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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY

PAUL BRECHT, NO.

Plaintiff,
V.

JANE FRANCES HAGUE a/k/a JANE

HAGUE SPRINGMAN, CHARLES EDWARD
SPRINGMAN, MADISON COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION, BRETT BADER,

and JEFFREY DAVIS,

SUMMONS (20/60 DAYS)

N N N N N o N N e e e e

Defendants.

TO THE DEFENDANTS, JANE FRANCES HAGUE a/k/a JANE HAGUE
SPRINGMAN, CHARLES EDWARD SPRINGMAN, MADISON COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION, BRETT BADER, and JEFFREY DAVIS:

A lawsuit has been started against you in the above entitled court by PAUL BRECHT,
Plaintiff. Plaintiff’s claim is stated in the written Complaint, a copy of which is served upon you
with this Summons.

In order to defend against this lawsuit, you must respond to the complaint by stating your
defense in writing, and by serving a copy upon the person signing this summons within 20 days
(60 days if served outside the State of Washington) after the service of this summons, excluding

the day of service, or a default judgment may be entered against you without notice. A default

SUMMONS (20/60 DAYYS) RICHARD L. POPE, JR.

Attorney-At-Law
Page 1 1839 — 151* Avenue, S.E.
Bellevue, WA 98007
Tel: (425) 747-4463
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Jjudgment is one where the plaintiff is entitled to what he asks for because you have not
responded. If you serve a notice of appearance on the undersigned person, you are entitled to
notice before a default judgment may be entered.

You may demand that the plaintiff file this lawsuit with the court. If you do so, the
demand must be in writing and must be served upon the person signing this summons. Within 14
days after you serve the demand, the plaintiff must file this lawsuit with the court, or the service
on you of this summons and complaint will be void.

If you wish to seek the advice of an attorney in this matter, you should do so promptly so
that your written response, if any, may be served on time,

This summons is issued pursuant to Rule 4 of the Superior Court Civil Rules of the State

of Washington.

Dated: Od’ér‘{rhgx"\ ;‘}m Signed: MA

RICHARD L. POP
WSBA #21118
Attorney for Plaintiff

SERVE A COPY OF YOUR ANSWER
ON PLAINTIFF'S ATTORNEY AT:

Richard L. Pope, Jr.

1839 — 151" Avenue, S.E.
Bellevue, Washington 98007
Tel: (425) 747-4463

SUMMONS (20/60 DAYS) RICHARD ;.mr?& R
Page 2 1839 - 151 Avenue, S.E.

Bellevue, WA 98007
Tel: (425) 7474463
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY

PAUL BRECHT, NO.

Plaintiff,
V.

JANE FRANCES HAGUE a/k/a JANE

HAGUE SPRINGMAN, CHARLES EDWARD
SPRINGMAN, MADISON COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION, BRETT BADER,

and JEFFREY DAVIS,

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES

N N N N N N N N e e e e

Defendants.

Parties

1. Plaintiff PAUL BRECHT is a resident of King County, Washington.

2. Defendants JANE FRANCES HAGUE a/k/a JANE HAGUE SPRINGMAN,
CHARLES EDWARD SPRINGMAN, BRETT BADER, and JEFFREY DAVIS are believed to
be residents of King County, Washington.

3. Defendant MADISON COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION is a Washington
corporation with its principal place of business in King County, Washington.

Jurisdiction and Venue

4, This court has proper venue and jurisdiction as the Plaintiff and the Defendants are
residents of King County, Washington and the actions complained of herein, or some of them

occurred in whole or in part in King County, Washington.

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES RICHARD L. POPE, JR.

Attorney-At-Law
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Basis of Claim

5. Defendant JANE FRANCES HAGUE a/k/a JANE HAGUE SPRINGMAN
(“Hague”) is a member of the King County Council for District 6 and is a candidate for re-
election to that position in the November 6, 2007 general election.

6. Defendant CHARLES EDWARD SPRINGMAN (“Springman”) is the husband of
Defendant Hague.

7. The actions relevant to this lawsuit were done in order to promote the re-election
of Defendant Hague and provide continued income for Defendant Hague as a member of the King
County Council. This income would be community income and Defendant Hague’s continued
service on the King County Council would provide other benefits to the marital community. The
marital community of Defendants Hague and Springman is liable for the torts committed herein.

8. Defendant MADISON COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION (“Madison”) is a
campaign consulting firm working for Defendant Hague’s re-election campaign. Defendant
Madison is believed to have assisted Defendant Hague with the production and distribution of the
defamatory communication for which Plaintiff is suing the Defendants.

9. Defendants BRETT BADER (“Bader”) and JEFFREY DAVIS (“Davis”) are
believed to be the principal owners and officers of Defendant Madison and are believed to have
assisted Defendants Hague and Madison with the production and distribution of the defamatory
communication for which Plaintiff is suing the Defendants.

10. On or about October 26, 2007, Defendant Hague mailed out an 8-1/2” x 11”
campaign brochure intended to promote her re-election to the King County Council. This
campaign brochure was received by numerous people, including voters and residents of District 6
of the King County Council, on or about October 27, 2007. Exhibit A is a true and correct copy
of the campaign brochure in question. Plaintiff is unsure of the number, but would estimate that
Defendant Hague mailed between 25,000 and 50,000 copies of the campaign brochure.

11. Defendant Hague’s campaign brochure contained a partial copy and criticism of a

campaign brochure her election opponent Richard Pope had previously mailed out to voters.

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES RICHARD L. POPE, JR.
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12. In Mr. Pope’s previous campaign brochure, Plaintiff had been quoted as saying:
“People are always saying: ‘why can’t we get more decent, capable and honest leaders in politics’
— here’s our chance — vote for Richard Pope.” — Paul Brecht, Bellevue Businessman.

13. Defendant Hague circled Plaintiff’s name in red (Paul Brecht, Bellevue
Businessman) on her campaign brochure, and drew an arrow to a statement she made about

Plaintiff, in which Defendant Hague alleged the following defamatory statement about Plaintiff:

Paul Brecht tops Pope’s endorsement list. Brecht also tops law enforcement list with
multiple domestic violence arrests and at least one assault conviction. (Washington Courts
Case Record Search)

14, Plaintiff has never been convicted of assault, and no “Washington Courts Case
Record Search” would reveal an assault conviction, since no such conviction ever happened.

15. Plaintiff is also not on the top of any “law enforcement list” of any sort for any
reason. This false claim is especially defamatory in the context that Defendant Hague is making
false allegations of an assault conviction against Plaintiff in the very same sentence.

16.  The statements made about Plaintiff above by Defendant Hague were false and
unprivileged, and made intentionally with actual knowledge of their falsity, with reckless
disregard as to their truth or falsity, or negligently without due care and caution. Plaintiff has
suffered injury and damage as a result of these defamatory statements. Defendant Hague is
therefore liable to Plaintiff for the tort of defamation and libel.

17.  The marital community of Defendants Hague and Springman are also liable to
Plaintiff for defamation, as this tort was committed for the benefit of the marital community.

18.  Defendants Madison, Bader and Davis would also be liable to Plaintiff for the tort
of defamation and libel, if they assisted Defendant Hague in the production and distribution of
this defamatory publication and acted with the requisite knowledge, recklessness or negligence.

19. Defendant Hague (and by extension, the marital community of Defendants Hague
and Springman) has respondeat superior liability for the actions of any “staff”, employees, or
other agents acting on behalf of Defendant Hague in connection with this defamatory publication,

including but not limited to Defendants Madison, Bader and Davis.

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES RICHARD L. POPE, JR.

Attorney-At-Law
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20.  Defendant Madison has respondeat superior liability for the actions of any “staff”,
employees, or other agents acting on behalf of Defendant Madison in connection with this

defamatory publication, including but not limited to Defendants Bader and Davis.

i

Praver for Relief
Wherefore Plaintiff prays for judgment against the Defendants as follows:

1. Monetary damages in such an amount as may be determined in future proceedings

or in such an amount as may be awarded at trial.
X Reasonable attorney fees, expenses, and costs of this action.

3 All other general and equitable relief that may be just or appropriate.

Respectfully submitted this 29" day of October 2007.

RICHARD L. POPE,
WSBA #21118
Attorney for Plaintiff

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES mmﬁ ,',;'f’ﬁm
Page 4 1839 - 151" Avenue, S.E.

Bellevue, WA 98007
Tel: (425) 7474463
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Case Number: 07-2-34389-0

Case Title: PAUL BRECHT vs JANE FRANCES HAGUE aka JANE HAGUE SPRINGMAN,
CHARLES EDWARD SPRINGMAN, et al.

Document Title: SUMMONS & COMPLAINT

User's Name: Richard Pope

Filed Date: 10/29/2007 1:30:41 PM

User Signed

Signed By: Richard Pope
WSBA #: 21118
Date: 10/29/2007 1:29:17 PM



