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WERNER R. MEISSNER, #94132

Law Office of
WERNER R. MEIBINER
A PROFESSIONAL LAW CORPCORATION

831 West Ninth Street
San Pedro, California 90731-3603

(310) 833-2335

Attorney for Plaintiff

e = smm—m-  ZYPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIB ™

FOR THE COUNTY OF ORANGE
caseE No. F1-41-35

FIRST AMENDED
COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL
INJURIES AND DAMAGES

JAMES ROGAN,

Plaintiff,

V.
1. NEGLIGENCE
ROMAN CATHOLIC BISHGP CF
ORANGE, A CORPORATION S0LE;
ROMAN CATHOLIC DIOCESE OF
ORANGE: ROMAN CATHOLIC
ARCHBISHOP OF 1L0OS ANGELES,
A CORPCRATION SCLE; ROMAN
CATHOLIC ARCHDICCESE OF LOS
ANGELES; SAINT JOSEPH'S
CATHOLIC CHURCH; SAINT
JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC SCHOQL;
IMMACULATE HE2ART OF MARY
PARISH: SAINT ANGELA MERICI
PARISH; OUR LADY OF
GUADALUPE CHURCH; SAINT
ANTHONY CLARET PARISH;:
ELUCETERIQ RAMOS aka AL
RAMOS; AUXILIARY BISHCP
MICHAEL DRISCOLL; and DOES
1 through 150, inclusive,
and sach of themn,
Defendants.

2. NEGLIGENT INFLICTION CF
EMOTIONAL DISTRESS

3. ASSAULT AND BATTERY
FALSE IMPRISONMENT

5. INTENTIONAL INFLICTION
OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS
6. STATUTORY VIOLATICNS

JUDGE FLOYD H. SCHENK
DEPT. 91

U S . P W N T N e R R S R R T L Sl S L T N e
.

COMES NOW, Plaintiff, JAMES ROGAN, who hereby alleges

against Defendants as follows:

FOR A FIRST, SEPARATE AND DISTINCT CAUSE OF ACTION
FOR NEGLIGENCE AGATINST ALL DEFENDANTS,
AND EACH OF THEM, PIAINTIFF ALLEGES AS FOLLOWS:

1. Plaintiff, JAMES ROGAN, is, and at all times
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mentioned herein was, a resident of the County of Orange or the
County of Riverside, State of California. '

2. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon
alleges, that Defendants ROMAN CATHOLIC BISHOP OF ORANGE, A
CORPORATION SGiE: ROMAN CATHOLIC‘DIOCESE OF ORANGE; RCMAN CATHQLIC
ARCHBISHOP OF LOS ANGELES, A CORPORATION SOLE; ROMAN CATHOLIC
ARCHDIOCESE OF LOS ANGELES; SAINT JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC CHURCH; SAINT
JOSEPH'S CATHCLIG SCHOOL; IMMACULATE HEART OF MARY PARISH; SAINT
ANGELA MERICI PARISH; QUR LADY OF.GﬁAQALUPE CHURCH; SAINT ANTHONY

CILARET PARISH; and DOES 1 through 100, ineclusive, and each of

them, are, and at all times mentioned herein were, corporations,

partnerships, joint venturers or sther business entities, non

profit organizations, associations or church organizatiens, units,

.divisions, Dbranches, oI subsidiaries thereof, having their

principle places of business in ‘+he County of Crange, and/or
county of Los Angeles, state of California. The majority of the
intentional negligent and careless acts and occurrences, as
alleged herein, as against said Defendants, giving rise to the
causes of action herein, occurred at or about the premises
commonly known as SAINT JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC CSURCH and SAINT
JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC SCHOQL, located at 171 North Bradfard Street, in-
the City of Plascencia, County of Orange, State of california, the
premises commonly incwn as IMMACULATE. HEART OF MARY PARISH,
iocated at or abouﬁ 1100 Scuth Cénter Street, iﬁ rhe City of Santa
Ana, County of Orange, State of california, the premises commenly
known as SAINT ANGELA MERICI PARISH, located at or about 585 South
Wwalnut, City cf Brea, County of QOrange, State of California, the’

premises commonly known as OUR LADY OF GUADALUPE CHURCH, located

—2- - 50601416
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at or about 900 W. La Habra Boulevard, City of La Habra, County of
orange, State of california and the premises commenly known as
SAINT ANTHONY CLARET PARISH, located at or about 1450 East La
Palma Avenue, City of anaheim, County of Orange, State of
california, and/or some other locations within the County of
orange and elsewhere.

3. plaintiff is ignorant of the true names and
capacities of Defendants sued herein as DOES 1 <through 150,
inclusive, and each of them, and, therefore, sues said Defendants
by such fictitious names. Plaintiff will amend this Complaint to
allege their true names and capacities when ascertalined.
plaintiff is informed and believés, and thereon alleges, that each
sald fictiticusly named Defendant is negligently, carelessly,
intentionally, or otherwise, respeonsible, in some manner for his
injuries as alleged herein, and that the injuries and damages
sustained by Plaintiff as more particularly set forth herein, were

directly and proximately caused by said wrongful conduct.

4. A1l Defendants, and each of them, at all times
mentioned herein, were the principals, agents, employers,
employees, co—employees,’ supervisers, servants, co~servants,

partners, assoclates, joint venﬁurers, co-participants, co~<
conspirators, princﬁpals and/or representatives of each of their
co-Defendants and, 1n doing the things herein described, were
acting within the éoursa and scope of such relatlonshlp and each
such act or omission was with the autherity, permission, consent,
knowledge and/or ratification of each said co-Defendant, who are

thereby vicariously, and otherwise, respcnsible for same.

5. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon
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alleges, that at all times mentioned herein, that Defendants
FLUCETERIO RAMOS aka AL RAMOS; and DOES 1 through 50, inclusive,
and each of them, were Fathers, Pastors, Bishops, Archbishops,
Teachers and/or other church authorities at SAINT JOSEPH'S
CATHOLIC CHURCQ, SAINT JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC SCHOCL, IMMACULATE HEART
OF MARY PARISH, SAINT ANGELA MERICI PARISH, OUR LADY CF GUADALUPE
CHURCH, SAINT ANTHONY CLARET PARISH, and DOES 51 threough 100,
inclusive, and_each of them, which were branches of, E?;EF?EEWESE
affiliated with, the ﬁOMAN CATHOLIC BISHOP OF ORANGE, ROMAN
CﬁTHOLIC DIOCESE OF ORANGE and/or the ROMAN CATHOLIC ARCHBISHOP DF_
LOS ANGELES, ROMAN CATHOLIC ARCHDIOCESE OF LOS ANGELES and DOES
100 through 150, inclusive, and each of them, and ?erformed
sermens, instructed students, oversav and managed the youth
groups, alter boys, and house boys, Christian education, and
performed various other duties at said parishes, all within the
course and scope of the authority and/or employment with said
parish, with the «nowledge, and permission, consent, authority
and/or ratification of each of their employers, principals and/or
superiors.

6. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon
alleges, that Defendants ROMAN CATHOLIC BISHOP OF ORANGE; ROMAN-
CATHOLIC DIOCESE OF ORANGE; ROMAN CATHOLIC ARCHBISHOP OF I.0S
ANGELES; ROMAN CATH%LEC ARCHDIOCESE COF LGS ANGELES; AUXILIARY
BISHOP MICHAEL DRiSCOLL: SAINT JOSEPH'S CATHCLIC CHURCH; SAINT
JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC SCHOOL; IMMACULATE HEART OF MARY PARISH; SAINT
ANGELA MERICI PARISH; OUR LADY OF GUADALUPE CHURCH; SAINT ANTHCONY
CLARET PARISH; and DOES 1 through 150, inclusive, and each of

them, were the owners, operators, licensaors, licensees, lessors;
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lessees, pfincipals, employers, enmployees, overseers, or otherwise
in control and supervision of the premises commonly Xnown as SAINT
JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC CHURCH, SAINT JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC SCHOOL and
IMMACULATE HEART dF MARY PARISH, SAINT ANGELA MERICI PARISH, OUR
LADY OF GUADALU?E CHURCH, and SAINT ANTHONY CLARET PARISH, as well
as all church, religiocus, educaticnal and other activities,
events, and occurrences at said_location.

o 7. From approximately, but not limited to, 1974.up. -
through and including, but not limited to, approximately 1585,
Defendants ELUCETERIO RAMCS aka AL RAMOS and DQES 1 through 50,
inclusive, and each of them, negligently, carelessly and
otherwise, under the cloak of their authority, confidence, trust,
faith and special relationship with Plaintiff, and octherwise,
committed acts of sexual abuse, molestation, and other wrongful
acts upon Plaintiff, and continued to perform said acts énd
conduct, causing Plaintiff to suffer great physical and emotional
injury as more particularly set forth and alleged herein.

8. At all times.material herein, Plaintiff was a student
at SAINT JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC SCHOOL, DCES 50 through 100, inclusive,

" and each of them, and an a;ter bdy'and/cr house bby in the rectory
and/or a member of th&fparish and congregation at SAINT JOSEPH'S
CATHOLIC CHURCH, gnd POES 100 through 150, inclusive, and each of
them. As éuch, all_éefendants, and each of them, had acquired a
special relationship to Plaintiff as an active member of their
parish and receiving special education and training in the
:Cathelic religian. All Defendants, and each of them, had a duty

to protect, keep safe from harm, care for, supervise, warn, and

advise him in a reasonably prudent manner, as well as a duty not
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to violate his civil rights by performing, or allowing to be
performed, any illegal, immoral, or sexual acts'against him,
including, but not limited to, acts of sexual abuse. Said
Defendants, and each of them, had a further duty to reasonably
supervise, invéstigate, monitor, repert, warn, and cease any such
wrongful and illegal acts and activities involving Plaintiff, as

alleged herein.

-At all times material herein,.Defendants ROMAN

R - W

CATHOLIC BISHOP OF ORANGE, A CORPORATICN SOLE; ROMAN CATHOLIC
DIOCESE OF ORANGE; ROMAN CATHOLIC ARCHBISHOP OF LOCS ANGELES; A
CORPORATION SOLE; ROMAN CATHOLIC ARCHDIOCESE OF LOS ANGELES; SAINT
SQSEPH‘S CATHOLIC CHURCH: SAINT JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC SCHCOL:;
ITMMACULATE HEART OF MARY PARISH; SAINT ANGELA MERICI PARISH: CUR
LADY OF GUADALUPE CHURCH; SAINT ANTHONY CLARET PARISH: AUXILIARY
BISHOP MICHAFRL DRISCOLL; and DOES 1 through 1350, inclusive, and
each of them, had é duty to reasonably and carefully hire, engage,
retain, assoclate, supervise, employ, train, investigate,
reprimand, treat, refer, counsel, discharge, report, warn, and
otherwise be responsible for, priests, and other church
authorities as.they perfgfmed their functions within the church,
particularly as it pertains to contact with students, alter boys;
and/cr house boys apd members of the parish, congregation and
public, such as Plai;tiff herein.

10. At éll times material herein, all Defendants, and
each of them, negligently, carelessly and otherwise wrongfully
carried cut their respective aforementioned duties to Plaintiff,

causing serious injuries and damages to Plaintiff as more

particularly set forth and alleged herein.

-6- 20601420
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ii, At all times material herein, all Defendants, and
each of them, negligently, carelessly, or otherwisé wrongfully,
cared for, taught, chaperoned, supervised, treated, protected,
educated, trained and otherwise controlled Plaintiff, so that
Plaintiff's person was vieclated as a result of 1illegal acts
including, but not limited to, sexual abuse being performed on him
by Defendants ELUCETERIC RAMOS aka AL RAMOS and DOES 1 through 50,
inclusive, and_.each cf them,_so as to cause serious physical and.
emotional injuries to Plaintiff as more particularly set forth and
alleged herein.

12. 2t all times material herein, Defendants ROMAN
CATHOLIC BISHCOP OF ORANGE, A CORPORATION SQLE; ROMAN CATHOLIC
DICCESE OF ORA&GE: ROMAN CATHOLIC ARCHBISHOP CF LOS ANGELES, A
CORPORATION SOLE; ROMAN CATHOLIC ARCHDICCESE OF LOS ANGELES; SAINT
JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC CHURCH; SAINT JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC SCHOOL;
IMMACULATE HEART OF MARY PARISH; SAINT ANGELA MERICI PARISH; CUR
LADY OF GUADALUPE ¢HURCH; SAINT ANTHONY CLARET PARISH: AUXILIARY
BISHOP MICHAEL DRISCOLL; and DOES 1 through 150, inclusive, and
each of them, and DOES 1 through 100, negligently and carelessly
hired, engaged, retained, associated, supervised, employed,
trained, investigated, reprimanded, treated, referred, counselled,
discharged, and yerelotherwise responsible for priests and other
church authorities Qgch as Defendants ELUCETERIO RAMOS aka AL
RAMCS; and DCES 1 fhrough 80, inclusive, and each of them, and

retained said priests or other church figures, despite the fact

. that they were placed on notice of said priests' and church

authorities' wreongful conduct, propensities, and the resulting

attendant reascnably foreseeable injury to perscns lawfully
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situated such as Plaintiff herein on more than one occasion by, at
minimum, a priest, another altar boy and other reliable, reputahble
and verifiable sources.

13. At all times material herein, Defendants ROMAN
CATHOLIC BISHOP OF CRANGE, A CORPCRATICN SQOLE; ROMAN CATHOLIC
DIOCESE OF ORANGE; ROMAN CATHOLIC ARCHEBISHOP OF LOS ANGELES, A
CORPORATICON SOLE; ROMAN CATHOLIC ARCHDICCESE OF LOS ANGELES; SAINT
JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC CHURCH:;. _SAINT. _JOSEPH!'S CATHOLIC SCHCOL; ——
IMMACULATE HEART OF MARY PARISH;:; SAINT ANGELA MERICI PARISH; OUR
IADY OF GUADALUPE CHURCH:; SAINT ANTHONY CLARET PARISH: AUXILIARY
BISHOP MICHAEL DRISCOLL; an@ DOES 1 through 150, inélusive, and
each of them, knew, or should have known that Defendants
ELUCETERIO RAMOS aka AL RAMOS and DOES 1 through 50, inclusive,
and each of them, were suffering from mental, emotional or
physical injury, disability, or other illness, whereby it was, or
should have been, foreseeable that he/they was/were engaging, or
would engage, din . immoral, illegal and unprivileged acts and
activities, including, but not limited to, acts of sexual abuse,
with Plaintiff under the cleak of his/their autherity, confidence
and trust, bestowed upoq'him/them by, and through, the church.
Despite such knowledge and duty to investigate, control, counsel,;
advise, reprimand, "discharge, report, warn, and take other
apprcopriate actions Lith respect to Defendants ELUCETERIO RAMOS
aka AL RAMOS and DdES 1 through 50, inclusive, and each of them,
sald Defendants negligently and carelessly failed toc take any
apprepriate acticn to protect and insure the safety of persons

lawfully situated such as Plaintiff herein including, but not

limited to, reporting said Defendants to the appropriate
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authoritieé, warning Plaintiff and cther members of the publié ar
persans affiliated or associated with the congregétian of said
dangerous and 1illegal propensities, or undertake any other
appropriate action such as, but not 1limited to, removing
Defendants, ELUCETERIO RAMOS aka AL RAMOS, and DOES 1 through 50,
from their position of authority and contact with minors, which
would have prevented the acts alleged herein from being committed
upon_ Plaintiff resulting in serious injury and. damages ._as _more.

particularly set forth and alleged herein.

14. As a further direct, legal and proximate result of
said negligence,rcarelessness and other wrongful conduct of said
Defendants, and each of them, Plaintiff continued to be so injured
and damaged and was not afforded the opportunity to cbtain
rehabilitation, counselling and other appropriate treatment for
his physical, mental, emotional, and other injuries, within a
reasonable time after Defendants' wrongful conduct, acts, actions
and omissions against him, thereby causing further injuries and
damages to him as more particularly set forth and alleged herein.

15. As a result of the nature of Defendants! and each
of their, wrongful conduct, and of the injuries and damages
sustained as alleged herein by Plaintiff, said wrongful conduct af;
sald Defendants, and each cof them, was reasonably psychologically
repressed by Plaintif}, thereby causing him to forget and suppress
from his memory such Qrongful conduct, inciudiné; but not limited
to, acts of sexual abuse and molestation and othér physical,
emotional, mental and related abuse and injury. Plaintiff 4id net
discover, and reasonably could not have discovered, that his

mental and psychelogical injuries or illnesses occurring after the

~9- 50601423
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age of majority were caused by said wrongful conduct including,
but not limited ta, the aforementioned sexuai abuse and
molestation occurring during his minority, as well as any other
injuries alleged herein, until approximately May 8, 1993, at which
time said kxnowledge first began to surface and continues to

presently surface to Plaintiff, JAMES ROGAN

18, As a direct, legal and proximate result of said

_conduct of  Defendants, and. each of them, Plaintiff sustained-~

personal injuries which have caused, and will continue to cause,
permanent physical, emotieonal and mental pain, discomfort,
disability and suffering, all to his general damage in an amount
believed to be in excess of the minimum jurisdicticon of this
court, according te proof.

17. As a further direct, legal and proximate result of
said wrongful acts of Defendants, and each of them, Plaintiff was
required to, and did, expend money and incur cobligations for
medical, psychiatxric, psychological and other health care
services, hospitalization, medicine and medical supplies, therapy,

rehabilitation, and cther services, and will in the future be

compelled to incur additional obligations feor same. Plaintiff

does not know the reascnable value of said cobligaticons at this
time, but prays that same may be in inserted herein when
ascertained or upon éroof thereof.

18. As a.further direct, legal and proximate result of
Defendants', and each of their, wrongful conduct, Plaintiff has
been deprived of earnings and earning capacity, and will in the
future be so deprived. Plaintiff does not know the reasonable

value of same at this time but prays that same be inserted herein

-10- 50601424




when ascertained or upon proof thereof.
18. On May 3, 1994, the Court issued an Ordsr in

aceordance with California Code of Civil Procedure, Section 340.1

that there is reasonable and meritoriecus cause for the filing of
the within First Amended Complaint naming the defendants herein.

FOR A SECOND, SEPARATE AND DISTINCT CAUSE OF ACTION
FOR NEGLIGENT INFLTICTION OF EMOTIONAL
DISTRESS AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS, AND EACH OF THEM,
PLATNTIFF ALLEGES AS FCOLLOWS:
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20. Plaintiff hereby refers to, repeats, and realleges
each and every paragraph contained in the First Cause of Action,
and each and every allegation contained therein, and incorperates
same by this reference, as though fully set forth at this point.

21. As alleged herein Defendants, ELUCETERIO RAMOS. aka
AL RAMOS, and DOES 1 through 50, inclusgive and each of them, did
so unlawfully touch, sexually molest and abuse Plaintiff, as
2lleged herein and otherwise abusing and causing physical and
mental abuse as alleged herein thereby causing Plaintiff to suffer
severe and extreme emotional and mentazal distress.

22. At all times relevant herein, as alleged herein,
Defendants, and each of them, knew, or should have known, of the
aforementioned acts oﬁ’séxual molestation and abuse of Plaintiff;
by Defendant, ﬂLpCETERIG RAMCS aka AL RAMOS, and PCES 1 through
5¢, inclusive, and eaéh of them, or otherwise knew, or should have
known, that their faiiure to exercise reasonabie conduct and due

care in the carrying out of their duties to Plaintiff, as

. aforedescribed and alleged herein, and that acting so negligently,

carelessly and otherwise wrongfully, would cause severe mental

anguish, emotional and physical distress and profound sheock to

11~ 50601425
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Plaintiff's nervous system.

23. As a further direct, legal and proxiiate result of
said wrongful acts of Defendants, and each of them, as
specifically alleged herein, Plaintiff has suffered, and continues
to suffer, sevére mental anguish, emotional and physical distress,
and profound shock toe his nerveus system, resulting ih the
iniuries and damages set forth herein.

— e B0 B IPRERN- - SEDARATE AND DISTINGE CAUSE OF AZETON

FOR ASSAULT AND BATTERY ACGATNST ALL DEFENDANTS,
AND EACH OF THEM, PIAINTIFF ALLEGES AS FOLIOWS:

24. Plaintiff hereby refers to, repeats and realleges
each and everytparaqraph contained in the First and Second Causes
of Action, and each every allegation contained therein, and
incorporétes same by this reference, as ﬁhcugh fully set forth at
this peint.

25. Defendants ELUCETERIO RAMOS aka AL RAMOS and DQES
1 through 50, inclusive, and each of them, verbally, physically,
or otherwise threatened, intimidated, coerced, deceived, or
otherwise wrongfully communicated or conveyed to Plaintiff that
said Defendants, and each of them, would unlawfully, in a harmful

and offensive manner, touch ‘and perform 1illegal acts upon

Plaintiff  including,_ but not limited to, -acts of sexual

molestation and sexual abuse, with the intent and ability of
carrying out said acts. As a result thereof, Plaintiff
justifiably feared for his life, health, strength, physical and

emotional condition, and well-being.

26. Defendants ELUCETERIC RAMOS aka AL RAMOS and DOQES
1 through 30, inclusive, and each ¢f them, then procesded without*

consent to unlawfully touch, sexually molest and abuse Plaintiff,

50601426
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and otherwise physically and mentally abuse and cause serious
injury and harm te Plaintiff as alleged herein, ahd thereafter
continued to do so,.causing Plaintiff to suffer great physical and
emotional injury, as more particularly set forth herein.

27. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon
alleges that at all relevant times herein, Defendants, ROMAN
CATHCLIC BISHOP COF ORANGE, A CORPORATION SOLE; ROMAN CATHOQLIC
DIQCESE OF OQORANGE; ROMANCATHCLDIC TARCHBISHCP OF 105 ANGELES, A
CORPORATION SOLE; RCMAN CATHCLIC ARCHDIOCESE OF LCS ANGELES; SAINT
JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC CHURCH: SAINT JOSEPH'S CATHCLIC SCHCOL;
IMMACULATE HEART OF MARY PARISH; SAINT ANGELA MERICI PARISH: OUR
LADY OF GUADALUPE CHURCH; SAINT ANTHONY CLARET PARISH; AUXILIARY
BISHOP MICHAFEL DRISCOLL; and DQES 1 through 150, inclusive, and
each of them, and the Defendants agents herein knew, or should
have known, the herein abcove alleged acts of assault and battery,
including, but not limited to, sexual molestation and abuse
compitted on Plaintiff, JAMES ROGAN, and the intént and/oxr of the
propensity of Defendant, ELUCETERIO RAMOS aka AL RAMOS, and DOES
1 thrcugh 50, inclusive, and each of them, to commit the acts aof
sexual molestation and seXual abuse against Plaintiff including,
but not limited, to thpse acts alleged herein, and that he was not;
qualified, competentlncr capable of being a child care custodian,
thereby creating anfundue risk of harm to children similarly
situated as Plaintiff herein, which was, or should have been
rea=onably foreseeable to all Defendants, and each of then,
particularly since they had specific knowledge that he was
sexually molesting and abusing other similarly situated children.

On mere than one occasion, said Defendants were specifically

-13- 50601427
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informed of said Defendant's wrongful conduct by a school teacher
at Immaculate Heart of Mary Scheol, a priest, another altar boy,
and other reliable, reputable and verifiable scurces. Yet, with
full knowledge cf those acts and in a conscicus disregard for the
rights of Plaintiff, said Defendants permitted, adopted, ratified
and otherwise approved these acts which were committed in the
course and scope of Defendant ELUCETERIC RAMOS aka AL RaMCs?
employment with Defendants -hereirmr—and -each -~of them, and
Defendants' agents herein. In additicn, Defendants, ROMAN
CATHCLIC BISHOP OQF QRANGE, A CCRPORATION SOLE; RCMAN CATHQOLIC
DIQCCESE OF OmGE: ROMAN CATHOLIC ARCHBISHCP OF LCS ANGELES, A
CORPORATION SOLE; ROMAN CATHOLIC ARCHDIOQCESE OF LOCS ANGELES; SAINT
JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC CHURCH; SAINT JCSEPH'S CATHOLIC SC-HOOL:
IMMRACULATE HEART OF MARY PARISH; SAINT ANGELA MERICI PARISH; OQOUR
LADY OF GUADALUPE CHURCH: SAINT ANTHONY CLARET PARISH; AUXILIARY
BISHCOP MICHAEL DRISCOLL; and DOES 1 through 150, inclusive, and
each of them, and;their agents, had no reliable, significant or
meaningful policy or practice and otherwise failed and/or refused
to properly investigate and repcert complaints about the conduct of
the clergy or take appropﬁiate action to protect the well-being of
its parishicners and _others, including Plaintiff, JAMES ROGAN.”
Thereafter, Defendant, ELUCETERIC RAMOS aka AL RAMOS, and DOES 1
through 50, inclusi&e, and each of them, continued to perpetuate
and perform the deépicable and outragesous acts,‘includinq, but not
limited to, acts of sexual molestaticn and abuse and other
wrongful acts upon Plaintiff. 2s a result thereof, said
Defendants, and each of them, did continue to cause Plaintiff to

suffer severe mental, emotional and physical damages and injuries

~14- 50601428
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as more particularly set forth and alleged herein.

28. The aforementioned of said Defendants, and each of
them, constituted unprovoked conduct which was williful, wanton,
malicious, oppressive and beyond all reasonable bounds of decency
and conscious disregard the physical and emotional heélth, safety

and well-being of Plaintiff.

29. By reason of said wrongful acts of Defendants, and
each of them, ~Plaintiff-—has suffered extreme and severa mental
anguish, emotional distress, physical pain and has been injured
and aamaged as more particularly set forth herein.

30. Said wrongful conduct of Defendants, and each of
them, was intended to cause injury and damages to Plaintiff, or
alternatively, was despicable and unconscicnable conduct carried
out with a willful, wanton, and conscious disregard for the
rights, health, safety and well-being of Plaintiff, subjecting
Plaintiff to cruel and unjust hardship, humiliation, severe mental
anguish, severe emptional distress and suffering and was so vile,
base, contemptible, miserable, wretched and loathscme that it
would be looked down upon and despised so as to cause injuries and

damages of the kind justifying an award of exemplary and punitive

damages. Pursuant to_the provisions of California Code of Civi1;
Procedure, Section 425.14, Plaintiff will seek leave cf Court in
the fﬁture in order}to amend this Complaint to include a prayer
for punitive damagés against the religiocus corpérations, religious
corporations sole, their units, divisions, hranches or

subsidiaries thereof, named herein.
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FOR A FOURTH, SEPARATE AND DISTINCT CAUSE OF ACTION
FOR FALSE IMPRISCONMENT AGAINST ALI DEFENDANTS,
AND FEACH OF THEM, PIAINTIFF ALLEGES AS FOLLOWS:

31. Plaintiff hereby refers to, repeats and realleges
each and every paragraph of the First, Second and Third Causes of
Action, and eéch and every allegation contained therein, and
incorporates same by.this reference, as though fully set forth at

this point.

T 32, In carrying cut the wromgful conduct alleged hereimn

of said Defendants, and each of them, sald Defendants forcibly,
against Plaintiff's will, and without his consent and over his
protest, kept Plaintiff in sald Defendants' presence and caused
Plaintiff to remain in Defendants' presence until said Defendants
had completed their unlawful acts including, but not limited to,
acts of sexual molestation and sexual abuse upon Plaintiff.

33. Immediately prior te said wrongful acts ef said
Defendants, and each .of them, Plaintiff had been peacefully
visiting, stayingg attendinguséhool or church, performing church
duties, and ctherwisé acting lawfully at SAINT JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC
SCHOQL, SAINT JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC CHURCH and IMMACULATE HEART OF

MARY PARISH, SAINT ANGE%A MERICI PARISH, QUR LADY OF GUADALUPE

CHURCH, SAINT ANTHONY CLARET PARISH, and DCES: 51 through 150,

inclusive, and each of them, and at all other locations wherein
said wrongful acts and conduct of Defendants, and each of them,
cccurred throughout the time period referred to herein.

34. The aforementioned acts of said Defendants, and

each of them, constituted unprovoked conduct which was willful,

wanton, malicious, oppressive, beyond all reascnable bounds of’

decency and conscious disre@ard for the physical and emotional
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health, safety and well-being of Plaintiff.

35, Said wrongful conduct of Defendants; and each of
them, was intended to cause injury and damages to Plaintiff or
alternatively, were despicable and uncenscionable conduct carried
out with a willful, wanton and conscious disregard of the rights,
health, safety and well-being of Plaintiff, subjecting Plaintiff
to cruel and unjust hardship, humiliaticn, severe mental anguish,
severg - embtidnal distress and suffering, and was so Vile, base,
contemptible, miserable, wretched and loathsome that it would be
locked down upon and despised so as to cause injuries and damages
of the kind justifying an award of exemplary and punitive damages.

Pursuant to the provisions of California Code of Civii Procedure,

Section 425.14, Plaintiff will, at the appropriate time, seek
leave of Court in the future in order to amend this Complaint to
include a prayer for punitive damages against the religiocus
corperations, religious corporations sole, their units, division,
branches, or subsidiaries thereof named herein.
FOR A FIFTH, SEPARATE AND DISTINCT CAUSE OF ACTION
FOR INTENTTONAL INFLICTICON OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS ACGAINST

ALL DEFENDANTS, AND EACH QF
THEM, PLAINTIFF ALLEGES AS FOLLOWS:

36. Plaintiff hereby refers to, repeats, and reailege§:
each and every paragraph contained in the First, Second, Third and
Fourth Causes of Aé@ion nerein, and each and every allegation
contained therein; and incorporates same by this reference, as
though fully set forth at this point.

17 . gaid conduct of Defendants, and each of them, was

willful, intentienal, maliclous, wanton, reckless and in conscious

disregard for the well-being of Plaintiff's physical, emotional
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and mental state, and done for the purposes of causing him to
suffer humiliation, mental anguish, emotional distress and
suffering, and other physical injuries as more particularly set
forth herein.

38. ITmmediately prior to said wrongful acts of said
befendants, and each of them, Plaintiff was peacefully, visiting,
stayling, attending and performing church duties, and ctherwise

acting lawfully at" " tHe "SAINT JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC CHURCH, SAINT

- JCSEPH'S CATHOLIC SCHOQOOL, IMMACULATE HEART OF MARY PARISH, and

DOEs 51 through 150, inclusive and each of them, and at all other
locations wherein said wrongful and conduct of Defendants, and
each of them, Qccurred at all times material herein.

39. As a further result of the aforementiocned wrongful
acts of sald Defendants, and each of them, Plaintiff suffered
severe humiliaticn, mental anguish, emotional distress and
suffering, profound shock to his nervous system, and was otherwise
injured in his mind and hody, and suffered other damages as more
particularly stated and alleged herein.

40. The aforementioned acts of said Defendants, and
each of them, was intghded ﬁo cause injury and damages to
Plaintiff or alternatively, were despicable and unconscionablea
conduct carried out with a willful, wanton and conscious disregard
of the rights, heé;th, safety and well-being of Plaintiff,
subjecting Plaintiff to cruel and unjust hardship, humiliation,
severe mental anguish, severe emotiocnal distress and suffering,
and other injuries and damages, and were so vile, base,

contemptible, miserable, wretched and loathsome that it would be

locked down upon and despised so as to cause injuries and damages
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of the kind justifying an award of exemplary and punitive damages.

Pursuant to the provisions of California Code of civil Procedure,

Secticon 425.14, Plaintiff will seek leave of Court in the future
in order to amend this Complaint to include a prayer for punitive
damages against the Defendants named herein which are a religiots
corporations, religiocus coerporations sole, their units, branches,

or subsidiaries thereof.

. .FOR A STXTH, SEPARATE AND DISTINST-CAUSE-OF-ACTION —~
FOR STATUTORY VIOLATIONS ACAINST ALL DEFENDANTS,
AND EACH OF THEM, PLAINTIFF ALLEGES AS FOLLOWS:

41. Plaintiff hereby refers, repeats, and realleges
each and every paragraph contained in the First, Second, Third,
Fourth and Pifth Causes of Action herein, and each and every
allegation contained therein, and incorporates same by this
reference, as though fully set forth at this pcint.

42. After the Child Abuse and Neglect Reporting Act
took effact.in 1580, Defendants ROMAN CATHOLIC BISHOP OF ORANGE,
A CORPORATION SOLE; ROMAN CATHOLIC DIOCESE OF CORANGE; ROMAN
CATHOLIC ARCHBISHOP OF LOS ANGELES, A CORPORATION SOLE; ROMAN
CATHOLIC ARCHDIOCESE OF LOS BANGELES; SAINT JCGSEPH'S CATHOLIC
CHURCH; SAINT JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC SCHOCL; IMMACULATE HEART OF MARY

PARISH; SAINT ANGELA MERICI PARISH; OUR LADY OF GUADALUPE CHURCH?;

_SAINT ANTHONY CLARET PARISH; AUXILIARY BISHCP MICHAEL DRISCOLL;

and DCES 1 throughflso, inclusive, and each of them, by and
through their empiéyées and agents, were “chila care custodians®
and were under a statutory duty to report known or suspected
incidences cof sexual molestaticn of minors te a child Protective
Agency, pursuant to the Child Abuse and Neglect Reporting ﬁct,“

enunciated in California Penal Code, Section 11164, et sed,
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43. At all times relevant herein, Defendants, RCOMAN
CATHOLIC BISHOP OF ORANGE, A CORPCRATICN SOLE; ROMAN CATHOLIC
DIOCESE OF ORANGE; ROMAN CATHOLIC ARCHBISHOP OF LOS ANGELES, A
CORPORATION SOLE; ROMAN CATHOLIC ARCHDIOCESE OF LOS ANGELES; SAINT
JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC <CHURCH; SAINT JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC SCHOOL:
IMMACULATE HEART OF MARY PARISH; SAINT ANGELA MERICI PARISH; OUR

LADY OF GUADALUPE CHURCH; SAINT ANTHONY CLARET PARISH; AUXILIARY

BISHOP MICHAEL DRISCOLIL: and DOES 1 through 150,  inclusive, dand

each of them, knew, or in the exercise of reasonable diligence,
should have known, that Defendant, ELUCETERIO RAMOS aka AL RAMOS,
and DOES 1 through 50, inclusive, and each of them, had sexually
molested, abused, or otherwise caused nonmaccidental touching,
battery, harm and other injuries to a minor giving rise to a duty
to report such conduct under Section 11166 of the California Penal

code, and that an undue risk to children, such as Plaintiff, JAMES

ROGAN, existed because Defendants ROMAN CATHOLIC BISHOP OF ORANGE,
A CORPORATION SQLE; ROMAN CATHOLIC DIQCESE OF ORANGE; ROMAN

CATHOLIC.ARCHEISHOP OF LOS ANGELES, A CORPCRATION SOLE; ROMAN
CATHOLIC ARCHDIOCESE OF L0OS ANGELES; SAINT JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC
CHURCH; SAINT JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC SCHOCL; IMMACULATE HEART OF MARY
PARTSH; SAINT ANGELA yERiCI PARISH; OQUR LADRY OF .GUADALUPE CHURCH#
SAINT ANTHONY CLARET PARISH; AUXILIARY BISHOP MICHAEL DRISCOLL;
and DOES 1 through iSO, inclusive, and each of'ﬁhem, even though

they had been aévised af the wrongful acts o¢f Defendant,

ELUCETERTIO RAMOS aka AL RAMOS, and DOES 1 through 50, inclusive,

and each of them, by, among others, a teacher at Immaculate Heart
of Mary Parish, and DQES 1 through 150, inclusive, and e&ach of

them, and another altar boy, and a priest, Defendants, and each of
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them, and otherwise, did not comply with these mandatory reporting
requiréments. |

44, At all times relevant herein, by failing to repart
the continuing molestation known by Defendants, and each of them,
at all times material herein, and ignoring the fulfillment of the
mandated compliance with reporting reguirements provided under

California Penal Code, Section 11166, Defendants, ROMAN CATHOLIC

- BISHOP OF ORANGE, A CORPORATION SCOLE; "RUMAN CATHOLIC DIOCESE OF -

ORANGE; ROMAN CATHOLIC ARCHBISHOP CF LOS ANGELES, A CORPORATICH
SCLE; ROMAN CATHOLIC ARCHDIOCESE CF LOS ANGELES; SAINT JOSEPH'S
CATHCLIC CHURCH; SAINT JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC SCHGOL; IMMACULATE HEART
OF MARY PARISH; SAINT ANGELA MERICI PARISH; OUR LADY OF GUADALUPE
CHURCH:; SAINT ANTHGNY CLARET PARISH: AUXILIARY BISHOP MICHAEL
DRISCOLL; and DOES 1 through 150, inclusive, and each of themn,
created the risk and dangers contemplated by the Child Abuse and
Neglect Reporting Act and as a result unreasonably and wrongfully
exposed Plaintiff; JAMES ROGAN, to the molestation as alleged
herein, thereby breaching Defendants' duty of care to hinm.

45. At all times relevant herein, Plaintiff, JAMES
ROGAN, was one of the fclass ‘of perscns for whose protection
California Penal Code, Section 11166, was specifiéally adaopted to
protect,

46, At ail times relevant herein, had Defandants,
ROMAN CATHOLIC BiSHOP CF QRANGE, A CORPCORATICHN SOLE; ROMAN
CATHOLIC DIOCESE OF ORANGE; ROMAN CATHCOLIC ARCHBISHOFP OF LOS
ANGELES, A CORPORATICON SOLE; ELUCETERIO RAMOS aka AL RAMOS; ROMAN
CATHOLIC - ARCHDICCESE OF LOS ANGELES; SAINT JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC«

CHURCH; SAINT JOSEPH'S CATHCLIC SCHOOL; IMMACULATE HEART COF MARY
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PARISH; SAINT ANGELA MERICI PARISH; QUR LADY OF GUADAILUPE CHURCH;
SAINT ANTHONY CLARET PARISH; AUXILIARY BISHOP MICHAEL DRISCOLL;
and DOES 1 through 150, inclusive, and each of them, adequately
performed their duties under Section 11166 of the California Penal
Ccde, and reported the molestation of at all times material
herein, Plaintiff, JAMES ROGAN, to a child protective agency at
all times material herein, it would have resulted in the
involvement of trained child sexual abuse case workers for the
purposes of preventing harm and further harm teo Plaintiff and
preventing and/or treating the inijuries and damages suffered by
Plaintiff as alleged herein.

47, As a direct, legal and proximate result of
Defendants, ROMAN CATHOLIC BISHCP OF ORANGE, A CORPORATION SOQOLE;
ROMAN CATHOLIC DIOCESE OF ORANGE; ROMAN CATHOLIC ARCHBISHOP OF LOS
ANGELES, A CORPORATION SOLE; ROMAN CATHOLIC ARCHDIGCCESE QF ILOS
ARGELES; SAINT JCSEPH'S CATHOLIC CHURCH; SAINT JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC
SCHOOL;  IMMACULATE HEART OF MARY PARISH; SAINT ANGELA MERICI
PARTISH; OUR LADY OF GUADALUPE CHURCH; SAINT ANTHONY CLARET PARISH;
AUXILIARY DBISHOP MICHAEIL DRISCCLL; and DOES 1 through 100,
inclusive, and each of t@ém, ahd DOES 1 through 150, inciusive,
and each of their, £failure to follow the wmandatory reportingm
requirements of ﬁalifcrnia Penal Code, Section 11166, and report
the aforesaid acts Jf Defendant, ELUCETERIC RgMOS aka AL RAMOS,
and DOES 1 throagh.SG, inclusive, and each of them, at all times
material herein, to a child protective agency,KDefendants, ROMAN
CATHCLIC BISHOP OF ORANGE, A CORPORATICON SCOLE; ROMAN CATHOLIC

DIOCESE OF ORANGE; ROMAN CATHOLIC ARCHBISHOP OF L0OS ANGELES, A -

CORPORATION SOLE; ROMAN CATHOLIC ARCHDIOCESE OF LOS ANGELES;
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ELUCETERiO RAMOS aka AL RAMOS: SAINT JQSEPH'S CA?HOLIC CHURCH;
SAINT JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC SCHOOL; IMMACULATE HEART OF MARY PARISH;
SAINT ANGELA MERICI PARISH; OUR LADY OF GUADALUPE CHURCH: SAINT
ANTHCONY CLARET PARISH; AUXILIARY BISHOP MICHAEL DRISCOLL; and DOES
1 through 150, inclusive, and each of them, and DCES 1 through
100, inclusive, and each of then, wrongfully denied and restricted
Plaintifef, JAMES ROGAN, and other similarly situated minors from
the protection--o¢f ~child protection agencies which would have
changed the then existing arrangements and conditions, which

theretofore provided the basis for access and opportunities for

‘the molestation of Plaintiff, JAMES ROGAN, as alleged herein.

48. The physical, mental and emctional injuries and
damages as alleged herein resulting freom the continued sexual
molestatidn of Plaintiff, JAMES ROGAN, by Defendant, ELUCETERIO
RAMOS aka AL RAMOS, and DOES 1 through 5€, inclusive, and each of
them, as alleged herein, were the types of occurrences and
injuries and damages the Child Abuse and Neglect Reporting Act was

designed to prevent.

49. As a direct, legal and proximate result of the
intenticnal, negligent,i'careléss and'_other wrongful acts of
BDefendants, ROMAN CATHOLIC BISHOP OF OQRANGE, A CORPORATION SDLE:h
ROMAN CATHOLIC DIOCE$E OF ORANGE; ELUCETERIO RAMOS aka AL RAMOS ;-
ROMAN CATHOLIC ARCHQ;SHOP QF LOS ANGELES, A CORPORATION SQLE;
ROMAN CATHOLIC ARCHbIOCESE OF LOS ANGELES; SAINT JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC
CHURCH; SAINT JOSEPH'S CATHOLIC SCHOOL: IMMACULATE HEART OF MARY
PARISH; SAINT ANGELA MERICI PARISH; OUR LADY OF GUADALUPE CHURCH;
SAINT ANTHONY CLARET PARISH; AUXILIARY BISHOP MICHAEL DRISCOLL;

and DOES 1 through 150, inclusive, and each of them, the lack of
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appropriate referral for child sexual abuse treatment, and the
foreseeable resultant molestation, Plaintiff was injured in his
healﬁh, strength and activity, and thereby suffered, and continues
te suffer, permanent and severe mental anguish, emctiocnal and
Physical distress and prefound shock to his nervous system and
cther injuries resulting in the trauma and damages set forth and
alleged herein.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays as follows:

AS FOR ALL CAUSES OF ACTTION

1. General damages according to prooff

2. Medical and related expenses, past, present, and

future, according to proof;

3. Less of earnings, past, present, and future, and

less of earning capacity, in a sum according te proof;

4, Other items of special damage according to proof;
5. Costs of suit incurred herein:

8. Predudgment interest as provided by law; and,

7. Such other and further relief as may be deemed just

and proper.

. FOR THE THIRD, ¥OURTH AND FIFTH CAUSES OF ACTION
A8 AGAINST DEFENDANTS, ELUCETERYO RAMOS aka AL RAMOS, o
AUXTLIARY BISHOP MTICHAEL DRISCOLL, AND
DOES 1_THROUGH 50, INCLUSIVE, AND FACH OF THEM ,
AND QTHER DEFENDANTS SUBJECT TO LEAVE OF COURT TN
ACCORDANCE WITH CCDE _OF CIVIL, PROCEDURE, SECTION 475.14

8. For puﬁitive and exemplary damages in an amount

deemed just and proper.

DATED: April 14, 1994 LAW OFFICE OF WERNER R. MEISSNER
‘ A Professional Law Corporation

Werner R. Meissner
Attorney for Plaintiff,
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