STATE OF WISCONSIN CIRCUIT COURT DANE COUN&

BRANCH: 16

Plaintiff, [ L E

V.
ROBERT LORGE { JAN 23 2006
Case N c\ 4204
STATE OF
and CIRCUIT COURT 93“&582»'3? ’goumy
ABC INSURANCE COMPANY

Defendants.

ANSWER AND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

NOW COMES Defendant Robert Lorge, by his attorneys DeWitt Ross &
Stevens S.C., and for his Answer and Affirmative Defenses admits, denies and

alleges as follows:

INTRODUCTORY STATEMENT

The allegations of the Complaint are irresponsible and frivolous. As
described in the Affidavits of Christina C. Lorge, Christina Marie Lorge, Julie
Ertmer, and William Lorge, which are filed herewith, the allegations are factually
impossible. Furthermore, the Claims are more than 20 years old and are barred by
the applicable statute of limitations.

This Complaint is being brought for an improper purpose; namely, it is the
result of a vindictiveness. Furthermore, the timing of the accusations shows that

this filing is an attempt to derail Mr. Lorge’s candidacy for public office.




SPECIFIC RESPONSES

In response to the specific allegations of the Complaint, Mr. Lorge pleads
as follows:

1 Admits the allegations of Paragraph 1 of Plaintiff’s Complaint, upon
information and belief.

2. Admits the allegations of Paragraph 2 of Plaintiff’s Complaint.

3. Lacks information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations in Paragraph 3 of Plaintiff’s Complaint.

4. Denies the allegations of paragraph 4 of Plaintiff’s Complaint and
further asserts that the allegations are frivolous and a factual impossibility. See the
Affidavits of Christina C. Lorge, Christina Marie Lorge, Julie Ertmer and William
Lorge, which are filed herewith.

5. Denies the allegations of Paragraph 5 of Plaintiff’s Complaint; lacks
information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegation that Plaintiff
was molested by anyone; and affirmatively asserts that it was impossible for Mr.
Lorge to have been in any way involved in any such conduct.

6. Denies the allegations of Paragraph 6 of Plaintiff’s Complaint.

7. Denies the allegations of Paragraph 7 of Plaintiff’s Complaint and
affirmatively asserts that Mr. Lorge has never harmed Ms. Morgan.

8. Denies the allegations of Paragraph 8 of Plaintiff’s Complaint.

9. Denies the allegations of Paragraph 9 of Plaintiff’s Complaint.

10.  Denies the allegations of Paragraph 10 of Plaintiff’s Complaint.

11 Any Allegation of Plaintiff’s Complaint not specifically admitted is

denied.
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3.

in Outagamie County and there is no statutory basis for venue in Dane County.
Fourth Affirmative Defense

4. This claim was brought for an improper purpose in relation to Dane
County Case No. 2003 CV 1629.

WHEREFORE Defendant Robert Lorge demands judgment dismissing
Plaintiff’s Complaint on the merits, granting him his costs and disbursements in
this action, as well as his reasonable attorneys’ fees on the grounds that the
Complaint is frivolous, and such further relief as the Court deems just and proper.

Dated this ﬁ day of January, 2006.

DEWITTROSS & STEVENS S.C.
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