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JEFFREY A. HAAS

Attorney at Law

3609 Sacramento Street ‘

San Francisco, CA 94118 -
(415) 922-6200 .

MARGARET RYAN

Attorney at Law

294 Page Street

San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 626-0979

Attorneys for Petitloner
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SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

10 IN THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

12 | In re the marriage of

- - 13 | Petitioner; GRACE LUCY STOEN No.719-147
14 I ang -
REQUEST FOR EXCLUSION
15 | Respondent: TIMOTHY O. STOEN OF PUBLIC
L /
16 €c.C. h360
17 c.C. U600
18
19
20 Petitloner requests the above court to issue an order
21 prohlbiting the public from inspecting all pleadings and other
22 | documents on file herein and for exclusion of the public from all
23 hearings relating to the custody issue, 7
24 ﬁ’/
25 | pateD: R~ 21-17 e
26
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' DECLARATION OF GRACE L. STOEN

I am the Petitioner in this actlion and am moving to
regain physical custody of my 5 year o0ld son, JOHN VICTOR STOEN.
I am aware that the PEOPLE'S TEMPLE has gained con-
siderable publicity and attentlion as of late. I have been con-
tacted numerous timeé to make public statements and to supply
information. I remain concerned that my son's readjustment to a
normal and stable homelife will be adversely affected if litiga-
tion regarding his custody gains widespread public attentlion.
I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing
is true and correct.
Executed thi;Jﬂglﬁay of August, 1977 at San Francisoo

California.

GRACE LUCY STOEN
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3L0Y Nacran.onio Shyeot
san Fropneisco, Ca L4113
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Mlorne\rhl for .

. " SUPERIOR COURT OF CALFORNIA, (:OUN Y OF .~ TRTICTSCO

» te the moniage of CASE Mg

Fetitioner:  rm pliCT U R A
and 3 “ o

.- . - e p——— e —— —p e ]~ .
Fapondent:  prnouy 0. SuCLdl T=HICN (PR 5E)

1. This p<lition is for:

[] tega! separntion of the portics purzuant in
1 Civil Code Scchion 230611}
-{30 Civil Cade Sccrion 4505(2)

3} Dirsclution of the merriage pursusni fo:
2 "Civit Code Sertion 4505( 1)
Q Civil Code Section 450612)

gty mmtlas Tl ket been o resident of this staie for ot lezst six wonths ond of this wounly for er leost

- ('.h‘:n-l ] lvup&‘ Jend}

three months immedioicly pr&eding the filing of this pehition.

3 Nullity of the marricge pursvant lo:
{3 Civil Code Section 4400 *
B Gl Code Secrion 4401
[ Civit Code Section 4425( )

2. Stotistical information, - - : -

b b : 2 a Husbond's social tec.wily number: .3y 1 30sca-- Wile's sacial security sumbor: —.

o
6 7 U . b. Dote and ploce of marriage: ... {f27/370, Wl Val lcy L£alif... rerertmene e anmms rammnaan

Bate of senas
wEIE O PG

seporotion is: -.years, ................manths,... .
d. There are.. nne d'nldun of this marriage mdudmg 'le lollowmg minor children;
: IH-hr}

"
ﬂl

John Victor Stoen . 1-25-T72

form ddoptod by Bole 1211 of PETITION (MARRIAGE!

oyt el Cponiil ot Colilarain IRy Mo b=t Tw woc 7 PO, B

Revived Lowtcioy 1m0 pmey 1, 1073 86 - 3 i~ L".s Ehas s Wi

- A



3. Properly stalement:

O There is no property subject to disposition by the court in this preceeding.

[ All property othervise subject lo disposition by the court in this p.oceeding hos been ditpoied of by wrilten
agrecment of the parties.

B The following d cribed prenerty is sukject 1o disposition by the court in this proceesding:

Residontial prorerty -
Respondunt's pensiocn & raotirement benefits

2 [T PO T R S 1) LIRS ST [ S Y
4. rennoner requesis That The 10RowiIng O2iCniDec proper

5. Pelitioner requests thot: .
Potitioner
a. [ Custody of children be owarded: oo e e e et
o b. [ Support of ¢iildrzn bz awvooded
<. [¥] Spuuscl support. be ovarded. ...
{nct) (Patitiarce/Respendant}

d, m Prop-oiy rights b d-tolinzd o provistod by oo

e B Anorncy’s fezi and cocs o be owrandc L
’ (aal)

and that the court inquirc into the stotu: of the merrings ond readsr such judements and meke such infunchive of

i
athar ardere oy are anoroneicic
OIgers oL Qre Qpproponeg,

Petilioner declarc: under penolly of peri-,-,rlihf_!_{hi forcgoing, inclug‘ing ony eHtochments, is trve and corruet

and that this declorotion wos executed on..... o d 40 e 5300 Yrancizco | Celiteriz. o

‘s Berzngtvin?
o SOOI ..._/?- s e cemeneee e SN
{ANomey lor Potiticanr) Crac.: Luey Ot (=200t mene)

—— —_——— ——

A ductarcfics wad-r panchty of preiuny cwt! Be grecuiad wilhin €alifn G, Aa L0850 0t s e miced i gaeas's S cumi e €oF 0

88- 31~ - ¢




g

AR PN

““"‘"’.-:*:z-é-z'

~ - LT M N [ ] ~

10
11
12
13
14
15
14
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

WARGARET RYAM
ATTOREY AT LAN
e PAGE & TREIRT

e, et e A e b o s . R S L. |

e =t . - e T —— _— Pl ety T e ——— -

e e T TE.. .
JEFTRTY A. ThJAS
Attoraey al Law e s dmex
3€09 facrarcento Strcet
San ¥rancisco, A 2411%

(415) 92:-6207
GWRGARST RYAY

Attoraey at Law

234 pPage Straet

San "rancisco, CA 24102
{315} C2e-277C

Attormeyvs for rerition-r

BUPFINICE MOURT FOR W02 €TATE OF CALIFORIIA
¥ TET 232 2 CoUnT™! O SAN FRAVCISCO
In r2 ki narriage of e, 719-147

Petitioncr: 3TACT LICY 3TOM RAVISFD ORG. ™ AE CEILD CUETODY

ani

Respomdent: TIACTHY O, 57053

Tl v Tl al? it g

GO0D CAUEST APTIERIMNG:

1.- Fetriticaer is awarded cvobtody of JOi VICTCR SN, ace
3, d.o.h. 1/25,772 pending further order of this court.

2. Petitioner's “rier to Shos CAause Re Custody is cortinued
for fprther hearine until ﬁ/é‘«.&!]g(,‘? /3" 1977, Demil 13 at 3:00 LT,

3. Gond cruse anmearine, thr RNV, JIM JOURS is ordersd
joinedl as a marty to +Lis action rursuant to Section 5153 of ths
Califrruia Tivil Co’c.

4. Pursuant to Section 3154(1}(d} of tha calffornia Civil
Code, the court dirsets that service of this order, the summons
and vetition upon Clai~snt JOYFS chall bé dermed to have beon

effocted unon proof cof the doing of the following acts: (1) the

“1-g&- 31~ h-S
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VTRANCIACO. CA B4R
44l s28-O07 S

mailing

mailine of a copv cof this order, the summons and netition firs:
class postane prepaid, to the 2UVIRCUD JIM JONLS, c/o PROPLT'S

TFMPLT, 1851 Scary Strect, San Trancisco, California. $aid

mailing shall occur no laker than Serterhar 1. 1977a {2) the

of this orier, the sunponu and petition airmail postage

to RPLV, JIM JCOTS, o/ T PTORIT 'S TRAPLY ACRICULTURAL, AISSTOM,

Guyana. Said mailiag shall oceur no later than Seprtomber 1, 1377:

(3) thaz mailing of a c~oy of this eordar to CUHAPLIS GARRY, Aticrnaey

at Iav, 1256 Marlet Strect, €an Prancisco, California. Raigd -

mailing shall occur 7o latar than fepterber 1, 1977; and (4) pub-

lication nf this osrder in the Reccrder, a newsmapar of general

circulation for & =«i-=es in ¢/ successivc wreks as provided in

Government Cnale <6 ¢ . 7The last fay of publication shall be no

later than Aﬁnm;y“sqz A , 1477. 7Tn the alternative, RFVU.
JONES may b persuanslly served. _
5. Pursuant to Section 3160(2) of the Catifornia Civil Cole,

Clairant Rev. 1.1 JO'TE is ordered to appear »efore thisz court

on ﬁJOU€M1é¢1 1%

causc why Petiticner should not W awnrded custnidy to said ninor,

. 1977 Room 481, City iall, to shovu

G. Tursnant to Sccetion [S185{2) nf the raiiforpia Civil! Tnde,

[ ]

Clajmant 7V, J71 "077°F i~ a?eisncd that 3 failarse to appear at

the time and nlace dusicnated ahove mav reault in a decision ¢3-

verse to himself.

L] . bt nmavd sdpem aT Ty
7. Auny prev atntomant simmad b

"

Petitiorcr or Resnendant authoriziag Claimant TOARES tu act as

guardiun of zaid r.isor o84 in wreby Jdoelarsd aull and velid.
. The partias and their sgants sre restrained from yanov. 'y

8aid minor frorm the Titv andl County of San Franois-co ponling

_a-
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- apdir of this anarkt.

October 14, 1977 : _.

Jonesy oF T gUPERIGR COULT
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JERUTEMY A, DAAS

N~asen & lens . .

3637 Seeyaverlo

San Fyrcfnco, CA 245116

(413) #32-6700 _

arigaNeY FOR. . Defitteoncr o . . -
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Pespondant I 200HY 0, S1OTH

— —

- o y—

V0! Ustad ha eldo demandado. Cf fibunal puede
dxcldlr conira UJd. sin audiencla a monos que Ud.
rewpandua Cunlio do 30 dics. Lea |2 Intoresaclén que sigue.

KOTICLE! You have L. :n gued. The ¢aud may drclde
2gctast you wilhiort vuur Luing b asd unbers youre cond
wilkin 25 Caps. Rs:d th2 Informulon Loiow.
1. Ta tha Respondent (See (oatnote®) '
& The petitioner has filed & pelition concer/ning your marriage. You may file a writien response wilhin 30 days
of the dale that this SuInmoNg 15 servad N You.
b it you fait 1o file @ written response within such time, your defavl! may be eniered and the court may enter
a judgment containing inunctive or ciher orders concerning division of property. spousal support. child custody.
child support. attorney’s fees, costs, and such other reliel as may be granicd by the court, which could
result in the garnishment of wages tzhir g e money or property, or other relef.

€. it you wich 1o seek the scvice of sn ziiurnay In thiz matler, you rheuld g5 o proiiplly so that your wrillen
response, if any, nay be 250 on time,

Dated. Sl e ... . Clen
(SEAL) . ‘ By i . Deputy

PR

ge- 31-b-R

S Tre resrante ang ofhtr s eimstted [ude1t Fost be W weing 098 e foam prescnbed Dy the Caldorna Ruits of Coun They myst be Lled n 1his
C0ur o 1N IDE Propar Wiy tel a7 proof §f Ler. oo ot 3 ey O L ach On [-8hl et Tiet: birg wiiefl & SummOny i Co #MEd * 2ived Gn g BBy ThAY vaty
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Re.,pondnnt s penslon & ret1remcnt benefits

A|¢‘ -

S % CEVIGNESS
‘a. B Cuslody of chnld en be awnrded
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JEFFRry A. JAAS
Attorney at Law

3609 Sacrarento Stireetc
San Francisco, Ca 24118
(415) 922-6207

TIART I:RET RYAN

Attorney at Law

294 Pace Strecet

San Trancisco, CR 94172
{415) G2€6-327°

Attorneye for Petitioner

T e WA VT A A QR e e e L ket i by Dy . b T e+ e e e

SUPFTICR TOURT FOR TI'C £TATE OF CALIFORWIA

I TET SITY AND COUNrTY OF SAN FRAVCISCO

In re the mnrriaée cf ) Me. 719-147

)

Petitionecr: GRACT LUCY STOFY } REVISFD ORD. K R C2ILD CMISTODY
. }
and - )
. )
Raespondent: TIACTHY O, STOEW )
) )

\

GOOD CAUSF APFEARING:
1. Petitioner is awarded custody of JOm VICTOR STOEN, age

5 d o b. 1/25/72 pen ing furthar ordnr cf thls court.
— R e R i T IR T
2. Petlt*oner" Oraer o Show Cause Re Custodv is continued

for further hearine until Aéufque /Y, 1977, nert. 13 at 9:0C A,
3. Good causze amnearinec, the REV. JIH JONES is ordered
joined as a party to this action pursuant to Section 5153 of the

California Civil Code.

4. Pursuant to Section 5154(1}(d) of the California;civil
Code, the court directs that service of this order, the summons
and petition upon Clainant JOYES shall be deemed to have been
effected upmon proof of the doing of the following acts: (1) the

. T ~1-

Y 1 3~ b- 4}
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class postaue prepnxd,
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* !3)‘ tha :-ai.li.ag;oi,,k__( 3@{7
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12‘6 Marlet Street,

mailing shall occur 3

_cxrculation for ‘/ time

fJONEs nay e pe
\ fursuant to Section

Claxrant Rev. JIN
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icause th Petitloner

Pursuapt,to

Clainnnt RZV JI“ Jours is 1iv1"e
the time and place dosignaiéd above may result in a decxsion EYs
.-,ver.-e tohimself. BRRESat, T S

hny previous declatation or s

Patitioner or Respondent auth
quardian of said
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fsaid minor from the.
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ueary Street,
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SOUES, c/o THL ?EOPi;T:};éQPLE AGRICUL*URAL MISSIO?,-
191?

cur no 1ater “than Septenber 1,

the
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ol . :t:his :-qrdax w,.cakRLE‘S GARRY, Jkttcrue. -

IR g m—..; .... o
San Franc1sco
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-California.LFnga

o later than Sep-ember 1. 1977 “apd (4) pub- .

this order in the Recordexr, a ! new;nap 2T of aeneral

s in 49/ successive

g
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waehs as prcvlded in -

a:d'e 66 24‘ . The last dav of pubncarion Thail be no
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5160{23 of Ehe California

r before this court
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further order of thi= court. .

DATTD: October 14, 1977

s
- 5~/ DONALD B. KING
- JUDGR OF TEL SUPERIOR COURT
FREE 0 B Thch o o § o e o e g e .
A
\
~ e e e, D s e C il -
o E T L s TRl T e T T I e et RNt O
. 2




-
Reviswd Orvdar Re CRIM Cuptody.

SUPERIOR COURT POR THE STATE-

'«mu«:nmwmmmwu

ln l-h' Marisge of Petticner:
OI.AC! LUCY STOEXN and Respoodent:
TIMOTHY O. STOEN —No. Tis-141.
Goord causd APPALIINE:
i, Péutioner i3 awarded custody of
VICTOR BTC!

Bbirth January 5. 1972,
arder of this court
2. Petitloner's Ortder to Bhow Causs

#f this order. the pummons and petitinn
firgl clamg postage vrepaid, to the REV-
EREND JIM JONES. c/o FEOPLES

TEMPLE. 1851 Geary Btreet, 5an Fran-
ciaco, Callformis. Bakd mailing sball oc=
our no liter than Beptember 1. 1977
¢2) the malling of this order. the sum-
monhg and petition alrmall postage to
REV. JIM JONES. c/o THE PEOPLES

teT L]

malilng of & copy of this oavdar o
Charles Carry. Attoroey at Law, 1354
Markat Street, San Prancisco, Culifornia.
Sald ahal] ocour Do later than
Septatnber 1, 19T7; and (4) publicatian
of this order in the Recorder, A DEwE-
paper of genersl circulation for 4 timas
in four succeasive w‘eh m
Governmant Code $084. The last day of

ﬁluumu Clyil

m J s ordersd to appesr before
ltovemm 1n, 17T, !ﬂn

-l. cmv !nl.l to show capse why

tioner should warded

Bot be &
mld minor.
€. Pursuant to Sectiom 3181} of the
Callf, Oode. A

T. Any p or statas
t signed by etther peul o T
spondent authorimng 1 JONES
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1. To the Rerponden! (See luoinnle*)

a The pelitorer kas tiled a pettion concerming your marriage You may file a writlen response within 30 days
of the date tha' this SWIaMINS ($ servad on you

b If you fait 10 file a written response within such time. your default may be enlered and the court may enfer
a judgment containing injunctive or ciiar grgers concerning division of property, spousal support. child cusiody,
child support. &ttorney’s less. casls. and such other rehef as may be granicd by the court, which could
result in the garmishment of wages. tehir.g cf money or property, or other relief.

c. If you wish 1o seek the rdvica of 2n 2licrnzy In this mailer, you ~heuld do 3o proiplly so that your writien

response, i any, .ay be 1ol on time.

Dated. , Clerk

(SEAL) By ____ . Deputy
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FILED
IMOTHY OLIVER STOEN il

120 Montgomery Street, Suite 1700 JUN 71978

San Francisco, Callfornla 94104 e £ Coros
% ~-t Couty (e
Telephone: (415) 391-5020 TS et
BY M, MIDARMS. DLPY
Attorney for Plaintiffs > T
Y - .
Q§§}
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
WADE B. MEDLOCK and MABEL M. )

MEDLOCK, husband and wife,

Plaintiffs,

A Y
No t ¥ 35"‘;’:}!-

VvE .
i

COMPLAINT FOR COMPENSATORY
AND PUNITIVE DAMAGES FOR
CONVERSION BASED ON COERCION
AND TFOR INTENTIONAL INFLIC-
TIOR OF EMOTIOHAL DISTRESS

JAMES WARREN JOMLS, also known
ias JIV JONES; PEOPLES TEMPLE
OF THE DNISCIPLES OF CHRIST, a
nenprofit corporation; ENOLA M.
INELSON; ENOLA M. NELSON REALTY;
HUGHE FOR;SYW JAMES McELVAIE;
and FIRST DOE through FIFTIETH
DOE, inclusive,

Defendants.

v S ot S e S St St St N St St Sl Sl N N S

Plaintiffs allege:

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION

1. Plaint#ffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that

‘defendant JAMES McELVAIE is, and at all times herein mentioned was,

.

a resident of the County of Los Angeles, State of California. ?:,

2. Defendant PEOPLES TEMPLE OF THE DISCIPLES Or CHRIST ("PLOPLES

“TEMPLE") is, and at all times herein mentioned was., a nonprofit cor«

-
-
A

»
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.fand therefore sue these defendants by such fictitious names. Plain-

poration organized and existing under and by Qigtue of the laws of
the State of Califormia. PEOPLES TEMPLE at all times heréin mention-
ed represented itself as a church.

3. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that
defendant ENOLA M. NELSON is, and at all times herein mentioned was,
; real estate broker licensed by the State of California and doing
business as defendant ENOLA M. NELSON REALTY.at 5760 Rodeo Road, Los
Angeles, California.

4. Plaintiffs are informed ard believe and thereon allege that
defendant JAMES McELVANE is, and at all times herein mentioned was,
a real estate salesman licensed by the Staée of California and doing
business as a salesman for defendants ENOLA M. NELSON and EROLA M.
NELSON REALTY,

4
! 5. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that

E
defendant JAMES WARREWM JONES ('JONES'"), alse known as JIM JONES,
was at all relevant times herein mentioned the president of defendant
PEOPLES TEMPLE.

6. Plaintiffs WADE E. MEDLOCK and MABEL M. MEDLOCK are, and at

;the County of Los Angeles, State of California.
t 7. Plaintiffs are ignorant of the true names and capacities of

b
;defendants sued herein as FIRST DOE through FIFTIETH DOE, inclusive,

tiffs will amend this complaint to allepe their true names and capza-
cities when asccrtained. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and

thereon allege that each of the fictitiously named defendants is re-

‘ - 31~b- /4
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sponsible in some manner for the eccurrences herein alleged, and that
plaintiffs' damages as herein alleged were proximately caused by
their conduct.

8. Defendants JONES, PEOPLES TEMPLE, ENOLA M. NELSON ("NELSON")
ENOLA M. NELSON REALTY (“NELSON REALTY'), HUGH FORTSYN ("FORTSYN"),
jAMES MecELVANE ("McELVANE"), and FIRST DOE througﬁ FIFTIETH DOE, in-
clusive, were the agents and employees of their codefendants JONES,
PEOPLES TEMPLE, NELSON, NELSON REALTY, FORTSYN, McELVANE, and FIRST
DOE through FIFTIETH DOE, inclusive, and in doing the things herein-
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and the permission and consent of their codefendants.

9. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that
on or about ¥ebruary 1, 1977, in the County of Los Angeles, State of
;California, defendants, and each of them, knowingly and wilfully con-
spired and agreed among themselves to unlawfully extort, c¢onvert,
and misappropriate from plaintiffs, by fraud and deceit and'by threat
of death and bodily harm, the net proceeds from the forced sale of
iplaintiffs' real property in the County of Los Angeles, State of Cal-
lifornia,which said defendants knew to have a fair market value of ap-
‘proximately $190,000.00 and an equity value to plaintiffs of approxi-
imately $130,000.00.

1 10. On February 1, 1977 plaintiffs were the owners of two par-
cels of real property, herein referred ro respectively as the BALDWIN

HILLS PROPERTY and the SECOND AVEHUE PROPERTY, in the County of los

iAngeles, State of California, described as follows:

j a. BALDWIN HILLS PROPERTY: a three-bedroom house at Lo44

-3-
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bon Zarembo Drive, Los Angeles, California, having a fair market
value on th;t date of approximately $125,000.00 and outstanding en-
cumbrances of approximately $40,000.00, thereby constituting an equif
value in plaintiffs of approximately $85,000.00. .
b. SECOND AVENUE PROPERTY: a triplex and fiﬁé-room house =t

3891 and 3891 3/4 2nd Avenue, Los Angeles, California, having a fair
market value on that date of approximately $65,000.00 and outStaﬁding
encumbrances of approximately $20,000,00, thereby constituting an
equity value in plaintiffs of approximately $45,000.00.

| 11. Plaintiffs became members of defendant PEOPLES TEMPLE in
1971. whose minister and president was deféndant JONES. 1In 1975 de-
fe£dant JONES began to pressure plaintiffs to sell all they had, give
all proceeds from such sales to defendant PEQPLES TEMPLE, and ''go
| communal”. Plaintiffs resisted this pressure, whereupon defendant
| JONES gradually increased it. Defendant JOBES employed various stra-
tagems to induce plaintiffs to sell the above-described properties,
,ome approach being that the money was needed to develop the Peoples
Temple Agriculrural Mission in Guyana, South America, which was then
%being established by defendant JONES.
‘ 12. Plaintiff WADE B. MEDLOCK is 71 years of age, and plaintiff
IMABEL M. MEDLOCK is 67 years of age. Plaintiffs worked together in
itheir own maintenance business for 33 years to acquire their equity
nln the above-described properties as security for their senior years.
lNelther plainciff at any time wxshed to sell either parcel of pro-

perty or to donate either parcel to anyone, including defendant JONES
,and defendant PEQPLES TEMPLE. Plaintiffs were living in the BALDWIN

A
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HILLS PROPERTY as their residence at all relevant times until on or
about August 1, 1977. Plaintiffs had no appreciable assets beyond
the aforesaid properties. A

13. On or about February 13, 1977 in the County of Los Angeles,
ﬁtate of California, defendant JONES personally calied piaintiff§
into the "council room" of the PEOPLES TEMPLE church buiiding at
1366 Alvarado Boulevard, Los Angeles. Present with defendant JONES
at said time and place were at least seven other members of defendant
PEOPLES TEMPLE, including defendaﬁts FORTSYN, NELSON, and McELVANE,
all acting as agents for defendant JONES. Defendant JONES at said
time and place presented to plaintiffs cegtain documents previously
filled out by defendants RELSON, NELSON REALTY, and McELVANE author-
iizing the sale of the BALDWIN HILLS PROPERTY and the SECOND AVENUE
iPROPERTY. The sales prices were listed substantially lower than the
Efair market values in order to expedite immediate sales. When plain-
itiffs hesitated, defendant JONES personally order them to sign the
jdocuments by stating to plaintiffs the following threat:
E You will either sign these papers or

] you will die. We are not taking your
' property but just protecting it.
[ 14. Plaintiffs interpreted the aforesaid statement by defendant

1 ) B £Ti 'S 'Y e
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ments presented by him. Plaintiffs were not permitted to read the
documents nor to ask questions concerning them. Any and all apparent
consents of each plaintiff to the aforesaid authorizations were ob-

!

itained by defendants solely through duress and menace of unlawful and.

.

lviolent injury to the person of each plaintiff.

. _5-
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15. At the time of signing the aforesaid documents each plaintiff
was mindful of having heard defendant JOWES say wifh respect to an
individual who had given property to defendant PEOPLES TEMPLE and
then reneged and then died, "I killed him." .

16. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that

defendant JONES ordered the other defendants to act as his agents in

quired to be signed in escrow in order to result in the proceeds of
the sales of the above-described parcels being taken by defendant
PEOFLES TEMPLE. All apparent consents by plaintiffs to all such othey
documents were obtained by defendants soleiy through reminders of
the aforesaid threat of defendant JONES and soley through said dures
Eand menace of unlawful and vielent injury to the person of each plain-
Ltiff.
i 17. On May 13, 1977, in the County of Los Angeles, State of Cal-
iifornia, defendants reminded plaintiffs or the aforesaid thréat of
defendant JONES and ordered them to sign a document relating to the
escrow of the sale of the BALDWIN HILLS PROPERTY (Escrow Number 1183-
PW) entitled "Escrow Amendment/Supplement" to Escrow Instructions.

|
iAo copy of Page 1 of the Disclosure/Settlement Statement for the afore-

1
bcaid sale is attached as "Exhibit A (Baldwin Hills)" and made a part
thereof. A copy of the aforesaid Escrow Amendment/Supplement is at-

.tached as "Exhibit B (Baldwin Hills)" and made a part hereof. The

aforesaid Amendment/Supplement was addressed to Crestwood Escrow Ser-

3

4 .
lvice in Inglewood, California, and reads as follows:

111171 : .
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From sellers net proceeds at close of
escrow, escrow holder is authorized and
instructed to make one-half of net pro-
ceeds payable to PEOPLES TEMPLE and one-
half payable to MABEL M. MEDLOCK.

lThg apparent consent of plainciffs, and each of them, to the afore-
said dpcumeﬁt was obtained by defendants solely through duréé; and
menace of wnlawful and violent injury to the person éf each plain--
Ftiff. |

1B. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that
defendant JONES, upon learning that plaintiff MABEL . MEDLOCK had
rattempited to withhold from defendant PEOFLES TEMPLE-her one-half of
the pmpceeds from the sale of the BALDWIN HILLS PROPERTY, was furioud
and orflered the other defendants to intensify the reminders of the
fthreaus constituting duress and menace as above alleged. On May 17,
51977, in the County of Los Angeles, State of California, defendants
reminded plaintiff MABEL M. MEDLOCK of the aforesaid threats, and or-
;dered Ber to sign a document relating to the escrow of the BALDWIN
fHILLS PROPERTY sale in the form of a letter addressed to Crestwood
!Escrow Service, a copy of which is attached hereto as "Exhibit C
g(Baldwin Hills)" and made a part hereof: Said letter reads as fol-
élous:
; You have heretofore geen handed an in-
! struction by me darted May 13, 1977, pro-
. viding that certain funds be paid to me
; ar the closc of Escrow. I now CARCEL
THAT INSTRUCTION.
Instead, please pav all funds due to me
from this Escrow to PEOPLES TEHPLE of

" the Disciples of Christ, a California
Corporation.

E S - BAa-31~ b-ai




The apparent consent and authorization of plaintiff MABEL M. MEDLOCK
to the afo;esaid letter was obtained by defendants soclely through
said duress and menace of unlawful and violent injury to the persou
of each plaintiff.

1%9. On May 13, 1977, in the County of Los Angeles, State of Cald
ifornia, defendants reminded plaintiffs of the aforesaid threat of
defendant JONES and ordered them to sign a document relafing to the
escrow of the sale of the SECOND AVENUE PROPERTY (Escréw Number 10744
PW) entitled "Escrow Amendment/Supplement” to Escrow Instructions.

A copy of Page 1 of the Settlement Statement for the aforesaid sale
is attached as "Exhibit D (Second Avenue)J and made a part hereof.
The aforesaid Amendment/Supplement was addressed to Crestwood Escrow
jService in Inglewood, California, and reads as follows:

From sellers net proceeds at close of

escrow, escrow holder is authorized and

instructed to make one-half of net pro-

i ceeds payable to PEOPLES TEMPLE and one-

half payable to MABEL M. MEDLOCK.

The apparent consent of plaintiffs, and each of them, to the afore-

isaid document was obtained by defendants solely through said duress

iplaintiff.

20. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that
tdefendant JONES, upon learning that plaintiff MABEL M. MEDLOCK had
attempted to withhold from defendant PEOPLES TEMPLE her ome-half of
Ethe proceeds from the sale of the SECOND AVENUE PROPERTY, was furious

3and ordered the other defendants to intensify the reminders of the

threats constituting duress and menace as above alleged. On May 17, |,

1
g

8-
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25‘ 22. The sales of both the BALDWIN HILLS PROPERTY and the SECOND

1977, in the County of Los Angeles, State of California, defendants
reminded piaintiff MABEL M. MEDLOCK of the aforesaid threats, and or
dered her to sign a document relating to the escrow of the SECOND
AVENUE PROPERTY sale in the form of 2 letter addressed to Crestwood
Escrow Service, a copy of which is attached hereto as “Exhibit E:
{Second Avenue}" and made a fart hereof. 5Said letter reads as fol-
lows: |

You have heretofore been handed an imn-
struction by me dated May 13, 1977,
providing that certain funds by paid
to me at the close of Escrow. 1 now
CANCEL THAT INSTRUCTION.

Instead, please pay all funds due to
me from this Escrow to PEOPLES TEMPLE
of the Disciples of Christ, a Califor-
nia Corporation.

The apparent consent and authorization of plaintiff MABEL M. HEDLOCj

-to the aforesaid letter was obtained by defendants solely through

$wn Lacimer +h o~
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each plaintiff.
21. On or about July 28, 1977, defendants ordered plaintiffs to

!

ivacate their BALDWIN HILLS PROPERTY residence because escrow was

fabout to close. Plaintiffs srated to defendants that they would not

ihave sufficient monies to maintain themselves and requested the sum
iof $10,000.00 from the net proceeds being claimed by defendant PEO-

PLES TEMPLE, but defendants stated to plaintiffs thar $10,000.00 "is

too much” and agreed that plaintiffs should receive the sum of

! .
:$7,000.00 instead.
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AVENUE PROPERTY were finalized in escrow on or about August 1

in the County of Los Angeles, State of California, at which time the

following net proceeds were paid over to defendant PEOPLES TEMPLE :

a. Net proceeds from sale of BALDWIN HILLS PROPERTY
$37,003.08; and .
b. Net proceeds from sale of SECOND AVENUE PROPERTY:

23. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allége that
in addition to the above-enumerated net proceeds totalling $48,510.07
paid over to defendant PECPLES TEMPLE, that defendants NELSOR And
RELSON REALTY were ordered under duress by.defendant JONES to pay,
and in fact did pay, over to defendanf PEQOPLES TEMPLE the sum of

L
i
-~

L2 0, which represented their real estate sales commission of
$2.,5
from the sale of the SECOND AVENUE PROPERTY.

17.0
35.00 from the sale of the BALDWIN HMILLS PROPERTY and §2,682.00

24, At all ctimes herein mentioned, and in particular on'or about
July 31,‘1977, plaintiffs were, and still are, the owners and were,
and sti]l are, entitled to the possession of the following personal
property: Monies constituting the net proceeds from the sales of the
Eabove-described properties paid over to defendant PEQOPLES TEMPLE.
; 25. On or about July 31, 1977, the above-mentioned persconal pro-
perty had a value of $48,510.07, and on that date was in the posses-
sion of plaintiffs at Los Angeles, County of Los Angeles, State of
¢Califormia.

26. On or about August 1, 1977, in the County of Los Angeles,
State of California, defendants converted the éforesaid personal pro-

-10-
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perty to tpeir own use, as a proximate result of which plaintiffs
lost the value of their entire equity in the above-described proper-
ties (less the above-mentioned payment of $7:000.00), all to plain-
tiffs' damage in the sum of ONE HUNDRED TWENTY-THREE THOUSAND DOLLARS
($123,000.00) . . R

27. At the time of the conversion, defendants were fuliy aware
that the property was the property of plaintiffs ana that plaintiffs
were entitled to possession thereto, and notwithstanding that know-
ledge, defendants wrongfully, maliciously, and with intent to injure
plaintiffs, converted it as hereinabove alleged. By reason thereof,
plaintiffs are entitled to exemplary and ﬁunitive damages in the sum

of TWELVE MILLION DOLLARS ($12,000,000.00).

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTIOK

28. Plaintiffs reincorporate the allegations of their First
Cause of Action as though fully set forth at length herein.’

29. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that
on or about June 16, 1977, in the City and County of San Francisco,
;State of California, defendants, and each of them excepting defendant:
éNELSON and NELSON REALTY, knowingly and wilfully conspired and agreed
lamong themselves to intentionally inflict emotional distress and
‘mental suffering on plaintiffs should they refuse to follow defendant

JOHES to "Jonestown™, Guyana, South America, and thereby become un-

1 - . . . R
.above-alleged unlawful extortion and conversion. Said infliction of
p

femotional distress and mental suffering was to be done by threats of

b - -_11-

able effeétively to protest and complain to legal authorities about t
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death and bodily injury made by persons in the County of Los Angeles|
State of Caiifornia, who would be selected by, and who wouid ace
upon the express orders of, defendant JONES in Guyana, South America.
Defendant JONES would transmit such orders in pre-arranged code by
ééurier and by international shortwave amateur radio. =
30. On or about January 20, 1978, in the Couﬁty of Los Angeles,
State of California, defendant FORTSYN telephoned plaintiffs and madse

the following threat twice, once to each plaintiff:

You know what happeped to Chris.
Jim wants you to come to Guyana.

O W M N o A& W N

i1 31. At the time of defendant FORTSYN ﬁaking the above-mentioned
12 fthreat, the defendants, and each of them, knew that plaintiffs would
13Ireg;rd, as they did in fact regard, the name ‘'Chris" as a reference

18 {to Christopher Lewis, a member of defendant PEOPLES TEMPLE and body-
15§guard of defendant JOKES known publicly to have been murdered on the

16 lstreets of San Francisco

: California in December 1977 shortly after

17freturning from Guyana, South America. At said time the defendants,
18 {and each of them, also knew that plaintiffs would regard, as they in
19 fact did regard, the name "Jim" as a reference to defendant JONES.
20 32. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that

2] [defendant JONES on or about January 14, 1978, personally ordered, by

R . N of courier and am of the afore-
b

23)said threat, and by the same means dictated its wording, using a pre-
24 larranged code. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege
25!t hat defendant JONES knew and intended that his order would be thus

h . -
26,received and acted upon in the County of Los Angeles, State of Cali-

-12-
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1 ffornia so as to result in the making of the aforesaid threat and the

2§consequent injury to plaintiffs.
3 33. Defendants did the acts and things herein alleged pursuant
44to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy and agreement above allegeg.
5*— 34. Upon being threatened by FORTSYN as above alleged, plaintiffsg
. g{became fearful that they would be murdered by defendants. As the
y§proximate result of the aforementioned threat, plaintiffs suffered
g¢humiliation, mental anguish, and emotional and physical distress,
gjand have been injured in mind and body, all to plainciffs' damages
10fin the sum of SIX HUNDRED THOUSAN& DOLLARS ($600,006.00) each.
11 4 35. As a further proximate result of the aforementioned threat,
1?2 [plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege they will be
13 irequired to employ physicians and surgeons to examine, treat, and
14 [care for them, and may incur medical expenses for hospital bills in
- - 15 [an amount which has not yet been ascertained.
16 36. The aforementioned acts of defendants were willful, wanton,
17 fmalicious, and oppressive, and justify the awarding of exemplary and

18 {punitive damages in the amount of TWO MILLION DOLLARS ($2,000,000.00).

19
204 THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION
21| 37. Plaintiffs reincorporate the allegations of their First and

22 fSecond Causes of Action as though fully set forth at length herein.
23| 38. On or about March 26, 1978, in the County of Los Angeles,

24 [State of California, defendant McELVANE approached plaintiff WADE B.
2SEMEDLOCK. Plaintiff WADE B. MEDLOCK said to McELVANE:

26 I cdon’'t believe in Jim anymore.

i - 713_
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Defendant McELVANE at said time and place then made the following
threat to piaintiff WADE B. MEDLOCK in the presence of plaintiff
MABEL M. MEDLOCK: .

You better watch our. What happened

to Chris could happen to you.

39. At the time of defendant McELVANE making the above-mentionec
threat, the defendants, and each of them, knew that'plaintiffs would
regard, as they did in fact regard, the name "Chris"™ as a reference
| co Christopher Lewis as above alleged.

40. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that
defendant JONES on or about March 19, 1978; personally ordered, by
means of courier and amateur shortwave radio, the making of the afore
isaid threat, which was to be rendered by defendant McELVANE after
:he approached plaintiff WADE B. MEDLOCK and ascertained that said
plaintiff's attitude was one likely to cause trouble for defendants
JOWES and PEOPLES TEMPLE. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and
tthereon allege that defendant JONES knew and intended that his order
Ewould be thus executed by defendant McELVANE in the County of Los
Angeles, State of California so as to result in the making of the
;aforesaid threat and the consequent injury to plaintiffs.

4). Defendants did the acts and things herein alleged pursuant
to, and in furtherance of, the conspiracy and agreement alleged in
paragraph 29 herein.

: 42. Upon being threatened by defendant McELVANE as above alleged
:plaintiffs became even more fearful that they would be murdered by

3
jdefendants. As the proximate result of the aforementioned threat,

14~
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i
] i plaintiffs suffered humiliation, mental anguish, and emotional and

 physical distress, and have been injured in mind and body, all to

"

‘plaintiffs’' damages in the sum of SIX HUNDRED THOUSAND DOLLARS

w N

4 §(5600,000.00) each.

5¢ ; 43. As a further proximate result of the aforementioned threat,.
6 fplaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege they will be
7 required to employ physicians and surgeons to examine, treat, and
Bfcare for them, and may incur medical expenses for hospital bills in
ann amount which has not yet been ascertained. .

44, The aforementioned acts of defendants were willful, wanton,

malicious, and oppressive, and justify the awérding of exempiary and

i
X
|
i
d

12 yjpunitive damages in the amount of TWO MILLION DOLLARS (5$2,000,000.00).
13
ld& WHEREFORE, plaintiffs pray judgment as follows:
) ” 15{ 1. For general damages in the sum of $2,523,000.00.
16{ 2. For medical and related expenses according ro proof.
17} 3. For punitive damages in the sum of $16,000,000.00.
185 4. For costs of suit herein incurred.
19{ 5. For such further and other relief as the court may deem
20§proper
21; DATED: June 6, 1978.

23: jxmz?ﬁq Oleven ALen
: : TiMoTEY JLIVER STOER
; Attorney for Plaintiffs
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Trial by jury is demanded on all issues.

DATED: June 6, 1978.

: Foriuothey Olivin AGom
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19 |

20

21t
22%
23
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24f

TIMOTHY diIVER STOEN
Attorney for Plaintiffs
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- INGLEWDDD. CALIFORNIA 90301

« e AD1 EAST MANCHESTER ALVD. SuiTF 20 R °
678:3233 F

ESCROW AMENDMENT/SUPPLEMENT

Fooee e 1183-PW Evernn Oflicee__Pat Worrill hew  May 13, 1977

My prevaus smatugtiong n the gheve Au= ow e hereby road-f.ed — wupple=ented Jn the lu“p--ng
I'-

To: CRESTWOOD ESCROW SERVICE: /
befed #3c

st 2o ars o=y

joxe of escrow, escrow holder is

ke one~half of net proceeds

d ¢ne-~-half payable to MABEL M. MEDLOCK.
itions|are to remain the same.

From sellers net proceeds at ¢
authorized and instructgd to
payable to PEQPLES TEMP
All other terms and co

/ /f ff_r ,//4%*\&?4 '/'2/,?}/;!:;{-,) /,_1(]4:’-‘"%

Wade B hedlock/\ Mabel M. rediock

plIJ/ )

NLANE
U
\).}b'

A

. " RETURN TO ESCROW

Eoch of the phove - vigned stotes he hos reod the lo'-.go-nq snstructions ond understonds ond ogrees to them

- -EXHIBIT B (BALDWIN HILLS) . .
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To: CRESTWOOD ESCROM SERVICE
401 East Monchester Boulevard, Suite 209

Inglewoed, Califormia 90301

®Be: Escrow No. 1183-®W
Escrow Officer: Pat Worrlll

Gentlemen; v
Bou have heretofore been handed an instruction by me doted

®ay 13, 1977, providing that certain funds be paid to me at
zhe close of Escrow. I mow CANCEL THAT INSTRUCTION. _#nr

Enstead, please pay all funds due to me ‘from this Escrow
wo PEOPLES TEMPLE of the Disciples of Christ, a California

eorporation.
Baoted: at Los Angeles, this 17th day of May, 1977.

..........

#END OF INSTRUCTIOR. c.tvvsnuncrsasanane

.. .,
Z’fé{.( S ) l-'{f[ TR
Mabel M. Mculock

Recelpt is hercby ackm:wledgéd
wf a copy of this document.

B d el e dlotle

v
-
-

EXHIBIT C-(BALDWIN HILLS)
88
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larry D. & Brenda Bevenly. T Bte, 202
Mabal M. Torrance, Calif, 90504
. R - _ | PR
, |& TR m T Tocavion WOEETTLEMEN AGERT === LRI TI N YRT S
: 3891, 3891 3/4 2nd Ave] Crestwood Escrow Service P8/
" los Angeles, Callfemhﬁntl OF BETTLAMINT —
) 401 E. Manchester Blvd,, Sts, 209
: Inglewood, California 90301 !
i
4 SUMMARY OF BORROWE R'S TRANSACTION K. SUMMARY DF SELLERT TRALNIAS TeOM
—— - . —_
Bl RGN VANOUNE BUE T REBE BOIRRUWLE i) RSN AAMRIN T P BN FETR
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To: Crestwood Escrow Service
40) East Manchester Boulevard, Suite 209,
Inglewood, California 90301

He:  Eacrow No. 1074-Ry
= Escrow Officer Pat Worrlll -

Centlement

You have heretofore been handed an instruction by me dated
May 13, 1977, providing that certain funds be poid Lo me at
the close of Escrow. T now CANCEL THAT INSTRUCTION.
Instead, please pay all funds due .to me from this Escrov

to PEOPLES TEMPLE of the Disciples of Christ, » Califomis
Corporation. ’
Doted: at Los Angeles, thias 17th day of May, 1977,

END OF INSTRUCTION.caetceocenstanssancscrsarcnsssasnncsncns

Receipt is hereby acknowledged
of a copy of this document.

-~ 7 7 :

-
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
CASE NUMBER

WADE R. MEDLXK et al
v . minﬁﬂs
JAMES WARREN JonES etal CERTIFICATE OF ASSIGNMENT
Defwdauts - ) .

A civil action or proceeding preseated for Tiling in a district other than the Central District must e accompanied by this

Sk me Nl el o TR oty

certificate. An acisdn ior personai injury, wrongiui deaih oF tiamage id property presented for Tiling in the Contral Disinict
must be accompanied by this certificate. 1f the ground is the residence of a3 party, name and residence shalt be stated.

E The undersigned declares that the above entitled matter s filed for proceedings in the _____C&j??_v._l_________________._Districx
of the Superior Court under Aule 2, Seciion 3 of this court for the checked reason:

Nmture ol Achion Grownul
———— —_—

1 ] Adogmion Petitioner resides within the district
O 2 Conservator Petitioner or conservatee resides withun the destriey
(] 3 Contmct Periormance i the distict is expressiy provided for
() 4 Equity The cause of action arose within the distnct
j] L] Eminent Domain The progeety as located within e cistrict
O 6 Famiby Law Plawntit?, delenktant, perttioner of respondent resides within the district
] 7 Forceabic Entry The property is localed within the chistrict
O B Guargianship Petitioner or ward resides within the district
C] 9 Haheas Corpus Na action pending, the person s held within the district
£l Manaie” The debeneant Tunciions wholly witlun the distnict
G n Name Changr The pretmoner resackes witlan thee dinteet
D 12 Parsonal Froperty The property is located wrthin the destrict
O 13 Prohaee Deecedent resided? or petitioner resides within the district
C] 14 Prohieition* The detendant funrtions whaolly within the district
a 115 Review " The defenddant incuions whaolly within the district
0 e Small Claims Appea) The lower court is located within the distriet
o7 Titic wo Real Property The property is localed within the dstrict
% 18 TORT The cause of action arose within 1he district
9 TORT" The cause of actron aross outside of this county
O 20 Tranghersed Action The lower court is located within the district
O = Unlawiut Detamner The property is jocated within the district

The reswience of the petitioner, respondent, deceased, conservatee, ward, plaintil!, or defendant

Jvne

1,191%

tcsenesommnmaan mmmnn is

iName} ™~

| declare umder penalty ol perjury that the loregoiny s 1rue and correel and this declaration was executed on

.. at, LOS_._AVﬁEIEL,_,,,,,,,,,,,,,,v,___,__________,____ , Califorma.

(S:gnature ot Artorney]

*Prerogative wails conomming 8 court of inlerior jurisdicon and Tort Actions asiung outside of 1he couniy may be Diled in Centrat Dustrict only

Rule 2 LASCH

CERTIFICATE OF ASSIGRMENT

-

76C134—~RCO1Z (RevaB-FT)-PF5 10 77
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TAREKTAL CONSERT

AND TOWER OF ATTURREY

STATL 0 CALIFORLTA }
cuuyry 0 Mendocino ) sa.
UN1YEDy S1ATLR O AHMRICA)

1, Grace L. Stoen and Timothy Stoen herchy declare:
i. 1 am the matural parent 20D X W B IR N

of _Johao Stees

2 1 heveby consent to said minor going to Guyans, South Amcrica, to llve

and be cared for there under the Guardinaship or custody of

Joyce Touchette .

I herehy appoint _Sharon Cobb of Redwood Vaklyemiif,
and _Jim_ Jopes of 5. F. ,Calif.
and Helen Swinoey ) of Redwood Valley, Calif.

as my attorneys-in-fact, jointly and severally, to take any and all action
ony of them deex fit for the welfare of said minor. By this powver of sttor-
ney, I give each of the sforesaid actorneys-in~fact the right to the care,

cumiOCy, puUleavision, and control of kaid minor amywhere threughout the worig,

and to travel anywhere with said wminor throughout the world.

Executed on thiz9t h day of March '

1976, at Ukiah ,California

STGNLN }L(/ ta et ({& df’.lé’u
/ é@::’d@ﬁé?;—, - G
)

Wkr
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STAPE Y CARIFOTRIA b I
couily or ) ss.
UHIT! a STATES U ANELICK)

n_Merch 9th before mu, the Undeveigned,

A Rotary Vublic in swd fer said Cowaty und Siale, perconally appecared

Ef_ace I.. Stoen and Timothy Stoen knvun Lu me to be the ——

pernun whose lamy_are_ “vdsciided to the within iecstruwents and ackrow-

Jedged Lo me that t heycxecuted the some.

WITNLSS MY HAXD AND OYFICI.L Sear.

s

1k Olht.ul Sent
Jowmes . Rardotph
lhlm Pudiec - Cald,
"N'ﬂll 0‘1:9 -
Cogty

4
¢ !’?!' "vﬂ!_ o . 15n
TV Ny

Niwz, R Lrnd usf&




e

.U b

T, TEFT LN A

- gy -

DEAR, GENE,
A KCALY CAIoyAg GuiinA- Ttk
PELAE APE 10 CAMIDS PATIZ AXD
BELPruL. A vl 1PAv o 0n '
_ -L‘_
THE VT PNATAT LTAQTRS . 17
Py SolN, Jarln VRTOZ, o waTeR¢r g
A= AND DO/NT LPEAT. HE N
€AD, A DEEWED At faJrak
(el naTion TREACATDSSLY, AND
£ LEATAING AL EINDS 8F INTBEERND
, THINGS ABOUT NATUEE. Tofm
TeluBBs AHD Hy oThEC TEACHERS
TAfS GIFTED TIHEMRETCALY AND
PRACTRABLY. ¢E B EEF1yNE 0T
bl: LOVE AAIT AFFGCI/IN, AND 15

WIAPY A A LR
U Ve 65 AT To WATAOL .;a-.,
LEoAt mm:*ﬁ,n-mm s AT S& i
Wl BE LEDIZ IS iunine s SO e o—

BRI

P, by Woatiog & limv?-nm. I-wm-.

KEBACDS T AL . SINTBRELY, .‘imgm

L

EUsENE CHANYN, ESQURE

B 15023
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FRANTSCO , (AL RAVA

§

aqus

nsA
AlR mALL

Ba- 3I-6-39




e

e
SRR

TO CAROLYN LAYTON

Law Office Report #54 November 4, 1978 page 1 from June
1. P.T. v, Stcen lawsuit: o Dchvber
a. Without consulting any of us, Charles filed/a notice of deposirion

for exanination of Stoen's bank records. We knew nothing of this
until Nov. 1, when Hellinan filed & responsive motion for
protecitive order against such deposition. See copies attached.
At that time Charles filed a responsive declaration in support
of his motion for deposition. Hallinan attached as exhibits

to TOS's suppeorting declaration copies of excerpts from

letter sent to media accusing Stoen of things, and copy of
letter sent to Franchise Tax Board accusing TOS of working
againgt P.T. Charles blew up when he saw the exhibits

and said here was another example of how we do things without
his suthorization. Well, this deposition business was done
without our authoriration. Charles told Jean that this

was done in consultation with Mazor, and that Mazor had

the account number of a Swiss bank account and told Charles

he didn't know whose it was, and Charles said 1f it wasn't
Stoen then it wust be ours. He said this to Mazor. This

whole operation wasz done by Charles ip conjunciion with

Mazor, not with us,

If you read TOS's declarstion, you will see his usuval
pattem of sticking in irrelevant gtuff in order to attach
outrageous exhibits, and this time he focuses on letter
campaigns. The letter to the Franchise Tax Board is

a form letter which would have been used by someone to re-
write, and hisg publicizing it informs us that someone

hag given it to him. However, the igsue of the deposition
concerns bank accounts and has nothing to do with letter-
writing.

The hearing on the deposition is this coming Tuesday, November
7. Charles will not be there. He will be gn Santa Rosa

on another cagse. Tom called him in an effort to change his
mind and gert him to appear for us, but Charles became angry
and explained that this wes a strategy of his because Pegonen
is on intimate terms with the judge, that he meetd with

him in his chambers a lot ol cases, and Charles does not

have a good relationshp with the judge involved. He was

agry at our telling him what to do. Same o0ld story.

2. Medlock v, P.T.:

The hearing on the motion for change of venue logt, and
the judge ruvled against us. So Charles and a new attorney
in his office, Nell Rosenbaum, who is not a California attorney,
but is licensed through the NY+f4 barsand did the research
and writing of the pleadings, tiled a Petition for Writ

of Mandate. See attached. I talked with Rosenbaum a little
because 1 had to come in and sign a verification.

He is young, English accent, careless enough that he forgot
to add the verification til after Charles had taken the
papers to LA to file them so0 the verification had to be
sent in late. He was in & rush and I didn't get to talk

to him much, but he's part-time and will only be there for
a month, after which he will be working for a judge.

e 3-b -yo
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TO CAROLYN LAYTOM

Law Office Report #34 November 5, 1978 page 2 from June

3. Apostolic Corp. - The past decision up to nmow has been to let
the corporation lapse, don't formally dissolve it.

Attached is copy of the latest we've received from Franchise
Tax Board. 1In the past we were told to ask Bentzman about this,
and when we did, he asked the usual questions about where are
the records, did you file a return, and why didn't you. We
already know the answer; no return was filed; the penalties
are grester for not filing then for filing and not paying.
The records are not here of course. So any help Bentzman
can give is extremely limited and I would rather not pursue
it with him anyway. As these forms come in, are we to continue
to ignore them as if they didn't exist? What will eventually
happen in re to "enforcement sction''?

Another thing with Apostolic: we've received the attached
checks from time to time, and when I sent a questin over

about them some time ago, I got a note back from Maria saying
"'a letter needs to be written asking that these checks be
refigsued in the pname of the president of the corporation because
it has been dissolved, and include corp. resolution." Well,

s and Cacab amd Flafbfo
I sasked about this when I went overseas, and Sarah and Chaikin

didn't have any final snswer on it mainly becaus the corporation
is not dissolved and the minutes of the corporation were back
here and we didn't know who the current officers were who

would sign such & letter. I have looked up in theminutes

the current status of the corp and ofiicers and this is it:
Terry Carter, 1ls president; Annie Moore is secretary; and Mike
Prokes is Vice Pregident, There ig no treasurer, The
corporation made an official resolution discontinuing corpoerate
operations as of January 31, 1977. Nothing further was done

to dissolve the corporation. Going through the file I found
the attached Dissolution form which was sent by Janet Evans

of the Stark firm, which you may wish to re-exsmine should
there be & change of heart.

4. Troth Enterprises, Inc. - on law office report #53, section IlI,
under "Tax Things for Tish, Item 1" I described a problem we're
having with the Board of Equalization because of the error
in Harold's having posted SF Bart tax onto the use tax permit
quarterly reports. Tish sent a radio message back saying phone
the person in charge of that Board, say account is closed, that
records were sent to Tish and she will correspond with them
there, no longer operative, and do nothing without consultation,"
May I remind you folks that the letter sent to the Board explaining
that the SF Bart tax inclusion is a bookkeeper'a error, was .
mot done without consultation; rather it was done vias radio
dnstructions received July 16, 1978, and further that I discussed
this whole thing with Tisz when I went overseag and she said
nothing about any change in direction. Bonnie informs us this
wreekend that the Board called the Ranch Friday and asked about
the SF Bart tax inclusion, and Bonnie told them that the
bookkeeper was Iin_San Francisco and the businesz tself wasn't.
‘The telephone call will be made and the latest info re
bookkeeper Tish, etc will be conveyed, but we are dubious what
will happen after that. Meanwhile, we're still waiting for

issolve Truith as a corporation - were
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Law Office Report #54 November 5, 1978 page 3 from June

promised instructions via the radio last July but have heard
nothing further, and nc one had anything to give we when I went
overseas.

See Tim Clancy's latest memo on Truth Enterprelises, attached.
We would like to hsve some direction on this please,

See law office report #53, section ITI, tax things for Tish,
Item 14. This concerns the notice from the Franchise Tax Bd
that we recelved for several months, Just labeled "LE, 1859
Geary" and eventually came addressed "LE TEMPLE."
The latest on this isthat I called Bentzman to help us by
calling Franchise Tax Board, but he did not have time, so I
called Franchise Tax Board myself, T lained how we had been
receiving these notices for several months but douldnt identify
them until the latest that cawe addressed LE TEMFLE, and it
finally dawned on us that they must mean the church, and I
explained that ours was a tax exempt charitable church *
corporation, and we did not pay incowe tax and this did not
make gense., Tt didnt make sense to the woman I talked to
either, and she agreed that it must be a computer error,
expecially after I pointed out toher the mix up in the
account number, which had been spaced out to look like a
gocial gecurity number but after we doubled checked, it turned
out to be our federal employer identification number, divided
up to resembele 8 social security number. She said dont worry
and that whe would send us an explanation. In the meantime
I typed up a letter for attorney Bentzman's signature,
confirming the telephone call, and he signed it and 1t went
to SF end Sacramento Franchise Tax Boards. The next day he
called Franchise Tax Board himself and they explained after
checking that the reason for the mix-up was that the Bank of
Montreal had been gending interest gtatements to the Franchise
Tax Board., Apparently every wonth the Bank of Montreal
sends us interest statements oo & eavings account we have there
and Jean Brown deposits that interegt into a P,T. account.
That must have been interpreted as income by the Franchise
Tax Board and thus the sli-up. This is stiil going on and
being unraveled, and a letter is going to the Bank of Montreal
explaining the situatiom.
As far as Tish's radio instructions of 11/1 in which she said
tell Bentzman to do nothing, get an extension of time, and send
her full copies of reports Bentzman filed on annual information
returng - by the time those instructions came, the phone call
had already been made and the letter sent to the Franchige Tax
Board. Also, see Law Office Report #26, dated April 20, 1978
(1 am attaching a copy of it) re the late filing of the
annual information returns. Tish says there was a mistake
on those forws. Sorry but we did not have any clearer
directions to go on, nor did we have any figures othe than .
gast ears to compare. So we did what had to be done in order
o get the forms in on time, and Jean and Bentaman and I san
down together and prepared the info returns for 1974, 1976 and 1975,
and they all went intogether at once, late but finally it was
resolved as you will see from the attachment.
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Law Office Report #54 Rovember 5, 1978 page 4 from June

6.

Stockton property in the neme of P.T. - former Loren Roberts property.
Loren Roberts does not come to the church any more and is hostile,

His sister Lorine Davis left some months ago slso. Years ago he

turned over deeds on his property in Stockton and 1t was recorded
in P.T.'s name. At the same time he turned over pinck slips on
cars and personal papers, and we still have some of those papers.
He eventually sold his house himself, but the Stocktom property
remained in our name and we are still stuck with it.

At ome point the City wanted to demolish it and I think that was
done because it was a public eyesore. KNow there are back taxes
on i{t, dating back to 1972, in the total smount of $766.36.

See attached ptatemant of delinquent taxes. McElvane has

always shid we should pay this because of negative p.r. value,
but I have disagreed because the property has been oura for years.
We have neglected it and it has been gold to the State for taxes
because it ran past the 5 year limit - but we're atill listed

as owner, along with the State

We have just received & letter from McFarland Energy Inc. wanting
to lease for oil and gas exploration purposes, for 5 years,
pooling this lease with grouK of other leases to have a large
enough block of land in which to drill a gas well, at $5.00

per acre rental, or 510 per single lot. In other words, they
are offering us $10 to lease out the lot.

a. How do we get rid of this property?

b. Do we have to pay back taxes? What will happen if we dont?
c. Should we sign tﬁe leage and accept the oil/gas offer?

Clearances on people to go over:

a. Esther Johnson, mother in law of Coty Johnson, and son Bebbie.
Lives in 1A. Her husband, dad of Bobbie, is not a member,
They are not separated., He wants her and Bobbie to go, and
he zas signed consent for the child to go. He has asked her
wvhen will she be going overseas, because he wants to move
his daughter in tge house when ghe leaves. He told her
he bought her clothes to take overseas and he doesnt knderstand
why she's not gone yet. He says he doesnt want his son to get
in wirh the LA gangs. Vee thinks that the real reason for
him wanting to get Esther out of there is that he has another
woman he wants to bring into the house. The husband has in
the past attended the church 6 times; he doesnt go to any
other church, The child Bobbie is liyears old.

Melvin Lowery - he is officially off probation as of October

26, and we have the attached Certificate of Discharge to prove it.
Archie needs him to stay and work on the crew, because as

Archie puts it, he has only 3 consistent worksers -

Melvin, Don Davis, and David Gallie. So az far as we are
concerned, legally Melvin ig okay to go, but it will be awhile
becauge of the tremendous workload on the crew, with the

crating and the packing of the barrels, etc.

F\
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Law Office Report #54 November 5, 1978 page 5 from June

Law Office oversess supplies - Shipmentz sre going our with
sach person that goes over, in duffel bags. We have been able

to procure everything so far, and I think the only thicg we

will have to buy is the plglx;xzai legal ruled pleading paper,
the onionakin paper, and the batteries, earphones, foot pedal,
and cassettes for the tape recorders. Otherwige, sw we have
access to nvetg:hing elge. It has to go out little by little

in the duffel g8, because there g such & rush on Patty's
christmas stuff, and both items have equal priority,

1f we crate it, you wont. get it for a year, 5o, into duffel

bags ir will fo. Don Davis has been able to score a& great deal
in his late night garbage runs, in the financilal district ocutside
of stationary stores, et¢c. 1 have packed ug a bunch of beautiful
large legal gize envelopes he found, about 200 of them white
Japanese rice paper, beautiful grain to it, and some more

+:Egot=ESE AT T

- manila envelopes which are 1mpr?nted First Class Mail on them,

Ae found a huge crate of the stuff end that will fo over on

one of the regular crates, but I scavenged about 300 out for us.

10.

Be pure to check the inventories - I labeled everything and
wrapped esach item in plastic, labeled 'BEA ORSOT, LAW OFFICE, RUSH"
or BEA GRUBES. I wanted to keep the law office stuff out of
Patty's bags because I was afraid that Patty's bags would go

on upriver but apparently everything is all mixed up so

check each enventory carefully to catch the stuff before it

goes on to Patty,

One question that was asked previocusly was how many people remain
back here who gave property. .
LA is still ehecking on this, but Vee recalls:
Clara Causey - she gtopped coming, didn't want tc leave her children,
Bunnicutts - they are working on wife's passport.
Dorothy Lewlis - not ready yet.
Exie Eleby - Vee says there is no way that Exie would ever leave
Melits Gibson, the child of which she is legal guasrdian and
Jean Gibson is the natural mother, behind. So that puts us in
an awkward position as Jean Gibson's latest attitude isg relief

thar the child light remain with her rather than go with Exie overseas.

If we Eet court permission for the child to travel with Exie,
we rigk Jean Gibson'a stitude; 4£f we have Exie remain, we

risk problems because hers iz the case where the deed i3 being
challenged bgher son who says it was a forgery and he unever
signed over his interest to her before she gave it to P.T,

We have heard nothing further from him on that, and Vee remembers
that Exie’s son is very i1l in the hospital right now so that
may be done with...

Mary Baldwin is oversess. She should write to her children.right
away. Apparently one dauvghter is a co-signer on her checks,

and has not been able to cash the cheks gince Mary went over,

but told Vee she is planning to sign Mary'sname to them and will
not go through the process of forwarding the checks to Mary.

Has not heard from Mary at all and this does not help the situation.
when Mary lived in LA, she did not know how to write and this may
be one reason she has not writen to children, but by now, knowing
Jonestown, she may have been taught to write - gomeone should look

fnto this case.
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Law Office Report #54& Rovember 5, 1978 from June page 6

11. Taxes

a., Shanda and Bruce Oliver - someome should sit down with
them and fill out the attached card - no refund will come without
it. It's probably because they're married and Shanda's
first income tax return using the name Oliver,

b. Anpette Jones - latest recelved from IRS on tax liability due.

¢. Danny & Edith Kutulas - statement of adjustment to account
on 1974 income tax return. I'm not sure 1f this is a bill
or a refund, Judging from the code number explanation on
the reverse side for #01 and 30, it scunds like there
wasg & penalty for not filing and tax unpaid when due; but
then the penalty was eliminated.,,?%??

d, Patricia Cartmell - latest notice from IRS on tax due for
1975, $39.66

12. Sale of Emest Jones property - escraw has closed and the
wmoney is held up entil a 2nd trust deed is cleared up -
lpparenth Ernest Jones owed on & 2nd trust deed and Mac
needs to know 1f it was paid cff and to whom and where
can he get proof of it being paid off without having to go
to a title company and paying $13 an hour for them to make
a search. See attached page describing the deed of trmst
In question. We used to have a file onthig property but
I cannct find it aggwhere, and the sale is held up until
this is settled, is question has been asked over the radio
but in case more clarification is needed, here it is.

13. Ray and Agnes Jones refund on 1973 taxes - when I was overseas,
Tish suggesated possible way to try to get refund on tax
shich was filed way past statue of limitations, alleging
hnvin% been out of the country and records missing, ete.
Here 1is & notice from the IRS for tax returns filed for
Ray and Agnes for 1973, dening the refund because the return
wag filed more than 3 years after due date. I checked our
file on the return that was prepared by Harold/Tish earlier
this year and the refund they would be getting ig $600.
So please have someone (Jann Gervich} get together with Tish
and with Ray and Agnes and prepare such a lecter and send it
in, either to me to forward on or direct to IRS.
Congsidering the amount of refund involvedm it might e worth
it, but I dont know what the odds are that they will get anything.
On cloger lock, they slso got a denial letter for 1975, so
please combine into 1 letter their request for recongideration

for both the 1973 and 1972 returns. Copies 6f letters from

IRS are attached.

14. After I got back from overseas, waiting for me wag & note from
Harrviet asking for stuff to bring with me to overseas - well it
didnt reach me til I got back but what I'm wondering is, will
you still want the stuff: She aske for xeroxes of rough drafts
of TOS letters, drafts of corporate documents that he did; names
of cases he represented us en, etc. Medlock file, LA apartment file,

A8- 31-b - y5
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and xeroxes of any other thing where he shows himself as our
counsel. Will you still need this forgour work with Mark?
Sorry I didnt get the note til I came back because obviusly
it would have helped a great deal, considering the content of
Charles briefcase when we got there.

15, FOIA on Tom Adams FCC License - attached is copy of latest

I S S PP A

letter from the attorney in Washington who is pursuing FOIA
for us to try to find the Goldwater file. The FOIA stuff hasnt
bent sent us by the attorney wet; tomorrow Tpm is going to
call him in the morning and ask him to send whatever file
material he finds directe to Tom rather in care of Bentzman
so that we bypass Garry's office, since the monitored
conversations may very likely contain our remarks about
Garry et al, and that could prove to be embarrassing and
uncomfortable. We want to get the file direct, and we want
to deal direct with the attorney in washington, becase as

it stapds now, we are paying double, a bill to the Washington
attorney and a bill to Bentzman for the time that he has

us in his office explaining whakxumxzx the Washington
attorney's letters to us and setting up conference calls,

B~ 31-b-4L
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PATRICK SARSFIELD HALLINAN
Hallinan & Blum

345 Franklin Street

San Francisco, California 94102
Telephone: ({415) 861-1151

Attorney for Defendant

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

IN AND FOR THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCOC

a S
PEOPLES TEMPLE OF THE DISCIPLES )] )
OF CHRIST, a nonprofit corporation,)

JEAN BROWN, and JAMES McELVANE, )
)

Plaintiffs, y NO. 740531
)

v. H ANSWER TO COMPLAINT

}
TIMOTHY OLIVER STOEN, )
)
Defendant. )
)

Defendant answers to complaint herein as follows:

1. Defendant denies each and every allegation of paragraphs
111, IV, V, VI, X, X1, XV, XVI (first paragraph so numbered), XVI
{(second paragraph so numbered), XVII, and XVIII.

2. Answering paragraph VII, defendant admits that in
February 1977 he joined the PEOPLES TEMPLE commune in Guyana,

South America, but denies each and every other allegation therein.

3. Answering paragraph VIII, defendant admits the allegations

in the second and third sentences (lines 18-20)}, but denies each

+ and every other allegation therein.
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4., Answering paragraph IX, defendant admits that in February
1978 he claimed that he and his wife have spent over $18,000 in
the attempt to return their son to them both, but denies each
and every other allegation therein.

5. Answering paragraph XIII, defendant denies the allegations
contained in lines 21 and 22.

6. Answering paragraph XIV, defendant denies the allegations
contained in the sentence in lines 4 through 8.
FIRST DEFENSE: UNCLEAN HANDS--DISOBEDIENCE OF COURT ORDER

7. Plaintiffs are guilty of wrongful conduct, contempt of
court, and unclean hands in connection with the transaction and
subject matter of their svit (i.e., an alleged personal vendetta
involving the custody of defendant's child John Victor Stoen) in
that they are contumaciously detaining said child in direct
viclation of a California Superior Court order granting joint
legal custody of the child to defendant Stoen and his wife Grace.
Oon November 18, 1977, in Civil Case No. 719147, the Superior Court
of the State of California for the City and County of San Francisco
found that Rev. Jim Jones, the leader of plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE,
had been properly served and determined that he is in viclation
of its order to appear. The Court cordered:

a. "that Reverend Jim Jones will immediately deliver
the minor, JOHN VICTOR STOEN, to the Petiticner™;

b. that “"the District Attorney of the City and County of
San Francisco shall take all actions necessary to locate Reverend

Jim Jones and to secure Reverend Jim Jones' compliance with this

_zBB' 3" 6"48
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order”;

c. that‘petitioner "is granted leave to institute contempt
proceedings against the Reverend Jim Jones.”

A copy of the Order is attached hereto as Exhibit A and made
a part herecof.

Upon being served this order on November 18, 1977, PEOPLES
TEMPLE attorney Charles Garry was guoted in the November 19 "San
Francisco Examiner" as saying, "Jones will have to decide how to
respond to the court action.® Plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE, as the
alter ego of Reverend Jim Jones, is currently holding John Victor
Stoen in Guyana, South America. Plaintiffs PEOPLES TEMPLE, BROWN,
and McELVANE are knowingly aiding and abetting in the continuing
disobedience of this Superior Court order.

SECOND DEFENSE: UNCLEAN HANDS--PERJURY IN COMPLAINT

8. Plaintiffs are guilty of perjury, conspiracy to commit
perjury, fraud, and unclean hands in connection with the trans-
action of their suit in that they knowingly conspired to, and &id
in fact, include perjury as paragraph VI (and elsewhere) of their
verified complaint. Paragraph VI alleges, inter alia, that
defendant consulted with PEOPLES TEMPLE member Maria Katsaris and
"obtained confidential information concerning ... certain sexual
advances made by her father towards her when she was a child.”
Paragraph VI further alleges that in April or May, 1977, defendant
advised "Maria Katsaris that she should go to Guyapa to aveid the g
possibility of her father's instituting conservatorship proceedings.”

All of the allegations of paragraph VI of the complaint.

-Bn-3[~b -49
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including particularly the aforementioned, are false. Defendant

is informed and believes and thereon alleges that these allegations
were contrived for the sole purpose of getting defendant removed

as attorney for Steven Katsaris. Incorporated herein by reference
is the Declaration by Steven A. Katsaris opposing Application for
Preliminary Injunction, filed in the within action and signed

by Steven A. Katsaris. §Said declaration includes as an exhibit
within'the lawsuit attached theretc a hand-written letter sent by
Maria Katsaris to her father in August 1977 which is inconsistent
with the aforesaid allegations. Said declaration also includes as
an exhibit a profe;;ional polygraph report, dated May 3, 1%78, of

a lie detector examination voluntarily undertaken by Steven Katsarig
it concludes that he "is telling the truth" in answering "no"

to the itemized test guestions, including "Did you ever make any
sexual advances toward Maria Katsaris?"”

Defendant is informed and believes and thereon alleges that
on July 1 and 2, 1978, the falsehoodscontained in paragraph VI of
the complaint were knowingly contrived, with no participation
whatever by Maria Katsaris, in two long conversations conducted
over international shortwave radic between Jonestown, Guyana and
San Francisco, California on eguipment owned by plaintiff PEOPLES
TEMPLE and operated by its members, including plaintiff BROWN.

pefendant is informed and believes and thereon alleges with respect

to these conversations that:
a. the participants therein were all members of PEOPLES

TEMFLE and were acting as agents of plaintiffs PEQOPLES TEMPLE,

- pa- 3l-b-S0

-



1
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21

22
23
24
25
26

BROWN, and McELVANE ;

b. the participants in Jonestown, Guyana included Teresa
Buford and Harriet Tropp: those in San Francisco included June
Crym, Tom Adams, and plaintiff BROWN;

c. c¢odes were used for real names and events throughout
these conversations in yiolation of the regqulations of the
Federal Communications Commission:

d. inconsistent stories were put forward and discussed
as to what statement should be given attorney Charles Garry
(code names "Dr. Iverson” and "Pete”) by plaintiffs BROWN and
McELVANE as to exactly "when" defendant advised Maria Katsaris, as
to the subijects of defendant's consultations with her, as to the
course of action he suggested for her, and as to the intermediaries
used in the consultations to allow for different geographical
locales for “attorney” and *"client”;

e. & participant in Jonestown indicated that PECPLES TEMPLE
members Eugene Chaikin, Sandra Bradshaw, and Jim Jones would be
the persons who would have the final approval on the version to be
submitted to Garry;

£. it was decided that neither BROWN nor McELVANE, although
the only individual plaintiffs in the action, would bhe allowed
to verify the complaint containing the false story because they
were too important to the current operations of PEOPLES TEMPLE
in the United States to risk, should worse come to woISt, a
perjury indictment:

g. it was decided instead that Carol Stahl, the president

s-00-3l~b-5!
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of plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE only in name, would verify the
complaint even though she was unknowledgeable as to the relevant
facts because she was expendable to operations in the United States
and could be shipped to Guyana;

h. the version ending up as paragraph VI of the complaint
was finally approved by_Chaikin, Bradshaw, and Jones as the story
best calculated to induce a judge to errconeously believe that
defendant had misused confidential information in the suit filed
by Steven Katsaris against Jim Jones and PEQOPLES TEMPLE in
Mendocino County on May 16, 1%7B8; and

i. the aforesaid participants decided it would be too
difficult to contrive a satisfactory "specific” story with
respect to misuse of confidential information by defendant in
the Medlock lawsuit and the Cobb lawsuit, and therefore Garry was
to be told to formulate a consolidated complaint for an injunction
80 as to use the false specific allegations relating to Steven
Katsaris as a lever for removing defendant from the Medlock suit
and the Cobb suit (for which only "“generalized conclusions”™ would
be alleged).

The allegations inserted into paragraph VI of the complaint
in this action are totally false. The complaint was verified
"under penalty of perjury" by the president of plaintiff PEOPLES
TEMPLE, i.e., Carol Stahl, on July 3, 1978.

THIRD DEFENSE: UNCLEAN HANDS--SUPPRESSION OF EVII?ENCE
9. Plaintiffs are guilty of contempt, wrongful conduct, and

unclean hands in connection with the transaction and subject

- ar-31-b-52
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matter of their suit in that they have willfully conspired to
suppress, and have in fact suppressed, evidence necessary to a
proper disposition of the suit (including the application for a
preliminary injunction), i.e., the testimony of Carol Stahl,
president of plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE. Carcl Stahl is the only
person to have signed the verification of the complaint herein
(pursuant to the requirément that a verification be attached

to any complaint which serves as the application for an
injunction). Defendant is informed and believes and thereon
alleges that on or about July 4, 1978, plaintiffs ordered Carol
Stahl immediately to leave the United States so as to be outside
the jurisdiction of this court, and that she did in fact 50 leave.
Defendant is informed and believes and thereon alleges that the
purpose of plaintiffs was to prevent Carol Stahl from being
cross-examined at an evidentiary hearing on the preliminary
injunction and thereby revealing the perjury in paragraph VI

and elsewhere in the complaint.

Defendant is informed and believes and thereon alleges
with respect to the above-mentioned international shortwave radio
conversations held on July 1 and 2, 1978, that:

a. a participant in San Francisco advised Jonestown that
Charles Garry regarded Carcol Stahl as a necessary person to have
available for the hearing;

b. someone in Jonestown said that Eugene Chaikin would
disapprove and that it would be too dangerous to ghe interests

of PEOPLES TEMPLE to have her testify under oath, and that she

“-pa-3l~b- 53
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was too unknowledgeable anyway: and

c. a story was contrived between Jonestown and San Francisco,
" which was to be delivered to Garry and the court, to the effect
that Carol Stahl's daughter in Guyana required a doctor outside
the country, thereby necessitating Stahl's presence as guardian
i to make the arrangements.
FOURTH DEFENSE: UNCLEAN ‘HANDS--ABUSE OF JUDICIAL PROCESS
10. Plaintiffs are guilty of wrongful conduct, the tort of
abuse of process, and unclean hands in connection with the
transaction and subject matter of their suit in that they had
ulterior purposes in filing the lawsuit and committed willful
acts in the use of process not proper in the regular conduct
of a judicial proceeding. Defendant is informed and believes
and thereon alleges that these ulterior purposes were to: a) divert
i the attention of the public and media from the savage and illegal
practices of PEOPLES TEMPLE and Jim Jones itemized in the three
lawsuits filed on behalf of Steve Katsaris, Wade and Mabel Medlock,
and James Cobb, Jr., respectively; b) coerce defendant to expend
his energies and limited funds in defending this sham lawsuit
based on perjured allegations so as to inhibit his prosecuting of
the three above-mentioned legitimate lawsuits brought on behalf
of truly oppressed victims of PEOPLES TEMPLE; and c¢) introduce as
part of a court record a document (Exhibit C-2 of the complaint)
which plaintiffs know is totally false and spurious and which
plaintiffs know is so utterly lacking in legal significance that

it could not be introduced in either of the two custody proceedings,

-8- BB" 3"’5"5,"




1 involving the same child John Victor Stoen, brought in California

2] and Guyana, respectively.
kN ) The willful acts in the use of process not proper include
4 " those set forth in the first three affirmative defenses set
5} forth above and those inherent in the description of the ulterior
BE‘ purposes of plaintiffs set forth above,
i .
7i
a? WHEREFORE defendant prays that plaintiffs take nothing by
95‘ this action and that defendant be awarded costs and all other
10, just relief. ’

H

| o, " A

1. AN/ 4

12! &M&f&éﬂéﬁh_
13: PATRICK SARSFIBLD HALLINAN

for defendant
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VERIFICATION
I am the defendant in this action: the foregoing answer is
true of my own knowledge, except as to those matters stated in
it on my information and belief, and as to those matters I
. believe it to be true.
: I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is
. true and correct and that this declaration was executed on

t August 1, 1978, at San Francisco, California.

!' Jirmetty Oleven Aliess

O 0 s~ ohoth B W N

—
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TIMDTH\']OLIVER STOEN
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JEFFREY A. HAAS MAR3 -

Attorney at Law g.'t -~ '“““u.ﬂ - .- E N T ER D

31509 Sacramento Street P A Ay " *6{

Ban Francisco, CA 94116~ M
(41%) 922-¢6200 e 4 E"& m)”“m

MARGARET RYAN GMu. M. OLSEL!,
Attorney at Law

294 Page Streec

San Franciseo, CA 94102

{415) 626-0979 F E 9‘ v _,,/

Attorneys for Petitioner " et fmeciey

)'DVS bwv
L b Qlaryy, Cror,
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SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
IN TEE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCD
In re the marriage of No. 719-147

Petitioner: GRACE LUCY STOEN ORDER RE CHILD CUSTODY

and

Respondent: TINOTHY O. STOEN

et tat st 2t et

The matter of the order to show cause re the custody of the
minor child JOHR VICTOR STOEN, bhorn Janvary 25, 1972 came on
reqularly for bearing on November 18, 1977 in Department 13 of the
above entitled court. Petitioner GRACE LUCY STOEN was present
personally and through her attorneys of record, Jeffrey Haas and
Margaret Ryan. Respondent TIMOTHY O. STOEN appeared in pro per.
There was no appearance by Claimant JIM JONES.

GOOD CAUSE APPEARING, the court made the following finding
and orders:

1. Based upon tho declarations on file it is found that

34-6-57
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i 1 Claimant Reverend Am .J‘ 6e§m.jﬂnaﬂnotice of the pendency of
o 3 the proceedings, of his joinder, of this court's order directing
R 3§ him to appear and of the instant hearing. -
4 2. It is also found that contrary to the order of this
] court that Reverend Jim Jones failed to appear before this court
| ¢{ on movember 18, 1977 at $:00 an. -
? 3. Based on testimony offered at the hearing of November 18.

[ ] 1977 and a written stipulation filed therein, the court finds
’ and orders that it is in the best interest of the winor child,
10 JOAR VICTOR STOER that his physical custody, care and control be
n awarded to Petitioner GRACE LOCY STOEN, his natural mother. Rea-
12 | sonable visitation will be reserved to Respondent TIMOTHY O. —
13 ] STOEN. Petitioner and Respondent will share joint legal custody.
- 14| This court hereby fully incorporates by reference the stipulation
15 between the parties signed on Movember 1B, 1977 and the order
14| arising therefrom. ’
17 4. It is ordered that Reverend Jim Jones will immediately
18| deliver the mipopr, JOHN VICTOR STOEN, to the Petitioner, GRACE
1 LUCY BTOEN, or to her authorized representative.
0 S. It is ordered that pursuant to Section 4604 of the
3t | cCalifornia Civil Code, the District Attorney of the City and
22 § County of 5an Francisco shall take all actions necessary to locate

7 Reverend Jim Jones and to secure Reverend Jim Jones' compliance

% 6. It is further ordered that Petitioner is granted leave
26 to institute contempt proceedings against the Reverend Jim Jones.
27 7. Basad on testimony offered at the hearing on November 18,

28] 1977 by both Petitioner and Respondent and notarized documents
mu“-—“ -2- . ;"?‘46{]3 nf 3 -’
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1 provided to and filed with ¢! coure, urt finds and orders
2 that all previous statements signed by either Petitioner or
3 Respondent or both authoriring ome JOYCE TOUCHETTE, JIM JONES, or
4 any other person to act as guardian of said minor child is hereby
- 5| declared null and void.
¢ ORDERED this 18th day of November, 1977 and signed the 18th
7| day of Rovember, 1977.
[
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PATRICK SARSFIELD IIALLINAN
Hallinan & Blum

345 Franklin Strect

San Francisco, California 94162

Telephone: (415) 861-1151

Attorney for Defendant

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
IN AND FOR THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

PEOPLES TEMPLE OF THE DISCIPLES )
OF CHRIST, a nonprofit corporation,)
JEAN BROWN, and JAMES McELVANE, } NO. 740531
)
Plaintiffs, ) MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AU-
) THORITIES IN OPPOSITION TO
V. } APPLICATION FOR PRELIMINARY
)  INJUNCTION
TIMOTHY OLIVER S5TOEN, )
1
)
]

.

Defendant.

I. A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION CANNOT BE ISS5UED BECAUSE
PLAINTIFFS ARE BARRED BY THE DOCTRINE OF UNCLEAN HANDS.
A. A party seeking the interposition of a court of eguity
must come into court with clean hands. where plaintiffs' conduct
means they have unclean hands, a preliminary injunction will be

denied. London v. Marco (1951) 103 cal App2d 450, 453, 229

P2d 401.
B. As defendant's verified answer makes clear, plaintiffs”
PEOFLES TEMPLE, BROWN, and McELVANE have come into this court with

flagrantly unclean hands.

-1-
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1. First, they are aiding and abetting in the disobedience
by Jim Jones of a California Supcrior Court order dated November 18

n

1977, which involves the subiect matter of this action, i.e
alleged personal vendetta concerning the custody of John VictOr
Stoen.

2. Secondly, plaintiffs have unclean hands in that it
appears they have knowingly contrived to insert perjury into
pamagraph VI of the verified complaint. On July 1 and 2, 1978,
they contrived a totally
judge to erroneocusly bLelieve that defendant acquired confidential
information concerning the lawsuit filed by Steven Katsaris. To
do B0, plaintiffs had to contumaciously manipulate and dupe their
attorney.

3. Thirdly, plaintiffs have unclean hands in that it
apmears they have suppressed evidence which is necessary to the
disposition of this case. On July 1 and 2, 1978, they arranged
for Carol Stahl, the nominal president of PEOPLES TEMPLE and the
only person they were willing to let verify the complaint, to
leave the United States and the jurisdiction of this court. It
appears they did this to prevent her being cross-examined at an
evifientiary hearing and thereby revealing the perjury in paragraph
VI wf the complaint.

4. Pourthly, plaintiffs have unclean hands in that they
are abusing the judicial process. It appears they ﬁave ulterior
motives: (a) to divert the attention of the media ‘and the public

fram the savage and unlawful acts itemized in the three lawsuits

BB 3l-b-6/
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filed against them by defendant, (b) to coerce Timothy Stoen to
expend his energies and limited funds in defending this sham
lawsuit of plaintiffs based on perjured allegations so as to
inhibit his prosecuting of the three legitimate lawsuits brought
on behalf of truly oppressed victims of PECPLES TEMPLE; and (c)

to introduce as part of a court record a document (Exhibit ¢-2 of
the complaint) which pléintiffs know is totally false and spuriocus,
and which plaintiffs know is so utterly lacking in legal signifi-
cance that it could not be introduced in either of the two custody
proceedings, involving the same child John Victor Stoen, brought
in California and Guyana, respectively. None of the foregoing

acts of unclean hands are proper in the use of the judicial process

-I3. A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION CANNOT BE ISSUED BECAUSE
PLAINTIFFS HAVE NOT ALLEGED SPECIFIC FACTS BUT SIMPLY HEARSAY
CONCLUSIONS.

A. Unless a statement which is in the nature of a con-
clusioﬁ is supported by the specific facts or circumstances on

which it rests, it is insufficient to sustain an application for

an injunction. Willis v. Lauridson (1911) 161 Cal 106, 108,
118 P 530. The facts alleged must be so specific that the court

can infer the conclusions drawn by plaintiff were correct.

Provident Land Corp. v. Provident Irrigation Dist. -(1937) 22 cal
App2d 105, 79 P2d 392. Inferences, generalities, presumptions,
and conclusions have no place in a pleading asking for an injunction

Davitt v. American Bakers' Union (1899) 124 Cal 99, 56 P 775. The

- -3~

83- 31~ b- ¢y



L

o N oy

10
11

12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21

22
23
24
25
26

P

facts must be so specific that if they were shown to be false, the
verifier of the complaint would be subject to an indictment for

perjury. Ancora-Citronelle Corp. v. Green (1%74) 41 CA3d 14s,

115 CR 879 ("The availability of criminal sanctions for perjury
stantially supported by a tru
made in good fajith.").

B. Clearly, the complaint and declaration filed by plain-
tiffs herein are totally insufficient as to specificity of facts.
Plaintiffs allege three thecries for the removal of Timothy Stoen
as attorney on the three complaints already filed by him. ({Since
there are no facts alleged asrto future *soliciting®™ or "accepting”
of professional employment, and no facts alleged as to any specific
items of "confidential" information likely to be disclosed in the
future, plaintiffs’' complaint herein should be interpreted as one
to enjoin defendant from “"prosecuting any complaints already filed.’

The first theory is unlawful "solicitation™. But there is npot
one fact, not cone date, not one conversation put forward as to
when any solicitation occﬁrred as to Steven A. Katsaris, Wade and
Mabel Medlock, or James Cobb, Jr. As their declarations show, each
of these victims of PEOPLES TEMPLE approached Timothy Stoen on
their own initiative and requested his help.

The second theory of plaintiffs is that defendant filed his
lawsuits out of a "personal vendetta”. While defendant acknow-
ledges he has animus towards PEOPLES TEMPLE and tﬁeir savage
practices, there is no showing whatever that he acted “"solely”

-4-
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1 ocut of spite, which is what Rule 2-110 of the California State Bar
2 Rules of Professional Conduct pertains to. If anything, defendant
3] has shown an extremely objective and nonvindictive attitude
&) towards plaintiffs in light of their provocative threats (see his
5] declaration} that he would be killed and that Jim Jones would
6] commit "the ultimate sacrifice™ (i.e. kill John Victor Stoen) if
7] Gefendant did not back off on his custody proceedings. ‘The best
8 test, of course, in determining whether defendant is acting
91 “"solely” out of spite is to review the complaints he drafted on
10} behalf of Katsaris, the Medlocks, and Cobb. The wrongdeing of
11 PEQPLES TEMPLE and Jim Jones were therein supported by allegations
12§ of (1) specific facts (2) verified under penalty of perjury (3)
) } 13¢ by persons in a position to know.

14 The third and final theory of plaintiffs in seeking, this
15} injunction is that defendant misused "confidential® information.
161 For some reason, plaintiffs were unable to come up with anything
17] specific on either Medlocks or Cobb. As to Medlocks, they alleged
181 that defendant "planned, advised and arranged the transfer of"

| 19] their property. No date;, no facts as to the contents of his

f 20| advice, no facts as to what acts he tock to "arrange"™ the transfer.

E 211 as to Cobb, pléintiffs do not allege anything except the very

1 22} generalized conclusion that the allegations of Cobb's complaint
23 “concern various incidents about which defendant obtained confi-
24| dential information during the course of his attorney-client .
251 relationship with plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE." Hh;t incidents?
26! The threats to kill Jim Cobb? The department of "Diversions”?

- )
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The plan to murder 1100 people? For some reason, plaintiffs have
chosen not to itemize these "“incidents™.

There remains, then, only one conceivable theory under which
the plaintiffs may proceed: the alleged misuse of confidential
information affecting the Katsaris lawsuit. In paragraph VI of
PEOPLES TEMPLE's complaint, the defendant is alleged to have
acquired confidential iﬁformation from Maria Katsaris regarding
possibie conservatorship proceedings instituted by her father and
regarding her having been sexually abused by him. But there is no
declaration from Maria Katsaris. She is the only person who could
possibly know what she told Timothy Stoen (who denies in his veri-
fied declaration that any such conversations took place). The
guestions become obvious: is PEOPLES TEMPLE afraid to produce
Maria Katsaris and let her testify in court? If so, is it because
their complaint does contain perjury in paragraph VI? 1Is plaintiffs
decision to use Carol Stahl as the sole verifier for the purpose
of providing a colorable defense of "hearsay” to an indictment for
perjury? ) 7 _

To summarize, plaintiffs have totally failed on any theory
to allege specific facts which have been wverified by someone in a
position to know whether they are true or false. Their application
for an injunction should, for this reason alone, be denied.

IIXI. A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION CANNOT BE ISSUED BECAUSE
PLAINTIFFS ULTIMATE CASE IS, IF NOT A SHAM, UTTERI:Y DOUBTFUL. 1

A. An injunction cannot be granted where-plaintiff's

ultimate right to relief is doubtful. Thayer Plymouth Center, Inc.

-6-
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v. Chrysler Motors Corp. (1967) 255 Cal App2d 300, 305~306, 63

Cal Rptr 148; West v. Lind (1960) 186 Cal App2d 563, 569, 9 Cal
Rptr 288. '

ﬂ B. Plaintiffs’ uf\derlying case for Jamages is utterly

m e wN

doubtful. They cannot obtain damages if they have no theory of
a violation of a legal right. But the only theory they have
available to them, taking a look only at plaintiffs pleadings and

construing all ambiguous interpretations in their favor, is para-

w o Ny

graph VI. And the failure of plaintiffs to file a declaration by
10} Maria Katsaris verifying those allegations shows a reluctance to
11 let her come forward and testify at a trial on the lawsuit. Fur-
12 thermore, if the declarations and answer filed on behalf of the

- 13| defendant are considered, there appears no reasonable possibility
14| that a jury or judge could believe the allegations of paragraph VI.
15| Hence plaintiffs' ultimate case is, if not a sham, utterly
16 doubtfui.
17 IV. A FRELIMINARY INJUNCTION CANNOT BE ISSUEQ BECAUSE 1IT
181 WOULD VIOLATE THE CONSTITUTIONAL GUARANTEES OF FREEDCOM OF SPEECH
19§ AND RIGHT TO COUNSEL.
20 A. An ini

21 fere with the constitutional guarantees of freedom of speech.

22§ uys Const, Amend I; Calif Const, Art I, §9; Rosicrucian Fellowship

24§ 145, 245 P23 48l. The right to be represented in a civil case by
25 counsel of one's choice is fundamental. The refusal to recognize
6! or allow appearance or representation by such counsel is a denial

-7
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of due process and theréfore an act in excess of jurisdiction.
US Const, Amend XIV; Calif Const, Art I, §7(a); Witkin, 1 Cal.
Proc., 24, Jurisdiction, §194; See Ex parte Gordan {1891) 92 C.
478, 28 P. 489. '

B. The declarations of Steven A. Katsaris, Wade and Mabel
Medlock, and James Cobb state that Timothy Stoen is their choice of
counsel and request h; net be removed. Katsaris says his interest
will be "gravely compromised™ if Mr. Stoen were no longer to repre-
sent him. He gives his reasons as including the fact that Mr.
Steoen is "extremely capable®, and he attaches Stoen's professional
resume and character references. Any injunction of a court would
constitute a prior restraint on the freedom of speech of everyone
involved, in violation of the Federal and State constitution,
and would also constitute a violation of the constitutional rights
of Katsaris and the Medlocks and Ccbb to the counsel of their
constitutional choice.
ere ig no adequate c

a8

there is no irreparable ;njury threatened, No specific future acts
of "solicitation"” or "accepting"” of professional employment are
alleged by plaintiffs. No specific "confidential” information as
to type or source, is alleged as likely to be disclosed. In reality
plaintiffs appear to have one aim in mind; the removal of Stoen
from pending cases as the attorney for the perscns claiming to

be victimized by them. Even if plaintiffs’ alleqatiOns had been -
more specifically pleaded and even if they were frue, they would
have an adequate remedy of damages at law, i.e. ascertainable

y
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damages resulting from the existing lawsuits of Katsaris, Medlocks,
and Cobb.
FOR EACH AND ALL OF THE ABOVE REASONS, THE APPLICATION BY

PLAINTIFFS FOR A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION SHOULD BE DENIED.

Respectfully submitted,

PATRICK SARSFI HALLINAN

Attorney for Defendant
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CHARLES R. GARRY, ESQ.

GARRY, DREYFUS, McTERNAN, BROTSKY,
HERNDON & PESONEN, iNC.

4256 MARKET STREET AT CIVIC CENTER

BAN FRANCISCA, CALIFORNIA 341012

wEL: 864-3101,

SUP

RIOR COURT OF CALIFORNTA
IN AND FOR THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

PEDPLES TEMPLE OF THE DISCIPLES
F CHRIST, a nonprofit corporationm,
JEAN BROWN, and JAMES McELVAXNE,

NO.
Plaintiffs,
vE. ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
AND TEMPORARY
TIMOTHY OLIVER STOEN, RESTRAINING ORDER

Defendant.

S S Nt N N N Nl N N S Nt Nt

17
18
19
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On reading the Complaint, supporting Declarations,
and Points and Authorities on file in this action, and it appearing
from these that this is a proper case for issuance of an order to
show cause and a temporary restraining order, and that unless a
temporary restraining order issues, plaintiffs will suffer
irmeparable injury before the matter can be heard oo notice,

IT IS ORDERED that defendant, TIMOTHY OLIVER STOEN,

appear before this Court in the courtroom of Department

-1- pa.=21_L . ta
[w A wil P77




GARRY, DREYFUS. MCTERMNAN, BROTSKY,

HERNDON & PESONEN, INC.
VXN MARKET STHEET AT CIVIC CENTER

FAN IFRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA ai0}

TEIL:
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then and there to show cause why a preliminary injunction should
not be issued enjoining defendant from:

1. Soliciting professional employment from ex-members
of PEOPLES TEMPLE, relatives of members of PEOPLES TEMPLE, or
from any other persons for the purpose of generating suits
against plaintiffs or any of them or against any officers,
directors or members of plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE;

2. Accepting professional employment adverse to his
f ormer client PEOPLES TEMPLE orx to any directors, officers or
members of PEOPLES TEMPLE, including all plaintiffs herein,
during the course of which employment he will have or might
have occasion to use any confidential information obtained in

t he course of the attorney-client relationship between defendant

3. Disclosing under any circumstances any confidential
information obtained during the course of the attorney-client
relationship between defendant and PEOPLES TEMPLE, and between
defendant and any officers, directors or members of PEOPLES
TEMPLE, including all plaintiffs herein, unless such disclosure

is with the written consent of the PECPLES TE

MPLE:

4. Prosecuting any complaint already filed which
was filed in violation of the attorney-client privilege or the
prohibition against accepting employment adverse teo a former

client, during the course of which defendant will have, or might

have, occasion to use any confidential information obtained

> @R8-3I~b-~70




GARRY, DREYFUS, METERNAN, BROTSKY,

HERNDON & PESONEN, INC,
YRS MARREY ATRCET AT CIVIC CENTER

AN FRANEISCO, CALIFONNIA 8102

TEL: s&d-31
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during the course of the attorney-client relationship between
defendant and PEOPLES TEMFLE.

IT 1S FURTHER ORDERED that, pending the hearing on
the order to show cause, defendant, his agénts, officers,
employees, and representatives, and all persbns acting in concert
or participating with him, are hereby enjoined from:

1. Scoliciting professional employment from
ex-members of PEOPLES TEMPLE, relatives of members of PEQPLES
TEMPLE, or from any other persons for the purpose of generating
suits against plaintiffs or any of them or against any officers,
directors or members of plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE;

2. Accepting professional employment adverse to his
former e¢lient PEOPLES TEMPLE or to any directors, cofficers or
members of PEOPLES TEMPLE, including all plaintiffs herein,
during the course of which employment he will or might have
occasion to use any confidential information obtained in the

course of the arrnrnoy-r'l‘fpnr rn'lnf'inn,c'hip between defendant

and PEOPLES TEMPLE;

3. Disclosing under any circumstances any confidential
information obtained during the course of the attorney-client
relationship between defendant and PEOPLES TEMPLE, and between
defendant and any officers, directors or members of PEOPLES
TEMPLE, including 21l plaintiffs herein, unless such disclesure
is with the written consent of the PEOPLES TEMPLE; .

4. Prosecuting any complaint already filed which was

filed in violation of the attorney-client privilege or the
-3- 8- 3|~b-
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GARRY, DREYFUS, Mc TERNAN, BROTSK Y,

HERNOON & PESONEN, INC,
1E1E MARKET STREET AT CIVIC CENTER

AN FRANCINCO, CALIFONNIA YaYOR
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prohibition against accepting employment adverse to a former
cliemt, during the course of which defendant will have, or might
have, occasion to use any confidential information obtained
during the course of the attorney-client relationship between
defendant and PEOPLES TEMPLE.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that a copy of the Complaint,
Declarations, and Points-and Authorities, together with a
copy of this Order to Show Cause and Temporary Restraining

Crdexr, be served on defendant not later than

Dated:

JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT
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KAME AND ADDRESS OF ATTORNEY: TELEFHONE N0 B64-3131 - FOR COURT USE ONLY:

CHARLES R. GARRY, ESQ.

GARRY, DREYFUS, McTERNAN, BROTSKY, HERNDON & PESONEN, INC.
1256 Market Street at Civic Center

San Francisco, California 94102

ATTORNEYFOR pyaintiffe

Insan name of COUN jutsig! O-$IHCT O beanch Cowrt. if any. and Past Office and Street Adaress:

Superior Court of the State of California

City and County of San Francisco
e Ball Can Francricecn. California
[‘b: ASCA A A g T S B A e B ALV A ef e e e ol wia Ay Nt =y

PLAINTIFF: . 3
* PEOPLES TEMPLE OF THE DISCIPLES OF CHRIST,

a nonprofit corporation, JEAN F. BROWN, and
JAMES McELVANE

DEFENDANT: :
TIMOTHY OLIVER STOEN

CASE NUMBER,

SUMMONS

JAVISO! Usled ha sido demandado. EI Tribunal pusde
decidir contra Ud. sin audiencia 2 menos que Ud. re-
sponda deniro de 30 dias. Lea Iz informacion que sigue.

NOTICE! You have been sued. The court may decide
2gains! you without your being heard unless you respond
within 30 days. Read the information below.

1. TO THE DEFENDANT: A civil complaint has been filed by the plaintiff against you. (See footnate®) i

a M ouny wich to defand this lzweuil, vou must within 30 dave altar thic summons & seived on voU
2, you 1o cefer 2wsuil, you musl, wathin 20 days allar 5 summons s served on you, file wiith this

court a written pleading in response to the complaint. (If a Jusiice Courl, you must file with the court a written
pleading or cause an oral pleading to be eniered in the docket). Unless you do so, your defaull will be entered
uvpon application of the plaintifi, and this court may enter a judgment againsl you for the selief demanded in
the complaint, which could result in garnishment of wages, laking of money or pioperly or other relief requesied

in the complaint.
b. if you wish to seek the advice of an attorney in this matter, you should do so prompily so thal your wriien

response, il any, may be filed an time.

)

ODATED:. . . . . . . .. .. ... . Clerk, By . Deputy
SEALY 2. NOTICE TO THE PERSON SERVED: You are served
{ a. [] As an individual defendant.
b. [] As the person sued under the ficlitious nameof: | _ |, . . . . _  _ |

e [(dOnbenaliot:. . . | . ., . ... ... ..
[ cCP £16.60 (Minon)
[ CCP 416.70 (incompeient)
{7 CCP £16.90 (Individual)

Under: [ _] CCP 416.10 {Corporation)
] CCP 416.20 (Detunct Corporation)
{J €CP 416.40 {Association or Partnership)

{] Other:

d. (] By personal deliveryon (Date) . " . . . | | _

3 np
SSFVEC Lh B SNy by vaTy d."t—n-" g :.1 “the

! i s’
attiney and oh cach T u;'esrn rd by an attorngy. This Lbme wheh a l.n Cal-,t .Y Gci'r
Cuinsd of serviee For gaampie, bee COP 413 10 101090 15 4D

-
Form Agy2ied by Rulp 982 M_ {Ser ravyrse 3idy for Proot ot S-’v& 3' - b ’7 3 cer
- - AVF 25 412 3D,
41510 ez

Toe Jud:cal Countd of Callangy
RAevsed ENcctor January 1, 1977 SUMAONS
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CHARLES R. GARRY, ESQ.

)|
GARRY, DREYFUS, McTERNAN, BROTSKY,
2 HERNDON & PESONEN, INC.
1256 Market Street at Civic Center
3{ San Francisco, California 94102
] Telephone; 864 3131
4 |
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
5
&
7
8 SUPERIOR COURT -OF CALIFORNIA
R 9 IN AND FOR THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
x
A S
g Ui :
=282 11| PEOPLES TEMPLE OF THE DISCIPLES OF )
225%5 CHRIST, a nonprofit corporation, }
z@5i8. 12] JEAN F. BROWN, and JAMES McELVANE, ) NO.
AL )

- - ¥ 1 Plaintiffs, g COMPLAINT FOR TEMPORARY
GEES RESTRAINING ORDER,
L 14} wvs, ) PRELIMINARY AND PERMANENT
X E ) INJUNCTIONS, AND DAMAGES
€& -3 15| TIMOTHY OLIVER STOER, ) (c.c.§8§3333, 3422;
'yl ) C€.C.P. §§526, 527}

X == 16 Defendant. 3
e :
S v
18
19 Plaintiffs allege:
20 1
21 Plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE OF THE DISCIPLES OF CHRIST,

220 hereinafter "PEOPLES TEMPLE," is, and at all times mentioned

73] herein was, a nonprofit corporation organized and existing under
24] and by virtue of the laws of the State of California, with its
25] principal place of business in the City and County of San

26] Francisco. Plaintiffs BROWJ and McELVANE are individuals and

i 83- 3it-b-7¢
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GAR.RY. DREYFUS, MCTERNAN, BROTSKY,

HERNDON & PESONEN, INC,
1286 MARKET STHEET AT CIVIC CONTEN

BAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA #4102

TLL: #8401 0
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are members of plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE.
11 ’

Defendant is, ané at all times mentioned herein was,
an attorney at law with his office in the City and County of
San Francisco.

ITI

Defendant served as chief legal counsel for plaintiff
PEOPLES TEMPLE from 1970 until approximately August of 1977. He
represented plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE in various litigation
matters, drafted various legal documents for plaintiff PEOPLES
TEMPLE, drafted amendments to PEOPLES TEMPLE corporate articles,
dréfted PEOPLES TEMPLE's corporate bylaws, wrote numerous letters
on behalf of plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE, and negotiated numerous
transactions, including real estate transactions, on behalf of
plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE, as its attorney. As legal counsel he
routinely gave legal advice to the Board of Directors, officers
and members of plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE, including plaintiffs
BROWN and McELVANE.

IV

During his years as legal counsel to plaintiff PEOPLES
TEMPLE, and in the course of the attogney-client relatiohship
between plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE and defendant, defendant
acquired an intimate knowledge of the confidential affairs of
each of the plaintiffs. Defendant obtained confidential
information concerning all aspects of plaintifi PEOPLES TEPLE's

organization, finances, real estate trapsactions, wmethods of

= -2_

RR- 31-b- 75

- g p— e -



GARRY, DREYFUS, MCTERNAN. BROTSKY,

HERNDON & PESONEN, INC,
VERA MATIKET STREET AT CIVIC CENTER
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10
11
12
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TEL A

14

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORMNIA 84102

16

18
19

21

4

25

operation, and relationships with members, former members, and

relatives of members.
v
* In his capacity as legal counsel for plaintiff PEOPLES
TEMPLE, defendant planned, guided and arranged various real
estate transactions between it and its members. In particular,
defendant planned, advised and arranged the transfer of certain
real property in the County of Los Angeles from Wade B. Medlock
and Mabel M, Medlock to plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE.
VI

) In his capacity as legal counsel for plaintiff,
defendant counseled and advised members of plaintiff PEOPLES
TEMPLE concerning possible legal problems that might arise as
a result of the hostility of some of their relatives to plaintiff
PEOPLES TEMPLE. 1In particular, he advised member Maria Katsaris
concerning possible legal problems that might arise because of
her father's hostile attitude toward plaintiff, During the course
of his consultations with Maria Katsaris, as attorney for
plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE, defendant obtained confidential
information concerning her relationship with her father, STEVEN
A, KATSARIS, and certain sexual advances made by her father
towards her when she was a child. In April or May, 1977,
defendant advised plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE and Maria Katsaris
that she should go to Guyana to avoid the possibility of her
father's instituting conservatorship proceedings against her and

that, in the event her father should pursue her to Guyana, the

- -3-
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sexual advances towards her by her father should be made publie.
VII .
In February 1977 defendant STOEN joined Reverend Jim
Jones and the Peoples Temple commune in Guyana, South America.
In September 1976 defendant had sent John Victor Stoen, a four
year old boy born to defendant's ex-wife, Grace Stoen, there.
Defendant had previously admitted, in an affidavit signed
in 1972, that this child was the son of Jim Jones. 1In that
affidavit defendant stated that he had asked Jones to sire
a child for him because he had not been able to do so
himself and, in his admiration and respect for Jones, wanted
him to father the child. See Exhibits C-1, C-2 and C-3,
attached hereto.
VIII
During the period in which defendant was a meﬁber of
and legal counsel for PEOPLES TEMPLE, he appeared and said he was
devoted to the PEOPLES TEMPLE and its cause, and to its Pastor,

the Reverend Jim Jones.  As late as August 1977, he stated

-that he had esteem for Jones and that Jones helped him to develcop

an empathy toward the persecuted. As a result defendant said
that he intended to develop a national law firm to help people
who are prosecuted on some pretect, for their religious beliefs.
At that time, defendant STOEN threztened to file a libel suit
against New West Magazine and the Mendocino Grapevine because of
various allegations against the PEOPLES TEMPLE and STOEN

that appeared in those publicarions. See Exhibits A and B
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attached hereto,
IX

In August 1977, while still counsel for the plaintiff,
a custod; battle ensued between defendangl his ex-wife Grace
Stoen, and the Reverend Jim Jones, This battle was accompanied
by a great deal of publicity. In February 1978 defendant STOEN
claimed to have spent over $18,000 in the attempt to return the
boy to Grace Stoen. See Exhibit D, attached hereto, During this
battle the affidavit described in Paragraph VII, supra, was
made public.

X

The battle described in Paragraph IX, supra, engendered
feelings of great bitterness and hostility in defendant STOEN,
directed towards Jim Jones, the PEOPLES TEMPLE, and all ;f its
directors, officers and members., As a result of the bitterness
and hostility engendered by this custody battle, defendant began
a personal vendetta against Jones, the Temple, its directors and
officers and all of its members, including plaintiffs herein,
The actions described in the following paragraphs of this
Complaint were all taken as a part of this personal vendetta.

XE

Defendant has solicited and continues to solicit, and
has accepted and continues to accept, employment which is
adverse to the interests of plaintiffs and each of them, and
in the course of that solicitation and employment has used and

¢continues to use confidential information received during the
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course of his attorney-client relationship with plaintiff PEOPLES
TEMPLE.
" XII

:On May 22, 1978 defendant filed a complaint for
compensatory and punitive damages for libel on its face and for
slander, in the Superior Court of the State of California in and
for the County of Mendocino, Civil Action #39911, on behalf of
Steven A, Katsaris, against, among others, plaintiff PEOPLES
TEMPLE. The allegations of that complaint concern the relation-
ship between Maria Katsaris and her father, Steven A, Katsaris,
and various statements allegedly made concerning that
relationship. See Exhibit E attached hereto,

X111

On June 7, 1978, defendant filed a complaint for
compensatory and punitive damages for conversion based on
coercion and for intentional inflietion of emotional distress,
in the Superior Court of the State of California in and for the
County of Los Angeles, Civil Aection #243292, That complaint
was filed on behalf of Wade B. Medlock and Mabel M. Medlock
against, among others, plaintiffs PEOPLES TEMPLE and McELVANE.
The subject matter of that action is the real estate Eransaction
referred to in Paragraph V, supra. See Exhibit F attached hereto.

XIV

On June 22, 1978 defendant filed a complaint for
compensatory and punitive damages for intentional infliction of
emotional distress and for libel on its face, in the Superior

- -6-
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Court of the State of California in and for the City and County
of San Francisco, Civil Action #739907. That complaint was
filed on behalf of James Cébb, Jr., against, among others,
plaintiffs PEOPLES TEMPLE and BROWN. The allegations of that
complaint concern various incidents about which defendant
obtained confidential information during the coursz of his
attorney-client relatioﬁship with plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE.
See Exhibit G attached hereto.’
XV

Defendant utilized confidential information obtained
during the course of his attorney-client relationship with
plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE in drafting the complaints described
in Paragraphs XII-XIV supra, and will continue to use such
confidential information in the prosecution of those actions
unless and until he is enjoined by court order from sco doing.

XVi

Defendant's wrongful conduct, as alleged in the
preceding paragraphs of this Complaint, unless and until enjoined
and restrained by order of this Court, will cause great and
irreparable injury to plaintiffs and each of them in that each
of their reputations will be damaged by the publicity generated
by suits brought against them by defendant in the course of his
campaign of harassment and persecution, plaintiffs and each of
them will be forced to spend countless hours in the defense of
these suits, and plaintiffs and each of them will be prejudiced

in the defense of these actions by defendant's wrongful and

- _7-
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illegal use of confidential information in his prosecution of the

Yt

suits, Plaintiffs and each of them will be further irreparably
injured by the fact that confidential information concerning
them is being made public by defendant,
XvI
Plaintiffs and each of them have no adequate remedy
at law for the injuries currently being suffered and which will

continue to be suffered unless.and until plaintiff is enjoined

LI - T L R U A R N

from his wrongful conduct, since it will be impossible for

[
(=]

plaintiffs or any of them to ascertain the precise amount of

damage which will be suffered if defendant's wrongful conduct

[
L B

is not enjoined, and since, if defendant is not enjoined,

plaintiffs and each of them will be forced to institute a
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GARRY, DREYFUS, MCTERNAN, BROTSKY,
SANM FRANCISCO, CALIFORMIA %4108

- - 14| multiplicity of suits to obtain adequate compensation for their
15 injuries. ]
16 XVII
v As a proximate result of defendant's wrongful conduct
18| plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE has been damaged in the sum of

190 $50,000,000.00 due to damage to its reputation and in the sum
2} of $500,000.00 in attorneys' fees. Plaintiffs, and each of
21] them, will be further damaged in like manner so long as defendant's
: 22} conduct continues. The full amount of such damages is not now
i 23} known to plaintiffs, or to any of them,
2 XVIII
25 Defendant did the things herein alleged with intent teo

26}l harass and oppress plaintiffs and each of them, and such acts

—§-
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were done maliciously and oppressively. Plaintiffs, and each
of them, are therefore entitled to punitfve damages in the sum
of $100,000,000.00. - .

' WHEREFORE, plaintiffs, and each of them, pray judgment
against defendant as follows:

1. For an order requiring defendant to show cause,
if any he has, why he should not be enjoined as hereinafter
set forth, during the pendency of this action;

2. For a temporary restraining order, a preliminary
injunction, and a permanent injunction, all enjoining defendant
and his agents, servants, and employees, and all persons acting
under, in concert with, or for them from:

a, Soliciting professional employment from
ex-members of PEOPLES TEMPLE, relatives of members of PEOPLES
TEMPLE, or from any other persons for the purpose of generating
suits against plaintiffs or any of them or against any officers,
directors, or members of plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE;

b. Accepting professional employment adverse to
his former client PEOPLES TEMPLE or to any directors, officers
or members of PEOPLES TEMPLE, ihcluding all plaintiffs herein,
during the course of which employment he will have or might have
occasion to use any confidential information obtained during
the course of the attorney-client relationship between defendant
and PEOPLES TEMPLE.

c. Disclosing under any circumstanées any

confidential information obtained during the course of the

- Re- 2~-b-8
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attorney-client relationship between defendant and PEOPLES TE9PLE,
and between defendant and any officers, directors or members

of PEOPLES TEMPLE, including all plaintiffs herein, unless such
disclosure is with the written consent of the PEOPLES TEMPLE,

d. Prosecuting any complaint already filed, which
was filed in violation gf the attorney-client privilege or the
prohibition against accepting employment adverse to a former
client, during the course of which the defendant will have,
or might have, occasion to use any confidential information
obtained during the course of the attorney-client relationship
between defendant and PEOPLES TEMPLE.

3. For damages in the sum of $50,500,000.00 plus
damages in such further sums as may be sustained and as are
ascertained before final judgment herein; '

4. TFor punitive damages in the sum of $100,000,000.00;

5. For costs of suit herein incurred; and

6. For such other and further relief as the Court

deems proper.

Dated: July , 1978,

CHARLES R. GARRY
Attorney for Defendants
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT OF
MOTION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER AND PRELIMINARY
INJUNCTION

I. PLAINTIFFS ARE ENTITLED TO A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION TO
PRESERVE THE STATUS QUO PENDING A DETERMINATION OF THE
MERITS OF THIS ACTION.

In determining ;hether to grant a prelimﬁnary injunction
the trial court must balance the equities and determine which party
is more likely to be injured by the exercise of its discretion.

The discretion must then be exercised in favor of that party.

Continental Bakery Co. v. Katz, 68 Cal. 24 512 at 528 (1968);

California State Univ., Hayward v. National Collegiate Athletic

Ass'n., 47 Cal. App. 3d 533 at 544 (1973).

In the above-entitled case the equities are clearly
on the side of plaintiff. The facts, as set forth in the
Complaint and in the Declaration of Carol Stahl, show that
defendant STOEN is engaged in a personal vendetta against
plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE, the Reverend Jim Jones, and all of the
other plaintiffs herein. 1In the course of that vendetta he has
solicited, and continues to solicit, professional employment

adverse to his former clients, plaintiffs herein, in the course

of which he has disclosed, and will continue to disclose,

confidential information obtained during the course o
attorney-client relationship with plaintiffs. This conduct is
prohibited by California Business and Professions Code Section

606B{e), .which states:

a- R8-3i-b-8¥#




1 It is the duty of an attornmey: . . .
3 (e) To maintain inviolate the confidence, and
at every peril to hlmself to preserve the secrets,
- of hig client
3t .
45 The conduct engaged in by defendant and described in the
5f§ Complaint and Declaration of Carol Stahl in the within-entitled
6l case is also prohibited by California State Bar Rules of
7 [ Professional Conduct, Rules 2-101, 2-110, and 4-101. Rule 2-101
Bl states in pertinent part: .
> 9 A member of the State Bar shall not solicit
X . professional employment by advertisement or
5 1z ¥ otherwise.
Eyus
2205 M rRrule 2-110 states:
=z
£zlez 12 A member of the State Bar shall not accept
‘ 58:22 employment to accomplish any of the following
Col - gdovs 13 objectives, nor shall he do so if he knows
wOEL, or should know that the person who employs
250 M him wishes to accomplish any of the following .
A purposes:
oyl 15 (1) Bring a legal action, conduct a defense,
,_-Ifi or assert a position in litigation, or other-
=" 16 wise take steps, solely for the purpose of
e harassing or maliciously injuring any person
o v or to prosecute or defend a case solely out
of spite.
18 {2) Present a claim or defense in litigation
that is not warranted under existing law, unless
19 it can be supported by good faith argument for
an extension, modification or reversal of
2 existing law.
{3) Take or prosecute an appeal solely for
21 delay, or for any other reason not in good
; faith.
i 22
2 Rule 4-101 states:
A member of the State Bar shall not accept
A employment adverse to a client or former
¢lient, without the infermed and written consent
2 of the client or former client, relating to a
matter in reference to which he has obtained
% confidential information by reason of or in
~2- Re- 3i-b-8s
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the course of his employment by such client
or former client.

An attorney is forbidden to do either of two things
after severing his relationship with a former client. He may
not do any;hing which will injuriously affect his former client
in any matter in which he formerly represented him nor may he

at any time use against his former client knowledge or information

acquired by virtue of the previous relationship. Wutchumma Water

Co. v. Bailey, 216 Cal. 564 at 573 (1932); Sheffield v. State Bar,

22 Cal. 24 627 at 630 (1943); Earl Scheib, Inc. v. Superior Court

of Los Angeles County, 253 Cal. App. 2d 703 at 706.

The courts have interpreted these rules to forbid

13
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16

18
19
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24
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subsequent representation of another against a former client

not merely when the attorney will be called upon to use
confidential information obtained in the course of the former

' employment, but in every case when, by reason of such subsequent
employment, he may be called upon to use such confidentizl

information. Galbraith v. State Bar, 218 Cal. 329 at 332-333

{1933); Sheffield v. State Bar, supra at 630; Earl Scheib, Inc.

v. Superior Court of Los Angeles County, supra at 707.

The injunction sought herein seeks only to restrain
defendant from engaging in conduct which is clearly prohibited
by Business and Professions Code Section 6068(e) and Rules

2-101, 2-110, and 4-101 of the State Bar Rules of Professional

Conduct, as those Rules have been interpreted by the California

Supreme Court. This restraint is necessary to prevent further

- ) ge- 31-b-8¢
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damage to plaintiffs from defendant's disclosure of confidential
information and the adverse publicity gene}ated by that disclosure.
The injunction is also necegsary to protect the plaintiffs from
the necessity of defending themselves against suits filed only
as a result of the unethical conduct of deféndant.

The purpose of a preliminary injunction is to preserve
the status quo pending tﬁe final determination of the merits of

the action. Continental Bakery Co.., supra at 528; United States

Hertz, Inc. v. Niobrara Farms, 41 Cal. App. 3d 68 at 79 (1974).

Such preservation is obviously crucial in this case. Defendant
filed three suits in the course of the thirty day period between
May 22 and June 22, 1978. 1If he is not restrained by court order,
he will continue to solicit adverse employment and to file

suits against plaintiff, all to the detriment of plaintiff’s
reputation, and to their damage through the disclosure of
confidential information, and the expenditure of time, money and
energy in defense of these suits. The status quo can be

preserved only by the issuance of the court order requested herein.

II. PLAINTIFFS ARE ENTITLED TO A TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER,
BECAUSE PLAINTIFFS WILL SUFFER IRREPARABLE INJURY UNLESS

DEFENDANT IS RESTRAINED BY COURT ORDER, PENDING A
HEARING ON THIS MATTER, FROM THE ACTIONS COMPLAINED OF
HEREIN.

C.C.P. §527(a) provides that a temporary restraining
order may be granted without notice where great or irreparable
inury would result to the applicant before the matter can be heard

on notice.

i Re- 31-5-87
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Defendant in this case is involved in a personal
vendetta against plaintiffs. 1In the course of this vendetta
he has already filed three suits against plaintiffs and has
disclosed much confidential information concerning plaintiffs.
Only one of these complaints has been served upon any of the
plaintiffs to this date. But if defendant is not immediately
restrained from proceedihg with the vendetta pending a hearing
on this matter, he may succeed in serving plaintiffs with the
remaining two complaints, which will generate further damaging
publicity. If not restrained, he may also disclose further
confidential information and file further suits, all to the
irreparable injury of plaintiffs and each of them, as described

above and in the Declaration of Stahl.

TIO T ARy

FatatsFold r
LUNLLUD LU
For all of the reasons stated above, plaintiffs

respectfully request that the Temporary Restraining Order

and the Order to Show Cause attached hereto issue forthwith.
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DECLARATION OF CAROL STAHL IN SUPPORT OF COMPLAINT FCR
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER, PRELIMINARY AND PERMANENT
INJUNCTIONS, AND DAMAGES ’

(;arol Stahl declares:

1. I am president of plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE OF THE
DISCI®IES OF CHRIST (hereinafter "PEQPLES TEMPLE"_), a nonprofit
corppxration.

2. I have personal k;mwledge of the following facts and
am cogpetent to testify as to the truth of these facts if called
as a-witness.

3. Defendant TIMDTHY OLIVER STOEN served as legal
counwel for PEOPLES TEMPLE from 1970 until approximately July
of 1377. He represented plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE in various
litigation matters, drafted various legal documents for plaintiff
PEOPLES TEMPLE, drafted amendments to PEOPLES TEMPLE corporate
artiekes, drafted PEOPLES TEMPLE's corporate bylaws, wrote
nunexrous letters on behalf of plaintiff PEOPLES TEWPLE, and
negatimted numerous transactions, including real estate
trzaremctions, on behalf of plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE, as its
As legal counsel he routinely gave legal advice
to the Board of Directors, officers and members of plaintiff
PEOPLES TEMPLE, including plaintiffs BROWN and McELVANE.

4. On June 5, 1978 I was personally served on behalf
of PEGPLES TEMPLE with a complaint for compensatory and punitive
damages, filed in the Superior Court of the State of California

the County of Mendocine, Civil Action #39911.
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This complaint was filed by defendant STOEN on behalf of Steven
Katsaris and against, among others, plaintiff herein PEOPLES
TEMPLE. PEOPLES TEMPLE has already been forced to spend
considerable time, energy and funds in responding to this suit.
I am aware of at least two other suits filed by STOEN against
PEOPLES TEMPLE and the other plaintiffs in this action, though
none of the plaintiffs herein has yet been served with these
complaints. One of these complaints was filed on June 7, 1978
in the Superior Court in and for the County of Los Angeles,
Civil Action #24392. This complaint was filed by defendant STOEN
on behalf of Wade B. and Mabel M. Medlock against, among others,
plaintiffs herein FEOPLES TEMPLE and McELVANE. The other
complaint was filed on Jume 22, 1978 in the Superior Court
in and for the City and County of San Francisco, Civil Action
£739907. That complaint was filed by STOEN on behalf of James
Cobb, Jr. against, among others, plaintiffs herein PEOFPLES
TEMPLE and BROWN. These complaints may be served upon the
plaintiffs herein, or any of them, any day. As soon as the
above-described complaints are served on plaintiffs, or any of
them, plaintiffs and each of them will be forced to expend more
time, energy and funds responding to these suits.

5. In drafting these complaints defendant utilized
and revealed confidential information obtained during the course
of his attorney-client relationship with plaintiffs‘and each of

them, without the consent of plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE or any other

plaintiff herein.
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6. The filing of each of the suits described in
Paragraph 4 supra generated a multitude of.news stories adverse
to plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE and to the other plaintiffs herein.
"These stories appeared in newspapers throughout California.

The adverse publicity generated by these comﬁlaints was
particularly adverse in the County of Mendocino, the location
of one of the actions. Tﬂis publicity has caused irreparable
damage to the reputation of the  PEOPLES TEMPLE and of the
other plaintiffs herein.

7. Defendant solicited the professional employment
within the course of which he filed the suits described in
Paragraph 4. He continues to solicit employment adverse to
the interests of his former clients, PECPLES TEMPLE and the
other plaintiffs herein, for the purpose of harassing and
destroying these plaintiffs.

8. Defendant STOEN's solicitation of employment
adverse to his former clients, plaintiffs herein, and his
violation of the attorney-client privilege of these former
clients is a part of a personal vendetta of defendant STOEN
against the PEOPLES TEMPLE. He will continue this solicitation
and violation of the attorney-client privilege unless and-until
he is restrained by court order from so doing.

9. The activities described in the preceding
paragraphs of this Declaration have caused, and will continue
to cause if not immediately restrained, irreparableﬂinjury

to the reputation of plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE and the other

} - R8-31- h-9qy




Uklrh, Alengocino County, Callfornla Tuesday, August 23, 1977

Sroen reacts to Grapevine article

£

SR ©

By GEORGE HUNTER

Timotky Cliver *“Tim" Stoen, former
gssislant distfct attorney for Men-
docino County whose beliefs are closely
linked to those of the Rev. Jim Jones,
pastor of the Peoples Temple Church, s
prepaning to Gle a $5 million Jawsuit
against the Mendocino Grapevine, a
Ukiah weekly.

Stoen. who flew here last weekend
from New York City 1o confer with
Ukizh atterney Pat Finnegan, told the
Baily Journal that he would also seek
damages of some $13 million from New
Wesl, a San Francisce bi-weekly
magazine which has carried twe
“expose™ zriicles relating to Peoples
Temple 2nd its pastor.

Sioen s2i¢ that an ariicle zppearing
in 3 recent issue of the Ukizh weelly
had dammzged his reputation. 1 intend
10 practice law here in Ukizh and it is
essential that I clear my name,” Stoen
said.

“I must show the world that a
newspaper cahnot wrongfully hurt
innocent people without being brought
1o account.”

Noting that he was prepared to do
battle on 311 levels, Stoen said: “I'm &
street fighler. Feople will come to
appreciate that fact that I'm a street
fighter.

~1 feei lixe Alired Dreyfus,™ Stoen
said, referring io the French Army
officer of the 1tih century who was
convicled by an Army court and im-
peisoned on Devil's 1sland for defending
his religious beliefs.

*I'm experienced encugh with our
jury system to believe init. I'll put my
et in the system,” Stoen said

T OFALIE . SITONE Y 13 iNTEences
that ke was “alrzid™ of Rev. Joncs. “J
wani to d:spel that allegation,” he said.

The furmer assistant disirict at-
uvney also was sharply crit:cal to
chirges Ihat he had used his public
office 1o spy for Jones, “I've always
made known my esteem for Jim
Jones,” Le said. " have nothing to hide
and no one can show a single instance
whire 1 cver used my public office o
shaa Tevoritism towsrd the church,

alh weel
~ERF 2002 |
o7 $5 miilion

Stoen charged that the reporting of
New Wesl magazine was irresponsible
in that the mzgazine article quoted the
Mendocine Grapevine verbalim. Stoen
said he would prove the statements to
be untrue and Malicious in motivation
and that the Grapevine viclated the
pewspaper canon of ethics, giving Stoen
no chance to reply to the accusations.

The demands for retraction and
damages will be contained in a com-
plaint filed here. The suit 2gainst New
West magazine will be filed in San
Francisco,

Stoen was ‘loaned™ t6 San Francisco
city and county in 1975 to prosecute
voler fraud after a largescale scandal
surfaced. Ouvt of 39 indictments
returned by the Grand oy, 37 con-
victions were oblained Sioen was thea
z=ked by San Francisco District At-
torney Joseph Freitas to accept the post

= FOEMER ASSISTANT DA TIM ST
*Dreyivalihe guisition®

Rt |

SIS

of specizl prosecutor with a large stalf
of attorneys to fight organized crime
and public corruption. Stosn accepiad
the post then resignsd when he feli that
he was needed in Guyana, & small South
Americzn couatry, 1o help Jones in
establishing a commmal-type ceoter,
Jonestown, for minorities and the
underprivileged.

Stoen has established residence In
Manhallan in order that he may be
zdmitied to the New York State bar.

“Jones has helped me develop an
empathy toward the persecuted," Sioen
said. “'lirlend to develop a national law
firm to help people who are prosecuted,
o0 sorne prefext, for their religious
beliefs. S10en szid he was worrisd sboul
“creeping totalitzrialism™ that left no
rocn for dissent,

Stoen hopes 1o attract idealistic
young attcrneys Lo his organization

EXJ!IIBIT A

Ed-31-b-93




ey ey =

IS

AUGUST 85, 1977

‘,,IL i1y

i J“' A ’

i Y

dom

P A

| Dy Vil Allea

‘od for & yaltaction and his nol
Tocelvod » llul of the wtatonots

Tha gecent d.llalon.rn about the ailagod to bo llbcious,

FPooplos Templa have resultod la
tho threst of & Likul sull spalnag

Arliclea abaut the Y'soplea Tema
' pla appeared in tho July 31, July’

New Want Mapariog sol the Mas= - 28, Aug, 4 and Aug. 18 lasuas of

: doclne Qrapuvica,
Although no such Iawauit has
" bean fllod, & bigh official of the
+ vonlroveralsl ohurnh anys it
coming,
Tim Steon, formar saalstsat
diotriot atiornoy of Mandocing
Courl_v. appoarud (o thdah Jast

1o an lotorview l‘lth the Widah . -

i Dally Jourpal, Hoon announcod
his plans 1o svek $13 mililen la
dampgoa apainat How Weat and
$6 million against the Uropurlos,

Stooa thon Loft town and could
nol bo raachad fur commoot by
the Grapovine, Finoopan sald ke

1

the Czepovice,
Aftor New Wost printed tho cons
slualons of 1ts nxtonalve tnveatle

* gation Lot Dio practicud of the

ohurch, nows Tigioris wers also
publizhoed lo the ban Francisce
Examinor, the San Francisco
Chrealsls and tho Pross Dounse=

Aocording to Flnnogan, Stoos - .

hasc't soen the arliclos In thoss ”
publications,
"Tha ayticias Intha Crapavine

" oamo o Tin's allemlun frag, ¥

tho allerncy sald,
H\¥a had to ataxt somoshers so

" wo slarted Ia Uklsh.»

doay pot know whon Soen will re= -

turn,

"' all apoculation, " sald Pano
Sicphena, 1ha aitorouy lor the
Qrupovios, who polnied aut no

5, The Urapevins has not hou Ak= Bull bad Leen fifsd,
: = et reeee «

Jom s and we onanct rospond,

*Ualll we recsive bhalr slaims, -
we canaol aunoas what the prob=

Once Lha Grapovise lea o vm
L alleged Lo be dalinarery, @
g:nn sald, thod & revponss mn

propared, .

Colncidentally, the day allor
Roon announaad hid legal plana,
(ba Han Fraocisce Examlnar pule
lished » oopyrighied story aluut &
iape rocordlog of Rooa which la
belng givan ta tha Callomin At~
1orpay Gonoral,

Adcurding Lo the page ona nllcll\

" tho lan Franoisco Diatrict Allor-

noy's Olllce says It |s turning over

- R tapo of Hoon arranging & pay- -

mont io an ax-nmbor of the Poo~

" plos Tampla who alaline bin pama

waa Jorped on & proporty Lrwnafur |
dacumont, !

The 3w Franclses DA's ollles
18 lovestigating allogullona that

N wmplo loador s budt mombora aad

Ldreod wthers Lo tura propasty |

B35 4l 49;

Peoples Temple Articles Bring Libel Suit Tareat

v
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over’tc the urchy T

" Tim Rellerzan, wio vmuuu
Exarsiper article with Nupcy Doo=
Jey, ar!d he wan nat awars Soen
was Lo the cougtry and had po
nowledga of the kolanded lawsult,

Flaoegan sald be doesan't know
when the sult will be A)ed,

The demand for a retractioa will
e "ax mpecific ay we can make
’,* hs sald,

mNebody 1s beleg sund yob,™

- Flonegan added, "My placa right
. pow are to fils & demand for & Te-
" tractiga,w

. Healsoc aud, "A.m'lhl.ng 1 ﬂlc
will b flled oo Bebalf of Tim
Soen. I'o conceraed salely with
srilcles ttat reflect adurul; o
Tia Soan

. Y alibel suit is brocght agatest

! e Grapevics, It will be fled ln
Flariaxcise Couzty, Fluzegin sald,
. Asall asainst Kew West would be
fied In San Fraxcisca,

Accordicy o the urlg.ul Kow
West xrticle, 30 parcels of prop—
- arty o &% adocloo Couzly were
Gagled to the Puoples Ti:l:;ll
* frem 1968, .

s TRR Aug. l co;‘-,‘r(-‘.ed ﬂnry

. oofiting slaterants from Grace.: pgj

.- Bown, who clibma bar bustapd 2
potarized questionzhle glts of
property to the chureh,

Tremagrz'za alsa sayn a 22—
,'e:_'-o].d Uslab ©msa, wholock bis

223 Hile ko 1975, was eoovizsed by

. BRoestoteracver H10,000 to the

T eturch, Ths actlcle quctes the
raz'y med -

For—er eclis meziars Lave

. tho el n;vortus that Roen ap~ -]
peated to be afreid al iks Rev,
Jim Jores. -

The ariicles io }-n West, the
Grepevire and other pohlicalions -
ware Based oo blexviews niths *

. forcer cburch pembers who lold
of Pecples Teople Jealers staging
plocy caocer cuTes, Lving to the ||
edpgegatisn atowt cosir [hations
tolleciod nt services, bealing .
merbers zugd reu.—:i_; them o -
dozile propesty. a=

128 1-slde the te=Tle was seld
, W le"a mixtare of fpaglea regl-
! mestation, fear asd felf-lmpored
'h::J.ua.uoa."

Fev, Jones l‘.l:‘..-d L‘:. wortho-,
dax church 19 Redwood Valley

® with 100 Derte-s ln 1963, 7

The Cembarship reportedly . 3
¢lir=bed 1o 20, 000 wher beses -
were exirhlished In San i‘u.n:ls-
eoaad Loy Axgeles. | -

. Boen, tte urch's Fur I:"ll

T mSvisor, bas bren s mfz.b-r Iwr
several years.,

Ew Jeft Lis kb in the :.hm!nclm
Courly DA's offics La M3y, 1978
tobtecome a special prozecutor -
for voler {raud Io Sxn Fraocisco

. Coerty, He resigred from Lhe San’
Frare!sco District Attorzey s Of-J

+ flew ko April 10 joln Rev, Jores [n
Gurazs, South Arerien,

slaital

froes's wile, Crace, vho Jek ’ P

Ri= exrlier 2!y year, 15 cow
o Brallip erl.o{y cftielr l.'h.e-yn.zb
aid son,

] l.uad to p.ullu iswbere ™
Cicfat and B I3 azsectial that 1
clesr my rarrs, ¥ Soea sndd 5 the
Jo.xrsl article b,r edm:u' Gcorga
Haurter,

Fe Jso sald, ) Y
fier, ™ 208 eurr,nred blmaeld
to Freech Acmy offtcer Alfred
Dreyfus, wio was seclroced to g
Devil's Islacd In the las cextury,

Although the article says flosn
plans to practice Inw In Udah, It
al1s0 says he has established Tesi=

T apainst bim, b2 the Grajevine
-bhas been wnble lﬂ discover his

- om lha ckureh’s own LewrpILer

T loclvdwd 5500 €ich to that pewe- =

| thal fosd's LHab sttcrrey iz - - R 3.

)

whezesboaty, . -
Rav. Jodes bas bean la Guyana .
nnd Charles Garry, the £10 Fras-
efsco aflorpcy who has been rep~
resetlog the Peoples Temple,
hag declined to commeal. :
last wrek's Orapevips carrieda
Iengby articla titled *The Other .
Rde of Peoples Temple,™ based

and $ixtamecis mads by promi-
panl pecnly In defecre of tha R
charech, 7

Troz'cally, the Kew Waal ln]ch
poted the Peoples Texple's acti- -
vities in loclll 2od medical pro—
grarcs ard Ite sport of Lhe

58,

The chrarch £ parted the I'o.xr
Fresmo cewsmen vao west 1o Jall
ratbar thea revend the cices of | .
thalr taws sources aod fn 1974,
the Peclen Tewmple =22s doe= .
tions of Dore then §4, 000 10 14
oedia or;u!;n:ln:l (] dd::.n
of a frae presa,”

Accordicy to a JJy 20 drticls
In ibe Press Democral, doratiors:

paper axd Lo the Uslah mﬂy k\z

. -~

Thewe §s oors breny ht‘w fa-1. 5

memter of the sime law firm thal

is veprezeciing Jourpal publishers 1 -
Dean DeVrics in bis lavsolt LA -
agairst the Grapavice act Lie - .
- Grrpedoes cross—complalat

cha-ging andl Lrust activiiies, .
oo - o 4

Cezce In Yew York because he fo=
fen?s 10 s & tuw firo 1o defend
t# who kre prosecized for

thelr rellgicus bellafa,

K 15 oot koown whes Soen left
Guyana,

Iathe Journsl article, ‘Toen saldl
bt was plves oo o;;\orn.'mr tore-

. arepd tn tha accosaticas maxde




POWER OF - ATTORNEY

‘ I, the undersigned, am the rfather - _of
John V. Stoen , 4 minor of the age of 4
James W, Jones, NMaria Ka tSnrlS, Joyce

I hereby name and apppint Touchette, Paula Adams, Jan Wilsey, Debhie

Touchette, Helen Swinney, and Eva Pugh, jointly and severally,
my attorney(s) in fact with Iull power and authority to take
all steps, exercise all powers and rights, that I might do in
connection with said minor. Without limiting the generality
of the foregoing, I specifically authorize her/him/them to
procure any and all medical and hospital/cdental care that may
be necessary or desireable; to apply for passports or other
travel documents on said minor's behalf arrange for said
minor to travel or travel with them out of the country;
place him _ in eny public or private school that she/he/they
G2y ceem appropriate; and to do any and all action that
she/he/they deem(s) zppropriste for my said son's
wellbeing.

Execvted on September 30; 1976 at
San Francisco , Calitornia.

o Subscribed and sworn to
; before me this 3pn day
i - of _ceptamber, 1976 .
|
|
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TO wHOM 1T MAY, CONCERN

»

othy Oliver Stoen, hereby acknowledge that in April,

I entreated my beloved pastor, James W, Jones, to

sire a child by my wife, Grace Lucy (Grech} Stoen, who had
previously, at my insistence, reluctantly but graciously con-
sented thereto, James W. Jones agreed to do so, reluctantly,
after I explained that I very much wished to raise a child,
but was unable, after extensive asttcmpts, to sire one myself,
My resson for requesting Jawes W, Jones teo do this is that I
vanted my child to be fsthered, if not by me, by the mbost
conpassionate, honest, and couragecus humsn being the world

contains.

Tim
3
i

-

The child, John Victor Stoen, was born on Jannary 25, 1972,

I am privileged beyond words to have the tesponsibility for

caring for him, snd I undertske this task hnmbly with the

steadfast hope that said child will becomz a devoted followver
- of Jésus Christ and be instrumental in bringing God's kingdom

here on earth, as has been his wonderful natural father,

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregeoing is

true and correct. .
o« . - - -
s . ot
P fy (Ho - T

Dated: February 6, 1972

. b - -
Witnessed: E}]:xn_c: [ .

EXHIBIT -2
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DEAR, GENE,
AW RESLY EADYING buy/rd- THE

PEAE ARE S0 GNID22ATE AND
ELSFOL. A VEZY IMPRESCED
THE BVEZNRENT LL-.:[}rJ:’S. 10T}

Py TSN, Jaey VKT, 15 v TG 13t
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Po. Bx 15023

, ©2uoBs fIND hiy oTiE2 TeAonSes
fifc GIFTE0 TUEMETCELY AND

SAn PRANTISCO

AL YA

JPRATIAELY, HE B EESIWND O]
bs= LOVE ANTS AFESCIIiN, AND 1S

b, by Wisting & Nichter
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By XATHY HUNTER
Ak iragtedy ls noy belng played
on « slaZe which reaches from the
remols Junglay of Guyans 1o Uldah, and
Jrom San Franches 1o the nalen’y
capital,

The major roles invelve; In the
traditional fashlon of gresl theater, twe
men of high principtes brought low by a
{stal flaw in their charsetar ~one by
fride snd ene by an unquesilaning faith
which blinded him 12 reality. |

The gods saly trouble themsdives
with thosa man who are grest Ln spiri(
and atiempt lo challenge Uelr Olym.-
[an omnipotencs —the Nty men are
lefl relatively undisturbed Lo play out

~ thglrmml-lnwnlll-,mdlq

are chosen ar thrust upod them by the
{ates. . o

Twoe men —once cdosa than

trothers —arw now locked ln & battle to

the (rath, & battle In which be end can

. e foreiold st this Ume, a

4° The staken? The future of & six-year-

9'd chlld and the Iniegrity of & churen

+ Nghting for Ihe mind mnd

‘ .\
]

' ‘.

important w'lwundhold outahelping .  medinialy Laken Into their hearts.:

. handtoonc's illow man than to follow

the time-honored dogma lsid down by
wtblished religions,

There are no herces or villaing in thly
tragedy bullt upos human (rallities — )
only Iwo desperstely drivan mes _

they both clalm as thelr som. The

molher of the child, Grsce Stoas, =

stands In Lhe wings swailing tha out-,
come of Lhe drama which began when
she flrst commilted herself (o & man )
dedicatod to & caure and whe marched,

If Grauce, as her husbany now ndmity,
had uny doubty about the new world
Into which the wus entering, shie Lava
™ slgn and threw hersell nlo the se.
Uvllles of Lha charch which meant s
much lo het new husband. -

body ol wboy .., A yearand a half Iater, after & most

dilfieult preganncy, sha yave birth o a
son, whom hor hisband promplly
calld JohnJoha, Tha Sanis Hosa
howpilal recorda
born at 2:08 p.m. on Jan. 25 of 1972 and

o & different drummar. 3
- The woman, hardly mors than & girt -
when she first placed her hand in that of

- Ukish Altarney Tim Staen, bocame his .

, ‘wilaina [} d

founded o Une promiss that It Is mare

by the Hav. Jim Jones in Lhe Pooples

My . Temple st Redwond Valley, fllled 1o
+ capacity by those who wanted to ex- .

prens Lhair joy st the unlon of these two .
young people, and alt presenl agreed
she could nol have boen' more ap-
propriately named, for sha was ,
graciousness and was Im-

Urat ‘her husband

dollvery, |
‘The bey, now age six, ks far removed

from that hospital room In which he .

wailed his flrul protesiing cry upun
enlering this world and the huma In
which he was resred foc the next four .
yeurs by Grace and Tim Stoen, Y
lg s mew living In u “quasl- |
commune’ village 10§ air miles from
Georgelown, Guyana, off the coast of,
South Amarica, with no Lalephonss and

show that the boy way' '

waa nat only in the ]
« luapltul- with her bul had been st her - "
wicks conauuatly, before and duriug Uie- ;‘

vee on worldhvs

wreachabls sxcept by air, Jim Jores,
wihu eatublished the comuune and .
Lruughl frem 850 (o B0U of his jwople
there 10 help the nutives learn modera
uigriculiural praciices 1o npoove Lheir
way of life, elulms hiat Johin-Jolwn Is s

“aon und refused to lut Grace and Tin .

vest Lhw boy aluiough Lhey had Lemvelod

Al the way frum Ssn Frunciscy to RO
, Gityans waeking to nlllln the child'y :

eurtindy,

Juiws --ylﬂmSm;n signed a paper .
" sfiming thal Julw-lobsn was not hle .

sunt; thut he Jued anked Jones 1o “sire a
child” for him because he was Iy

cupable of doing su himsell and, 1 bls
! wdmiration and cespect for Jones

wanivd him Lo {sther the child.
Stoen matntmns thet medical tests -

rove e is mory (han capable of wiring "

& child, Me does nut deny slgning the
slalement bul sald “'Jim asked it an 8

prool of fulil' wud he at that tim, | Irusches Lo people and finally decl,
Lellcyed no strongly tn Junes that he .

prevalled upon s wile 1o agres to go
along with the ataremnent. Swea als

adda Liat, 2 an stiormey, he wis well .
. « Pouples Totnple becnuse she felt [l "

R 1% >

nnh‘vqarl'ua: 7 Ukish, Mandocino County, Callfornia Monday,

N

{ i
|-

>
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"+ became mord and more questioning of

. AR

0

awire the Hatement would not hold up

s Gemanded it ba order 10 “hold It over

howr Lelajlune inlerviow with this .
. Feporier late yosterday, \
Tha rify betwaen Swoen and ha wity
rwidened ovor he years as he becamy '
inurs aiut more precccupied wilh the ',

~more wnd more disenchanted wilhy

. Jones and his changing  attitudes.

" Hawaver, when Jones asked her 1o gote
Sun Franciseo und work with
dicre an & counselor and :uplnﬂlrhﬁ
the church, she agreed to please !
husband, -

Ik way o San Francisco thal Grace

. Jim Jones and Wu methods and sp-*

that sl had “had 1" and that to yave .
+ her manily she hud 1o get away to “think
things oul” end plan her fplure, - '
Stoan suid whe kelt John-John with the - -

Jor e chitd thai My nornal ey
- should not be disiuried, Months befors,
ﬂ.” Iy busband bud given W‘I
- buser of utiorney (0 Jenes and sevars,
“rusled nurses” B ook after the v
child's Intervsta in epse anything |
huppened 1o sither har or Tim,

+ Stuen said Festerday: v,

Grace lellhe ilghest act of love Jor )

John-Johin wat to leave him tiere In an'

e,

;. ond kot her mind \ogether 'us 16 the .
<oy hewd™ In couw b ever decldad te, ' P
. hewva tha church,

“1 was & fool,” Stoen sald in 3 twe, '

affuire of tha clurch and she -becamq o

the people ;

. help than others,” led to s auspicion of .

ed -

Ly
3

To s
desiage
In court und ho now belleves that Jones oomed. il 1 vas Wl

vastomed until 'sha pol established:

Witure.* . -
, Sloen sald, wilh more Uhan g Hitle
+ Mitensess: .
t0 "We had no iden he
.ramgved from the country.”
Lt repeated aguin:

would be' o'
o
I

a "l waga fool." "
' delutulmeou-ulldeofumeotn!. .
Atno time did Stoen permil himsel{ te *
' Wprena anger of animosity toward Uhe
Jiru Junes 1 practically worshipped,'
lle does, however, believe that the °
Fonunuing harussments Joncs and nly ' *
'amily enduced \in Redwood Valley
tram those opposed 1o “nigger lovers”
* wid Joner' philosophy thot all men are .
created equol butl “'some - need more

{osa uboul him and peompted him to, .
angage personal bodyyuards Auring his
‘lust yoars here, ', ook
* Stocn nlso believes thal xs more and
more people came Into Jonws church’
und suw him as & “futher Hgure” o
“thg geangd " Japg gt touah 1
with roality and saw himsell a9 [
ravigur of manking and,
‘Jarw, pul himaelt above Dod— of
luasl, un siting by his right hand,
+ Stosn sald the changa becnnie [ ]
raduslly appurest 19 Kiin wnd Gt .
bwvkuae he believed so liemly ity
oud U church did, he did nat want to.
bwrm lin nny way, . '
Cout'lna Page
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{Cont'd from Page 1) 'nnd his
Desplte all that haa hape parishioners

lnd
In’

famlly
suficred

pepsd. ho cannot forget the Nedwood Valley was the.

w warmth and fecling Catolyst which, In the end,
Wi ¢e 82 much of himself  brought a great and herole
to othees that he might hnvo
reached a paint of no return,’’ }

le speaks of the children of - MAnkind  and  destroyed
diffecent races that Jim and forever a cherlshed dream of

his wile, Marceline, adopted, Peoce on carth and love. for -

cared for and loved as thelr: “‘“ '-\"0“"21'
wery own. He knows of Jim's’" ¢
decp compassion for those In”
need; of his love of all antmal -
ule; of his sincere desire to
stablish upon Lhis carth a’
arue brotherhood of maun.
Stoen remembers when he
was {irat sppointeg director of * |’
the Legal Services Foundation - {1
sere and had no moncy"
‘“wailable to clean up the of-
‘ices allotted him and how he’ P/
sppealed to Jim and the next” ¥
ay 25 members of the ¢hurch ™
tufned up with mops, brooms, ?'l’r
palnt, brushes and’ sheer ;
. “lo putlthe place In”

r

He knows ol the familles in'
seed who did not qualily for
iny aasistanco  due’ to .}
Lurcaucratic regulations and -

-0 whom Jim Jones held out -~ -
s hand and opened up hll
wallet,

. REV.JIMJONES .
"Claima he'ethe fatler

a " But, Stoen says wllh a

Stoen flrmly belleves that [aryer which cannot bo
the senseless pauu:ﬂon.mn w.o.-.d SLon

oy } - ‘ i 1'

.\‘, TN i
' s LA Y \'_

| @;g‘@u

N

G

rMSio

ilife

man down to the lowest’
common denomlnator of

DT‘D oo’

’b?)"’)l-b/loo

’

Tu lnve my s0n 30 much lam

willing 10 ga through whatever + loved her dearly— I neglected how his wife faced Jim Janes
fumllietlen Jim puwis mae
through to get my son back.. [-.
Just wish Jim to get well and L.

don't wish nny harm o hlm
but 1 will do everything In my’

pawer that Is ethleal 10 cosure !

hls return to me and - to
Grace.” -
Desplte Stoen's turalng of

"the other ‘check In the  best

Christina  traditlon, his

i humaness a3 g man \vho fecls®

he has been betrayed by one
he trusted end for whom he
guve wp his former ruther
“posh™ way of living, com-

“plete with Porsche and Lhe
wardiube and [emale com--

" panionship lo go along with it,

“ong cannot help but Jetect

"1 *that, desplte hia protestations,
[}

he Is a bluer, complutely
dislusloned man whe witl
slop nt nothing Lo repuln the

chlld he says is his and.

revengo himscll vpon Lhe man

' he has come to comsiler as
“having feet of clay — und 2 .
. very poor grade of cluy, at
-* that, '

- He bitterly regrets what ho

urms the neplect of my.

! wite" for the church and Iho
man ta whom ho had given his
complete devotlon —only Lo
Iou ld! ho held - dear, "L

el
Greek

.

™
‘I

b

@ 1 l
A

e tells, almost proudly'or

Stoen, a mlld-mannered
man to all who knew him, sent
her' and told him what she thought  his wife te Trinidad for her

He tells of his wife's return of what he had become and: cwn safely bul refused 1o
to Jim Jones and her demand da.mmlded the return of Ihcr “leave Guyuann  himself™
for the raturn of her son, 50, ‘ 1;!thoug!h “Jilm has tremens

ot v . . . dous "elout’ there, for he has -
""'""“ TITITITITI™ - ovghe really told him ofi,” "+ echarismatic’ pcrmm}lltsy"
.«v""‘"“‘ ", Stoen sald. “'She told him he  and the government there had'

. ,_|' had become too hacd on hls . cung completely under his’

) Duople, that he was ‘not” Sspell, Lecting Wial & man who'*

) making them happy and Uiad " could do what hie did for their ©

. he hod lost his kindness which peopleln his agricultural’
- : deew so many peopteto hlm i venture, could do no wronyg
Y the first place.” "' o .' und anyone who tried to in-\

. i.

S - lerfere with him or hiy work, -

'°‘~I‘:‘ aald Jones was ¢ ""’Y # would find himself on the next
1 angry” with her for facln,

Tim  hims down and said the pastor

H plnne out of the country,
wes actunlly an atheist —hat*  “Grace and | have nlrudy :
"he came 1o beMeve at te end’ spent more than $18,000 of our
that “there couldn't Le uny own wnoney trylng to got our
"cther Cod than him™ " sun buek,” Stoen sald, b,
He acknowledged that he. we'ty not giving up.”
 had seen what he econsidersd '
true (alth hesling performed - $te spoke, almast cassally of

. the death * threnls he had
: J
i :sz:: ‘lt? :m:::‘;::’;:unzi recelved and the Uirententng ™’

God, waa relponlible for Ute cnlls 1o his aging motiwer,

henllnu. o R "ourprm.mgoullalolrrlo

He tells of his deep love Nl‘ Stoen to!d u!h]l fears tor hiy . PO off our present l]e;lol! :o':f iy
her and of his: hopes ‘Wl lfe and that of s wife when,, 20 L o worK our way *
sometime In the Julure, God they went 1o Guyana In pn DUHO OUT :j humaro.” and, hz
und the fales wilting, that shae Atlempl 1o regain eustody of vut of this nighmaro. .
and the chlld he firmly ‘Jolu-dohn — of the threals . added.

bolievpals his, will be reunited  tiat hud been made and of tre w "“We do learn from our, p

neglected my wife n]lhough 1

Tl METOEN
* Tug-ol-war over ehlid

b o normal f“““-‘l" l'dﬂ““““"l.overlunenl'l demand thut mistakes and this has- bee -
~

hlp,vooe o 7.+ they leave l.hecounr.ry atonce. - ono very. tou;h lcuson .o
C ! . . _\ . e
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TIMOTHY OLIVER STOEN
120 Hontgomery Street, Suite 1700 v 9
, | san Francisco, California 94104 ‘ 2 221978
Telephone: (415) 391-5020
3l - . VIOLA RICHARDSON
Attorney for Plaintiff ; HMENDOCING COUNTY CLERK
4 : :
5
6
7 . .
-} IN TEE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNTA
9 iN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF XENDOCIND h
10 I STEVEN A. KATEARIS,
11 : Flzintiff,
12 Ve No. 39911

13 [ JAMES WARREN JONES, also known as
i 1TV IONES: SANDRA BRADSHAW, alse

ad ALl W NFaVlrwd F B By REPA Y Sy S i ¥

14 (knowm as SANDRA INGRAM; PEOPLES
TEMPLE OF THE DISCIPLES OF CHRIST,
i

AMERDED COMPLAINT FCR COI-
PERSATORY AND PUNJTIVE
DAMAGES FOR LILEL ON 178
FACE AND FOR SLAWDER FER

S St Yt S St S S Nl i N Nl St o o Vst oo

15 ]2 nenprefit corporation; PAULA SE
 £DAMS; and FIRST DOE through
16 [FIFTIETH DOE, inclusive,
17 - pafendants.
18
19 Pilaintiff alleges:
20 FIEST CAUSE OF ACTION
21 1. Plaintiff is informed and believes znd thexreon alleges that

22 lpefendant SANDRA BRADSHAW, also known as SANDRA INGRAYM, is end =t

-1

23! times herein mentioned was a resident of Mendocino Cownty, Cali
24 2. pefenéznt FEOPLES TEMPLE OF THE DISCIPLES OF CRRIST wxs &n
250is a nonprofit corpuratiocn orgznized znd existing uvnder znc by viv

26of the lzws of the State of California.

‘ ‘ z BB- 3i- b 4oy
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TIMOTHY OLTIVER STOEN - -
120 Montgomery Strcet, Suite 1700 JUN 71978
San Francisco, .Ca}.:.fornxa 94104 $240 ) Corcon, -t County et
Telephone: (415) 391-5020 T 227 ol s .
Attorney for Plaintiffs _, PY . hitbears, perurg,
B . - ’ T Rx
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA’ CLE
IN AND FOR THE COUN"‘Y OF LOS ANGELES -
[WADE B. MEDLOCK and MABEL M. '

£3SDLOCK, husband and wife,

Plaintiffs, No. CZ"’P’QO

Kons t-r

vs.

)
)
)
)
)
JAMES WARREN JOHES, also known ) COMPLAINT FOR COMPERSATCRY
bas JIM JONES; PCOPLES TEIPLE ) AND PUNITIVE DPAMAGES FOR
IOF THE DISCIPLES OF CHRIST, a ) CONVERSION BASED ON COLRCIOR
lnonprofit corporation; ENOLA HM. ) ARD TFOR INTEWTIORAL INFLIC-
'NELSOﬁ; EHOLA M. HELSON REALTY; ) TION OF EMOTICUAL DISTRESS
'HUCS FORTSYN; JAMES MeELVANE; ) : :
znd TFIRST DOE through FIF"‘IE;H )
DOE, inclusive, )
: ),
)

Defendants.

L

Plalntlffs allege- ' L : _ - o L e
FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION )
1. Plaint¥ffs are informed and believe and thereon allege t}‘at
"I

tde fendant JAMES ¥cELVARE is, and at all times herein rnntloted x.es,

a resident of the County of Los Angeles, State of Californiea.

TEMPLEY) is, and at all times herein r‘-rntlcned vas, a no: wprofit cor-

Ra- 31 b-log
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t FEOPLES TEMPLE OF THE DISCIPLES

s

& | 8,

FILED
Fioosfics Coupy Sonetor Cont

JUN 22 1978

TINOTHY OLIVER STOEN
120 Montgomery Street, Suite 1700 (Jgu~7n O,ShH Cﬂmh}
San Frencisco, Callfornla 94104

Telephone: (415) 391- 50%0‘_-.___‘___ s

Attorney- for Plaintiff

J&MES COBB, JR.,
Plaintiff,

Vs,

)]

)

) -

)

)

) COMPLAINT FOR COMPENSATORY A1D
OF CHRIST, 2 monprofit corpora- ; PUNITIVE DAMAGES FOR IRTEZNTICHLY

)

)

)]

)

)

)

)

INFLICTION OF EMOTIORAL DISTRESS

tlon JLVES WARREN JONES, also ‘
AND FOR LIBEL ON iITE FACE

¥rown as JIM JOIES; TERnSA BU-
FDRD JE&N F. BRO"W PAMELA G.
MOTON; and FIRST DOE through
FIFTIETH DOE, inclusive,

Daefendants.

Plaintiff alleges:

) FIRST CAUSE Of ACTION
1.’Defcndant PEOPLES TEMPLE OF THE DISCIPLES OF CHRIST ("PECGPLES
TEMPLE") is, end at all times herein mentiored was, a nonprorit coz-
poration organized and existing uader znd by virtee of the lzw of the
State of California. Plaintiff is inforced 2nd believes and therzcn |

2lleges that the principzl place of business of defendant PEGZLES
TENPLE is at 1859 Ceary Boulevard in thc City znd County of Szn Fra
BB- 3)-b ~j03
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1 VERIFICATION
2
3 I, CAROL STAHL am
4 President of plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE, a nonprofit in the
corporation,
5 i above entitled action.
6 I have read the foregoing Coaplaint for Temporary Restirzing
ing Order, Preliminary and Permanent Injunctions,; and Damages;
7 | Memorandum of Points and Authorities; and Peclaration in Support
of Complaint .
8 and kncw the contents thereof; and the szme is true of my cwn
; 9 | xnowlecge, except as to the matters which are therein stated
[T 1 4
§ _E? 10 | upon my information or belief, and as to those matters I believe
RS
z e 11 || it to be true.
j
55.52 124
R |
: - Efrci s
Szevd '
sgrym 14
LzEZ i
a8s: 15§
- I
Lo
E - 16 I declare under penalty of perjury the foregoing is true
<
© 17 § and correct. Executed on July . 1978 at
18 San Francisco, California.
19 é
20
o | /3 ,
zl _ L._';,L(ré s 1%
CAROL STAHL
22
23
24
25 :
2 |
i
s Ba- 31~ b -l0y
| -
i -
i i
| |




1 PATRICK SARSFIELD HALLINAN
BRallinan & Blum

345 Franklin Street

San Francisceo, California 94102

_ Telephone: (415) 861-1151

a W N

Attorney for Defendant

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

IN AND FOR THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

O W 0 N o h

PEOPLES TEMPLE OF THE DISCIPLES
OF CHRIST, a nonprofit corporation,

11 JEAN BROWN, and JAMES McELVANE, NO. 740531

}
}
)
2 » I )
! Plaintiffs, ; DECLARATION BY WADE B.
- - 13 v. ] MEDLOCK AND MABEL M. MEDLOCK
; y OPPOSING APPLICATION FOR
141 TIMOTHY OLIVER STOEN, y PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
)
‘ 15 DPefendant. )
* ]
16
17 We, Wade B. Medlock and Mabel M. Medlock, husband and

i8] wife, hereby declare as follows:
19 1. We are the plaintiffs in a lawsuit entitled WADE B.
Z0] MEDLOCK and MABEL M. MEPDLOCK vs., JAMES WARREN JONES,PEQPLES TEMFLE,
21| JaMES MCELVANE, et al, filed on June 7, 1978, in the Superior
: 22{ court for the County of Los Angeles, Civil case No. €243292. A
| 23} copy of the complaint is attached and made a part hereof. Our
24} attorney is Timothy Oliver Stoen. ‘
25 2. This declaration is made in opposition to plaintiff's

26| application for a preliminary injunction. We are reguesting that

1R38- 3l-b 108
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Timothy Oliver Stoen be allowed to remain our attorney and help
us get back the money stolen from us by PECPLES TEﬁPLE.

3. 1, Wade B. Hedlo;k, am 7] years old. I, Mabel M. Medlock,
am 67 years of age. For 33 years we worked together in our own
maintenance business in Los Angeles to acguire eguity in two
pieces of property as security for our senior years. In February
1877, our pastor, Jim Jones, called us into the "council room"
of the PEOPLES TEMPLE church in Los Angeles and chowed us some
papers already filled out. We knew that they were for the sale
of our properties, and we did not want to sign. When we hesitated,
Jim Jones said to us personally, in front of a number of other
people in the room, that if we didn't sign those papers immediately
we would "die”. We took this as a serious threat we would be

killed, and we therefore signed against our willi. nhen the
escrow closed in August 1977, we were given $7,000.00 and PEOPLES
TEMPLE took more than $48,000.00. (Both properties had been sold
at prices far below fair market value.} We were heartsick but were
afraid for our lives to complain to anyone. Jim Jones then started
putting a lot of pressure on us to go to Guyana, where a number
of our relatives are. But we did not want to live in any jungle,
80 we kept refusing.

4. Members of PEOPLES TEMPLE kept coming to us and asking
us why we did not go to Guyana. In January 1978, an associate
PEOPLES TEMPLE minister, Hugh Fortsyn, threatened -both of us with
the same fate (murder) as had happened to Christopher Lewis. ©On

Easter Sunday of this year JAMES McELVANE threatened that we

-

-2-  Be- 3\-~} ~lof
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had better watch out because "what happened to Chris could happen
to you."

§. On April 25, 1978,.ex-membersof PEOPLES TEMPLE held a
meeting of "Concerned nal#tives' at a baptist church in Los
Angeles. At the meeting we told the people what PEOPLES TEMPLE
and Jim Jones had done to us. Afterwards Steve Katsaris said we
should sue the church, and he told us to talk to Tim Stoen. Tim
Stoen said to call him the next day, which we did. On April 26
we took the papers we had gotten from the escrow company to Tim
Stoen to look at. BRe said we had been "extorted” and that we
had a good case against PEOPLES TEMPLE but that they would
probably try to sell all their property before we got a judgment.
But since we don't have enough to live on, we are not going to
give up.

6. We asked Tim Stoen not to file the lawsuit until we
could move to safer living quarters. We were in constant fear
that PEOPLES TEMPLE would send someone into our apartment at
pight and stab us, When we moved in May, we told Tim Stoen to
file the lawsuit, which he did. Since then we have not received
any more threats from PEOPLES TEMPLE.

7. Tim Stoen never talked with us about selling our
property or turning it over to PEOPLES TEMPLE. He very seldom
came to Los Angeles. He had nothing to do with our transferring
it to the church. We did not even see him from September 1976
until the meeting in April 1978.

8. Tim Stoen never asked us to sue PEOPLES TEMPLE or JAMES

- B8~ 3l-b- t07
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MCELVANE. We asked him to do it for us. We are very glad he
did. We do not want him taken off our case.
9. We authorize Tim Stoen to disclose all of the

information we have given him regarding our lawsuit.

-4- B3~ 3|-B- 1o¥
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VERIFICATION
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I, the undersignéd, say:
45' §x£¥x§x§§§é§§§§£u§§x§§§§xﬂﬁﬁ%%%‘above document is true
f
5.

of my own knowledce, except as to the matters that are ctated in

6! it on my information and belief, as as to thosc matters, 1 believc

7, them to be true.

8.

9 Exccuted on  July 24 _» 1978, at _

10 Los Angeles . California.

11

12 1 declare under penalty of perjury that the ahove is

13 true and correct.
lb‘ A_thiiz%%gééig§1_5215¢
16 - WADE 8. MEDLOCK

15 _ U

Lt

19° MAKEL M. MEDLOCK

- RR- 31-b-10g
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PA&RICK SARSFIELD HALLINAN
Hallinan & Blum

345 Frankiin Street

san Francisco, California 94102
"Telephone: (415) 861-1151

Attorney for Defendant

"IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

. IN AND FOR THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

PEOPLES TEMPLE OF THE DISCIPLES )
OF CHRIST, a nonprofit corporatioen,)
JEAN BROWN, and JAMES McELVANE, ) NO. 740531
}
Plaintiffs, ) DECLARATION BY JAMES COBB,JR.
} OPPOSING APPLICATION FOR
V. } PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
)
TIMOTHY OLIVER STOEN, }
)
Defendant. }
3

I, James Cobb, Jr., declare:

1. I am the plaintiff in a lawsuit enéitled COBB vs.
PEOPLES TEMPLE, JAMES WARREN JONES, JEAN F. BROWN, et al,
filed on June 22, 1978, in the Superior Court for the City
and County of San Francisco, Civil Case No. 739%07. A copy
of the complaint is attached and made a part hereof. My
attorney is Timothy Oliver Stoen.

9. fhis declaration is made in opposition to plaintiff's
application for a preliminary injunction. I am requesting that
Timothy Oliver Stoen, the defendant in this action, be allowed

_88- 3l-b~ 0
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to remain as my attorney and to push my lawsuit.

3. On May 11, 1978, Mr. Stoen and I were attending a
_dinner at a friend's house in San Francisco. At the dinner I
;brought up the subject of ;n open letter on PEOPLES TEMPLE

statiblery that had come to my attention. It was dated

March 14, 1978 and was addressed to "All U.S. Senators and
Members of Canress".‘ It-falsely accused me of being a
*radicml Trotskyite® who recommended a "violent course."

{A copy of this letter is an exhibit in the attached complaint)
I told Mr. Stoen that this ridiculous letter was the last straw,
and asked him if he would file a lawsuit against PEOPLES TEMPLE
and Jim Jones.

4. Shortly after quitting PEOPLES TEMPLE in 19?3, I began
being harrassed by them. Ever since, I have thought it only a
matter of time (maybe tomorrow) that I would be killed by them.
When the situation presented itself last summer, ¥ engaged in
exposimg Jim Jones and his evil practices in PEOPLéS TEMPLE. I
have censidered taking legai action against Jones many times
before, but it was not until March of 1977 that I felt to seek an
attorney.

5. A few days after our dinner conversation of May 11, 1978,
I visited Mr. Stoen at his office on Montgomery Street and brought
with @ a list of things that PEOPLES TMEPLE and Jim Jones had
done t®» me since 1973. Mr. Stoen agreed to be my attorney.

* 6. During all this time from 1973 until now,VI have been

having trouble concentrating in dental school because of the threatsg

ge- 3i-b <y
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which are menticned in my lawsuit. The thing that has bothered
‘me the most was the threat that my son would be harmed if I
didn't stop 'badmouthiné'\PEOPLES TEMPLE. 7

7. Mr. Stoen never approached me at any time to be my
attorney. He did not in any way solicit my case. I feei much
hetter now that I am eprsing Jim Jones and PEOPLES TEMPLE in
the courts. I think one reazson Jones has gotten away with so
much is that people abused by him, did not sue him earlier. No
further libels on me by PEOPLES TEMPLE have come to my attention
since I filed my lawsuit.

8. I consent to Mr. Stoen disclosing to anyone all of
the circumstances by which I asked him to be my attorney. I

consent to his Adisclosing any

------------------------- =z =71

and all of the information about my

lawsuit that has come to his attention from anyone, including me.
It would be difficult for me to find another trial attorney as

competent as Tim Stoen, particularly with experience equivalent

to his as special prosecutor in San Francisco.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing
is true and correct.
Executed on July 30, 1978, at Berkeley, California.

i« s e 5.'-.:[( /]

%ﬁHES COBB, JR])/

= aR- 31~ b- &



Also attached to declaration of james cobb,
as exhibits, which I didnt copy because too bulky and
we already have them anyway:

1. the full complaint of James Cobb and all of his
exhibits that he originally had on his complaint

- Ra-3)-b -3
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TIMOTHY OLIVER STOEN - g SORTED
120 Montgomery Street, Suite 1700 ol E ﬂ_‘ i‘:i D
San Francisco, California 94104
. JUNZ 2 1978
Telephone: (415) 3%1-5020 CARL 11, oLseN,
Attorney for Plaintiff oo DR MUY
b -
| 439907
E
1 IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
P IN AND FOR THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCQ
F.JAHES COBB, JR., )
1 . ) .
7 Plaintiff, ) No. :
3 ) -
vs. ) -
)
PEOPLES TEMPLE OF THE DISCIPLES ) COMPLAINT FOR COMPENSATORY AND
OF CHRIST, a nonprofit corpora- ) PUNITIVE DAMAGES FOR INTENTIONAL
tion; JAMES WARREN JONES, also ) INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS
known as JIM JONES; TERESA BU- ) AND FOR LIBEL ON ITS FACE
FORD; JEAN F. BROWN; PAMELA G. )
MOTON; and FIRST DOE through )
FIFTIETH DOE, inclusive, g
Defendants. )
)
Plaintiff alleges: _
FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION
1. Defendant PEOPLES TEMPLE OF THE DISCIPLES OF CHRIST ("PEOPLES
TEMPLE") 4is, and at all times herein mentioned was, a nonprofit cor-
pt;ration organized and existing under and by virtue of the law of th
State of California. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon
alleges that the principal place of business of defendant PEOPLES
TEMPLE is at 1859 Geary Boulevard in the City and County of San Fran-
— 8G- 314 -1y
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Jie,

If you think that you are working only to destroy our friend, you'rs
badly underestimating the course you are on. Tais 15 going down

ob the record as & deliberaie atte.pt to starve out hundreds of
g;od people, You'll be monoo‘rod for much sore than just a
personal vendetta,

Even though what you'rs trying to do is impossinle, jou're goi:g to
earn for yourselves the bitteresy of snenmies. We bave solid evideuce
that one of your crowd participated in Chris' death. 4 whole lot of
people not even asscciated with us can back that up. Whether or not
you declde to respond to this hardly matters now, Since you are

no doubt fully avare of who you're in with and what you are working

for, 1 count this comnunication probably & waste of my time., We

about your clumsey sfforts, out

in
you didn't know. 1t won't wash, If you bad ecared anyihing about

acbid srmm aed bt wesms seman] A a ahanlad with tha afPiadals shat TLduwa
MIME b WED f“uh’ Jw WS elhil AR FT Al i Sl --uu AT WAL &GP il LAY

thers and have seen tha work, and ssked them about the kind of society

we're building there. But like 1 said; in ths future, don't plead

B o -

AELOTANGE.
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PATRICK SARSFIELD HALLINAN
Hallinan & Blum

345 Franklin Street

San Francisco, California 94102

&Elephone: (415) 861-1151

Attorney for Defendant

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
IN AND FOR THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

PEOPLES TEMPLE OF THE DISCIPLES

OF CHRIST, a nonprofit corporation,
JEAN BROWN, and JAMES McELVANE, NO. 740531
Plaintiffs, DECLARATION BY STEVEN A.
KATSARIS OPPOSING APPLICATION

V. FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION

TIMOTHY OLIVER STOEN,

Defendant.

st g St g Yot et gt Sl st St S

I, Steven A. Katsaris, declare:

1. I am the plaintiff in a lawsuit entitled KATSARIS vs.
JONES, PEOPLES TEMPLE, et al, filed on May 16, 1978, in the
Superior Court for the County of Mendocino. Civil Case No. 39911.
A copy of the amended complaint (filed May 22, 1978) is attached
and made a part hereof. My attorney is Timothy Oliver Stoen.

2. This eclarétier

ade in opm

1 is mad 1 opposition to plaintiff
application for a preliminary injunction. I am requesting that
Timothy Oliver Stoen, the defendant in the within action, be

mv bhehalf and to
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prosecute my lawsuit through to its conclusion.

3. I have known Timothy Oliver Steoen since 1972, when he
was anrassistant district ;ttorney in Mendocino County, where
I work and reside. AsS thé Director of Trinity School for
Children in the small community of Ukiah, California, I am
regularly brought into ;ontact with attorneys, law enforcement
officials, and others inlcivic leadership capacities. Even
before I met Mr. Stoen, I had heard of him and knew he enjoyed
the respect and esteem of the community leaders as a very
capable, effective, and decisive attorney.

4. On April 11, 1978, I was the spokesman for a group of
*Concerned Relatives®™ and delivered to PEOPLES TEMPLE
representatives in San Francisco a document entitled, "Accusation
£

e TR ovhe b
1 L=

.o
iy
auia) as gainet

v Rgain
Our Children and Relatives at the Peoples Temple Jungle Encamp-—
ment in Guyana, South America.”™ On the following day an article
appeared in the "Santa Rosa Prests Democrat” nevwspaper quoting a
representative of PEOPLES TEMPLE, Sandra Ingram, as stating that
I was a child molester. This was the second instance where PEOPLES
TEMPLE representatives had publicly defamed me with this totally
false charge. I was determined to expose their vicious and
unfounded attacks, which in my opinion were designed to intimidate
me into silence concerning the true nature of their organization.

5. The expenses of maintaining two of my children iﬁ college,’

Elaine at Stanford and Anthony at the University of California,

Chico, along with the large sums I had already spent on twe trips

LBB- 31-b- 18
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to Ggyana attempting to help my daughter, Maria, made me
apprehensive about the legal costs involved in seeking legal
recomrse against the attacké on my reputation. I was then,
and amm now, woIrTied about‘the irreparable damage such charges
could do to a man whose life is devoted to helping children.

%. I decided to approach Tim Stoen with my dilemma and
ask &im to represent me. I explained to him my plans to
voluamtarily submit to a lie detector test so that he and others
woulfl have no doubt concerning the truth of my innocence. I asked
him o represent me on a contingency basis, explaining that I
had Sew funds left for legal costs. I also teold him I had
confidence he was an aggressive and extremely capable attorney
who would act with dispatch. I also explained to him that I had
seen his professional resume (attached as Exhibit A), his
character references (attached as Exhibit B} and the Board of
Supervisors resolution commending him (attached as Exhibit C).

‘7. When I met with Mr. Stoen at his office in San Francisco
on April 21, 1978, I told him I wanted to proceed immediately.
Many ©of the people I work with professionally had read the "Press
Demogcrat”™ article, and I teold Mr. Stoen I needed to respond without
delay with a lawsuit to bring PEOPLES TEMPLE to justice. We looked
in tive telephone book yellow pages for the most reputable appearing
polygraph firm. We set up an appointment with George Harmon,
an@ I followed up with a letter written on my initiative to
Mr. Marmon, a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit D and

made a part hereof. I took the lie detector test on May 2, 1978.

-3~ 88‘31‘6"“?




11 on May 3, 1978, Mr. Harmon issued his report saying I was
2| "telling the truth®. That report is part of my lawsujt
? attached hereto.
4 8. On April 25, 1978, ex-members of PEOPLES TEMPLE held a
5| "concerned Relatives" meeting in Los Angeles at the Saint James
6| Missionary Baptist Church. At the meeting were Wade and Mabel
71 Medlock, who told us that PEOPLES TEMPLE had taken all of their
81l property from them by means of threats made by Jim Jones
9 personally that they would be killed. I was so upset after
10§ hearing their story that I went up to them at the end of the
11 ! meeting and asked them to consider filing a suit, suggesting
12] they talk to Tim Stoen. It was after this that they first

B . 13% contacted him about their case. I did, however, ask Mr. Stoen
14§ ¢5 put my case first because of the urgency of the situation

15! regarding my reputation.

16 9. The purpose of this declaration is to state categorically
17} that Mr. Stoen's involvement in my lawsﬁit originated with me,

18] and that I am represented by Mr. Stoen at my request. He never

19} solicited my case in any way. I believe my interests would be

gravely comprised if he were not my attorney.
' 21 10. I hereby consent to Mr. Stoen disclosing all of the

} 22| circumstances whereby he became by attorney and all of the

23] jnformation I have given him.

i 4 RBe-3-b-1q0
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VERIFICATION

I, the undersigned, say:

I am a declarant in this action;
FXHX xx xpacmRxboobbosoaoboank the above document is true

of my own knowledge, except as to the matters that are stated in
it on my information and belief, as as to those matters, I believe

them to be true.

Executed on July 29 , 1978, at San

Francisco , California.

Ty epTeE T T

I declare under penalty of perjury that the above is

 true and correct.

]
H

i

Slome Kba
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PATRICK SARSFIELD HALLINAN
Hallinan & Blum

345 Franklin Street

San Francisco, California 94102

Telephone: (415) B&l-1151

Attomey for Defendant

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
IN AND FOR THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

PEOPLES TEMPLE OF THE DISCIPLES )
OF CHRIST, a nonprofit corporation,) y5 749531
JEAN BHMWN, and JAMED> MCELVANL,
DECLARATION BY DEFENDANT
OPPOSING APPLICATION FOR
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION

Plaintiffs,

v.

TIMOTHY OLIVER STOEN, {CCP § 527)

Defendant.

P e T L S L PR S

i, Timothy Oliver Stoen, declare:

1. I am the defendant herein. This declaration is made in
opposition to plaintiffs' application for a preliminary injunction.

2. Incorporated herein by reference are the following
verified pleadings filed in this action on behalf of defendant:

a. Answer to Complaint:

b. Declaration by Steven A. Katsaris, Opposing Application
for Preliminary Injunction ("Katsaris Declaration®};

¢. Declaration of Wade B. Medlock and Mabel M, Medlock,
Opposing Application for Preliminary Injunction ("Medlock

- BR-31-b- 132
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d. Declaration of James Cobb, Jr., Opposing Application
of Preliminary Injunction ("Cobb Declaration™).

3. I am an attorney admitted to practice law in the State
of California.

4. As an attorney having a public trust, I am well aware
of the rule pertaining to representation adverse to a former
client. This rule has been stated by the Cajlifornia Supreme
Court as follows:

The fact that an attorney has once acted in a

professional capacity for a person does not

preclude him from thereafter accepting a

retainer to act adversely to his former client

in a matter which has no reference to his

previous employment **%,

Wutchumna Water Co. v. Bailey (1932) 216 C. 564,
571, 15 P.24 505.

5. As an attorney I am well aware of another serious
obligation, i.e., to represent "the cause of the defenseless or
the oppressed.” The California legislature, in enacting
Section 6068 (h) of the California Business and Professions Code,
made this an express duty:

It is the duty of an attorney:

(h) Nevgr_to‘§eje?E, for any consideration

personal to himself, the cause of the

defenseless or the oppressed.

6. James Warren Jones, also known as Jim Jones, is a
necessary witness in these proceedings. Jim Jones was the
president of plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE, and kept himself totally
aware of all its business, until leaving the United States for

Guyana in June 1977. Aside from me, only he was in a position to

-
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know whether I ever acquired, in any legal capacity or in any

2| other capacity, any "confidential" or “secret” information

¥l connected with the subject matters of the three lawsuits mentioned
. .

in the complaint herein as filed by me. If Jim Jones were called

L]
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never consulted by PEOPLES TEMPLE on any subject matter connected
with the aforesaid lawsuits, and that I never acgquired, in any

legal capacity or in any other capacity, from PEOPLES TEMPLE, or

w 0w,

any authorized member thereof, any "confidential® or “secret”™
information connected with the aforesaid lawsuits, He would also
i1 testify that from September 5, 1976, until the present time I
12 was never appointed, retained,ror used as "counsel™ for
131 PEOPLES TEMPLE on any matter. He would also testify that I have
14 never been retained or appointed as general counsel for PEOPLES
15| TEMPLE even though, pursuant to a general requirement of PEOPLES
16| TEMPLE, I donated my legal talents free of charge on routine
17} matters, as a member of PEOPLES TEMPLE ahd not in an attomey-
18] client capacity. He would also testify that from March 2, 1970,
\ 19] when I joined PEOPLES TEMPLE, until February, 1977, I had a
20 full-time job as an assistant district attorney. ‘
' 21 7. On June 12, 1977, I terminated all communication with

22 plaintiff PEOPLES TEMPLE and its members. Since that date'I

231 have not visited or set foot in any PEQPLES TEMPLE building or

2 facility. Since that date I have not had any consultations with,
25} nor given any advice to (except to demand the return of my son),
26

nor received any information from (except to receive threats},

o Br-3 L.y




| plaintiffs PEOPLES TEMPLE or BROWN or McELVANE or any other

F4 member of PEOPLES TEMPLE.

3 8. 1In April and May of this year, 1978, I was approached
by four oppressed victims of illegal and savage practices of

plaintiffs PEOPLES TEMPLE, BROWN, and McELVANE. These victims

were: Steven A. Katsaris, Wade B. Medlock, Mabel M. Medlock,
and James Cobb, Jr. I éid not in any way "solicit" any
business or employment from any of them. I did not accept
employment from them “out of spite™ or any personal vendetta.
Rather, upcon being asked by each of these victims to file a

lawsuit on his or her behalf, I researched each matter carefully

12 and concluded that each had been greatly wronged, that the
_ _ 13 liabilities of PEOPLES TEMPLE, BROWN, and McELVANE were clear

14§ beyond all reasonable doubt, and that the only question for a
15 trier of fact was the amount of damages suffered. Accordingiy, I
16 thereupon filed the following three complaints, each of them
174 verified by plaintiffs under penalty of perjury:
18 a. STEVEN A. KATSARIS vs. JAMES WARREN JONES, PEOPLES TEMPLE
19] OF THE DISCIPLES OF CHRIST, et al ("Katsaris lawsuit"); filed
20] on May 16, 1978, in the Superior Court for the County of Mendocino,

3 21§ civil Case No. 39911;

| 22 b. WADE B. MEDLOCK and MABEL M. MEDLOCK, husband and wife,
23 vs. JAMES WARREN JONES, PEOPLES TEMPLE OF THE DISCIPLES OF CHRIST,

in the Superior Court for the County of Los Angeles, Civil Case

No. C243292; and

- e BB-31-bo 42y

24‘ JAMES McELVANE, et al ("Medlock lawsuit"); filed on June 7, 1978,




! c. JAMES COBB, JR., vs. PEOPLES TEMPLE OF THE DISCIPLES

2 OF CHRIST, JAMES WARREN JONES, JEAN F. BROWN, et al (“Cobb

3{ 1awsuit®); filed on June 22; 1978, in the Superior Court for

4 the City #nd County of Sah Francisco, Civil Case No. 719907.

5 A copy of the Katsaris lawsuit is attached to the Katsaris

6] declaration. A copy of the Medlock lawsuit is attached to the

7| Medlock declaration. A‘copy of the Cobb lawsuit is attached to

8| the Cobb declaration.

9 g. I did not in any way use any "confidential”™ or "secret”
10§ jinformation acquired from PEOPLES TEMPLE or any member thereof

11{| in preparing or filing any of the aforementioned lawsuits, nor

12} will I be "called upon” to do so. This is clear from the Katsaris
13} geclaration, the Medlock declaration, the Cobb declaration, and

14 | an analysis of the dates alleged in the complaints for the unlawful
15| acts of PEOPLES TEMPLE.

16 10. In the Katsaris lawsuit, the dates alleged for the

17 unlawful acts of PEOFLES TEMPLE are:

18 First Cause of Action (Libel): May 10, 1978;

19 Second Cause of Action {Libel): April 12, 1978; and
20 Third cause of Action (Slander): September 20,-1977.
2] 11. In the Medlock lawsuit, the dates allegeé for the

22{ ynlawful acts of PEOPLES TEMPLE and McELVANE are:

a3 First Cause of Action (Conversion/Extortion): February
248 13, 1977;

25 Second Cause of Action (Intentional Infliction of
Emotional Distress): Januvary 20, 1978; and

-5
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Third Cause of Action (Intentional Infliction of Emotional
Distress): March 26, 1978.

12. In the Cobb lawsuit, the dates alleged for the unlawful
acts of PEOPLES TEMPLE and BROWN are:

First Cause of Action {(Intentional Infliction of
Emotional Distress): March 14, 1978;

Second Cause of Action (Intentional Infliction of-

Emotional Distress): March 14, 1978 and April 18, 1978;

Third Cause of Action (Libel)}: March 14, 1978:

Fourth Cause of Action (Libel): May 10, 197B; and

Fifth Cause of Action (Libel): May 15, 1978.

13. An analysis of the dates of the respective causes of
action show, then, that all except one occurred long after I
severed my relationship to PEOPLES TEMPLE on June 12, 1977. The
only exception is the act of conversion and extortion alleged
by Wade and Mabel Medlock to have occurred on February 13, 1977,
in Los Angeles, Califormia. The truth is that I never consulted
at any time with the_Helecks about the transfer of their
properties to PEOPLES TEMPLE or anyone else. The truth is that I
have never consulted with PEOPLES TEMPLE, BROWN, McELVANE, or any
other member of PEOPLES TEMPLE about the transfer of the Medlock's
properties. I never saw or talked with either Wade Medlock or
Mabel Medlock from September 5, 1976 (the last meeting of PEOPLES

TEMPLE I ever attended in the United States and the last time I
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vipited PEOPLES TEMPLE in Los Angeles) until seeing them at a
meeting of "Concerned Relatives® in Los Angeles on April 25, 1978.
l4. The complaint for injunction herein alleges specific

faets of misuse of confidential information solely with respect

to the Katsaris lawsuit. (As the points and authorities make clear
the failure of plaintiffs to allege specific facts as to the
Mefllock lawsuit and the Cobb lawsuit means no injunction may
legally issue as to them.) Declarant hereby refers to the

angwer to complaint, which shows that the allegations of

paragraph VI of the compl&int are totally false, perjured, and
verified by a person in no position to know their truth or

falsity.

15. Maria Katsaris, a member of PEOPLES TEMPLE, is a
netessary witness in these proceedings. Aside from me, only she
is in a position to know whether I advised her "in April or May,
1927" that she "should go to Guyana to aveid the possibility of her
father's instituting coﬁservatorship proceedings against her."
Aside from me, only she is-in a position to know whether in
comsultations with her I "obtained confidential information
comcerning her relationship with her father ... and certain sexual
adwances made by her father towards her when she was a child.”
These terribly serious charges constitute the only possible basis
in the entire complaint for the issuance of an injunction, and
ought nét to be decided on the basis of hearsay, which is all
Caxol Stahl, as verifier of the complaint, had at best available
to "her. .
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If Maria Katsaris were called to testify, and did so
truthfully, she would testify as follows: that I have not seen,
: consulted, or advised Maria Katsaris since leaving the United

‘States on February 16, 1977: that she never mentioned to me ever

mamnr
-

an arge that her father molested her:; that she and I never

discussed conservatorships; that she was in the United-Statés'
during all of April and May, 1977 (while I was out of the United

States dﬁring all that time).

W W N O s W N

16. Plaintiffs have included as Exhibit C-2 a so-called

-
o

affidavit (unnotarized) signed by me which alleges that I was

) B I I

unaocie

to sire a child and asked James Warren Jones to do s50.
Plaintiffs know that this document is totally false and spurious.
{See birth certificate attached as Exhibit A; delivery room

admission approval form attached as Exhibit B; uroclogist report

15| attached as Exhibit €). Plaintiffs also know that this document

is totally devoid of legal significance and that it could not be
171 introduced in either of two custody proceedings, involving the
I8} game child, John Victor Stqen, brought in California and Guyana,
19 respectively. (In the California proceeding, both Jones and I
201 gere named as parties before the Superior Court for San Francisco,
.ﬁ 21| yhich issued its order on November 18, 1977, awarding me joint
: 22 legal custody along with my wife.)
23 iIn 1972 I signed the document at Jones' request as an act of
2 trust and as a deterrent to my embarrassing the PEOPLES TEMPLE
25 cause should I ever defect. As an idealist, I then believed that
26

PEOPLES TEMPLE was the most promising organization to bring about

- B
-— -
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a utopian society. As a lawyer, I was well aware that there would
be no legal effect to the document because it was signed after the
“birth of the child and because of the California law that a child
‘born to husband and wife coﬁabiting together "is conclusively
presumed to be a child of the marriage."” California Evidence Code,
§621; California Civil Code, §7004(a).

17. I left Georgeto;n, Guyana, on June 12, 1977, with the
intention of returning in two to six weeks. I came to the United
States to take a vacation and see my family and friends. 1In the
first part of July I met with my estranged wife, Grace, and others
who had left PEOPLES TEMPLE. They informed me of things that con-
vinced me that Jim Jones had changed and was no longer the person
I had previocusly esteemed. Shortly thereafter an article appeared
in "New West"™ magazine criticizing the church and its practices.

{A copy of this article is attached as Exhibit D and made a part

hereof.) I realized the charges were substantially true and that

[
[f]
Q
£

"

knew that my failure to defend the church would result in my
being very much distrusted upon my return to Guyana. I realized
that Jones was becoming increasingly ruthless and that it would be
very difficult, maybe impossible, to go te Guyana and briné my son
back safely.

My pian was to defend Jones and PEOFLES TEWFLE on individual
points when I could in good conscience do so, which:I did. (See
Exhibit A of complaint.) I thought Jones would soon be returning

to the United States from Guyana and that he would need my services

-— -
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as ap intermediary. I hoped he would see that I had remained
loyal to the values {espoused by PEOPLES TEMPLE) of social justice,
economic fairness, and racial brotherhood even though I was no
longer a member. In return for my services and my remaining loyal
a coart fight. Jones never returned.

In late October I decided I would have to fight Jones and
PEGCPLES TEMPLE in the courts to get my son. On November 18, 1977
1 testified accordingly in the above-menticned action. Even before
that, as soon as I had made it clear to Jones that I was taking
this route, a number of harrassing events happened in my life,
continuing up until the present, all of which I believe were caused
by PEOPLES TEMPLE upon the instructions of Jim Jones.

¥ have not filed any lawsuit against plaintiffs because of any
perspnal vendetta. I am, however, very much opposed to the practic
of PEOPLES TEMPLE and Jim Jones. I believe that his members, inclu;
ding BROWN and McELVANE, are "mind-programmed” by Jones. I believe
that Jim Jones has lost thg capacity for self-criticism. I believe
that he is willing to murder all 1100 people now living under his
dictatorial control in Jonestown, Guyana. I believe Jim Jones and
PEOPLES TEMPLE do not respect human rights or individual rights of
any typé. but that the collective is all-important. I believe that
Jim Jones has delusions of grandeur and has a totally irrational
and paranoid fear that everyone is out to get him. I do not wish
Jim Jones or PEOPLES TEMPLE destroyed. What I wanf with all my
heart is the return of my beloved son, John Victor Stoen. Secondly

ﬁlo_
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I want the 1100 people in Guyana living under the control of Jones
to be given the choice to return home.

Notwithstanding my hatred for the practices of Jim Jones and
PEOPLES TEMPLE, I have purposefully remained rational and nonvin-
dictive. I am aware of two cardinal principles: (1} "That which
goes around comes around”, and {2) vindictiveness breeds counter-

productive judgments. Therefore I am working through the Congress,

hhaoa Chkaba FPuanasremam ha Masvam=as Aoy wdo e o it T S sy
IS W R MO LTI - LT UMY OISR WwLiuL ey Ad LT PHULLY LW PRETOoOD WL
Jones to return my son. I have no intention to file unmeritorious

suits and thereby risk losing the momentum already established. In
fact, I was at first reluctant to file any of these suits, but I
did so recognizing my obligation as an attorney to defend the

oppressed, and as a human being to expose wrongdoing.

-11~
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1 VERIFICATION

20

3¢ I. the undersigned, say:

4} I am a party to this action; the above document is true

5; of my own knowledge, except as to the matters that are stated in

6| it on my information and belief, as as to those matters, I believe

7| them to be true.

at

9. Exccuted on August 3 ., 1978, at San
‘0; Francisco . California.

!l;

!2? 1 declare under penalty of perjury that the above is

- - 13 true and correct.
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& WaALTER C. Coowrng, M D,
Pumic HEALt™S Orrizea

SEONDMA COUMNTY
PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE
FEBRUARY 1, 1357° 3313 CHAKATE WOAD

BANTA KOSA, CALWFDRNIA B5404
Peow: £37-280%5

INFORTART MCTICE: YCUR BABY'S EIRTH CEXTISICATS HAS BXEN FITED IN THIS
OFFICE. THE INFOR:ATICH BEIOW IS.A COPY CF PART OF THIS CERTIFICATE. IF
THE INFORMATION SHOWN IS INCORRECT OR INCUNMAEZTZ: PLEASE LOTIFY OGR VITAL
STATISTICS SECTION WITHIN SEVEN DAYS OF ABOVE DATE. PHONE 527-22768.

Although this notice will pot take the place of an officinl certified ecopy
of the birth certificate, it may serve as a record for scme purposcs and
thould be preserved. An order form to use in orlsring a certified copy is
ettached. There is a charge of $2.,00 for each certified copy.

In oirder to safeguurd this birth record & permancnt copy is kept in our
records. The originel certificate is sent to the 3State Registrar of Vital
Statistics in Sacramento.

If you have any questions about these natiers, I Lope you will not hesitute
to call upon us.

VYery truly yours,

Wdé/ ;-(? @4 /J,}'r{’&,,

' WALTFR C. CLOWEES, M.D. -
fublic Hezlth Officer i
LEXIMVALE UF LIYE LIty h900-170
STATE $71a CIRTTICATE ML STATE OF CALIFCRNA-—DIPARTEZNT OF PUBLIC MEALTH TBCA WEaHs ¥ Tiow C15TRET A% CERTRCATE W1 i
la HANE OF CHILD—FST nane e wDOLE wiv( T LAST muuz
™S JORY VICTOR ! STOEN
CHILD 2 SEM [P —r—— I ™ 42 DATE OF BIRTU —uawin tar, viaa Tay HOUR
MALE “'STNGLE 1SIRTIINCT IJANUARY 25, 1972 1 2:16PM
54 PLACE OF KATH —aunt OF wosdriaL 's.. STREET ADDRESS crrwiey. aws mumpta, on tocanzm ;‘s.e-_nmu m'::‘::e,
PLACE SANTA ROSA MEMORIAL HOSPITAL ' 1165 MONTGOMERY DRIVE :  YES
..oarm S CITY OR TOWN E"si COURFY
SANTA RQOSA :S NOMA
4 MADIL NAKE OF MoTHZA—rmsr asag b OO KANE 18 LAST MaME (usmen subsaarss 7. PRTIHPLACE (r7ate On Fontiia tous
GRAZZ LUcCY GRECH SAN FRAH"ISCO C
MOTHER ¥ ASE CF MOTHER (ar 1wt & tmp weme: |9 COLOR OR RACE OF RITHER W IEN:!‘\..( O WCFHE gt 1Y 1T AYMese K0, #vsid7 Gty CoraC
oo 21 we | CAUCASTAH 6308 2 8 TSIBE " EALPELLA np’*’b"’“f‘o‘ "
0c RESILENCE OF MATHIR—OTY 38 fown tdr RESIDENCE OF MOTHER—COwTY MO0 NESDICE OF MOTHIZ—STAT:
UKIAH MEHNDOCTINO CALIYORNIA 95X4¢f
Ma. KAMZ CF FATHER—FWPIT novt [t :n: LAST NanE 12. BATHIACE oiray oa raey 0o
FAVTHER L TIZOTHY OLIVER H STOEY MILYAUXEE s WISCO!
Cmir.- [} AGE OF FATHER -ar nwi 0 %ours putm: |14 COLDA OA RAGCE OF FATHER 54 PRESENT OR LAST OCCUPATIFi | '1Ss KIND DF INORLGIRY OR BUSHE
34 wew | CAUCASIAY 4SS't DIST. ATTORIEY LEGAL =~
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.. CONSENT TO ADMISSION OF
EXPECTANT FATHER TO DELIVERY ROOM

The underiigned, husband and wils, expecting the birth of o child, hereby request ndmiriion of huiband 1o the delivery

roam of SANTA ROSA MEMORIAL Hosphal during the bitth of the child.

¥ this r;qunl is gronted, the undersignad hvibond ogrees ko conform to of the rules and regulotions of the Hospial
ond to comply with oll of the orders ond diractions of the ottending physicion

This Is ka cerlify thot the undersigned has been thoroughly lauructed by the ottending physicion ot lo the prodices
ond proceduresof the Hospilal in the delivery room ond has been d-arm;hly informed os to the nolure ond contequences
of the madicol procedures 10 be performed, ond the undersigned releoses the Hospital, Its amployees and ogenis, o1 well
os the nﬂ-adi;wg physicion ond his associotes, of ony ond ofl responsiblility in the evenl the hutbond's ottendonce in the

dellvary room h‘odn a injury . »
- ‘L_-

sband

hoci, Ssern

Wils (potient)

MM&.& 7z ' -
'm:,_l_!____.z'-‘; Aﬂ_,_,
. CERTIFICATE OF ATTENDING PHYSICIAN

| hereby cortify thot | am the oending physicion of the chave-nomed patiant, thot | have exomined the patient ond
sonderred with both the potient and her hushand, and sthol # Iv my opinlon that the potlent ond her husbhond fuliy weder-
stond the noture of the husband's odmisiion lo the delivery toom and the tules and regulotions of the Hospital, os well
o the nolute and consequences ol the medical procedures 1o be performed. It 11 my further opinion thal the fond ws
of the husband during the birth of the dnbid witt not be dairimentol to the potient, the child, or the huiband.

K3
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
FOIPA DELETED PAGE INFORMATION SHEET

[ Page(s) withheld entirely at this location in the file. One or more of the following
statements, .where indicated, explain this deletion.
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By Marshall Kilduﬁ' and Phil Tracy

... Jim Jones is one the state’s most politically potent leaders. But
who is he? And what’s going on behind his church’s locked doors? . ..

For Rosalynn Carter. it was the last
slop in an early Seplember campaign
wur that had taken her over hall of
California. 2 staie where her hushand
Jimmy wus weak. So Risalynn gamely
encour.\ud the crowd of 750 that had
gl:cre for the prand opening of the

Francisco Democratic party head-
quarniers in a seedy downlown storefront.
She smiled bravely despie the heat.

Mn. Carnier finished ber linke pep tatk
W mild applause. Severad other Demo-
cratic bigwips Eoz polite feceprions. oo,
Only one spcaker aroused the crowd: he
was the Reverend Jim Jones, the found-
ing pastor of Peopics Temple. a small
vommunity church bocated in the city’s
Fillmore section. Jones spoke bricfly and
avoided endorsing Canter directly. But
his words were met with what seemed
tike 2 wall-pounding outpaur. A minuie
and 2 hulf later the cheers died down.

"l was embarrassing” said a rally

anizer. “The wife of 2 guy who was
ng to the White House was shown up
somebody named Jones.”

If Rosalynn Carter was surprised. she
shouldn’t have been. The crowd be-
longed to Jones. Some 600 of the 750

I e dalivarad fn tam el b e
lstenors were deliverad in temple buses

an hour and a half before the rally. The
or%amzcr who had called Jones for
help. remembered how pratified she'd
felt when she Birst saw the Jones fol-
lowers spitling off the buses. “You
lluould ave seen it—old ladics on
civiches. whoie famiiies. dinic kids,
blacks. whites. Made 10 onder.” saul the
organizer, who had correctly feared that
without Jones Mrs. Carter might have
faced a haif-empty room.

“Then we notked things like the
bodyguards.” she continued. “Jones had

San Foncisco Chromcle Reporter Muar-
shot! Kitduli and New West caettributing
ediipr Phil Tracy were ussisicd br freclence
sewsmun George Klineman.
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his own security force {with him]. and
the Secret Service guys were having fits.™
she said. “They wanted W0 know who all
these black guys were. standing oulside
with their arms folded.™

The next morning more than 100 let-
ters arrived. “They were really all the
same.” she said. = “Fhanks for the rally.
and. sav. that Jim Jones was so inspira-
vonal.” Look, we never pel mail, so we
fatice one leter, but 1007 She addcd.
“They had to be mailed hefore the raily
w arnve the peat din™

But what surprised that organizer was
really noi that special. She just got a look
at some of the methods Jim fones has
used to make himsell one of the most
Eaum-.my potent religuws Waders in the

istory of the state.

Jim Jones counts among his friends
several of California’s well-kpown public
ofticials. San Francisee maver George
Moscone has made soveral visits lo
Jones’s San Francisco iemple. on Geary
Sireet. as have the city’s district atiorney
Joe Freitas and sheriff Richard Hoagisto.
And Governor Jerry Brown has visited at
least once. Also. Los Angeles mayor Tom
Br:nlh.-\ has heen a Zuest at Jones's Lox
Angeles temple. Licwenant Gewernor
Mcn?n Dymally weas so fur as ko visit
Jones's 27.000-acre agricultural siation
in Guyana. South America. and he pro>-
nounced  himsell  impressed. What's
more, when Walier Moadale came cam-
ng for the vice-prosidency in San
rancison best fall. Jim Jones was one of
the few people invited aboard his char-
tered jet for o private visit. Last Decem-
ber Jones was appoinied 10 head  the
city’s Housing Authority Commission.

The s ul Inncs Y puhln..ll clout is
poi V‘.l) I.IIIIIL I.lll it HIV“'lC AS ane 'x‘l““.
caily astule executive puts it “He con-
tols voles.™ And wolers. During San
Francisco's run-ofl election for mavor in
ch.mhc.r of 1975, seme {50 iempic

members walked precineis (o get out the
vole for George Moscone. who won by a
slim 4.000 voles. “They're well-dressed.
polite and they™re all ugmcn.d 10 voe.”
said une Muscone campaign ofiicial.
Can you win office in San Francisco
without Jones? “In a Light race like the
ones that George or Fn:uas or Hongiste
had. forget it without Jones,™ said State
Assemblyauin Willic Bawn, who de-
scribes himsc!f as an admirer of Jones's.

Jones. who has several adopied chil-
dren of diffiering ractal backprounds. is
more than a political force. He and his
church are noted for social and medical
progrums. which are centered in his
three-siory structurne on Geary Steeet,
Temple members suppont and stafll a
free diagnostic and ocutpatient clinic. a
phywical therapy facility, a drug program
that claims © have rehabilitated some

X0 addicts and a2 lr' al aid program § far

ahous 200 people a month, fn sddition.

the iemple’s free dining hall is said to

feed more indigents than the city's ven-
erabie 5t Anthony's dining room. And |
temple spokesmen say that these ser-
VTS te lh: needy are financed inter-

nally,

1t 3 cont of sasrnment or |
Ul 3 COnRL OF gOVETnMEnL of I

ftmm.l.ulmn maney,

Joncs and his” 1emple are also ap-!
plavded for their andeal support of a|
feee press. Last September. Jones and his’
followers participated in a widely ub-J
htwed demonstration in support o :hq
“'U'l l' I'l-'!il“.l newsmen -no weni o j.ll
rather than reveal their confidentia
news sources. The temple also contrib
uted $4.400 1o twelve California new
papers—including the San Francisc
Cheonicle—for use “in the defense of
foee peess.” and once pave $4.000 10 |
defense of Los Angeles Times report
Bilt Farr. who 2lso went to jail Tor refy
INg 10 AAME 3 HEWS SOURCE.

ﬁn addition. at Jones's direction ¢
temple mikes regular contributions
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. Thee holy bett: At o /970 fempie lunch. Revorend Jowes wit herwern e fricmic N F wvor Muscone (keft) und Licutenant Gorernor Dvmalfy

several community groups, including the
Telegraph  Hill Neighburhood Center
and Health Clinic. the NAACP. the
ACLU and the farmworkers’ union
When a locat pet clinic was in trouble,
Peopla Temple provided the mone
needed w0 keep it open. The wmphe b
abio st up a fund for the widows of slein
pedicemen. and the vongreganon runs
a0 €3CON service 107 $ENI0T Cihizens.

Tir many, the Reverend lim Jones is
the epitome of a selfless Christian.

The revercad was bom James Thur-
man Jones, and grew up in the Indiana
wwn of Lyan. While attending Butler
University in Indianapolis. where he
reveived his degree in education, Jones
opencd his finst femple (in dowotown
Indignapofisy. Although he had ao for-
mal iraining as a minester and was no
affilined with any church, hix temple
grew. It featured an aclive swial pro-
gram. including & “free” restaurant (or
the down-and-out. And the congrega-
tion was integrated. a couragevus com-
milment in the years before Manin
Luther King became a nationat figure -
particularly in Indianapolis. once the
sitc of the Ku Klus Klan's national
office.

Then at arvund Christmas of 1961,

acvording W a former associale named
Rams. Case, Jones had 3 vision. He sow
Indianapotis being consumed in & haks-
caust. presumably a ruclear cxplosion.
Fortunately for him. Esquéire had jusi
run an arxle on the nine safest Spuots in
the evenl of pudlear war. Eureka, Czl-
ifornia, was called the safest Tocation:
amher sale arca was Belo Honrante.
Brwil. Junes headied tor Belo Honsiante.
and Case went 1 Northern Calitornia,

Sanes eventually retumed and voed
Case in Ukiah. Jones liked Calfornia,
and twelve sears ago this month. he and
hir wite Marcetine incorparastcd Peoples
Temple in Calitormz: Jones and e
100 faithiul setiled in Redwood Valles. a
hamlet vutside Lkiah.

Junes’s conpregation prew. and he
soon bevame a podithal foree in Men-
dvine County. In oll-year clections.
where the towal vote was around 2,500
Juaes could contn 300 o 400 hallons, or
nearly 16 pervent of the vote. =1 could
show anvbuody the tallivs by precinct and

sk vut the Jones vore.™ savs Al Bar.

. county supenvisor frvm Redwood
Vallev,

Then, in 1970, Junos started holding
scrvices in San Franciseo: one vear fater
be bought the Geany Strect temple. And
Later that same year. be expanded tu Los

Angeles by taking over a synagugue on
South Ahvarado Sireet.

One success followed another. and his
flock grew to an estimated 20.000. Jones's
Catifornis mission seemed blessed.

Although Jones name is well-known,
especially among the politicians and the
poweriul. be remans surrounded by
mwters. For cxample. his Peoples Tem-
ple his o sets of focked duors, guands
patrobing the aisdes Juring services and 4
pelicy of barring passershy from drop-
ping iy uaarnounced on Sunday morn-
ings. Hix bimonthly newspaper. Feoples
Fotvorr, repulariv exalts soalisg, prapaes
Huev Newton and Angela Davis and
forecasts a povernment  takeover by
American Nasin, And though Jones is a
white fundamentalist nmnisicr. his con-
gregation is foughly 80 peroent w 90
pencent blach.

How doey Jones manage w appeal lo
somany kinds of people? Where does he
get the money to operate his church’s
programs. or maintamn his fect of buses,
or suppont his agricelural out in
Guvana? Why does he surround himsell
with bodyguards -as many as filleen ata
time? And abuve 2l what is going on
behind the kked and goanded doors of
Peoples Temple?

Ten Who Quit the Temple Speak Cut

Beginning two months agoe. when it
became known that Sen Hest was fes
scarching an artick on Reopie: Tempic,
the magazine. its editors and advertisers
were subjevicd 10 a bizarre fetier-and-
telephone cumpaign. At its beight. our
aditorial offices in San Francisco and
Los Anpeles were ecach receiving i
many as S phone calls and 70 leers a
day. The great majority of the lesters und
calls came from temple members and

supporters. as well as such prominent
Califprnians as Licutcaant Governor
Mervyn Dvmally, Delaneey Street found -
er John Maher San Francewoe busines-
man & vl Mg, atd sav ings ad hoan
cxevutive Anthony Frank. The messages
were much the same: We hear Mew Hewr
1 poing 0 atack Jim Jones 0 print:
duntdothat. He's s goud ouan wha diwes
pood works.

The Mansd of cialls and letiens atiracted

Ga- 3i-b-

wide attention. which. in turn. prompied
ncwsman Bitl Barnes to report the cam-
paign in the Sun Frunviwo Exuminer.
The £vamsiner alws reporied an ynoon-
firmed break-in one week luter at owr
San Francisco oflice.

Afier the Barnes artwie. we began
getting phone calls from former temple
members. At liest, while insisting on
ampamits.  the  callens  velunteened
“hackground™ about Jim Joney's “croel-
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“. .. Peoples Temple members beat his sixteen-year-old daughter so
badly. says Elmer Mertle, that ‘her butt looked like hamburger’ . . .”

1’ to congregation members, in addi-
ton W making several other specific
charpes.

We 1ohd the catlers that we were not

YT
RWNsisu N

Bui then a number of them. tike Deanna
and Elmer Mertle. callcd back and
agreed- 10 meet in person. 10 be pho-
topraphed. and to tell their anributed
swries for publication.

Based on what these people told us,
life inside Peoples Temple was a mixture
of Spartan regimentation. fear and self-
impured humiliavon. As they told it. the
Sunday services 10 which dignitaries
were inviled were orchestrated events.
Actually, members were expected to a1~
tend services iwo. three. even four nights

n coch annnumoue whisnesc
SROE aRUNSMGUs WaRLpErs.

dianbreak. Those membens of the tem-
plc’s governing council. called the Plaa-
ning Commission. were oficn compelled
w stay up all night and submif regularly
10 “catharsis”"—an encounter process in
which fnends. even mates. would crili-
cize the person who was "on the floor.”
In the kxst 1wo years, we were 10kd, these
ofien humiliating sessions had begun to
include physical beatings with a large
wawiden paddle. and boxing matches in
which the person on the Hoor was occa-
sionally knocked out by opponents se-
lected by Jones himself. Also. duning
regularly scheduled “family meetings.”
atiended by up to 1.000 of the most
devoted followers, as manv as 100 peo-
ple were lined up 1o be paddled for such
seemingly minor infractions as not being
anentive enough during Jones's ser-
mons. Church leaders aiso instrucied
certain members 10 write letters in-
criminating themselves in illegal and
immoral acts that never happened. In
addition. temple members were encour-
aged 1o turn over their money and prop-
eny to the church and live communally
in temple buildings: those who didn’
ran the risk of being chastised severely
during the catharsis sessions.

In all. we interviewed more than a
dozcn former temple members, Obvi-
ousty they all had biases. (Grace Stoen.
ko cxample, has sued her husband, a
temple member. for cusiody of their
five-year-old son John. The child is re-
poriedly in Guyana.) So we checked the
verifiable facts of their accounts—the
property transfers, the nursing and fos-
iy hume records, political campaign
contributions and other matiers of pub-
fic reoord. The details of their stories
chevked oul.

One question. in particular, troubicd
us: Why did some of them remiein mem.
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bers dong afler they hocame disen-  more aow that you've gone through this
chanied with Juney's methods and even  and aceepted this disaipline.” ™
fearful of him and bin bodvpusrds?  The physical punishment increased.
Ther answers were the same—thes oo, Both the Meriles claim they re.
feancd reprisal. and thar their stories  coived  puhlic 3
would aot be bolivved. 1972 —but they were hit with a beltonly
The people we intenvicwed are real; “shout three times.” Eventually, they
their mames are feal. They all agreed to said, the bell was replaced by 2 paddle
be tape-reconded  and  photographed  and then by a darge boand dubbed “the
while telling their side of the Jim Jones  bourd of education.™ and the number of
ey, times aduls and finally children were
struck increased to 12, 25, 30 and even
100 times in a row, Temple nurses
treated the injured.

Elmer and Deannz
Mertls of Berkel
| At tirst. the Mertles ratjonalized the

_ Aficr Elmer and Dcanna Mertle  beatings. “The {punished| child or aduh
joined the temple in Ukiah in Novem-  would alwiys sav. *Thank you. Father’

_m and then Jim would peint out the next
;' - week how much beiter they wers, Inour
xe =

minds we rationalized . . that Jim most
be duing the right thing hecause these
I:coplc were testfving that the beatings

ad caused their fife w make a reversal
in the right direction.”

Then onc niFhl the Mertles” daughter
Linda wus called up for discipline be-
cause she had hugged and kissed a
woman friend she hadn'l seen in a long
time. The woman was reputed 1o be a
lesbizn. The Mcerdes stood among the
congregaiion of 600 or 700 while their
daughhicr. who was then sixjeen. was hit
on

beaien so severely.” said Eimer. “that the
kidds said her hutt looked like hamburger.”

T w2 { Linda, who is now cighteen. confirms
T I thut she was beaten: “I couldn’t sit down
S T %A Tor at least 2 week and a half.”

> The Mertles staved in the church for
They best his daughter badly: Elmer AMlertle.  more than a year afier that public beat-
- ing. “We had nothing on the ovtside 10
ber. 1969, he quit his job as a chemical gev started in,™ says Elmer. “We had
technician for Standard Qil Company. given [the church] all our moncy. We
sold the family’s house in Hayward and  had given all of our property. We had
moved up 1o Redwood Valley. Even- given up our jobs.” .
tually five of the Mertle’s children by — Today the Mertles live in Berkeley,
previous marriages joined them there.  According to an affidavit they signed last
“When we first went up {10 Redwood  October in 1he presence of atiorney Har-
Valley] Jim Jones was a very compas- riet Thayer, they changed their names
sionale . person.” savs Deanna. “He  legally t0 Al and Jeanne Mills because,
taught us 10 be compassionate 10 old at the church's instruction. “we had
people. to be lender o the children.”™  signed blank sheets of paper. which
But shewty the kwing atmosphere gave  could be used for any imaginable pue-
way to cruelty and physical punish-  pose. signed power of alorney papers.
ments. Elmer said. “The first forms of and writlen many unusual and incrimi-
punishment were mental, where they  aating stilements [about themselves), all
would get up and totally disgroce and  of which were untrue,”

humiliate the person in front of the

whole congrepation. . . . Jim . would Birdie Rarable of Ukiah
then come over and put bis arms around

the person and say, °| reabize that you 1 never really thought he was God.
wenl through a Jot, but it was for the  fike he preached. but | thought he was a
cause. Father kwves you and vou're a prophet” id Bindic Marabie, a beauti-
stonger person sow. | can trust you  cian who was fiest attracted 16 Jones in
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that, and remain

1968 because her husband had & liver
aiiment. She had hoped Jones might be
the healer 10 save him,

On one of the tnps W serviaes in
Redwonnd  Valley,  Marahle  notked
Jones™s aides king some children aside
and asking. “What volor house did my
friend bave. things like thal.™ she says.
“Then during the services, Jim called
jowe woman) out and whkd her the an-
swers that the children had given s
though no one had whi him.™

She became skeprical of Jones afier

busbind’s health did aot improve: the
anctr “cures” Jones was performing
seemad phony e ber. Yot eventoally she
moved 1o Ukiah and ran a rest home (ur
emple members at Jim’s suggestion.

One summer she was alked ino k-
ing a three-week lemple “vacution™
through the South and East “Every-
body paid 5200 10 go on the irip. but |
wild them | wasn’c able 10 do 10" she
added. .

The 1emple buses were loaded up in
San Francisco, and owore members were
packed abound in Los Angeles. "l was
terrible. i was overcrowded. There were
people siting on the floof. in the luggage
rack. and sometimes penple [weref un-
demeath in the compartment whene
they put the baps.” she aid. ™ aw some
things that meally put me wise 1o every-
thing.” she added. "I saw how they
weated the old peopic.” The bathrooms
were frequently stopped up. For food.
sometimes a oold van of beans was
opened and pussed anound,

=1 devided w leave the charch when i
gt back. 1 said when | get through
telling peuple about this rip. 2in’t no-
body going W want 1o po no more. |Bui|
as soun as we arrved back. Simsand . . .
don’t suy nothing.™ She left the chunch
in silence.

Wayne Pietlla of Petaluma
And Jim apd Terri Cobd of
San Pranciseo

Wayne Pietila and Jim Cobb guarded
the caocers. ~H anyone ined W louch
them. we were supposed to cat the can-
cens or demuohish the guy.” said Cobh,
who B six-feet. iwo-inches @il Pictila
was licensed by the Meadocing County
Shenfl's Depanment 10 carry a con-
eeabed weapon: reportediy be was one of
several Jones aides with such o permit.

M was during the Kedwad Valicy
healing sessions m 1970, when nenvous
hope foc pelief from the pains of age
spread among the congregation. that

obb and Pictila would guand the can-
cers. Finally Jones would ask for some-
one who belicved herselt ta be suffesing
from cancer. That was the signal for
Cobb’s siver, Terri. to slip into a side
restroom and ahoo out whaever might e

skeprical when her -

there. Then Junes’s wife Manciine and
a uembling cwned oid woman would
disappear o the stall for a moement,
Mancline waukd cmenge budding o foul-
smetling sweeap of wwscthing cupped in a
napkin 2 cancer “passed.” Marcehne
and the uld woman would relurn o the
muin neom e owrcams. appliose, a
thunder of mwsic. Jim Jones had beated
again.

But one tme, Tern got a chanoe to
kouk into the “cancer bag.™ “It was full
of napkins and small hits of meat. indi-

vidually wr.:ﬂvcd. They hooked like
chicken gizzands. | wax shovked.”
Wayne Pictila novalled agother heal-
ing incwdent, On the eve of 4 trip to
Seattle in (970 or 1971, as Jones was
leaving his house. 3 shot cravked out apd
he fell. “There was blood all armound and
cople fwere} screaming and crying. just
yatericul. ™ Jones was lifted 1o his feat
and helped 1o his house, A few minuies

weekend, and this was [four| years ago,
iTo encrape larger offcrings. Jones)
would sav. "We folks. we've only collected
S5O0 or SO and we would have fin
realiy| soveral thausand. ™

tn addition 1w anending Wednesday
night family mectings and woekend ser-
viees Muwkr also was pant of fetter-
wiing ciforts direcied by church othi.
cial., “We'd write variows paliticians
throughout the siate, throughout the
COUnIry. in praise of sometheg that they
had done. } wrote Nixon. wrote Tunney:
| remember writing the chiet of the San
Francisco Pilice Depariment.” she said.
Micki. wher lived in tempie houses apan
from her purents, would often be
handed a sheet listing the points she
woukl have o include in the keuer. "
woukd telt vou how and what 10 say and
you'd wond it yoursell:™ She says she alse
would regularly use aliases she made up.

When Micki lefi the church in 1973
along with seven other young people,
including Terre and Jim Cobb and
Wayne Pictila. none warned their par-
ents or other relatives. “'We Teil that our
parenis. our familics. . . would just fight
us and ry (© make us sty Further-
mare, they were alt frightened. “At one
point we had been wl:f that any college
student who was going o leave the
church would be killed . . . not by
Joncs, but by some of his followers.™
Both Terri und Cobb recall the state-
ment being made--by Junes, .

Walter Jones of 8an Francisco
When Wit Jones. who never believed
in the church. followed his wile Carol to
Redwood Valley in 1974, Jim Joncs
asked them to take over & home fin
¥ emotionally disturbed boys. The home

by oty

They tonk her best wattte Faunri Cornclms.

fater. Jones walked out of the bouse with
a ¢lean shirt on. "He sand he'd healed
himself,™ Pictila xaid. "He used [ihe
incident] for his preaching Juring the
whole Seittle 1rip.”

Wickd Tonchette of

The Touchene family followed Junes
o California in 19 They lived in
Suxchion for a while, thea moved up to

Redwoud Yalics, where they boughs a

house and converted it mto 3 home for

emationally disturbed bens.
During 1972 and 1973 Micki and

ether wmple memben were expected o
trnvel W Los Angeles services every other

weehend. One of her jobs was 0 count

- belonged 10 Charles and Joyce Tou-
chette, Micki Toucheue's parents. Wah
savs he was old that the Touchertes were
in Gruvana. and that the people who had
repluced them. Rick and Carol Stahl
had Jore such 2 poor job that “the care
home. at that time. was under sur-
weillance of the authoritics hecause of
the puor conditions: Some of the boys
had scabics due to the lilth.”
in 1974 und early 1975, before Wal
and his wife were gruated a license 10
tun the home. county checks (of approx-
imately 5325 to $350 per month for each
child} for the upkeep of the boys were
made vt to the Toucheties and cashed
by & chunh member who hud their
wer o attorney. “The checks.” said
L Twere tumed over W someone in
charge of all the funds [fur the chunch’s
care homes) a1 the twme. [ The wemple)
allotied us what they telt were sufficient

the money alter offerines Micki.a juniar - fupds for the home and supplicd us with

oullepe praduate. had the awnhination to

the temple’s Los Anpgeles safe. She says.
“h wus very simple o take in SIS.0000n o

-

foodstutls  and  various  arucles  of
clothing.™ Jones savs the food was
memtly canned staples, and the clothes
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Jones held a snake close to the terrified
cmennrmod ? cntd o smnmathar fAnAd ha ct:ill ha .-l
TCAllITU, ddiu d LHICIHIUCI. MAIJ LIC Dkl Tiv

old woma ‘Vlola

thnt crnala l-\n—n LA
Lildl 2ikdiGC LG P

were donations (rom other temple mem-
bers. Walt is uncerain how much of the
approvimate total of 32.000 a moath of
county funds earmarked for the upkeep
of hiz bovt actually ended un in his

o AiF OUWE atilaly ondlc s

hands: his wife kept the books. But. he
clrimed. “it was very inadequate.”

After the Joneses were grunied their
own license in 1975, the checks from the
Alameda County Probation Depan-
ment (which placed the boys in the
home) were made out to him and his
wife. “But still the church requested that
we tum over what remained of the
funds.” says Walt Jones. “Approx-
imately $90C (o $1.000 [per month] were
turned over 1o the church.”™ And he
added. “I do remember thal there were
times when all of the checks were signed
over 10 the church.™

Laura Cornelions of Oakland

Laura Cornelious was one of the pri-
vates in the Peoples Temples army. She
was in the wemple about ive yean before
beaving in 1975 _just one of durens of
elderly black gruindmothers who atiend
cach mecting of the San Francisco
Housing Authority Compussion  that
Jim Jones chairs.

The first thing that bothered her was
the constant requests for moncey. ~Afier |
was in some lime.” she says. “Ul was
madc knuwn (o us that we were sup-

rmcd. w r:.ly 25 percent of vur carnings
the usual sum. acconding W practically
all the former members that we inter-
yiewed|.”™ It was called “the commit-
ment.” For those whe could ol meer
ihe commiimeni. she says, ihere were
alicmauves, like baking cakes 10 scll a1
Sunday services—or donating their jew-
elry. “He said that we didn’t need the
walches—my best waich.”™ she recalls
sadly. “He said we didn’t necd homes--
give the homes. {urs. alt of the bext
Bhaim o il Lo M

Lt WL,

Some blacks gave out of fear—fecar
that they could vnd up in econcentration
camps. The moncy was needed. she was
wld. “w build up this other place
[Guyana~the ‘promised land’| s0 we
would have somrphw: W go uhcncvcr
ghanr Tiha e
Tmng to destroy us hike they dul the

ews. [Jones said] that they would put
{black people] in concentration camps,
and that they would do us hke the Jows

. . in the gas ovens.”

Laurt Cornclious was alw bothered
Iw the frivk: ing of icmnle memhers {b!.'!
never dngm:.mesl before each service.
“You even were asked 1o raise up on your

7 NEW WEST/AUGUST 11977

toey (1o check] your shoes.™

The final straw, she savs, vame the
night Jones bmught a4 snake into the
services, “Viola. . .shewasupinage. in
her eivhlire lml she was wr afrad of
snakes and he held the snake close 10 her
fchest] and she just sat there and
screamed. And he sttt held it there.™

Brace Sioen of San Francisco

Grace Smen was a leader among the

samnle himrechar thaos

vh che woay masar

temple hicrarchy. though she was never
a true belicver. Her husband Tim was
the temple’s lap attorney, and one of its
first prominent converts. Later. while
still a church insider. he became an

qu kave beriu -year-old boy: Ginwe Sioen.

assstant DA, of Mendocino County.
and then an assistant D.A. under San
Francisco D.A. Jue Froias. Tim resigned
to go to Jones's Guyana retrcat in April
of this year.

Girace agreed to join the temple when
she marricd Tim in 1970, and gradualiy
she acquincd enormaous authority. She
was head counsclor. and at the Wednes-
day night family mectings. she would

w Jones the names of the members
to be dusciplined.

She was abo the recond keeper for

soven l:‘:nlvu: businesses. She luld aui
from $30,000 10 $50,000 per month for
the auto and bus garage bills and also
doled out the shm temple wages. And
she was one of several church aotanes,
She kept a notary book. a kind of log of
documents  that she  oflicially  wit-

noweid —naoes of  eatrice includine

RORCU=PUESE O OIS

_pmv::r-«'lll atiorney statements, deeds of

trust. gusadianship papers. and so on.

signed by temple members and officials.
She recalled why Jones decided 10
aim for Los Angeles and San Francisco.

“Jim would say. "If we stav here in the
valley, we're wasted We could make it 10

£Eiin PR IDC MaRT o

the big ime in San Francisco.*

And cxpanding o Los An;e]cs. Jones
tobd his aides, “was worth $15.000 w0
$25.000 a weckend.”

During the expansion in 1972, mem-
bers would pile into the buses at 5 r.m.
on a Friday night in Redwood Valley,
stop at the "San Francisco temple for 2
meeting that might last until midnight
and 1hen drive through the night to
arrive in Los Angeles Saturday in time
for six-hour services. On Sund:n church
would start at 11 an. and end'at § 2.u.
Then. the Redwood Valley members
rouid leh back on the buses for the
ong trip home: they would arrive
da\gbreag Monday. i 4

Some of the mnct circle. like Grace
Stoen. rode on Jim's own bus. number
scven. “The last two seats and the whole
back seat were taken out and a door put
across it,” she szid. “Inside there was a
refrigerator. a sink. a bed and 2 plate of
steel in the back so nobody could ever
shoot Jim. The money was kept back
there in 2 compartmenL.™ According 1o
anendance slips she collected. the other
43-seat buses sometimes held 20 10 80
riders.

Junes’s goal in San Francisco. Grace

: said, was 10 become a political force. His

first move was 1o ingratiaie himsell with

; fellow liberal and leftist figures—D.A.
* Freias, Shenfl Hongisto, Police Chief

Charles Gain, Dennis Banks. Angela
Davis.

Sometimes Joaes nearly tripped up.
Once, said Grace, when Freitas and his
wile dropped in unexpeciedly. temple
aules quickly pulled them into a side
mmom and sent word o Jones in the
upstairs meeting hall. Just in time. The

ior was wrapped up in onc of his
“silly littke things.™ said Grace. “He was
having everybady shout “Shit! Shit?
Shi!" 10 teach them not 10 be so hypo-
cnitical.™ When Freilas was shown in.
evervone just laughed at the puzzled
district attorney. (D.A. Freitas confirms
making an uRCXpecied ¥isi i0 the iem-
ple. but does not recall anyone using the
word shit.)

Jones became impatient a1 the pace of
his success. Eventually Mayor Moscone
placed Jones on the Housing Authornty
Commixsion, and then intervened to

accistt hiv the chairmanchin
ASRUIT ni N GaaliiMmansaip.

Strangely. as  Joness  successcs
mounied. 50 did the pressures inside his

31-b6- 14y

e ———— —————— 2 ———

RS



L

D e oY S ——

“...‘Jones would say that we could make it in the big time,’ says Grace

Stoen. ‘Expanding to L.A. alone was worth $15,000 a weekend’ .

”

temple. “We were going to more and
mare meetings,” said Stoen. “{And] if
amyone wus getting 100 much sleep—say,
six hours 3 night —they were in trouble.”
On one occasion. she said. a man wus
vomited and urinated on.

in July of 1976, afier a three-week

Why Jim Jones Should Be

It & literally impossibic 1o guess how
much money and property people gave
Jim Jones in the twelve years since he
moved his Peoples Temple 10 Califormia.
Some. like Laura Cornelious. gave small
thing fike watches or rings. (thers, like
Wall Jones. sold their homes and gave
the proceeds 10 the temple.

According 1o nearly all the former
ternple members that we have spoken
with. extcnsive. CONlINUOUS pressure was
put on members to deed therr homes 1o
the temple. Many complicd. A brcl
reading of the records on file at the
Mendocing County  recorder’s  oftice
shows that some 30 pieces of property
were iransferred from individuals o the
temple during the vears (968 w0 1976
Neariy aii these parceis were reconded as
gifls.

Interestingly. several of the “gils™
were signed or recorded improperly. The
deed 10 3 piece of property signed by
Grace and Timothy Sioen was notarized
on Junc 20. 1976 Grace Stocn 10ld New
_ West thai on ihat date. when she was
supposed to be in Mendocino signing
the deed before 8 temple notary.she and
several hundred emple members were
m New York City. Grace Stoen said she

ed the deed under pressure from her
husband, Tirn rnonths hel'ort it was
motanized. And simvilar lu:sumuun ap-

r on a deed the Merles turned over
o the temple. A thorough investiga-
tion of the circumstances surrounding
the transfers of the propertics is clearly

uired.
'e1!| the last few issues of Peoples Furum,

ths samnls nawe thars 2re sausre)
188 Wmpst RIWERAPLT INOTS 200 sfveray

references 1o the claim that 130 dis-
turbed or incorrigible youths were being
senl to the temple’s Guyana mission. A
church spokesman confirmed that these
gu ‘Eslcrs were released 10 the temple

o

Jeral courts, state courts, proba-
17on dcmnmems and olher spencies.
An anicle in the July issuc of the temple
pewapaper on the Guyana mision's
youth program reports that. “In certain
cases when 3 young person is texting the
enviroament. . . physical discipline has

temple bus tnp. her mosale was chbing
lower. het friends wene muttering about
her. and there were rumors thal Jones
was unhapp) with & numher of mem-

,'nch.'d my thingsand left [with-
out tcl Tlm] I couldn’s trust him.
Hed l:ll

produced the necessany change.” The
anicke goes on 10 describe a “wresiling
maich™ that sounds all woo similar (o the
“boning mawches™ some former semple
members described. I there s even the
slightest chance of mistreatment of the
1M youths the wemple caims 10 have
under its guidance in Guyana. a com-
plete investigation by both state and
federal authorities would be required.

An investigation of the “care homes™
run by the temple of temple members in
Redwound Valley may abo be in onder.
Both Walt Jones and Muwki Touchette
have stated that anywhere from $800 to
51.000 of the monthly funds provided by
the state for the care of the six bws in
the Touchette home were actually fun-
neicd w the tempie. i those figures are
accurate. as much as SIR.000 (v 545.000
may haove been channcled int the
church’s coffers during the four vears
the Touchctte home was open. It is
known that at least two other “care
bomus “for buys were run by the church
or iis members. in addinon. i icast six
residential homes licensed by Men-
ducine County were owned or operated
by the wemple. They housed from six 1o
fourteen seniof citizens each. and the
county provided upwards of $325 per
mumh per, indi\idu.nl An invesli; llinn
NH'IIIU l‘ I‘Il lll“ IIlIlIICHIcIICIl (v H“
termine if any of the money paid for the
care of the ciderdy actually went w the
teinple.

Fikes at the Mendocino County re-
coeder’s office show that the wemple has
sold off a number of its properties. The

Bl od W lla mrmela srcalfl i ~unel
NEUWTRRS  Vandy iCmped fisdo 98 Qul-

remly for sale for an ostimated 225000,
The Los Angeies wemplc is also for sale.
The three Menducino “care homes™ that
arc still operating are up for tale. Severad
former temple members belicve Jones
and 4 few hundred of his closest fol-
hmacn may he l'll_‘lﬂ!‘l!l! to leave lof
Guyana no 3 Later than Scplcmher of this
war. The ex-memben we interviewed
ad the ability o walk away from the
temple ence they found the covrage 10
do . Whether the church will pcn'ml

She drwe 10 Lake Tahoe and spent
the July Fourth weekend lying on a
warm beach. She dug her ioes in the
sand. stretched her arms and tried w
refax. “But every time ! tumed over, |
louked around w seeif any of the church
members had tracked me down.™

Investigated
those who move to Guyana the op-
tion of ever leaving is questionable.
Jones has been in Guvana for the last
three weeks and was uaavailable 1o us
as this magazine ariicle went 1o press.
in 2 phone interview, two spokesmen for
the temple. Mike Prokes and Gene
Chaikin, denied all of the allegations
mude by the former tempie members we
interviewed. Specitically. they denicd
any harsssment, coercion or physical
abuse of temple members. They demied
that the church attempied 10 force mem-
bers to donate their property or homes.
They also denied 1hat Jones faked heal-
ings. They confirmed that the temple’s
churches and propenty in Redwood Yal-
ley and Los Angeles are for sale. but
wenl on io deny that jones's ciosest
followers are planning 0 relocaie in
Guyana any time soon.
inally. something must be said about
the numerous public officials and politi-
cal figures who openly courted and be-
fricnded Jim Jones. While it appears
ihai none of ihe public officials from
Governor Brown on down knew about
the inner world of Peoples Temple. they
have left the impression that they used
Jones to deliver voles at election time
and never asked any questions. They
never asked about the bodyguards.

Mever ackad ahaut the chumh’s loclad

doors. Never asked why Jones's fol-
lowers were so obsessively protective of
him. And apparently. some never asked
because they didn’t want to know.

The story of Jim Junes and his Peoples
Temple is not over. In fact. it has only
hegun to be told. if there is any solace 1o
be gatned from the ale of exploitation
and human foible 10ld by the former
temple members in these pages. il is ihat
even such a ver as Jim Jones cannol
always contain his foliowers. Those who
left had nowhere o go and every reason
to lear pursuit, Yet thev persevered. IT
Joncs is ever to be smpch of his power,
it will not be because of vendella or
persecution. but rather because of the
courpe of these penple who stepped
forwand and spoke out. -
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NOV- 3 878
PATRICK SARSFIELD HALLINAN _
Hallinan & Blum Ex8w 1y, B3N, G
345 Franklin Street M ' eyt
San Francisco, California 94102 BT Bl Bl rinar?
Telephone: (413) 861-1151
Attorney for Defendant ?
IN THE SUi’ERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
IN AND FOR THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
PEOPLES TEMPLE OF THE DISCIPLES Ro. 740531
OF CHRIST, & nonprofit corpora-
tion, JEAN BROWN, and JAMES NOTICE OF MOTION UNDER CCP §
cELVAKE, 2019 (b) (1) FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER
THAT DEPOSITION ROT BE TAKEN AND
Plaintiffs, FOR REASONABLE EXPENSES AND AT-
TORNEY'S FEES, POLNTS AND AUTH-
v. ORITIES, SUPPORTING DECLARATION,
AND APPLICATION FOR ORDER SHOR-
ITIMOTHY OLIVER STOEN, TENING TIME FOR SERVICE
Defendant. Date: November 7, 1978
! Time: 9:30 A.M.
Departmént: 9 Law and Motion

go each party and to the attorney of record of each party in this
action:

M A AR TP RIS

- T T bl oem o PR, Ny an A
FLEADLE LARE MWilLE TRdAl ON pPUVERDEL

8, at 9:30 A M., or
as soon thereafter as the matter can be heard, in Department 9 (Law
land Motion) of the Superior Court, &4th Floor, dity Hall, San Francis-
co, California, defendant Timothy Oliver Stoen will move the Court

for a prorective order that the deposition of the persons named in

the Notice of Taking Deposition attached hereto, scheduled for Novem-

88- 31-b-1¢3
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ber 9 and 10, 1976, not be taken, and for reasonable costs and expen-
ses, including atrorney's fees, incurred in this proceeding.

This motion is made on the ground that there is good cause for
the order sought in that (1) the items demanded are jrrelevant, ren-
dering the deposition a viol:tio; of CCP § ZGiG(b), and (2} the dep-
osition is intended solely to cause, and will have the effect of
causing, annoyance, embarrassment, and oppression, thereby violating
CCP § 2019(b)(1).

This motion is based on this notice, the Notice of Taking Depo-
sition atrtached hereto as Exhibit A (three pages), the pleadings,
records, sand files in this action, the attached memorandum of points
and authorities, the attached supporting declaration of defendant,
and the ‘attached order shortening time.

DATED: October 31, 1978.

PATRICK SARSFIELD RALLINAN

Attorney for Defendant

-2- -
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1 APPLICATION FOR ORDER SHORTENING TIME FOR SERVICE OF

2 ROTICE OF MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER AND ORDER

:3 I an the sttorney for defendant Timothy Oliver Stoen.

q It is necessary that the tite for service .of the notice of
§motion for proteétive order, the supporting declaration of defendant,
6 land the memorandum of points and authorities, be shortened so that

7 [the same may be served not later than five (5) days before the time
8 fser for hearing of the motion because of the following facts: the

9

[Notices of Taking Deposition filed by plaintiff are self-executing

—
o

and gave defendant no opportunity tc object to their issuance on the
1l fvalid grounds set forth in defendant’s memorandum of points and au-
12 [thorities attached hereto; given the press of business, there was

13 [insufficient time for defendant's protective oi:der pleadings to bé
i4 [researched and prepared until October 31, 1978; and there' will be no
15 jhardship on the counsel for PEOPLES TEMPLE because presumably they
16 facquainted themselves with the appropriate discovery law before filin
17 jJand serving the aforesaid Notices of Taking Deposition.

18 I declare under penalty of perjury that the above is true and
19 rorrect and that this dec-laration was executed on November 1, 1978,

2053t San Francisco, California.

21
22
Patrick Sarsiield Hallinan
23 Actorney for Defenda:nt
24

o
g
=
&
=i

26 Good cause appearing, IT IS ORDERED that the time for service of

-3-
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the notice of motion for protective order, supporting declaration,
and memorandum of points and authorities is shortened so that the
same may be served on plaintiff not later than five (5) days before
the time set for the hearing of Ehe motion for protective order.

a

Dated: November 1, 1978.

FRANCIS W. MAYER

Judge

88-31- b-1¢l
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CHARLES R, GARRY, ESQ.,

GARRY, DREYFUS, McTERNAN, BROTSKY, HERNDON & PESONEN,
1256 MARKET STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

TEL,: 864-3131

ATTURNEY FOR PLAINTIFF

—-9 MO APPEARANCE NECESSARY, RECORDS ONLY
IF YOU DESIRE COPIES CONTACT
GAGAN & MeDANIELS, 9 FIRST §T.
SAN FRANCISCO (PHONE 982.4768)

SUPERICR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFBRNIA
FOR THE CITY & COUNTY OF SAK FRANCISCO

Y
FPEOPLES TEMPLE OF THE DISCIFLES )
OF CHRIST, & nobprofit corporafton™O: 740 531

st al,
2 ROTICE OF TAKING DEPOSITION
a
TINOTHY OLIVER STCEN
SUBPENA
DUCES TECDM

TO ALL PARTIES: PATRICK 5. HALLINAN, ESQ.,
345 FRANKLIN STREET
SAN FRANCISCO, CA

PLEASE TAKE ROTICE THAT THE deporitions of Custodians

of Records of: RE: TINOTHY O. (OLIVER) STCEN.} TCRONTC DOUINICN
BANX CANADA, ATIN: OPERATIONS OFF ICER,
M‘m

"BANK OF AMERICA, ATIN: OPERATIONS WFICER 1301 MARKET STREET

EF. CA,, BAR{:LATS BANK (F CALIFCENIA, A‘I‘TN OPERATIONS CFFICHR
BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA, ATTR: OPERATIONS WTICER CHARTERED BAKK
CF LONDON, ATTIN: OPERA‘TIONS CEF ICER, { BEE R

will be tnken on vehalf of defendant,

at  10:00 o'clock A.l. on__ THIRSDAY the 9 day of _
NOVEMBER 19 78 before a Notary Public, for the City and

County ‘of San Francisco, State of California, at the offices of
GAGAN & MCDANIELS, § Pirst Street, Room 208, San Francisco,
California; said deposition will continue from snid date and time

over Sundaya and legal holidays until colnpleted

aaj of OCTORER 13 78

n "o -
[ " -

Attorney at Law .-
xhibit A (Page 1 of I}

£ a 8L 2/

88-3)-b- 149



{ RE: TINOTHY O. (OLIVER) STQEN, EVERY DETAIL, EVERY ERTRY, EVERY
TRANSACTION, EVERY DEPOSIT AND EVERY DISBURSEMENT RELATING TO

THIS INDIVIDUAL, EITHER IN MIS OWN NAME (R AS TRUSTEE), SUTRO & CO.,
INC., ATTN: ARTHUR LENHARDT, VICE PRESIDENT, DEAN WITTER REYNOLDS,
INC., ATIN: SALLY KRAFT, MARGIN IEPARTMENT, ( RE: TIMOTHY 0.(OLIVER
STOEN; CQMPLETE AND ENTIRE RECORDS RELATING TO ALL TRANSACTIONS,
STOCKS BOUGHT AND SOLD, ANY INSTRUCTIONS THEREIN AND THE DATES).

[

Exhibit A (Page 2 of 3)

88-3t- b~ 48




CUARLES R. GARRY, EQ.,

. . 1
GARRY, [REYFUS, BCERHAN
2 HIO'ISKY I'ER"DO'W & PESONEN,
1256 MR.KIT STREET
3 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102
TEL,: B64-3131
4
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF
5 ) NO APPEARANCE MECESSARY, RECORDS ONLY
IF YOU DESIRE COPIES CONTACT
6 GAGAN & McDANIELS, $ FIRST 5T.
. SAN FRANCISCG (PHONE SN24756)
7 .
SUPERIOR COURT UF THE STATE OF CALIFCERNIA
1 FOR THE CITY & COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
9
PEOPLES TEMPLE OF THE DISCIH.Eﬁ
10 OF CHRIST, a nonprofit corporatiodp. 740 531
et al. ] )
11 )]
2 NOTICE OF TAKING DEPOSITION
12 s
. |
TINOTHY OLIVER STCEN SUBPENA
14 - -—- e DUCES TECUM
15| T0 ALL PARTIES: PATRICK 5. EALLINAN, ESQ.,
345 FRANKLIN STREET
- - 16 SAN FRANCISCO, CA
17 .
18 PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT THE depotitiona of Cuatodians
T Records of: RE: TIMOTHY O. (OLIVER) §
19 BANK OF AMERICA, ImRNATIONAL DIVISION,
ATTN:; MR, MICHAEL LEDGERWOOD, 345 MONTGOMERY STREET, S.F.
20 CA 94104 ( ANY AND ALL RECORDS RELATING TO 'IRMEACTIOHS o
AKD/CR SITH TIMOTHY O. (CLIVER) STCEN, INDIVIDUALLY AND/OR
2 AS TRUSTEE, INCLUDIRG ALL CG!RESPONIERCE
22 w111 be taken on behalf of defendant,
23] at 10:00 o'clock AM. on FRIDAY  the 10 day of
24 NOVEMBER 19 7§ before a Notary Public, for the City and
25 county of San Francisco, State of California, at the offices of
26 | GAGAN & McDANIELS, § First Street, Room 208, San Francizco,
27| california; said deposition will continue frcm saild date and time
28| over Sundays and legal holidays until completed.
29 DATED pnas 20 day of OCTOBER 1978,
30 ,
32 o lttorney at

53-31-5 ~ 14§
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PROOF OF SERVICE RY MAIL
I am a citizen of the United States; my business address is 345
Franklin Street, San Francisco 94102. 1 am employed in the City and
County of San Francisco, where tgis méiling occurs; I am over the
Fage of eighteen years and not a party to the within cause. 1 served
the within NOTICE OF MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER, MEMORANDUM OF
POINTS AND AUTHORITIES, SUPPORTING DECLARATIOR OF DEFENDANT, AND
ORDER SHORTENIRG TIME FOR SERVICE on the following person on the
date set forth below, by placing a trve copy thereof enclesed in a
sealed envelope with postage thereon fully prepaid, in the United
States Post Office mail box at San Francisco, California, addressed
as follows:
Charles K. Garry, Esq.
Garry, Dreyfus, HcTernan, Brotsky, Herndon & Pesoner
1256 Market Street .
San Franciseo, CA 94102
I certify and declare under penalty of perjury that the fore-
going is true and correct. Executed on November 1, 1978, at San

Francisco, California.

é/ RULA E. Sor 172
- 7
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PATRICK SARSFIELD HALLINAN
Hallinan & Blum E D
345 Franklin Street F l L

San Francisco, California 94102

Telephone: (415) 861-1151 Clark

X

Attormey for Defendant

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
IN AND FOR THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

non O mELmE T AR e

PEGPLES TEMPLE OF THE DISCIPLES

OF CHRIST, a nonprofit corpora- Fo. 740531

tion, JEAN BROWN, and JAMES

McELVANE, DECLARATION OF DEFENDANT IN
SUPPORT OF MOTION UNDER CCP §

Plaintiffs, 2019 (b) (1) FOR PROTECTIVE
ORDER THAT DEPOSITION NOT BE
V. TAKEN

LI‘IHOTHY OLIVER STOEN, Date: November 7, 1978
Time: 9:30 A.M.
Defendant. ' Department: 9 Law and Motion

I, Timothy Oliver Stoen, declare:
1. I am the defendant in this action. I object to depositions
scheduled by PEOPLES TEMPLE for November 9 and 10, 1978, being taken.
2. T believe the purpose of plaintiff in taking said depositions
is not legitimate but rather to annoy, embarrass, and oppress, I
believe the real purposes of PEOPLES TEMPLE are as follows:
. to discover the names of my clients and other individuais

ywho have had financial dealings with me for the purpose of intimida- |

88~ 3-b ~135y
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ting them into terminating further contact with me; and
b. to engage in a "fishing expedition” for the purpose of
acquiring information to be utilized, and falsely characterized, in
a totally separate lgwsuit it has already publicly announced, whereir
it will allege (falsely) that I %as an agent of the FBI and CIA whild
2 member of PEOPLES TEMPLE.
3. In support of the aforesaid conclusions, I submit the follow-

a. PEOPLES TEMPLE is not seeking informarion about my current
financial condition only but also past financial transactions.

b. PEOPLES TEMPLE has employed no discovery on questions of
liabilicy.

c. PEOPLES TEMPLE knows that while I was a member thereof,
my wife and 1 gave them our house and that for seven years I gave
them my salary beyond my immediate needs. T hereby dgélg:e thar
oy current net worth is less than zerc. I own ne real property. My
automobile is a 1969 Toyota for which I paid $675.00. I owe $15,000.
to The First National Bank of Colorado Springs for a Decewber 1977
loan taken out to finance my efforts to regain custody of my son from
PEOPLES TEMPLE,

d. Since publicly declaring wy opposition to PEQOPLES TEMPLE,
I have been subjected to numerous acts of harrassment designed to
create i1l will between myself and others. I believe these acts wereg
comitted by members of PEOPLES TEMPLE pursvant to a strategy of

"divide and conquer”. For example, in May 1978 a San Francisco news-

paper reporter called me to inquire as to whether I was using his

0




e

f\

1 jname as supporting the sending of armed mercenaries to Guyana. He
2)said he had received both anonymous letters and letters from PEOPLES
J|TEMPLE members accusing me of using that reporter’s name as being in

“4 {support of such a scheme. 1 assured the reporter I had never used

S$ihis name in that way. ’

3 e. Employees of certain Congressional offices in Washingtoo,
7§D.C. have inforwed me that they received letters. discrediting me

8 |shortly after PEOPLES TEMPLE learn.ed their particular offices may

9 [be helping me.

10 £. In May 1978 members of PEOPLES TEMPLE were ordered to

11 pwrite to governmental agencies protesting slleged harrassment. In
12 jan cfforc to dis.credit my standing with such agencies, PEOPLES TEMPLE
13tleaders ordered their members to sccuse me of various crimes and im-
14 imoral acts, all of which were false. For example, attached as Exhib-
15fic A is an instruction issued to PEOPLES TEMPLE members for.a letter
16 fro be sent to the State Franchise Tax Board accusing me of being a

17 Y terrorisc.”

18 g. Also in May 1978, an extremely scurrilous open letter

19 [dated May 15, 1978 was sent to newspapers. television and radio sta-
20 |tions, and governmental apencies throughout the United States. 1In

21 lan efforr to creare i1l will between journalists and myself, this

22 {lecter faisely stated that "Timothy Stoen * * % Threatened to kill by
23jpoison a journalist who embarrassed him in the media.” A copy of th
24 lrelevant portions of that open letter is attached as Exhibir B.

25 b. On October 3, 1978, PEOPLES TEMPLE held & news conference

26far their San Francisco headquarters wherein their newly-acquired

-3-
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conspiracy-hunter Mark Lane made a number of ridiculous charges and
threatened to file on behalf of PEOPLES TEMPLE a "multi-millfion-dol-
lar suit” sgainst the FBI, CIA, Department of State, etc. One of his
associates, Donald Freed, apparegtly stated that I acted ag the con-
duit to launder money through & foreign country "te finance the anti-
Jones campaign." Attached as Exhibit C is an article from the San

Francisco Examiner dated October 4, 1978 reporting said news confer-

ence. Attached as Exhibit D is an article from the San Francisco
Progress dated October 4, 1978 reporting the same conference.

PEOPLES TEMPLE i{s extremely skilled in constructing false theories
from minor pieces of informstion so as to divert public attention

from its questionable practices. I believe thar PEOPLES TEMPLE wishe

to learn everything possible about my financial history so as to con-
struct a totally false theory to be publicized, by lawsuit and other-
wise, in an effort to diverr public attention from the charges made
by me and others to the effect that PEOPLES TEMPLE is operating a
concentration camp in Guyana, South America.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true
and correct.

Executed on October 31, 1978, at San Francisco, California.

T*QQQ%gg%%g-£ZAZaE¢ Altw
mothy pliver Stoen

88- 21-b- 5y



.Er, Martin Huff, Executive Officer
State Franchise Tax Board
Eacramento, CAh. %5887

‘Pear ¥Mr. Ruff,

The recea: problems caused for the Peoples Temple church with the Tax Doard
is only the latest cxample of meorciless harassent on the part of people with
terrorist backgrounds and is financed by uncthical reans. Mr. Conn and MNr.
Stocn, who went to the Tax Roard, just threw up threats to the bisciples of
Christ if they did not throw the Pcoples Temple out of their ranks by May lst.
The dencmination was incensed, and reported these actions inrediately Lo the

Teooples Temple. .
Do not let the Tax Board take any part in hurting this remarkable church.
1 look to your agency to reinstate the Temple's status imsediately.

HBincerely yours,

. Exhibit A o .
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. garead iz about Penples Terple nipht causs you to quos tlon .
- the cT=didility of those sourges. Clver their backgrounds smd o
rsst acrtlons, their motives for attusking an interracial, highly
conctriztive orraniration ar: obviously not ™Concern™ for thelr
Tolotivor whilch they clziz ta have in Cuymros. A Focenat olficial
state=~nt of the U.5, Deoartmart of State provers once ond for
212 that thes zllecations they cre caking are lies, Yhat their
true potiver are, mo omt in the pedla secms Interested in
ex)laring &rd oisclesing, But it docs o crudit to you o3
Journz1intz that you take thes at face velue. Censider your

tonrces. Thedr eredits are licted below, and there are
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and
“Rush To Judpmeot™ a themsetves with sniping at the torg-
on the John Kennedy assast. pound for six days Lane refated

Balion, &5 & director of Citbeos that the patrol leader told him he
Comvmbsion loguiry and was vl Wit amazed (0 be invited o wisit
od by its local chapter % look knio the colony and stayed [here yeveral
temnple affsirs days
Re appeared a1 & newy confer “Be told me he was satisfied
ence 41 Lhe teople bere yesirddy  that the ‘roncentration camp'
aftar a trip to Guyana. mm&m“hﬁ
false and tha t
Attacks oo the cdloay, both ia Seen mitused * Lage
Guyans and tn Congrem. bhave hasa aid.
financed with large sunes of mooey Lape dectined t» name the
"Hundered through hanks in peu- Agent, but hinted that he might be
tral countries™ and there i evi mamed afler the filing of 2 multh

Exhibir C
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Aﬁmney claims King

By E. Cahill Maloney
Attorney Aark Lane,
eading proponent of the
theory thal conspiracy
was behind the [

congressionai commil-
tee to rel new in-

nations of lormer Presi-
denit John Kennedy and
Rev, Martin Luther
King. claims the House
Selecl Committee on As-
sassinations now knows
who kiiied Rev. King.
Lane who appeared at
ess conference cal
by People's Temple,
1395 Geary St., yester
day, alieged the com-
mittee ““has absolute
proof™” that the nssassul

—n il ST d L

formation about Lhe
King case in November.

Should the committee
fal} iodo so, Lane said he
himself would reveal the

names of the individuals - the

invaived m ibe lul'lg s
sassination at that time.
Lane was in San Fran-
cisco o announce that he
has added Peopie's
Temple and jts leader
Rev. Jim Jones to his lisi
d consplra:y nclum

T W moen - =t

Jones, a former Hous-
ing Autbority commis-
sioncr, left the City a
year and a half age when
charges by larmer lem-
ple members involving

hony .cancer cures,

irarre temple rituals
snd unusual property
acquisitinns surfaced in
55,

He fed o & remote
jungle outprst in the in-
terior of Guyana, South
America where he and
1,200 of his fullowers
have set up a temple ag-
ricuftural mission. The
muslon has been de-

NPT R

= -y

kmer IS known

temple mission are true.

Donald Freed, a re-
searcher for the Com-
mittce on Inquiry, said
the Jonestown study was
an offshoot of ongoing
investigation into the
Cenirai inieiligence
Agency's presence in
Latin America, specifi-
cally Jamaics and
GCuyana.

He said he had evi-
dence to shaw that sew-
eral hundrcd dollars
“iaundered ihrough &
-esghbormg neutral
wuuntry™ helped finance

a camp.ugn of harass-

L ermeL L

ment sgainst the
People's Temple mis-
sion in Jonestown,
Guyana.
““American inteili-
Eence organizations

ave played a major -

part in ihe effort io de-
s!mmeandJm

’ Donald l-‘i-ecd. s re
searcher for the Com-
miltee on Inquiry, said

invesiigaiion i&io ihe
Cenliral Intelligence
Agency’s presence in
Lstin Amern. qu-clﬁ-

e SN [N

cally Jamaica and
Guyana.

That presence dates
back to the early sixtics,
Freed suid.

Lane’s conclusion that
Jones is the butl of 2
government conspiracy
15 bascd on documenta-
tion of inlervention in
Jonestown affairs by a
spate of government
agencivs, including the
Pest Office Depariment,
which refused to for-
ward sociai secoriiy
checks to the mission,
the State Department,
the Federal

TCOU of—

e e TR F T T

AR N SIS AT S XY

scribed h”hn armed
camp which prohibits
lrcedom of movemenl.‘
and communication by
former assistant distrist
attorney Timothy Stoen
and other relatives of
mission residents,

Lane said a personal
investigation conducted
by him and other mem-
bers of the Cltizens
Commitlee of Inquiry,
an independent organi-
zation set up in the wake
of the K assassi-
nation, has convinced
him that none of the

_ chargu lgainsl the

s

Investigation the Treas-
ury Depariment, and
pelitions by 57 con-
gressmen

Lane said 3 man who
identified himself as an
Interpol agent con-
firmed be had ied an
armed attack on the col-
ony last year lor the 03~
tensible purpose of Ine-
eing the children.

Freed told The Prog-
ress Stoen i..ied as the
conduil for money used
ia finance ihe anii-Jones
campaign.

The only members of

!Chlthned - hgeﬂ
Y3

N

cITy

NORTH

15 Conts - Wadneiday, October 4, 1978

Exhibir D (l‘arc 1

Wednesday, Fridoy and Suaday




Yeol. 5%, Na. 118 = Published
King
‘{Continued frasa Page 1) )
the conspiracy acinally  Lane called the Jones-
named by Lane are rels-  Llown mission a remark-

tives of mission resi-
dents, who have per-
sonal gripes against
Jones and the Lemple.

Lane admitted Lhat
charges against the
temple made bry former
members may nol have
been purt of a govern-
ment conspiracy when
they were [irst raised,
but he claimed that by
now some of the rela-
Lives ore being used as
ploys in conspiracy
soles.

able community where
one-lime welfare reci-
picnts, drug addicls, al-
coholics and prestitules
and people from the
hettoes ““who were
ing crushed by soci-
ety are living is ful-
[Mlimend and {reedom.

According to Lane, the
existence of such a
community “is & greal
embarraisment for
some people in the Un-
fied States.™

Exhibit D (Page 2 of 2)
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1 |PATRICK SARSFIFLD TIALLINAN F I L E D

Rallinan & Blum “0‘3‘1‘978
2

345 Franklin Street m;&ﬁﬂ;ﬂtm
3|San Francisco, California 94102 i Asied
4 |[Telephone: (415) B61-1151
* -
5 jAttorney for Defendant 3
&
?
8 IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
9 IN AND FOR THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
10
11 JPEOPLES TEMPLE OF THE DISCIPLES Bo. 740531

OF CHRIST, a nonprofit corpora-
12 {tion, JEAN BROWN, and JAMES HMEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHOR-

[MCELVANE , ITIES IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR
13 PROTECTIVE ORDER TRAT DEPOSITION

- - . Plaintiffs, ROT BE TAKEN
14
V. Date: November 7, 1978

15 Time: 9:30 A.M.

[TIMOTHY OLIVER STOEN, Department: 9 Law and Motion
16

Defendant.

17
18 Defendant submits the following points and authorities in sup-

port of his motion for a protective order thar the deposition sched-

3

uled for November 9 and 10 not be taken and for reasonable expenses

[ ]
-

and artorney's fees. Alternatively, defendant seeks a protective

[ &3
~

order that the scope of examination of the deposition be limited to

[ ]
w

current balances in the name of defendant, and for reasonable expen-

2

ses and attorney's fees.

I. O A SHOWIHG OF GOOD CAUSE, THE COURT MAY MAKE AN DISCOVERY

NN
[-

ORDER THAT JUSTICE REQUIRES TO PROTECT THE MOVING PARTY FROM ANNOY- |

88- 3|-6-/¢60
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ANCE, EMBARRASSMENT, OR OPPRESSION.
A. Code of Civil Procedure, Sectiom 2019 (b){1l):

"“Upon motion seasonably made by any party or by
the person to be examined or notified to produce
books, documents, or other things and upon notice,
oy upon the court's own motinn and after giving
counsel an opportunity to be heard, and in either
case for goed cause shown, the court in which the
action is pending may make an order that the depo-
sition mot be taken,..., or that certain matters
shall not be inquired into, or that the scope of
the examination shall be limited to certain mat-
ters, books, documents, or other things,...; or
the court may make &ny other order which justice
requires to protect the party or witness from an-
noyance, embarrassment, or oppression. In grant-
ing or refusing such order the court may impose
upon either party or upon the witness the require-
went to pay such costs and expenses, including

arrarnac’s faas azx tha sourt mav dssm rsasonshlas
sttormey & fees, as the court may ceenm reasconable,

II. DISCOVERY IS RESTRICTED TO INFORMATION WHICH IS RELEVANT
ITO THE SUBJECT MATTER INVOLVED IN THE PENDIRG hCTiON.
A. Code of Civil Procedure, Section 2016 (b):

“Unless otherwise ordered by the court..., the de-
ponent may be examined regarding sny matter, not
privileged, which is relevant to the subject mat-
ter involved in the pending action,... It is not
ground for objection that the testimony will be
inadmissible at the trial if the testimony sought
appears reasonably calculated to lead to the ;g'-
covery of admissible evidence.™

jn B. The concept of sublect matter relevancy is not uplimited.
iscovery'may be denied as being irrelevant if the informacrion sought]
is so remote from the‘suhject matter of the action that its disclo-

sure would be of little or no practical benefit to the party seeking
it. Ryan v. Superior Court (1960) 186 CA2d 813, 9 CR 147, quoted

with approval in Columbia Broadcasting Sys., Inc. v. Superior Court

-2-
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(1968) 261 CA2d 12, 69 CR 348. VUnless one of the issues in a law-

suit requires apportiomment of income or deposits (which is not the

situation in the instant case}, the only financial records which are

relevant are those which show current "financial condition and as-
—_—_ .

sets”, and this would be sclely on the issue of punitive damages.

See Doak v. Superior Court (1968) 257 CA2d 825, &5 CR 193.

IIYI. A PROTECTIVE ORDER SROULD ISSUE AGAINST THE PEQOPLES TEMPLE
DEPOSITION BECAUSE THE INFORMATION SOUGHT FAR EXCEEDS CURRENT FINAXN-
CIAL CONDITION AND THE TIMING SHOWS ITS PURPOSE SOLELY IS TO ANNOY,
EMBARRASS, AND OPPRESS.

A. 1t 1s apparent from the face of plaintiff's Notice of Dep]

osition that it seeks private financial information far beyond curren

[al

financial condition. The November 9 Notice is addressed to the Cus-
todisn of Records of five separate banks and asks for the following
information from each:

“Every detail, every entry, every transactiom,

every deposit and every disbursement relating to

this individual [Timothy 0. Stoen), either in his

own name or &% trustee * * * ; complete and entire

records relating to all transactions, stocks bought
and sold, any instructions therein and the dates.”

The November 10 Notice asks for Tall correspondence.”

There is absclutely no justification for the aforesaid requests.
Hhey are designed to oppress defendant into taking the trouble and
xpense of preparing and filing a protective order. Past deposits
nd disbursements, instructiomns for stock purchases, correspondence--

what possible relevance is such information as to defendant’s finan-

-3-
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cial condition and ability to respand to punitive damages? There is
none whatever.

Furthermore, defendant respectfully contends that even asaet
information is irrelevant ac :hi§ point. The court's attention is
called to all of the pleadings o} plaintiff in this action, which
suggest that the whole proceeding is shamful and oppressive. Given
the discretion granted to a trial court by CCP § 201% (Bb)(1l), fair-
ness requires that information which invades & defendant's financial
privacy should be divulgable only afrer the deposing party has com-
plece in good faith its discovery on issues of liabiliry. The ulter-
ior motives of Peoples Temple ie sugpgested by the fact this ia the
very first deposition they have sought.

The declaration of defendant attached hereto indicates that the
real purpose of Peoples Temple in seeking entries of past, financial
transactions is to learn the names of people defendant has been deal-
ing with so that threats and other types of pressure can be applied
to them in getting defendant to withdraw from the cases he has filed
against Peoples Temple. Defendant's declaration shows his belief in
a second oppressive purpose, i.e., for Peoples Temple to gein infor-

tion for a totally separate lawsuit which it has publiecly announce
it plans to file against defendant, falsely alleging he was an agent
lof the FBI and CIA while a member of Feoples Temple.
B. FOR THE AFORESAID REASONS, Defendant respectfully requests
{the following protective order from the Court:
i. That the deposition of the persons n;med in the Notices|

of Deposition for November 9 and 10 not be taken; and -

-dy-
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2. That defendant be awarded reasonable costs and attor-
ney's fees incurred in this proceeding.

Altermetively, defendant respectfully requests that the follow-
ing protective order be issued:

1. That the scope of ixaminatian of the depositions be
limited to existing balances in the pame of defendant, and that the
date of taking such depositiomsbe continued until such time as plain-
tiff files a notice that it has comble:ed all discovery on questions
of liability; and

2. That defendant be awarded reasonable costs and attor-
ney's fees incurred in cthis proceeding.

DATED: October 31, 1978.
Respectfully submitted,

PATRICK SARSFIELD HALLIRAN
Attorney for Defendant

-5-
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CHARLES R. GARRY

GARRY, DREYFUS, Mc TERNAN, BROTSKY,
HERNDON & PESONEN. INC.

1234 MARKET STRELT AT CIVIC CENTER

SAN FRANCIECD, CALIFORNIA BALSZ

TEL: BS&-3I2t

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
IN AND FOR THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

PEOPLES TEMPLE OF THE DISCIPLES ) NO. 740 531
OF CHRIST, a nonprofit corpora- ]
tion, JEAN BROWN, and JAMES McELVANE, ) DECLARATION AND
JPLAINTIFPFS' MEMORANDUM
Plaintiffs, JOF POINTS AND AUTHORI-
_ }TIES IN OPPOSITION TO
vE. JDEFERDANT 'S MOTION POR
YPROTECTIVE ORDER
TIMCTHY OLIVER STOEN, )Date: Nov. 7, 1978
’ JTime: 9:30 A.M.
pefendant. )Dept.: Law and Motion
} (9}

COME NOW plaintiffs through their undersigned counsel
and submit the within Points and Authorities in Opposition to
pefendant ‘s motion under CCP § 2015(b) {1} for Froteciive Order,
seeking to quash certain noticed depositions of the Custodian
of Records of financial institutions in the City of San Franciscol
&nd seeking sanctions.

The gist of this action turns on the acts of defendant,
an attorney, in expleiting his prior confidential relationship
with plaintiff for personal gain. '

The recor

]
0
SI
(]
0
-4
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GARRY, DREYFUS, McTERNAN, BROTSKY,

HERNDON &: PESONEN, INC.
1398 MARMNEY gTHECT AT Civic CENTEN

BAN FRANCISCE, CALIFORMIA 94192

M-

oL

enjoyed the confidence and trust of plaintiffs to the extent that
defendant was entrusted with the most intimate and vulnerable
aspects of plaintiffs’ financiaE affairs while defendant was acting
as counsel for plaintiffs and (Z) that even before the events
alleged in the complaint had occurred, defendant abused his
position of trust and confidence for his personal gain.

The evidence sought by the noticed depositions is thus
relevant and likely to lead to relevant evidence.

It is relevant directly to the issue of defendant's
unlawfui intentions réspecting his future exploitation of his
position of trust and confidence. -

The records sought to be obtained may alsc lead to the
discovery of relevant evidence in that any deposition of defendaﬁt
Stoen can not be properly prepared without the records ;ought in
the noticed depositions which are subject to this motion.

Thia latter purpose also disposes of defendant's
suggestion that the court control the order of discovery and force
plaintiffs to await conpietion of discovery on the liability case
before seeking these records. The records are essential to plain-
tiffs' proper preparation of the case on liability.

‘There's no question that evidence of prior acts is
admigsible to show a subsequent intention. Evidence Code § 1l101(b)
1104, 1105:; People v. Alcalde, 24 C.2d4 177, 185 (1944), Scott v.

Timeg-Mirror Co., 181 cal. 345 (1919), Wright v. Rogers, 172

C.A.2d 349, 363 (1959), State Rubbish Collectors Assoc. v.

Siliznoff, 38 C.24 330, 339 (1952).

.-
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Code of Civil Procedure § 2019(?)(1), under which defend-
ant brings the instant motion, requires that whether the motion be
made by the ba:ty. thg deponent, or the court itself, in each case
the motion may only be granted "for good cause shown.*

The accompanying Declaration of Charles R. Garry, esta-
blishes that xhe-depositions which are subject to the motion are
brought in good faith for the purpose of properly preparing the
instant case, and not for collateral purposes. bDefendant has made
no showing of good case and presented nothing except intemperate
speculation respecting the plaintiffs’' motives. Such matter,
verging on the contumnacious, can not support the drastic relief
defendant now seeks.

Dated: November 2, 1978
Respectfully submitted,

GARRY, DREYFUS, MCTERNAN, BROTSKY,
BERNDON & PESONEN, INC.

z)
sosdaandy, KM anny

5 R. GARRY T
Attorney for Plaintiffs |

-3~
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TARRY, DREYPUL Mt TERRAN, DROTENY,

HERNDON & PESONEN, INC.
1380 MARKET STREET AT CIVIC CENTER

AR FRanmiiey. CALIFRAMA D0IER

TLL. #4111
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DECLARATION OF CHARLES R. GARRY
IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR
PROTECTIVE ORDER

I, CHARLES k. GARRY, declare:

I am an attorney at law duly admitted and licensed to
practice before all courts of this state and I ha;e my professional
office at 12567Harket Street, San Francisco, CA.

I am one of the attorneys of record for plaintiffs in the
above-entitled matter.

I am informed by my clients that for a number of years
before the events alleged in the w
Timothy Oliver Stoen was entrusted with substantial funds belonging
to plaintiffs for the purpose of investment and security. Upon
information &nd belief substantial sums &0 entrusted to’ defendant
remajin unaccounted for.

It is my good faith belief that the records sought under
the noticed depositions of the Custodians of Records of the

Toronto Dominion Bank of Canada, the Bank of Ameriea (1301

farket
Street office), Barclays Bank of California, the Bank of Nova
Scotia, the Chartered Bank of London, and the Bank of America,
International Division; will reveal evidence of a prior scheme,
plan and intention by defendant Stoen to abusé his positicn of
trust and confidence with plaintiffs to his oun'personal gain.

Purther, upon receipt of the records sought in said

8e- 31-b- 18
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HERNDON & PESONEN,

Y108 MARKEY BTRELY AT C1vIC CERTER
BAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102
TEL SNt
=

GARNY, DREYFUS. Mo TERTIAN, BROTSXY,

the records sought to be suppressed by the present motion.
Executed on November 2 , 1978 at San Francisco, California

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is

»

true and correct.

Dated: November 3, 1978

-5-
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/
1 DECLARATION OF PERSONAL SERVICE (CCP § 415.10)
2
3 I, LOUISE HARDY, under penalty of perjury, hereby declare

that I am and was on the dates herein mentioned, a citizen of the
United States, over the age of eighteen years, and not a party to

this action; that T caused the within Declaration and Plaintiffs’

Motion for Protective Order on the following person(s) on the

4
5
[
7| Memorandum of Points and Authorities ip Opposition to Defendant's
8
9] date and at the address set forth below.

)

1n : Patrick Sarsfield Eallinan
Ballinan &« Blum
12 345 Franklin Street

San Francisco, CA. 94102

TEL
-
-

Executed on November 3, 1978, at San Francisco, California.

7 .
18 EE%%JISE HARDY :Egé

r4

HERNDON & PESOMEN, INC,
1010 MARKET STRELY AT CIVH: CENTEN
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORMIA SE1BE
[TTR Y]

&

CARNY, DREYFUS, METERNAN, BROTSKY,

-.6_
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IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OP THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

‘ E " SECOND APPELLATE pIsTRICT - . ¢

Tttt DIVISION § T

JAMES WARREN JONES, also known as - .. - - -
JIM JONES; PEOPLES TEMPLE OF THE -~ - -
DISCIPLES OF CHRIST, a non-profit ~ < -s - -
corporation; ENOLA M. NELSON; HUGH
FORTSYN; and JAMES MC ELVANE,

i
4
{
i
L]
]

}
)
’ 28
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)
)
Petitioners, )
S ) .
v- e e i R .
- ) y - ol
THE SUPERIDR COURT OP THE STATE OP )
CALIFORNIA IN AND FOR THE SR )
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, e - )
w e~ . . . Reaspondent, =)
o) .
[WADE B. MEDLOCK and MABEL M. MEDLOCK, )
' ' )
N Real Parties In Interest.] . )
. . ) -
PETITION FOR.WRIT OF MANDATE
) E . AND .
S “:-.L“*"T !IEHORAHDUM OE‘ POINTS AND AU‘I‘HORITIBS T 7.1-_ -
' Motion to Vacate the Judgment of the )
Superior Court of the State of California in
and for the City and County of Los Angeles
. ' CHARLES R. GARRY
' GARRY, DREYFUS, McTERNAN,
. - BROTSKY, HERNDON & PESONEN, INC,
oL 1256 Market Street
R San Francisco, CA. 94102
Telephone: (415) 864-3131
D I M N Attorneys for Petitioners
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_§i 5;7- $ L P I v ! i 3 IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
! A L : ; 1
?’ N Co ' e : ! { 4 SECOND APPELLATE DISTRICT
ety . [N : H v i y
e ; ‘ S s : f s DIVISION
1 . : : | v TR
i : : PN Ty b £ 6] JAMES WARREN JONES, also known as )
Dot B ! i i i JIM JONES; PEOPLES TEMPLE OF THE )
' b A LB ! T 7] BISCIPLES OP CHRIST, a non-profit ) .
\ Lok . 1 Tt S p ; corporation; ENOLA M. NELSON; HUGH } |
! ‘ \F < e ohoeed B PORTSYN; and JAMES MC ELVANE, ) :
; N o - ! T ) :
it ' CyT I Y . 1 9 Petitioners, ) !
N - i 'é ' ! ’ ) ‘; : : ' ‘L Y s 10 ve. ; I
. R ) T T b IR H }
EE | X T R A L *‘ (I B R '\%E 11} THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE )
oo A P R LR N 1 | OF CALIFORNIA IN AND FOR THE COUNTY )
D AT P B Y X Lo * : J;g; 17 OF LOS ANGELES, )
TR o B A } i )
!i: TR ¢ l coT : T ‘ ) R ET Respondent, ;
agote, . [ BUR SR ‘ Con -
P s . '] ot : MR ¥ g oAl g: 14] (WADE B. MEDLOCK and MABEL M. MEDLOCK, )
. : NRY IR Y 3 . .
E i © Ay ' ‘*: ! A L . - £ 15 Real Parties In Interest.] )
e . RAE IR r ¢ i R 2 )
HE ERIRE B '- g < i
' 1 . . B M b .
! e b . : J ! P!
i i B qvi o : y v PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE '
. : e i AND ¢
. $ : . " § { 11 18 : MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 5
N 1 .o N g! ) ' ;
. v ) | : ' 1 19 '
. ‘ ) ; ! 1 \ ! 2 The Petitioners petition this Court for a Writ of
' v { Lo
. 91| Mandate directed to the Respondent Superior Court In and For The
i f p| County of lLos Angeles, and by this petition allege:
1: ni 1 Beneficial Interest of Petitioners
: 1 The Peatitioners are defendants in a cause which was
; , 2% commenced in the Buperior Court of the State of California in and
! 1
2% for the County of Los Angeles entitled WADE B. MEDLOCK and
1 -1-
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MAﬁEL M. MEDLOCK, husband and wife v. JAMES WARREN JONES, also known

as JIM JONES; PEOPLES TEMPLE OF THE DISCIPLES OF CHRIST, a nonprofit

corporation; ENOLA M. NELSON; ENOLA M. NELSON REALTY; HUGH FORTSYN;

JAMES MC BELVANE, and FIRST DOE through FIFTIRTH DOE, inclusive,

(Los Angeles County Superior Court No. C24-3292); and seek rellef
from the Raspondent Superior Court's order dismissing the Petition-
ers' motion for change of venua.

2, Capacity of Respondent

The Respondent is and has at all times mentioned herain
been a Superlor Court of the Gtate of California and was the
forum in which the Patitioners moved for a change of venue in the

aforesaid action No. €24-3292, WADE B. MEDLOCK and MABEL M. MEDLOCK

v. JAMES WARREN JONES and Others.

3. Beneficial Interest of the Real Parties In Intereat

The Real Parties In Interest are and have at all material
times been the Plaintiffs in the aforesaid action No. €24-32%2,

WADE B, MEDLOCK and MABEL M. MEDLOCK v. JAMES WARREN JONES and

Othears.

4. Statement of Facts

On Septembar 1, 1978 Petitioners filed a motion in the
Respondent Buperior Court for a change of place of trial of the

aforesaid action No. C24~3292 entitled WADE B. MEDLOCK and MABEL M.

MEDLOCK v. JAMES WARREN JONES and Others on the grounds that,

pursuant to the provisions of Lhe California Code of Civil
Procedure relating to the place of trial of civil actions, the

Respondent Superior Court in and for the County of Los Angeles

-2~

Ba- Bi-6- 123

—————— L JREE TR Ty SRR el




v oatede R
s
|2
3
83
123
o1
[
184
vI:.IF
E
F 4
1

L R - L A

8RR B NRE B3 ECELEITITE R =S

was an improper court for the trial of the said action, and the
Superior Court of the State of California In and For the County
of San Francisco was and is a proper court. (Exhibit “a".)

On October &, 1978 the Petitioners' smaid motion was heard
and dismissed by the Honorable Jass Whitehill, Judge Pro tem in
Department BBA of the Respondent Court. HNotice of the Respondent
Court's order dismissing the Petitioners' motion was received by

the Patitioners on October 20, 1978,

5. Basis for Relief: By virtue of the provisions of the Califor-

nia Code of Civil Procedure relating to place of trial of civil
actions and the facts made known to the Respondent Court by the
Petitioners in their said motion for change of venue, the Respond-
ent Court erronsously determined that the Supericr Court In and
For The County of Los Angeles is a proper forum for the trial of
the sald action No. C24-3292,

Respondent Court has a clear and present judicial duty to
order that the place of trial of the said action No. C24-3292 be
changed from the Superior Court In and For the County of Los
Angeles to the Superior Court In and For The County of 5an Fran-
cisco by reason of §§ 395, 197, and 398 of the California Code of
Civil Procedure.

6, The Petitioners have performed all conditions precedent to
the filing of this petition by moving for a change of venue in the
Respondent Court on October 6, 1978, which motion was dismissed as
aforesaid.

7. This petition is made to this Honorable Court in the firat

-3-
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instance rather than to the Superior Court of the State of
california, County of Los Angeles,lfor the following reason,
namely, that pursuant to § 400 of the California Code of civil
Procedure the appropriate and sole method of obtaining relief from
the Respondent Court's order denying their motion for change of
vanue is by way of a petition to the Court of Appeal for the
district in which the Respandent Court is situated for a Writ of
Mandate requiring trial of the cas~ in the proper court.

WHEREFORE, the Patitioners pray that:

1. An alternative Writ of Mandate issue under the seal of
this Honorabls Court commanding the Rsspondent Buperlor Court
In and For The County of Los Angeles, its officers, agents, and
all other persons acting on its behalf or through its orders to
vacate its sald order of Octobar 6, 1978 dilmissing tha Petition-
ers' motion for change of venue and to order that the trial of tha
said action No. C24-3292 between the Real Parties In Interest
herein as Plaintiffs and the petitionars herein as Defendante be
transferred to the Buperior Court of the State of california In and
?oi Tha County of San francisco, or to show cause before thisa .
Hlonorable Court at a time and place then or thereafter specified
by court order, why a peremptory writ should not iasue;

2. That on the return of the alternative writ and the
hearing of this petition, this Honorabla Court issue its peremptory
writ of mandate commanding the Respondent Superior Court, its
officers, agents and all other persons acting on its behalf or

through its orders to vacate its said order of October 6, 1978 and

-~ @a-31-b-175
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to order that the trial of the said action No. C-24-3292 be
transferred to the Buperior Court of the Btate of California In
and For The County of San Franciscoj

3. For such other and further relief as yhis Honorable
Court deems just and proper.

pated: October 27, 1978

GARRY, DREYPUS, McTERNAN, BROTSKY,
HERNDON & PESONEN, INC.

Attorney for Petitioners

NEIL ROSENBAUM

parrister of Gray's Inn
Attorney of Hew York and
Pennsylvania Bars

e i AR o o e . W e o




AN FRANCIMD. CALIFORMIA $4102
TEL: M-}V

0 B N O W e W W

a— —
- G

MEMORANDUM OF 'POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

ETATEMENT OF PACTS

On or about June 7, 1978 the Real Partiea in Interesat to
this petition filed a complaint in the Superior Court of the
State of California in and for tha County of Los Angeles againet,
inter alia, the Petitioners.

The said complaint alleges threa causes of action. The
first cause of action is an alleged conversion by the Pestitioners
and and an sdditional defendant, namely, Enola M. Neleon Realty,
of property owned by the Real Parties in Interest. The second
and third causes of action are alleged conspiracies by the Pati-
tioners, with the exceptions of Enocla M. Nelson and Hugh Fortsyn
{in the third caumss of action) intentionally to.inflict enctional
distress and mental suffering on the Real parties in Interest.

On September 1, 1978 the patitioners filed a Notice of
Motion for Change of Venue in the Respondent Court. Filed with
the said Notice of Motion were: (1) a Memorandum of Points and
Authorities in Bupport of Motion for Change of Venue; {2) a Dac-
laration of Merits and Residence in support of Motlon by James
McElvane; and (3) a Declaration of Merits and Raesidence in

sSupport of Motion by June Crym, Treasurar of tha Peoples Temple

Temple”). James McElvane's said Declaration was filed in the
Respondent Court on September 26, 1978.

17/
17/
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on or about October 1, 1978 the Real Parties in Interest
filed "Plaintiffs’ Points and Authorities in Opposition to Motien
for Change of Venue."

At about 9:00 a.m. on October 6, 1978 the Respondent Court,
The Honorable Jess Whitehill presiding, dismissed the petitioners’
said Motion in the absence of counsel for the Petitioners.
(Counsal‘s absence was due solely to an unanticipated and un-
controllable delay in air transport connections between 8an Fran-
cisco and Los Angeles.)

Upon his appearance before the Respondent Court, Petition-
ers' counsel was informed by the Learnsd Judge that the said motion
had been dismissed on two grounds, namaely, {1} that the Petition-
ers had made no showing that Encla M. Nelson Realty was not a
resident of Los Angeles County at the time the action was com-
menced, and (2)that James McElvane did not state that he was a
resident of Ban Francisco at the time the complaint was filad.

Petitioners' counsel made an oral motion to vacate :the
Respondant Court's ruling on the ground that, by reason of the
matters aforesaid, he had had no opportunity for oral argument
in support of the said motion for change of venue. Counsel in-
vited the Respondent Court's attention to Jamea McElvane's said
amended Declaration of Merits wherein HMcElvane stated that at
the time the action was commenced he was not a resident of Los
Angeles County.

Petitioners' Counsel further invited the Respondent Court's

attantion to 5.10162 of the Calitornia Business and Professions

8e- 3\-b - 17¥
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Code and contended that, pursuant to the provisions of that section)

—

the situs of the Defendant party Enola M. Nelson Realty was, on

[

the facts before the Respondent Court, not Los Angeles County,

-

but Guyana,
L) The Respondent Court denied Petitionera*' Counselts motion
&l to vacate ite ruling, and augmented its reasons for so ruling

7fias follows: (l) that James McElvana's declaration that, jinter alia, |

S Rk e e o <o

8] Encla M. Nelson reasided in Guyana was inadmissihle hearsay; and
91 {2) that James McElvane was "involved®™ with Encla M. Nalson Realty
0

at the time of the alleged conversion.

R e = ————

1 The procesdings wera not reported.
12 ARGUMENT |
k] THE PETITIONERS DISCHARGED THEIR BURDEN OF SHOWING
THAT THE ACTION BROUGHT AGAINST THEM BY THE REAL
4 PARTIES IN INTEREST WAS NOT PROPERLY TRIABLE IN

LOB ANGELES COUNTY.
l. In the action brought against the Patitioners the Real

Parties in Interest, joined as Defendants four (4) identified

Nelson, and James McElvane), one corporation (People's Temple)
and one party alleged in paragraph V.C of the Plaintiffs' Points

2 and Authorities in Opposition to Motion for Changes of Venue to

constitute an unincorporated associaticn for purposes of detar-

mining venue.

1 2. The county in which the Defendanta or some of them
]
" reside at the commencement of the action is the proper county for ,
the trial of the action: California Code of Civil Procedure, §395. !

|
|
i
|
L
t
" individuals (viz., James Warren Jones, High Fortsyn, Encla M. :
!
E
I
|

-3
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Whare a corporation is joined as defendant in an action,
the county in which the corporation has its priacipal place of
business is also a proper county for the trial of the action:

califarnia Code of Civil Procedure, § 395.5.

A similar rule applies to an unincorporated association,
if it hag filed a statement deslgnating its principal office

pursuant to Corporations Code § 24003: Ibid., §395.2.

In ralation to corporations and unincorporated associations

the California Code of Civi]l Procedure §395.5 further provides

that an action may properly bs tried in the county in which tort
liability arises.

However, when a pilaintiff brings an action against several
defendants, both individual and corporate {or an unincorporated
association), in a county which is neither the residence nor the
principal place of business of any defendant, an individual has
a right upon proper showing to a change of venue to tha county
of his residence, even though venue as initially laid may other-
wiae be ju:tifiab}e on the ground that liability in tort is

alleged to have arieen there: Moshy v. Superior Court, 43 Cal.App.

3d 219, 117 Cal. Rptr. 588.
Consequently whers Plaintiffs sua both individual defendants
and a corporation and/or an unincorporated assoclation, venue is
reatricted to (a) countles in which the individual defendants are
resident, (b) counties in which the corporate defendant has its
principal place of businesa, and {c) the county in which the
unincorporated association has its principle place of business,

—de
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orovided such association comea within the terms of § 195.2 of

the Code of Civil Procedure.

3. The Pirat Cause of Action.

The first cause of action in the said complaint alleges
liability for conversion against individual defendants, a corpora-
tion, and a party alleged to constituté an unincorporated associa-
tion. By reason of the matters aforesaid, the action may properly
be tried in Los Angeles County only if that County was, at the

time the said action was commenced, the residence of at least

one of the individual defendants or the principal place of business
of the People's Temple, or the principal place of business of Encla
M. Nelson Realty, if, as a matter of law, Enola M. Nelson Realty
constituted an unincorporated association for purposes of deter-

ming venue.

4. Residence of Individual Defendants at Commencement
of Actlon.

None of the four said individual defendants was, at the
material time, & rasident of Los Angeles County.

On September 18, 1978 Petitlioner Jamens HeElvane declared
under penalty of perjury and as a matter of hia own knowledge
that at the time the said action was commenced James Warren Jones,
Encla M. Nelson and Hugh Fortsyn were not residents of Los Angeles
County. McElvane's Declaration was filed in the Respondent court
on September 26, 1978 and was before the Learned Judge at the

hearing of the Petitioners' motion for change of venue.

/i
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The Respondent Court expressly omitted to take the said
Declaration into account in deciding the Petitioners' Motion on
the erronsous ground that McElvane's said declaration as to the
residence of Jones, Nelson and Fortsyn was inadmissible hearsay.
The Learned Judge gave no reasons for excluding the paid declara-

tion as inadmissihle hearsay.

By statuta, an affidavit or declaration under penalty of

perjury may be used upon a motion: C.C.P. § 2009.
In respect of a motion for a change of venue,

“There is no statutory requirement of an
affidavit of residence. [But] C.C.P. 3966 provides
that the court may order a change of venue if, ‘upon
the hearing,' it 'appears’ that the action was brought
in the wrong county. Perhaps the defendant may make
his entire showing by oral testimony or exhibite.
But the practice is to file an affidavit or affidavits
showing that the moving defendant is a resident of the
County to which transer is socught, or is not a resi-
dent of the County in which the auit is brought.”
Witkin, California Procedure, (2d EA.} vol. 2, § 539,
p. 1359,

Accordingly, if the Respondent Court based its ruling that

McClvane's said declaration was inadmissible hearsay on the ground
that residenée or non-rasidence cannot properly be proved by
affidavit (or declaration), then, for the foregoing reasons, the
Respondent Court's ruling was in error.

Further or alternatively, if the Respondent Court based
its ruling on the ground that James HcElvane daclaration was iﬁ~
admissibla hearsay insofar as it related to defendants other than

heimself, then the Respondent Court was agailn in error.

/1
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The Supreme Court of California has held that “"one defendant
in a personal action may make an affidavit as to the residence of
all the defendants for their benefit on a motion for change of
place of trial of the action; and such an affidavit is sufficient
where it states that the residence of all the defendants was at
the time of the commencement of the action and ever since has

been in the county to which it is sought to move the action, even

though the affidavit does not contain the negative averment that

W e N O W e W R

i <
oW D e O

the defendants do not reside in the county where the action was

brought.® Stone v, S8tone, 203 Cal. 197,

residents of a particular county is prima facie proof of that
fact in the absence of any denial or contrary proof."

Superiocr Court of Shasta County, 213 Cal.App.2d 60.

Morsover, "An affidavit showing that all dafendants weras

Fielder v,

8-—-—-—-—-—
o e N O~ L
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2
23

—

24
2
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that Petitioners James Warren Jones, Hugh Fortayn, and Encla

M. Nelson were not residents of Los Angeles County at the time

The Real Parties in Interest have not at any time denjed

this action was commenced.

The Petitioners concede that the Real Parties in Interest,
in Paragraph VI of their "Points and Authorities in Oppositien
to Motion for Change of Venue,“ deny that Petitiocner James McElvane
was nhot resident of Los Angeles County at tha material time,
notwithstanding his said declaration to the contrary; but, to
the Petltioners' knowledge and bellef, the Real Parties in Interesat
have made no more than a bare d.nieal, and at no time did they

adduce before the Respondent Court any evidence to aubstantiate

~1-
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their bare assertion that at the material time James McElvane
wag, in fact, a resident of Los Angeles County. HNo counter-affi-
davits were filed by the Real Parties in Interest; nor, despite
their assertion that "at the hearing harein [they] will present
proof" that McElvane wag a resident of Los Angeles County, and
the Real Parties in Interest present such proof. Alternatively,
if such proof was presented to the Respondent Court at the hearing
of the Patitioners' motion, the record of tha Respondent Court,
as known to the Petitionera, is silent about it, and it was, in
any event, presanted in the absence of the Petitioners' counsel,
Accordingly, the Petitionars were denjed any opportunity to deal
with such alleged proof.
By reagon of the matters and authorities aforesaid, the
Petiticnersrespectfully submit that the burden of showing non-
residence in Los Angeles County of each of the four said indivi-
dual Defendants to this action was duly and sufficiently discharged
at the time the Petlitioners' motion for change of venue was heard
by the Raspondent Court, and that the Respondent Court therefore
eikid in iil ;ﬁil;é as to the rééi&énceti!xét ieiltioharl Joﬂal.
Fortsyn, Nelson and McElvane at the commencement of this action.
In the Patitioners' respectful submission, the Respondent
Court srred if, insofar as it denied the Petitloners' HMotion for
Changa of Venue on the ground of residence in Los Angeles County

of any of the said individual Defendants.

£/
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5. Principal Place of Business of People's Temple at
Commencement of Action.

If, at the acommencement of the gaid acticn, the principal
place of businesa of The People's Temple (a non-profit corporation}
had been Los Angeles County, then pursuant to 5.395.5 of the

California Code of Civil Procsdure, that county would be a proper

place for the trial of ths action.

At all material timem, however, thas principal place of
business of The People's Temple was San Francisco County. Proof
of this fact was filed by the Petiticners in the Respondent Court
on September 1, 1978 in the form of a Declaration under Penalty
of Perjury executed on Auguat 28, 1978 by June Crym, Treasurer of
the People's Temple.

To the Petitioners' knowlege and belief, the Real Parties
in Interest did not dispute this fact at the hearing of the =zaid
motion. The Dismissal of the Petitioners' motion appears not to
have been based upon the principal of business of Tha Peopla's
Tamplae.
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6. The Status for Venue Purposes of Enola M. Nelson Realty.

2 {a) 1f, at the material time, Enola M. Nelson Realty ;
3| had been a corporation with ite principal place of buainess in |
4 Lés Angeles County, then Los Angelaes County would be a proper E
5] plare for the trial of this action: California Code of Civil i
& Procedure, Sec. 1395.5. £
7 Encla M. Nelson Realty was not, however, a corporaticon x
B at the time of commencement of this action or at any time. Tha E :
91 Real Parties in Interest have not disputed that fact. Accordingly . f
10| venue in Los Angelas County cannot validly be hased on Sec. 395.5 i ?
11] of the aaid Code. i é
12 '

13 {b) If, at tha time of commancement of this action, i g
14} Encla M. Nelson Realty had been an unincorporated assoclation | .
15t which had "filed a statement with the SBecretary of State pursuant i

¥| to Section 24003 of the Corporations Code listing its principal : l
17| office in this state," then the county in which Enola M. Nelson ; :
1Bl Realty had its principal office would be a proper place for E !
Wi trial of tﬁe action: California Code of Civil Procedure, i
Wl sec. 395.2.

i} For purposes of this Patition, the Petitioners concede
2] that the principal office of Enola M. Nelson Realty was situated

30 in Los Angeles County. Neverthaless:

u *Section 395.2 does not apply unless the

association ... has filed a statement
5 * designating its principal oftice in this

Btate (in accordance with the) procedure '
% for filing such a statemant (ams) prescribed

by Courporations Code, Sec. 24003, 14 West'a
Annotated California Codes, Code of ElvIT Procedure

\ Bec. 33%.2, p. .
-10- 63‘33‘5-18‘ i
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1 In the absance of such a statement an unincorporatad
2} association is not recognized as a jural eniity for purposes ) {
3| of determining vanue and may therefore be sued only in those E
4| counties where the plaintiff can sue the individual members of }
5| the association: Juneau Spruce Corp. v. Int'l. Longshoreman's g
4) Union, 37 Cal.2d 760, 235 P.2d 607 (1951). f
7 Therefore, even if contrary to the Patitioners® f
B coni;ention, Engla M. Nelson Realty were an unincorporated as— !
9 aociatiop between Petitioners and McElvane within the meaning f
10} of Sec. 395.2 of the Code of Civil Procedure, by reason of the ,%
11| matters set out in this paragraph and in paragraph 4 herainabove . .
12] {(relating to the residences of Enola M. Nelson and James McElvane),
13| Enola M. Nelson Realty could hot properly be sued in Los Angelas ]
4| County, since no evidence has ever been produced, nor any :
15 sgggestion ever made, by the Real Parties in Interest that | F
16| a statement designating principal office in California was ;
¥7| filed on behalf or in respect of Enola M. Nelson Raalty prior to b
18 the commencement of this action. ;
19 Accordingly, even if, contrary to the Patitioners® ' i
2! contention, Encla M. Nelson Realty were an unincorporated
21| association within the meaning of Sec. 393.2, venus in Loa
22| Angeles County would be improper.
3
u (¢} Purther or in the alternative, "Enola M. Nelson
25} Realty” is not an sssociation at all, but merely a trade name ‘ i
%] under which Petitioner Enocla M. Nelson conducts the real astate |

-11- '
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brokerage business of which she is the smole proprietor and in
which she is the sole participant. .

Paragraph 4 of the complaint of the Real Parties in
Intecest alleges no more than that Petitioner HcElvane was at
the material time a )licensed real astate salegman doing busineasas
for, inter alia, Enola M. Nelson Realty. 1In Paragraph V of thair
Momorandum of Points and Authorities in Opposition to Motion

for Changs of Venus the Real Parties in Interest contend that

their allegations in said paragraph 4 are sufficient to establigh

that Enola M. Nelson Realty “is an organization of two or more
persona {i.s. Enola M. Nelson and James McElvana) and an

association within the msaning of Section 395.5 of the Code of

Civil Procedure."

In the Petitioners' respectful submisaion, the said
allegations are ingufficient for such purposes. Even Lf, which
has not been admitted by the Petitionera, James McElvane was
"doing business as a salesman for ... Enola M. Nelson Realty"*
at the material time, that fact would not bring Enola M. Nelson
Realty within the ambit of the terms "unincorporated asaociation"
or “"organization” as those terms have been construed by the

Appellate Courts of this atate.
The Suprema Court of Californla has held that the usual

meaning of the term “association® is

"an unincorporated organization,
composed of a body of men partaking
in its general form and mode of
procedure of the characteristics of

a corporation.* In re Irwin's Estate,

327 p. 1074, 196 CT. 388,

€8- J1~b-
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The Court of Appeal subsequently applied the abovesaid
definition and noted that the term 'assoéiation' "is often used
as synonymous with 'company' or 'aoclaﬁy.'“ Law v. Crist, 107 P.2d
953, 41 C.A.24 862,

The Petitionsrs submit that, even assuming the
allegations made in said paragraph ¢ of the said complaint to be
true, the Respondent court could not reasonably have concluded
as a matter of legal construction that Enola M. Nelson Realty
was an unincorporated association at the material time.

The Respondent Court must, howevar, have assumed or
concluded that Enola M. Nelson Realty was an unincorporated
asgsociation (or a corporation) in order to have dismissed the
Petitioners’ motion on the ground, inter alia, that the defendants
made no showing that Enola M. Nalson Realty was not a resident
of Los Angeles County at the tims the action was commenced.

By reason of the matters aforesaid, the Respondant
Court erred in its ruling that venus in Los Angeles County was
proper by virtus of the location in Los Angeles of Enola N.

Nelson Realty's brokerage office.

7. The Petitioners respectfully submit that with regard tc the
first cause of action the Raspondent Court could not
raasonably have found any ground for deciding that Loa
Angeles County was a proper place of trial since:

(a) The Petitloners adduced gufficient admissible

evidence which established that none of the four named individual

b -13-

Be- 2/-b- 1§

el A ol bl i et e

T

e e s g -

L

PRI L




o

Defendants was 2 rasident of Los Angeles County at tha material

time;

{b) The Real Parties in Interest dig not dispute the
fact that at the material time the principal place of business
of the People's Templa was San Francisco County; and _

(c} Enola M., Nelson Realty was either not an unincor~
pPorated association at all, or, {f it was an unincorporated
assoclation, it was not at the material time a jural entity for
pPurposes of determining venue within the ambit of Sec, 395.2
of the Code of Civil Procedurs.

In the premiges, the Respondent Court erred in its

ruling on the Petitioners' motion.

8. The Second and Third Causes of Action.

The second and third causes of action in the saldq
complaint allege liability for intentional infliction of emotional
distress and mental suffering against the People's Temple and
Petitioners Jones, McElvane and Forteyn.

Petitioner Enola M. Nelson and Enola M. Nelson Realty
are expressly excluded as defendant parties to the second and
third causes of actlon. No allegations are made against
Petitioner Portsyn in respact of the third cause of action.

9. Venua with Respect to the Second and Third Causes of Action.

Purguant to Sections 335 and 395.5 of the Code of Civil
Procedure, the said second cause of action can properly be tried
in Los Angeles County only if at least one of the Patitioners

-14- '
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1§ Jones, Fortsyn and McElvane was resident there when the action
21 was commenced, or if the principal place ¢f business of the
3§ People's Temple was in Los Angales County at that time.
4 The said third cause of action can properly be tried
5] in Los Angelas County only if, at the material time, either
s Petitioner Jones or McElvane resided there, or the People'’s Temple
71 had its principal place of business in that county.
B {a} The Pstitioners repsat the matters and authorities
¢l set out in paragraph 4 hareinabova.
10 By reason of those matters snd authorities, tha
11! Petiticners submit that they duly and sufficlently discharged

' 12]| their burden of establishing that at the time the said action
13} was commenced neither James Warren Jones, nor Hugh Fortsyn, nor

| 14§ James McEivane was a resident of Los Angeles County. The
15 Respondent Court therefore erred in ruling that the residence (58)
16| of the sajid Petitioners were not ahown to have been other than
V7| Los Angeles County at that time and that for that reason the
; 18] petitioners' motion for change of venue with regard to the
19| gecond and third causes of action must bs denied.
2 {b)] The Petitioners repeat the matters set cut in
21| paragraph 5 hereinabove. The Petitioners properly and sufficiently
22] established at the hearing in the anlpondgnt Court that the
23| principal place of business of the People's Templa was 5an
24} Francisco County at all material times.
5 " In the premises, nelther the second nor the third causes
2% of action can properly be tried in Los Angeles County. The
16—
| 88- 31-b-19!
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Petitioners are therefore entitled to a change of venue in

respect of those causes of action.

10. Joinder of Transitory Actions.

The instant action by the Real Parties in Interest
against the Petitioners is one in which three {3) transitory
counts or claims for transitory relief are joined. If, in such
cases, defendants are entitled to a change of vanue to a residence
county in respect of any one count or cause of action, then a
motion to change venua as to the entira action will lie even
though the defendants may not bes entitled to such change in

respect of other counts:

13 "When several causes of actlons are alleged in
a complaint, a motion for change of venue must
< 14 be granted on all causes if defendant is entitled
to a change on any one.," uick v, Corsaro, 180 C,A.2ad
15 831, B835; Johnson v, Superior Court, 232 C.A.2d 212,217.
16 “... if in (an action joining several transitory
counts) tha non-ressidence county in which the
w action was commenced is improper venue with
respact to one of the counts, aven though good
18 as to the rast, the entire action will ba
= teanafaryed on wation ta fhe cqunty of a
19 defendant's residence...® Cha wrn, Grassman, &
Van Alstyne, 1 California Pleading, 5. 3B6, p. 349,
0 citing Pacific Bal. Industries v. Northern Timber,
118 C.A.2d 815, 259 P.24 465 Crofts _and Anderson v.
i Johnson, 101 C.A.2d 418, 225 P.J3d 594; Goosen v.
n gl{fton, 75 C.A.2d 44, 170 P.24 104.
A 11. Since the Petitioners were entitled, by reason of the
24| matters set out in paragraph 9 hereinabove, to a change of
]| venue with respect to the second and third causes of action in
%] the said complaint, they were equally entitled to a change of
-16-
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venus with respect to the entire actiop against them, The
Petltioners respectfully submit that this is B0 entirely
apart from the matters set out in paragraph 3 through 7,
inclusive hereinabove.

For these reamons, in addition to those set out in
paragraphs 3 through 7 hereinabove, the Respondent Court's
denial of the Patitioners' motion for a change of venus was in
arror.

~ CONCLUSIGHN

For the foragoing reasons, the Petitioners respectfully
urge this Honorable Court to grant a writ of mandate requiring
the Rnlpond;nt Court to order that tha trial of the instant
action be trasferred from Los Angelas County to San Francisco
County.

DATED: October 27, 1978 Respectfully submitted,
CHARLES R. GARRY

GARRY, DREYFUS, McTERNAN, BROTSKY,
HERNDON & PESONEN, INC.

By = %
5 R. RRY

CHARLE
Attorneya for Petitioner

NEIL ROSENBAUM

Barrister of Gray's Inn
Attorney of New York and
Pannaylvania Bars.

-17-
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PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL---1013(a),2015.5 C.C.P.

I am a citizen of the United States; my business address is
1256 Market Street at Clivic Center, San Francisco 94102, I
am smployed in the City and County of San Franclaco, where
this mailing occurs; I am over the age of sighteen years and
not a party to the within cause. I served tha within
g:;éﬁigguiogtwggingz g:gd:::hzigtlal
on the following pszson(s) on tha date sst forth balow, by
placing a true copy thereof enclosed in a sealed anvalope
with postags thereon fully prepaid, in the United States
Post Office mail box at Ban Francisco, California, addressed

as follows:

Timothy Oliver Stoen

120 Montgomery Street
Suite 1700

San Francisco, CA. 94104

Clerk of the Superior Court
of Los Angeles County :

P. 0. Box 151
Los Angeles, CA. 90053

I certify or declare under penalty of perjury that the fore-
going is true and correct. Executed on October 27, 1578

at Ban Francisco, California.

Signature

88- 31-b - /¢
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g bl . : . CUUNTY CLERYX
I ‘ ‘ ‘ I || carLES R. GARRY §
d B oot g GARRAY, DREYFUS, McTERNAN, BROTSKY, v
g i A0 2 HERNDON & PESONEN, INC. - :
[ i B : . , 1288 MARKET STREET AT CIVIC CENTER !
}_' o vl f [ M 3 SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 84182 ¥
[ . L : .t X TEL: $44-3128 :
ko o . ' : ; i
ot 3, HE . } - i 3
Ty bt o e i A § || Attorneys for Defendants :
g NI Vi 3o 4, People's Temple of the Disciples '
‘ o Vo - KR CoE . 6 || of Christ, a nonprofit corporation,
R ok ) : LY P and Jamas McElvane
Mo ! HEETI o o |7 -
(] H ! - Lo
PR % ; . Lo vy '
o ! L S .
o - R s f ' 8 IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA .
Coroghe oy s U R I IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES '
T A T R S A IS :
A SIS TR TR S A % ¥ t § 10 | WADE B. MEDLOCK AND MABEL M.
S e e M T T I MEDLOCK, husband and wife,
RIDRHE RS (I U (R o in ¥0. €243292
B . - cagr T 'R M .
A 'i I BERIENCHE LA T AT S E7 Flatneitts,
- 3; Es A e i« Py e vs.
- ‘4; el Mgy ey e ;0 13 ) NOTICE OF MOTION
B l‘i it E AT R - i JAMES WARREN JONES, also known FOR CHANGE OF VENUE 1
Hogd 300 S5 JORLARFRUN I IO e i {114 ) as JIn JONES; PEOPLES TEMPLE (cCP § 397(1))
U AN Y ENOEDE ST A R o OF THE DISCIPLES OF CHRIST, a
4o A T A ]“‘f":‘ky“:.,‘ : N ¢ « J 15 | nonprofit corporation; ENOLA M, Dept: Law and Motion
T “f’ [ ETRU TN DO I B NELSON; ENOLA M. WELSON REALTY; Time: 9:00 A.M.
RO S B PR BRI A - 16 | HuGH FORTSYN; JAMES McELVANE; AND Data: October 6, 1978
, et ! woow o b a Tk : PIRST DOE through FIFTIETH DOE, :
LI - i 4 L 17 | inclusive,
vo o4 .:"‘-".‘iltj’q" N 1
RS : Y. P 18 Defendants. ‘
| i E ('—,'w:‘:.-". y T i,- 2 7
: . e :
r o b I ' )‘. ' 1
:' 2 B P ¥, ' s b
; { | S - 20 | 70 EACH PARTY AND TO THE ATTORNEY OF RECORD FOR EACH PARTY: ]
: N o 1
: ; ¢ - 21 YOU AND EACH OF YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT on {
' : 22 ¥ october 6, 1978, at the hour of 9:00 A.N., or as soon thereafter t
: 23 | 45 the matter may be heard, in the Law and Motion Department of
]
24 the above-entitled Court, at 111 N. Hill Street, Loa Angelea,
F 25 california, defendant James McElvane will move for an order
26 changing the place of trial of this action to the Superior Court 1
95
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of the State of California in and for the City|aqiOCINARY GEERK

San Francisco.

S8aid wotion will be based on this notice of motion, the
attached declarations under penalty of perjury of Juns Crym and
Jamss McElvane, the attached memorandum of points and authorities,
such supplemental affidavits, declarations and memoranda og points
and authorities as may ba filed subseqguently herein, and such oral
and documentary svidence as may be presented at the hearing of this
motion.

Dated: August 28, 1978

GARRY, DREYFUS, McTERNAN, BROTSKY,
HERNDON & PESONEN, INC.

o UL arles P\?fa/z/u(

CHRRBES R. GARRY
Attorney for Defendants

' 83- 3i1-b-14¢
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CHARLES R. GARRY
GARRY, DREYFUS, MCTERNAN, BROTSKY,
HERNDON & PESONEN, INC,
1338 MARKKLT STREKT AT CIVIC CENTER
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORMIA #4101
TEL: $44-H20

Attorneys for Defendants

People's Temple of the Disciples
of Christ, a nonprofit corporation,
and James McElvane

IN THE BUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIPORNIA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY QF LOS ANGELES

WADE B. MEDLOCK AND MABEL M,
MEDLCCK, husband and wifae,

Plaintifts, NO. C243292

ve. MEMORANDUN OF POINTS AND

JAMES WARREN JONES, also known AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT OF
MOTION FOR CHANGE OF VENUE

as JIM JOMES; PEOPLES TEMPLE

OF THE DISCIPLES OF CHRIST, a g:g:ft';?gé AL;' & Motlon

nonprofit corporation; ENOLA M. +He

NELSON; ENOLA M, NELSON REALTY; Date: October 6, 1978

HUGH PORTSYN; JAMES MGELVANE; AND

FIRST DOE through FIFTIETH DOE,

inclusive,

Dafandants.
/

I. WHEN A PLAINTIFF BRINGS A TORT ACTION AGAINST SEVERAL
DEFENDANTS, BOTH INDIVIDUAL AND CORPORATE, IN A COUNTY WHICH
IS NEITHER THE RESIDENCE NOR THE FRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS
OF ANY DEFENDANT, NOR A COUNTY IN WHICH INJURY TC PERSON OR
PROPERTY OCCURRED, AN INDIVIDUAL DEFENDANT HAS A RIGHT T0 A
CHANGE OF VENUE, EVEN THOUGH VENUE AS INITIALLY LAID MAY
OTHERWISE BE JUSTIFIABLE IN AN ACTION AGAINST THE CORPORATION

Griffin & Skall; Co. v. Haqnolia & Healdsburg Fruit
Cannery Co., al.

Carruth v. Buperior Court, B0 C.A.3d 215, 220 {1974)

: - Be-31-b-199
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. COUN
Mosby v. Superior Court, 43 cm?.—&ﬁﬂim

CCP § 395,

(0

II. UNDER THE CIRCUMSTANCES OUTLINED IN SECTION I ABOVE, AN
INDIVIDUAL DEFENDANT IS ENTITLED ‘T0 A CHANGE OF VENUE TO THR
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS OF THE CORPORATE DEFENDANT.

United Pac. Ins. Co. v. Superior Court,

T TR 557, 659 11387

Walker v. Wells Fargo Bank & Union Trust Co.,
oAl !!U, 555-223 1537

CCP § 395.

I1I. DEFENDANT McELVANE IS ENTITLED TO A CHANGE OF VENUE TO THE
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO BECAUSE NONE QOF THE DEFEND-
ANTS ARE RESIDENTE OF LOB ANGELES AND NO INJURY TO PERSON OR
PERSONAL PROPERTY WITHIN THE MEANING OF CCP § 395 OCCURRED
WITHIN THAT COUNTY, AND BECAUSE SAN FRANCISCO IS8 THE PRINCIPAL
PLACE OF BUSINESS OF PEOPLE'S TEMPLE OF THE DISCIPLES OF
CHRIST AND THE COUNTY OF RESIDENCE OF JAMES MCELVANE.

The complaint in the above-entitled action contalns one
cause of action for conversion and two for infliction of emotional
distress. None of these causes of action are for injury to person
or personal property within the meaning of CcP § 395.

The words "injury to person or property” as used in
CCF § 3195 are limited to physical or corporeal injury. cCalifornia
courts have frequently held that conversion is not the sort of
injury encompassed by that phrase.

Spangenbarg v. Spangenberg, 123 C.A. 387, 391 (1932)

Haurat v. Buperior Court, 241 C.A.2d 330 (1966)

Thus, the first cause of action is not one for injury to person or
personal property within the meaning of ccp § 395.
Bimilarly, the courts have hald that a cause of action for

infliction of emotional distress i{s not a cause of action for

¥
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COUNTY CLERK
injury to perscn. This is true even where the complaint alleges

some physical injury.

Lucas v, Lucas_Ranching Co., 18 ¢.A.2d 453 (1937)

The Court axplained thes rationale for this rule as follows:

»«.the inspiration for the language we arg
considering was the ‘situation brought about

by the increasing use of motor vehicles.' 1In
motor vehicle accidents, as ip other cases
where physical injury is directly caused by
wvhat has happened, the injury occurs at the
place whera the happening occurs, and there

is logie in having that place a Proper one

for the trial. 3In an action such as plaintiff‘'s,
howsver, the place whers the injury occurs is
hot the locale of the svents which, ultimately,
cause the injury. Bhe is injured not at the
site of the events, but, brooding over the
wrongs done her, at the place or places where
worry and loss of sleep finally take their toll.
No reason appeara why an injury which has no
definite situs should he given potency in
determining the place of trial,

Id. at 456, gquoted in Carruth, supra., at 219-220,

Thus, plajntiffg* allegations of emotional and physical distress

and injury in mind and body as

2 result of defendants' actiona

are insufficient to bring the second

and third causas of action

within the “injury to person or perscnal Property” requirement of
CCP § 395,

Bince none of the causes of action are for injury to peraon
or personal property, the action must be tried in the county of
roaidence or principal place of business of one of the defendiants.

Griffin & Skilly Co., supra.; CCP § 395(a).

But none of the defendants resides in the County of Los angolgl.

Bee Declarations of Crym and McElvana. Therafore, defandant

;
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McElvane ‘s motion for change of venue to San Francisco, his resi-
dance and the principal place of business of defandant People's
Temple, must be granted.

In this case none of the causes of action is triable in
Los Angeles County, But it should be noted that defendant's
motion would hava to be granted even if he was entitled to a change
of venue for only ons of these causes.

Johnson v, Buperior Court, 232 c.a.24 212 (1965)

Sanborn v. Pomona Pump Co., 131 C.A. 241 {1933).

CONCLUSTON
For all of the rsasons stated above, defendant's motion for
change of venue must be granted.
Dated: August 28, 1978 )
Respectfully submitted,

GARRY, DREYFUS, McTERNAN, BROTSKY,
HERNDON & PESONEN, INC.

. Y 4 )
Attorney for Defendants /
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PO, BOX 125686

FRESRO, CA,

05 %$42333410 02 7812 &70

& PLIARENTTADN CHECH OR WMONLY ORDEN MERE.

93778
1739
APDSTOLIC CORPORATION

PO BOX 15156 ’
SAN ERANCISCO' CA 94115

.
-

Reques! for Payment '

The statcment at the right shows. that a payment is

due on your account. Please make the payment by
the due dale shown abova.

ii our staiement does noi agree with your iecords,
the information on the back of this notice will tell you
what Lo do. ..

1 we included any penally or interesi charges, an ex-
planation will be found on the back. {Code numbers
in the box at lower right will guide you to the explana-
tions which apply.} . . -

Make your check or. money order pakable 1o Internal
Revenue Service for the adjusted balance due. Please
show your employer identification pumber on your
payment and mail it with this; notice in the envelope
enclosed Jor your convenience.

firrd.

e

181
Oate of This Notice
oCt, 104 1977 9401
Employer Wentification Nuinber ¥ you inquite obout
94..2333410 Q5 = your account, piass
Duocument Lacator Number ;::'; :: }:.;E..:h n:::;
$4310-235-40000~7 -anolice
Form Number Tax Period Ended

1120 CEC. 314 1976

Bals mea ——
Balince & Dus By . -

- .
-~ 0Cy, 204 1977

CORPORATICN I:COME TAX

Tax Slatement

Total Tax on Relura _$ h24 .07
Tolal Credits ._.--_.. T s26.07-~
Plus Penalty* _______. 159.14%
Plus Interest* _____._. 1B, 4%
Balance

Due IRS o $ * 1 77 5 8

Subtract Payments

We Haven't Included .
Pay Adjusted
., Balance Due ... s
PCRALTIES: 01,..5156.02 074000453212
v f

*See these code nl;lmp'erez

C

{

on the back for; . -
an explanation olg '0 !g-c T-09
penally;gr inlerest ;

charges. " -

.
FOms 210t Pert) P 8TH
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FRANCHISE TAX BOARD . .
SACRASENTD CA 95857
NOTICE OF BALANCE DUE
Patw: 9709717 X Income Year Endect 06/30/76
APOSTOLIC LORPORATION : Corporate No.: 7640146 ACS%*
? o :
P O BX 15156 ' ) Balance Dus: $223,.52

SN FRANCISCO CA 94il5

YOU HAVE AN UNPAID LIABILATY FCR THe _IHCDHE YEAR ENDED 06/30/76. YOU SHOULD
RESOLVE TnlS MATTER NOW BY PROHPT PAYMENT. PLEASE CCNTACT US IF YOU HAVE ANY
GUESTIONS. THE BALANCE DUE IS AS FOLLOWS.

-

SUMMARY OF BALANCE DUE

TRANSACTION | - 'i'FlANS.

DESCRIPTION DATE . CHARGES CREDITS . BALANCE
- - SJUPPLMT TAX - 0B8/108/77 } 32006.00 $200.00
3 f E £ INTEREST TO DATE : $23.52
: 3 : PAY THIS AFOUNY $223.52 7 ;
t t - .o

i

.- . 13 =
ADDITIONAL IMTERLST ACCIRUES AT $.065T A DAY FROM THE DfTE OF THIS NOTICE
- , - - - PRy ]
: 1 v i =
' ; S g
= : = l - - '
! ia .
: VERIFICATION 6TUR ‘ 3
| . Tt
g oo 3 -
' ..“':i :' i e
| . ~e 0271 41523 | i D "
“rm '?"f‘:’l!ﬂ iy § ) x
- K} 3 .
) o
| U T B
i TIASTIIZR'S CHECHE ! k % : M .
oBAWN ON s .
: Fillmore-Poat Offics N
! Bankof Mnerien (o
1

E o2 B,
‘ AN T RD
Cerp#7640140 ACS F be made payable to the Franchise Tax Board, Please relurn one ¢opy of this nolice with your

8. The annual interest rate is 12%.

R EVERSE SIDE FOR EXPLANATION OF TRANSACTION DESGRIPTION

Ll AT V.

fe- 31 ~b-os

-




STATE OF CAUFORMIA  + % <

FRANCHISE TAX BOARD _ .-,
SACRAMENTOD CA 95857

NOTICE OF BALANCE DUE

Oate: 10/21/77 Income Year Ended: 06,3076
APOSTOLIC CORPORATION . Corporate No: 7640140 ACS++
! N .
P O BX 15156 Batance Duer $226.28

SN FRANCISCO CA 94115

OUR PREVIJUS NOTICE RECUESTED PAYMENT OF THE LIABILITY FOR THE 1NCOME YEAR
ENCLD C6/32/70. FULL PAYMENT HAS NOT HEEN RECCIVED. WE UKRGE YOQU TO PAY THE
FOLLOAING BALANCE DUE PROMPTLY TO AVG1D FURTHEX SCTION.

SUMMARY OF BALANCE DUE

TRANSACTION - TRANS.

DESCRIPTION DATE CHARGES 1:.4 CREDITS BALANCE
! _ - K ) 4 . %
SUPPLUT TAX  Zas13/77 $230.00 - 11$200.00
P _ : INTEREST TO DATE i 326.28
2 = 3 . PAY TH1S AMGUNT $226.28 ;
.1 3 . 4 }
ACCITIONAL .INTEREST ACCRUES AT $.0657 £ DAY FRUM THE DATE OF THIS MOUTICE ©
B ] i P
P : ? i
- - 3 : 3
S = 3 3
T t ] : 3
- N ) iz
i ] i E
: 1 : :
i ¢ i
; .

TAXPAYER SERVICE
TELErPHONE (BOG)  §52-7050

Chacks and money orders should bs made payable 1o the Franchise Tax Board. Please return one copy of this notice with youwr
paymen! in the enclosed envelope. The annual Interest rate Is 12%.

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR EXPLANATION OF TRANSACTION DESCRIPTION
PTB S947.48 (5-17)

AG- 31-b-Qok
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FRANCHISE TAX EOARD
SAGRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95867

gctober 13, 1377 In reply refer to
342:RTF:3Tznh

Lhpostolic Corporation
P. 0. Pox 15156
San Fraacisco, CA 54115

-

Corporate Fuaber 7640140

‘Enclosed is a tax clearance certificate valid to Daecenber 15, 1977. .l
copy bas leen forvarded to the Office of the Secraztary of State tcday.

An irguiry shkould be directed to the Office of the Secretary of State,
Sacrasento, CA 95514, as to the necessary action to be taken to
dissolve. Such proceedings are a function of that office.

©7% auditor H: LoE 3 f
Yax Clearence Boit R 0t L
Telephone (316) 255-0€95 A LoonE i
P. 0. Boa 1468 S J N oL H
Sacracento, CA 95307 z ] v 1
] i
1 T | 3
3 5 3 : H z
‘3 - . -
| B =
. S : 3
i i : s
: | : 3 :
; . -é ; >
i T s :' .
2 - 4 :
H : i i
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STARK, STEWART, SIMON & SPARROWE
EDBAR B. BTEWART ATTORNEYS AT LAW MERBEIRT L BRELD (HE78-1887)
M«::;;‘::" FinamciaL CEnTER BuiLoING BEATOR ROBINECH IMETINEGH
YOHN P wELLA 4058 FOURTECHNTH STREET STANLEY €. APARROWE BIETIRED)
HED ROMMMEOMN
6 BOUSLAR BAVIES FRmannLIN AT FOURTEENTH HATHAN G, GRAY
CONALD L. EDGAR OamiAnD, CaALIFOAmLA 4812 OF COUNBIL
ECHARD WM. MAML
BOBENT C. FEELD TCLEPHOMNL (416) BB4-TR00

BEOESE T DUNKER, J&
ALFRED M. oL TR ik
MERTLL . SOHWANTE
.. m_mm
= August 18, 1977
THOmAR R, TUFFY
GANET L. EvanD
O SABBATT W o
L A, FEARLMAN
BERMARD N, WOLF

Apostolic Corporation

c/o The People's Temple of
the Disciples of Christ

P. 0. Box 15823

San Francisco, CA %4115

Attention Bugene Chaikin

Re: Apostolic Corporation Dissclution

Dear Gene:

Enclosed is an Officers' Certificate of Election
to Wind Up and Dissolve for the purpose of formallzlng the
dissolution of Apostolic Corporation.

Please have the Secretary and President of the
corporation certify that a majority of the members of the
corporation presently entitled to vote has consented to the
dissolution.

The decision to dissolve can be made either by a
vote of the members or, if it will not be possible to gather
the members for such a vote, by written consent to the dis-

solution.

Please return the executed certificate to this of-
fice and indicate whether or not the decision was made by
vote or written consent. Please also verify that the corpora-

L tion no longer has any assets. If any assets remain following
payment of existing debts, they will have to be distributed
in accordance with the Articles of Incorporation to either a
501 (c) {3) or & 501(d) organization.

RB-3I1~b- AR




AFPTICERCY ~AEETITYCATE AF PLEATTAM M WIND D ANMD NTCCATUD
PR A b b Al Al AV A A h Al ld dd WA At A lp e & - WTAY AW FTAATLS WA LIVt il WP dd ¥ de
BY VOTE OR WRITTEN CONSENT OF MEMEBERSHIP OF

APOSTOLIC CORFORATION

* The undersigned certify that:
- 1l. They are the President and the Secretary, respec-—
tively,” of Apostolic Corporation, a California nonprofit corpora-
tion.
Z. The corporation has elected to wind up and dissolve,
3. . The election was made by vote or written consent of
-members of the corporation; the total number of members en-

titlied to vote on or consent to that election is .

President

Secretary

Each of the undersigned declares under penalty of perjury
" that the matters set forth in the foregoing certificate are true
amnd correct of our own knowledge.

Executed at San Francisco, California, on August ’
1977

i
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AW OPFFICER OF
MARSHALL R. BENTIMAN
1RSS5 HMARKET STREET
BAN FNANCIBCO, CA 94102

(418 BE4-2121

October 16, 1978

Franchise Tax Board
345 Larkin Street
San Francisco, California %4102

Re: Notice to Appear -~ Personal Income Tax Due
1E S TEMPLE
1859 Geary, San Francisco 54il
350-86~8116
1976 76025114932

-~

Dear Sirs:

This is to confirm a telephone conversation a representa-
tive of my client, Peoples Temple of the Disciples of
Christ, had with your office PFriday, Octcber 13, 1978.

My client received the attached Notice to Appear and
previous Demands for Payment of personal income tax for
the tax year 1976 in the amount of $4,341.97. Please
note that the demands and notices received were addressed
to LE and finally to LE S TEMPLE, with what appeared to
be a social security number, leading to confusion on my
client's part in identifying to whom the notices were
directed. It was finally discovered that the social
security number was actually my client’s EIN number.
Peoples Temple is a California nonprofit Corporation,
and its 1976 Exempt Organization Annual Information
Statement was filed with your office early this year.

A copy is attached for your reference.

I hereby request an explanation in writing and would
appreciate your correcting what appears to be a computer
error in that Pecples Temple is exempt from such
personal income tax. If you have any questions, please
feel free to call me.

Sincerely,

MARSHALL R. BENTIMAN

je
Enc.

38~ 3l ~b- a0
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EXEMPT ORGANMIZATION ANNUAL INFDRMATION STATEMENT

For calendor yeor 1976

or fiscal yeor begun , 1976, and ended N : , 1977
: DO NOT DSI THESE SPACES
SERIAL
I- ) NO.
Pecoples Temple of ‘the Disciples of Christ
, r.faaxxfzs P .. - @l = L
Mdicsts iinss  San Francisco CA 94115 ‘ B A
changs oo absl o L ® COAPORATE O ORGANIZATION NO.
TS LTS _ - ~ 5005440 - - -
L - T TR e TR e mmmommmmuouuo.
e L L R e E A RS
PLEASE AFFiX PREADDRESSED LABEL, PRINT OR TYPE EIN, ;é-ﬂﬂﬁ §116
CQMPIETE ONLY ONE OF THE FOLLOWING APPUCABI.E PAR‘I’S -
(S5 INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE} N
PART L Al dlurch.s, npos!olu: orgunixoﬁons ond religious orders with exclusive’YT!‘fM‘es completa thi-
part. (Ses imiruction A} . ECEIVED. -
1. Indicote the voriows sources of this orgomzuhons mmph by opproximate pen:emage of eoc[a item, ! ’ . e
@ Contibufions, giffs, Or gromlE . . « « + « .« + o & + v = e e s " e J ARR. 71978 .94 «
b. income from debt- financed property (roﬂ!ul, locu dividends, inhntt L R . 4 o
¢ Other income {describe} . "“Al!cuu::_-;ﬂ_—- %
BOADN
PART II. Organizations controlled by State or Public Body, check box [J. Pavet v f VR

PART 11l. Other exempt orgenizations with gross receipts normally $5,000 or less (if averagé gross recelpts exceet

$5,000, Form 199 must bs filed) complete the following: (See Insiruction A (2) ond F)

o Gross recaipts from dues, fees ond r of bers . . . . . . -« - 4 4+ . B &__._.__._
T S
€. If gross recaipns for this yeor are over Ss.moburﬂumgefoﬂhcIoﬂlhreeym:(induding!htmnﬂywr)!snot
over 35,000, complets the following: L
GROSS RECEIPTS FOR: 1974 - W75 : 1976 NP
Averogs gross receipts for reporfing . . . . . 4 . . - - . T P S
7= 7 70 BE COMPLETED BY AI.I. onsnmu‘nous e
o Bascribe pnn;;fy.u:d:;e;ndary octivifies (aﬂodl sepumh slnﬂifnodod) ~- S - - e T TR
'-MDWJWMM.' : C et
2. : isti I e _aged & retarded ch:.ldrc

b. If exempt under Section 23701d, have you during the year (1) anmpled to influence ony national, shate, or locul legislation
or {I) porficipated or intervened in any political compaign? (Sex Imtruction F for definitions).
O Yes XXNe ¥ “Yes,” ohioch o defadled description of such adivities ond copies of ony materiaks publuhed in connec

fion with such octivities.
€. Chack form{s) filed for cument yesor: Federal |:|990 [:I?m [ ti20; Siate’ [ we
d. The books ore in core of > __ Jaetitia Lexoy TYolephons Number. 922 6418

locoted ot »~___San Francisco CA

ﬂ-‘an—-lhuc"-i-ryl‘u‘l-uhlban jnad fhis %, Ectuding ldddndlmmm.ﬂbhwdqwi-ﬂ
boliol B &b wue, corract and :-p‘ohlw.,aﬂhcnm.hd—hmyw.hl-d-nl—hl—odnulhfu-li—-lvl-dli-l-.-rh-bdg-

Srute ia whith

Sosias o R

.._“3/3.1,5_:_&-... Q@? /6/”6“"‘" A ’-’7“"’5‘{ &;”“@,‘# California ... __
- — V.4

" Dsbe “Eonatvre ol Individunl ne Grwe propesiog This stelement Al

MAIL STATEMENT TO FRANCHISE TAX BOARD, SACRAMENTO, CALIFORHIA WB"‘L -2 ’




o . NOJ!CE TO APPEAR’

,-, PQ'_E : © STATE OF cm-omn" rersonal Income Tax Due
'\ “*34 FRANCHISE TAX BOARD

345 LARKIN STRE:RT

SAN FR2NCISCD, € 94107
TELEPHONS  (BOOI B852-T70F0

SLE S TEMPLE
1859 GCLARY 3
SHN FRANCISCO L& 9411%

Account Number 350-g86-8116 - Appointment dote: 10 ~20-78
Yox Yeorfs) 1976 76025114932 03-27-78 .50
TOTAL AMOUNT DUE: 34,3L1.97

You ore hereby dirstted to oppear ot this office between lha hours of 8:00 a.m. ond 4:00 p.m. on the date specified nbove.
Tonpayers kiving outside Colifornio ore requested to telephone the ab ber on the dote indicated.

This oppointment ismnade 1o give you on opportunity to discuss payment of your taxes. Please bring this notice with you.

You do not need B appecr if full payment is sent to this office prior lo the oppeintment date. To assure proper
identificotion, returnsthis notice with your payment in the enclosed seif-addressed snvelops.

Foilure 0 appeor or pay the total omount due will result in on order to your employer to withhold the amount due from
your sormings, the mmuance of a worrant fo the manshol or shariff 1o anforce collection, and/or other legol action.

* OPPORTUNITY FOR HEARING

H inmeciote paymant in fll will create oa undue hardihip, the
Collection Section emount has been previowily poid or & aot dve, please contoct s
of once.

¥ you write plecse give your hull some ond occount number o3
shown herson. Bring the forw if you call of any of ow offices.

FIB €971 (8-73)

BB- 3/-L-RIX




DEMAND FUR PAYRENT OF PEASONAL INCOME TAX
. $reve o Cosmoame FATLURE TO PAy PROMPTLY MAY RESULT IN LEVY
ey mesimaees nine ON YOUK WAGES, OTHEK INCUME, CR PROPERTY.
SEY; L UUBLOIES2-T050

= e L{IE ASSESSMENTS SHCWN bELUN ARE N —
-' o8] 11{ 78 PAY THIS AMOUNT IZ3>—> be265.40 | -
L W YOU HAVE FPAID THIS AMOUNT, COMP_ETE THE WFORMAT ION DN REVERSE SIDE -
- )

Py ' T P11 N i 2.
AMTERS g Wt T L] ¥ - . TN - ..1,,..'.‘ | Apusteanty -'q-u. 'n ;
Pre i 1976| | Aob200] : L33FK00] ! iz7de0| T i ! P a

[ LE z
1859 GEARY i ?
SAN FRANCISCU CA 94115 NOTSE NG EEpAne .
RECUIRED BY LAW -
T ARSVE ATy |
mEAsE KiTun ORGINAL WiITe PAYLINT PATARLE TO FRANCHISE TAX BOARD. ENTER YOUR 5DC SEC. MDD ON YOUR CHECK OR MAONEY ORDER I =

FTE 2000w t3- T4

LY RISy VR
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*STATE OF GALIFORNIA { \-ey
FRANCHISE TAX BOARD
SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA Q5857
W reply relar to
35086681164 559--0-5~-034%
— 350-86-81146
12702777
350868116 350-86-B11l6
LE *
1859 GEARY a

SAN FRANCISCD CA 94115

We cannot find & 1975 California personal income tax return in our files under your name, address, and social
security number although information given us indicates you may be required to filte. TO HELP US CLEAR OUR
RECORDS, FOLLOW THE INSTRUCTIONS UNDER A, B, OR C BELOW. if you do not answer, we are authorized to
assess tax on the basis of available information.

= £ EMn.

Rl FAFRY B N AR

Please complele Section A on the reverse side of this letter and return it to us.

#
€
3

1

B.—IF YOU ARE NOT REQUIRED TO FILE:

Please complete Sectlon B on the reverse side of this letter and return it to us. See enclosed “Income Tax
Instructions” which show filing requirements.

C.—IF YOU ARE REQUIRED TO FILE BUT HAVE NOT FILED:

The Personal Income Tax Law requires that every individual who has a filing requirement shall file a tax return each
year, Failure to file a return may result in 2 25% penaity for failure to file when due and an additional 25% penalty for

dailiira tn Fla afiar thic notificatinn f‘.nmnn!ahnn af this additinnal mnahv dnoe not allow crodit for amosninte

ITERUTT WO s et far it tiie = =T in, PeaEn =oos NOL S0V SIoS! A Eae

withheld or other prepayments and can be avoided by completing nnd relurnmg the enclosed Form 540 for 1976
within 10 days from the date of this notice.

M California State income tax was withheld from your wages. & copy of your W-2 must be attached to your
delinquent return to suppor! any amount claimed for California State income fax withheld.

If you were not a resident for the entire year of 1976, complete the schedule on page 10 of the enclosed instructions
and comptlete in detail the nonresident portion of Section B on the back of this form. Attach both to your Form 540.

Your payment should include:

INTEREST at €% from the due date of the return [April 15, 1977] lor the first year of delinquency. interest at
12% a year for the second and subsequent delinguent years to the date of payment (second delinguent year

begins April 15, 1978).

PENALTY for delinquent filing at 25% of the balance of tax due after deducting any credils or California State

income tax withheid from your wages.
A REPLY 1S REQUESTED WITHIN 10 DAYS.

FILING ENFORCEMENT
Telephone (916) A55-0370
Enc

FTB <600-M(8-TH

RETURAN THIS COPY WITH
YOUR RETURN OR REPLY

088~ 3L - 1Y
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LA™ OFTICE REFORT ;26 April 20, 1978 page 2 from June

The tan packazze on Truth EZnterprises was sent over this veel
with Geor:;ia:; I understand tongzht that the brief case is

found and as this envelove should be in 1t; Zetty rzreparecd it
with blani: tex forms and xeroxes of recs: sheets of exvenditures
Aandincome, ete. If anything further is meded let me know.

Franchise Tax Board Notice of Revacation and Forfelture of
Privilezes sent to P.T, last week: MNartha has probably
elso alresdy written this one up, so this may be redundant.

Mhae Watiscs yaz sent sunnnesedlvy becgiicse we had navar filad +ha
Lae ¥ € a8t neverr I1.24 ]

Foras 192% for the years 1974, 1975 and 1976, information
returns, Ic left instructions that these were to be done

when he vent overseas, but no one here knew how to do it because
we didnt Imov whatpercentages to put in regarding donations,
croserties, ets. e had taken the forms to Buddy, and he was
zoing to file them, and he wes aware of the deadline,

Put he ciint mention them agzin, and we failed to pick up on
them also, and so the time passed and hedid not file them

Yhen e toolr the Revocation and Forfeitue notice into hin,

he Tell bacc on the excuse thet we had never ziven him figures
to £111 in the Torms, 1i’ell, he s*ould have had it calendared,
but of course that does not excuse us from the responsibility

of remindinz him and »eing on top of the situation enough to
fill ot the forms belore the deadline. The night we took

the Notice in, we filled out the informaton returns in his
office, couparing the nrevious yeers befae 1274 to arrive at
some percentages. Attached are copies ofthe informatiomal
returns. Suddy mailed them in with the etteched letter,
assuning all would work out. But we wanted to be sure and

had Tom Acens take the forms personally to Sacramento, including
a letter reserving the corporate neme of Peoples Temple (which
Dr. South had recommended was absolutelynecessary, whereas Buddy
had not even menticoned it). Sacranento would not accept the
reserve letter, and didnt give Tom any kind of recelpt other than
a stamp on the forms 1998, Later we had him take in duplicates
to the San Trancisco office of the Franchise Tax Board, and after
several days of checking with them, during which time the
Sacremento office informed us that we had submitted the foras
after the rezular comnuter time so that we would not be registered
in the records as bdeing back in sction tllnext month. e
finally hessled this one out with the SF dfice, who called the
Ssacto office and after much checking backand forth, we got a
letter officialy lifting the forfeiture and revocation of
privilezes, ané a certification from the Secretary of State
reinstmting our name. Iy impression frem all of this is that
Buddy As lackadasical, and talks big but doesnt produce.

Ba- 3)~b< Q1>




STATE OF CALNCRNIA @
FRANCHISE TAX BOARD
SACRAMENTO, CAUFGRNIA 93857

340102 bg:emb
(PEQPLES TEMPLE OF THE DISCIPLES OF CERIST —\
P. 0. Bax 15023 R
San Francisco, CA 94115
Subject : CERTIFICATE OF RELIEF FROM SUSPENSION OR FORFEITURE

Corporate Name : FPECPLES TEMPLE OF THE DICIPLES OF CHRIST

Corporate Number: 50054k
Effective Date : April 13, 1978

This corporation has been relieved of suspension or forfeiture and is now
in good standing with the Franchise Tax Board.

Collection Section
Telephone (916) 355-0520

FTB 2557 (3-76) 8- 3I-b. 2L




STATE OF CALIPOSNIA

oA ALY
FRANCHISE TAX BOARD

SACRAMENTO, CALFORMIA PIRETT

April 13, 1978
i M
{ Peoples Temple of the Disciples of Christ
POO- Box 15384 -
San Francisco, CA 94115
[
L_ _—
Subject : CERTIFICATE OF RELIEF FROM SUSPENSION OR FORFEITURE

Corporate Name ¢ PEOPLES TEMPLE QF THE DISCIPLES OF CHRIST
Corporate Number: SOQS440 PT20T :

This corporation has been relieved of suspension or forfeiture and is now
in good standing with the Franchise Tax Board.

.

'
%%7//55’/
Collection Section

Telephone

(h15) 557-0796

FIB 2557 (3-76) Be- 3' “'6 - 7




SECSETATE FORm ‘:l:::;:.l.-"- ( RE CEIPT (
lssuing Certificate of Reservation
For Corporate Name _.__.___ $4.00
Special Handling:
P 1
Jean F. Brown
P,0. Pox 15023 |
San Francisco, California $4315
)
L _ No. 77704
=

I, MARCH FONG EU, Secretary of State of the State of California, do hereby certify
that the name:

" PEOPLES TEWPLE OF THE DISCIFLES OF CHRIST

is not one which i likely to mislead the public and is not the same as, end does not-
resemble, 30 closely as to tend to deceive the name of g corporation formed under the
Iz of this State, or the name of o corporation not incorporated under the laws of this
Siate which is guthorized to tronsact intrastate business in this State, or a name which
under resevvation, as protided in Section 201 of the Corporations Code of this State, and
that this name iz hareby reserved for o period of sixty days commencing on the date hereof
for the use of the applicant for this certificate.

o, April 10, 1978 rb
Secratary of Stats

BB’ Jl‘b'-g’g
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uAul;:L::::;:;znAu __,——"""'—'__—ﬁ—_—

IRE S MARKEY BYRELT

BAN FRANGCIBCO, TA 94102

——

tais) mEe-m13y April 7, 1978

State of California
Franchise Tax Board
Sacramento, California 95857

-

Attention: Ms. Jackie Nance, Office Supervisor
Exempt Unit

Re: Peoples Temple of the Disciples of Christ (PT)
Corporate Number : 5005440
Parent Number : 0256780

Dear Ms. Nance:

Enclosed for your records and pursuant to our telephone
conversation today are:

1), Application for Relief From Suspension.

2) . PT check number 989, dated April 5, 1978, in the
ampunt of $10.00 as payment of revivor fee..

3). Forms 199B for calendar year 1974, 1975, and 1976. .

As you know, the Forms 199B for 1974, 1875, and 1976 were
filed on March 31, 1978, but had not been cleared by your
computer records.

This letter also confirms our discussion of a January 23,
1978 letter from your office {symbols —- 344;GR/RPT: me) which
relieved Peoples Temple of filing this Form 193B for calendar
years after 1976, Therefore, no Form 199B must be filed for
1977 and thereafter due to éur being included in ourforganization's
filing of their group returns. parent

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter.

Yours truly, .

el R

Marshall R. Bent -

enclosures
cc: Peoples Temple

MEB/jfb

88 3156 - Qe
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- FRANCHISE TAX BOARD

STATE OF CAURORNIA (

SACRAMENTD CA 95857

Date: 04703778

PEOPLES: TEMPLE OF THE DISCIPLES OF CHR Corporate No.: 5005440 PT20T
IST, s

PO BX 214
REDWDOD VLY CA 95470

THE RIGHTS, POWERS, AND PRIVILEGES OF THIS CORPORATION HAVE
BEEN SUSPENDED BECAUSE YOU HAVE NOT PAID THE AMOUNT
DUE OR FILED THE REQUIRED RETURN,

YOUR RIGHT TO THE CORPORATE NAME HAS BEEN FORFEITED AND
IT MAY BE NECESSARY TO SELECT A NEW CORPORATE NAME- BEFORE

THE CORPORATION CAN BE REVIVED TO GOOD STANDING.

IF THE CORPORATION INTENDS TO TRANSACT BUSINESS OR PROTECT
THE CORPORATE NAME, IT MUST REVIVE TO GOOD STANDING IMME-
DIATELY.

EXEMPT SECTION
mevore (916)  355-0392

FIs 2520-M (3-77)

‘ga- 31-b- 23

rrr——

B ahais |
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STATUS QUESTIONNAIRE
ond
APPLICATION FOR RELIEF FROM SUSPENSION OR FORFEITURE

Complete the following and return to the Fronchise Tox Board, P.O,
Box 14568, Socramento, California #5807

De::~be stotus of activity; check oppropriate block.

7. Never pctive

2 Wa; octive but ceased octivity i -
Y-

K still octive, began octivity 3 .3. o > 1965

i the corporation is to be relieved from suspension or forfeiture, check box and complete
the following:

| hereby make opplication to have the corporation relisved from wspénsion or
forleiture.

The corporation’s annual accounting period ends &( - 34 /727 )i
Accounting period must end on the last day of a month.

1* the corporation is to remain suspended or forfeited, complete the following:

[N

ist all real ond/or personal property in which the corporation has an interest, equity
o: ownership.

8. If ossets haove been distributed, when ond to whom were distributions made?

C. Nomes and addresses of principel officers.

I certity and declore under penclties of perjury thot the foregoing siatements are trye
and complete to the best of my knowledge and belief.

”
onot @ tbitr  Prsidemdt 4328
(SIOMED mng) . " {DATE)
Any stockholder or creditor or @ mojority of the surviving trustees or directors moy sign
on behalt of o California bonk or corporation,

Any officer, stockholder or creditor may sign on beholf of o foreign bank or corporstion.

88- 3i~b- 222




INCOME YEAR

¢ €5 CALIFORMIA

EXESPT DRGANIZATION ANNUAL INFORMATION STATEMENT 51

For calendor year 1976 - . 5
or fiscal year begun..___ . — ~+ 1976, and ended. ... ... . - 1977

DO NOT USE THIM SPACES
SERTAL
M No. - .
Peoples Temple of the Disciples of Christ :
-P.0O. Bax 15023 o ca A «w
Wmfici sévas - San Francisco CA 94115
o abel. e : 1| CORPORATE OR ORGANIZATION NO.
5005440
i - _ | FEDERAUEMROYER IDENTIFICATION NO.
PLEASE AFFIX PREADDRESSED LABEL. PRINT OR TYPE EIN 35-0868116

CwPI.ETE ONLY ONE OF THE FOLLOWING APPLICABLE PARTS

{358 INSTRUCTIONS ON REVIRSE)

PART 1. All churches, apostolic organizotions and ruligions orders with exclusively religious octivities complets thi:
part. (See Instruction A.) .

1. ladicate the vorious soumes of this organizotion’s recougts by approximate percentoge of each item.

o Coniributions, gifts, or grants . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 4 b e i e e e e e, v.:....._g_‘_.%

b. Income from debt-finenced property (rentol, leoss, dividends, intersst, N T I

c Other income (describa) 2 %
PART Il. Organizations eontrolled by Stote or Public Body, check box [J. ‘ {See Instruction A (5)).

PART 1. Other exempt ergonizotions with gross receipts normally $5,000 or less [if average gross receipts exceed
$5,000, Form 199 must be filed) complete the following: (See lnstruction A (3)

0. Gross receipts from dwes, fees ond otsensment of members . . . . | | .....-.mym A
b. Tolol gross receips . . . . . . . . B T T + v e o o S
¢ M grou receipls for this year are over $5,000 but the overage for the last thrae years (inch nﬂpkcu?mym) s not .

over $5,000, completetthe following:

GROSS RECEIPTS FOR: 1974 1975 L (- -

Avoroge grom receipie for reporfing . . . . . . . v o 4 4 4 e o2 . . . aye ?Ax,7 .

alip.
TO BE COMPLETED BY ALL ORGANIZATIONS

a. Describe p y ond dary octivities (cttoch separcte sheet if needed). =t

5 : rvice .

2 : i e aqed & retarded childre:

b, If exempt under Seclibn 23701d, have you during the ysar (1) ottempted 1o lafivence any national, state, or local legislation,
or (2) parficipatad of Intervened in omy politicol compaign? (See Instruction F for definitions).
O Yes XXNo If "Yes,” attach o detailed description of such oc!mhes ond copies of eny materials publlshld in connec-

fion with such octivifies.
¢ Check form(s) filed far current yeor: Federol [1990 [] 99T [J1120; Swoe ] 109
d. The books ore in carewf >___Laetitia Leroy Telephone Number, 922 6418

locoted ot »___Se@_Francisco CA

Under pemliins of pesjory, | dedom thet | bave exentined this siutement, Tncluding ving schedules und .ﬂ‘.b“‘.‘rw..l.‘
Wﬁingcm—‘m"mm‘brlmﬂﬁwﬂ.‘hxp-w.“*d-uﬁuhwnulhmd“hh-qlu-wb‘p.

3431438 _Q%? /640&4’—-—-— /&ff.jﬁﬂ/&l/&é/ﬁ, Call fornia

F==mr i e Y 7 A R

() Frgnature of ind vidusl or firm prepetivg ShiE Eismeat Addrsre

MML STATEIMENT 70 FRANCHISE TAX BOARD, SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 93;7_ - b _bn




€ CALIFORNIA
EXEMPT ORGANIZATION ANNUAL INFORMATION STATEMENT

For calendar year 1975
or fiscol year begun 1975, andended e, 1978

SO NOT VIE THESE SPACES
SERSAL .
[— : NO,
Peoples Temple of the Disciples of Christ
P.0. Box 15023 _ o cA A «©
Wfitste sitns 5an Francisco CA 94115 -
change on babel. .
CORPORATE Of ORGAMIZATION NO.
5005430
I_ FEDERAL EMPLOYER IDENTIFICATION MO.
. "~ J EIN 35-086 8116
PLEASE AFFIX PREADDRESSED LABEL. PRINT OR TYPE T 91 33 Trg

COMPLETE ONLY ONE OF THE FOLLOWING APPLICABLE PARTS
© (SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE)

PART L All churches, apostelic organizations and religious orders with exclusively religious activities conq-:lcfo this
part. {See Instruction A)

1. Indicate the various sources of this organizatien’s receipts by opproximots p«cenlogs of each item.

a. Contributions, gifts, orgrants . . . . . - « + . . & & e+ e 2 . P e e e e e e e 94 «

b. Income From debt-financed proparty (rental, leass, dividends, interes, efc.) . e e e e e e e e e e 4 =

cOtharrental or lecse income . . . . . - . . .+ & . . s f e 2T e e e e e e e e e %

d. Other & (dwscribe) : 2 %
2. b this o group report filed on behalf of affiliated churches? O Yes [X Mo I "Yer” see Instruction B.

RECEIVED
PART JL Orgonizotions controlled by Stats or Public Body, check box [ (e Instruction A (5)},

vizations with gross receipts $5.000 or less completa th -m
)

E TAX
Totol gross receipls . . . . . 4 - -+ s 4 s . e o n e e e oa e s S .F.RA.NI%*A'?!DT. O e

o
b, Totel ossets. (Foir Market Volve) ot end of year . . . . . e e e e e e J s rrincimeo, cALF- | %

TO BE COMPLETED BY ALL ORGANIZATIONS

a. Describe primory ond secondary oclivities (aftoch seporate sheet H noeded).
1. __zxmnip_aL_Be__&muxs_a_m_MLezvice.
2 __ Secondary: Christian Sunday School, care for the aged & retarded chilc

b, If exempt under Section 2370)d, have you during the ym (1) ottempied to influence any notional, state, or local legislation,
or (7) porticipoted or intervened in any politicel compaign? {See insiruciion F for definitions).
CJYes XX No K “Yes,” atioch o detoiled descripion of such activilies ond copies of any moterials pubfished in connec-
tion with such octivities.

¢. Check form(s) filed for current year; Federcl [ 990 D 990T [ 1120; Swate [J 109

Uader panalies of perivry, | dedare thet | hove ined this stom chuds duley wnd stutements, ond to the best of my haowledge and
beliet B k Wrve, carect and complete. Hmhuw“ﬁnw hﬁdumihdudhhoﬁndﬁdhhqw

3/31/78 %ﬁu J S, Acsméal—&rdz«:;, California

Signoters of oliiter Tty i which wgeed

Dusie “Signaturs of Individuel o AR proparing This Shotement ‘Address

MAIL STATEMENT TO FRANCHISE TAX BOARD, SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA g&"_ 3 |~ 6 Qay

wen o Ty




( @ WAML”[FUWHU‘\‘]UM '"CME YEAR
EXEMPT ORGANIZATION ANNUAL INFORMATION STATEMENT ELIIE

Fer calendor year 1974 : _ DO NOY USI THESE SPACKS
or fiscal year begun _ 1974, andended.__ ., 1975 %u
Neme of srgasization [~] CA A (<
u"’“’ wa | Peoples Temple of the Disciples of Christ :
Addrom (nember and sireet) CORPORATE OF ORGANIZATION NO.
e lrlﬂﬂt P.0. Box 15023 5p05440
Sadicats addrem |5 == L)
changt 98 label, | Gty or wwe, Staie end TP cwde FEDERAL EMPLOTER IDENTIFICATION MO
San Francisco CA 94115 ® | BIN: 3540868116 .-

COMPLETE ONLY ONE OF THE FOLLOWING APPLICABLE PARTS
(I INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE)

PART |. All churches, apostolic organizations and refigious ordsvs with exclusively raligious aciivities complaie this
part. (Ses instruction A.)

1. Indicote the vorious sources of this organization's recsipts by npprnxmil percentoge of each em,

a. Contribulions, gifts, or grants .- . e e e e h e e e e %
b.incomefmmdoht—ﬁncncodpropcny(mhlhnndiﬂdonda,immttc.) e e e e e e e e e 5 o
c. Other rental or leass income . . . . . . e v s e e e e e e e e e e e e s e e %
d. Other income (describe) 3 o

2. b this o group report filed on behalf of offifiated churches? [J Yes XXENo
K “Yes,” see Instruction B, .

PART . Orgonizations controlled by State or Public Body, check box [ RECEIVED
(See Insiruction A (5)).

PARY Il). Other exempt organizations with gross receipts $5,000 or less complete the 1of‘owmgz
(Sen Instruction A (3) and F) FRANCHISE 'I'AX

o. Total gross receipts . . - s e e e et s s e e s e e e s BOARD, —
hTmlmu‘acMnrh!Vuluo)urondofyuw...-.......... i rimmcrece, e |

TO BE COMPLETED BY ALL ORGANIZATIONS
a. Describe primary and dary odivities (attach separaie shest if nesded).

) . N . . e - :
2 Co e A 2 var o Mhvictian Sundav Sahanl . ceave for the aoed_ Lretarded childry

b. H exempt under Section 23701d, hove you during the ysor (1} oftempted %o influence ony national, siate, or local legidation,
or (2) porficipated or intervened in any political compaign? (See Instruction F for definitions).
OvYes [JNo ¥ ~Yes,” attach a detailed description of such oclivities and copies of any materials published in connec-
tion with such activities. .
€. Check form{s) fied for current year: Federol [J 990 O WOT [J Vi20
Seate 1 w9

Mrmﬁ-dmlhdwvhlhnmﬂﬁmw” chodwies ond and o
beliaf Bt & Wrve, corruct end complate. W thm*h“w.h%k“udhﬁ—i—d“hhm%.

- pamm Seem /-1- ORA . 4}":‘: ! . a1t £ 4
3731778 ‘/’fwt(/b(/"'=' i S ECFeidt California
[ A T Eigerrs o /M“&E‘ Tomie in wikich sigmed
— Pate “Eognatvrn ol indivichesl or hrm prapering this Fuimemest Nabideuta
BMAIL STATEMENT TO FRANCHISE TAX BOARD, SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 858




‘ e (P13 G Fovdud Tr damedd
( @ CALIFORGNE..

T ORG N ANNUAL INFORMATION STATEMENT

Iaiiani 0O NOT DsSi THISE SFACEY
or fiscal year begur oeppi g TeunLz aF Ten DISCISLE 1T M o
“Q € of CuplsT, 11/54 /6%
Panguse |[Memesfd o oy ~qy PTION
kbl attaciond z ’ S [23 CA FA A A
Im.wil'- ,f‘,-R aen 3008 440
o Addeem by . RE PN Y Sy :
- ¥ VL Ci S T
chasge po ishel ! . .
Soe Oy or W, o CLASSIMCATION CODE
ttraction ¥ ' L,JA
. Corporate or Organizaty Number >R € Aewbue R S-EEE} Federal Employer Identification Number
Cop e #5678 / Redoal: EIN 35- 036216 VT 44 - 214 7086 .

Organizafions with grom receipts and assets of lem than $2,000, :hxkhal[j(hoSponﬁclnﬂmclﬂnthmlM).
Organizations controllad by state or public body, theck box [] (see Spacific Imiruction 2 for Form 1998). .

PART 1. Al churches, opostolic organizations ond nlugimu orders wiﬂl axclusively religious oactivities complete

this part. (See Specific Insruction 3 for Form 1998.) Other r g tions file Form 199.
1. Indicote the vorious sources of this orgonization’s receipts by the opprommfo percentaga of soch item. (If you consider that any item
duplicates in whols or in part ancther item of income, so indicate.)
APPROTLMATE %
o—Comributioms, gifs or gramts . . . . . . . . . L . 0 . - . . e el e - . e/
b—Advertising icome . . . . . - = - o« a4 4 v o+ v o= s e e e e 4 a4 e
c—Dividends — INMEMER . . . . . - . . e e e e e e e e e e e e 4
& - Roymines . . .
c—lmlorlmmmo!rombcblﬁ\omd?mpoﬂy................ 3
f— Othor rantul or fease income . . . . . . e e e e e e e e e e e
(’ g — Publishing - H&dpublumnm . .
h— Fund raiting (describe) _ CONGERL .,kvﬂs,,*ﬁd? Sales |, (mﬂwh Dinners ~ 2,
i — income from services (describe)

- bmm Juminem ocfivities (describe)

RS- M e lnstructions for filing Forma 199 ond
al lnstruction F, Group Returns

P / 774 U 0’a = #3 normally $5,000 or less {with
Specific lnstruction 4 for.Form 1998.)
Vo Wi~ VI 7k ¥~ 4

;72‘;-' @ /fm—m /"1‘70, 5%/7/.:7_ ;
Jrthich mma’fnw e i
dnéj (579-6-76 orem — e

Af‘() NoTéE — Aﬂ,«r/fuﬂ-lhho lo T8 .. 1 afermoton of whih he hes ooy Seoviadye

f it T LT s e § F AL T e

: - 9‘*\ _—

MAIL STATEMENT TO FRANCHISE TAX BOARD, SACRAMENIY, uauwORNIA 85857

- 3i~b -3t Poge 1
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Pose 2 .. ( ( " Form 1998 {1973)

PART 1Il. AH orgunirctions roqulrodtoﬂh this form, uuﬂ'bmwmlmn«iphnndmh laxs than $2,000, .
must also complete this part. (See Specific Instruction 5 for Foem 1998}

Cras

© — Describe principol activifies: 7 7 ‘ (

 Rebgms Weahyaud Hwon Seruce

b — Describe secondary odivies ' T T -
o Clunih Suvkg Sehed s e
e S0 fo Tins Aryed L, Refpeded uildvon TS NET

it . o

~ € —H exempt under Saction 23701d, have you during the yeae (1) cttempied to influsiice any national, slote, or locol leqm(s.
or (2 porticipated or intervened in ony poliical campoign? [ Yes~ BI'Ne ¥ “Yes” afioch o detailed description of
smch odivities ond copias of any materials published in connection with such ochivities.

d-— Are you required to file Form 10V for this yeor (see instruction )7 . . . . . ] Yes ﬁﬂo

e— What & the legal form of your orgonization (corpomiun. truss, wmcorporuhd uuocluhon, ol:.)? Weren .

f —The books ore in core of _ WA ln Telephone No. $¥5 -8613 (7071 .
tocoted ot __Schod Lay, e Qh’ﬁmm .....

@ — Form number of federal form fled Ed8a!. & r:n L,_ Aoty & The Chnidhaia Gunch (Dusciplr f Canief-)
h — For organizotions other than churches:
i.Doyoummfulorhmummmefmmmﬂyonwlnchmmqmbomodtopw:hmpmpeﬂywh
Improvements on #? mkwmcmqfhmhbmkrmd-dmmﬂnm) o s :
[JYes [0 No f "Yes,” whot is the annval rental or lease income? T T i
2 Social chubs, exempt under Section 23707g, enter the total of all income racsived from mon-members phs ofl interent,
dividend, roycities ond rental income

LOCATION OF FRANCHISE TAX BOARD OFFICES
EXEMPTS—NFORMATION: TELEPHONE (914) 355-0392

Addrons BpCode  Tolophone Addren ZiaCode  Tolephans i
Bokorshold . .. . VOIY t7oh Shrest .. .. 73301 1270540 Somte Ase . 2% Civic Conter Plaze . ___ . 97703 3584340
Frawns_ 2950 Meriposs Sireet 721 4B4-5540 Sowiw Berbare 441 E Conen Perdide Strem__ 93701 41878
long Booch___________ 230 Fust Fourth Sirewt__ 50802 Qasris Sonte Ress _ 447 Collegs Avenwe ____ . P58 3440840
Los Angelen 3398 Wikiirs Bovlevard____ #0010 420-5400 Simchten _____ . IV E Chennel Siraet . 95302 948-0340
Doblond 1918 Bramds v4812 4540540 VenNeys .. 133 Yon Nupr Bevlevend ____. T402
Sotrmments ... V¥ 2n s-o_____,mu 44595400
Sou Sornovdis I W.Thed Sret 12401 370l OUTOFSIATE OFRCES t
SenDiege 1390 Framt Street_______ .. 9210 2367540 Chicage, A ... '!”Mw-d:-rbrm____m 322-4025
Son Fromcacs 345 larkie Sirewy __ 40T 557 L5540 fiow Tork, NV. ___ 1190 Avenve of the Americss _ 10034 3.0
Seatoa_ . BSEN FirtStreet . #5012 91540

e venm e 6e- 3i~b "‘;Q'J-_-*"“"""f;'




tbe third quarter taxes are due. ' R

‘/

LY

y T 1Wo-7

TRUTH ENTERPRISES

-

Wwhat are we supposed to do with Truth?! As I understood from many

months a&go we were going to dissolve it. Someone over there was going

to give us instructions on how it was to done. Still no word and now

%e have not done any business under Truth since the date of the
second gaurter closing on taxes. However since we have not received
any info on how to fill out credit applications under Vallye Enterpirses
(officers etc.) we are ordering paper under our old Truth account but
paying bills with VAlley checks. Other suppliers are on a cash basis.
We need to bhave accounts with the paper company's in order to assure

a supply of paper when we need it. So we are sitting on the fence watting

¥%e peed to know:
A. ¥What to tell the Franchise Tax Board
b. What to tell the State Board of Equalizatiorn

c. ¥hat to we do about officers signing on crefiit applications for Valley

Enterprises, when they are all overseas?

C/\'n'»v\

e

wersy




COUNTY OF SAN JOAQUIN
Statement of DELINQUENT TAXES

PARCEL NO, SALE NO,
STATE PROPERTY
AW AR A s 57,2
Yoor s 72 SOLD FOR TAXES, ASSMTS. /2y
6% PENALTY A X4
COSTS Fle s
Asst. No. I TAAT 4 R zen
Year SOLD FOR TAXES, ASSMTS. /AN VI
/773 $.425 0 € (o9 pEnaLry Zls,
COSTs Floo
Asst. No. RED PEN 54%"/ (DZ B
Year SOLD FOR TAXES, ASSMTS. =2 |6 £
1779 $ 5750 [en penatry Y
COsTS ., Flo
Asst. No. RED PEN AZx & plre
Yaor /)G 75 SOLD FOR TAXES, ASSMTS. Y79 4 VT4
s L2 2 6% PENALTY Zie F
€OSTS EAV N,
Asst, No. RED PEN Yo 255
Year SOLD FOR TAXES, ASSMTS, YT AR )
/9 7% $ L2/ 52 (6w peatry YA
COSTS SlT o
Asst. No. RED PEN ¥ x 241z
Yeor SOLD FOR TAXES, ASSMTS, 27 |sz
/G2 $ F220 [ox peatry /
COSTS L Tlce
Asst. No. RED PEN (o ¥ 65
STATE REDEMPTION FEE | § =2le o
, PICGRLIIG FEE g Zlo
20% “\gARTIA]L ?f?" 3 o

TOTAL AMOUNT TO REDEEM AS OF
Remit by PERSONAL OR CASHIER'S CHECK or MONEY
John A. Prowse, Tax Collactor, ond forword with this

2169, Room 150, Court House, Stockton, Colifornia 95201

ORDER mode payabls 1o
statement to P. O. Box

88-3/-b - Qa9




COUNTY
[

VALUAT

l!tﬂ'l q; m’n M .
m’l TAR lll?l‘:ll!

1978 - 1979

T~ RATES AND DISTRIBUTION OF AMOUNTS PER EACH TARING
; TARNG AGANCY pARE RATH

AGENCY
AMOUNY

N DATE . 1201 AM._MARCH 1 191
ONQ_ %M

L 375

. de800| 175-250-35 *%_

ML vhill PIRSOMAL PhOP

AN MATE AREA [T
115089 | 35726 %

0

IF A BALE NUMBER 1§ PRINTED
76| ABOVE OR THE WORD “LIEN" ib

PRINTED ABOVE — SEE INFOR
Wil 100 ASsaMD vl | MATION PRIWTED ON  REVERSE

GROSE TAx DUE

™ TN AFTA 1 e
R b tvenr 1S awwr POGRIS
HOMEQWNERS' LXEMPTION— L

NET TOTAL TAL OUE eaen

Z1.84

Ot =0=4 =

mno

Wil HUNEIT
S4b582

MEEP THID
UPPLR PAHT

FOA YOLIR SAN

HICONDS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
Peoglea temgle of l?iscigfeal-
xP 156

BoX 1}
FRANC]ISCO CA 94115

TUR ADORERS OR MEMARKE
188 CLAYTON AV

STOCKTON

OMECT ABBERRMENT

5.00

- cl WCLUOED I TOTAL TAX

QXL OO
—-DE OV

on
[~
et et g

BEZ MEVEASE OF Tris STATEMENT FOR IMPORTANT INFQRMATION

PARCEL NUMBER

181 (NSTALLMENT

10.91

—

565

SFE DELINOUENT
DATES ON RLVERRE

AGENCY WO,

BB -3/~ b- D30

J WRITE PARCEL NO. ON YOUR GHECK

orBRTACELAND AEIRAN
- YOUR REMITTANCE TO
AND

TREASURER
JOHN A PROWSE  Tax couscroa
P.0. BOX £188, STOCKTON, CAL. 9528

SECURED PROPERTY

1978 - 1979 S Feutnr stue

JIr INSTALLMENT

s'{)égpﬁ.egFTe le of S%El!'cli';)?.gg‘ IA
L PO BOX 15156

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94115

PARCEL NUMBER

- -

TAX RATE AREA [T

HND INSTALLMENT

10.%91
T
87
NET TOTAL TAX GUE

% PEN.
CORT

T WILL BE MAILED BACK N 4 T0O & WEEKS

21.82(%

J WRITE_PARCEL MUMBER ON YOUQ CHECK,
DETACH AND RETURN

Y S8 PROPERTY 1HIS PAYMENT STUl WITH
YOUR REMITTANCE 1O

JOHN A. PROWSE LLecTOR

TREABUI
TAN COLLECTOR

. P.0. BOX 1188, STOGKTON, :N- 01
ZHD INST. or TOTAL TAX

s%gelensr'l‘e le of i‘igfp%gn
e g BOX 15156

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94115

1078 - 1979 Y ste

-1
1.30

1
\F YOU OESIRE A RECEIPT - CHECK THIS BOX D -rm T

DATES ON REVERSE

IF YOU DESIRE A RECEIPT - CHECK YRS mg D

It WILL BE MAILED BACK iN 4 TO & WEEK




' MFARIAND ENERGY, INC.
: - box 3608, sants fe springs
10425 south painter svenue

samta fe springs, califormia 30670

1(213) 944-0181 (213} 685-3126

20 October 1978

Pecples Temple of the Disciples of Christ
Post Office Box 15156 o
San Francisco, California 94115

Re: South Stockton Prospect
San Joaguin County, Califormia
Proposed Pecoples Temple of the Disciples
in Cchrist Lease

Gentlemen:

According to the public records of San Joaguin County you own property
south of the City of Stockton that we would like tc lease for oil and gas
exploration purposes. We have leases from adjoining owners, and we hope
to have all of the lots in that neighborhood leased scon.

We are enclosing a lease set prepared for your eignature. As you will see,
the working period of the iease is five years. During that period this
lease will be pooled with a group of other leases so that we will have a
large enough block of land within which to drill a gas well. The drill-
site will be on a larger parcel of land, not on any of the small lots. -

The lease sets out a $5.00 per acre rental for the first year and also for
subsequent rentals during the five years. If we find production all of
the lessors within the pooled area will share in the 1/6 landowner's
royalty set forth in the lease, Single lots receive a flat $10.00 rental.

We hope that you will decide to accept our offer. To do so, please sign
the two bluebacked leases (both the short form and the long form) before
a notary public. Please initial Article Hine of the long form lease.
Enclosed is a stamped envelope for you to use for returning the leases to
us. When they reach us we will mai) you a check for $10,00.

Thank you

Very truly yours

Assistant Land Manager

TIM:ct
ancs
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SPACE ABOVE THIS LINKE FOR RECORDER'S USE = r=r——=

OIL, GAS AND MINERAL LEASE

. (EHORT FORM

THIS LEASE AND AGREEMENT, madeandentered into_ - . . M. .
Ly and betwean _____PEOPLES TEMPLE.OF THE DISCTPLES OF CHETST, a California corporation,

bareinaftar called “Lesr™ (whether one of Tore), aad Mo Farand Encrpy . Inc.

a Catifornia Corpogutivn -
WITNESSETH:

Her callod "Lessee.”

Lasaos hereby leases 1o Lavsae and Lessee hereby leases from Lemor the land hereinafler described, for the purposes and
with the exclusive right of prospecting, exploring. mining driliing and opersting said land for oil, gas other hydrocarbens.
d sub I ph i ecarbon dioxide. heliun gnd olbher viatly valuabk nees which may be
Wwﬁmmnﬂh&whﬂhnunmmutham:mmﬂmﬁuwwm&

Y San Joaquin

—~County. California, and 5 described s follows:

See EXHTHIT “A" attached hereto and by reference made a part hereof:

Thin Jease is mads for the term and upon And subject o mich and all the terms, pr 5 and d [ ]
Mhhmmcumuhwwdmuummmmmumm.nndhmmm
mmﬂmummwkmnwm-mummmumuamm-c
tovth ot length

I WIINESS WHEREOE. sid pirties have caused this lease to be duly executed as of the dale first hereinabove written

PEODLES TEMPLE OF THE DISCIDPLES

OF CHRIST McFariand Energy, Inc. -
JBY: . .
President BY: !
M. X. S5anford - Contract Agent
BY:
ﬁgc‘refnr\r
LERROR ) LESSYF
Do 21 1 ~ ™
L0 2T A~ WAd37
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA E
County ol ... =
On,_ . —msm—before me, the undersigned, s Notary Public in and for said

County and State, personally sppearwd Das

— ———— e — -_hn-nbmbhﬂ-pm_mm,_..__-

uwummwmm-um:m sted the sane.

{SEAL - -
ROTARY FUBLIC

My Commission Expires: . I -
t : . . - Type or Print Name of Notary

STATE OF CALIFORMIA ‘
COUNTY OF -

On_ before ma, the wderzigned, & Notary Public In and for said
County and Stata, perscnally appeared kven $0 e to be the..m ..~
Presid and -— —— e - k0D o e to be the ——Bagretiary
[ tha eorporation that sxecuted the within jirstrument spd known to me to
be the p who cuted the within i mumofmmmmwumwuummc
ﬁmwbmmmmb:hmuamﬂmdiumdm
(BEAL)

- NOTARY PURLIC
Commuteion T [
My Expires: Type or Print Name of Notary
BTATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF } -

_ beiore me, e undersigned. & Notary Public io snd for mid
County and State, patsonally sppesred known to me 1o b the
Presid o, known to me 1o be the.

5 Y ol —the
carporstion that Mh-ﬁhmmmwnbmnhmmmmmm'uuan
behal! of the ke dged to me that mach d the same to its by-laws

or & resolution of its board of dirwtors.
(BEAL)

NOTARY PUBLIC

ind * - Type or Print Name of Notary

1

]
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EXHIBIT “A®

THE Jest 50 feet of the East 150 fewt of the North 140 feet of the following
degcribed property:

A tract of lapnd situated in the County of San Joaquin, State of Califommia,
in Cections 11 and 12 of C, M. VYeber Crant, and being a portion of lots
117 and 112 of MOSSWOOD PAHK, as per map filed in Book of Maps, Voluse &
at Puge 52, San Jowquin County Records, and more particularly described as
follow, tomerit:

BECTWNING at an iron pipe at the intersection of the East )ine of Odell
Averne ghown on said Map of Mosswood Park, with the South line of Clayton
Averue as zhown on Map “C" Mosswood Park, liled in Book of Maps, Volume 11,
Page 4, San Joaguin County Records; thence along the said South line of
Clayion Avenue, Horth 71° 08' Bast 308.68 feet to un iron pipe; thence alonz
the 3Scuthetly extension of the ¥West line of Mary Avenue, South 17° 52* EZast
340.47 feet to an iron pipe; thence South ?6° 38' West £6.87 feet to un
iron pipe at the Morth west corner of the 25.00 acre tract shown on Map of
Survey riled in Book of Surveys, Volume 6, at Page 145, San Joaquin County
fecorda:z; thence along the Weaterly line of said 25.00 acre tract, South

17% 52 Iast 202.£5 feet to an iron pipe; thence South 71% 08' West Z£1.80
feet 16 & point in the Fast line of Odell Avemie; thence Korth 17° 524

Jenst 590 {oet to the poiut of beginning.

INITIAL

88- 31~ b 23

‘
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HER FECONPED AN TO

oo o oono = e SPACE ABCOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDERS USE

OIL, GAS AND MINERAL LEASE

THIS LEASE ANDAGREEMENT, made and entered iotn »
by and teswees. . PRDPLES J=MPLE OF THS DISCIFLES OF CHAIST. s Califorpia corporatiocn,

bervinafier calisd “Lase@™ (whether oos or mare), and__MCFartand Energy. Inc.

s California Corporation herei calied “Lespee.”
mmrmdhmdmumdnmmnﬂhodmm honhl!d.nui uf which is hereby
and tha nnd contained on the part of Lessee to be ki “andpcr!amud.m

“mbylnnml-cmehndhmmdmhedmemmnuuu«dﬂn"lmdhn")rnrthe
with the exclusivs righted prospecung, explonng, muning, drilling and operatng the ieased land for oil, ges, other yd.rm:-hom.
associated subs! ur, witogen carbon dioxide. b'l.mm and M.h!r commertially valuable subsianees which may be
wvdundlhrw‘hw 0 the jeased land, whether or not simular to the above-méntioned subslances (hereinafier co!leﬂ.; el
udm:mgukmgmmmnumwmx dmn:n!urhsuhsmmummwhnz_
I:ﬂﬂ.bcr“hunn t.mwe&rzngmﬁmmumf:u ul. h
mhm. ‘c.hu\uy appuinces, unnu:lm'n,ml nﬁ:ﬂlnryorpm CAITY ﬂﬂiuopc.r
ations on the leased lang the Amdnumeremlurwaurnndthlmmnlnm’mobumdl tno!‘lttrmf:mlmm‘!
welly) in Lons on hnd.mdruhunl“ylﬂumem and ingress and egress to and from
the leased for any or all of the sba/e-menLoned purpotes luhnﬂ.nrle Imes or rosds 40 constructed by Lessee may
ahobeu-dhyuh:ih.pcmemouIMmlhtmmqumnmd Lessor sball have the right 1o occupy and use
the lessrd land in any jhooer and o any extent oot idconsistent with Lessee’'s Dights or in inlerference with Lesses's opers-

tioms arvennder. The landl bereby leased b situated in the County of San Joaguin Stts of Califormia,
and is Jescribwed as {ollown:

See EXHTEYT "A" attached hereto and by reference made a part hersof:

~

Ogethar with such = a8 Lemor have in any rosds, sireets, alleys, watsrways, canals,
mudmﬂﬁeﬁrmm&:,w:;mm the abovedecribed proparty and rontainin %mnnmuh

mmnmm::mlmmm‘.e-mgtn imudmhmwmd.ﬁhngw.-lﬂn
shatl condurt developmant mcud..n;, without limitation, tedrilling, o
oparstiors an the lessaddand without mm‘hﬂmdvnxhucmdm“h:mm

In i ion of M precyi the partiss barehy agres as follows:
1. On or wmm.___mmmmwuuh-muunwummmmu
dale”), Lagwe shall either commaence dnmmmnmu"‘m lensed land and thereaiter continue nuopen
with d.:bgmmm]nﬂm'luar her of said hhmdmhquunllhuaam reached at
wiich further drilling wamld in the judgment of Lessss br moprofitable, quitelaim surrenger this beteibaltet

2 Lesaoe hag paid lessor rental In mw:«mam"ﬂl!&im_mmmmmm If Lessee hax
sot comsoenred dnilling Sperations on Lhe leased land of tevminsted this lesse within that ume, Lesies, commenceng with the

five dollars ($5. 00)
expiration thereel, or tender to Lessor anmually in advance, s rental. the smun of
nmhumﬂ:d:’a ﬂ:ﬂbcdhadsmthn‘mb!hlﬂnndﬂthnklunhtmup.ym“m
mm-ﬂ p-ym:nhamnl drilling operations sre commenced or this lease terminaied.

_ﬂm l.obemdebyLﬂnehmndcrmhmw(hdw:kmeéandmdennhlenhm
All persms umuad to participate or share i such payments shell, st the request of Lessee, unite 8 wiillen
dunnn one persolm, mmnmrswlmmmhﬁm tolhcendwctl.nmﬂulnﬂbe
eyar o) lomln any totherwm than by one check. which check ble w bul one p.yee, such payee

the b ibility of making & proper 10 Lassee among the pemuenmled
mm-ﬂuﬂ-mum:nﬂmmhmhmwﬂﬂﬂmmﬂbthemntmelddrmdﬂu

nated. Ustil such desigmation is made, such checks may be made psyable and tony be mailed to_loc8sor 2t

A waiver by Lesmee of % provisiens of this h in the king of arny Wp&ymushj!lmlbedmed.w;né

thereod with respect 1o mbsequent paymenws. I at gny time thare be ho one person, bank or corporation suthorized to receive

payments hereunder. thewtime for making such pay zhall be unti Lesser has been notified of such designation
& Any zimwmummmmd-mhdchvw!dinmwhmhwwm

ﬂmmmwwnmm-mmnddum Leasor a

10 Lot 2t 10423 South Painter Avenue. Santa Fe Springs. California 90670 '

ummmﬁmhhﬂmmwﬂmmﬁnwh . designate a different address which ghall be

b pubwtihsted for
the one above specified. If aty notice from ope party %0 the other tn green by regitersd o certified m osual time for
wdmﬂmﬂhmwmdnmﬂddmtmmdm-mhmwn&&

8~ 31~ b~233

Wbr vy - >




b M oil ges or bt of said sub is mot obiained in wpummm-uu
© a second well, and
Leisee, within # pvonths afier its completiop or absndonmeni, 3 fora s

cﬁuwm i emai maj
e dnlhdhlmuﬂwhmdhnd.huu-iu:wmnwlcdrm

X lis for oil with one s;u;l ool
reasor.able d . sliowing not move than § ths be letion or abam t e commencemen
dmntmla.mmwfnmkmdmmmmuydrmd Lessee shall be given credit for so the 1ime in

i we be 30 o do.
s o et i peyiow uaniey s Sueoversd ) a7y el 8100 LSS L i s g
wing quantiiws hes not n i e Te 3 4
::l?' :t some brer date oil in paying qu‘nliliﬂugw. While the lased land ix comardered a3 gas dand. drilling for ofl
M!nﬂhmnd.mwmplymlhmmmﬂ ' to howrever. 1
wells for pas if there is an available market for us 81 the well and if and .
far the development of said land for gas; but it utbemuu!dmmn“tt_tdlmm
lﬂchpaﬂd_zhemrhﬂdummrulufrmn\eﬂeldumlylwlm‘;d"lmhbbtwﬂldbﬂ!mbnﬂ-ﬂ
not be required to drill more wells after the leased [and bas been drited.

i

1.!me¢h-ldmdhuhmhllydﬁuod.|“ﬂgwdwingoi!mpm ties (e fier called an “outsid
well™} s drilled upon sd t land pot owned or controlled 1L¢wwrlhmmtulumuducmll in paying guantties
within 1320 feet {here: torulkd"hﬂ_ntdilm'lm-huﬁna!&eluudmlmwlld!ntmm“

by the comamencement of drilling operstions st s suilable offsel Jocation on the land within 6 months sfier it is ascertained
that the produrtion of ail or gas (rom such outside well is in paying quantities except that (W) if &
land. %2id t:e shall be extended until & months afier the completirn or abandonment of
(b} il there a'~eady exisls or is hewng drilled on the leased Jand & well at 2 sntable offset locatiar
the required oT:ct wel. A suitable offwel location within the meaning hereof thall be one whirk is within the offset distanee from

{

lh_emrymmmuunlmmnﬂmdhumfmmaIinednrnmmmdg“illnu‘emwmlm
mw-umwmmmoﬂmmnmhmﬂhmmmmmm
bewn fully dnlled

lhmummmmﬁuﬁiéﬁﬂeﬁﬁﬂaﬁ o garkh leted well in d writh
good oil Feld practice so long as wuch well shall produce il or wus in peying q but in conformity with any remsdnable
oofmervatien n: curlaiiment program aflecting the driting of welis or the procuction of oil or gas or either thereo! from aaid
Jond W which eswr may voluntarily subccribe or becorne 8 party, er with an conservetion of curtailment program which may

be impused by Iaw or by any APOTOpriste gowernmenial acency. Afrer the cres fetion of the firet oil wwil, qrifling producing
operations hervunder (eacepi of offset wells when wells offset or 10 be rfiset are beir opersted) may be suspended while the
prise ofemvd Ceneeslly to producers in Lhe same vicinity for oil of the guatity prrdueed e e leased Jand is $1.30 or lem
per_barre! &t the well, or when ihere is Do svailable market for such oil 8t the weii siove O R N T AT
pericd of §1 4pvs afier the Temson for suspenaion ceawd to exist. Gas weils need not be operated when there is mo market for
! ..lwire and under conditions which 1 azses believes in Fe for the hesz interests of hoth parties hereto. Lexnies
- v with all siate, federal ard local laws and with the rules. resulations and orders of any fedemal
poverrmwmal arency having jurisdidtran in the premizes with reepect 1o the specing. drilling or producing of wells. or other
opetetiors $0F oil of gas. and if there be any conflict bet ween the same and provisions of this lease, such lawx, rules, regulstions
s modify o supersede, as the case may he the relevant provisions of this lease.

#. The trrm “roguity share™ e wetd hervin means one-sixth (1/6),
‘I'!.!m:h“gyhmurquhmaﬂﬂunlwdthm-lt_‘ e of afl syeed and removed trom the leased
land. after making oust 1 2. water ang [

omary ads or T
t:.'llﬂoﬂdlixemvitynndquali_lvonﬂnd:’th:oilumrmd or. at Lessar’s optior. in leu of moch
uhe free of eoot, inls Lesser’s tanil pine

4
b

7 deliver the royeity share of seid oil, on he lensed land or into line thereon designated
l’!l.ghﬂmmmmlhmhudﬂmth_ormm—.uly-nhmldemr
thlendar year pnd them anly on 80 days' Prior written potice Lo Letses. If rovaity o= ol i peysble ih omh Lamss may
deducl themefrom a reasonsble charge for dehydration. ¢l and such ol and s Teesohable charge fof imnsporta-

- - . ™
thon 10 the tregting plant. Nothing herein contained shail be tonstrued a3 ohligating Lessee 1o trest oil. If Lemor shall elect to
Tecetve 1he TOvaily nn'mlmk_u:ll. it shall be of the same auality the o] Temoced from the lensed land for Leswee's own
sccount. snd it Lessee's own oil shall be Lreated before ruch removel. Lessar's oil will be trested therewith before delivery o
Leesor. and Lewsor, in such event. shall pey & proportionate um“tumm:‘mmmﬂhmy—zmw
on account of ot uerd by Lessee in operations on the Wnd or lost throueh evaporstion. leskage, fire or olher cosualty
u-b“mﬂﬂhmwwhmuhmrumnhyhllhmhm

!I.Lﬂllied.llm!.—nnmﬂmm“hwmwmu.“ﬂﬂm&hmumm:
The rwed procesds received by Lesgee from the sl of produced from wells on the leased Iard (whether fuch
huﬂdhvlmh_ﬂ-mhlnl-uz,txnnﬁdmld m:ﬁz‘nxmm:m!mnd,n.lhﬂ it ‘r.ﬁ ). o]

r Gas

i a e exttactinn plant pol gened or cperated anndrwwhﬁlﬂem-mlwfmmmtwﬂ

-iplntd-i'hm-ﬂdhmmmhlnnmtqulhnnnﬂnﬂ!udtkmln received by
- engumed by n rrersti other this lease

H

Lewee Facert s otherwise provided herein. ased - Taswe ona
ﬂluwmmmnﬂmm\nu&.mtfm -u:::d —
in the operation of & fine extraction plant (1o the exient that it b 3o wed for procesing beased Jand), or
L-mm::”mnmuu:m&g m%'mmoll be-rn;_l“t‘ mnrr-. ing, 'hf:hnn:!li““ o T e
_ e TSINE. o in
comnection with the sale therwof shall by deducted in d i ml':" de of sale it =
) The market value at the extraction plant of ail gesciine and ofiver Tioud Hvdroos o FEiraciad and seeed from
mhmmmﬂm-amﬂdminlwchmalamm'uqulmﬁes cost of
*ﬂmwuﬂlﬂﬁmwwﬂlhdwuhm percent (80%) of said lnsi-mentioned market
© The market value, ot The plani where extracted, of a7l gasoline and ather id hvdrocsrbom received by Lemeee as
-:—hdlhem:dmllmﬁmtmluﬁdkndnuphum or operated Lesses (if much process-
v i 5ot om & rovaity hesis) b the cont to Lessse of such provessing o by

Kething herein rovtained shall obligate Lesves to treat or process natural £ns mov shall Lessee be obligated to mave, well of
s.uuumemybe.nn!e-mtnmtuwwno\emnu
o both parties hereto, or o

12 Leswve shaTl pay Lessor o My the matket value on the lesned land. s The condition as uced. of the royalty
share of apy sul covered by Temae. other than products thereof. which w' pre-
im!rndmzarwknuulﬂiummelﬂudhnd.m“dw“h d et 10

3. Settlement e made by Lesste on or before the last gtﬂwmﬂlfﬂ-ﬂwnhk-wh accrued

14. The rentals and roralties ided for in this lease are based on the whole of the ofl and gas rights 1and descrd
gf."""" a the bed
-nh:ﬁtlfh-w_o-'-huﬂun whﬂlluuucﬂlndguri:hbinnidhnd.unmhhandmnlliuhud\m et
be preporionatety reduced 1f anry clabm s asmeried &7 any aciion ot procesding instituted by Lessor, or by any party
tlaiming title to the leased land or sny pant thereof or any interent tl erein or in any production adverse to Lessor
':;llh-uhnumn:hmud_m falth Lesser under this lease. then dyrne the pend of such vy mnd
until 90 dayy aher na) determingtion thervol ey dafet or diseorizmas all operations o the leased land or, H it operates
.“lh-“h?‘:r!“mﬂ,“ﬁ po- Mhmumwﬂmm&myhkhmsnhdw

|




35. Leauste ahall paj ail waies levied upon o0 d sgunet 1t LDpt faturer and peryoual properiy on tha leased
hnd.m:ludm;&ﬁue&ndlwndmIutt-n‘-dumnramsudumtmlmtumdmmcunnumn}x:hm
hﬂllur.llumwno:ttuwau.ymunll:hpano{tm ! the dixcovery of

e-oALLONed OuLer Bhibudaces 0D Lhe imased lana @f lunds sdjacent lhereto) shall be paxd 8 Louows: Toe
¥ severnl saud

s
?
‘
8
:
5
[
£
:

X ree et
Mupoicd, messusied UADL o:vmnto;..nmn:;munn.mwnnomumnunm
mm.um.duub u;:%eoyfum.wwmmnnnnmonmm-ndmunrumu.uuummmm
far or

16. Lesase &t ils cost acd expense, shall pay for abor performed and mal in the uots of Les-
nhm@n&ﬁmﬂmh@gn&m&umﬂem.mmmuutl.auushauptouum sand
Mdcummrummmmwm“wpum pustad on ihe leased nouces o prolect
e irom Lens.

l!.Upm-imamumulm.uanemmnnBimﬁn—wmn rts through culivatsd > of the leased
hndbdn-pl-mmunupmmrqmmtm-ﬂuunpbﬂunnﬂathuuuvlmwmdnvum

llﬂtzﬂn&ewmﬂhwmdmmmd.beﬂnﬁuﬂmm of all & to 1 X, CIOpS,
frwit or But \fees, Lmoer, LeDces, ditekes, bisZ:ngs acd olbher UDprovemenis causad by Lessees operauions oo the jeased land,
whuch puymenis shail be maie "o LeysOr O Laasor s tenant, whichever shaii susiln such damage. All disputes as Lo the wmount
tberen! shall be determunes by armTatwt. I icaol i oot the owner of such surtace, Lassee will hoid Laessor harmiess from all
and demands Arising out of Lesssss m::::nuwndnwmcbmyum\dmmwnuu&nmdmwb:m
tehabl 0f such gemar.

1. Lesseesmball Dol drill any well oo sad jeased land within 100 feet of any then exist ild k without written
mmtpxnu-wnu-ouumwmmmmmny-wwmmmxwmmm

Io.x.mur.ulannmmnmmsmmmmlandandm-nrkdummdinpmnmmudmm»
lmm:mmmMmunmumnﬂhywmmrmummm ch of the p
mmlmmmnmwmwuﬂf.mmnmmdmw,mtmmmmm-d
wuauwel.dnum::yl.ﬂmmmkmm

21, Lesseswmball havtunn;:llluurmmw-ﬂm&knﬁhﬁmm,mmummm

m.ndmvumnummhn:l_rm-d Ly L&u.mlumgmatmuudmw:usummmﬂwmc
E:u; puovided dnat, an the eveot Of e WIrralksh G bus lease 1D il &ourely, Such Temoval shall be compleied within 4
MMMWMmmvn'mdmmmmmmmmuwawxunnmmlnmmmmwopu-ty not
Bewdei Dy Lassee 10 Ji Operalions ui land retaoed wnder De hm‘l..auucmo\.'ea:tm:mumnmvmmiuu
lmm.-mimmmmumpl:hu lemunaucen and dewumd wilthun 4 paoblhs atter the
wermunuLon of the lease wn ji eutirety. Lelavy, MWD leiTAAIALIOD O 10.§ Jense, snal Gl all sump buies and olher excavaloos
made by it o0 Lhe Jehaed lanc 804 1D OLGED TeipeCls TeLOLE the leased lahd &i Dearly to Its oiugunal cond:lon &% LE reasonsbly
:xu:-].bul.J..-n-Mmtm“mw-mmzmwmummmmun-nmmb: wRY

mlk

nmnluwunn.mutmmqm:dmmdmmmolmlmedI.m&inwhh:hmlhisknelhlﬂ
h-nnnend-dlammmuenxwdn:mo:.uunm el eunaer shve and exorpt e ouligslun 10 pay remts and royaiuss
theretoiore acafued and &ny Ouogai.on Lelely ULLied fot remuval of equpent and restiralon of the premises. Lessee, at
S opLUUD, FLAY At 40y Lic, OF LUh Ume W Liec, G000 ADR SWTel e ANy [t of Lhe jesswrd land md desured by if and
nun:h:vcmduurmtaluynnu.wwma;.:;amle-um.am:wn:amuuwyonmc pans of the land not so
quiclhuncd, s Uik Bulibal wi Weas 1o e Sr—ta 590 De OclefIniies Ly the Scresge reluuwd Land 30 quiclumed shall
Jemaus Subject 40 Lix CharErid Ran DLl O Wil Defec] PrIvLied 130 40 Jung AS LpEraLODS Wre being cartred oo by Lessee oD
&lmmnlu;eaus::mmm;gmmtmuﬁ.&;mlmwmﬂmmqmwLlndmm.‘o:;n
~all which I vt 33u lewl Of Mny wiid [€NnsC [y tabew of teag drilied by &

23, Lesseemay sl any tuze with respect 10 8 cesicoated part or all of the leased land, (a) sarrender its Fight 10 produce
oul, Oof (b} sursender IS [.L0% b EUAUCE gas. A soTeroer of the nigst W prouuce oul shall include & swrender o Lhe right
uce the gilh wiuch Wi recvaasluy b Friducet! lnciewits A firrender of oil nghts in all the jeased land wull rebeve

of furteer obligaton to Sols 0l Weos. A suTenger cf ol NN 1o e past only of Loe Jensed lund will rwluce the nuonbar

of required oM Wews W0 u DUD e delerrined Ly oe Aureage 8% 10 Which ou {IGULS are retiuhed by Lessee. A sustenosr of ol
hm&maﬂm:admunmm w anll far guandllun‘ndeuwn;numuuwmtﬂmumhdnu

24, Parfommance o covecany and fond liany Zposed umnmhmmmnlxmmmwmcmt
that, Leaser 3w hu.defed 1n &5 et frem (ubg.v-of krerew:ia, w whale or o part, by war, Pots, surikes, lockouts, acuct
al the elemenis, acvyJEDls, ara 4 W OLilS T3e.dw 0 LDk oprn market of to oblawn Uspsporiatian therefor, laws, rules and
regulauiuns of ARy icdela. Slale, Daulfdilpal 6 Ouud 0. STTUNENLA. Zfency oF any olher cause beyoud ihe conunl of Um Lewses,
vmmm“m:mwmwm:mumnuﬂannwnbouln;udtnwmm“mnm

25. a). HZeser tha' faz] Lo pay promptiy any woslaument of ropalty or rent, and if such defpult shall contiue for & period
of 15 days aller willen Cen.as- Laisiul, LLED &L Uf 2pi.B of Lessor, baud ease snall forthwith wemunate; provided, bowever,
that if were B & DODE Lt OS-.%8 kS 10 ine aTous=: oue, and &l uncuspuled AmOUDis arw pard, sasd 13 day penod shall
exiended unwl § days ater such duspuie 18 betiied by hosl cours decree, arbiuation or mutual agreement

b) In case of defswl oy Lesses with reigect to aay vther condition of bereod and i of such default for
#0 days aler mritien potve oo Lessor Lo Lenes W periorm sucn COnGIUGD O covenant, thet st 1he optin of Lessor Lhus jease
shall 1orthwith cease Anc Lefrr.rate excep: Wal if aay ou well has Lhereioicre been dnlied of i
M Dot in defaull In CORMASILE Loerewiln, s lemsa shad nevertheless contunue o edect us Lo
DOt exceedig=U BCIes ILT £ACR 3L30 OU Wi, ANd o 307 La8 well has L iresciuee been driled or i3 bung arilled and Lesses 12 not
m delawll 1h BtevLon WDerewild, (B3 s soall renad efect jor e preoucuon of gus and Ior deveiopment for gas (bt
Dot 0 OF K85 @ kaled w:muaumunuwuuin‘nﬂbylmnmcnndm‘ﬂumumudlnnhw\u.:l.l.nm
mnnm,hm-rver.une:c-.euwnu:de;r_:whunwiumpmgm:lgoodLr.m-rm‘rhmmmdv com-
&:ommm m;c.'...‘.nn.-w-:uamL:\k.mmo.'muluuumlummhdm-hudhnﬁwulnapm:nlyd
‘s Tighds flaul DOL eictt dead. DiZ0I5 &0 WAY 2O eAMET.ENL A IsJy O DECEAATY in X the

lana 4 1o Which 00 Uch 1eTEiialus Al CaVE Doourred

Lesswe
28. Shoulll Lesscr herenivr somuce any add:oral nght, title or interest in or to the leased Iand, it shall be subject to th
pmmmmhumltotneumvrn:mur.'o;mh-mrlllmauhmimmmmalnmmmueanypny-
mlmm:olm,uxmuqmmlnuu;dbyuundcrmcundmom heregl or any marigage of other Len on or
m&nmdmlm:ub;mwmkﬁe.nmmmmmmmdwumnwmwtmxmnm
st of any Topaily OF TeTles accfwng hereunces.

mn l!thileurlhnuhmnu-par.;mh:pu!wpnmolﬂ:elmdhnd.mchdivmwtheie-uhold estyte ghall
comstitule ang ¢ -uup;.uummumh;.:mmmrmkmutmdmm Lo the severa) porucns of ibe leased land
a3 thus divided, 853 the ho.der of OaTer DI acn ruii paruon ol the ;ewied land shal! be requirned 1o cxenply wiih
Lasers 5 vbigalions wisler tiis mase for, s Ly to wne extent of, ks faruon of Wwe lensed land, provaged that noiung hereio
shall be cunii wed Lo eroacie € N.Uo§ = :em g wr TeTiAl ODLERUCTS, ANG provided turther that he
dribng of«isbons and 15 proses Lheres Zed in parag:apts 1, 5 and b hereol, aither by the Lepee or any assignee
bevsunder shall prolect The ;ease s & WHO.E. V0 LLALLe 1N the ownessup of land or m
mgrument or sransfer by opesai.oa of law or wm“eolunuormuuumanMmL-uumnummm-
mushed with satsiaclory wriilen evidence thereol

2. Lesome shall have the r:ght at il optian, at any time and Irom tims to tine, eilher before or after the discovery of oll.
gas or plher substandes on the leased jand, bl prwot W the expirelion of 20 years from the dale of this lense, to combine and
pool sl or any part of tbe leased iand o7 inienest taermn 1010 ore of mmore opersling unls with any other land or interest
therein (whosher held by Lessee or ¢ifiers and wheiber or cot the surface of such other land may be
Spment purpuses) lying witrun ihe seclon in whoch the lensed lacd to be pooled i3 iocaied me withun "’{,‘Z’.""" having &
mmmnwmnru'l::mchmumbd’:nmun:umlmybnnfx_:hnumd pe ¥
provxied that no such umt ed for oil dves purposes shall exceed 43 mores in aten

ms or gis Mmd condensaile deveoprrent w_&::n sha'l exceed 660 acres in area. If any of the land to be pocled has not been

vided nto sections by the Lried Siates ver

ticable the mbual Governcment sysiam. abd such poojecied sectiorns sha'l be o d ~| " for the purp of thus provision.
Each operatmg unit trested hecvunder shall be aeated by and shall become efleclive upon b
tn of Poo settung forth lhe exterior boundanes of Uw upit so created and describing the lands pooled thereunder. 1t
there we AW or interests o lands witnin ibe eletior boundaries of any operaling ;

Lasses may,sat any Lme adier creatos of such whit, add any or all such additional lands of interests to such unit by executing
& bupplemcnial Declaration of Pooling, but mo retreactive sdjustment of royalues shall be made. Prompuy after exscution of
ﬁgmmdPMMMMﬁmmmmnd Lessee shall give writen nolce thersot 1o Lessal.

land upon which & well ha b dore beso latad or i

ASy opersuBg unit may wiciude
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EXHIBIT “aA"

THEE fest S0 feet of the East 150 feet of the Borth 140 feet of the following
described property:

A tract of land eituated in the County of San Joaguin, State of Calif‘omi'g.
in Jections 1t and 12 of €, M. Weber Cramt, and Deing a poriion of lote
111 and 112 of MOSSWOOD PARK, as per map Tiled in Book of Maps, Volume 6
at Page 52, San Jowguin County Records, and mors particularly described as

follow, to=wit:

1

BEGLIMING at an iron pipe at the intersection of the East line of Odell
iverve shown on said ¥ap of Mosswood Park, with the South line of Clayton
iverme a8 shown on Map "C" Mosswood Park, filsd in Book of Maps, Volume 11,
Fage 4, San Joaquin Caunty Records; thence along the said Scuth line of
Zlayton Avenue, North 71° 08' East 308. .68 feet to an iron pipe; thence alomz
the Southerly extension of the West line of Ha.q Averme, South 17° 52' Exst
340.47 feet to an iron pipe; thence South 26" 38* West 66,87 feet to an
iren pipe &t the North west cormer of the 25.00 acre tract shown on Map of
Survey filed in Book of Surveys, Volume 6, at Page 143, San Joaquin Coumty
Aecoras; thence along the Westerly line of smid 25.00 a.cr! tract, South
17* 37* Inst 202.€5 feet to an iron pive; thence South 71° 08* Jest 2ei.ED
feet to & point in the Fast line of Cdell Avemoe; thence Noz'th 17° 52*
Jest 590 feet to the poiat of beginning.

INITIAL

1

88-3~b~ 235




CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
CERTIFICATE

Dctober. 2"6.-‘1978.,_..“ e -

The above-named p\:mu’i has been discharged rom e
custuly of the Califoraja Department of Corrections
on sl existing febony cosnmitmenss s of thin die.

e . T A .\_l.’-.{_.“"'}‘.':-.h.t ‘-‘,:\ ‘.:'iﬁf:':?“%::‘:".'. l RES

35

OEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS STATE OF CALWFORMIA

The card at lelt is your Centificaw of Discharge whichisw be
ket in yuur posscasion. The back of the card liats the tole-
phone auanbers of the Regional Parole oflices fur your
use. Tho offices way be contactal if you have any questions
ar peoblems,

Tt card is rowoved by tearing akuag the perfocated lines.

l:? Lo .

Upon your lischarge from any California Deparunens of
Cowrrections institution, corain srvices arc available 1o you
through thw Parole Divislon of the Departnent of Correc-
tions, These may be sgowred a1 any Parale Division office in
any community where such an office is fatad, :

The services that sre svailable inchude assistance in securing
housing, eployment anallor financial aid w purchase voaly
necessary to secure anlir naintain copluyent. | evers of
refereace anlor ecferral can also be writies. lnformation
segarding varlous sgencics or persons who can provide

claritication of your legal status and present responsilsilivies
can sbsa be providal. Caumscling or discussion of problcmy
and concerns and potentisl wlucations! amlive vucationsl
referral is also affered.

Your successful re-catry intu the conymunity is our wish, and
we offer thise sorvices amd whatever furm of assistance is
pensible 1 schicve that result.

DIRELCTOR OF CORRECTIONS

COC W (1rmm
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Densrtmmet of e Teasury
Internal Revenue
Service Center 49672 S&
FRES:Z, C& ¢3353 Date of Thia Notics
wT, 23, 15738
Socis Sacurity N Raturm
. 7841 555032050308 o
. 4 W you inquire shout
hd ~ Dotument Locaror Number yoiT account, plame
SHANDA » & BRUCE oL [VER Y4263-266-80025-8 ¢ 2 to ther num-
R CHALK L Form Yeur Ended
PO ¥2Xx 181548 €343
SAN FRANCISCD Ca 94115
VERIFICATION OF YOUR SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER OR NAME
2 2ER

We are unable to complete the processing of your income tax return for the above year because the
social security number or last name on it is different from our records. Please supply the information re-
quested below. If you fited a joint return, give information for the first person named above. Please reply
soon, s it will take several weeks to rmake corrections, to issue any refund to you, or to credit your sc-
count. An addressed envelope is enclosed for your convenience, Thank you for your cooperation.

2 55592293%% 94 OLIV 2€E 77 BOCIAL SECURTTY MURSRER
PMaser Dring v ok ivk O e teIeRiter

[T Oy, b inwisei o ring, dra ling—] Lot} )

FLILL MAME
uut&mmv« ON YOUR Fon) Eigkdda, o witid—if rewe, diwey hre— ] flam)
‘Léq.g. TAL $E TY CAR

RITY CARD
ENOWN, Vcc)uult NAME AT 8IATH

DATE fAprnn} [~
oF

PRcE e Rourty]
B MATH

|

BE

a Y SCTHERS FUCL NAME AT RER BIRTH fHar svosater e
¢

b

i mﬁ:t AND WHEN
@l YOUR FIRST SOCIAL SECURITY CARD?

p aul:':aﬂtvn' {Number ang Street, AptL No., PO, Bo_gr Aursl Agwte]
q
ADDRE

<
=)

il 3
4
H
§

» ivy, wilihily harwstvas O o be )
mnahﬂmmmtm
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Intemal .Revenue Service : Department of the Treasury
District Director :

Date: October 24, 1978 Person to Contact:
IA 7824 MY
Contact Telephone Number: -
i 415) 556-3116 4
GH Mi"
: 450 COLDT CATE AVENGE
Apnette Jones BOX 33730
% Bugene Chaiken ESQ : 15c0. CALFORGA $4102
PO Box 15156 SEELFRRESY:
San Francisco, CA 94115 7512
Balance Due:
734.59 =

We have been unable to reach you by telephone to discuss the tax liability
indicated above.

-It is important that you contact our office as soon as possible between the hours
of 8230 a.m. and 4:00 p.m. We can be reached at the above number.

It will not be necessary for you to cnll if you pay the balance due at the
addmess shown above within 10 days.

If we do not hear from you or receive your payment, it may be necessary to
collect this amount by attachment of your salary, bank account or other assets.

Sincerely yours,

€. Turner

450 Golden Gate Ave., San Francisco, CA 94102 FLIEZ: 07N

- 88-31~b-a33 -




“wparrent of e ey (
nterna)l Revenue
t
_ Ecnrico Center o 136868 21 (
“RESKO, CA 938EBS8 Date of This Notice
OCTD 23! 1978
Taxpayer ldentilying Number ¥ you inquire about i !
v 7841 565-26=4945 Ky TYON SEOM Plasse
L ) bers or atlach this
DANNY ¢ £DITH  KUTULAS 94247T=248-70102-g ¥ nolice e
% EUGENE CHAIKIN S0 Form Numbes — Tax Perod
PO BOX 15156 . 1040 DEC. 31, 1974
SAN FRANCISCO CA . 94115 ®
* a2
2 -
STATEMENT OF ADJUSTMENT TO YOUR ACCOUNT C
BALANCE DUE ON ACCOUNT BEFORE ADJUSTMENT $.00 (
ADJUSTMENT COMPUTATION
TAX- DECREASE 519,96
PENALTY- DECREASE SEE EXPLANATION 01 5.31 (
PENALTY~ DECREASE SEE EXPLANATION 30 T.80
REDUCTION OF INTEREST PREVIOUSLY CHARGED 58,02
NET ADJUSTMENT  CREDIT s91.09 ¢
OVERPAYMENT $591.09 (
(
1
(
(
C
Q
o
@
C
§
g
H
&
3
The numbers st the left identify the codes on the back 66‘3|‘B‘a37 E
and insirscti (

24 ) “——e~———— of this notice hat provide further expianati
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Department of the Treasury
Iniernal Revenue Service
Date of This Letter
S,
It you inquirc sbout 292...24-32? Numm.rjs
your account, please Document Locator Number
refer to thesenumbers ., o 5. 0 545 51115-8
or attach this letter - - -

PATRICIA P CaAaFTHELL
ESO PO EOX 15156 552 AB9 9401
SAN FRALCISCO, CA 94115 :

Dear Taxpayer:

We have previously written to you about the Federal tax shown below. It is overdue and you should
pay the tota! amount due within 10 days from the date of this letter to avoid additional interest and pepalties.

Please make your check or money order payable-to the Internal Revenue Service and write your
social security number on it. Include this letter with your payment so we can quickly identify and credit
your account. If you think the amount shown below is incorrect because of a recent payment or for asy
other reason, please send us the amount you believe is due and explain the difference on the back of this
letter. Use the enclosed envelope to mail us your payment. The copy of this letter is for your records.

If you cannct pay this amount in full, please refer to the enclosed copy of Publication 586A, The
Collection Process (Income Tax Accounts), which provides information about our collsction procedures
and your rights in relation to them. If you have other questions about this bill, or want to discuss payment,
please contact any Internal Revenue Service office within 10 days from the date of this letter. The telephone
number is on the enclosed notice.

Sincerely yours,
Director, Service Center
Enclosures: Tax Form Number . . . .. 1o42A
Envelope Tax Period Ended . . . ... 12-31-75
Copy of this letter
Publication 586A
Telephone Number Notice Balance of Prior Assessments § 39,60
Late Payment Penalty . . . . 17
Interest . .......... : »19
Reply to: Total Amount Due . . . . . $ 39,96 '

InT=SELAL FSVEMUE SERVICE
P,0. BOX 12%86
FrRESND. CA 93778 30-7512
88 ~ 3\~ b-~ayo o

D3967 (Part 1) (Rev. 8-77)
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- CINCAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY
y PRELIMINARY REPORT

At the date hereof exceptions to coverage, in addition to the printed exceptions and exclusions contained
in said policy form, would be as follows:
1. foncral ocond spocial County texes, incliding peresencl
irecerty tares, if any, have teen noid:

risecal year . t 1v77-1978
iizunts foli pre—raticn purposes crfes:
iotel t 5607.:53
Fir=t inctzllizent t 3Ad2.352
ferconzl property tazes @ Yone
sugend fnztallzent t 303.81
Ceue zrd Parcel t 1198 €025-2§-21

2. Fvoh toserznts or rights as the Clty of Les IMrgeles, tuccestar to
ix2 «r_2les Gag and Eleciric Corporation, may Lave in or over
oot ;cetion of s£23id land stated herein, for cole lines, ceoncuits
¢32 incidental purposes, 2s @isclosed by 2 Peclaoraticn Ly tke
cz;urtrapt of uoter and Fower of the City of Los Enzeles, re-
cor-cd in Eccok 15094 rage B7 , CLficial Records,
siilcts s Rear 5 feect

3. Cevencnts, conditions and restrictions, (deleting therefron eny
roitricticns tazzod on rzce, coler, eor creed), a2s rrevide? in Gead

frceried t 4in Ecck 12346 Pzze 41 , Cificial Feccr:s

£2iC ccvenznts, conditions and rectrictions provide that a
vicl.tion theroof chell ret defeat por rendor invclid the lien of
any ircrkecge or Seed of truect pafe in good faoith and for value.

.

A d13d of trust to secure an indebtedness.,

Q

Fscunt t $16,950.00

Truster ¢ Earncect Joness and 2prie H, Jenes,
husbzrd ancé wife

Tri.tce : Title Irzurerce and Trust Corrany,
a Czllifcrrnia corgorztien

Zzreficlary t Zantez Poerbara Kuotuazl Ceilding arnd Loean
Acsociation, a corporation of

’ LDcoted t Zepteckber 6, 1563

Iiccoricd t Cctober 3, 1263 a5 Instruzent No. 322, in
. ook %3258 Prje 151, Cfficfial Feccrds

f;) A Ceed of trust to cecurs a2n indebteodness.
\ Tut : $3,100.00 -
irvztor t Earnest Jones znd Ranie J. Jones,
. hivcher? end wife Li{id~-5<27 _
irustee 8 Security First Hatfional 2zrk, a naticnal .
. banking zzsociaticn /¢ Y ey :
ecneficlary Y% bterbert K. Fonce and Carren S. Eonce,
hustand andéd wife, as joint trpants -
Lated t Septenbter 5, 1853 .
Icecraad t GCetober 3, 1353 z2 Irctruzent o. 323, in

Beok T2282 Page 154, Official Fecords

Codas ..ol Aaf
AN LTS Wa

1 9
trvst renticned

83~ 3!~ b =~ 2%
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IN REPLY REFER TO: 89630327
SEPY 27, 1978 LTR 125¢ N 7642

s3288

CA

FORREST R & ARNES P JONES
£ PO BAX 151586
SAN .FRANCISECO,- CA 9411B

. THTECH
CERTIFIED MAIL -
SOCAAL SECURITY NUMBER: 402-52-8880
FORM NUMBER: 1040
TAX PERIOD ENDED: ODEC. 31, 1873
13

DEAR MR. & MRE. JONES:

WE ARE SORRY, BUT WE CANNOT ALLOW YOUR CLAIM, WMICH WE RECEIVED
MAY 15, 1978. THIS 168 YOUR LEGAL NOTICE THAT YOUR CLAIM IS
DISALLOWED . H

YOUR INCOME TAX RETURN, SHOWING AN OVERPAYMENT, WAS FILED MORE THAN
3 YEARS AFTER ITS DUE DATE. THE LAW DOES NOT PROVIDE FOR REFUNDING
OR CREDITING TAX THAT WAS PALID MORE THAN 3 YEARS BEFORE THE FILING
OF THE CLAIN CIN THIS CASE, YOUR RETURN). FOR TH!S PURPOSE W!THHELD
TAX AND ESTIMATED TAX, SHOWN AS CREDITS OK A RETURN, ARE CONSIDERED
PAID ON THE DEE DATE OF THE RETURN. .

IF YOU WISH T8 BRING SU!T OR PROCEEDINGS FOR THE RECOVERY OF ANY TAX,
PENALTIES, OR OTHER MONEYS FOR WHICH THIS DISALLOWANCE NOTICE IS
ISSUED, YOU MAY DO §0 BY FILING SUCH A SUIT WITH THE UNITED STAYES
DISTRICT COURY MHAVING JURISDICTION, OR THE UNITED STATES COURT OF
CLAIMS, THE LAW PERMITS YOU TO DO THIS WITHIN 2 YEARS FROM THE
MAILING DATE BF TH!S LETTER. ot

WE HOPE TH)S INFGRHMATION WILL HELFP YOU. IF YOU HBAVE ANY QUESTIONS
AND WISH TO CALL AT 209-488-6171, B. ARE!A WILL BE ABLE

TO HELP YOU. SINCE THERE WILL BE A LONG-DISTANCE CHARGE TO YOU [F
YOU ARE BEYON® THE IMMEDIATE DIALING AREA OF THE SERVICE CENTER, YOU
MAY PREFER TO WRITE US AT THE ADDRESS ON THIS LETTER OR CALL ANY
IMTERNAL REVEWUE SERVICE OFFICE.

SINCERELY YOURS,

oy

DIRECTOR, SERVICE CENTER

BB~3I~b ~ A4
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Internal Revenue Service

IN REPLY REFER TO: 289630327
FRESNO, CA 33883 SEFT, 27, *1978 LTR 125C N 7642

FORREST R & AGNES P JONES
Tz PO BOX 15186
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 3941153

LY

vt

SOGCIAL SECURITY NUMBER: - 402-52-8880
FORH NUMBER: ~ 1040
TA%X PERIGD ENDED: DEC. 31, 1972

DEAR MR. & MRS. JONES:

WE ARE SORRY, BUT WE CANNOT ALLOW YOUR CLAIM, WHICH WE RECELIVED

MAY 15, 1978. THIS IS YOUR LEGAL NOTICE THAT YOUR CLAIR 1S
DISALLDWED. :

YOUR INCOME TAX RETURN, SHOWING AN OVERPAYMENT,

: WAS FILED MORE THAN
2 YEARS AFYER 1TS DUE DATE,

THE L AW DAFS MNAT PRAVINE EnB gEECtMn T un
GR CREOITING TAX THAT das PAID MWORE THAN 3 YEARS BEFORE THE FILING
OF THE CLAIH (IN'THIS CASE, YOUR RETURN). FOR THIS PURPOSE W|THHELD

TAX AND ESTIH&TED TAX, SHOWN AS CREDITS ON A RETURM, ARE CONSIDERED
PAID ON THE DUE DATE OF THE RETURN. .

{F You wisu J¥ BRING SULY QR PRSCEEDINGS FOR THE RECOVERY OF ANY TAX,
PENALTIES, GETOTHER MONEYS FOR WHICH THIS DISALLOWANCE NOTICE IS
15sUED, YOUJMAY DO SO BY FILING SUCH A SUIT WETH THE UNITED SYATES
piIsTRICT COYRT HAVING JURISDICTION, OR THE UNITED STATES COURT OF

cLaims. THRLAW PERMITS YOU TO DO THIS WITHIN 2 YEARS FROM THE
mAILING DATEROF THIS LETTER.

WE HOPE THISTANFORMATION WILL HELP YOU.
AND WiSH TO L AT 209-4088-6171,
T6 HELP YOU,

IF YOU HAVE ANY DUEST!UNS
B. AREIA WiLL BE ABMLE
3TNCE THERE WILL BE A LONG-DISTANCE CHARGE TO YOU IF

YOU ARE BEYOND%THE IMMEDIATE DIALING AREA OF THE S8ERVICE CENTER,

Yau
MAY PREFER TO_WRITE US AT THE ADDRESS ON THIS LETTER OR CALL ANY
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE OFFICE.

¥ *

BINCERELY YOURS,

ST

b
- R

5 FREDRIC F. PERDUE

3 DIRECTOR, SERVICE CENTER

FENILE

.
.

i,
*
*




