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1. Reply Argument 
 The Appellants will not be prejudiced in their 

ability to discuss the recall or gather support. They 

have known for months what the charges are and have 

had plenty of time to formulate their defensive 

strategies and try to gather support to their side.  

 This Court’s Opinion will not change the nature 

of the charges or the Appellants’ defenses. The 

constituents’ signatures and votes will not be based on 

what the Opinion will say about the legal niceties of 
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why a particular charge is or is not legally or factually 

sufficient to go forward. That information is irrelevant 

to the decision of whether to sign a petition or how to 

vote. The constituents will act based on the substance 

of the charges. The substance of the charges has been 

known for months. The Appellants need neither more 

time nor more information. 

 The only thing the parties need to know in order 

to proceed with the recall effort—or the defense 

thereof—is which charges will or will not be going 

forward. The Court can communicate that information 

in an Order, with the Opinion to follow, as it has done 

many times in the past.  

2. Conclusion 
 The Court should promptly issue an Order 

announcing its decision in this case, with an Opinion to 

be filed in due course. 
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I certify that this document contains 221 words. 

 

Submitted this 21st day of March, 2023. 
 
 
       /s/  Kevin Hochhalter   
    Kevin Hochhalter, WSBA #43124 
    Attorney for Respondents 
    kevin@olympicappeals.com 
    Olympic Appeals PLLC 

4570 Avery Ln SE #C-217 
Lacey, WA 98503 
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