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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE STATE OF OREGON 

FOR THE COUNTY OF CLACKAMAS 

Civil Department 

 
CAESAR’S PROCEEDS, LLC, an Oregon 
domestic limited liability company, 
 

Plaintiff, 
 

vs. 
 
 
CLACKAMAS COUNTY, a political 
subdivision of the state of Oregon,  
 
Defendant. 

Case No.:  23CV46142 

 

 

 

PLAINTIFF’S ANSWER, AFFIRMATIVE 

DEFENSES TO THIRD-PARTY 

DEFENDANT’S THIRD-PARTY CLAIMS 

AND COUNTERCLAIM AGAINST 

THIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT 

(Breach of Contract; Contractual and 

Statutory Attorney Fees) 

 
CLACKAMAS COUNTY,  
 

Third-party Plaintiff 
 
 

 
v. 
 
JAMIE GOUDGE, 
 

Third-party Defendant. 

 

 

Plaintiff Caesar’s Proceeds, LLC (“Caesar’s”) answers Third-party Defendant Jamie Goudge’s 

(“Goudge”) third-party claims against Caesar’s as follows in like numbered paragraphs: 

1.  

 The allegations contained in paragraph 1 of Goudge’s Third Party Defendant’s Answer, 

Affirmative Defenses, Cross Claims and Counterclaims (“Goudge Response”) do not require a 
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response from Caesar’s.  To the extent any of the allegations contained in paragraph 1 of the 

Goudge Response require a response from Caesar’s, Caesar’s denies the same.  

2.  

 The allegations contained in paragraph 2 of Goudge’s Third Party Defendant’s Answer, 

Affirmative Defenses, Cross Claims and Counterclaims (“Goudge Response”) do not require a 

response from Caesar’s.  To the extent any of the allegations contained in paragraph 2 of the 

Goudge Response require a response from Caesar’s, Caesar’s denies the same.  

3.  

 Caesar’s denies the allegations contained in paragraph 3 of the Goudge Response. 

4.  

 Caesar’s denies the allegations contained in paragraph 4 of the Goudge Response. 

5.  

 Caesar’s denies the allegations contained in paragraph 5 of the Goudge Response. 

6.  

 Caesar’s admits the allegations contained in paragraph 6 of the Goudge Response. 

7.   

 Caesar’s admits the allegations contained in paragraph 7 of the Goudge Response. 

8.  

 Caesar’s denies the allegations contained in paragraph 8 of the Goudge Response. 

9.  

 Caesar’s is without knowledge of the allegations contained in paragraph 9 of the Goudge 

Response and therefore denies the same. 

//// 

//// 
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10.   

  Caesar’s denies the allegations contained in paragraph 10 of the Goudge Response. 

11.   

Caesar’s denies the allegations contained in paragraph 11 of the Goudge Response. 

12.   

 Caesar’s denies the allegations contained in paragraph 12 of the Goudge Response. 

13.  

 Caesar’s denies the allegation in paragraph 13 of the Goudge Response that any 

statements or representations were false in any manner.  Caesar’s is without sufficient knowledge 

to admit or deny the remaining allegations made in paragraph 13 of the Goudge Response and 

therefore denies the same. 

14.  

 Caesar’s denies the allegation in paragraph 14 of the Goudge Response that any 

statements or representations were false in any manner.  Caesar’s is without sufficient knowledge 

to admit or deny the remaining allegations made in paragraph 13 of the Goudge Response and 

therefore denies the same. 

15.  

 Caesar’s denies the allegations contained in paragraph 15 of the Goudge Response. 

 

16.  

 Caesar’s admits and denies the allegations contained in paragraph 16 of the Goudge 

Response consistent with the admissions and denials contained herein. 

17.  

 Caesar’s denies the allegations contained in paragraph 17 of the Goudge Response. 

//// 
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18.  

 Caesar’s denies the allegations contained in paragraph 18 of the Goudge Response. 

19.  

 Caesar’s admits and denies the allegations contained in paragraph 19 of the Goudge 

Response consistent with the admissions and denials contained herein. 

20.  

 Caesar’s denies the allegations contained in paragraph 20 of the Goudge Response. 

21.  

 Caesar’s denies the allegations contained in paragraph 21 of the Goudge Response. 

22.  

 The allegations contained in paragraphs 22-24 are claims made against other parties and 

therefore do not require a response from Caesar’s. 

CAESAR’S AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
 

FAILURE TO STATE FACTS SUFFICIENT TO STATE A CLAIM 

(Against Third-Party Defendant Jamie Goudge) 

 

23.  

 

 Caesar’s readmits and reallege all facts contained in paragraphs 1 through 22 of this 

Answer to Third-Party Defendant’s Third Party Claims as if fully set forth herein.   

24.  

 Goudge fails to state ultimate facts sufficient to constitute a claim against Caesar’s.  

//// 

//// 

//// 

//// 
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 

RESERVATION OF ADDITIONAL AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

25.  

Caesar’s readmits and reallege all facts contained in paragraphs 1 through 22 of this 

Answer to Third-Party Defendant’s Third Party Claims as if fully set forth herein.   

26.  

 Caesar’s reserves the right to amend this pleading to assert additional affirmative 

defenses. 

CAESAR’S COUNTERCLAIM AGAINST THIRD PARTY DEFENDANT GOUDGE 
 

BREACH OF CONTRACT/ATTORNEY FEES 

(Against Third-Party Defendant Jamie Goudge) 

 

27.  

 

 Caesar’s readmits and reallege all facts contained in paragraphs 1 through 22 of this 

Answer to Third-Party Defendant’s Third Party Claims as if fully set forth herein.   

28.  

 On or about August 29th, 2023, Goudge entered into an Equity Recovery Service Contract 

and Assignment of Rights (“Agreement”) with Caesar’s.  A true and correct copy of the 

Agreement is attached as Exhibit 1 to this Response and is incorporated by this reference as if 

fully set forth herein. 

29.  

 The Agreement is an enforceable contract between Caesar’s and Goudge.  

30.  

 Caesar’s has fully performed under the terms and conditions of the Agreement. 
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31.  

 Goudge has breached her obligations under the Agreement in one or more of the 

following ways: 

a. Goudge has not cooperated with Caesar’s as required by paragraph 5(d.) of the 

Agreement; 

b. Goudge, by filing counterclaims against Caesar’s, has clearly manifested an intent to 

not perform under the terms and conditions of the Agreement.  Goudge’s repudiation 

is unambiguous. 

32.  

 As a result of Goudge’s breach of the Agreement, Caesar’s has been damaged in the 

amount of at least ONE-HUNDRED SEVEN-THOUSAND ONE-HUNDRED FORTY-FOUR DOLLARS 

AND SEVENTEEN CENTS ($107,288.17), or an amount to be proven at trial.  

33.  

 Pursuant to Paragraph 8 of the Agreement, Caesar’s is entitled to an award of its attorney 

fees and costs incurred. 

WHEREFORE, NOW, the Caesar’s prays the Court for the following relief against Third-Party 

Defendant Goudge: 

1. Denial of all claims by Third-Party Defendant Goudge against Plaintiff; 

2. Denial of all claims by Third-Party Defendant against Defendant Clackamas County; 

3. Plaintiff’s attorney fees pursuant to ORS 646.638; 

4. On Plaintiff’s counterclaim against Third-Party Defendant Goudge, the sum of ONE-

HUNDRED SEVEN-THOUSAND ONE-HUNDRED FORTY-FOUR DOLLARS AND SEVENTEEN 

CENTS ($107,288.17), or an amount to be proven at trial. 

5. Plaintiff’s attorney fees and costs pursuant to paragraph 8 of the Agreement. 
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6. Any other relief the Court deems equitable and just. 

 RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this   19th    day of June, 2024 

DAY LAW, PC 

      Attorneys for Plainitff 

 

 

 /s/ Ross Day     

      Ross A. Day, OSB #002395 

      Day Law, P.C. 

      7831 St. Charles Street NE 

Keizer, Oregon  97303 

      T: 503-743-6460 

F: 503-207-6683 

    E: ross@daylawpc.com 

 

 

mailto:ross@daylawpc.com
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on the date indicate below I served a true and correct copy of each of the 

documents listed below on the following attorneys and parties by one of the following methods as 

designated for each recipient of service below: 

Mail 

ORCP 9B 

 First class mail, plainly addressed as shown and deposited, 

postage fully prepaid, with the U.S. Postal Service for delivery. 

 

Electronic Mail  

ORCP 9G 

UTCR 21.100 

 Service by electronic mail at the last known electronic mail 

address for the recipient.  Service is complete upon 

acknowledgement of receipt of the filing by the recipient, unless 

the recipient has previously consented to service by electronic 

mail. 

Electronic Service 

ORCP 9H  

UTCR 21.100 

 

 Service by the electronic filing system provided by the Oregon 

Judicial Department by electronic transmission of a notice of 

filing by the electronic filing system to the recipient. 

ORCP 7  Service pursuant to Oregon Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 7 

 

DOCUMENT SERVED 

PLAINTIFF’S ANSWER, AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES TO 

THIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT’S THIRD-PARTY CLAIMS 

AND COUNTERCLAIM AGAINST THIRD-PARTY 

DEFENDANT  
 

PERSON/ENTITY SERVED DESIGNATION SERVICE METHOD  

 

Sarah Foreman, OSB #042859 

Assistant County Counsel 

Clackamas County Counsel 

2051 Kaen Road 

Oregon City, Oregon  97045 

T: 503.655.8363 

F: 503.742.5397 

E: SForeman@clackamas.us  

 

Andrew E. Teitleman, OSB #075484 

Law Office of Andrew Teitleman, PC 

250 Princeton Avenue, Suite 201 

Gladstone, Oregon  97027 

T: 503.659.1978 

F: 503.200.1211 

E: andrew@teitlemanlaw.com  

 

 

 

Counsel for Defendant 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Counsel for Third-

Party Defendant 

 

 

Electronic Mail 

Electronic Service 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Electronic Mail 

Electronic Service 

 

mailto:SForeman@clackamas.us
mailto:andrew@teitlemanlaw.com
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DATED this 19th day of June, 2024 
 

    by:  /s/ Ross Day    

      Ross Day, OSB# 002395 

      DAY LAW, PC 

     Counsel for Plaintiff 

 

 




