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CASE MANAGEMENT STATEMENT
LIMITED CASE

(Check one): (@ UNUMITED GASE O o
(Amount demanded (Amount demanded is $25.000°
exceeds $25.000) or ess)
Div.: Room:

L

A CASE MA
Date: July 1

Address of courl (if clitferent from th

NAGEMENT CONFERENCE is scheduled as (oliows:
Time; 3:00 p.m. Dept.: 22

4, 2009
8 acldross above):

provided.

t be checked, and the gpecificd information must bo
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E BY FAX

1
a. B0 Thiv siotement is submitted
v. [ Tnis slatement i submittad jolntly by parlics {names):
9. Complaint and cross-complaint (o bo gnswered by plamtils and cross-complainants only)
a  The complamt was filed on (date): December 28, 2007
b. The cross-complaint, if any, was filed on (date): February 28. 2008
3, Service (o be answered by plaintiffs and crose-conipliinents only)
a. K Alparties named in the complaint and cross-complainl have hoer sorved, of have
n, [ The foliowing paries named n the compleint or cross-complaint
)] [0 nave notbeon served (specily names and oxplain why nol):
) [0  have been scrved bul have not 3bpe
(3) (0  have had a defadit antored against them (spocily 1ames):
c. [0 The toliowing addilional partiey may b added (spocify namaes, nature of invol
{hey may be served).
4. Desacriptlop of ease
cornplaint [ eross-complaint (describe,
live relief; cross-claim for accountin

Party or partios (anawer one)’

INSTRUCTIONS: All applicanle boxes mus

by party (name): Defendants

Type of case in
Complaint for declaral
plaintift Ron Lee.

A
ory relief and injunc

appearcd, or have becn dismissed.

ared and have not been dismissed (specily ames).

vement in case, and the dale by whitli

ncluding causes of action):

g and restilution against individual

Puge10fd
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LAINTIEF/RETITIONER: RO LEE e 7462452

~0El‘"’ENDAN‘I‘/RE.SPONDEN'I‘: SHARON BOWLES, el al.

it stathimilis

4. b. Provigs u brief siatement of lhe case, including any damages. (H personal injury damages are soughl, specily the injury and
domages ¢laimod, including modical €xpensos fo date findicate source and amaunf], estimatod future medical expenses, lost
caminigs fo dote, and eafimaled fufure lost amings. If equitable relief is sought. escribe the nafure of the refiel.)

individual plaintifts, who are voling members andlor officers of plaintiff Our Redeemer Lutheran Church, as well as
our Redeemer Lutheran Church and The California-Nevada-Hawail Districl of The Lutheran Church-Missouri
gyned, allege that defendants, a splinter faction of Our Redeemer's congregation, have unitaterally purported to
oust plaintff Ron Lee as Our Redeemer's president, have disaflliated themselves with the Lutheran Church-
Missouri Synod, have installed a pastor contrary 10 Distriet and Our Redesmer Lutheran Church's authority, and
illegally claimed (he right to exercise control over Our Redeemer's real and personal property, books. aceounts.
and membership rosters, to the exclusion of the plaintitfs and other faithful commuricanls of Our Redeemer and
The Lutheran Church-Migsourl Synod. Plaintiffs seek cqultable rellef by way of declaratory relief and injunction,
including ejectment,

) (rmom space is neaded, check this hax and aflach & page designated as Alachmont an.)

5. Jury or nonjury trial
The party or pariies requcsl C1  ajury wial B9 anonjury tnal (if more than one pary. pravide the name of nach party
roquesting & jury trl):

6. Trial date
o, [] The trial has bewn set for {dalo):
p. X No trial datg has been sek This case will be ready for lrial within 12 months of (he date of the filing of the complaint (i/

not, explain): See atached page.

¢.  Dates on which parties or altofmeys will not be available for trial (apecily dates and explain reasons for unavailbilily):

7. Estimated Iength of trial
The party or parfies oglimate thal {ha triad will nke (check one):
a &) aays (spacily numbor): 14
b, ] Dhours (shor causos) (sposily):

4. Telal represontation (to be anawered for ench patly)
The parly or partics will be represenied ol trial [ by the atorney or party tigted in (he caplion ] oy the following:

a.  Allorney:
b. firm:
¢, Address:

d. Telephone number,

o, Fax number:

E-mail Address;

Parly represenled:

[  Additional representation is described in Attachment 8.

@

9. Preference
[] This cose iz ontliled 1o proference (specify code soction):

10, Altemative Dispute Rosolution {ADR)
a. Goungel B hes (0 hasnot provided the ADR information package idenfified in rule 3.221 1o (he glient and has
reviewed ADR options wilh the client,
b. [0 Al partes have agreed 1o d form of ADR, ADR will be completed by {date),
c. [A The case has gone 1o ¥n AOR progess (indicale stalus): Mediation completed October 31, 2008
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10 d. Tha pany or parties are willing to punicipste in (chack all thal apply).
() 4 Mediation
@ [ Nonbinding judicial arbitralion under Code of Civil Procedure section 1141.12 (discovery to close 15 days betore
arbitrmtion under Cal Rules of Court, rule 3.822)

2) []  Nonbinding judicial arbitration undes Code of Civil Procedure seclion 1141.12 (discovery to remain open unl 30 days
beforo ieigl; order requiccd under Cal. Rules of Courl, rule 3,822)

4y [J Binding judicial arbitrallon

6y [ Binding privalc atbitration

6) [ Neulral case evalisalion

7y B Other (snecify): The panies participated in mediation on Friday, October 31, 2008 and continued senlement

discussions al (he mandatory settlement conference on June: 12, 2009.

e. [ This mater is subject 10 mandatory judicial arbitration becauge the amount in controversy does not exceod the statulory limil,

. [ Pleintif elects to refar ihis caso 1o judicial aibitration and agrées to fimil recovery ta the amount specified in Code of Civit
Procedure seclion 1141.11.

g [X This case)s cxempt from judicial arbitration under rule 3.611 of \he California Rules of Courl (specily exemplion):
3.811(b)(1), equitable refief

11. Settiamont conference
] The pany or paties aro willing 1o parlicipate in an early setllement contarence (specily when)!

12. Insurance
a. ) Inaurance carrier, if any. for parly filing this slaterment (name):
b, Reservation of fights: 11 Yes [] No
c. [ Coverage issues will significantly affect resalution of this case (vaplain):

13. Jurisdiction
Indicate any matters that may affect lhe court’s jurisdiction or processing of Ihis case, and dogeribe the siotus,

Ol sankeuptey [ Otnor (spocily):
Stalus:
14 Related cases, consolidation, and coordinalion

a D There are companion, underlying, or relaled cases.
(1) Name of cose,
(2) Name of courl:
(3) Case numbai:
(1) Siatus:

(] Additional cases are described in Aftachment 14z )

h. {] Ametionte [] consolidale (] coordinate will be filed by fname party):

15. Blfurcation

{7]  The pary or parlies inlend lo file 4 motion for an order bifurcallng, severing. or coardinaling the following issues OF GRUSES of
aclion (specily moving party, type of motion, and roas0ns):

1G, Other motions

[ Tha party or parties oxpect 10 flie the following motions boefore wial (specily maving party, type of molion, and issuon):
Defendants believe that a molion for summary judgment may be appropriate after the close of discovery.

“Eh 10 R Jwiranty 1, 40071
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17. Discovery
a. The party of paies have completed a4 discovery-
v. W The following discovery will b& compleied py the dul® gpecified (dosCnbe all nmiclpaum discovery):
Party Descrintion Dag
Defendants ' Interrogalories: Requests for Production geptember 2009
of Documents; Reguests for Admission:

Depositions.

): The parnies agreed !

e anncipa(ed (specily
is own whather

¢ The: following discovary 159Ucs
setliement discussions have been exhausted. 1S unkn
and if 0 pelayed meet and ¢ nfer sessions tegarding siready propoult ed discove
the extent an agreemem on certain isgues cannot be reached, defendants anticipate filing motions to COMmpé
18. gconomic Litigation
a This i5 2 jinvited civil CRSE (i.0.. W amount demanded is §726,000 oF lesg) and the ACONOINIC Rigation procedures in Code
of Civil Procedure sections 90 hrougn 98 will apply 10 \hiy CASC.
motion to withdraw (ha case lram the ecONOMiC Tigation pracedufes or for additional
cifically why gconomic fitigation procedufts relating 0 discovery of iriaf

Thisis a fimiled civil CnBe anda
giscovery will be fled (if checke

shouid not apply 10 thig case):

Y. D
d. pxplein Spe

19, Othov jgsues
The pany "G additional matiers pe considered of deteremined 3t he case management
conference (spociry):

or panties (equest hat 1o followi

and confer :
The party of pat nferrad with al parties on all subjecls required By rule .724 ot {he California Rulet

of Court (if nol, @

qimy have mel and co!
xplain):

20. Meetl
a

b. Afler meating and conlermng &% requires by rule 3.724 of the California rules of Coutl, \he parties dUree an ihe following
(specify):
altached &% Atachment 21

O none O

goment orders
s case areé (check one).

24, Case mana
emant orders in thi

Pravious case Manag
as other issues

and ADR, 23 well
] management

pber of pages attmched (if anY) 1.
ared (o discuss the staws of discovery
o issues atine imva of the ¢8

22 Total nut
| am complalely famitial With this caso and will be fully prep
raised by s stalement, and will 1055668 the authority @ ente! o stipulations on thes
conlerence, including the wriiten authorlty of \he parly whete requifie.
bate: June 28. 2008 ’ —
, . -
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ATTACHMENT TO CASE MANAGEMENT STATEMENT
Ron Les, et al. v. Sharon Bowles, el al.
Alameda Superiof Court Case No. RG07363452

 Attachment 4b:

Defendants allege that their actions were propef and/or justified, that plaintiffs are not
officers or directors of Our Redeemer and {ack capacity to bring the action in the name
of Our Redeemer, and that the California—Nevada-Hawaii District of The Lutheran
Church-Missouri Synod has no right, standing oF capacity to sué defendants for
ejectment. Defendants’ also allege in a cross-complaint that plaintiff Ron Lee has acted
improperly and in violation of the Constitution of Our Redeemer in undertaking the post
of both Church President and Treasurer and has wasted, spoiled, converted and
improperly distributed the funds and financial assets of Our Redeemer Lutheran

Church. Plaintiff Ron Lee has denied the allegations raised in the cross~complaini.
Attachment 6b:

The parties have engaged in an extended series of initial pleadings. Because of this. as
well as the parties' belief that, after discovery, motions for summary judgment may wel!

pbe filed on both sides (which entails \ead time for the Court's consideration), Defendants
request that trial of this matter be set after January 2010.

PIML1R000DS 1
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PROOF OF SERVICE

Ron Lee, ol al, v. Sharon Bowles, e al.
Alameda Superior Court Case No. RG07363452

| am a resident of the slate of California, 1 am over the age of 18 years, and(! am
not a party to this lawsuit. My business address is Duane Morris LLP, 633 West 5
Stree!, Suite 4600, Las Angeles, California 90071-2065. On the date set forth below, |

served the following document(s).
DEFENDANTS CASE MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE STATEMENT

on the interested party(ies) in this action in the following manner.

BY FACSIMILE: On the date set forth below, at Los Angeles, California, | caused
(he foregoing document(s) to be transmitted by facsimile transmission. | am readily
familiar with the firm's business practice regarding facsimile transmissions. According to
that practice, the document(s) will be transmitted by facsimile from the offices of Duane
Morris that same day to the law office(s) stated below 10 their known business facsimile
number(s) and/or 1o the facsimile number(s) maintained by the addressee(s) designated
below al the facsimile machine telephone number as last given by that person on any
document which he or she has filed in the cause and served on the party making the
service. The transmission(s) was(were) reported as complete and without error.

[XX] BY PERSONAL DELIVERY: On the date sét forth below, at Los Angeles,
California, | forwarded the above-referenced document(s) to an atlorney service regularly
utilized by my office for our messenger/courier service. The document(s) was(were)
placed in a sealed envelope of package designated by our messenger/courier service
with delivery fees paid or provided for, addressed 1o the person(s) on whom it is to be
personally served at the address(es) shown below, at the office address(es) as last given
by that person on any document filed in the cause and served on the party making
service; otherwise at that party's place of residence. The messenger/courier service was
provided with instructions that the envelope or package be personally served on the
addressee(s) by same day delivery (C.C.P. §1011).

[XX] BY MAIL: On the date set forth below. at Los Angeles, California, | placed the
document(s) in a sealed envelope(s). addressed as set forth below, for collection and
mailing with the United States Postal Service. | am readily familiar with the firm's practice
for collection and processing of correspondence for mailing with the United States Postal
Service. According to that practice, the correspondence will be deposited with the United
States Postal Service that same day in the ordinary course of business, with first-class
prepaid postage thereon. Service made pursuant to CCP ? 1013a(3), upon motion of a
party served, shall be presumed invalid if the postal cancellation date or postage meter
'da:ﬁ onﬁt_r(\ie envelope is more than one day after the date of deposit for mailing contained
in the affidavit.

Robert B. Bader, Esq. (via personal srv) Sherri C. Strand, Esqg. (via mail)

Flizabeth F. Stone, Esq. Timothy Noelker, Esa.
GOODWIN PROCTERLLP Rebecca Pinto, Esq.

Three Embarcadero Center, 24th Floor THOMPSON COBURN LLP
San Francisco, CA 94111 One US Bank Plaza
Telephone: (415) 733-6000 St. Louis, MO 63101
Facsimile: (415) 677-9041 Telephone: (314) 552-6000

Facsimile: (314) 552-7000

PROOF OF SERVICE
BMUTREN 0.1 2
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| declare under penalty of perjury under the law$ of the State of California that the

foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on Jung 28, 2009, at Los Angeles, California.

/,l‘\‘l
T I
, 4

Dlane Mamnez

;
»
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