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SECLARATION OF GERALD ARMSTRONG
I, Gerald Armstrong, declare
1. i am making this declaration to respond to the
application [(App.)} of the Church of Scientology International,
hereinafter referred to, along with the rest of Sclentology's
command and control structure, as "the organization,™ for an
order to show cause why I should not be held in contempt of
court, and to the declaration of Laurle J. Bartilson (LJE Dec.)
dated Déecember 31, 1992 on which sald application is based.
2. Judge Breckenridge atated in his declelon [iled June
22, 1984, In the case of Scientology v, Armstrong. Los Angeles
Superlior Court Mo. C 420153, hereinatter referred To as ArESTEORG
i, affirmed on appeal in Sclentelegy v. Armestrong (1991) 232 Cal.
App. 34 1080, 283 Cal. Rptr. 9i7. that:
*{ijn addition to viclating and abusing its
oW meBbers civii rights, the organization
over the years with its “Fair Game" doctrine
has harassed and abused thoge persons not in
the [organization] whom it perceives ac
shemnlies. The corganjization cleariy 1S
schizophrenic and parancid...”
Ms. Bartilsocn is a member of the Scientoiogy organlzation.
3. Ms., Bartilson states that on June 24, 1982 during =
depoaition in this litigation I asserted that I would never

comply with the order of the Eonorable Romald M. Sohigian dated

May 28, 1982, herelnafter referred to as the “Sohiglar ruling.”
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e him, get into his office DY deception and steai his <liant
files. The organization will do whatever it can to compromise
bBw, any employer and any lawyer, and ruin any relationship of any
kind I may develop with anyone, The organization's malilce is
Certainly demonstrated in this effort to have me held in criminal

contempt. Based on liee and perversions it wante me jailed for

Opposing its antisocial acts, afd living my owh life. I have no
doubt that the organization leaders have plotted my
assassination, nor tThat ali my friecnds are at risk from the
organization because of their association with me. I am working
with Mr. Greene because he Too is the target of this

organization’'s attacks, because he understands., and because he

too does not think much of organized evil.
10. HMs. Bartilson claime that my execurtion of prosfs of

service on July 30, 1992 in the case af Aznaran v. Sclentology.
US Diatriet Court, Central District of California Ke. CV-55-1756-

JMI(EX) is an acknowledgament of my intention To wilfully disobey
the Sohiglan ruling (App. p.7, i.i0; LJB Dec. p. 6, para. 11) It
isn't. The Sohigian ruling is not intended to and dows not
Prohibit such cierical tasks which can be done by anyong.

Signing the proofs of service has nn£hing 1o do with my
experiences in the organization, concerning which I can provide
testimony To claimants and intended claimante only pursuant to
subpoena. Whea I received and read the Schiglan ruiing I acught
te divine its meaning and apply it sensibly to mv iife, work and

iegal situation. If It mvant precisely what it sald then I wouid
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bave to stop breathing because by breathing I would be ipndirectly
assisting any person litigating a claim against the crgenizaticn
entities referred to in sec. 1 of The asettlement agreemant.
Cbviously, therefore, Judge Sohiglan did not mean what he stated.
if he meant only that ] could not, as opposed To passive
assistance to litigating claimants such as breathing. living and
writing magazine articles for the public generally, phvelically
act to help such & ciailmant personally, I would have to ensure
avary 1little old lady or little old man I might escort across any
cld road was not such a claimant. I am certain Judge Sohiglan
did not intend that. Even an interpretation of the Sohigian
rullng that I am prohnibited from indirectly assisting any parscn
litigating a claim-against the organizaTion enTiTies in_that
Aitigation., in some way unrelated to my experiences in and
potential testimeny against the organization, leads to
absurdities that Judge Sohiglan aligo couid not have intended. I
recognized that the organization would interpret the Schigian
ruiing in an absurd way because ite way of interacting wilh me is
craZy and lts stock=In-trade i1s perversion of logic and truth:
but I reasoned that I coulid not myseil act in an &bsurd or
iilogdcal fashion and pervert truth out of fear of the
arganization's use of my God-given actions to attack me.
Following Ms. Bartilson's tortured logic, if 2 got & Job as a
clerk in the LA Superior Court, for the rest of my life I would

not be able to recelive, stamp or file any document Irom anyone

involved in litigating 4 cliaim againsat eny of the oerganizatlon
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entitieas. Nor could I answer tha phone if a lawyer for such a
clalmant or even his organization opponents called the Court, II
1 goT a job as a postal carrier I would have to refuse to deliver
Bail to and from any such claimant. If I became a cab driver I
Would have to gquestion all my fares and refuse to CATTYy any
claimant or his lawyers or witnesses on their ways te meatings,
depositlons and trials. If the eame illogic were permftted in
settlesant agreements in all cases, and became anywhere near
usual in tha ditigation industry, nobody in this great country
could do anything for anybody Ior fear of vialatlng somc non-
assistance covenant. The opportunities for unserupulous groups
iike the Scientoleogy organization would be fantastic, for anyone
whe signed such an agreement could be ecagily framed with
setilement viclatlions. Coupied with $50,000-a=-craci ilguidated
dasages clauses the wconomic poasibiiities are Hubbardian in
wégalomsagnitude. Irick the clerk into opening an envelope
containing anti-organization liitigation papers: con the cadbby
into driving the wrong person to a deposition; photograpn the
postman delivering something to a litigant. But I do not believe
Judge Sohigian intended such an interpretation of his roling, and
I do not belleve such non-asslstance covenants or orders are
legal or do anything but obstruct the administration of justice
and attempt to destroy mens' soule. I belleve Judge Scohigimn
intended only that I cannot make my organlizational experiences,

which are unigue to me, avallable as testimony to clialmants or

intended clalimants eXcept pursuant to a subposna. For seventean
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raling and, although, as etated above, I balieve that, even ag I
interpret and respect it, the ruling is illegal., I have not acted
in any way Jn contempt of it. I bellieve that Judge Schigian
creatéed with his ruling an invitation for me tTo appeal it, and
provided within the ruling itself the appeal's grounds: I1ts
fuzziness, its contradictions, its departure from his hearing
conmente, its rewrlting of .tht settlement agreement's
Prohibitions, and lts gtatutory and constitutional violations. I
believe Judge Schiglan's ruling strategically leIt the
organization, because 1t escaped with sudden relief after the
previous day's hearing in which he sharply censursd its unsavory
practices, unwilling to appeal the ruling. This unwillingness 1is
samething different from the organization's pattern of appeallng
everything that can be Ippi;lﬂd, and strikingly &0 here becauee
Judge Schigian refused to enforce all but the narrowest slice of
the settlemsnt agreement, and #ven that he rewrote in my favor.
i balleve he offered the oprganization an opportunity te radoem
itsel! and it 18 nowW clear that his offer has not been accepled.
I respect Judge Sohiglan's Intellect and person and as thankiul
he heard the injunction aspect of my case.

I déclare under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the

State of California that the foregoing is true and correct.

Execnted at San Anselzmo, Callfornla, on Egbruary 2, 199 -
€) Gerald Armastrong GERALD ARMSTAOMG
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