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Civil Action

The Governing Body of Jehovah’s Witnesses,
Fairlawn  Congregation of  Jehovah’s
Witnesses, Watchtower Bible and Tract
Society of New York, Inc., Hackensack
Congregation of Jehovah’s Witnesses, and
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NOTICE OF MOTION FOR SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

and individual capacities,

Defendant.

TO: RaynaE. Kessler, Esq.
ROBINS KAPLAN LLP
1325 Avenue of the Americas, Suite 2601
New York, NY 10019
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on August 26, 2022, at 9:00 a.m., or as soon thereafter as
counsel may be heard, the undersigned, counsel for Watchtower Bible and Tract Society of New

York, Inc. (“Watchtower”), the East Hackensack Congregation of Jehovah’s Witnesses
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(improperly named Hackensack Congregation of Jehovah’s Witnesses) (the “East Hackensack
Congregation”) (together, “Defendants”), shall move before the Honorable Gregg A. Padovano,
J.S.C., at the Superior Court of New Jersey, Bergen County Courthouse, 10 Main Street,
Hackensack, New Jersey 07601, for an Order granting Defendants’ motion for summary judgment.

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that in support hereof, Defendants rely upon the
brief submitted herewith and the certification of Dana B. Parker with all attachments thereto.

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that a proposed form of order is enclosed
herewith.

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that Defendants request oral argument if this
motion is opposed.

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that the discovery end date is August 24, 2022

and that no trial date has been scheduled.

Dated: July 20, 2022 By: _/s/ Anthony P. La Rocco
Anthony P. La Rocco
Dana B. Parker
Reymond Yammine
K&L GATES LLP
One Newark Center, 10" Floor
Newark, New Jersey 07102
P: (973) 848-4000
F: (973) 848-4001
Attorneys for Defendant Watchtower
Bible and Tract Society of New York, Inc. and

East Hackensack Congregation of Jehovah’s

Witnesses (improperly named as Hackensack
Congregation of Jehovah’s witnesses)
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Corinne Pandelo,
SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY

Plaintiff, LAW DIVISION: BERGEN COUNTY
v. DOCKET NO.: BER-L-5508-21
Civil Action

The Governing Body of Jehovah’s Witnesses,
Fairlawn  Congregation  of  Jehovah’s
Witnesses, Watchtower Bible and Tract
Society of New York, Inc., Hackensack | QRDER GRANTING DEFENDANTS’

Congregation of Jehovah’s Witnesses, and | NyoTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT
John and Jane Does 1-100, whose identities are

presently unknown to Plaintiff, in their official
and individual capacities,

Defendant.

THIS MATTER, having come before the Court upon the application of Watchtower Bible
and Tract Society of New York, Inc. (“Watchtower”), the East Hackensack Congregation of
Jehovah’s Witnesses (improperly named Hackensack Congregation of Jehovah’s Witnesses) (the
“East Hackensack Congregation”) (together, “Defendants”), by their attorneys K&L Gates LLP,
upon notice to Plaintiff Corinne Pandelo (“Plaintiff”), by and through their attorney Robins Kaplan
LLP, and the Court having considered the papers filed in connection with Defendants’ motion for
summary judgment, and the arguments of counsel, and for good cause shown:

IT IS, on this day of , 2022,

ORDERED, that Defendants’ motion for summary judgment is granted; and it is further

ORDERED, that in accordance with R. 4:6-2(b), all claims contained in Plaintiff’s
Complaint are hereby dismissed against Defendants with prejudice; and it is further

ORDERED, that a copy of this Order shall be served upon all counsel of record within 7

days of counsel’s receipt of same.

Hon. Gregg A. Padovano, J.S.C.
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THIS MOTION WAS:

OPPOSED
UNOPPOSED
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Defendants Watchtower Bible and Tract Society of New York, Inc. (“Watchtower”) and
the East Hackensack Congregation of Jehovah’s Witnesses (improperly named Hackensack
Congregation of Jehovah’s Witnesses) (the “East Hackensack Congregation”) (together,
“Defendants”) submit this Statement of Undisputed Material Facts (“SUMF”) in support of their
Motion for Summary Judgment pursuant to New Jersey Court Rule 4:46-2(a). The sources of the
following facts include documents and other written discovery produced in this action, pleadings,
and publicly available materials. In addition, this SUMF draws upon the certification of Dana B.
Parker (“Parker Cert.”), filed concurrently with this SUMF.

A. Plaintiff’s Alleged Abuse

1. Plaintiff alleges that her grandfather, Clement Pandelo, sexually abused her
beginning around 1976-1977.! Parker Cert., 9 3, Ex. B, Plaintif’s Amended Complaint, filed on
October 13, 2021 (LCV20212383924) (“2021 Amended Complaint™).

2. Plaintiff alleges the abuse ended when she disclosed the conduct to her parents,
who contacted law enforcement, resulting in the incarceration of Clement Pandelo. Parker Cert.,
9 3, Ex. B, 2021 Amended Complaint, 9 44.

B. Plaintiff’s 1994 Litigation

3. Plaintiff initiated litigation in 1994 against her grandfather, Clement Pandelo, her
grandmother, Olga Pandelo, and her parents. Parker Cert., § 3, Ex. B, 2021 Amended Complaint,
99 54-55.

4. Plaintiff’s 1994 litigation included claims for: negligent infliction of emotional

distress; negligence; and intentional and/or reckless infliction of emotional distress. Parker Cert.,

!'In her original 2021 Complaint, Plaintiff alleged that her abuse began in 1999. Parker Cert., § 2, Ex. A, Plaintiff’s
Complaint, filed on August 18, 2021 (LCV20211914643) (“2021 Complaint™), q 38.
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9| 4, Exhibit C, Plaintiff’s Second Amended Complaint, filed June 13, 1996, as part of Plaintiff’s
1994 Litigation, captioned CP-1 v. CP-3 and OP, and CP-2 and BP and CP-3 v. Fireman’s Fund
Insurance Company, BER-L-516-94 (“1994 Litigation Amended Complaint”).

5. Plaintiff asserted various factual allegations against her family, including: “the
defendant, CP-3 [Clement Pandelo], on various dates between August 1979 and August 12, 1988
engaged in physical and sexual touching and fondling of the infant plaintiff which he knew or
should have known would result in emotional distress to the infant plaintiff.” Parker Cert., 9 4,
Exhibit C, 1994 Litigation Amended Complaint, 9 5.

6. Plaintiff also asserted that “the defendants, OP [Olga Pandelo], CP-2 [Carl Pandelo]
and BP [Plaintiff’s mother] on August 12, 1988 and on other dates prior thereto, between August
1979 and August 12, 1988, carelessly and negligently failed to act for the protection of the infant
plaintiff.” Parker Cert., 4 4, Exhibit C, 1994 Litigation Amended Complaint, Fourth Count, 9 4.

7. Plaintiff asserted injuries, including: “the infant plaintiff has been physically,
psychologically and emotionally harmed, has been unable to attend to activities normally engaged
in by children of her age, has been negatively affected in academic endeavors and has been
compelled to undergo intensive psychotherapy.” Parker Cert., § 4, Exhibit C, 1994 Litigation
Amended Complaint, First Count, 9 6.

8. Plaintiff also asserted damages, including: “[Plaintiff] was and will be compelled
to spend large and diverse sums of money for medical care[.]” Parker Cert., § 4, Exhibit C, 1994
Litigation Amended Complaint, Second Count, 9§ 3.

0. Plaintiff ultimately dismissed her parents from her lawsuit. Parker Cert., q 5,

Exhibit D, Plaintiff’s 1994 Litigation Appellate File, A-2897-99T-5 (“Appellate File™), at 20.
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10. After a jury trial, Plaintiff was awarded $2,278,874.90. Parker Cert., q 3, Ex. B,
2021 Amended Complaint, § 57.

11. Plaintiff appealed her jury award, specifically the jury’s apportionment of liability
against her parents as settling codefendants, in an attempt to maximize her claims against her
grandparents. Parker Cert., § 5, Exhibit D, Appellate File, at 5.

12. In its opinion, the Appellate Division noted Plaintiff’s desire during trial to
“question one of the elders of the church congregation to which her family belonged about certain
statements made by her grandfather during church disciplinary meetings” regarding his
“disfellowshipment”. Parker Cert., q 5, Exhibit D, Appellate File, at 22.

13. The Appellate Division affirmed the judgment in all respects. Parker Cert., § 5,
Exhibit D Appellate File, at 5.

14. Plaintiff was represented by counsel during her Law Division and Appellate
Division proceedings. Parker Cert., § 4, Exhibit C, 1994 Litigation Amended Complaint; Parker
Cert., § 5, Exhibit D, Appellate File.

C. The 2021 Litigation

15. On August 18, 2021, Plaintiff Corinne Pandelo initiated this action against
numerous religious entities pursuant to the Child Victims Act, including Watchtower, the East
Hackensack Congregation, and the Fairlawn Congregation of Jehovah’s Witnesses. Parker Cert.,
92, Ex. A, 2021 Complaint; Parker Cert., § 3, Ex. B, 2021 Amended Complaint.

16. Plaintiff acknowledged that “None of the DEFENDANTS named in this action

were a party to the 1994 action.” Parker Cert., 9 3, Ex. B, 2021 Amended Complaint, § 56.
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17. In her 2021 Amended Complaint, Plaintiff asserted factual allegations, including
that “[i]n or around 1976-1977, when PLAINTIFF was still wearing diapers, Pandelo began to
sexually abuse her.” Parker Cert., q 3, Ex. B, 2021 Amended Complaint, 9 38.

18. Plaintiff also asserted injuries, including: “PLAINTIFF suffered sustained physical
and psychological injuries, including but not limited to, severe emotional distress, confusion,
humiliation, fright, anxiety, a severe shock to her nervous system, and has been caused to suffer
physical pain and mental anguish, and permanent emotional and psychological damage as a result
thereof.” Parker Cert., § 3, Ex. B, 2021 Amended Complaint, 9 242.

19. Plaintiff asserted damages, including: “As a result of the Defendants’ conduct,
PLAINTIFF has and will become obligated to expend sums of money for medical treatment.”
Parker Cert., 9 3, Ex. B, 2021 Amended Complaint, 4 243.

20. On April 12, 2022, after conducting an in-camera review of the 1994 litigation file
upon motion by Defendants, this Court ordered that the entirety of the file be produced to
Defendants. Parker Cert., § 6, Ex. E, Court Order, dated April 12, 2022 (Transaction ID
LCV20221485629) (the “Order”).

21. In the Order, this Court concluded that: “all the documents contained in this file are
relevant as they involved Corrine Pandelo’s prior allegations and claims that are based on very
similar or the same underlying wrongful acts in this litigation . . . . Both matters involve the same
plaintiff and involve similar underlying wrongful allegations as are claimed in this case.” Parker

Cert., § 6, Ex. E, the Order.
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Dated: July 20, 2022

By:

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Anthony P. La Rocco

K&L GATES LLP

Anthony P. La Rocco

Dana B. Parker

Reymond E. Yammine

One Newark Center, 10" Floor

Newark, New Jersey 07102

P: (973) 848-4000

Attorneys for Defendant Watchtower
Bible and Tract Society of New York, Inc.
and East Hackensack Congregation of
Jehovah’s Witnesses (improperly named as
Hackensack Congregation of Jehovah's
witnesses)
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PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

In 1994, Plaintiff initiated an action against her grandfather and her grandmother, later
amending to add her parents, for damages stemming from her grandfather’s alleged abuse while
she was a minor. (“1994 litigation”). More specifically, Plaintiff alleged that her grandfather
abused her between approximately 1979 and 1988. Following years of litigation, a jury ultimately
awarded Plaintiff more than $2 million in compensatory and punitive damages and apportioned
the total liability for these wrongful acts among all named defendants. The New Jersey Appellate
Division subsequently affirmed the jury’s verdict. Now, more than 28 years later, Plaintiff seeks
to repurpose these very same allegations by expanding her circle of liability to enshrine a number
of newly-named religious entities including Watchtower Bible and Tract Society of New York,
Inc. (“Watchtower”) the East Hackensack Congregation of Jehovah’s Witnesses (improperly
named Hackensack Congregation of Jehovah’s Witnesses) (the “East Hackensack Congregation™)
and Fairlawn Congregation of Jehovah’s Witnesses (together, “Defendants”) in violation of
principles of the entire controversy doctrine and judicial estoppel.

Even a cursory review of Plaintiff’s allegations makes it clear that her current claims arise
out of exactly the same wrongful acts for which she was already awarded more than $2 million.
Indeed, this Court held that that the allegations raised in Plaintiff’s 1994 litigation ‘““are based on
very similar or the same underlying wrongful acts alleged in this litigation . . . . Both matters
involve the same plaintiff and involve similar underlying wrongful allegations as are claimed in
this case.”

In 1994, Plaintiff made an informed decision to pursue claims against tortfeasors who
caused her harm: her grandfather, her grandmother, and her parents; a decision that earned her a

significant monetary award. Part of that informed decision included not naming Defendants in
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that litigation, to Defendants’ detriment. After almost three decades, evidence has spoiled and key
witnesses, including Plaintiff’s grandfather, have died. The evidence conclusively establishes that
Plaintiff has already recovered on these claims. If allowed to proceed, Plaintiff will be allowed to
retain a significant windfall and Defendants will be unable to successfully defend themselves in
this action.

Whether under New Jersey’s entire controversy doctrine or pursuant to judicial estoppel,
this lawsuit must be dismissed for violating principles of fairness to the parties and for a complete
lack of judicial efficiency.

STATEMENT OF FACTS!

On August 18, 2021, Plaintiff Corinne Pandelo initiated this action against numerous
religious entities pursuant to the Child Victims Act, which temporarily revived the statute of
limitations for alleged victims of childhood sexual abuse to assert certain claims that would
otherwise be time barred. Plaintiff’s Complaint, filed on August 18, 2021 (LCV20211914643)
(“2021 Complaint”); Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint, filed on October 13, 2021
(LCV20212383924) (“2021 Amended Complaint™).

In the 2021 Amended Complaint, Plaintiff alleged that her grandfather, Clement Pandelo,
sexually abused her beginning around 1976-1977.2 Defendants’ Statement of Undisputed Material
Facts (“SUMF”), 4 1. Plaintiff alleged that her abuse ended when she disclosed the wrongful
conduct to her parents, who contacted law enforcement, resulting in the incarceration of Clement

Pandelo. SUMF, q 2. In her complaint, Plaintiff acknowledged that she initiated the 1994

' To the extent required by Rule 4:46-2(a), Defendants are submitting a separate statement of material facts.
Nonetheless, in support of its motion, Defendants rely solely on prior pleadings and court opinions, of which the Court
should take judicial notice.

2 In her original 2021 Complaint, Plaintiff alleged that her abuse began in 1999. Complaint 9 38.
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litigation® against her grandparents and parents arising out of the same abuse alleged here. SUMF,
9 16. Likewise, Plaintiff acknowledged that she was awarded more than $2 million as a result of
that action. SUMF, 4 10.

On April 12, 2022, after conducting an in-camera review of the 1994 litigation file, this
Court ordered that the entirety of the file be produced to Defendants. SUMF, 9 20. In the Order,
this Court concluded that: “all the documents contained in this file are relevant as they involved
Corrine Pandelo’s prior allegations and claims that are based on very similar or the same
underlying wrongful acts in this litigation . . . . Both matters involve the same plaintiff and involve
similar underlying wrongful allegations as are claimed in this case.” SUMEF, q 21 (emphasis
added).

Just as this Court recognized, Plaintiff’s claims in this case against Defendants are
duplicative of Plaintiff’s already-litigated claims, for which Plaintiff was awarded $2,278,874.90
via a jury verdict. Like in this case, Plaintiff’s 1994 litigation included claims for: negligent
infliction of emotional distress; negligence; and intentional and/or reckless infliction of emotional
distress. SUMF, 9 4.

In addition to the duplicative Counts, Plaintiff asserted the same factual allegations:

e “[T]he defendant, CP-3 [Clement Pandelo], on various dates between August 1979 and
August 12, 1988 engaged in physical and sexual touching and fondling of the infant
plaintiff which he knew or should have known would result in emotional distress to the
infant plaintiff.” (SUMF 9§ 5; Parker Cert., 4 4, Exhibit C, Plaintiff’s Second Amended
Complaint, filed June 13, 1996, as part of Plaintiff’s 1994 Litigation, captioned CP-1 v.
CP-3 and OP, and CP-2 and BP and CP-3 v. Fireman’s Fund Insurance Company, BER-
L-516-94 (1994 Litigation Amended Complaint™), First Count, § 5);

e “[T]he defendants, OP [Olga Pandelo], CP-2 [Carl Pandelo] and BP [Plaintiff’s mother] on
August 12, 1988 and on other dates prior thereto, between August 1979 and August 12,

1988, carelessly and negligently failed to act for the protection of the infant plaintiff.”
(SUMF, q 6, 1994 Litigation Amended Complaint, Fourth Count, q 4);

3 Captioned Carl Pandelo, Guardian Ad Litem v. Clement Pandelo, BER-1.-516-94.
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“In or around 1976-1977, when PLAINTIFF was still wearing diapers, Pandelo began to
sexually abuse her.” (SUMF, 17, 2021 Amended Complaint, g 38).

Plaintiff asserted the same injuries:

“[Tlhe infant plaintiff has been physically, psychologically and emotionally harmed, has
been unable to attend to activities normally engaged in by children of her age, has been
negatively affected in academic endeavors and has been compelled to undergo intensive
psychotherapy.” (SUMF, q 7, 1994 Litigation Amended Complaint, First Count, § 6)
(emphasis added);

“PLAINTIFF suffered sustained physical and psychological injuries, including but not
limited to, severe emotional distress, confusion, humiliation, fright, anxiety, a severe shock
to her nervous system, and has been caused to suffer physical pain and mental anguish, and
permanent emotional and psychological damage as a result thereof.” (SUMF, 9 18, 2021
Amended Complaint, 4 242) (emphasis added).

And Plaintiff asserted the same damages:

“[Plaintiff] was and will be compelled to spend large and diverse sums of money for
medical care” (SUMF, q 8, 1994 Litigation Amended Complaint, Second Count, 9 3)
(emphasis added);

“As a result of the Defendants’ conduct, PLAINTIFF has and will become obligated to
expend sums of money for medical treatment.” (SUMF, 9 19, 2021 Amended Complaint,
9 243) (emphasis added).

Plaintiff also appealed her jury award and the Appellate Division affirmed the judgment in all

respects. SUMF, q 13. On appeal, Plaintiff challenged the jury’s apportionment of liability among

her family, in an attempt to maximize her claims against her grandparents. SUMF, q 11.

Specifically, Plaintiff challenged the apportionment of liability against her parents as settling

codefendants, which the Appellate Division rejected. SUMF, 4 11. The Appellate Division noted

Plaintiff’s desire to question elders* of Pandelo’s congregation during her trial. SUMF, 9 12

(acknowledging plaintiff wanted to “question one of the elders of the church congregation to which

4 Elders are mature members of the congregation who provide spiritual and religious guidance to congregation
members.
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her family belonged about certain statements made by her grandfather during church disciplinary
meetings” regarding his “disfellowshipment”).> Plaintiff was represented by counsel during her
Law Division and Appellate Division proceedings.

ARGUMENT

L. Summary Judgment Standard

Summary judgment operates to provide a “prompt, businesslike and inexpensive”
resolution of an action where there is no “genuine issue of material fact requiring disposition at
trial.” Brill v. Guardian Life Ins. Co. of Am., 142 N.J. 520, 530 (1995). Under Rule 4:46-2,
summary judgment should be granted in favor of the moving party if the record demonstrates “that
there is no genuine issue as to any material fact challenged and that the moving party is entitled to
a judgment or order as a matter of law.” R. 4:46-2(c). The thrust of Brill is to “encourage trial
courts not to refrain from granting summary judgment when the proper circumstances present
themselves.” 142 N.J. at 541.

Our courts have recognized that “[w]here the moving party demonstrates a prima facie
right to summary judgment, the opponent of a motion is required to show by competent evidential
material that a genuine issue of material fact exists.” Goldome Realty Credit Corp. v. Harwick,
236 N.J. Super. 118, 124 (Ch. Div. 1989). It is not sufficient for an opponent of a motion for
summary judgment merely to allege the existence of some factual issue. “If the facts produced by
the opponent of a motion for summary judgment are of an insubstantial nature . . . summary
judgment may be awarded.” Id. (internal citations omitted). The Court must evaluate the evidence
presented and determine whether the alleged factual issue is indeed genuine. Brill, 142 N.J. at

520. Summary judgment standards must “be applied with discriminating care so as not to defeat

5 “Disfellowship” means to remove a congregant from the congregation.
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a summary judgment if the movant is justly entitled to one.” Judson v. Peoples Bank & Trust Co.,
17 N.J. 67, 74 (1954). New Jersey courts do not hesitate to grant summary judgment where
appropriate “to avoid unnecessary litigation.” MacDougall v. Weichert, 144 N.J. 380, 444 (1996).

IL. Plaintiff’s claims are barred by the Entire Controversy Doctrine

Defendants’ motion for summary judgment must be granted, as the evidence conclusively
establishes that Plaintiff has already recovered on these same claims, in violation of the entire
controversy doctrine. Plaintiff’s failure to name Defendants in her initial suit was inexcusable,
and Defendants are substantially prejudiced in their ability to defend this successive action.
Furthermore, re-litigating the exact same case now is a senseless waste of judicial resources and
time.

The entire controversy doctrine requires parties to raise all known and related claims in a
single lawsuit or face the “preclusion of the omitted claims.” R. 4:30A. At its heart, the doctrine
bars claims “involving the same commonality of facts in cases involving piece-meal litigation
where parties for strategic reasons have withheld claims concerning the underlying action, seeking
two bites at the apple.” Hillsborough Twp. Bd. of Educ. v. Faridy Thorne Frayta, P.C., 321 N.J.
Super. 275, 284-85 (App. Div. 1999) (citing DiTrolio v. Antiles, 142 N.J. 253, 269 (1995)).
Where a party’s claims and defenses “could be most soundly and appropriately litigated and
disposed of in a single comprehensive adjudication,” fairness dictates that the doctrine must be
applied. See Wadeer v. New Jersey Mfrs. Ins. Co., 220 N.J. 591, 605 (2015) (quoting DiTrolio,
142 N.J. at 267). In determining whether a subsequent litigation violates the doctrine, “the
determinative consideration is whether distinct claims are aspects of a single larger controversy
because they arise from interrelated facts.” DiTrolio, 142 N.J. at 271.

Critical to the doctrine is whether the right of an undisclosed defendant, such as the

Defendants, “has been substantially prejudiced by not having been identified in the prior action.”
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700 Highway 33 LLC v. Pollio, 421 N.J. Super. 231, 236-37 (App. Div. 2011). Particularly where,
as here, newly-named defendants are faced with “the loss of witnesses, the loss of evidence, fading
memories and the like.” Kent Motor Cars, Inc. v. Reynolds & Reynolds, Co., 207 N.J. 428, 446
(2011) (quoting Mitchell v. Procini, 331 N.J. Super. 445 454-55 (App. Div. 2000)); 1707 Realty,
LLC v. Revolution Architecture, LLC, 2020 WL 8367591 at *23-24 (Law. Div. Nov. 20, 2020)
(dismissing the plaintiff’s claims and stating the witness’s “unavailability in this matter directly
impacts Defendants’ ability to respond to Plaintiff’s allegations, thus substantially prejudicing
their ability to defend the claims™); see also Mocco v. Frumento, 2016 WL 10585998, at *§ (3d
Cir. Sep. 25, 2017) (applying New Jersey law) (finding the overlap of evidence between the two
actions would not be complete where a fact witness had passed away before the second litigation).

New Jersey courts will bar a successive action pursuant to the entire controversy doctrine
where it is clear that the successive action will result in double recovery for plaintiffs. 71707 Realty,
2020 WL 8367591 at *24 (“New Jersey Courts have long recognized the inequity and substantial
prejudice that results from double recovery.”). Where plaintiffs seek “two attempts at recovery”
via two actions with overlapping damages, New Jersey courts will dismiss the subsequent action
with prejudice. Id. at 24-26.

Plaintiff’s 1994 and 2021 claims are part of a “single larger controversy,” as they “arise
from interrelated facts.” See DiTrolio, 142 N.J. at 271. Moreover, Plaintiff asserts the same
allegations of abuse by the same person—her now-deceased grandfather. SUMEF, q 5, 1994
Litigation Amended Complaint, First Count, § 5 (“[T]he defendant, CP-3 [Clement Pandelo], on
various dates between August 1979 and August 12, 1988 engaged in physical and sexual touching
and fondling of the infant plaintiff”) (emphasis added); SUMF, § 5, 2021 Amended Complaint, §

38 (“In or around 1976-1977, when PLAINTIFF was still wearing diapers, Pandelo began to
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sexually abuse her.”). Although Plaintiff’s allegations are based “in our or around” different years,
the allegations are all based on alleged abuse endured when Plaintiff was an “infant” or “still
wearing diapers.” SUMF q 5, 1994 Litigation Amended Complaint, First Count, § 5; SUMF q 17,
2021 Amended Complaint, § 38. Indeed, the passage of time has even distorted Plaintiff’s own
memory of precisely when the abuse occurred. This will certainly be prejudicial to Defendants.

And in both complaints, Plaintiff claims physical, psychological, and emotional harm or
damage. SUMF 9 7, 1994 Litigation Amended Complaint, First Count, § 6; SUMF q 18, 2021
Amended Complaint, § 242. Finally, both complaints assert the identical basis for damages: large
“sums of money” for Plaintiff’s medical care and treatment. SUMF q 8, 1994 Litigation Amended
Complaint, Second Count, § 3; SUMF ¢4 19, 2021 Amended Complaint, § 243. Even more,
Plaintiff’s 1994 Litigation Amended Complaint specifies damages for plaintiff’s psychiatric care
“in the future[.]” SUMEF q 8, 1994 Litigation Amended Complaint, Second Count, § 3. Plaintiff’s
claims do not just arise from “interrelated facts,” but from the identical facts.

Plaintiff’s failure to join Defendants in the 1994 litigation is fatal to her current litigation.
In the 1994 litigation, Plaintiff acknowledged Defendants’ existence. Indeed, Plaintiff’s appeal of
the 1994 litigation specifically referenced Defendants. SUMF 9] 12, Parker Cert., § 5, Exhibit D,
Plaintiff’s 1994 Litigation Appellate File, A-2897-99T-5 (“Appellate File™), at 22 (acknowledging
plaintiff wanted to “question one of the elders of the church congregation to which her family
belonged about certain statements made by her grandfather during church disciplinary meetings”
regarding his “disfellowshipment™). Similarly, the fact that Plaintiff’s 1994 litigation resulted in
a jury trial where the trial court expended significant resources is also relevant to the inexcusable

inquiry. Mocco, 2016 WL 10585998, at *6 (“the Court will examine the extent to which judicial
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resources were employed in the earlier litigation . . . . [i]ndeed, the Superior Court presided over a
lengthy bench trial to resolve the first ‘phase’ of that litigation™).

Defendants face substantial prejudice in their ability to defend the 2021 claims, due in large
part to the spoliation of evidence. As New Jersey courts have recognized, the loss of witnesses,
loss of evidence and fading memories substantially prejudice Defendants here. See Kent Motor
Cars, 207 N.J. at 446. The abuse alleged by Plaintiff occurred as far back as 1976. SUMF, q 1.
Had Defendants been party to the 1994 litigation, they undoubtedly would have been in a better
position to defend their claims with relevant evidence. Indeed, the death of a key witness has
substantially prejudiced Defendants’ ability to defend the claims against them. See 1707 Realty,
2020 WL 8367591 at *23-24; see also Mocco, 2016 WL 10585998, at *8 (recommending
dismissal with prejudice of new defendants). Here, Clement Pandelo, the perpetrator of the alleged
abuse, has passed away and Defendants cannot procure his testimony as they could have in the
1994 litigation. Certainly, there is even more evidence that would have been available to
Defendants at the time of the initial lawsuit in 1994.

Finally, New Jersey courts have categorically rejected efforts by parties, such as Plaintiff,
of seeking a second bite at the apple for the same alleged wrong:

New Jersey Courts have long recognized the inequity and

substantial prejudice that results from double recovery. The Entire

Controversy Doctrine was in fact partially intended to prevent a

party from “two attempts at recovery.”
1707 Realty, LLC, 2020 WL 8367591, at *8 (dismissing complaint against new defendants). Here,
Plaintiff’s 2021 claims seek double recovery for the same damages Plaintiff recovered as a result
of the 1994 litigation. Not only do Plaintiff’s 1994 Litigation Amended Complaint and 2021

Amended Complaint seek large “sums of money,” but the 1994 Litigation Amended Complaint
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sought damages for Plaintiff’s psychiatric care that she “will be compelled” to spend “in the
future[.]” SUMEF ¢ 8, 1994 Litigation Amended Complaint, Second Count, § 3. The “sums of
money” toward medical care that Plaintiff seeks via her 2021 Amended Complaint are sums of
money that Plaintiff has already attempted to recover. In fact, she succeeded in doing so.

As such, it cannot be disputed that Plaintiff’s failure to join Defendants in her 1994
litigation is inexcusable, has substantially prejudiced Defendants’ ability to defend the claims
against them, and therefore, it is fatal to Plaintiff’s current litigation. Moreover, Plaintiff has
already recovered on the damages for which she improperly seeks double recovery here. Further
discovery will not assist this Court, as the evidence already ascertained establishes that Plaintiff’s
Complaint is entirely barred by the entire controversy doctrine. As such, this Court must grant
Defendants’ motion for summary judgment.

III.  Plaintiff’s claims are barred by judicial estoppel

Judicial estoppel is a subset of res judicata that is “an equitable principle, designed to
‘prevent litigants from playing fast and loose with the courts.”” Terranova v. General Electric
Pension Trust, 457 N.J. Super. 404, 411-412 (App. Div. 2019) (quoting Cummings v. Bahr, 295
N.J. Super. 374, 387 (App. Div. 1996)). New Jersey courts have “equated the doctrine’s policy
concerns with those that buttress the entire controversy doctrine: to resolve a controversy in one
judicial proceeding because ‘fragmented and multiple litigation takes its toll on not only the parties
but the judicial institution and the public.”” Id. (quoting Cummings, 295 N.J. Super. at 387)
(internal citations omitted).

Judicial estoppel applies when, like here, a party has successfully litigated a position, and
then attempts to take a position contrary to that one in subsequent litigation. Id. at 413. (quoting

McCurrie v. Town of Kearny, 174 N.J. 523, 533 (2002)) (“[W]here a party has prevailed on a

10
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litigated point, principles of judicial estoppel demand that such party be bound by its earlier
representations.”).

Here, Plaintiff is judicially estopped from taking a position contrary to the one she
successfully litigated in 1994; that her grandfather, her grandmother, and her parents are liable for
her injuries. SUMF q 5, 1994 Litigation Amended Complaint, First Count, § 5 (“[T]he defendant,
CP-3 [Clement Pandelo], on various dates between August 1979 and August 12, 1988 engaged in
physical and sexual touching and fondling of the infant plaintiff which he knew or should have
known would result in emotional distress to the infant plaintiff.”); SUMF 9 6, 1994 Litigation
Amended Complaint, First Count, 9 4 (“the defendants, OP [Olga Pandelo], CP-2 [Carl Pandelo]
and BP [Plaintiff’s mother] on August 12, 1988 and on other dates prior thereto, between August
1979 and August 12, 1988, carelessly and negligently failed to act for the protection of the infant
plaintiff.”); SUMF 9 19, 2021 Amended Complaint, § 243 (“As a result of the Defendants’
conduct, PLAINTIFF has and will become obligated to expend sums of money for medical
treatment.”) (emphasis added). Principles of judicial estoppel demand that Plaintiff be bound by
her earlier representations—that the Defendants from the 1994 litigation are the cause of her
alleged injuries, not the Defendants here. See Terranova, 457 N.J. Super. at 413. Plaintiff cannot
recover for her injuries against her alleged abuser, and then “shoot[] a second line toward others,
seeking contribution for” the same injuries. Id. at 415-16. It is uncontroverted that Plaintiff
already recovered on these very claims, as her own Complaint in this case directs the Court to her
jury award stemming from the 1994 litigation. SUMF, q 10.

Plaintiff is taking a position contrary to the one she already successfully litigated. As such,

this Court must apply the remedy of judicial estoppel to preclude Plaintiff’s improper claims.

11
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CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, Defendants respectfully request that this Court grant

Defendants’ motion for summary judgment.

Dated: July 20, 2022

Respectfully submitted,

By: /s/ Anthony P. La Rocco
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One Newark Center, 10" Floor
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P: (973) 848-4000

F: (973) 848-4001

Attorneys for Defendants Watchtower Bible
and Tract Society of New York, Inc. and
East Hackensack Congregation of Jehovah’s
Witnesses (improperly named as Hackensack
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Corinne Pandelo,

Plaintiff,

The Governing Body of Jehovah’s Witnesses,
Fairlawn  Congregation of  Jehovah’s
Witnesses, Watchtower Bible and Tract
Society of New York, Inc., Hackensack
Congregation of Jehovah’s Witnesses, and
John and Jane Does 1-100, whose identities are
presently unknown to Plaintiff, in their official
and individual capacities,

Defendant.

SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY
LAW DIVISION: BERGEN COUNTY

DOCKET NO.: BER-L-5508-21

Civil Action

PROOF OF SERVICE

I, Dana B. Parker, hereby certify as follows:

1. I am an attorney-at-law of the State of New Jersey and counsel at K&L Gates LLP,

attorneys for Defendants Watchtower Bible and Tract Society of New York, Inc. and the East

Hackensack Congregation of Jehovah’s Witnesses (improperly named Hackensack Congregation

of Jehovah’s Witnesses) (together, “Defendants™).
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2. On July 20, 2022, I caused to be served on all counsel of record copies of the

following via electronic filing through NJ eCourts: (1) Notice of Defendants’ Motion for Summary

Judgment; (2) Defendants’ Brief in Support of their Motion for Summary Judgment; (3) the

Certification of Dana B. Parker in support thereof, with corresponding exhibits; (4) Defendants’

Statement of Undisputed Material Facts; (5) a proposed form of Order; and (6) this Proof of Service.

I hereby certify that the foregoing statements made by me are true. I am aware that if any

of the foregoing statements made by me are willfully false, I am subject to punishment.

Dated: July 20, 2022

By: _/s/ Dana B. Parker

Anthony P. La Rocco

Dana B. Parker

Reymond E. Yammine

K&L GATES LLP

One Newark Center, 10" Floor

Newark, New Jersey 07102

P: (973) 848-4000

F: (973) 848-4001

Attorneys for Defendants Watchtower Bible
and Tract Society of New York, Inc. and
East Hackensack Congregation of Jehovah's
Witnesses (improperly named as Hackensack
Congregation of Jehovah’s witnesses)
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Anthony P. La Rocco (Attorney ID 023491982)
Dana B. Parker (Attorney ID 041682003)
Reymond E. Yammine (Attorney ID 306962019)

K&L GATES LLP

One Newark Center, 10" Floor

Newark, New Jersey 07102

P: (973) 848-4000

F: (973) 848-4001

Attorneys for Defendant Watchtower

Bible and Tract Society of New York, Inc. and
East Hackensack Congregation of Jehovah’s
Witnesses (improperly named as Hackensack
Congregation of Jehovah’s witnesses)

Corinne Pandelo,

Plaintiff,

The Governing Body of Jehovah’s Witnesses,
Fairlawn Congregation of Jehovah’s Witnesses,
Watchtower Bible and Tract Society of New
York, Inc., Hackensack Congregation of
Jehovah’s Witnesses, and John and Jane Does
1-100, whose identities are presently unknown
to Plaintiff, in their official and individual
capacities,

Defendant.

SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY
LAW DIVISION: BERGEN COUNTY

DOCKET NO: BER-L-5508-21

Oral Argument is Requested

CERTIFICATION OF DANA B. PARKER
IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANTS’
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

I, Dana B. Parker, hereby certify as follows:

1. I am an attorney-at-law of the State of New Jersey and counsel at K&L Gates LLP,

attorneys for Defendants Watchtower Bible and Tract Society of New York, Inc. (“Watchtower”)

and the East Hackensack Congregation of Jehovah’s Witnesses (improperly named Hackensack

Congregation of Jehovah’s Witnesses) (the “East Hackensack Congregation”) (together,
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“Defendants”). I make this certification in support of Defendants’ Motion for Summary Judgment
pursuant to New Jersey Court Rule 4:46-2(a).

2. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a true and correct copy of Plaintiff Corinne
Pandelo’s original Complaint in this litigation, filed on August 18, 2021 (LCV20211914643)
(“2021 Complaint™).

3. Attached hereto as Exhibit B is a true and correct copy of Plaintiff Corinne
Pandelo’s First Amended Complaint, filed on October 13, 2021 (LCV20212383924) (“2021
Amended Complaint™).

4. Attached hereto as Exhibit C is a true and correct copy of Plaintiff Corinne
Pandelo’s Second Amended Complaint, filed on June 13, 1996, as part of her 1994 Litigation,
captioned CP-1 v. CP-3 and OP, and CP-2 and BP and CP-3 v. Fireman’s Fund Insurance
Company, BER-L-516-94 (“1994 Litigation Amended Complaint”).

5. Attached hereto as Exhibit D is a true and correct copy of the Appellate File
stemming from Plaintiff’s 1994 Litigation, captioned CP-1 v. CP-3 and OP, and CP-2 and BP v.
and CP-3 v. v. Fireman’s Fund Insurance Company, A-2897-99T5 (the “Appellate File”).

6. Attached hereto as Exhibit E is a true and correct copy of the Court’s Order, dated
April 12, 2022 (Transaction ID LCV20221485629).

7. Attached hereto as Exhibit F is a true and correct copy of the Law Division’s
unpublished opinion in /707 Realty, LLC v. Revolution Architecture, LLC, 2020 WL 8367591
(Law. Div. Nov. 20, 2020). No contrary unpublished opinions are known to counsel.

8. Attached hereto as Exhibit G is a true and correct copy of the Third Circuit’s
unpublished opinion in Mocco v. Frumento, 2016 WL 10585998 (3d Cir. Sep. 25, 2017). No

contrary unpublished opinions are known to counsel.
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I hereby certify that the foregoing statements made by me are true. I am aware that if any

of the foregoing statements made by me are willfully false, I am subject to punishment.

Dated: July 20, 2022 /s/ Dana B. Parker
Dana B. Parker
K&L GATES LLP
One Newark Center, 10" Floor
Newark, New Jersey 07102
P: (973) 848-4000
F: (973) 848-4001
Attorneys for Defendant Watchtower
Bible and Tract Society of New York, Inc. and
East Hackensack Congregation of Jehovah'’s
Witnesses (improperly named as Hackensack
Congregation of Jehovah’s witnesses)
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EXHIBIT A
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ROBINS KAPLAN LLP

Rayna E. Kessler, Esq.

NJ ID No. 031782010

399 Park Avenue, Suite 3600

New York, NY 10022-4611
Telephone: (212) 980-7431
Facsimile: (212) 980-7499

Email: RKessler@RobinsKaplan.com

THE ZALKIN LAW FIRM, P.C.

Alex Zalkin, Esq. (to be admitted pro hac vice)
Elizabeth Cate, Esq. (to be admitted pro hac vice)
10 Times Square

1441 Broadway, Suite 3147

New York, NY 10018

Telephone: (858) 259-3011

Email: irwin@zalkin.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff Corrine Pandelo
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CORINNE PANDELO,

Plaintiff,

THE GOVERNING BODY OF
JEHOVAH’S WITNESSES;
FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION OF
JEHOVAH’S WITNESSES;
WATCHTOWER BIBLE AND TRACT
SOCIETY OF NEW YORK;
HACKENSACK CONGREGATION OF
JEHOVAH’S WITNESSES; and

JOHN AND JANE DOES 1-100, whose
identities are presently unknown to Plaintiff,
in their official and individual capacities,

Defendants.

SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY
LAW DIVISION - BERGEN COUNTY

DOCKET NO.

CIVIL ACTION

COMPLAINT AND JURY DEMAND

Plaintiff, CORINNE PANDELO, for her Complaint against the Defendants, states as

follows:



BER-L-005508-21 07/20/2022 5:38:15 PM Pg 3 of 44 Trans ID: LCV20222677645

INTRODUCTION AND MATTER BEFORE THE COURT

1. Plaintiff CORINNE PANDELO (hereinafter “PLAINTIFF”) brings this action to
seek redress for the sexual abuse she suffered at the hands of Clement Pandelo (“Pandelo”), an
agent of Defendant THE GOVERNING BODY OF JEHOVAH’S WITNESSES (“GOVERNING
BODY”), FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION OF JEHOVAH’S WITNESSES (“FAIRLAWN
CONGREGATION”), WATCHTOWER BIBLE AND TRACT SOCIETY OF NEW YORK
(“WATCHTOWER”), HACKENSACK CONGREGATION OF JEHOVAH’S WITNESSES
(“HACKENSACK CONGREGATION”), and JOHN AND JANE DOE 1-100.

2. This complaint is filed pursuant to the New Jersey Child Sexual Abuse Act
(CSAA), N.J.S.A. 2A:61B-1, et seq. New Jersey passed into law Bills S477 and A3648, which
became effective December 1, 2019. This historic legislation opened a two-year, one-time filing
window for survivors of childhood sexual abuse in the state of New Jersey to pursue otherwise
time-barred actions based on sexual abuse. This law also amends the Charitable Immunity Act,
N.J.S.A. 2A:53A-7, and the Tort Claims Act, N.J.S.A. 59-1-1 et seq., to allow for additional and
retroactive liability for public entities and non-profit organizations organized for religious,
charitable, educational, or hospital purposes.

PARTIES

3. Plaintiff CORINNE PANEDELO is a citizen and is domiciled in the state of New
Jersey.

4. PLAINTIFF was born in 1974.

5. At all times relevant herein, PLAINTIFF and her family were members of the
Jehovah’s Witness organization and attended Defendant FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION.

6. At all material times, Defendant WATCHTOWER is and was a New-York non-
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profit corporation conducting business in the State of New Jersey, with its principal place of
business at and which may be served at 100 Watchtower Drive, Patterson, New York, 12563.

7. Many of the acts and omissions alleged herein to have been committed by the
various defendants occurred in the State of New Jersey.

8. At all material times, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION was and is a congregation
of the Jehovah’s Witnesses located in Fairlawn, New Jersey.

0. Upon information and belief, during all of part of the time period relevant herein,
FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION was known as “South Fairlawn Congregation of Jehovah’s
Witnesses.”

10. At all material times, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION is and was a business or
religious entity of unknown legal status, which is authorized to conduct, and is conducting business
in the State of New Jersey, with its principal place of business at and which may be served at 10
Nelson Ave, Hawthorne, NJ 07506.

1. During certain of the dates of the sexual abuse of PLAINTIFF, FAIRLAWN
CONGREGATION supervised PLAINTIFF’s molester, Clement Pandelo.

12. Pandelo was a ministerial servant in the Jehovah’s Witness organization.

13. THE GOVERNING BODY was and is a religious body with a separate existence.
On information and belief, the membership of Defendant GOVERNING BODY has changed over
the years, but the entity that is the GOVERNING BODY has maintained a perpetual existence.

14.  GOVERNING BODY is comprised of eight members. GOVERNING BODY does
not claim to have a formal president or secretary.

15. GOVERNING BODY does have a coordinator that was formerly referred to as a

chairman. On information and belief, the chairman of GOVERNING BODY is the functional
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equivalent to a president or secretary in a secular unincorporated association.

16. The coordinator of GOVERNING BODY rotates on a yearly basis in alphabetical
order.

17. The current members of the Governing Body are KENNETH E. COOK, JR.;
SAMUEL FREDERICK HERD; GEOFFREY WILLIAM JACKSON; MARK STEPHEN LETT;
GERRIT LOSCH; ANTHONY MORRIS III; D. MARK SANDERSON; and DAVID H.
SPLANE. GOVERNING BODY does not publicly disclose its current coordinator. The following
eight paragraphs are alleged in the alternative.

18. The current coordinator of GOVERNING BODY, as of October 1, 2019, is D.
MARK SANDERSON.

19. The current coordinator of GOVERNING BODY, as of October 1, 2019, is DAVID
H. SPLANE.

20. The current coordinator of GOVERNING BODY, as of October 1, 2019, is
KENNETH E. COOK, JR.

21. The current coordinator of GOVERNING BODY, as of October 1, 2019, is
SAMUEL FRERICK HERD.

22. The current coordinator of GOVERNING BODY, as of October 1, 2019, is
GEOFFREY WILLIAM JACKSON.

23. The current coordinator of GOVERNING BODY, as of October 1, 2019, is MARK
STEPHEN LETT.

24. The current coordinator of GOVERNING BODY, as of October 1, 2019, is
GERRIT LOSCH.

25. The current coordinator of GOVERNING BODY, as of October 1, 2019, is
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ANTHONY MORRIS, III.

26. At the time of the acts giving rise to the causes of action alleged in this complaint,
GOVERNING BODY’s principal office and place of business was in the County of Kings, State
of New York.

27. In or about April of 2001, Christian Congregation of Jehovah’s Witnesses, Inc.
(“CCIW”) assumed from WATCHTOWER the obligation to operate the Service Department of
the United States Branch of Jehovah’s Witnesses.

28. At the time of the acts giving rise to the causes of action alleged in this complaint,
HACKENSACK CONGREGATION was and is a congregation of the Jehovah’s Witnesses
located in Hackensack, New Jersey.

29. At all material times, HACKENSACK CONGREGATION is and was a business
or religious entity of unknown legal status, which is authorized to conduct, and is conducting
business in the State of New Jersey, with its principal place of business at and which may be served
at 506 Hamilton Place, Hackensack, New Jersey, 07601.

30. During certain of the dates of the sexual abuse of PLAINTIFF, HACKENSACK
CONGREGATION supervised PLAINTIFF’s molester, Clement Pandelo.

31.  JOHN AND JANE DOE 1-30, whose names are presently unknown, were members
of and officials of defendant FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION.

32.  JOHN AND JANE DOE 31-60, whose names are presently unknown, were former
members and officials of defendant WATCHTOWER.

33.  JOHN AND JANE DOES 61-100, whose names are presently unknown, were
former members and officials of defendant the GOVERNING BODY.

34.  JOHN AND JANE DOES 81-100, whose names are presently unknown, were
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former members and officials of defendant HACKENSACK CONGREGATION.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

35.  Pandelo attended HACKENSACK CONGREGATION during the relevant time
period. Pandelo began also attending FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION during the relevant time
period because HACKENSACK CONGREGATION was undergoing construction. As a result of
the construction, members of FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION were moved to HACKENSACK
CONGREGATION for a period of about two years.

36. At the time of his first disfellowship in or around 1988, Pandelo was a ministerial
servant in the FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION.

37.  During the relevant time period, Pandelo was also a ministerial servant in the
HACKENSACK CONGREGATION.

38.  In or around 1979, when PLAINTIFF was approximately 3 years old and still
wearing diapers, Pandelo began to sexually abuse her. The sexual abuse consisted of Pandelo’s
touching PLAINTIFF’s genitals and undeveloped breasts underneath her clothing, inserting his
fingers into her vagina, forcing her to perform oral sex on him, and forcing her to engage in vaginal
and anal intercourse with him. Pandelo also forced his dog to lick PLAINTIFF’s vaginal area.

39.  Pandelo’s sexual abuse of PLAINTIFF lasted until in or around August 1988, when
she disclosed the abuse to her parents.

40.  PLAINTIFF’s father, Carl Pandelo, reported the sexual abuse of PLAINTIFF to the
Elders in his neighborhood, some of whom were Elders in a congregation in which Pandelo was a
ministerial servant.

41.  The Elders convened a judicial committee to investigate the allegations of

Pandelo’s sexual abuse of PLAINTIFF.
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42. In or around 1988, Elders disfellowshipped Pandelo based on the allegations of sexual
abuse of Pandelo.

43. Carl Pandelo also reported Pandelo’s sexual abuse of PLAINTIFF to law
enforcement.

44.  In or around 1989, Pandelo was arrested and pleaded guilty to endangering the
welfare of a child and criminal sexual conduct based on his admitted sexual abuse of PLAINTIFF
as well as at least one other female child.

45.  As part of his guilty plea, Pandelo admitted under oath that he had sexually abused
minors for forty years.

46.  After his conviction for child sexual abuse of multiple children for forty years,
Pandelo was reinstated to the Jehovah’s Witnesses.

47.  After he was reinstated, Pandelo was later disfellowshipped again when additional
details were revealed about the extent of his sexual abuse of PLAINTIFF as well as revelations
that Pandelo had sexually abused two other minor females.

48.  Following Pandelo’s second disfellowship, he was later reinstated to the Jehovah’s
Witnesses despite having admitted to sexually abusing multiple children.

49. Approximately ten years prior to beginning to abuse PLAINTIFF, in or around
1967, Pandelo admitted to sexual misconduct involving minor girls and/or an adulterous affair
with a teenaged girl. This misconduct was reported to Elders of the Congregation that Pandelo
attended at the time, and Pandelo was publicly reproofed as a result. No other action was taken
with regard to the reports of sexual misconduct of Pandelo, including that no reports to law
enforcement were made.

50.  During the time in which Pandelo was sexually abusing PLAINTIFF, but before
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Carl Pandelo had learned that his father was abusing PLAINTIFF, in or around 1985 or 1986, Carl
Pandelo learned that Pandelo was sexually abusing children. He reported these allegations to an
Elder—one of the same Elders to whom he later reported Pandelo’s sexual abuse of PLAINTIFF.
This Elder directed Carl Pandelo to report these allegations of abuse to another Elder, which Carl
did.

51.  When Carl Pandelo followed up with the Elders several weeks later to find out what
action they had taken with regard to Pandelo’s sexual abuse of minors, he was told that no action
was taken to discipline, reproof, or disfellowship Pandelo. Pandelo’s conduct was not reported to
law enforcement.

52.  During the time in which Pandelo was sexually abusing PLAINTIFF, Pandelo’s
neighbor, a minor child, also reported to her mother that Pandelo had been repeatedly fondling her
breasts and genitals. This conduct was reported to law enforcement. Pandelo admitted to this
conduct.

53. Elders of the congregation that Pandelo attended at the time were informed of this
conduct, but Pandelo was not disfellowshipped even though he had admitted to sexually abusing
a child.

54.  In or around January 1994, PLAINTIFF filed suit in the Superior Court of New
Jersey, Law Division: Bergen County through her guardian ad litem, Carl Pandelo, against Pandelo
and his wife, Olga Pandelo.

55.  PLAINTIFF’s 1994 lawsuit sought damages against Pandelo and his wife to
compensate her for the physical and emotional injuries she sustained as a result of Pandelo’s sexual
abuse of her between the years of 1979 and 1988.

56.  None of the DEFENDANTS named in this action were a party to the 1994 action.
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57. On December 23, 1999, after a trial before a jury, judgment was entered in favor of
PLAINTIFF and against Pandelo and his wife in the amount of $2,278,874.90.

JURISDICTION AND VENUE

58. This action is timely commenced pursuant to the New Jersey Child Victims Act,
dated December 1, 2019.

59. This Court has jurisdiction pursuant to Rule 4:3-2 as the FAIRLAWN
CONGREGATION and HACKENSACK CONGREGATION conducted business in the State of
New Jersey at all times relevant herein, and a substantial portion of the events or omissions giving
rise to the claims occurred in the County of Bergen, State of New Jersey.

60. Venue is proper pursuant to Rule 4:3-2 because a substantial part of the events or
omissions giving rise to the claims occurred within Bergen County.

CAUSES OF ACTION AGAINST DEFENDANTS

COUNTI-
NEGLIGENCE AND/OR GROSS NEGLIGENCE

61. PLAINTIFF repeats, reiterates, and re-alleges each and every allegation contained
in the previous paragraphs as if set forth herein.

62. Defendants are responsible by their knowledge, action, and/or inaction, as if all
allegations set forth in this Complaint pertain to all Defendants, and they are jointly and severally
liable.

63. Each Defendant owed PLAINTIFF a duty of reasonable care to protect PLAINTIFF
from injury.

64. Each Defendant owed PLAINTIFF a duty of care because each Defendant had a
special relationship with Plaintiff.

65. Each Defendant owed PLAINTIFF a duty to protect PLAINTIFF from harm

9
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because each Defendant also had a special relationship with Pandelo.

66.  Defendants owed PLAINTIFF a duty of reasonable care because they held their
agents, including Pandelo, out as safe to work with children; and/or encouraged their agents,
including Pandelo, to spend time with, interact with, and recruit children.

67.  Further, Defendants, by holding themselves out as being able to provide a safe
environment for children, solicited and/or accepted this position of power. Defendants thus entered
into a fiduciary relationship with PLAINTIFF and her family. Defendants exploited their position
of power, putting Plaintiff at risk to be sexually assaulted.

68. Defendants, by holding themselves out as being able to provide a safe environment
for children, solicited and/or accepted a position of power over PLAINTIFF.

69.  Defendants, through their employees and/or agents, including Pandelo, exploited
their position of power over PLAINTIFF and thereby put the minor PLAINTIFF at risk for sexual
abuse.

70.  Defendants entered into an express and/or implied duty to properly supervise
PLAINTIFF and provide a reasonably safe environment for children who attended their services
and activities by accepting the minor PLAINTIFF as a participant in their services and activities
and as a minor at their facilities; and holding their facilities, services, and activities out to be safe
environments for PLAINTIFF. Defendants owed PLAINTIFF a duty to properly supervise
PLAINTIFF to prevent harm from foreseeable dangers. Defendants had the duty to exercise the
same degree of care over minors under their control as a reasonably prudent person would have
exercised under similar circumstances.

71.  Each Defendant owed PLAINTIFF a duty to protect PLAINTIFF from harm,

because Defendants invited PLAINTIFF onto their property and facility, and Pandelo posed a

10



BER-L-005508-21 07/20/2022 5:38:15 PM Pg 12 of 44 Trans ID: LCV20222677645

dangerous condition on Defendant’s property.

72.  Defendants breached their duties to PLAINTIFF by failing to use reasonable care.
Defendants’ failures include, but are not limited to, failing to properly supervise their volunteers
employees, and/or agents, including Pandelo, failing to properly supervise PLAINTIFF, and
failing to protect Plaintiff from foreseeable dangers.

73.  Asadirect and proximate result of Defendants breaching their duties, PLAINTIFF
sustained physical, emotional, and psychological injuries, along with pain and suffering. The
sexual abuse and resulting injuries to PLAINTIFF were caused solely and wholly by reason of the
negligent and/or grossly negligent failures, actions, and inactions of Defendants.

COUNT I —

NEGLIGENT AND/OR GROSSLY NEGLIGENT SUPERVISION
Plaintiff v. All Defendants

74.  Plaintiff repeats, reiterates, and re-alleges each and every allegation contained in

the previous paragraphs as if set forth herein.

75.  Pandelo was assigned and authorized to serve as a ministerial servant by the joint
efforts of WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY.

76. Pandelo’s duties as a ministerial servant included the supervision of children, and
were authorized by WATCHTOWER, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION, GOVERNING BODY,
HACKENSACK CONGREGATION, and DOES 1-100.

77. Pandelo was, by virtue of his appointment as a ministerial servant, an agent of
WATCHTOWER, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION, GOVERNING BODY, HACKENSACK
CONGREGATION, and DOES 1-100.

78. Pandelo was acting within the scope of his employment or agency in performing
duties for, and on behalf of WATCHTOWER, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION, GOVERNING

BODY, HACKENSACK CONGREGATION, and DOES 1-100.
11
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79.  In connection with his responsibilities as a ministerial servant at FAIRLAWN
CONGREGATION, Pandelo had regular and frequent contact with children who attended the
congregation.

80.  In connection with his responsibilities as a ministerial servant at HACKENSACK
CONGREGATION, Pandelo had regular and frequent contact with children who attended the
congregation.

81. WATCHTOWER, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION, GOVERNING BODY,
HACKENSACK CONGREGATION, and DOES 1-100 knew or should have known that Pandelo
would have regular and frequent contact with children in connection with his position as a
ministerial servant within FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION.

82. WATCHTOWER, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION, GOVERNING BODY,
HACKENSACK CONGREGATION, and DOES 1-100 knew or should have known that Pandelo
would have regular and frequent contact with children in connection with his position as a
ministerial servant within HACKENSACK CONGREGATION.

83. WATCHTOWER, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION, GOVERNING BODY,
HACKENSACK CONGREGATION, and DOES 1-100 knew or should have known that Pandelo
sexually abused children, including PLAINTIFF.

84. WATCHTOWER, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION, GOVERNING BODY,
HACKENSACK CONGREGATION, and DOES 1-100 concealed from PLAINTIFF and her
parents their knowledge of Pandelo’s sexually abusive behavior.

85.  Each defendant is the agent, servant, and/or employee of the other defendants, had
the right to control the specific actions contributing to the abuse of PLAINTIFF by Pandelo, and

each defendant was acting within the course and scope of his or its authority as an agent, servant
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and/or employee of the other.

86. The organizational structure of the Jehovah’s Witnesses is hierarchical.

87. The organizational head of the Jehovah’s Witnesses was and is GOVERNING
BODY, and GOVERNING BODY retains the right to control the daily activities of all of the
individuals and entities within the Jehovah’s Witnesses organization as those activities pertain to
church functioning or governance, irrespective of whether the GOVERNING BODY exercises
that right to control in any particular instance.

88.  GOVERNING BODY is composed of a fluctuating number of elders. The
GOVERNING BODY is organized into six committees that oversee all aspects of the Jehovah’s
Witness Organization within the United States. Corporations such as Defendant Watchtower Bible
and Tract Society of New York, Inc. have been formed and are used by the Governing Body to
facilitate the preaching and care for the spiritual needs of the congregations and to hold title to
properties in New York.

89.  Authority flows downward from GOVERNING BODY to the local level of the
Jehovah’s Witness organization, which is made up of congregations. The GOVERNING BODY
appoints three or more Elders to serve on the Branch Committees at each of 116 branch offices of
the Jehovah’s Witnesses world-wide, including the United States Branch, all subject to the
GOVERNING BODY’s ongoing direction and right to control. The Service Department of the
United States Branch oversees the activities of the congregations under the oversight of the U.S.

Branch Committee and reports to the Service Committee of the Governing Body.

90.  Congregations are organized by circuit.
91. A circuit consists of some number of congregations.
92.  Each circuit is staffed by a circuit overseer and/or a substitute circuit overseer

13
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approved and appointed by the GOVERNING BODY, and subject to its direction and control.

93. It is the responsibility of the circuit overseer to ensure that directives and policies
promulgated by GOVERNING BODY and WATCHTOWER are being followed and correctly
implemented at the congregation, circuit and district levels.

94. The circuit overseer personally visits each congregation within his circuit twice
yearly.

95.  The circuit overseer personally meets with the elders of the congregations within
his circuit.

96.  During the circuit overseer’s visits, the elders of the congregation and the circuit
overseer discuss the overall functioning of the congregation, as well as specific instances of alleged
wrongdoing, including allegations of child molestation.

97.  The circuit overseer participates in field service and observes and reports upon the
functioning of the congregation.

98.  During the circuit overseer’s visits, the elders of the congregation and the circuit
overseer meet to discuss the men in the congregation, with the purpose of identifying men who
meet the requirements for appointment as ministerial servants or elders.

99.  The circuit overseer assists the elders in arriving at recommendations to defendant
WATCHTOWER for appointment as ministerial servants and elders in the congregation.

100.  Prior to April of 2001, circuit overseers prepared reports regarding their visits to
the congregations and submitted the report to WATCHTOWER as the agent of GOVERNING
BODY.

101.  Since April of 2001, circuit overseers have submitted their reports to CCJW as the

agent of GOVERNING BODY.
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102. Day to day operations of each congregation are run by a body of elders, subject to
the right to control by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY.

103.  Women are not permitted to serve as elders.

104.  The elders are the highest authority at the congregational level.

105. The responsibilities of the elders include directing door-to-door preaching
activities, selecting potential candidates for the position of ministerial servants or elders,
organizing weekly church meetings, selecting candidates for the position of publisher, handling
finances for the congregation, mentoring congregation members including children of the
congregation, and determining the guilt, repentance, and punishment of church members who
commit wrongdoing, subject to the right to control by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING
BODY.

106.  In order to be appointed as an elder, a person must be a ministerial servant in good
standing or have served as an elder in another congregation.

107.  When the local elders identify a candidate for the position of elder, the circuit
overseer recommends the candidate to WATCHTOWER.

108. WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY have ultimate authority over the
appointment of any candidate to the position of elder.

109.  In the spring of 2001, CCJW took over WATCHTOWER'’S responsibilities for the
appointment of elders.

110. CCJW also assumed the responsibility from WATCHTOWER of nominating,
appointing, supervising and disciplining publishers, ministerial servants, pioneers, elders, and
circuit overseers.

111. Baptized publishers who meet certain requirements may be appointed as ministerial

15
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servants.

112.  Ministerial servants serve the congregation and aid the elders in their
responsibilities and take on leadership responsibilities in the absence of an elder, subject to the
right to control by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY.

113.  In order to be appointed as a ministerial servant, a person must be a publisher in
good standing.

114.  Only males may serve as ministerial servants.

115. The body of elders of the local congregation identifies potential candidates for the
position of ministerial servant.

116. The body of elders in concert with the circuit overseer, determines whether a
potential candidate for ministerial servant is suitable, and lives his life in accordance with
appropriate morals, subject to the right to control by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY.

117. Recommendations for the appointment of any individual to the position of
ministerial servant are made to the WATCHTOWER.

118.  WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY have the ultimate authority as to
whether a candidate is elevated to the level of ministerial servant.

119. Membership in the Jehovah’s Witness organization is strictly regulated and
monitored by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY, and subject to their direction and
control.

120. A person can attend open meetings at the Kingdom Hall for years, and not be a
member of the congregation.

121.  An individual who wishes to become a member of the Jehovah’s Witnesses, begins

the process by engaging in a period of bible study with a baptized member of the congregation,
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along with self-study.

122.  After months of study, a person may become an unbaptized publisher.

123.  In order to become an unbaptized publisher, the aspirant must apply to the
congregation’s body of elders.

124.  The body of elders determine whether the aspirant exhibits enough knowledge of
the beliefs and organization of the Jehovah’s Witnesses to become a baptized publisher, subject to
the right to control by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY.

125.  The body of elders determine whether the morals and ethics of the aspirant meet
the Jehovah’s Witnesses standards.

126.  Once a person is approved as an unbaptized publisher, he or she is authorized to
represent the Jehovah’s Witnesses, and the specific congregation, in the community.

127.  An unbaptized publisher is authorized to engage in field service, which is the
centerpiece of Jehovah’s Witness marketing, fundraising, and recruiting activities.

128.  Field service involves door-to-door proselytizing subject to the right to control by
WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY.

129. By participating in field service, an unbaptized publisher is authorized by the
congregation and by the Jehovah’s Witness organization to distribute Jehovah’s Witness literature
to members of the community, to accept donations on behalf of the organization, and to invite
prospective members of the community to attend open congregation meetings at the Kingdom Hall
as a means of recruitment.

130.  Prior to April of 2001, each publisher was instructed by the congregation, as
directed by defendant WATCHTOWER, on how to become more effective at disseminating

literature, receiving donations, and enticing non-members to attend public congregation meetings
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or begin bible study.

131.  Since April of 2001, CCJW has assumed WATCHTOWER’S responsibilities for
improving publisher’s presentations.

132.  Publishers must submit monthly records to the congregation detailing their hours
spent in field service.

133.  Publishers must submit forms to the congregation secretary for each “bible study”
conducted by a publisher during the month.

134.  Failure to submit field service records can lead to a publisher being designated as
“irregular” or “inactive”, which results in lowered status within the congregation.

135.  After additional study, an unbaptized publisher may seek to become a baptized
publisher.

136. Baptism as one of Jehovah’s Witnesses is considered an ordination as minister of
the Jehovah’s Witnesses.

137.  To be approved for baptism, an applicant must be tested and approved by elders of
the local congregation.

138.  During the testing, the applicant is asked certain questions relating to the teachings
of the Jehovah’s Witnesses as well as the organizational structure of the Jehovah’s Witnesses.

139. Baptized publishers may make a greater commitment by pledging to spend a
specified number of hours in service for a period of time.

140. Pioneers are baptized publishers who have pledged to perform a specified number
of hours of field service.

141. An auxiliary pioneer is a baptized publisher who applies to the congregation’s

elders to perform a certain number of hours of field service during a one-month period of time.
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142.  The elders have discretion to accept or reject an application for auxiliary pioneer.

143. A regular pioneer is a baptized publisher who pledges to spend a specified number
of hours in field service each month for one year.

144. In order to become a regular pioneer, an applicant gains the recommendation of the
congregation’s elders, who in turn submit that recommendation for approval to WATCHTOWER.

145. WATCHTOWER has the discretion to approve or reject an application for regular
pioneer, as an extension of and subject to the right to control by GOVERNING BODY.

146.  Since April of 2001, CCJW has assumed responsibility for approving or rejecting
applications for regular pioneers.

147. Publishers submit to the domination, direction, and control of the Jehovah’s
Witness organization, as expressed through the directives of WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING
BODY.

148. WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY, through their agents, monitors each
publisher’s field service and bible study records, standardizes methods to be used during
proselytizing activities, provides the only approved literature to be distributed during field service,
directs where publishers will perform field service, controls access to sought after positions as
regular or auxiliary pioneers, and determines appointments as ministerial servants, elders, and
overseers.

149. The Jehovah’s Witness organization dictates and implements the Jehovah’s
Witness practice of shunning, which involves isolating and not interacting with members that have
been disfellowshipped or have voluntarily left the church.

150. A publisher’s personal grooming, appearance and dress are regulated by his or her

congregation, subject to the right to control by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY.
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151. A publisher’s use of alcohol, tobacco, or drugs is regulated by his or her
congregation, subject to the right to control by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY.

152. A publisher’s illegal sexual conduct, such as child sexual abuse occurring away
from Jehovah’s Witness locations and events are subject to regulation and the imposition of
punishment by the congregation, subject to the right to control by WATCHTOWER and
GOVERNING BODY.

153. A publisher’s legal sexual conduct is subject to regulation and the imposition of
punishment by the congregation, subject to the right to control by WATCHTOWER and
GOVERNING BODY.

154. Congregants are encouraged to bring problems to the elders to be resolved, and are
discouraged from seeking intervention from outside of the Jehovah’s Witness organization, subject
to the right to control by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY.

155.  When a congregant commits an act of wrongdoing, such as the sexual abuse of a
child, that matter must be brought to an elder to be resolved.

156. The policy promulgated by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY requires
elders to investigate allegations of sexual abuse of a child.

157.  The policy promulgated by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY requires
two witnesses to any alleged sexual abuse of a child before a judicial committee will be convened.

158.  The policy promulgated by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY provides
that if there are not two witnesses to any alleged sexual abuse of a child, and the accused denies
any wrongdoing, the accused is determined to be innocent and no corrective, protective or punitive
action is taken by the congregation.

159. If a judicial committee is convened to investigate an allegation of sexual abuse of
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a child, the two original elders who investigated the wrongdoing will be joined by a third elder,
who will hear the case and impose punishment upon the wrongdoer, subject to the right to control
by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY.

160. Potential punishments for sexual abuse of a child include private reproof, public
reproof, and disfellowship, subject to the right to control by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING
BODY.

161. Private reproof in the Jehovah’s Witness organization means a private censorship
of the wrongdoer that generally results in a limitation of one or more privileges within the
congregation for a short time. This does not mean that a reproved person is necessarily precluded
from engaging in field service.

162.  The policy promulgated by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY provides
that the congregation is not informed when an individual is subject to private reproof.

163. In the Jehovah’s Witness organization, public reproof means an announcement is
made to the congregation that the individual has been reproved by a judicial committee and found
to be repentant.

164. Disfellowship is expulsion from the Jehovah’s Witness organization.

165. When an individual is disfellowshipped, an announcement is made to the
congregation that he or she is no longer one of Jehovah’s Witnesses.

166.  The policy promulgated by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY provides
that when an individual is disfellowshipped, the congregation is not informed of any acts of
wrongdoing, or of the basis for the person’s expulsion from the Jehovah’s Witness organization.

167.  The policy promulgated by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY provides

that a person who is disfellowshipped may seek reinstatement into the Congregation by written
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request to the elders.

168. At all times prior to April of 2001, WATCHTOWER operated the Service
Department of the United States branch of Jehovah’s Witnesses.

169. Through the Service Department, WATCHTOWER implemented the policies and
procedures promulgated by GOVERNING BODY, as an extension of and subject to the right to
control by GOVERNING BODY.

170. WATCHTOWER exercised control over the day-to-day operations and activities
of local congregations, as an extension of and subject to the right to control by GOVERNING
BODY.

171.  Prior to April of 2001, WATCHTOWER published a series of handbooks that were
distributed to elders, as an extension of and subject to the right to control by GOVERNING BODY.

172.  The aforesaid handbooks were not disclosed to other Jehovah’s Witnesses or the
public.

173. The aforesaid handbooks produced by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING
BODY provided general instructions to elders regarding day-to-day administration of the
organization.

174. The aforesaid handbooks produced by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING
BODY provided instructions to elders regarding how to respond to allegations of wrongdoing,
including child molestation.

175. The aforesaid handbooks produced by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING
BODY specified the actions elders were required to take upon learning of child molestation within
their congregations.

176.  Prior to April of 2001, WATCHTOWER provided periodic instruction to local

22



BER-L-005508-21 07/20/2022 5:38:15 PM Pg 24 of 44 Trans ID: LCV20222677645

congregations through letters addressed to All Bodies of Elders, as an extension of and subject to
the right to control by GOVERNING BODY.

177. These letters covered a broad spectrum of topics ranging from standardizing the
record-keeping practices of all congregations, establishing procedures for ordering literature from
defendant WATCHTOWER, remitting payments, handling administrative and procedural matters
involving day-to-day congregation operations.

178.  Some of the aforesaid letters provided specific instructions on how to respond to
wrongdoing within the congregation, including child molestation.

179. CCJW assumed responsibility for disseminating some of these letters on and after
April of 2001, as an extension of and subject to the right to control by GOVERNING BODY.

180. WATCHTOWER, through its Writing Department, and prior to April of 2001,
through the Service Department, researches, writes, approves, publishes, and distributes its own
materials for distribution to actual and prospective Jehovah’s Witnesses, as an extension of and
subject to the right to control by GOVERNING BODY.

181. WATCHTOWER appointed circuit and district overseers, as an extension of and
subject to the right to control by GOVERNING BODY.

182.  WATCHTOWER directly reviewed recommendations of prospective elders, as an
extension of and subject to the right to control by GOVERNING BODY.

183.  WATCHTOWER directly reviewed recommendations of ministerial servants, as
an extension of and subject to the right to control by GOVERNING BODY.

184.  GOVERNING BODY was and is authorized to approve or reject the appointment
of any person recommended for the position of elder, and maintained the right to control the daily

activities of any specific individual so appointed, whether or not that control was exercised.
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185.  GOVERNING BODY was and is authorized to approve or reject the appointment
of any person recommended for the position of ministerial servant, and maintained the right to
control the daily activities of any specific individual so appointed, whether or not that control was
exercised.

186. GOVERNING BODY was and is authorized to approve or reject the appointment
of any person recommended for the position of district or circuit overseer, and maintained the right
to control the daily activities of any specific individual so appointed, whether or not that control
was exercised.

187. WATCHTOWER established procedures for the discipline of members accused of
wrongdoing, as an extension of and subject to the right to control by GOVERNING BODY.

188. WATCHTOWER received and maintained records regarding the disfellowship or
reproof of elders and ministerial servants, as an extension of and subject to the right to control by
GOVERNING BODY.

189. In March of 1997, WATCHTOWER disseminated a letter to all of the Bodies of
Elders in United States congregations seeking information on men who then served, or had
previously served, in any appointed position (e.g., elder, ministerial servant, regular pioneer) and
were also known to have engaged in child molestation, as an extension of and subject to the right
to control by GOVERNING BODY.

190. WATCHTOWER required each congregation to prepare reports detailing instances
of child molestation, and to return the reports to WATCHTOWER’s Service Department, as an
extension of and subject to the right to control by GOVERNING BODY.

191.  In July of 1998, defendant WATCHTOWER sent a follow up letter to each United

States congregation, reminding those bodies of elders of the need to send the reports, and possible
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legal consequences of appointing a known child molester to a position of authority, such as an
elder or ministerial servant, as an extension of and subject to the right to control by GOVERNING
BODY.

192. Reports regarding the sexual abuse of children were received by the Service
Department and kept by defendants WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY.

193.  Prior to receiving the written reports, WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY
were aware that child molestation by elders, ministerial servants, and publishers was a problem
within its congregations.

194.  Despite receiving the written reports, WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY
did not promulgate new or effective policies for preventing or responding to child molestation.

195.  Despite receiving the written reports, WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY
did not implement procedures or policies to educate children and adult members of the risk of child
molestation within the Jehovah’s Witness organization, how to identify warning signs of
molestation, or how to avoid dangerous situations.

196. CCJW assumed operation of the Service Department, and gained possession and
knowledge of the molestation reports, and also received new reports of molestation by Jehovah’s
Witnesses, as an extension of and subject to the right to control by GOVERNING BODY.

197.  Reports of sexual molestation continue to be sent to CCJW, as an extension of and
subject to the right to control by GOVERNING BODY.

198. At the direction of GOVERNING BODY, a policy letter from July 1989 required
elders to contact defendant WATCHTOWER’s Legal Department about child abuse, instead of
contacting the police.

199. WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY left that policy intact even after
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receiving written reports of molestation from their individual agents and congregants.

200. WATCHTOWER'’s Service Department has never made a mandated child abuse
report to law enforcement.

201. The policies on child molestation promulgated by WATCHTOWER and
GOVERNING BODY through the elder handbooks and confidential policy letters were not
divulged to Jehovah’s Witness members.

202. Through this mandated secrecy regarding child molestation by elders, ministerial
servants, and publishers, WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY intentionally concealed the
threat of child molestation within the Jehovah’s Witnesses from their members.

203. Through policies of non-reporting to law enforcement and non-cooperation with
criminal child molestation investigations, defendants WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING
BODY protected accused and admitted child molesters from criminal prosecution and thereby
increased the risk of molestation of minors.

204. PLAINTIFF was trained by the FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION,
WATCHTOWER, GOVERNING BODY, HACKENSACK CONGREGATION, and DOES 1-
100 that she should obey Pandelo and respect the individuals appointed as elders and ministerial
servants, including Pandelo.

205. Pandelo was a ministerial servant in the FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION with
substantial authority over PLAINTIFF and other congregants.

206. Pandelo was a ministerial servant in the HACKENSACK CONGREGATION with
substantial authority over PLAINTIFF and other congregants.

207. Despite receiving a report regarding Pandelo’s abuse of multiple children and

knowing his propensity to sexually abuse minors, the FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION,
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WATCHTOWER, GOVERNING BODY, HACKENSACK CONGREGATION, and DOES 1-
100 provided no warning to members of the FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION whose children
were at risk, including PLAINTIFF.

208. Despite receiving a report regarding Pandelo’s abuse of multiple children and
knowing his propensity to sexually abuse minors, the FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION,
WATCHTOWER, GOVERNING BODY, HACKENSACK CONGREGATION, and DOES 1-
100 provided no warning to members of the HACKENSACK CONGREGATION whose children
were at risk, including PLAINTIFF.

209. WATCHTOWER had a duty to protect PLAINTIFF, as a minor congregant, from
Pandelo’s sexual criminal acts.

210. WATCHTOWER had a duty to competently investigate Pandelo prior to accepting
him as its agent.

211. WATCHTOWER had a duty to competently supervise Pandelo during the time he
served as its agent.

212. WATCHTOWER had a special duty to supervise Pandelo.

213. WATCHTOWER had a special duty to protect PLAINTIFF.

214. WATCHTOWER failed to adequately and competently supervise Pandelo.

215. FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION had a duty to protect PLAINTIFF, as a minor
congregant, from Pandelo’s sexual criminal acts.

216. FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION had a duty to competently investigate Pandelo
prior to accepting him as its agent.

217. FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION had a duty to competently supervise Pandelo

during the time he served as a ministerial servant.
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218. FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION had a special duty to supervise Pandelo.

219. FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION had a special duty to protect PLAINTIFF.

220. FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION failed to adequately and competently supervise
Pandelo.

221.  GOVERNING BODY had a duty to protect PLAINTIFF, as a minor congregant,
from Pandelo’s sexual criminal acts.

222.  GOVERNING BODY had a duty to competently investigate Pandelo prior to
accepting him as its agent.

223.  GOVERNING BODY had a duty to competently supervise Pandelo during the time
he served as a ministerial servant.

224.  GOVERNING BODY had a special duty to supervise Pandelo.

225.  GOVERNING BODY had a special duty to protect PLAINTIFF.

226. GOVERNING BODY failed to adequately and competently supervise Pandelo.

227. HACKENSACK CONGREGATION had a duty to protect PLAINTIFF, as a minor
congregant, from Pandelo’s sexual criminal acts.

228. HACKENSACK CONGREGATION had a duty to competently investigate
Pandelo prior to accepting him as its agent.

229. HACKENSACK CONGREGATION had a duty to competently supervise Pandelo
during the time he served as a ministerial servant.

230. HACKENSACK CONGREGATION had a special duty to supervise Pandelo.

231. HACKENSACK CONGREGATION had a special duty to protect PLAINTIFF.

232. HACKENSACK CONGREGATION failed to adequately and competently

supervise Pandelo.
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233. DOES 1-100 had a duty to protect PLAINTIFF, as a minor congregant, from
Pandelo’s sexual criminal acts.

234. DOES 1-100 had a duty to competently investigate Pandelo prior to accepting him
as their agent.

235.  DOES 1-100 had a duty to competently supervise Pandelo during the time he served
as a ministerial servant.

236. DOES 1-100 had a special duty to supervise Pandelo.

237. DOES 1-100 had a special duty to protect PLAINTIFF.

238. DOES 1-100 failed to adequately and competently supervise Pandelo.

239. Pandelo’s sexual abuse of PLAINTIFF was proximately caused by the failure of
WATCHTOWER, GOVERNING BODY, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION, HACKENSACK
CONGREGATION, and DOES 1-100 to adequately and competently supervise Pandelo.

240. The aforementioned occurrences of sexual abuse were caused by the negligence,
carelessness, and recklessness and the willful, wanton, reckless and grossly negligent conduct of
WATCHTOWER, GOVERNING BODY, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION, HACKENSACK
CONGREGATION, and DOES 1-100, and their agents, servants, and/or employees, in failing to
properly and adequately supervise the conduct of Pandelo as it related to PLAINTIFF.

241. By reason of the foregoing, PLAINTIFF suffered sustained physical and
psychological injuries, including but not limited to, severe emotional distress, confusion,
humiliation, fright, anxiety, a severe shock to her nervous system, and has been caused to suffer
physical pain and mental anguish, and permanent emotional and psychological damage as a result
thereof.

242.  Asaresult of the Defendants’ conduct, PLAINTIFF has and will become obligated
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to expend sums of money for medical treatment.

243, By reason of the foregoing, WATCHTOWER, GOVERNING BODY,
FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION, HACKENSACK CONGREGATION and DOES 1-100 are also
liable to PLAINTIFF for punitive and exemplary damages.

COUNT III —

NEGLIGENT AND/OR GROSSLY NEGLIGENT RETENTION
Plaintiff v. All Defendants

244. PLAINTIFF repeats, reiterates, and realleges each and every allegation of this
complaint, inclusive, with the same force and effect as if fully set forth at length herein.

245.  Prior to and all times herein mentioned, WATCHTOWER, GOVERNING BODY,
FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION, HACKENSACK CONGREGATION and DOES 1-100 knew
of Pandelo’s conduct toward PLAINTIFF and/or his propensity to sexually abuse minors such as
PLAINTIFF, and yet they maintained his employment as their agent.

246. It was reasonably foreseeable that when the elders learned that Pandelo had been
accused of molesting more than one minor prior to the conclusion of his molestation of
PLAINTIFF, that his continued association with the FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION, absent any
warning to PLAINTIFF or her parents or other members of these congregations, would mean that
there was a heightened risk that Pandelo would sexually abuse PLAINTIFF or otherwise violate
appropriate sexual boundaries between adult ministerial servants and minor congregants.

247. It was reasonably foreseeable that when the elders learned that Pandelo had been
accused of molesting more than one minor prior to the conclusion of his molestation of
PLAINTIFF, that his continued association with the HACKENSACK CONGREGATION, absent
any warning to PLAINTIFF or her parents or other members of these congregations, would mean
that there was a heightened risk that Pandelo would sexually abuse PLAINTIFF or otherwise

violate appropriate sexual boundaries between adult ministerial servants and minor congregants.
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248. WATCHTOWER, GOVERNING BODY, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION,
HACKENSACK CONGREGATION and DOES 1-100 undertook a duty to protect minor
congregants, like PLAINTIFF, who came into contact with their agents, like Pandelo, through their
participation in congregation activities, from being sexually abused by their agents, including
Pandelo.

249. By reason of the foregoing, PLAINTIFF sustained physical and psychological
injuries, including but not limited to, severe emotional distress, confusion, humiliation, fright,
anxiety, a severe shock to his nervous system, and has been caused to suffer physical pain and
mental anguish, and permanent emotional and psychological damage as a result thereof.

250. As aresult of the Defendants’ conduct, PLAINTIFF has and will become obligated
to expend sums of money for medical treatment.

251. By reason of the foregoing, WATCHTOWER, GOVERNING BODY,
FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION, HACKENSACK CONGREGATION and DOES 1-100 are also
liable to PLAINTIFF for punitive and exemplary damages.

COUNT 1V -
NEGLIGENT AND/OR GROSSLY NEGLIGENT FAILURE TO TRAIN

RELATING TO CHILD ABUSE
Plaintiff v. All Defendants

252. PLAINTIFF repeats, reiterates, and realleges each and every allegation contained
in this complaint, inclusive, with the same force and effect as if fully set forth at length herein.

253.  GOVERNING BODY created, approved, or instituted all of the policies and
procedures related to interactions between members of the Jehovah’s Witnesses organization, and
invited unrelated individuals, including minors such as PLAINTIFF, to become members of the
Jehovah’s Witnesses organization and congregate with each other.

254.  GOVERNING BODY knew or should have known of the problem of the sexual
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abuse of minors by Jehovah’s Witnesses, including ministerial servants like Pandelo.

255. GOVERNING BODY and its agents, servants, and employees, had a duty to
establish adequate, competent, and effective professional training and education programs and
procedures for their agents, employees, and administrators, calculated to identify and prevent
sexual abuse of minor congregants by ministerial servants and other agents, like Pandelo, who
came into contact the minor congregants as a result of their positions within the Jehovah’s Witness
organization.

256.  Given the prevalence of child molestation by Jehovah’s Witnesses, GOVERNING
BODY also had a duty to establish adequate, competent, and effective training and education
programs for minor congregants and their parents calculated to educate minor congregants to
identify and protect themselves against sexual abuse by ministerial servants, such as Pandelo.

257. GOVERNING BODY, and its agents, servants, and employees were negligent,
careless, and reckless, and acted willfully, wantonly and with gross negligence, in failing to
establish adequate and effective professional training and education programs and procedures for
their agents, calculated to prevent the sexual abuse of minor congregants, like PLAINTIFF.

258.  GOVERNING BODY, and its agents, servants, and employees, were negligent,
careless, and reckless, and acted willfully, wantonly, and with gross negligence, in failing to
establish adequate and effective training and education programs and procedures for minor
congregants like PLAINTIFF, avoid sexual abuse by their agents.

259. WATCHTOWER knew or should have known of the problem of the sexual abuse
of minors by Jehovah’s Witnesses, including ministerial servants like Pandelo.

260. WATCHTOWER and its agents, servants, and employees, had a duty to establish

adequate, competent, and effective professional training and education programs and procedures
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for their agents, employees, and administrators, calculated to identify and prevent sexual abuse of
minor congregants by ministerial servants and other agents, like Pandelo, who came into contact
with minor congregants as a result of their positions within the Jehovah’s Witness organization.

261. Given the prevalence of child molestation by Jehovah’s Witnesses,
WATCHTOWER also had a duty to establish adequate, competent, and effective training and
education programs for minor congregants and their parents calculated to educate minor
congregants to identify and protect themselves against sexual abuse by ministerial servants, such
as Pandelo.

262. WATCHTOWER, and its agents, servants, and employees were negligent, careless,
and reckless, and acted willfully, wantonly and with gross negligence, in failing to establish
adequate and effective professional training and education programs and procedures for their
agents, calculated to prevent the sexual abuse of minor congregants, like PLAINTIFF.

263. WATCHTOWER, and its agents, servants, and employees, were negligent,
careless, and reckless, and acted willfully, wantonly, and with gross negligence, in failing to
establish adequate and effective training and education programs and procedures for minor
congregants like PLAINTIFF, avoid sexual abuse by their agents.

264. FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION knew or should have known of the problem of
the sexual abuse of minors by Jehovah’s Witnesses, including ministerial servants like Pandelo.

265. FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION and its agents, servants, and employees, had a
duty to establish adequate, competent, and effective professional training and education programs
and procedures for their agents, employees, and administrators, calculated to identify and prevent
sexual abuse of minor congregants by ministerial servants and other agents, like Pandelo, who

came into contact with minor congregants as a result of their positions within the Jehovah’s
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Witness organization.

266. Given the prevalence of child molestation by Jehovah’s Witnesses, FAIRLAWN
CONGREGATION also had a duty to establish adequate, competent, and effective training and
education programs for minor congregants and their parents calculated to educate minor
congregants to identify and protect themselves against sexual abuse by ministerial servants, such
as Pandelo.

267. FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION, and its agents, servants, and employees were
negligent, careless, and reckless, and acted willfully, wantonly and with gross negligence, in
failing to establish adequate and effective professional training and education programs and
procedures for their agents, calculated to prevent the sexual abuse of minor congregants, like
PLAINTIFF.

268. FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION, and its agents, servants, and employees, were
negligent, careless, and reckless, and acted willfully, wantonly, and with gross negligence, in
failing to establish adequate and effective training and education programs and procedures for
minor congregants like PLAINTIFF, avoid sexual abuse by their agents.

269. HACKENSACK CONGREGATION knew or should have known of the problem
of the sexual abuse of minors by Jehovah’s Witnesses, including ministerial servants like Pandelo.

270. HACKENSACK CONGREGATION and its agents, servants, and employees, had
a duty to establish adequate, competent, and effective professional training and education
programs and procedures for their agents, employees, and administrators, calculated to identify
and prevent sexual abuse of minor congregants by ministerial servants and other agents, like
Pandelo, who came into contact with minor congregants as a result of their positions within the

Jehovah’s Witness organization.
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271. Given the prevalence of child molestation by Jehovah’s Witnesses,
HACKENSACK CONGREGATION also had a duty to establish adequate, competent, and
effective training and education programs for minor congregants and their parents calculated to
educate minor congregants to identify and protect themselves against sexual abuse by ministerial
servants, such as Pandelo.

272. HACKENSACK CONGREGATION, and its agents, servants, and employees were
negligent, careless, and reckless, and acted willfully, wantonly and with gross negligence, in
failing to establish adequate and effective professional training and education programs and
procedures for their agents, calculated to prevent the sexual abuse of minor congregants, like
PLAINTIFF.

273. HACKENSACK CONGREGATION, and its agents, servants, and employees,
were negligent, careless, and reckless, and acted willfully, wantonly, and with gross negligence,
in failing to establish adequate and effective training and education programs and procedures for
minor congregants like PLAINTIFF, avoid sexual abuse by their agents.

274. DOES 1-100 knew or should have known of the problem of the sexual abuse of
minors by Jehovah’s Witnesses, including ministerial servants like Pandelo.

275. DOES 1-100 and their agents, servants, and employees, had a duty to establish
adequate, competent, and effective professional training and education programs and procedures
for their agents, employees, and administrators, calculated to identify and prevent sexual abuse of
minor congregants by ministerial servants and other agents, like Pandelo, who came into contact
with minor congregants as a result of their positions within the Jehovah’s Witness organization.

276.  Given the prevalence of child molestation by Jehovah’s Witnesses, DOES 1-100

also had a duty to establish adequate, competent, and effective training and education programs
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for minor congregants and their parents calculated to educate minor congregants to identify and
protect themselves against sexual abuse by ministerial servants, such as Pandelo.

277. DOES 1-100, and their agents, servants, and employees were negligent, careless,
and reckless, and acted willfully, wantonly and with gross negligence, in failing to establish
adequate and effective professional training and education programs and procedures for their
agents, calculated to prevent the sexual abuse of minor congregants, like PLAINTIFF.

278. DOES 1-100, and their agents, servants, and employees, were negligent, careless,
and reckless, and acted willfully, wantonly, and with gross negligence, in failing to establish
adequate and effective training and education programs and procedures for minor congregants like
PLAINTIFF to avoid sexual abuse by their agents.

279. Defendants’ negligent failures to establish adequate and effective training and
education programs and procedures for minor congregants and for their agents, employees, and
administrators proximately caused PLAINTIFF to suffer injuries as detailed below.

280. By reason of the foregoing, PLAINTIFF sustained physical and psychological
injuries, including but not limited to, severe emotional distress, confusion, humiliation, fright,
anxiety, a severe shock to his nervous system, and has been caused to suffer physical pain and
mental anguish, and permanent emotional and psychological damage as a result thereof.

281. Asaresult of the Defendants’ conduct, PLAINTIFF has and will become obligated
to expend sums of money for medical treatment.

282. By reason of the foregoing, WATCHTOWER, GOVERNING BODY,
FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION, HACKENSACK CONGREGATION and DOES 1-100 are also

liable to PLAINTIFF for punitive and exemplary damages.
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COUNT YV -
INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS
Plaintiff' v. Watchtower, Fairlawn Congregation, Hackensack Congregation and Does 1-100

283. PLAINTIFF repeats, reiterates, and realleges each and every allegation contained
in this complaint, inclusive, with the same force and effect as if fully set forth at length herein.

284. Defendants WATCHTOWER, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION,
HACKENSACK CONGREGATION and DOES 1-100 knew, or in the exercise of reasonable care,
should have known that their acts and omissions as described in this complaint would result in
serious emotional distress to PLAINTIFF.

285.  Defendants WATCHTOWER, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION,
HACKENSACK CONGREGATION and DOES 1-100 acted with willful, wanton, reckless,
intentional and deliberate disregard for the likelihood that PLAINTIFF would suffer severe
emotional distress as a direct and proximate result of the sexual abuse he endured.

286. The conduct of Defendants WATCHTOWER, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION,
HACKENSACK CONGREGATION and DOES 1-100 as alleged above was extreme and
outrageous and went beyond all bounds of decency.

287. As a direct and proximate result of defendants’ acts and omissions, PLAINTIFF
suffered severe emotional distress.

288. As a result of the conduct of Defendants WATCHTOWER, FAIRLAWN
CONGREGATION, HACKENSACK CONGREGATION and DOES 1-100, PLAINTIFF has and
will become obligated to expend sums of money for medical treatment.

289. By reason of the foregoing, WATCHTOWER, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION,
HACKENSACK CONGREGATION and DOES 1-100 are also liable to PLAINTIFF for punitive

and exemplary damages.
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COUNT VI -
NEGLIGENT INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS
Plaintiff v. All Defendants

290. PLAINTIFF repeats, reiterates, and realleges each and every allegation contained
in this complaint, inclusive, with the same force and effect as if fully set forth at length herein.

291. Defendants knew, or in the exercise of reasonable care should have known, that
their acts and omissions would result in serious emotional distress to PLAINTIFF.

292. Defendants WATCHTOWER, GOVERNING BODY, FAIRLAWN
CONGREGATION, HACKENSACK CONGREGATION and DOES 1-100 placed Pandelo in a
position of power, trust and authority over PLAINTIFF, who in turn placed confidence in Pandelo.
Defendants WATCHTOWER, GOVERNING BODY, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION,
HACKENSACK CONGREGATION and DOES 1-100 owed PLAINTIFF a duty to ensure that
Pandelo did not pose a threat of harm to PLAINTIFF.

293. Pandelo, as a ministerial servant in PLAINTIFF’s congregation, owed a duty to
PLAINTIFF to refrain from sexually assaulting and abusing her while acting as a servant-agent of
Defendants WATCHTOWER, GOVERNING BODY, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION,
HACKENSACK CONGREGATION and DOES 1-100.

294. Defendants’ negligent and careless breach of that duty was utterly reprehensible
behavior and was taken with disregard for the likelihood that PLAINTIFF would suffer severe
emotional distress as a direct result.

295. As a direct and proximate result of defendants’ negligence as described above,
PLAINTIFF suffered severe emotional distress.

296.  As aresult of defendants’ conduct, PLAINTIFF has and will become obligated to
expend sums of money for medical treatment.

297. By reason of the foregoing, defendants are also liable to PLAINTIFF for punitive
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and exemplary damages.

COUNT VII -
SEXUAL ABUSE AND BATTERY
Plaintiff' v. Watchtower, Fairlawn Congregation, Hackensack Congregation and Does 1-100

298. PLAINTIFF repeats, reiterates, and realleges each and every allegation contained
in this complaint, inclusive, with the same force and effect as if fully set forth at length herein.

299. Each instance of Pandelo’s sexual misconduct and inappropriate physical contact
with PLAINTIFF constitutes battery.

300. WATCHTOWER, by its intentional acts, omissions, negligence, knowing and
willful failure to act affirmatively to prevent, detect, report, or investigate, aided and abetted
Pandelo.

301. By declining to contact law enforcement about Pandelo’s molestation of minor
children prior to the conclusion of his molestation of PLAINTIFF, WATCHTOWER sought to
cover up Pandelo’s acts, and protect him from detection or punishment, and thereby ratified his
sexual molestation of PLAINTIFF and others.

302. FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION, by its intentional acts, omissions, negligence,
knowing and willful failure to act affirmatively to prevent, detect, report, or investigate, aided and
abetted Pandelo.

303. By declining to contact law enforcement about Pandelo’s molestation of minor
children prior to the conclusion of his molestation of PLAINTIFF, FAIRLAWN
CONGREGATION sought to cover up Pandelo’s acts and protect him from detection or
punishment, and thereby ratified his sexual molestation of PLAINTIFF and others.

304. HACKENSACK CONGREGATION, by its intentional acts, omissions,
negligence, knowing and willful failure to act affirmatively to prevent, detect, report, or

investigate, aided and abetted Pandelo.
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305. By declining to contact law enforcement about Pandelo’s molestation of minor
children prior to the conclusion of his molestation of PLAINTIFF, HACKENSACK
CONGREGATION sought to cover up Pandelo’s acts and protect him from detection or
punishment, and thereby ratified his sexual molestation of PLAINTIFF and others.

306. DOES 1-100, by their intentional acts, omissions, negligence, knowing and willful
failure to act affirmatively to prevent, detect, report, or investigate, aided and abetted Pandelo.

307. By declining to contact law enforcement about Pandelo’s molestation of minor
children prior to the conclusion of his molestation of PLAINTIFF, DOES 1-100 sought to cover
up Pandelo’s acts, and protect him from detection or punishment, and thereby ratified his sexual
molestation of PLAINTIFF and others.

308. By reason of the foregoing, PLAINTIFF sustained physical and psychological
injuries, including but not limited to, severe emotional distress, confusion, humiliation, fright,
anxiety, a severe shock to her nervous system, and has been caused to suffer physical pain and
mental anguish, and permanent emotional and psychological damage as a result thereof.

309. As a result of the conduct by Defendants WATCHTOWER, FAIRLAWN
CONGREGATION, HACKENSACK CONGREGATION and DOES 1-100, PLAINTIFF has and
will become obligated to expend sums of money for medical treatment.

310. By reason of the foregoing, defendants WATCHTOWER, FAIRLAWN
CONGREGATION, HACKENSACK CONGREGATION and DOES 1-100 are also liable to
PLAINTIFF for punitive and exemplary damages.

WHEREFORE, PLAINTIFF demands judgment against the defendants on each of the
First, Second, Third, Fourth, Fifth, and Sixth causes of action in a sum that exceeds the

jurisdictional limits of all lower courts, including compensatory and punitive damages, together
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with interest, costs and disbursements pursuant to the causes of action herein.

COUNT VIII —
PUNITIVE DAMAGES
Plaintiff v. All Defendants

311. Plaintiff repeats, reiterates, and re-alleges each and every allegation contained in
the previous paragraphs as if set forth herein at length.

312. The aforesaid acts of Defendants were committed in outrageous, callous, wanton,
and willful disregard for the safety, protection, and well-being of minors, including Plaintiff,
warranting the imposition of punitive damages.

313.  The actions and/or inactions of Defendants, jointly, severally, and/or through the
conduct of Pandelo, were intentional, willful, and/or reckless in that Defendants’ actions were
intended to cause great harm to minors, including Plaintiff, and/or were done with deliberate
disregard of a high degree of probability that such behavior would cause great harm to minors,
including Plaintiff.

314. The actions and/or inactions of Defendants, jointly, severally, and/or through the
conduct of Pandelo, against Plaintiff were extreme, callous, reckless, and/or wanton.

315. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ wanton and willful disregard for
the safety of minors, including Plaintiff, Plaintiff sustained physical, emotional, and psychological
injuries, along with pain and suffering. The sexual abuse and resulting injuries to Plaintiff were
caused solely and wholly by reason of the negligent and/or grossly negligent failures, as well as
the callous and wanton behavior, of Defendants in the hiring and retention of, as well as its failure

to monitor or supervise, its employees and/or agents, including Pandelo.
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PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands judgment against Defendants, jointly and severally,
and/or individually, for compensatory and punitive damages, together with interest and costs in an
unspecified amount, plus costs, disbursements, reasonable attorneys’ fees, interest, and such other
and further relief as the Court deems just and equitable.

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

The Plaintiff demands a trial by jury on all of the triable issues of this Complaint, pursuant

to Rules 1:8-2(b) and 4:35-1(a).

Dated: August 18, 2021 Respectfully submitted,

ROBINS KAPLAN LLP

By: /s/Rayna E. Kessler
Rayna E. Kessler, Esq.
NJ ID No. 031782010
399 Park Avenue, Suite 3600
New York, New York 10022
Telephone: (212) 980-7431
Facsimile: (212) 980-7499
Email: RKessler@RobinsKaplan.com

Attorney for Plaintiff Corrine Pandelo

DESIGNATION OF TRIAL COUNSEL

Pursuant to Rule 4:5-1(c), please take notice that Plaintiff designates Rayna E. Kessler,

Esq. as trial counsel in this matter.

Dated: August 18, 2021 /s/Rayna E. Kessler
Rayna E. Kessler, Esq.
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CERTIFICATION PURSUANT TO RULE 1:38-7(b)

I certify that confidential personal identifiers have been redacted from documents now
submitted to the Court and will be redacted from all documents submitted in the future in

accordance with Rule 1:38-7(b).

CERTIFICATION PURSUANT TO RULE 4:5-1

I certify that the dispute that Plaintiff is suing is not the subject of any other action pending
in any other court or a pending arbitration proceeding to the best of my knowledge and belief.
Also, to the best of my knowledge and belief no other action or arbitration proceeding is
contemplated. Further, other than the parties set forth in this complaint, I know of no other parties
that should be made a part of this lawsuit. In addition, I recognize my continuing obligation to file
and serve on all parties and the Court an amended certification if there is a change in the facts

stated in this original certification.

Dated: August 18, 2021 /s/Rayna E. Kessler
Rayna E. Kessler, Esq.
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EXHIBIT B
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| Attorney(s):
Office Address & Tel. No.:

: RKesslcr@RobmsKaplamcom
| dttornes(s) fors Plaintiff

|| "CORINNE PANDELO, T f’ﬂSUPERmR COUR’I”OF NEW JERSEY
Plaintiff, TR

| CIVIL ACTION

s ,1den{:1ﬁes are ptesﬁnfly unknown if
in their official and individual. capacitxes,

Defendanls.

|| ‘The State of New Jersey, to the Abové Named Defendant(s):
CKENSACK CONGREGATION OF JEHOVAH’S WITNESSES

The plamtlff, named dbove, has filed a lawsuit ‘agaitist'yow in the Superior Court of New Jetsey. T he 1
omplaint d to this st states the basis for this lawsuit. Ifyaudlsp, ,..th1scon'1p i, yo

ottiey misst file:a written answer o, otion and: proof of service with the deputy clerk ofthe

{ ttin the Counity listed above within 3 days from the date you receiv d9MS«,,mons, not

K 16" date yoli received it. ‘(A directory of the addresses of each deputy clerk-of the: Superiot

| Court 1s avaﬂabl ms‘the‘ v ‘li.Di\nsmh g.jhnagement Gfﬁcc mﬂie caunty listﬁd above and onling at

;fyforaclesure then your ustﬁleyo’
|| the ‘Superior Coust, Hughes Justice €

| miplex, P.0, Box 971, Trenton, NJ 08625~0§71 A filing fec
1| payable to the Tréasmfer iState of New Ji srsey and a completed C |

se Information Statement (available
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from the deputy cIerk 1f the Superior Court) must accompany youi*-answet or totion when it is filed.
You'must also send a copy of your answer'ot motion to plaintiffis attoiney Whose name and address:
' appear ghave; .or to plaintiff, if fo attomqy is named above, A telephone -call will not protect your
fnghts, you must file and serve 4 written answer or hotion (with $175:00 fee and completecl Case:

{| Information Statemert) if youwant the. colirt to hear your defense. '

n If; you:do not file and serve a written answer or motion within 35 days, the court may enter.a:

Jndginent again t you for the relief plamuff demands, plus interest and costs-of suit. If judgment is
|\ entered agamst you, the Shenff may: seize YOUT THONEy, wages ot propetty 1o pay all-or part of the
1 nyudgment

1 I you.cannot afford an attorney, you may call the Legal Services office in the connty whete

1| you live or the Legal Services of New Jersey Statewide Hotlitie at . 14888-LSNJ-LAW { 999:576-

|1 3529). If you do not have an: attomey and/arenot eligible: for, free lega1 assxstance, youmay obtiin @
f‘referral to'an. atfomey by calling one- of the Lawyer Referral Services. ‘A directory with contact

1t ’mfon‘naﬁon for 1ocal »Legal Sémces Ofﬂces 1aﬁd Lawyer Referral ‘Services. is available
o ],5 T j X ;' :

|| ‘Dated: "November:11,2021

Olerk of the Supenor Couri:

Nume/dddress:of défendant to be served
; ‘ 'HACKENSACK CONGREGATION
OF JEHOVAH’S WITN} SSEs

‘t/o- James Nicholas Palleohia

10 Brooimaw Cct.

Ho-Ho-Kus, New Jersey 07423

=D




BER-L-005508-21 07/20/2022 5:38:15 PM Pg 4 of 61 Trans ID: LCV20222677645

SOCIETY OF NEW YORK;
HACKENSACK CQNGREGATION OF

ROBINS KAPLANLLP
Rayna E, Kessler, Esq:
'NTID'No, 031782010
399 Park Avenue, Suite 3600
New Yorl{ NY 10022-4611
‘Telephone: (212): 980-7431
Facsimile; (212) 980:7499
Email: RKessler@RobinsKaplan.com
THE ZALKIN LAW FIRM, P.C.
Alex Zalkin, Esq. (to be. admitted pro hacvicey
‘Elizabeth Cate, Esq. (1o be-admitted pro hac vice)
10 Times Squate ,
1441 Broadway, Suite 3147
New' YQrk“NY 10018
Teléphone: (858) 259-3011
Email; irwin@zalkin.com
dttorneys for Plaintiff Corrine Pandelo
'CORINNE PANDELO; + SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY'
) _ ¢ LAW ?DIVISIGN BERGEN COUNTY
Plgintiff;. :‘
| | : DQGKEINO. BER-L-005508-21
THE GQVERNING _BODY oF
WATCHTOWER BIBLE AND TRACT

JOHN, AND JANE DOES. 1100, whase ;
identities are presently unknown 1o Plamtlff b
‘o their official and individual capacities; ¢

Defendants:

Plaintiff, CORINNE PANDELO, for her Fitst Amended Complaint againist the

Defendants, states as follows:



BER-L-005508-21 07/20/2022 5:38:15 PM Pg5o0f 61 Trans ID: LCV20222677645

L PissT CORINNG PANDELO fhefelsafier “PLAUNUIN  taings thls sétion Ta
ook odss firthe semil b sho rufered o the Hads of Clainet Pandelo ("Pandéio”) an
agent of Defendant THE GOVERNING BODY OF JEHOVAH'S WITNESSES (“GOVERNING
BODY"), FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION OF JEHOVAH'S 'WITNESSES: (‘FAIRLAWN.
CONGREGATION?), WATCHTOWER BIBLE AND TRACT SOCIETY OF NEW YORK
RN, HACKRISAER, CONCRUGRATEN.OF GV VTS
(“HACKENSACK CONGREGATION'), and JOHN AN

D JANE DOE 1-100.

2. ‘This complaint is filed pursuant to the Neyw Jetsey Child Sexual Abuise Act
ERAR NISA ZAI, ¢t soq. New Jersey passed into law Bills S477 and A3648, which
became effective December 1, 2019, This historic legislation opened @ two-year, onie-time filing:
window for surviyors of childhood sexual abuse in the state of New Jersey to pursue otherwise
fimne-barged actions based on sexual abuse. This law also amends the Charitable Imminity Act;
N:J.5.A, 2A:53A+7, and the Tort Claims Act, N.JIS.A, 59-1:1 et seq,, to allow for-additional and
etroactive ligbility for publie entities and. mon-profit organizations organizedl for religious,
charitable, educational, or hospital purposes.

3,  Plaintiff CORINNE PANEDELQ is 4 citizen and.is domieiled {n the state of New
4. PLAINTIFF ywas born in 1976,

5. Atell timos televant herein, RLAINT

PR atid her family were members of the
[{CONGREGATION,
6;  Atall material times, Defendant WATCHTOWER. is and was a New~York fion-

Jehovah's Witness organizationand attended Deferidant FAIRLAWY
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-

profit corporation conducting business in the State of New &Te‘rsey; with its principal place of
‘busiriess at and-which may be served at 100 Watchtower Drive, Patterson, New York, 12563,
7. Many of the acts and omissions alleged heréin to have been committed by the

8, At all mdteria] times, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION was and is a congregation
of the Jehovah’s Witnesses located in Fairlawn, New Jersey.

9. Upon information and belief, durinig 41l of part of fhe time period relevant herein,

FATRLAWN CONGREGATION was keown, as “South Fairlawn ‘Congregation of Jehovah's

Witnesses.”

10. At all material times, FATRLAWN CONGREGATION is and was a business or
feligions entity of unknown legal status, which is anthorized to conduct, and is cotiducting business
inthe State-of New Jersey, with its principal place of business at and which may be servediat 10

‘Nelson Ave, Hawthorne, NJ 07506,

11. During éertain of the dates of the sexial abuse of PLAINTIFF, FAIRLAWN
CONGREGATION stpervised PLAINTIFF’s molester, Clement Pandelo.
12;  Pandelo was wministerial servantin the Jehovah’s Witness ofganization.

13, 'THE GOYERNINGBODY was andisa religious body with'a sepatate existence;

ING BODY has changed over

Oninformation and belief; the membership of Defendant GOVER]
the ysars, but the entity that is the GOVERNING BODY has maintained & perpetual existence.

14. GOVERNINGBODY is comprised of sight members. GOVERNI}

(G BODY does
‘not: elaim to haveafonnal p,resldent orsecrétary.

15.  GOVERNING BODY does have a coordinator that was forerly referred to as a
G BODY /s the functional

)

¢bairman. On information and belief, the chairman. of GOVERNIN
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“equivalenttoa ;;residﬁefzft; or sectetary in‘a secular u’nir;cQ‘_xporatedfasnspéjaﬁén.
| 16,  The coordinator of GOVERNING B‘QDW@tates on. & yeatly basis in alphabetical
order:
17, The current members of the Governing Body are KENNETH E. COOK, IR;
SANMU K STEPHENLETT;
SPLANE. GOVERNI}

EL FREDERICK HERD; GEOFFREY WILLIAM JACKSON; MAF
. SANDERSON; and DAVID H.

G BODY daes not publicly disclose its current coordinator, The following
‘ight paragraphs aro alleged in the lternative:
18 The curent coordinator of GOY

19,  ‘The current coordinator of GOVERY

ERNING BODY, as.of October 1,219, is D,

\ING BODY, as of October 1, 2019, is DAVID

20, Thecurxent ‘oordinator of GOVERN NG BODY, as of October 1, 2019, is
21, The current coordinator of GOVERNING BODY, as -of Ootober 1, 2019, is

MUEL FRERICK HERD,

22, ‘The current coordinator of GOVERNING BODY, s of October 1, 2019, is

'GEOFFREY WILLIAM JACKSON.

23,  The ourrentcoordinator of GOVERNING BODY, as of October 1, 2019, is MARK
STEPHEN LETT:

24. ‘The current coordinator of GOVERNING BODY; as. of Ociober 1, 2019, is
GERRIT LOSCH.

25. 'The current coordinator of GOVERNING BODY, as of Qctobst 1, 2019, is
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<&

26. At the tine of the aots giving rise to the causes of action alleged in this complaint;
GOVERNING BODY’s principal office and plage of business was in the Connty of Kings, State
of New York,

27.  n of about April of 2001, Christian Congtegation of Jehovah's Witnesses, Inc,
(“CCTW) assumed from WATCHTOWER the obligation to oierate the Service Depattment of
theUnited States Branch of Jehovah’s Witnesses,

28, Atthe time of the acts giving tise to the causes of action alleped in this complaint,

HACKENSACK. CONGREGATION was and is & congregation of the Jehovah’s Withesses.

Iocated in Hackensack, New Jersey,
29.  Atall ntatetial times, H

\CKENSACK. CONGREGATION i a5d was a busiiicss.

or religious entity of unknown legal statys, which is. authorized 6 conduct, and is conducting
busingss i the State of New Jersey, with it prinoipal place of business atand vihigh may be setved
4t 506 Hamilton Place, Hackensack, New Jersey, 07601.

30, During certaii of the-datés of the sexuial abuse of PLAINTIFE, HACKE

'CONGREGATION supervised PLAIN'

NSACK:

IFFw molester, Clement Pandelo;,
31, JOHNANDJANEDOE 1-30, whose Sames are presently unkiiown, were menibers

of aiid officials of defendant FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION.

32, 'JOHN AND JANE DOE 31:60; whose names are presently nmnknown; Were former
members and officials of defendant WATCHTOWER.

33,  JOHN AND.JANE DOES 61-100, whose nimes are presently unknown, wére

former members snd offieials of defendant the GOVERND}

[G BODY,
34. JOHN AND JANE DOES 81-100, whose names are presently unk

NOWN,, WEre,
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v

former menbets and officlals of defondant HACKENSACK CONGREGATION,

35,  Pandelo attended HACKENSACK CONGREGATION during, the relevant tie

period, Pandelo Began also attending FATRLAWN CONGREGATION duting the televat time

‘period because HACKENSACK CONGREGATION was uadergoing construction. Asaresultof
fte construcuon, members of FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION weére moved to HACKENSACK
CONGREGATION for # period of about two yeats.

36, Atthetime of his first disféllowship in of around 1988, Pandela was  ministerial

s?rvantm the FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION.

37.  During the relovant time period, Pandelo was also a ministerial servant i the
HACKENSACK CONGREGATION.

38. lin ara:reund 1976-1977, When PL

TIEF was still wearing diapers; Pandelo
‘began to-sexually abuse her, Over tine, the sexual abuge grew to consist of Pandelo’s touching
PLAINTIFE’s genitals and undeveloped breasts underneath hier clothing, inserting his fingers into

ther vagina, foroing her to petform otsl sex or him, and foréing her to engage in vagindl end andl

initercourse:with him. Pandelo also forced his dog to lick PLATN TIFF’s vaginal area,
39,  Pandelo's soxual abuse of PLAINTIFF lastod until in or around August 1988, when

shie disclosed the abuse ta her patents,

40,  PLAINTIEF's father; Catl Pandelo, reported the sexual abuse of PLAINTIFF fo the
Elders fu his neighbothood, some.of whom were Elders in a congregation inwhich Padelo waga
ministetal sorvant, |

41, The Elders conveted # judicial committee to investigate: the allegations. of

‘Pandelo’s sexual abuse of PLAINTIFE.
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i

42, T or around 1988, Blders disfellowshipped Pandelo based on the allegations of sexual

abuse of Pandelo:

43, Carl Pandelo also reporied Pandelo’s sexual abuse of PLAINTIFE to law
enforcerment,

44, Inoraround 1989, Pandelo was afrested and pleaded guilty to endangering the
welfaré of a child and criminal sexual cyonductibascdnn‘:h“israd;nfitt‘ed?S'éz;ual*gbuSéxbfP»LAH\TTIFF
‘as well as at least one other female:child.

45, Aspart of his guilty plea, Pandelo.admitted under oath that he had sexually abused:
iminors for forty yeats,

46.  Afier his conviction for child sexual abise of multiple children for forty years,
Pandelo was reinstated o the Jehovali's Witnesses.

47, Afterhe was roinstated, Pandelo was lafer disfellowshipped agaiti when additional

details were revealod about the extent of hisisexual abuse of PLAINTIFF as well as revelations
that; Pandelo had sexually abused two other minor females..
48.  Following Pandelo’s seoond disfellowship, he Wa later reinstated to the Tehovah's
Witnesses despite having admitted to sexually abusing multiple children.
49, Approximately ten years prior to begiining to abuse' PLAINTIEF, dni-or around
1967, Pandslo ‘admitted to sexuial misconduct involving minor. girls:and/or an adulterous affair
‘with 4 teenaged girl, This miscondiet was reported to Elders of the Congregation that Pandelo
attended at the time, and Pandelo was publicly reproofed as a result, No ofher action was taken
‘with zegard to the reports of sexualnﬁseon&uct of Pandeio?l-iyncljl;xldiﬁg}i:that;ﬁci Tepoits fo law’
‘enforcetent were made.

50, Duting the time in which Pandelo wes sexually abusing PLAINTIFF, but befote
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CarlPandelo had léarned that kis father wes abusing PLAINTIFY

i

2, in or around 1985 or 1986, Carl

Pandelo Jearned that Pandel was sexually abusmg children, He reported these allegations:to an
Blder—onie:of the satne Elders.to whom he later reported Pandelo’s sexusl abuse of PLAINTIFF.
This Elder directéd Carl Pandelo to teport these allegations of abuse to another Elder, which Carl
did;

51, Whep%?@ﬁr;lPan&élbifdﬁbwedupwith'th@:El’dctSf*sw@rafi?Weeks’xlatéﬁéﬁ’id out what
action they had taken with regard to Pandelo’s sexual abuse of minors, he was told that no action
‘was taken to discipline, reproof; ot disféllowship Pandalo. Pandslo’s conduct was:not repotted fo

law enforcement.

INTIFF; Pardelo’s:

52, 'Duting the time in which Pandelo was sexually abusing PLA
seightor,  minor okild,also repotted fo her mother that Pandelo had bean ropeatedly fondling her
‘breusts and-genitals. This, conduct was reported to law enforcement. Pandelo admitted to this
, ’cfdndﬁﬁfe’

53, Elders of the congtegation that Pandelo attended at the time were informed of this
‘vonduct, but Pandelo was not ;disifeup;v'srsliippcdﬂcfskenfthwghs,he’;haid ‘admitted to sexvally abusing
‘a-child,

54 Inor around January 1994, PLAINTIFF filed st in the Superiof Court of New
Jetséy, Law Division: Bergen County through her guardian adTitem, Carl Pandelo, against Pandelo.
and his wife, Olga Pandelo.

55. BLAINTIFF's 1994 lawsuit sought damages against Pandslo ‘and His wife to

{ebmpensate her for the physical and emotional injuries she sustained as aresult of Pandelo’s sexwal
abuseﬁfhel‘

56, None of the DEFE?

IDANTS named in this'actionwere a party to the 1994 action.
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§7.  OnDegember 23,1999, after a trial before a jury, judgment was entered in favor of

PLAINTIFF and against Pandelo and his wife in the amount of $2,278,874.90.

58,  This action is timely commenced pursuant to the New Jersey Child Vietims Act,
dated December 1, 2019,

59 This Court has jurisdiction pursuant to Rule 4:3-2 es the FAIRLAWN
CONGREGATION and HACKENSACK CONGREGATION coniducted business in.the State of
New Jetsey at a1l times relevant herein, anda substantial portion of the events or omissions:giving
tise'to the claims occurred inithe County of Bergen, State of New Jersey.

60,  Venueis proper putsuant to Rule 4:3-2 because  substantial part of the events or

omissjons giving rise to the claims occurred within Bergen County.

‘61, PLAINTIFF repeats, reiterates, and re-alleges each ard every allegation contained
in the previous paragraphs as if set forth herein.

62.  Defendants are responsible by their knowledge, action, and/or inaction, as if all
allégations set forth it this Complaint pertam to all Defendants, and they are jointly and severally
liable,

63 Bach Defendant owed FLAINTIFF a duty of reasonable care to protect PLAINTIFF
‘from injury;

64.  Each Defendant owed PLAINTIFF & duty of care because each Defendant had a

‘special relationship with Plaintiff,
65.  Each Defendant owed PLAINTIFF a duty to protect PLAINTI

F from harmi
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because each Defendant also had a special relationship with Pandelo.

66.  Defendants owed PLAINTIEF a duty of reasonable care because they held theit

agents, including Pandelo, out ‘as safé to work with children; and/or encouraged their agents;
including Pandelo, to spend time with, interact with, and recruit children,

67.  Further, Defendants, by holding themselves out as being able to provide a safe
environment for children, solicited and/or accepted this position of power. Deféndants thus entered
into a fiduciary relationship with PLAINTIFF and bher family, Defendants exploited their position
of poyer, putting Plaintiff at risk to be sexually assaulted.

68, Defendants, by holding themselves out as being able to provide a safe environment

for ¢hildren, solicited and/or accepted a position of power over PLAINTIFR

69, Defendants, through their employees and/or agents, including Pandelo, exploited
their position of power over PLAINTIFF and thereby put the minor PLAINTIFF at risk for sexual.
tai')ixs’e.i

70.  Defendants entered into an express and/or implied ii‘uty to properly supervise

LAINTIFF and provide & reasonably safe environment for children who attended their services

and activities by accepting the minor PLAINTIFE as 8 participant in their services and activities
and a8 a minor af their facilities; and holding their facilities, services, and activities out to be safe
‘environments for PLAINTIFF, Defendants owed PLAINTIFF & duty to properly supervise

PLAINTIF

‘o prevent harm from foreseeable dangers. Defendants had the duty to-exercise the
same degree of care over miriors under their control as a reasonably prudent person would have
.exercised under similar circumstances.

1. Bach Defendart owed PLAINTIFF a duty to prétcjctvPLAINT‘IFF from harm,
‘because Defendants invited PLAINTIFF onto their property and facility, and Pandelo posed a

10
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dangerous condition on Defendant’s property.

72, D@fén,d;aﬁt‘sﬂgfeadtgd-tﬁgifr:dﬁtijesxtoPL‘AWTI’FF’ny'failingsto use reasonable care,
Defendants” failures include, but ate not limited to, failing to properly supervise fheir volunteers
‘emplogees; and/or agents, including Pandelo, failing o properly supervise PLAINTIEF, and

failing to protect Plaiftiff from foreseeable datigers,

73, Asadirect and proximate tesult of Defendants breaching their dutiés, PLAINTIFF

ed physical; emotional, and psychological injuries, along with pain and suffering. The

sexual sbuse and tesulting injuries to BLAINTIRF wete caused solely and wholly by reason of the

negligent and/or grossly negligent failures, actions, and inactions of Defendants.
COUNT I~

e ————— |

'NEGLIGENT AND/OR GROSSLY NEGLIGENT SUPE,
Plaintiff v. All Defendants "

74.  Plaintiff tepeats, reiterates, and re-alleges eachiand every allegation contained in

RVISI.N

thé previous paragraphs asif set forth herein,

75.  Pandelo was-assigned and authorized to serve as 4 ministerial servant by the joiit

efforts of WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY.
76.  Pandelo’s duties 4s.a ministerial servant included the:supervision of childrén, and
were authorized by WATCHTOWER, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION, GOVERNING BODY,

HACKENSACK CONGREGATION, anid DOES 1-100:

. Pandelo was, by virtue :Gf?fhis»,;fappbinﬁﬁent s @ ministerial servant, an agent of
CONGREGATION, and DOES 1-100,

WATCHTOWE

78, Pandelo was dcting within the sedpe-of his employment or agency in performing
‘duties for, and ofibehalf of WATCHTOWER, FAD

LAWN CONGREGATION; GOVERNING
BODY, HACKENSACK CONGREGATION, and DOES 1-100.

11
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LAWN
CONGREGATION, Pandelo-had regular and frequent contact with children who attended the

79.  In connection with his responsibilities as a ministerial servant at FAIR

congregation

80, Tnconnection with his responsibilities as a ministerial servant at HACKENSACK
'CONGREGATION, Pandélo had regular and frequent contact with children who attended” this
congregation.

8, WATCHTOWER, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION; GOVERNIM

|G BODY,
'HACKENSACK CONGREGATION, and DOBS 1-100 knew of should have known that Pandelo
would' have regular aud ‘frequent cottact with childten in connection with his position as &
miisterial servant within FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION,

82, WATCHTOWER, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION, GOVERNING BODY,
HACKENSACK CONGREGATION, and DOBS 11100 knertofshould ave Kiown that Pandelo

 woiild have fegular and’ frequent contact with childref in connestion with his position as-a
ENSACK CONGREGATION.
HACKENSACK CONGREGATION, and DOES 1-100 knew or should have known that Pandélo

ministerial servant within HACK

AWN CONGREGATION, GOVERNING BODY,

ssexually abused children, including PLAINTIFE,;

8, WATCHTOWER, FAIRLAWN ‘CONGREGATION, GOVERNING BODY,
'HACKENSACK CONGREGATION, aiid DOES 1100 concealed from PLAINTIFE and her
parents their knowledge of Pandelo’s sexually abusive behavior.

85. ’Egéh‘kdefﬁndanf?i‘s::tiletiagéntf4S‘gwaﬂﬁt,anfdlbr*emplo‘ye&?nf‘fh&”ﬂﬂﬁﬁ@gﬁﬁiﬁdﬂﬁtﬁ‘-h@d
the ight to control the sp,eeiﬁctiaatipné»>zcﬂntfiliuﬁng<tsi).s*th@:ab‘uss‘apf PLAINTIEF by Pandelo, and

ench defendant was acting within'the coutse and scope of hi Ot its authority as an agent, servant.

12.
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and/cr employee of the other,

86,  'The orpanizational structire of the Jehoyah’s Witnessés is hierarchical.

87,  The organizational head of the Jehovah's Witnesses was and is GOVERNING
BODY, and GOVERNI

NG BODY retains the right to control the dafly activities of all of the

chuirch: functionitig or ‘governance irrespective: of 'whether the GOVERNING BODY exeteises:
that tight to conttol inany particular instance.

VERNING BODY s composed of a fluctoating number; of elders, The

OVERNING BODY s organized into six committes that overses all aspects of the Jehovali's
Witness Organization within the United States. Corpotations such s Defendant Walchtower Bible
and Tract Society of New York, Inc, have been formed and are used by thé Governing Bodyrto
facilitate the preaching and care for the:spiritual needs of the congregations and t bold fitle fo
properties i New Yotk

89, Authority flows downward from GOVERNING BODY to-the local level of the

Jehoval’s Witness otganization, which is made up of congregationd. The GOVERNIN G BODY
4ppoints three or more Elders to'serve on the Branch Committees at each of 116 branch offices of

“the Jehovah’s Witnesses  world-wide; including the United States Branch; all subject to the

VERNING BODY’s ongoinig direction and right to control, The Service Deépartment of the
United States Branchioversees the activitics of the congregations undet the oversight of the US.
 Branch Committee and reports to the Service Committee of the Governing Body.

90.  Congregations are organized by oircuit.

91. A circuit consists cifzsomermmex of congregations,

92,  Bach ¢ircuit is staffed by a circuit ovetseer:and/or a subtitute' circuit overseer
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G BODY, and subject to its diréction and control.

approved and appointed by the GOVERNIX

93.  Ttisthe responsibility of the circiiitioverseer to esure that directives and poliotes
‘promulgated by GOVERNING BODY ‘and WATCHTOWER are being followed and cotrectly
implemented at the congregation, cireuit and distrit Tevels, inchiding at congrogatians, dircuts,
and districtlevels.in New Jersey,

94, 'The cirouit overseer personally visits éach congtegation within his circuit twice
yeatly..

95, ‘The gircuit overseet personally meets with the elders of the congtegations within
hils circuit.

96, Duting the circiit overseer's visits, the eldérs of the congregation and the cirout
aversee discuss the overall funictioning of the congregation, s wall as specific instances of alleged
x Wrbhgdemgquludmgalleganonsofchﬂd molestatiofs.

97, The cirouit ovetscet participates in field service and observes and reports upon the
 functioning of the congregation,

98, Diring the ciréiit overseer’s Visits, the elders of the congregation and the irouit
«overseer meef o disouss the men i the ¢ongregation, withi the purpose of 1dentify‘m g men who

micst the requirements foriappointment as minifsterial servants or elders.

99, The cixeuit overseer assists the elders in arriving at recommendations to defendant
'WATCHTOWER for appointment as ministerial servants and clders in the congregation,

100:. Prior to April of 2001, circiit overseets prepared reports regarding their visits to-

the congregations and submitted the report to WATCHTOWER a4.the agent of GOVERNING
BODY.

101 SmeeApnloffZOOl, circuit ovérseers have submitted their reports to-CCTW as the
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‘agent of GOVERNING BODY.
102, Day ta day gperations of each congregation, inchiding. congregations in New
Tersey, are run by & body of elders, subject to the right to control by WATCHTQWER and

‘GOVERNINGBODY,

103. "Women are ot permitted to serve.as elders.

104. 'The¢lders are the highest authority at the congregationalfevel.

105. The ‘responsibilities. of the elders include diféeting . doorio-doot preaching
activities, selecting potential s;gandida‘tes‘; for ‘the: position of ministerial servants or elders,
organizing weekly church meetings; selecting candidates for the position of publisher, handling
‘finances for the congregation, mentoring: congregation mebers including ehildren of the
congregation, and determining the guilt, repentance, and punishment of church members who
ING

‘commit wrongdoing, subject to the Tight to control by WATCHTOWER and GOVERN
BODY,

106. Tn orderito be appoinited as an elder, a person must bea ministerial servant in good
‘standing or have served as an elder in another congtegation;

i

107, ‘When the Tocal elders identif

@ candidate for the position of elder, the circuit
‘overseer recommends the candidate t6 WATCHTOWER.

108, WATCHTOWER: and GOVERNING BODY have ulfimate authority over the

appointment of any candidate to the position of elder, including elders in New Jetsey.

109, Inthe spring of 2001, CCTW took over WATCHTOWER'S résponsibilities for the
€r~appbinﬁﬁmt~'V¢f elders,.
110: CCIW also assumed the responsibility from WATCHTOWER :of nominating,

appointing, ‘supervising and disciplining publishers, mninisterial servants, pioneers, elders, and.
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‘pircuit overseers,

111, Baptized publishers who meet eftain requirements may be appointed as rainisterial
servants.

112, “Ministerial servants serve the congregation and aid the elders in theit
tesponsibilities and take on leadership responsibilities in the absence of an eldér, subject to the

Tight to control by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY.

113 In orderty be appointed as a ministerial servant; a person must bo a publisher in
‘good standinig,

114.. ‘Only males may sorve-as ministerial setvants.

115.. Thebody of elders of the local congregation identifies potential candidates for the

‘position of ministerial servarit.

116, The body of elders in congett with the ¢ircuit overseer, detefimines whether a

potential candidate for minisferial servant is suitable, and lives his 1ife i1 aceordance with

appropriatetmorals, siibject to theright to control by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY,
117, Recommendations for the appointment of any individual to. the position of

ministerial servant are made to the WATCHTOWER..

118. WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY have the ultimate authority as'to
‘whether.a. candidate is elevated to:the level of ministetial servatit.
119. Membership in- the ‘Jehovah’s Witness organization is sirictly regulated and

thonitored by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY, and subject to their direction and

‘control.
120. A petson can attend open meetings at the Kingdom Hall for years, and not be &

meniber of the congregation,

16
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121, Anindiyidual who wishes to become a tember of thie ﬁhqvah’sﬁ Witnesses, begins
the progess by engaging in & period of bible study with 4 baptized merber of the congregation,
along with self:study,

122, After months of study, a person may becotms an unbaptized publisher.

123. In order o become an unbaptized pﬁﬁlisﬁar, fhe agpirant must apply to ‘the
congtegation’s body-of elders.

124, "The body of eldets determing whether the aspirant exhibits enough knowledge of
the beliefs and organization of the Jehovah's Witniesses to becoine a baptized publisher, subject to
the tight fo control by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY.

125, 'Thebody of elders determine whether the morals arid ethics of the aspirant meet
the Tehovah’s Witnesses standards.

126, Onge a petson is approved as an unbaptized publisher, he or slie iy authorized to
tepresent the Jehovahi's Witnesses, and the specific congregation, in the commiinity,

127.  As unbaptized publisher is authorized to engage in field service, which is the
genterpicoe of Iehovali's Witness mmarketing, fundraising, and recruiting activities.

128, Field service inyolyes daor-to-door prosclytizing subject to the right 16 control by
WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY,

129 WATCHTOWER and GOVERNIN

ineluding reoritment of riew Jehovah’s Witness mernbers, acrossithe cotintry, includifig in New
Tersey,
130. By participating in field service, an unbaptized publisher is authorized by the

congregation and by the Jehovah's' Witness organization to distribute Tehov ah*s Withess literature

{o memibers ‘of '?thé' community; to-accept donations-on behalf of the organization, and to ibvite

17
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prospective members of the community ta attend open pongregationm‘ﬁeﬁngs: at the Kingdom Hall
a5 8 means of recriitment,

131, Prior to April of 2001, each pﬁ’blisﬁher was instructed by the congregation, ‘as
‘directed by defendant WATCHTOWER, ot how to become more effective at disseminating
literature, receiving donations, and enficing non-members to attend public congregation meetings
‘or begin bible study.

132. Since April of 2001, CCTW has assumed WATCHTOWER'S.responsibilities for
improving publisher’s presentations:

133,  Publishers must submit monthly records to the congregation detailing their hours
spent iri field service,

134. *Publishe,rs:must:submilt:foms:ta?jthex»congregafion secretary for each f*bi‘t‘sle:~study”
coniducted by a publisher diring the month,

135, Failure to submit field service records can lead to a publishet being designated as
“irregular” or “inactive”, which results in lowered tatiis within the congregation,

136.. After additional study, an unbaptized publisher may seck to become a baptized:
publisher,

137.  Baptism as one of Jehovah’s Witnesses is considered an ordination as minister of
the Jehovah’s Witnesses,

138, To be approved for baptism, an applicant must be tested and approved by elders of
the local congregation,

139,  During the testing, the applicant is asked certain questions relating to the teachings
of the-Jehovah’s Witnesses as well as the organizationel structure of thie Jehovah's Witnesses:

140, Baptized publishers may make @ greater commitment by pledging to spend a
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specified number of hours in service for a period of time,

141,  Pioneers are baptized publishers who have pledged to perform a specified nurnber
of hours of figld service:

142, An auxiliary pioneer is a baptized publisher who applies to the congregation’s
elders to perform a certain number of hours of field service during & one-month period of time.

143, The ¢lders have discretion to acoept or reject an application for auxiliary pioneer.

144, Aregular piorieer i3 a baptized publisher who pledges to spend a specified mumber
of hours in field service each month for one year.

145. ‘Inorder to become a regular pioneer, an applicant gains the recommendation.of the:
‘congregation’s elders, who in'tum submit that recommendation for approval to WATCHTOWER;

146. 'WATCHTOWER has the discretion to approve or reject an application for rogular
pioneer, as an extension of and subjest to tht?‘rifght,~to'~controi by GOVERNING BODY.

147, Since April of 2001, CCTW has assummed tesponsibility for approving or rejecting
applications for regular pioneers;

148,  Publishers. submit to ithe domination, direction, and: control of the Jehovah's
Witness organization, as expressed through the directives of WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING
BODY.

149. WATCHTQWER and GOVERNING BODY; through their agents; monitors each
publisher’s field service and bible: study records, standardizes methods to be used during
‘proselytizing activities, provides the.only approved literature to be distributed during field service,
directs where publishers will perform field service, controls access to sought after :’p‘osiﬁbns By
regular or auxiliaty pioneers, and determines appointments as ministerial servants, elders, and

overseers,

1
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150 ’I‘he Jehovat’s Witness organization dictates and :i,mplemeﬁts ‘the Tehovali’s
‘Witness practice of shunriisig, which involvesisolating and not inferacting with meémibers that have
‘been disfellowshipped or Have voluntarily left the church,

151, A publisher’s petsonal grooming, appeatanice and dréss are regulatod by his or her

congregatiof, subject to the right to control by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY

152, A publishier’s use of alcohol; tobacco, or drugs is regulated by his -or her
VERNING BODY.

punighiment by the congregation, ‘subject to the right to control by WATCHTOWER and
‘GOVERNING BODY.

154, A publishior's legal soxal canduot is subject to segulation and.the imposition of

punishment by the congregation, subject to"the right to control by WATCHTOWER and
OVERNING BODY,

155. Congregantsare encouraged to bring problems to the élders to be resolved, and are:
disoouraged from secking intervention from outsid ofthe Jehoval's Witness organization, subjet

fo the xight to ¢ontrol by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY,

156. ‘Wheti a congregant commits an act'of wrongdoing, such as the sexual dbiisé of a

157, The poticy promulgated by WATCH

{G'BODY réquires

elders to investigate allegations of sexual abuse of a child,

T

158, ‘The palioy promilgated by WATCHIOWER end GOVERNING BODY requires

two withesses to any alleged sexual abuse.of a child before a judicial committes will be.convened,
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159, The policy promulgated by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY provides

any wrongdoing; the accused is determined to be innocent and no corrective; protective of punitive
action is taken by the congregation.

160. If a judicial committee is convened to investigate an allegation of sexual abuse of
‘a child; the two-originial elders who investigated the wrongdoing will be joined by a third elder,
‘who will hear thie case and imipose punishmierit upon the wrongdoer, subject to the right to control
'ty WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY.

161. Potential punishments for sexual abuse of 4 chifld include private reproof, public
réproof, and disfellowship, subject to the right to control by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING
BODY,

162.  Private reproof in the Jehoyah’s Witness organization means a private {cemﬁh;ﬁ
of the wrongdoet that génerally results in a limitation of one of more priviléges within the
congregation for & short time. This does not mean that'a reproved pergon is necessarily precluded
from enigaging in field service.

163, The policy promulgated by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY provides
that the congregation is not informed when an individual is subject to private reproof.

164, In the Jehovah's Witness organization, public reproof means an announcement is
‘madeto the congregation that the individual has been reproved by a judicial committee and found
tobere;pentant

165. - Disfellowship is expulsion from the Jehovah's Witness organization,

166, When an individual is disfellowshipped, an announcement is made to the

congtegation that he or she is no longer one of Jehovah’s Witnesses.

21
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167. "The policy promulgated by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNT!

IG. BODY provides
that -when an individual is disfollowshipped, mg*ccﬁg:’eﬁgaﬁéﬁ’is ot mformedofany acts, of
wiongdoing, ot of the basis for the person’ expulsion from the Jehayah’s Witness organization.

168, The policy promulgated by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY provides
that & person who is. disfeliowshipped may seek reiristatemert into the Congregation by wtitten
toquest to the elders.

169. At all times prior to April of 2001, WATCHTOWER. dperated: the ‘Service
ent.of the United States branch of Tehovah’s Withesses,

Depattin
170, Through the Service Department, WATCHTOWER implemented the policies and
control by GOVERNING BODY.,

171.. WATCHTOWER exercised control. over the day-io-day operations and activities

of local congregations, as 4n-extension of and subject to the right to control by GOYERNING
BODY.

172 Prior to:April 0f 2001, WATCHTOWER publishied a séries of handbooks that were
,xdistﬁbutjed?t@;qld;ersazas;an;extgnsijon ofandsubjecttothenghttocomlbyeVERMNGBODY

173 The aforesaid handbooks:wete not disclosed o other Jeiovah's Withiesses ar the
public.

174, The aforesaid handbooks produced by WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING
BODY provided goneral instructions to elders regarding day-to-day administration of the

organization,

175, The aforeseid handbooks produced by WATCHTOWER. and GOVERNING

BODY ‘provided instrictions to elders regarding How to'respond to allegations of wrongdoing,
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f”iﬂcziuaiihgschilfd'n-mlestatﬁi‘on-

176.. The aforesaid handbooks produced by WATCHTOWER. and -GOVERNING
BODY specified the actions ¢lders were required to take upon learning of child molestation within
their congregations,

177.  Prior to April of 2001, WATCHTOWER: provided periodic instruction to local
gongregations through lettets addressed to All Bodies of Elders, as an extension of and subject to
the right to control by GOVERNING BODY.

178. 'These letters covered a broad spectrum of topics ranging from standardizing the
record-keeping practices of all congregations, establishing procedures for ordering literatute from:
defendant WATCHTOWER, remitting payments, handling .,’ardminis;t;fative and procedural matters
“invo’lving'day~t6+days‘congrefgat‘ion}gperations.;

179. Some of the aforesaid letters provided specific instructions on how to xespond to
wrongdolng within the congregation, including child molestation,

180, CCIW assuted responsibility for disseminating some of these letters on and after
April of 2001, a5 an extension of and subject to the right to-control by GOVERNING BODY..

| 181, WATCHTOWER, through its Writing Department, and prior to- April of 2001,
fhrough the Service Department, resoarches; writes, approves, publishes, and distributes its own
‘materials for distribution to aetual'and prospective Jehovah’s Witnesses, as an extension of and
subject to the right to.control by GOVERNING BODY.

182, WATCH]

"OWER appointed circuit and district overseers, as an extension of and
subject to the right to control by GOVERNING BODY.

183. WATCHTOWER directly reviewed recommendations of prospective elders; ag an
extension of and subject o the right to control by GOVERNING BODY,

23
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184, 'WATCHTOWER directly reviewed recommendations of ministerial servants, as

‘an extension of and subject to the right to'cantrol by GOVERNING BODY,

185, GOVERNING BODY: was and is authorized to approve or teject the appoiitment
of any person recommended for the position of eldst, and maintained fhie:xight to control the daily
agtivities-of any specific individual so appointed, whether or not that control was exercised,

G BODY was and is authorized to approve or reject the-appointment.

of any person recommended for the position of ministeri4l servant; and mainfained the right to
controf the:daily activities of any specific individual so appointed; whether or not that conirol was.
exercised.

187, 'GOVERNING BODY was tnd is authotized to approve orreject the appointment
of atty person tecommiended for the position of district or cireuit overseer, and maintained the right
fo control the daily activities of any specific «.i';idividua;ié so-appoiited, whether or riot that control
was exetoised.

188, ‘WATCHTOWER establishied procedures for the discipliné of merabors accuised of

wrongdoing, as an extension of and subject to the right to contrel by GOVERNING BODY.

189, ‘WATCHTOWER received and meintained ecords regarding thedisfellowship or

- tepraof of elders and 'ministerial servants, as an extension of and subject to the fight o cositre! by

190. InMarch of 1997, WATCHTOWER. disseminated a Jetter to. all of the Bodies of
Elders in United States conigregations seeking information on men who then served, or had
previously served, in any appointed position (e:g., elder, ministerial servant, regular pioneer) ad
were also known to have: engaged in child molestation, as an extension of and subject to the right

to.contral by GOVERNING BODY.
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191. WATCHTOWER required each congregation to preparj@nrepoﬁsr detailing instances.
«of child molestation, and to retum the reports to WATCHTOWER’s Service Departmerit, as an
extension of and subject to the right to control by GOVERNING BODY.,

192, In July of 1998, deféndant WATCHTOWER sent a follow up letter to each United
States congregation, remtinding those bodies of elders of the need fo send the reports, and possible
Iegal consequenices of appoiiting & known ckild molester to # position of suthority, such as an
elder or ministerial servant, as an extension of and subject to the’-r-right to control by GOVERNING:
BODY.

193. Reports regarding the sexual abuse of children were received by the Service
Department and kept by defendants WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY.

194, Prior torecsiving the written teports, WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY
wete aware that child molestation by elders, ministeridl servants, and publishers was.a prablem.

withinvits congregations.

195. Despite receiving the Wﬂﬂeﬁfcpo:ts,WATCHTOWERandGQ VERNING BODY
‘did not promulgate new or effective policies for préventing or responding to child molestation.

196.  Despité receiving the written reports, WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY
didnot implement procedures or palicies to educate children and adult members of the risk of child
‘molestation within the Jehovah's Witness organization, How to identify warning signs of
molestation, or how to avoid dangerous sitations.

197. CCIW assumed operation of the Service Department, and. gainied possession and
knowledge of th@rmolestatianrqporits;,:,;and: also received new reports of molestation by Jehovah's.
Witnesses, ag an extension of and subject to the right to control by GOVERNING BODY:

198.  Reports of sexusl molestation continue to be sent to CCJW, as an extension of and

25
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subject to the tight to control by GOVERNING BODY,

199.  Atthe direction of GOVERNING BODY, a policy letter from July 1989 tequired
elders to-contact defendant WATCHTOWER’s Legal Department about child abuse, instead of
contacting the police.

200. WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY left ‘that policy intact even after
Teceiving written reports of molestation from their individual agents and congregants.

201. WATCHTOWER’s Service Department has never made a mandate 4 il sbuss
report to law enforcement

202; The policies on ohild molestation promulgated by WATCHTOWER and
'GOVERNING BODY thtough the elder handbooks and confidential policy letters were not
divulged to Jehiovah's Witness merbers.

203, Through this mandated secrecy regarding child molestation by elders, ministerial

servants, and publishers, WATCHTOWER and GOVERNING BODY intentionally concealed the

threat of ohild molestation within the Jehovah’s Witnesses from their members,

204. Through policies of non-reporting to law enforcement and non-cooperation with

iminal child molestation investigations, defendants WATCHTOWER. and GOVERNING

BODY protected acoused and admitted ohild molesters from oriminal prosecution and thereby

‘increased the risk of molestation of minors.

205. PLAINTIFF wes tained by the FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION,
WATCHTOWER, GOVERNING BODY, HACKENSACK CONGREGATION, and DOES 1-
100 that she should obey Pandelo and respect the individuals appointed as elders and ministerial
servants, inchuding Pandelo,

206, Pandelo was o minsterial servant in the FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION with

2
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‘substaritial avthority over PLAINTIFF and other congregants.

207, Pandelo was a ministerial setvant in the HACKENSACK CONGREGATION with
substantial authority over PLAINTIFF and other congregants.

208. Despite réceiving a repott regarding Patidelo’s abuse of multiple children and
knowing his propensity fto sexually abuse minors, the FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION,
WATCHTOWER, GOVERNING BODY, HACKENSACK CONGREGATION, and DOES 1-

100 provided no warnin
‘were at rigk, including PLAINTIFF.
209; Despite recelving a repott regarding Pandelo's abuse of multiple children and
knowing his propensity to sexually abuse minors, the FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION,
WATCHTOWER, GOVERNING BODY, HACKENSACK CONGREGATION, and DOES 1-
100 provided no warning to members of the HACKENSACK CONGREGATION whose children
‘were at risk; including PLAINTIFF,
210, WATCHTOWER hada duty to protect PLAIN

FF, as & minor congregant, from
Pandelo’s sexual crintinal acts,

211, WATCHTOWER hada duty to competently investigate Pandelo prior to pecepting
“him ais- ity agent,

212,  WATCHTOWER had 2 duty to competently supervise Pandelo.during the time he
served avits agent.

213, 'WATCHTOWER had a special duty to supervise Pandelo,

214. 'WATCHTOWER had a special duty to protect PLAIN]

TEF,
215, WATCHTOWER failed to adequately and competently supervise Pandelo..
216. 'FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION had 2 duty to protect PLAINTIFF, as & ming

27
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congregant, zf'ﬁ,‘on‘lvl’,,ande‘l‘o’ks,sexua,l}cﬁminaléacts.

217.. FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION had a duty to competently investigate Pandelo
‘prior to accepting him as its agent,

218. FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION had a duty to competently supervise Pandelo
during the time he served.as 4 ministerial setvant,

219, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION had & special duty to supervise Pandelo.

220, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION had a special duity to protect PLAINTIFF..

221, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION failed to adequately and competently supervise.

Pandelo.

222. \GOVERNING BODY had & duty to protect PLAINTIF

, 45'a tinor congrepant,
from Pandelo’s sexual criminal acts.

223. GOVERNING BODY had a duty to competently investigate Pandelo prior to
:gccepting him ag its agent,

224, \GOVERNING BODY had aduty to competently supérvise Pandelo during the time
‘e served as a ministerial servant.

225. GOVERNING BODY had a special duty to supervise Pandelo.

226, 'GOVERNING BODY had a special duty to protect PLAINTIFF:

227. ‘GOVERNING BODY failed to adequately and competently supervise Pandelo;
228. HACKENSACK CONGREGATION had a duty to protect PLAINTIFF, &

congregant, from Patidelo’s sexual criminal acts.
229. HACKENSACK CONGREGATION had a duty to competently investigate
Pandelo prior to accepting him as its agent.
230. 'HACKENSACK CONGREGATION had a duty fo competently supervise Pandelo
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during the time he served as a ministerial servant,

231, HACKENSACK CONGREGATION had a special duty to supervise Pandelo.

232. HACKENSACK CONGREGATION had  special duty o protect PLAINTIFF.

233, HACKENSACK CONGREGATION failed to adequately end competently
supervise Pandelo,

234. DOES 1-100:had a.duty to protect PLATINTIFF, as 2 minot congregant, from
Pandelo’s sexuial criminal acts..

235. DoE”s‘:l:loo had a duty to competently investigate Pandelo prior to accepting him
‘ag'their agent.

236 DOES 1-100had a duty to competently supervise Pandelo during the time he served
as & ministerial servant,

237.  DOES 1-100 had a special duty to supervise Pandelo.

238.  DOES 1-100 had a special duty to protect PLAINTIEF,

239. DOES 1-100 fuiled to adequately and competently supervise Pandelo.

240, Pandelo’s sexual abuse of PLAINTIFF was proximately cansed by the failure of
'WATCHTOWER, GOVERNING BODY, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION, HACKENSACK
CONGREGATION, and DOES 1-100 to'adéquately and competently supervise Pandelo,

241, ‘The aforementioned occurrences of sexual abuse were caused by the negligence;
carelessness, and.recklessness and the willful, wanton, reckless and grossly negligent conduet of.

WATCHTOWER, GOVERNING BODY, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION, HACKENSACK

CONGREGATION, and DOES 1-100,.and their agents, servants, and/or employees; in failing to-
praperly and adequately supervise the conduct of Pandelo as it related to PLAINTIEF.
242. By reason of the foregoing, PLAINTIFF suffered sustained physical and
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Pisyéhcﬁlogi'cal‘" injuries, including but not limited to, sevete emotional distress, confusion,
fphysigalpainrandmntail anguish, and permanetit emotional and .psthalqgical‘ damage as a result
thereof.

243, Asatesult of the Defendants’ conduct, PLAINTIFF has and will become obligated

toéxpend sums of money for medical tredtment.

244, By reason of the foregoing, WATCHTOWER, GOVERNING BODY,
FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION, HACKENSACK CONGREGATION and DOES 1-100 are also
liable to PLAINTIFF for punitive and exemplary damages.

’ Plaxnﬁﬁ v All Defmdants |
245, PLAINTIFF repeats, reiterates, and realleges each and every allegation of this
cortplati, inchusive, with the same force and effect oS if fully set forth at length herein:
246,  Priot fo and all times herein mentioned, WATCHTOWER, GOVERNING BODY;
FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION, HACKENSACK CONGREGATION and DOES 1-100 knew

of Panidelo’s conduct toward PLAINTIFE and/or his propensity to sexually abuse minors such as

NTIFF, and yet they maintained his emplayment ag theiragent.

247 It was teasonably foreseeable that when the élders learned thiat Pandelo had been
acaused -of molesting more than one ‘minor prior to the conclusion of his molestntidn~ of
PLAINTIFF, that his continued association with the FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION, absent any:
warning to PLAINTIFF or her parerits or other members.of, tho;se*cbngrggaﬁons, would mean that
there was a heightened risk that Pandelo would sexually abuse PLAINTIFF or othetwise violate
‘appropriate sexual boundaries bétween adult ministerial servants and minor congregants.

248. Tt was reasonzbly foreseesble that when the elders learned that Pandelo had been
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accused of molesting more than -otie. minor prior to the conchision .of his. molestation of

PLAINTIFF; that his cotinued association with the HACKENSACK CONGREGATION, absent

any waming to PLAINTIFF or her parentsor other menibers of these congregations, would mean

‘that there was a heiglitened tisk that Pandelo would sexually abuse PLAINTIFF ot otherwise
‘violate appropriate sexual boundaties between adult ministerial soryants and minor congregants.

A CONGREGATI@N:

249, WATCHTOWER, GOVERNING BODY F

@Qnggégants‘;like PLAINTIEF, who came into contact with their agents;flikefl?a;ﬁaelm through their
‘participation in congregation activities, from being sextally abiged by itheir agents, including

Pandelo;

250. By reason of the foregoing; PLAINTIFF sustained physical and psychological

 injuries, inoluding but riot limited to, severe: emotional distress; confusion, humiliation, fright,

anxlety, & severe shock to his nervous system; and has been caused to suffer physical painand

‘ental anguish, and permanent emotional and psychological damage as-a result theteof,

251, .Asaresultofthe Defendants’ conduet, BLATNTIFF has and will become obligated
‘to-expend'suims of money for medical treatment..

262. By redson of the foregoing, WATCHTOWER, GOVERNING BODY,

ATRLAWN CONGREGATION, HACKENSACK CONGREGATION and DOES 1-100 are also

plamtzﬁm Al quéndants |

253.  PLAINTIFF repeats; reiterates, and realleges each and every allegation contained

it ‘thi complaint, inclusive, with:the samg foree and effect as if fully set forth at length herein.
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254, GOVERNING BODY created, approved, or instituted all of the policies and
‘procedures related o interactions between members of the Jehovah’s Witnesses otganization, and
‘invited unrelated individuals, including minors snch as PLAINTIFF, to bécome members of the
Jehovah’s Witnesses organization and congregate with each other.

255, GOVERNING BODY knew or should have known of the problem of the sexual
‘Abuse of rinors by Jehovah’s Witnesses, including ministetial setvants like Pandelo.
256. GOVERNING BODY and its agents, servants, and employees, had a duty to

‘establish adequate, competent, and effective professional training and education. programs and

procedures for their agents, employees, and administrators, caloulated to identify and prevent
sexual abuse: of minor congregants by ministerial servants and other agents, like Pandelo, who
came into contaot the minor congregants as atesult of their positions within the Jehovah's Witness
‘organization,

257. Givenithe prevalence of child molestation by Jehovah’s Witaesses, GOVERNING
BODY dlso had a duty to establish adequate, competent, and effective:training and education
programs for, minor congregants and their parents calculated to educate minor congrégants to-
identify and protect themselves against sexual abuse by ministerial servants, such'as Pandelo.

I 'BOD!Ys and fts 2 gents, servants, and employees ‘were mg’ii‘g‘ent,
cargless, and reckless, and acted ‘willfully, wantonly and with-gross negligence, in failing 1o
establish adequate and effective professional training and education programs and procedures for
their agents, caloulated to provent the sexual abuse of mirior congrégants, like PLAINTIFF,

e ——— agents, servants, and) employees; were negligent,
careless, and reckless, and acted willfully, wantonly, and with gross negligence, in failing to

establish adequate and sffective training and education programs and procedures for minor

3
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congregants like PLAINTIFF, avoid sexual abuse by their agents.

260. WATCHTOWER knew or should have known of the problem of the sexual abuse
of minors by Jehovah’s Witnesses, including ministerial servants like Pandelo..

261. WATCHTOWER and its agents, servants, and employees, liad a duty to establish
for theit agents, eriployees, and administrators, caloulated to identify and prevent sexual abuse of
thinor congregants by ministerial servants and ofher agents, like Pandelo, who came into contact
‘with minor congregants as a résult of their positions within the Jehovah’s Witness organization,

262. Given the prevalénce of child molestation by Jehoval's Witnesses,
WATCHTOWER also had # duty to establish adequate, competent, and efféctive training and
education’ programs for minor congregants and their parents calculated to educate miror
‘congregants to identify and protect themselves against sexual abuse by ministerial servants; such
‘a8 Pandelo,

263. 'WATCHTOWER, and its agents, sérvants; and employees were negligent, careless,
and reckless, and acted willfully, wantonly and with gross negligence, in failing to establish
‘adequate and effective professional. training and education programs and procedures for their
agents, calculated to prévent the sexual abuse of minor congregants, like PLAINTIFF:

264, WATCHTOWER, and its agents, servants, and employees, were negligent,
careless, and feckless, and acted willfully, wantonly, and with gross negligence, in failing o
establish adequate and effective training and education programs and procgdﬁszes: for mitior
congregants liks PLAINTIFF, avoid sexual abuse by their agents.

265, FAIRLAWN

N CONGREGATION knew or should have known of the problem of
‘the-sexnal abuse of minors by Jehovah’s Witnesses, including ministerial servants like Pandelo,
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266, FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION and its agents, servants, and employees, hiad a
duty to establish adequate, competent, and effective professional training and education programs
and procedures for their agents, employees, and administrators, calculated to identify and prevent
sexual abuse of minot congregants by ministerial servants and other agents, like Pandelo, who
‘came ifito contact with minor congregants as a result of their positions within' the Jehovah's
"Witness organization.

267.  Given the prevalence of ¢hild molestation by Jehovah’s Witnesses, FAIRLAWN
‘CONGREGATION also bad 2 duty to establish adequate, competent, and effective training and
education ‘programs for minor. congregants and their parents caloulated to ‘educate minor
congregants to identify and'protect themgelyes against sexual abuse by ministerial servants, such
‘a8 Pandelo..

268, FAIF

LAWN CONGREGATION, and its agents, servants, and employees were
negligent, careless, and reckless, and acted willfully, wantonly and with gross negligence, in
failing fo establish adequate and effective professional training and education programs and

pprocedures for their agents, calculated to prevent the sexual abuse of minor congregants, like

PLAINTIEF,

269: FAIRLAWN CONGREGATION, and its agents, servants, and employees, were
negligent, careless; and reckless, and acted willfully; wantonly, and with gross negligence, in
failing to establish adequate and effective training and education programs and procedures for
‘minor congregants like PLAINTIFF, avoid sexual abuse by theiragents,

270, HACKENSACK CONGREGATION knew or should have known of the problem
of the sexual abuge of minors by Jeh;jwah?s Witnesses; inoluding ministetial servants like Pandelo,

271, HACKENSACK CONGREGATION end its agents, servants, and employees, had
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