure, we ore
forrned to disfellowship you becouse we hoave put olhers out Tor far
b5 thon whal. you ave being put out fTor.

lollowing is a list of charges agninst you which you have
mimitled to be true, or haove heen proved Lo be true. We have foctual
axuaples of roch of these errors (in some cases very long lists of
fhem), bt we will not include the specifications under each charge.
Hatfice it 1o say that it has been proved to us thet you are guilty of
all these thinpgs and more.

1 fefusol to bhoor heortfel! appeols ond loving reproof from the

Towse s Lo Lhe higheslt levels

Hatihew 13:15-17 "Noreover if Lhy brother shall Llrespass
against Lheo, go and Lell him bHis Taoult belween Lthee ond him
alnne: if he shall hear thee, Lhou hast pgnined thy Lrother.
InL if he will not heoar Lhee, Lhin taoke with thee one or two
more, that in the moulh of twe or three witnesses every word
may be estalbilished. If be noplent Lo bhear them, tell it unto
the chuarch: but i he neplect Lo hear the church, let him be
unta Lhee an on heathien ron ano o publican.”

1

“ooay dennnn i ot Chiuee bt Lable Callege Chinshan Schoo! Publications




Jo Minuse of pasloral aulbhority in many woys.
d. Nebellion agoinst Seriptural aulhnrily.
! Peter 5:%  "Likewise ye younger, submil yourselves unlo Lhe
elder. Yea, all of ynu be subject lo another, and be clothed
wilth hunility for God ruesisteth the proud and giveth groce to
Lhe humhle.” :
A Lylang and dishonesty,
Culossians 3:9 "lLie nol to one annlher, sceing Lhal you hoave

put. Of T Lhe the ald wan with his deeds.”
. Donbinually displayiog on unrepentant, defiont, uncaoperstive
caltitude. '

fi. Hreaking Lhe special stotus you were required to follow by the
soninr elderas. '

? A large numbur of incidents of sexaal misconducl of vorious
types involving many wowmen (includiog numernus odulturies with
several women),

t Corinthians $:11,13 "Nut now 1 haove wrillten unin ynu oot to
keep company, if any man thal is ralled o brother be o
fornicotlor, ar coveltous, or on idolater, or a railer, or a
druynhard, or an extortioner; with such an ane no not to cotl.,
10 Aut them thot ore withoul God judpetlh. Therefore put owoy
from amoung you yourselves bLhal wichked person.”

1. Diminishing Lhe seriounsness of your sins and their damaging
affecls upan other prople.

9. Mental! abuse of your wife.

M. Cousing divivion, cuntrary toe sound doclrine.
flomans 16:17,1 "Now | beseech you brethren, mork Lthem which
cause divisians and offences canlrory to the doclrine which
ye have learned; and avoid them. For they Lthat ore such serve
not our Lord Jdosos Christ, but their own belly; and by good
words and Tair speoeches deceive Lthe hearts of the simple.”

11. Teaching false doctrines and heresies Lo Lhe church.

Titus 3:10,11 "A man that is an heretick after Lhe first and
sacond admonilion reject; kanowing that he that is such is
subvertned, ond sinnnbh, heing condemned of himself.”

17. OfFfending olhers and stumbling them by your sinful heheviar.
¥ Corinthians A8:13 "Whurefore, it meat moke my brother to
offend, [ will eal no Tlesh while Lhe world standeth, lest
make my Drothes fo offend.”

V. Aafusal to Tollow church standards.

2 Thessalonians 3:6,11 "Naw we commoand you brethren, in Lhe
name of the lLord Jesus, Lhat ye withdraw yourselves from ecvery
hrother that walketh disorderly, and nolb atter the trodition
which he rroceived of us. 14 And if any man obey not our word
by Lhis cpistle, nolte that man, and have no company with him
that bre may be ashamed.”

Mony memhers af (he conpregation will fFoel thal disfellowshippiog
the postor is an extrome action, They will wonder why we did this, and
whuelher we had proper grounds. You hove told the conpgregotion Lhot the
efders are acling oul of personal hurt, that they are enocling o power
play, and that they are demonically deccived and molivated. None af
thuse ore Lthe real reasons we did Lhis. fhe real reasons are the
thirteen reasons listed ahove. The elders were not mativaled to do
Lthis becouse of persaonal hurts, We did not toke Lthis aclion as o power
ploay. We did not do this beeause olf demonic ioflunnce, We did it lo
obey the Word of Gnd, 1o trest you willhinat poactiotity, and to
hopefully nause yvou La roecognize Lthe seriondaneasag of your peabileme,



miwrepranontoad oue Leun positton Ly Ltha congraognation, wno
are praviding Lhis to thom,

the Tallowing is a brief synopsis ol the bistory of eveanls that
led Lo Lhis oction, This account reveals soume of Don’s sins,
allitudes, lies, e,

Hevauae yam

1. Nflar

lcarning that Don had been in odultery for six months, Jarry
Zwack

reproved Don many times betwoen bthe fall of 1906 and Lhe
spring of 1907, Don refused to hear Jerry’s reproofs and continued
in odullery during Lhese months ond ofterword.

Lanny Peterson went Lo Don in February of 1987, and worned him for
twar hours os & brother ond a friecnd, Lthat any sexual misconduct he
commiliod waould become public informotion., Women
the Counseling Conter for help after bLeing
conduct wilh them,
doing
in

haod been coming to

stumbled by Don’s sexual

Therefore, Lanny warped him thot what he was

in privale would conlinue to becume known., That very evening

Lhe Friday night service, Don gove a pastoral arder forbidding

pruple wha hod bern wronged from going to eny counselur or elder
aboutl Lthese matters. Instead they were forced to po only to the one
who had wronped them, This was o cover-up altempt to prevent his
awn sins Crom being eoxposed ond to stop Lhose stumbled and hurt by
his own excesses from obtoining Lthe help they needed.

A Bussel)l MacKenzie went to Don one time in June of 1987, regarding

Non "« improper conduct toward women. Russell wept for twenty
minules as Don justified himself and blomed others for his sexual
sins. Don cantinued to commit adultery ofter this reproof.

Geott Hartley and Lanny Peterson went Lo Dun severol Limes between
Moy and August af 1987, attempling Lo counsel him obout his
marriage and personal sexual sins. Jon adamantly refused Lo listen
ta Lhem abioyl his sexuval problems, and insisted they deal
nxclusively with the maorsriage only. However, Borbora hod moved out
tecouse of Don’s adulteries, so it wos impossible to counsel the
marringe without dealing with his sexual sins. Oon refused to hear
reproof, and continuanlly blamed Barbora for his problems.

In Dan’s sermon of February 28, 1988, he attempted to explain
away his many lies with Lhe statement that he did not owe Lanny and
Scotl Lhat informotion and Lhat he wos only talking Lo them about
his marringe nnt his personal life. The truth is that the major
reason for this counseling at all was Don’s ongoing adultery.

Lanny ond Geolt’s first meeting was wilh Don alune on May 27, 1987,
Don had alerrady becn in adullery for six months from April of 1906
until November of 1016 before lhey counseled him. Thot adultery was
broken off by Jerry Zwack. Don hod also been in odultery with
anolher woman, Hn did not odmit to eilher of these adulterous
relalianships uvatil Lhe womaen came Lo the Counseling Center for
helip.
Non’s odullery with the secaond woman had broken off, but in April
of 1987, Due wonl to Hownii with her olone. This was especially
hurttful Lo Harbaro because Don had said thot he wos going to Hawail
with o group. The woman loter confessed Lo repeated odultery with
Pon.

In a lelter dated June 25, 1987, in his own handwriting Don
promised, "0 if 1 still foil, T will cut off all alone time with
ronnections.” Another affair begon in lale June or early July of
1907, and Don did not ploce himself an any Torm of restriction like
he said he would. This new aoffair begon during Lthe the counseling
period’ whon Don’s marriage alune was supposed lo be discussed, and




not his saxuol conduct.,

On June 19, 1907, Narbara laft s letter for Don at tho parvonage
stoting hor ronasnne why she was moving out. His counselors oid not
piublicly stote the resl reason to the church. Rather, they ruoferred
to "certain deliveroances the pastor needed.” Don has complajned
that Barbara’s moving out while he was gone on vacotion wan a
violation of Geripture, and that her counsclors were wrong to allow
it. In reallity, when Barbarae moved out, Don was committing odultery
that very week while on vacotion. ODarbara’s lettor stotes as o
reason for moving out, ... to eliminate the continual devastotion
I experience by belng aware of your actiona.® ‘

Nuring & counsnling session on July 9, 1907, Don said that he did
not nce any reason for Borbora to stuy out there becouse, "I'm
holding the line.” On July 13, 1987, he informed his counselors
that everylhing was 0K and that he had done nothing sexual in e
lung time. lLater, the truth came out that he had commilted adultery
earlier that very day.

On July 27,1987, he said that he was in he best place regarding
saxual areas that he had been in for a year and a half. Dut, Don
tvontinued In adullery wilh the womon he was involved with when
Aarbara moved out. On August 2, 1987, Dun wrote concerning Barbara
that, "I feel like I‘ve been reoady the whole time (ie., to repair
his marriage).” On August 3, 1987, the last woman said, "I can
stil}l feel the demon bhetween us.”

On August 6, 1987, tonny told Don Lhat Barbara had Scriptural
grounds tn divarce him. Don gave him six objections. Lanny told Don
thoat he knew 0lon was practicing odullery. Don got angry and occused
tsnny of being insensitive, etc. Don then argued for twenty minutes
that Narbara had no grounds for moving out of the house.

Nn August 8, 1987, the last woman refusced further adultery with
fion and broke off the affair with Dovid Routherwell’s help. Oon
acausnd this woman of ruining his marriage and said that eventually
she would have to be put out of the church.

Don’s last counseling session with Scott ond Lanny was on August
17, 1987. Tn the meeting, Scott read a transcription of a statement
oboul Barbora from Don’s sermon of August 2, 1987. Don erupted,
called both his counselors names, accused them and walked out.
laoter Lhat day he called the last woman saying "1 really miss you,
you know what T mean.™

Atter o staff meeting in which NDon felt attacked, he wrole in a
tetter to George Dowher, "In nur last staff meeting two accusations
against me were lounched - bhoth blatantly false and very
misvlecading. Dne gave the impression that I sleep with connections
an vacations - I never have. Just setting the record straight with
my music director and friend.” Knowing all that had occurred uvp to
this time, the eldership committee is convinced that this letter
revirals an intent to deceive.

In a letter daled Ocleoboer 28, 1987, Don threatened Barbara, "1IFf
you do not come bock in some reasonable period... I would be
forced... to file for divorce on the grounds of desertion.” 1n
reality, Oarbara has more than sufficient grounds to divorce Don
becouse of his mass of adulteries, while Don has no Scriptural
graoumnds for divaorcing her.

Netween September af 1087 and February of 1980, David Kotherwell
want Lo Non many Limns as hiys counyelor, but Don could not follow
David’s directives.

GSevural membnrs of the congrepation bave pone to Don ahioutl hily



newual prablems and bave oot boen heoed. o some coses thoy were
rethul fod by Don,

7. the senlor elders wrote Don a letler on February 15, 1908, ploacing
him on spectal stotus, on acltion which was based salely on Oon’s
own confessions to the commitiee of elders, not bhased on
Jcusoaliona, Uon refused to hear the senior elders ond openly
deffed them calllng the restrictions legalistic. He told his
covnselor the day he received the letter, "I am not going to
comply

0. The elders, nat including the senior elders, wrote Don a letler on
fohruary 23, 1308, vnanimously supporting the senior eldera apecial
stotus letter and imploring Don to follow it for the safety of the
shenp and himself. {lon refused to bhear all twelve of the elders,

9. The ontire eldership conmittee of sixteoen men composed a
Lheological letter for Don. Although the letter was written
sprciticolly tn onswer gquastions Bon had asked Lhe committee on
February 3, 1908, one inlant of {he letter wos to give him reasons
why he should submit ta the speciol status and the findings of the
commiltee. Jut he misconstruoed Lhis Lo be on unscriptural act of
rebellion tu elevate our Scripltural interpreteotions over the by-
laws . Dan refused Lo hesar this oppeal also.

. Finally, on February 29, 1908, Greg lheil, on behalf of the entire
eldership commillee, offered Don an open invitation to meet us
anytime, anywhere, and told him thot we really wanted to do this,
Don refused o heor this Final appesal and told Greg that unless
nach elder submitted an individual lelter to him repenting of the
wickoedness Lhey committed in the Friday night serviece Februoary 26,
18, Lhere was no basis tn talk with us.

Our purpnse in writing this thistory is not to throw mud on you,
on. It is to set the record stroight. You stated in your Sundoy,
February 28, 1908, sermon, thot your sermon was entirely true and thot
our Friday, lebruary 26, 1908, prasentotion was entirely false.
Practically the exoct opposite is frue. After your best ottempt to
refute our presentotion, it still stends intact. Your cloim thot our
presentotion was “totally full of misquotes, twisted information,
exaggeration, lies, forcing of Scripture and faulty lopic,” forces us
to revenl enough delails to prove that you ure wrong. The proof thot
we are nol mudslinging at all is that we hove omitted the most
embarrassing detoils we hnow about your sins.

All of this histnry proves Lhat you were lovingly reproved one on
2 snveral limes by different people, then twa on one (I anny and
Senll), then three on one (by the senior clders), Lhen twelve on ane
(by the uvlders), and finally sixieen on one by Lhe entire eldership
commillee. You refused to hear our warnings, even when they have been
preaved Lruo,

Fur example, tanny and Scolt wrote you a letter on June B8, 1907,
which predicled the following: )

1€ fhinps ace left as they are the Tollowing appears obvious to

us. Nifficullijos will continur and gl wourse. Excesses an your

part will coatinue, Your wife will move out of the house. This
will help sume Lhings ond hurt othoers, Exposure and/ar physical
rollaopse will accur with a good chonce you will be out of the

ministry for a time.”

We helirve Lhese predicltions were acocurate. Wilth this in mind,
we are compelled Lo tssue Lhe fonllowing warning:

If you rofuse Lo humbly submit to Lhis act of disfellowshipping ond

riefuse Lo soepk teecatment, we belicve that Lthe following things could



happen to you in the fulure.

1. You will fall into furthar spiritual deception,

2. You will lose your marrisge and wife.

3. Your personal sexual problems will continue and be expnscd
periodically. You may face lawsuits and prison becouse aof your
aexual conduct.

4. You will claim to recelve special revelotion from God to
defend your sexuml]l errars as true dactrines,

8. Your depeondence upon drugs may {ncrease

6. Your problems of feoar and unreallity will prow warse, ond you
will become less and less in touch with reolity.

7. You will lead a religinus group charecterized by heavy fear
and overconirol, be regarded idolatrously by followers, refuse
to bea accountable to anyone, oand function contrary to Lhe
Christian Church.,

8. Your followers may have sexual problems that they cannot
aovercome. Your followers will be greatly hurt, eventually
disillusiannd, and may lose their souls.

9. After hoving preached to cthers, you may become a caostoway ond
lose your aown soul.

Don, this letter constitutes & warning from God about the
seriousness of your praoblems. You are a sick man who nerds help from
Gond and man. We hope you will avail yourself of both. Qnce agnin, we
affirm our great love and eternal gratitude to God for you. We are
sorry that your heart has become hardened through the deceitfulness of
sin we pray to Gnd that this is not the final chapter of our
relationship with you.

Sincerely,

LU AT
Sr. elder *jégsi . A//"<7 Sr. elder

{ Sr. elder

JM%&ZE elder \é)ﬂ’d’{]é ﬂ/éﬁw\ elder

:\'L:A'zﬁ" 3£ -(,.Q%»,._.- A —g;f:/)e lder //Z 4 Mﬁﬂjfﬂ elder
(%ﬁ”ﬂ(w/ elder ‘&WM&Q A w—)\‘ elder

é‘/gé _/‘_‘4442 elder __\% mﬁ / ____elder
2 1der ﬁ%ﬁa %}(Af—— elder

- \ -
]M @Q} minister <?4%%,%é‘jﬁjnjgter
/4241lﬁﬂ/—)§Eb§¢?fheutfz¢ministnr




Commmunity Ghapel & Bible Training Genter

10635 Bth Avenuz Sewth, Scattle, Washingtun 98148 Phone (20065 431-3100
Pastor Donald L.ee Datnett Sanctuary located at Fist Avenue South and South 192nd

March 4, 1988

Donald Barnett
416 S.W. 192nd
Secattle, WA 98166

Dear Don,

We three Senior Elders, ecach individually, wish to again express our personal
love, our compassion, and deecpest concern for you, our brother and friend. We are
grief stricken at the personal situation you are in. We are diligently praying
for you that our Lord and Savior Jesus Christ whom we all serve will do a restoring
work in you. We want to again assure you that we have no 111 will toward you, nor
do we have any motive or desire to hurt you, You are beloved of us. We are, so
to speak, your children in the faith of the GCospel of our Lord Jesus. We love you
fervently and will continue to do so.

We are also mindful of our responsibility and stewardship to the Word of God,
to you our pastor, and to the flock over which God has ordained us as oversecers.
We are comnitted to the fact that the Holy Scriptures are the highest authority
which we are responsible to follow. We have searched our hearts and consclences
before God and are fully assured we are acting in accordance with our proper steward-
ship of this holy trust, We can do no less.

We have sought to extend as much love and personal consideration to you as
possible in our former letters read before the congregation. In those we inten-
tionally avoided befng specific about your misconduct in the hope that you would
cooperate with our action and to minimize personal embarrassment for you. Instead,
last Sunday you escalated the issue, and you gave specific revelations of your sins
yourself, which we had hoped for your sake would not be told publicly.

The specizl status we placed vou on was not intended to be the final judgment
of the elders or this board. As of the date of the special status letter, we had
much more thar sufficient, substantial {nformation, plus your own admissions to us,
Lo take that action. Since that date the eldership has continued in lengthy, very
careful, investigative meetings, and extensive [urther misconduct, present and
past, has been substantiated.

Sad to say, your attempted rebuttals last Sunday to the congregation escalated
the issue and now puts us in the position of having to reveal more facts to show
that you are trying to perpetrate dishonest views of your actions.

The statements you made to the entire eldership, the congregation, and others
have positively established that you refuse to abide by the special status lmposed
upon you February 15 by us for the protection of the flock., On February 16, one
day later, you went on vacation with another woman and others in violation of that

(continucd)
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special status and you have continued to violate it in other respects since. You
refuse even minimal and appropriate accountability to the government of this clurch
and the Word of God. By your own clear statements you have placed yourself above
accountability to anyone for anything. We affirm that this is contrary to Scripture
and that it is an exceedingly dangerous precept, both for you and our flock. Before
God, we cannot submit to such an unholy, self-serving, and frightening demand., In
the full eldership letter of February 24 to you, which was read to the congregation
last Friday, we demonstrated by the clear text of many Scriptures that the eclder-
ship does have the authority and responsibility to take such actlion. 1In your
rebuttals to the eldership last Thursday and to the congregstion last Sunday, you
made virtually no appeal to Scriptures, and instead offered arguments that are
dogmatic and self-serving. You did not try to sce 1f our statements were true,

you only attempted to justify yourself,

For well over two yecars now, you have steadfastly rebuffed and refused to
cooperate with the many who have sdught to work with you to help solve your habitual
scxual lmmorality problems. Your continuing sinful attitude toward this whole issue
is, In fact, worse yet than your sexual sins. It 1is obvious that you hive never
confessed or repented of your continued self-serving justification, lyiag, dishonesty,
defensiveness, misuse of pastoral authority, making light of sin, and defiance of
Holy Scripture. These sins are deep scated, adamant, and continuing. We agree
that this is ungodly, anti-scriptural, sinful, and dishonoring to Christ and the
Christian testimony of our church,

You have consistently lied in the past and are currently lying about your
sexual misconduct to counselors, the entire eldership, and the congregation. You
have sworn on oath before God to the entire eldership that you have not committed
any sexual immorality in the last six months. You stated the same before the entire
congregation last Sunday when this was manifestly false. You recently admitted
privately to your failure in the last six months but added that the elders do not
know 1it,

You are currently lying about the number of women you have been involved in
immorality with and the extent of it. There are numerous other ongoing lies which
we know about, many from your defenses given last Sunday. We belleve your word is
in no wise to be trusted in respect to your sins.

There have been many repeated and flagrant abuses of pastoral authority. You
have coevced women and even threatened to disfellowship unless they lied about your
sexual misconduct to counselors, elders, and the courts, For over a year you have
used your pulpit to blame and accuse your wife and others. ‘

You have used your position of trust to enact policies which help shield you
and prevent the discovery of your habitual sexual problems and you have preached
these from the pulpit multiplied times., Further, you have for some time been
preaching the defense of these tactics to the congregation. Your eldership,
fncluding all the theology teachers, are unanimous in this judgment. You have inter-
twined these teachings with corrvect thealogy and undiscerning people have doubtless
accepted the full teaching as Scriptural, But we know that a large portion of the
congregation sees this grievous error and are deeply concerned, We, the Senior
Elders, are grieved and sorely distressed, as well as all of the eldership, to a
man., Further, you have publicly attcempted to split the church asking the congre-
gation to take sldes against the entire eldership, This is condemned in Scripture.

(continurd)



P bd Roarnent

(n i Marcli 4, 1ORY

Wheveas the eldership Tast Friday cventng admonished everyone to stay together,
pray, forglve, love, and accept the pastor and all those involved. In addition
to the above, the eldership has cvidence of much additional sinful conduct which
is shocking. Ve, the Board of Senior Elders, and cvery member of the entire
cldership have the decpest of conviction before God that we cannot allow our
pastorship and pulpit to be used this way.

It is our judpment that your habitual sexual misconduct problem 1s far from
solved., It {s our [urther judgment that this, plus all of the above continuing
unchristian actions and attitudes, disqualify you for the office of pastor or elder
of any church of God according to Scripture. We believe that you are presently
a discredit and reproach to us and to the Name of Jesus. As such, we feel compelled
to remove you from vour position as pastor, Senior Elder, all of your other offices,
and as a momber of this church. We deeply regret that we did not find out about
many of these things sooner. This disfellowship is not contrary to any provision
of our Articles of Incorporation or bylaws as currently amended. Previous limita-
tions in the bylaws to your dismissal have becen removed by legally adopted amend-
nents as of today.

Effective {mmediately you are prohibited from entering church property, with
the exception of the parsonage. We will enforce this If necessary.

Even though we aust take this serious action, we still love you and desire to
deal mercifully with you., We greatly appreciate the deep sacrifice you have made
for the congregation for many years. We will show you fairness and be benevolent
to you with regard to the parsonage, severance pay, and the automobile you use,
The Senior Elders in conjunction with the Deacon Board will extend terms to you as
scon as possible.,

We will provide for you in order to allow time for personal repentance and
prayver, personal deliverance, and counseling. It is our prayer that waiting on God
vith an open heart will result in a deep renewing and healing for you.

We also want you to continue spiritual counseling with David Motherwell. We
believe he will be an asset of the Lord for you. After a substantial season, ample
and proven witness to your restoration, your full cooperation, and recommendation
of your counselors, we may consider your application for reinstatement as a member
if you desire at that time. We firmly believe that removing you from your ministry
is intended by Scripture and us to be a necessary part of the redemptive work of
vour spirituval 11fe. :

We want you to know that our action is in no way vindictive or arising out of
personal hurts. We love you as a person and {riend, Don, and Jesus loves you.
We want the very best for your soul in eternity. We want what God wants for you.
feally, this is mercy and grace for you. We also want to sce your marriage restored .
and this will glve an opportunity for that.

(continued)
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We pray that you will humbly accept this action as a nceded restorative and
redemptive step and as God's mercy for the sake of your soul. We look to the
future for what our great God and Savior i{s able and sufficient Lo do.

In our Master's service,
/'ﬁ ‘ - -
. 4 AL
o ast s,

ack DuBols

//@/@

ack Hicks

(
//
Scott Hartlex
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CVIL TRACK 1

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING

KATHY LEE BUTLER et vir.,
et. al.,

Plaintiffs,
vs.

DONALD LEE BARNETT et ux,
et al.,

Defendants.

SANDY EHRLICH and MICHAEL EHRLICH,
wife and husband; LARRY LEMKE,
parent; LARRY LEMKE, Guardian ad
Litem on behalf of SYBIL N. LEMKE,
a minor; DEE CHABOT, parent;
Guardian ad Litem on behalf of
SHAWNA MICHELLE CHABOT, MICHAEL
GRANT CHABOT, NICHOLAS STERLING
CHABOT, minors; CATHERINE KITCHELL

and RONALD KITCHELL, wife and husband;

CATHERINE KITCHELL, Guardian ad Litem
on behalf of WENDY KITCHELL, a minor,

Plaintiffs,
vs.

RALPH ALSKOG and ROSEMARY ALSKOG,
husband and wife; ROBERT HOWERTON and
JANE DOE HOWERTON, husband and wife;
DONALD LEE BARNETT and BARBARA
BARNETT, husband and wife; COMMUNITY
CHAPEL AND BIBLE TRAINING CENTER, a
Washington Corporation; "JOHN DOES"
1-4 and “JANE DOES" 1-4, husbands and
wives; FIRST DOE CORPORATION; and
FIRST DOE PARTNERSHIP,

Defendants.

CIVIL TRACK 1
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STATE OF WASHINGTON ,{%
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ORDER PERMITTING

JOINDER OF ADDITIONAL
PLAINTIFFS
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ORDER PERMITTING JOINDER
OF ADDITIONAL PLAINTIFFS
(ccbte:ccbtelc/jao)

AV

LAW OFFICES OF
ADLER, GIERSCH AND
1621 SMITH TO!
SEATTLE. WA 98104
(206) 6824267
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1 THIS MATTER having come on duly and reqularly for hearing
2 before the above-entitled court on Motion of Plaintiff to Join
3 Plaintiffs and Amend Complaint; Plaintiffs represented Dby
4 counsel, Defendant Howerton (not) appearing, all other Defendants
5 represented by counsel; the court having heard arguments and read
6| documents filed in support of Plaintiffs’ motion; now, therefore,
7l it is hereby
8 ORDERED that Catherine Kitchell, Ronald Kitchell and Wendy
9 Kitchell, minor, are joined as Plaintiffs in the above-entitled

10) action and Plaintiff’s First Amended Complaint shall be approved

11 by the court.

12 DATED this ngéday of March, 1988.
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CONSOLIDATED/TRACK ONBn,"

NO. 86-2-18176-8 '

KATHY LEE BUTLER, et ux., et al.,
Plaintiffs,
v.
DONALD LEE BARNETT, et ux., et al.,
Defendants.

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

) SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM
) RE: ORAL EXAMINATION OF
)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

SANDY ERLICH, et ux, et al., JACK DUBOIS

Plaintiffs,
vs.

RALPH ALSKOG, et ux, et al.,

Defendants.

STATE OF WASHINGTON TO: JACK DUBOIS

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED pursuant to Civil Rule 26(b) to be
and appear at the Law Offices of KARGIANIS, AUSTIN & ERICKSON, 47th
F;ogf, Columbia Center, Seattle, Washington, at /200 p.m. of the

47" day of April, 1988, then and there to give testimony, upon
oral deposition, material to the establishment of the plaintiffs’
Butler, et al., case, in the above-captioned cause of action.
Said deposition is subject to continuance or adjournment from time
to time, or place to place, until completed. Bring with you the
following:

1. Copies of any and all Articles of Incorporation, Bylaws
and Amendments thereto regarding the Community Chapel & Bible
Training Center.

SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM - Page l LAW OFFICES

KARGIANIS. AUSTIN & E
A7TH FLOOR COLUMBIA CENTH

70) FIFTH AVENUE

SEATTLE WABHINGTON p8104-Bo
{208) 624 9370
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1 2. All correspondence, memoranda, and other documents#=*
regarding the above listed Articles of Incorporation, Bylaws
2 and Amendments thereto.
3 **NOTE: For the purpose of identifying requested documents:
4 "Document" or "documents" means writings of every
s kind and character pertaining to the designated
subject matter, including, without limitation, the
original and any copy regardless of origin or
6 location, of any book, pamphlet, periodical, let-
ter, memorandum, diary, file, note, calendar,
7 newspaper or magazine article, statement, bill,
invoice, policy, telegram, correspondence, sum-
8 mary, receipt, opinion, investigation statement or
report, schedule, manual, financial statement,
9 audit, tax return, articles of incorporation,
bylaws, stock book, minute book, agreement, con-
10 tract, deed, security agreement, mortgage, deed of
trust, title or other insurance policy, report,
1 record, study, handwritten note, map, drawing,
blueprint, working paper, chart, paper, draft,
12 index, tape, microfilm, data sheet, data process-
ing card, computer printout, computer program,
13 check, bank statement, passbook, or any other
written, typed, printed, photocopied, dittoed,
14 mimeographed, multilithed, recorded, transcribed,
punched, taped, filmed, photographic or graphic
15 matter, however produced, to which you have or
have had access.
16
17 3. Originals of any and all tapes, notes, memoranda, letters,
from any of the Elders or Board of Director Members regarding
18 Pastor Donald Barnett's duties, and the cessation of same.
19 4, Originals and/or copies of all documents**, of any and
all references to the following Plaintiffs:
20
a. Christine Hall f/k/a Christine Bradley,
21 b. Sandra Brown,
c. Lyle Brown,
2 da. Tara Brown,
e. Troy Brown,
23 £. Kathy Butler,
g. Stephen Butler,
24
25
26
SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM - Page 2 LAW OFFICES
s om o e ERICKSON




1 h. Scott Lien, and,
i. Randy Lien,

2

3 5. Copies of any and all documents** regarding the
allegations of Donald Barnett's sins of substantial magnitude,

4 and proposed restrictions therefor.
6. Copies of any and all documents** regarding any allega-

3 tions regarding Donald Barnett's sexual propensities as they

6 involve women congregants, past or present, not his wife.
7. Copies of any and all documents** as authored by Barbara

7 Barnett to the Elders of the Community Chapel & Bible Center
regarding Donald Barnett's actions as towards other women and

8 his fitness to be pastor and lead the church.

9 8. Copies of any and all legal documents restraining Donald
Barnett from the premises of the Community Chapel & Bible

10 Training Center and affidavits and declarations in support
thereof.

11
9. Copies of any and all letters, bulletins, articles, docu-

12 ments**, etc. as disseminated or alluded to by reference to
the congregation of Community Chapel & Bible Training Center

13 regarding the instant cause of action, herein.

14 10. Copies of any and all notes, memoranda, documents#*#*
regarding any financial or legal mal- or misfeasance with

15 accepted practices or other non-compliance by Donald Barnett.

16 11. Copies of any and all documents**, re: employment con-
tracts, stipends, expense accounts, gratuities, residential

17 housing assistance, salaries, sabbatical stipends, grants or
gifts from the Community Chapel & Bible Training Center to

18 Donald Lee Barnett.

19 ///

20 ///

21 ///

22

23

24

25

26

H SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM - Page 3 LAW OFFICES
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12. Copies of any and all correspondence, documents*#*, etc.
from the elders regarding spiritual connections.

2
, HEREIN FAIL NOT AT YOUR PERIL.
o
) WITNESS my hand this 235 da 1988.
6 OYCHE /U~
oA
7 SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN, his J3 " /day of March,

l1988.
8 /“ﬂ”'
i@}nd for th;i%gee
Washington, Yfesiding at

My commission expires: /o/7 o
/

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM - Page 4 LAW OFFICES
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RESIDENCE SERVICE

In the _SUPERIOR KING ite of Wash, No, __86-2-18176-8
AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE OF
KATHY LEE BUTLER, ET UX., ET AL.,
Vs, o Plaintiff
t | SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM
DONALD LEE BARNETT, ET UX., ET AL., RE: ORAL EXAMINATION OF JACK

DUBOIS, DEPO: 4/4/88 @ 12:00
Defendant

Garnishee Defendant
State of Washington

SS
COUntY of ng The writ served was accompanied by four answer forms and three
postage prepaid envelopes which were pre-addressed lo the Clerk of Ihe D A copy of the summons
Court, to the Plaintift or his attorney, and 1o the Delendant, and
cash or check payable to the garnishee, to the amount of Ten Dollars served is altached hereto

The undersigned, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says: That he is now and at all times herein
mentioned was a citizen of the United States and resident of the State of Washington, aver the age of eighteen years, not
a party to or interested in the above entitled action and competent to be a witness therein.

[}

King County, Washington, affiant duly served the above-described documents in the above-entitled matter upon

Jack Dubois

by then and there personally delivering a true and correct copy thereof to and leaving same with

Jack Dubois

That at the time and place set forth above affiant duly served the above described documents in the above-

entitled matter upon

by then and there, at the residence and usual place of abode of said person(s), personally delivering _______ true and

correct copy(ies) thereof to and leaving the same with

being a person of suitable age and discretion then resident therein.
Affiant further states that he is informed and believes, and therefore alleges, that neither of said defendants is in
the military service of the United States.

______TRIPS@______ MILES M

Subscribed and Sworn to before me __3/30/88 "RY Davis sk

SERVICE ATTEMPTED AT: /
sUanhyg et
NOTARY PUBLJC in an or the St e
of Washingdton, residin attle
Return Cert)

Fee 5.00 Mail Total $ ______.__31 - 00

DT
AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE—ABC/LMI No. 1A / é}

Service 6.00

Fees 20.00

Travel
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHTNGGGY™ .
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING

K - 2
sz v oy

; TS NO. 86-2-18176-8
Do neld Xee Bapiaid, dwy,

el PETITION FOR APPOINTMENT

OF GUARDIAN AD LITEM

N e Nl Nt Nt Nt

COMES NOW Catherine Kitchell and moves this court for an
order appointing Catherine Kitchell as Guardian ad Litem for her
daughter, Wendy Kitchell, pursuant to RCW 4.08.050. Wendy
Kitchell is the daughter of Catherine Kitchell, and is a minor,
11 years of age (date of birth: April 19, 1976). Wendy Kitchell
resides with her mother and father in King County, Washington.
Said minor child has a cause of action arising out of tor?s of
outrage, counselor malpractice, negligent counseling, pasforal
and ministerial malpractice, defamation, loss of parent-child
relationship, wrongful disfellowshipment; the minor’s mother,
Catherine Kitchell, is a fit and proper person to represent her
interests in the 1litigation or settlement of _said cause of
action. Said minor is not represented by any other guardians and

has never previously been named as a party or witness in any

other legal proceedings.

DATED: IHQ[C:‘& ] 1988

Catherine Kitchell
58S
PETITION FOR APPOINTMENT <

OF GUARDIAN AD LITEM - 1

(c:kitcwela/jao) LAW OFFICES OF

ADLER, GIERSCH AND READ, P.S.
1621 SMITH TOWER
SEATTLE, WA 98104
(206) 6824267

92 B R
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I DECLARE UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY UNDER THE LAWS OF THE

STATE OF WASHINGTON THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT TO THE

BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND ABILITY,.

DATED at Seattle, Washington this / day of March, 1988.

PETITION FOR APPOINTMENT
OF GUARDIAN AD LITEM - 2
(c:kitcwela/jao)

Catherine Kitchell

LAW OFFICES OF
ADLER, GIERSCH AND READ, P.S,
1621 SMITH TOWER
SEATTLE, WA 98104
(206) 6824267

‘J;‘-m& L)
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHONGEOM.
Kakh IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING A S
' Y hee %dlﬂhdmb',e:l'q Py,
_ P

ovs- NO. 86-2-18176-8

)
)
Domald Lee Barht.tt"pj;u,x'ltq ) ORDER APPOINTING
Defs. ) GUARDIAN AD LITEM
)

Based upon the petition of Catherine Kitchell and the files

and records in this matter, the court finds as follows:

1. Wendy Kitchell is a minor having an interest in the
above-entitled cause of action and is not represented by a
guardian.

2. The minor, Wendy Kitchell, resides with her mother and
father, Catherine and Ron Kitchell, and the petitioner for
appointment of a Guardian ad Litem, Catherine Kitchell, is
qualified to represent the minor as Guardian ad Litem.

Based upon the foregoing, it is hereby ordered as follows:

1. That Catherine Kitchell 1is appointed as Guardian ad
Litem to represent Wendy Kitchell, a minor.

2. Said Guardian ad Litem is authorized to represent Wendy
Kitchell with reference to the alleged cause of action outlined
in Plaintiffs’ First Amended Complaint for Personal Injuries and
Damages.

3. The Guardian ad Litem shall report to the court for
approval to settle or receive compensation for services rendered

with regard to the claim. C%‘&.k)

ORDER APPOINTING

GUARDIAN AD LITEM - 1 AW OFFICES OF // ,,

(rha:kitcwelb/jao) ADLER, GIERSCH AND READ 55,
1621 SMITH TOWER
SEATTLE, WA 98104
(206) 6824267

97 oof{Ben
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DATED: n& %4 2'{/-— //(f'fl

s

JUDGE GARY LITTLE

Presented by:

ADLER, GIERSCH_AND READ, P.S.

RICHARD H. ADLER
Attorney at Law

ORDER APPOINTING
GUARDIAN AD LITEM - 2

(rha:kitcwelb/jao) LAW OFFICES OF

ADLER, GIERSCH AND READ, P.S.
1621 SMITH TOWER
SEATTLE, WA 98104
(206) 6624267

R o
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JUDGE GARY LITTLE

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING

KATHY LEE BUTLER et vir.,
et al.,

Plaintiffs,
vs,

DONALD LEE BARNETT et ux,
et al.,

Defendants.

No. 86 2 18176 8

SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM
TO DEPOSITION

SANDY EHRLICH and MICHAEL
EHRLICH, wife and husband,
et al.,
Plaintiffs,
vs.

RALPH ALSKOG and ROSEMARY

ALSKOG, husband and wife,

et al.,

Defendants.

Nt st Nt Nt Nal i it Vst Nl st il Nt nst? “nst? it it v s Vst il il Nt gt “vust? Vit itV ot

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON,

SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM
TO DEPOSITION.

to KATHERINE FLACK, Attorney at Law,

MESSINA DUFFY

4002 Tacoma Mall Boulevard
Suite 200. Benj. Franklin Building
Tacoma, Washington 98409

~

1206} 472-6000 - o
C; 7 }(
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Prosecuting Attorney’s Office, W554, King County Courthouse,
Seattle, WA 98104, GREETINGS:

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to be and appear at the Prosecuting
Attorney’s Office, W554, King County Courthouse, Seattle, WA, on
Wednesday, the 13th day of April, 1988, at the hour of 9:30 a.m.
of said day, then and there to testify at the request of
plaintiffs in a certain cause now pending in the Superior Court
of the State of Washington, for King County, and to remain in
attendance upon the undersigned until discharged; and to bring
with you the following papers and documents now in your
possession or under your control, viz:

1. A complete and true copy of Robert Howerton’s file.

2. A complete and true copy of Ralph Alskog’s file.

3. A complete and true copy of Donald Lee Barnett’s file.

4. A complete and true copy of Barbara Barnett’s file.

HEREIN FAIL NOT AT YOUR PERIL.

DATED this 2’_-_3__ day of d: /\, 1988.

MESSINA DUFF

By DVl 2L

JOHN L. MESSINA
Attorfieys for Plaintiffs Ehrlich

MESSINA DUFFY

4002 Tacoma Mall Boulevard
Suite 200, Benj Frankhin Building
Tacoma, Washington 98409

{2061 472-6000

SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM
TO DEPOSITION.
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7
CIVIL TRACK 1
JUDGE GARY LITTLE

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING

KATHY LEE BUTLER et vir.,
et al.,

Plaintiffs,
vs.

DONALD LEE BARNETT et ux,
et al.,

Defendants.

No. 86 2 18176 8

SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM
TO DEPOSITION

SANDY EHRLICH and MICHAEL
EHRLICH, wife and husband,
et al.,
Plaintiffs,
vs.

RALPH ALSKOG and ROSEMARY

ALSKOG, husband and wife,

et al.,

Defendants.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON,

to Employment Record Custodian, THE

BOEING COMPANY, P. O. Box 3707, Seattle, WA 98124, GREETINGS:

SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM
TO DEPOSITION.

MESSINA DUFFY

4002 Tacoma Mall Boulevard
Suite 200, Benj. Franklin Building
Tacoma, Washington 98409

206) 472-6000 -
{ Q/ (//‘)
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YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to be and appear at The Boeing
Company on Wednesday, the 13th day of April, 1988, at the hour
of 11:30 a.m. of said day, then and there to testify at the
request of plaintiffs in a certain cause now pending in the
Superior Court of the State of Washington, for King County, and
to remain in attendance upon the undersigned until discharged:
and to bring with you the following papers and documents now in
your possession or under your control, wviz: the entire
personnel file of Donald Lee Barnett including, but not limited
to, all employment applications, resumes, job performance
evaluations, wage and salary documentation, medical and health
reports, DLI <claims, termination documentation, and job
descriptions;

HEREIN FAIL NOT AT YOUR PERIL.

DATED this _CQ-_:gday of Z;Z/L’Lg/g , l988.

MESSINA DUFE

o oo TVt on

OHN L. MESSINA
At neys for Plaintiffs Ehrlich

MESSINA DUFFY
SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM 4002 Tacoma Mall Boulevard

TO DEPOSITION. Suite 200, Beny Franklin Building

Tacoma, Washington 98409
1206) 472-6000
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1933 CIVIL TRACK T
JUDGE GARY LITTLE

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING

KATHY LEE BUTLER et vir.,

et al., No. 86 2 18176 8

Plaintiffs, NOTICE OF ORAL EXAMINATION

OF KATHERINE FLACK
vs.

DONALD LEE BARNETT et ux,
et al.,

Defendants.

EHRLICH, wife and husband,
et al.,

Plaintiffs,
vs.
RALPH ALSKOG and ROSEMARY
ALSKOG, husband and wife,

et al.,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
SANDY EHRLICH and MICHAEL )
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
;
Defendants. )
)

TO: Defendants Above Named and Their Attorneys of Record.

MESSINA DUFFY

4002 Tacoma Mall Boulevard
Suite 200, Ben|. Franklin Building
Tacoma, Washington 98409

{206) 472-6000 (‘/

NOTICE OF ORAL EXAMINATION.
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YOU AND EACH OF YOU are hereby notified that pursuant to the
Civil Rules for Superior Court, testimony by oral examination of
KATHERINE FLACK will be taken on behalf of plaintiffs before a
notary public, at the King County Prosecuting Attorney’s Office,
W554, King County Courthouse, Seattle, WA, on April 13, 1988,
commencing at 9:30 a.m.; the said oral examination at said time
and place to be subject to continuance or adjournment from time
to time or place to place until completed; the said oral
examination to be taken pursuant to the Civil Rules of the
Superior Court of the State of Washington.

DATED this .27 day of , 1988.
MESSINA DUEFY

97, ’

By " \44£4L$/v‘1ﬁl¢

OHN L. MESSINA
Attdérneys for Plaintiffs Ehrlich

MESSINA DUFFY

4002 Tacoma Mall Boulevard
Suite 200, Benj. Franklin Building
Tacoma, Washington 98409

12061 472-6000

NOTICE OF ORAL EXAMINATION.
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CIVIL TRACK 1
JUDGE GARY L;TTLE

4 . ot

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING

KATHY LEE BUTLER et vir.,
et al.,

Plaintiffs,
vs.

DONALD LEE BARNETT et ux,
et al.,

Defendants.

No. 86 2 18176 8

NOTICE OF ORAL EXAMINATION
OF EMPILOYMENT RECORDS CUSTODIAN,
BOEING COMPANY

SANDY EHRLICH and MICHAEL
EHRLICH, wife and husband,
et al.,
Plaintiffs,
vs.

RALPH ALSKOG and RCSEMARY
ALSKOG, husband and wife,
et al.,

Defendants.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

TO: Defendants Above Named and Their Attorneys of Record.

NOTICE OF ORAL EXAMINATION.

MESSINA DUFFY

4002 Tacoma Mall Boulevard
Suite 200, Benj. Franklin Building
Tacoma, Washington 98409

1206) 472-6000 Cf,/j)
Bia ] 4

[
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YOU AND EACH OF YOU are hereby notified that pursuant to the
Civil Rules for Superior Court, testimony by oral examination of
the Employment Records Custodian of The Boeing Company will be
taken on behalf of plaintiffs before a notary public, at the
Boeing Company, Seattle, WA, on April 13, 1988, commencing at
11:30 a.m.; the said oral examination at said time and place to
be subject to continuance or adjournment from time to time or
place to place until completed; the said oral examination to be
taken pursuant to the Civil Rules of the Superior Court of the
State of Washington.

DATED this X day of;%%éidzé{_, 1988.

MESSINA DUFEY

A~

??W

JOHN L. MESSINAY
Attérneys for Plaintiffs Ehrlich

By

MESSINA DUFFY

4002 Tacoma Mall Boulevard
Suite 200, Benj. Franklin Building
Tacoma, Washington 98409

12006} 472-6000

NOTICE OF ORAL EXAMINATION.
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CIVIL TRACK ONE
THE HONORABLE GARY LITTLE

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY

KATHY LEE BUTLER, et. ux.,
et. al.,

Plaintiffs,
V. CONSCLIDATED/TRACK ONE
NO. 86-2-18176-8
DONALD LEE BARNETT, et. ux.,
et. al.,
NOTICE OF DEPOSITION UPON
ORAL EXAMINATION OF

CHRIS BRADLEY HALL

FILED

NG COUNTY, WASHINGTON
AFR 41083
SUPERIOF: COURT CLERK

BY CAROLYN RHOADS
DEPUTY

Defendants.

SANDY EHRLICH, et. ux., et. al.

-

Nt st st N Nt i N sl s i® st Nt s s Nt Nt it rit® i “vnalt

Plaintiffs,
v'

RALPH ALSKOG, et. ux., et. al.,
Defendants.

TO: All parties named above; and
TO: Your counsel:

YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED that the testimony of CHRIS BRADLEY
HALL will be taken at the instance and request of defendants
Barnett in the above action, subject to continuance or
adjournment from time to time or place to place until completed
and to be taken on the ground and for the reason that said
witness will give evidence material to the establishment of the
parties' case; said deposition to be held:

DATE: APRIL 12, 198
TIME: 4:00 P.M.
PLACE: #3410, 701 Fifth Avenue

Seattle, WA 98104

DEPOSITION NOTICE : 1
15004789 .NOD

it O detee s of /ﬂ/z;;)zgj/

IS BRI N Vi) !F [ R Sl AVE N
SEAT T RS N TR

(06 3R K540
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DATED April 1, 1988.

DEPOSITION NOTICE
15004789 .NOD

2

EVANS CRAVEN & LACKIE, P.S.

RODNEY D. HOLLENBECK
Attorneys for Defendants Barnett

Coang, Ciweernd Lacke IS
LAWY F RS

Lath HEOOR COLUMBIA CENTER 707 ath AVENUL
SEATYLE WASHINGTON 9R10W

(2086} 386 5555
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Kargians, Austin & Erckson e ans, CRAVEN & LACKIE, P.S. FOR 4 ey

SUPERICT COI'RT C.LERI(
BY CAROLYN RHOADS
DEPUTY

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING

KATHY LEE BUTLER, et ux., et al., )
) NO. 86-2-18176-8
Plaintiffs, )
) AFFIDAVIT OF JEFFERY
V. ) CAMPICHE IN SUPPORT OF
) MOTION OF MAUREEN DONALD
LEE BARNETT, et ux., et al., ) JORGENSON TO CONSOLIDATE
) AND FOR PREASSIGNMENT
)
)

Defendants.

STATE OF WASHINGTON )
) ss.
COUNTY OF KING )

I, Jdeff Campiche, being first duly sworn upon oath,
depose and state:

1. I am one of the attorneys of record for the plain-
tiffs herein. I am competent to testify to the matters
contained herein by personal knowledge unless otherwise
indicated.

2. I have reviewed the motion filed by Susan Delanty
Jones of Preston, Thorgrimson, Ellis & Holman, attorneys for

plaintiff Maureen P. Jorgensen, and, on behalf of plaintiffs

Butler, et al., concur and join in the same.

A\

LAW OFFICES OF ﬂ

PRESTON, THORGRIMSON, ELLIS & HOLMAN
5400 COLUMBIA SEAFIRST CENTER

AFFIDAVIT OF JEFFERY CAMPICHE - 1 - s Searinst

SEATTLE, WABHINGTON 28104-7011
{2aos) 8237880
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3. I agree that trial of these two cases will
necessarily involve presentation of similar evidence,
including testimony by both lay and expert witnesses.
Incidents in both cases occurred at approximately the same
time, in the same place, and were committed by the same
defendants pursuant to the same teachings and practices.

4, Several very important legal issues are common to
both cases, including constitutional defenses expected to be
raised by the defendants in resisting discovery. Common
factual issues include the structure, aims and nature of the
Community Chapel Bible Training Center ("CCBTC"), its conduct
of "spiritual connection" practices, and submission to
authority issues.

5. In view of likely numerous arguments as to defen-
dants' complicated, difficult and novel constitutional claims,
the same judge should both hear the pretrial motions and
preside over the trial.

6. For these reasons, I believe that consolidation and
preassignment of the Jorgensen case, No. 86-2-26360-8, with

the Butler Case, No. 86-2-18176-8, is appropriate and will

LAW OFFICES OF
PRESTON, THORGRIMSON, ELLIS & HOLMAN

AFFIDAVIT OF JEFFERY CAMPICHE - 2 - 100 COLUMBIA SEATIRST CENTER
SEATILE, WASHINGTON 881047011
(208) 823-7880
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result in judicial efficiency and aﬁgg;;ent resolution of all

plaintiffs®' claims.

v

pAcHE /1~
this day of
‘lz (""/
NOTARY PUBLIC in for the

Statg of Washi
Residing at Séﬁ

il
My CommgégIBn Expires: Jégéffz7

SUBSCRIBED AND $WORN to b
April, 1988.
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LAW OFFICES OF
PRESTON, THORGRIMSON, ELLIS B HOLMAN
8400 COLUMBIA SEAFIRST CENTER

AFFIDAVIT OF JEFFERY CAMPICHE -3 - 701 FIFTH AVENUE

SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98104-701
(20e) @23-7580




RESIDENCE SERVICE

In the

CONbC‘L””’%TF’D/TRACK ONE

SUPERIOR

. Coure % ﬂte o?Wlasl76 -8 _
KATHY LEE BUTLER
ET AL., ‘ AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE OF
v it
DONALD LEE BARNETT, T UXyy -~ - fbjg“ WITNESS FEE CHECK

ET AL., DEFENDANTS
' SUBPOENA UPON DEPOSITION

IR OF CHRIS BRADLEY HALL
SANDY EHRLICH, ET UX., ET‘@L., R
PLAINTIFFS, Loy Defendant 4/12/88 @ 4:00PM
v . Ces v Al e
RALPH ALSKOG, ET UX., ET AL

Garnishee Defendant
State of Washington

SS
County of King } The wr - ~
he writ served was accompanied by lour answer lorms and three
postage prepaid envelopes which were pre-addressed to the Clerk of the D A copy of the summons
Court, to the Plaintitf or his attorney, and to the Delendant, and H
cash or check payable to the garnishee, 10 the amount of Ten Dollars served is altached hereto

The undersigned, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says: That he is now and at all times herein
mentioned was a citizen of the United States and resident of the State of Washington, over the age of eighteen years, not
a party to or interested in the above entitled action and competent to be a witness therein.

That on 4/4/88 at __11:25apm at 4700 columbia Center, Seattle '

King County, Washington, affiant duly served the above-described documents in the above-entitied matter upon
Chris Bradley hall

by then and there personally delivering a true and correct copy thereof to and leaving same with

Jody K. Brown, Secretary for Jeff Campiche

That at the time and place set forth above affiant duly served the above described documents in the above-

entitled matter upon

by then and there, at the residence and usual place of abode of said person(s), personally delivering _______ true and

correct copy(ies) thereof to and leaving the same with

being a person of suitable age and discretion then resident therein.
Affiant further states that he is informed and believes, and therefore alleges, that neither of said defendants is in
the military service of the United States.

— _ TRIPS@________ MILES /X\
;

Subscribed and Sworn to before me 4/5/88 P.-Nélan o
SERVICE ATTEMPTED AT: %l/ m Q/[
il acindt Loy
NOTARY P in ancﬁ:} the State \
of Washin ton, residing
Service Return Cert.
Fees ___2°90  Travel 1.50 Fee . 9:00 _ Mail Total s 12.50
AEFIDAVIT OF SERVICE—ABC/LMI No. 1A \;9

: M
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CIVIL TRACK ONE
THE HONORABLE GARY LITTLE j

_ [\l “ 1 f ‘K 1 é«ru ¢
L\ SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON £ ;.a 0 - ‘@R
8 COUNTY OF KING ; IGINAL
QM Ay (l“
(ATHY LEE BUTLER, et ux., et al. Y Looy

NO. 86-2ZMB176-8

Plaintiffs, {
V. I
NOTE FOR MOTION CALENDAR

(Clerk’s Actlos Regquired)

DONALD LEE BARNETT, et ux., et al.,

Defendants.

TC: THR CLERE OF THE COURT; and to all other parties per list on reverse side:

PLEASE TAKER NOTICE that an issue of law in this case will be heard on the date below and
the Clerk is directed to note this issue on the appropriate calendar.

Calendar Date: __May 6, 1988 Day of Week Friday
Nature of Motion: 'Motion and Affidavit for Order of Default

ST T——
DESIGNATED CALENDAR

(XY Clvil Motloa (LR 0.7) (9:30) FAMILY LAW MOTION (LR 0.5(b) LR 94.04]
[ ] Semmary Judgmert (LR 56) (9:30) (w291)
[ | Sapplemental Proceeding (LR 69) (1:30)
[ | Presiding Jedge (Trial Date Motions Only) | ] Domestic Motion (9:30)

(11:18 or 1:30 Dally) [ | Seaied Fllo Motiea (1:30)

Time of Hearing: [ | Seapport Motlon (1:30)

[ ] Modification (1:30) ,

- EX PARTE MOTION (LR 0.9(b)] (W623) ;
The following motions are heard 9:00-12:00 and :

1:30-4:15: =
[ ] Adoption Time of Hearing: [ | Recolvership (LR 66) (2:00) ;
[ ] Disselation Time of Hearing: [ [ Sealed Flle Motlon (9:30) '
( § Ex Partes Motiom Time of Hearing:
[ | Prebate Time of Hearing:

» 4 .
140 Settiag Before J-dgc/Co--luiour Hon. Gary Little

Txm of Hearing: 2:00 p.m. Room 1864
vont oo Al Lot //)?721/} E
Typed Name: Susan Delanty done€ [
OF: Preston, Thorgrimson, E1lis & Ho1man DATED: April 26, 1988
Attorney for. Plaintiff
Telephone: __(206) 623-7580

LIST NAMES, ADDRESSES AND TELEPHONE NUMBERS OF ALL PARTIES REQUIRING \M\“Q
NOTICE ON REVERSE SIDE. /

NOTR FOR MOTION CALENDAR (NTMTIDK) (Affix Firm Name Cu:: j?i ?
SC Form J0-138 5/87 '






