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THE EFISCOPAL CHURCH, o ol 5 INTHE BISTRICT COURT
§

¥ § TARRANT COUNTY, TEXAS
5

FHANELIN SALAZAK, «f al. § 1457 UGHCLAL BISTRICY

ORUER GRANTING DEFEXDANTS
MUTION TOSEVERAND TG STAY PROC

Om this cay came oo b be considered Diefopdants® Motion To Seeer and To Sy
Proveedimgs. The Coset, afler mowdewing the motion and Lb;znﬁgpnsiﬁm. anul baving beand dhe
m‘gi.méll! of contssd, finds thet Defendany’ Motion To hw‘cs and To Sty Fuather P‘mwa&mgs :
should be granted and the following arder entrmed: .

1 IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED tat aff clims that are the subjest of s Court's
Arnerded Corder o Suonmary Jedgrset signed an Febraaey 8, 2011, s sevied ﬁsm ihis cmese and

shall sppear on the docker of s Court es Cause Mo styled The

Epizcopal Church, et of ve. Fravklis Sofazar, et ai,

IT 1% FURTHER ORDERED 1hat the clerk of this Court shall reake & new fils B the -
eiacvvzmé suit inctoding the foliowing Conrt papers from this suit:

{8y Ouder Geasting Bule 12 Motios (36050,

2y Judgment aod Opindor of Seeoad District Court of Appeals (6-23-10);

5 Mlodified Deder Chranting Rade 82 Mistion (78405

4y Plaintiff The Episgmpga Churek’s Taird Amended Original Fetiton {16-82-18%

€5y Individusl Plainliffs’ Sioh Amended Ofginl Pelition {1201 10%

(8 Tiest Ansended Third-Taryy Petition of Defendant The Episcopal Thiaoese of Fort
Worth £12-23-28;
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Piest Amended Thizd-Party Pelitton of Tutesvenar The Corpotation of The Episcopal
Miocese of Fort Worgh [12-23-00k

Sirst Ammended Originad Ples in Intervention {11-55-100 {Weavery

Intervenprs” Thivd Amendsd Onginal Amswer to Third-Pany Defendants’
Crrenterchaim and Secand Amended Original Answer to Blaintiffs’ Third Amended
Cztainiad Petition (18510

Defendants’ Answes to Plalntif The Bpiscopal Church's Third Amended Original
Putition (12-23-10%

Drefendants’ Answer 10 Jndividual Plainiiffs' Steth Amended Original Potition (12«
233008

The Episcopal Dincese of Fort Wontht's Answes to Counterclaims of Third-Party
Dafeydans {12-25-10); , ‘ .

The Cerporation of The Episcopal Diccess of Fort Worth's Angwer io Cieerchaims
of Third-Pary Defemdants {1 2:33-10),

Ciriginal Arawer of Fudy Mayo, The Rev. Cheistopher Caniredl, The Rev. Timothy
Periins and The Bev. Byas Beed {10-12-16),

Criginat Angwor of fuliz Smead (31-5-16)

The Episcopal Diccese of For Worth's Answer to Courserclaims of Thivd-Party
Debendants (32-23-10%

Foerth Amecvded Answer and Cowderclabng 1o Sauthern Core Drocese™s Thisd-Facty
Perition {12-21-10%

Pours Amended Answer and Countersiaios te Southem Cone Comporation’s Pleain
ntercention arxd Third-Patty Petition (12-21-10%

Platntiff The Episcopal Churck's Motion fur Sumraary Fudgment and Brief in
Sopgart of histions {10-18-10;

Appendix o AN Episcopal Pardes' adatons fior Suramary Judgment and Partial
Sumtnary hudgmeat (1018185

Plainsiff The Episcopal Charch’s Supplemental Evidence in Support o Tts Mation for
Suzamary Judgment {106-22-10%
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Lacal Episcopal Parties' Amended Morion for Partial Sumroary Tndgmneat (12-21-
1gd;

Supplemental Evidence fn Support of All Local Episeapal Pariies Motions for
Sumeary ludgrment (12-21-10)

Defondants® Motion Rur Partia] Summary fudgment (12-23-18;
appendix to Defendants’ Motion for Partial Summary Tudgraent (2-23-10%

Defendants’ Ohjections o Plaint s Summary hedgment Motions and Evidence {1-
i

Tiefendznts® Snpplementsd Appendix (17113

Thefendants’ Response & Plainttlf The Episcopal Church's Motion for Summary
Yhadgment (1111

{efendairs Response to Local Episcopal Parties’ Amended Motion for Partial
Sumninary Tudgmest {1-7-1€);

The Episcopal Church's Response to Defondants’ Motion for Partial Suwmpraary
Tudgraent {3-7-11%

Local Episcopal Partios”™ Fesponse o Tiefendants’ Motion for Partial Summary
dgment (L7-11

Suppletnental Bvidence in Support of Adl Local Episcopal Parties’ Responses o
Thefondants” Motion for Fartial Sumniary Judgment {1-7-1T%

A% Episcopal Pacties’ Oljections to Defendants' Suenrmary Jndprment Evidence (B7~
ERIH

The Episcopsl Chuech’s Reply in Support of T Motion for Summary Jodament{1-
11-1ik

Episcrpal Parties’ Obfections to Defendants’ Supplanental Appendix and Hvrdence
Attacked to Response (F-13-11);

SAntion for Leave to File Supplementat Affidavits {1-16-11}
Supplemental Affidavit of Waiter Viedes, HI (1-14-11)
Supglemental ARfiduvit of Chartes A. Hough, I (13417,
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Oy om Sumgnaey Sadgment {1-21-11}

Criler Granting Local Episeepal Pasties’ Amended Matien for Parisl Summary
Fadgsoens {L-2 1=k 1)z

Djations to Form of Summeey Tedgment Qeders (1-25-18%

Affidevit of Charles A, Hough, T8 in support of Dhjections to Form of Susmaney
Sudgment Onders (1-27-15%

Episgops] Paeties’ Response o Dofendants’ Objections o Foon of Summary
Judgrnent Orders {1-31-11),

Bpisaopal Parties” jections fo Alldavit of Charies A, Hough, 12 {1-31-18)
Amended Order on Bummery Sudpment (2-8-117%

Defendans’ Morian to Sever gnd Stay Remaining Froceodings (3-8-11);

Thiz Order Granting Defendans’ dotion To Sever and Te Stay Proceedings;

Docket Shees ezt the foregoing Hems,

T 15 FINALLY ORDEREYD thet all fiarther proceedings in this canse are stayed periding »

fiea] determinaion of the severed claims ﬁsfﬁugh the appeilae process.

SUENED this ; daygfﬁfmi
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