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THE EPISCOPAL CHURCH, ¢ al. g IN THE DISTRICT COURT
§

¥, § TARRANT COUNTY, TEXAS
§

FRANKLIN SALATZAR, et al. § 141" JUDICLAL DISTRICT

ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANTS®
MOTION TO SEVER AND TO STAY PROCEEDINGS

On this day came on to be considered Defendanis’ Motion To Sever and To Stay
Procesdings. The Court, after reviewirig the motion and the opposition, and huving heard the
argument of counsel, finds that Defendanis® Motion To Sever and To Siay Furiher Proceedings
should be grantod ard the following order cnfcred:

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that all claims that are the subject of tis Court's
Amerded Order on Summary Judgrment signed on Fehruary 8, 20:1 1, sne severed from this canse and

shall appess on the dockel of this Court as Cense Mo. styled The

Episcopal Church, et af ve. Franklin Salazar, et al,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the clerk of this Court shall meeks a new fils for the -
severed suit including the following Court papers from this suit:

(1) Order Geanting Rule 12 Motion: (9.16-09);

() Judgment and Opindon of Sccond District Court of Appeals (6-25- 10%

{3 Modified Order Granting Rule 12 Motion (7-8-10)

{4y Plaintff The Episcopal Church®s Third Amended Original Betition (10-k2-10);

{5 Individual Pladntiffs’ Sixth Amended Origlaal Petition (12-21-100;

(£} First Amended Thivd-Party Petifion of Defendant The Episcopal Diocsse of Fort
Woarth {12-23-10%;
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First Amended Third-Party Petition of Intervenor The Corporation of The Episcopal
Dhioeese of Fort Worth (12-23-1 0%

First Amended Original Plea in Interwention (11-13-10) (Weaver);

Imtervenors’ Third Amended Origirel Answer to Third-Party Defemdants’
Caupterclzim and Second Amended Oripinal Answer ko Plaintiffs' Third Amended
Original Petition (11-5-10);

Defendants' Answer to Plaintiff The Episcopal Church’s Third Amended Ormiginal
Petition (1 2-23-10%;

Dlefendants’ Answer to Individual Plaindffs’ $ixth Amended Original Petition (12-
23-10);

The Episcopal Diocese of Fort Worth's Answer to Counterclaims of Third-Party
Defendants (12-23-10); .

The Corporation of The Episcopal Diocsse of Fart Worth's Answer to Counterclaims
of Third-Party Defendants (12-23-10);

Criginal Answer of Judy Mayo, The Rev. Christopher Cantrell, The Rev. Timothy
Perkins and The Bew. Ryan Reed (10-12-10)

Original Angwer of Fulia Smead (11-5-10%

The Episcopal Diccese of Fort Worth's Angwer to Counterclaims of Third-Party
Defendants (12-23-10);

Fourth Amended Answer and Cowterelaims to Southern Cone Diocese’s Thind-Party
Petition {12-21-10);

FPourth Amended Answer and Counterclaims to Southern Cone Corporation”s Flea in
Intervention and Third-Party Petition (12-21-100;

Plaintiff The Episcopal Church’s Motion for Summary Judgment and Biief in
Support of Motions {10-18-10);

Appendiz to All Episcopal Parties’ Maotions fior Summary Tudgment and Partial
Surmmary Judgment {10-18-107;

Flaintiff The Episcopal Church’s Supplemental Evidence in Support of Tte Motion for
Summary Judgment (10-22-107%;
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Lacal Episcopal Parties' Amended Moation for Partial Summary Judgrnest {12-21-
0%

Supplemental Evidence in Support of All Local Episcopal Parties’ Motions for
Summary Judgment (12-21-100;

Diefendants’ Motion for Partial Sumsiary Judgment (12-23-10)
Appendix to Defendants’ Motion for Partia! Summary Tudgment (12-23-10%

Diefendants’ Objections to Plaintiffs’ Summary Judgm ent Motlons and Evidence (1-
T-11)%

Drefendants’ Supplemeatal Appendix (1-7-11);

Deefendants” Response to Plaintiff The Episcopal Church™s Mation for Summary
Jodgment (1-7-11);

Defendants” Response to Local Episcopal Parties’ Amended Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment {1-7-11;

The Episcopal Church’s Response to Defendants’ Motion for Partial Summary
Tudgment (E-7-11);

Local Episcopal Parties’ Response to Defendants” Motion for Partial Summary
Tudgment (1-7-11%

Supplemental Evidence in Support of All Local Episcopal Parties’ Responses to
Defendants® Motion for Partial Summary Judgment (1-7-11};

All Episcopal Parties’ Objections to Defendants' Summary Judgroent Evidence (1-7-
R )F

The Episcopel Church’s Reply in Support of 1ts Motion for Summary Jodgment (1-
11-11%

Episcopal Parties’ Objections to Defendants’ Supplenental Appendix and Evidence
Attached 1o Responze (1-11-11)

Motion for Leave to File Supplemental Affidavits (1-14-11);
Supplemenial Affidavit of Walter Vieden, I (1-14-11);
Supplemental Affidavit of Charles A. Hough, 1 (1-14-11);
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Ordler Granting Motion for Leave 1o File Supplemental Affidavies (1-14-11)%
Order on Summary Juﬂg:mml:_{ 1-21-11y

Order Granting Local Episcopal Parties' Amended Motien for Partiel Summary
Judgrment (1-21-117;

Ok extions to Form of Summary Judgment Crders (1-25-11);

Affidavit of Charles A. Hough, [Tl in support of Objections to Form of Summary
Judgment Orders (1-27-1 1%

Fpiscopal Parties' Response to Defendants' Objections to Form of Summary
Judgment Orders (1-31-11);

Episcopal Parties’ Objections to Afidavit of Charles A, Hough, I ({1-31-13);
Amended Order on Summary Judgment (2-8-117;

Defendants” Motion to Sever and Stay Remaining Proceedings (2-8-11%

This Order Granting Defendants’ Motion To Sewer and To Stay Procesdings;

Docket Sheet Memizing the foregoing items.

IT IS FINALLY ORDERED that all further proceedings in this canse are stayed pending a

firal defermination of the severed claims through the appellate process,

SIGNED this ; day of: 2011.
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