
VIRGINIA:

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE CITY OF ALEXANDRIA

CARLTON HUFFMAN, )
)

Plaintiff, )
)

v. ) Civil Action No. CL 23001055
)

MATTHEW A. SCHLAPP )
)

and )
)

MERCEDES V. SCHLAPP, )
)

Defendants. )
——————

PRAECIPE CIVIL MOTIONS DAY.

Please place the above case on the MOTIONS DAY docket for April 12, 2023 at 10:00
am. The titleof the motion is Defendants’ Motion for Gag Order.

Mandatory Remote Hearing Notices:
on 0 via Mi Teams:
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Duposiug soupsslparty willessiveansuaifrom theCourttueGldavewT : : x
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My email address is behew@brownrudnick.com.
Email addresses for non-moving counsel are thyland@hylandpllc.com and
tsouthwick@hylandplic.com.
Email addresses for all interested parties are sbest@brownrudaick com,
acrawford@brownrudnick.com, cvasquez@brownrudnick com, and
smoniz@brownrudnick. com.

Thereby certify that Notice of the foregoing praecipe has been mailed to Timothy Hyland,
counsel for the plaintiff, on the 22" day of March, 2023.
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2211 Michelson Drive, Seventh Floor
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VIRGINIA:

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE CITY OF ALEXANDRIA

CARLTON HUFFMAN, )

Plaintiff, )

v. ) Civil Action No. CL 23001055

MATTHEW A. SCHLAPP )

and )
)

MERCEDES V. SCHLAPP, )

Defendants. )
——————

DEFENDANTS’ MOTION FOR GAG ORDER

Defendants Matthew A. Schlapp and Mercedes V. Schlapp, by and through their

undersigned counsel, hereby move this Honorable Court 0 enter an Order precluding, the parties

to this action from directly or indirectly issuing public statements about this case by any means,

including without limitation statements to news media or posts on social media, during the duration

of this litigation. Defendants do not object to such Order applying equally to all parties in this suit.

A memorandum in support of this Motion and proposed Order are filed herewith for the

Court's consideration.



Respectfully submitted,

Benjamin G. Chew (VSB #29113)
Stephen A. Best (VSB #30215)
Andrew C. Crawford (VSB #59093)
BROWN RUDNICK LLP
601 Thirteenth Street, N.W., Suite 600
Washington, D.C. 20005
Telephone: (202) 536-1782
E-mail: behew@brownrudnickcom

sbest@brownrudnick.com
acrawford@brownrudnickcom

‘Camille M. Vasquez (pro hac vice forthcoming)
Samuel A. Moniz (pro hac vice forthcoming)
BROWN RUDNICK LLP
2211 Michelson Drive, Seventh Floor
Irvine, CA 92612
Telephone: (949) 752-7100
E-mail: cvasquez@brownrudnick com

smoniz@brownrudnickcom

Counsel for Defendants
Matthew A. Schlapp and Mercedes V. Schlapp

Dated: March 22,2023
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VIRGINIA:

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE CITY OF ALEXANDRIA

CARLTON HUFFMAN, )

Hain )
v. ) Civil Action No. CL 23001055

MATTHEW A. SCHLAPP )

and )

MERCEDES V. SCHLAPP, )

Defendants. )
i———

MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT OF
DEFENDANTS’ MOTION FOR GAG ORDER

Defendants Matthew A. Schlapp (“Mr. Schlapp”) and Mercedes V. Schlapp (“Mrs.

Schlapp") (collectively, the “Schlapps” or “Defendants”), by and through their undersigned

counsel, respectfully request that this Honorable Court enter an Order preventing the parties o this

action or their counsel from directly or indirectly issuing public statements about this case by any

means, including without imitation statements to news media or posts on social media, during the

‘pendencyof this litigation. In further supportoftheir motion (the “Motion"), Defendants state as

follows:

INTRODUCTION AND FACTUAL SUMMARY

This case involves false claims of sexual battery made by Plaintiff Carlton Huffman

(“Plaintiff”), along with defamation claims based on statements that are neither false nor

defamatory. Mr. Huffman has not been harmed and has no case. Nonetheless, because the



Defendants are high profile figures in the rough game of American politics, Mr. Huffman’s

allegations ignited a predictable media firestorm, which Mr. Huffian has sought to exacerbate at

every tum. Mr. Huffman’s ongoing efforts to litigate this case in the media are wholly

inappropriate and pose a very real riskof tainting the jury pool. The Court should enter an Order

constraining all parties from litigating these issues in the press.

A gag Order is necessary as a result of Mr. Huffman’s persistent efforts to smear the

Schlapps in the public eye. Indeed, immediately upon filing his anonymous Complaint, Plaintiff

launched a highly inappropriate public campaign against the Schlapps, including by attacking Mr.

Schlapp by name in the media and calling him a “sexual predator” (see Exhibit A). Articles

quoting Plaintiff's counsel appeared in countless publications and news outlets ranging from the

New York Times to Fox News.

Mr. Huffinan’smedia campaign against the Schlapps escalated when the Court granted the

Schlapps' Motion for Identification, ruling that he could not proceed anonymously in this action.

Indeed, on the very same morning that the Court ruled he was required to disclose his identity, Mr.

Huffman announced himself to the world through a blatantly pre-planned profile in The

Washington Post under the (rather misleading) title: “GOP Operative Comes Forward as Accuser

in Sexual MisconductClaim against CPAC Head” (Exhibit B). That profile, which was complete

with posed pictures and self-aggrandizing statements that “I'm not backing away” and that the

Defendants need “to be held accountable,” made it clear that thePlaintiffhad engaged in “multiple

interviews” with the Post “in the weeks before the judge’s ruling.”

Mr., Huffiman’s campaign then escalated again when unsavory aspectsofhis past came to

light, including evidence of his involvement with repugnant white supremacist ideas, at which

pointMr. Huffman posted an cleven-minute video attacking the Schlapps on social media. That
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Video has received many tensofthousandsof views. It remains pinned at the top of Mr. Huffman’s

Twitter profile and remains available on YouTube to this day (see Exhibit C).

Mr. Huffman is likely to become more desperate, and more prone to litigate in the media

and taint the jury pool, now that news broke that two young women, aged 19 and 22, credibly

accused himofsexual assault that occurred only five weeks ago, on February 15,2023 (see Exhibit

D). The Court in Wake County, North Carolina, reportedly issued an Orderrequiring Mr. Huffman

to stay away from his 19 year old victim for one full year.

“This should stop. The proper place for Mr. Huffmanto present his case is in Court, not on

Twitter, YouTube, or media interviews. Mr. Huffman, with whose counsel the Schlapps have

conferred, opposes this Motion. The Schiapps respectfully request that the Court enter an Order

directing Mr. Huffman to refrain from further inappropriate efforts to smear them in the public eye

and taint the jury pool.

ARGUMENT

A. Plaintiff's Actions Will Likely Influence the Outcomeofthe Trial and Taint the Jury
Pool if He Continues to Litigate this Case in the Media

There can be no serious question that if allowed to continue unchecked, Mr. Huffman’s

‘ongoing media campaign against the Schlapps poses a very real riskoftainting the jury pool. That

alone is a legitimate basis for the Court to impose limits on Mr. Huffian’s extrajudicial statements.

Restrictions on litigants’ speech under such circumstances are warranted if the extrajudicial

statements pose a reasonable likelihoodof influencing the outcome of the trial or might influence

the jury pool. See In re Morrissey, 168 F.3d 134, 140 (4” Cir. 1999) (noting that restrictions on

attomey speech are appropriate when aimed at “the two evils that threaten the integrity of the

judicial system,” ~ “(1) comments that will likely influence the outcome ofa trial and (2)

statements that will prejudice the jury venire evenifan untainted jury panel can evenwally be
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found”) (citations omitted); U.S. ex rel. Davis v. Prince, 753 F. Supp:2d 561 (ED. Va. 2010)

(“courts may restrict extrajudicial statements by parties and counsel only if those comments

present a “reasonable likelihood” ofprejudicinga fair trial”). The order requested by this Motion

simply seeks to prevent the “two evils” described in Morrissey. Mr. Huffman has repeatedly

attacked the Schlapps and aggressively sought to spread his story far and wide to the public,

without cross examination and unmediated by the rulesofevidence, including by referring to Mr.

Schlapp as a “sexual predator” and a liar. Mr. Huffian has blatantly made numerous comments

that go “directly to the meritsof the case”andare likely —and probably designed—to bias potential

jurors against the Schlapps. Jd. These statements have already impacted the Schlapps' potential

for an impartial tial and should not be allowed to continue.

Furthermore, without a gag order, there is an increased danger that the jury pool will be

tainted. Plaintiff has already spoken to national media outlets, making it more difficult to find

impartial jury pools. Alternative remedies, such as change of venue and trial postponement, are

inadequate since Mr. Huffman’s media campaign is nationwide. See Craig D. Johnson, Gag

Orders, Va. PRAC. TRIAL HANDBOOK § 2:27 (Feb. 2022) (citing Application ofDow Jones & Co.,

Inc., 842 F.2d 603, 15 Media L. Rep. (BNA) 1105 (2d Cir. 1988)). Withouta restriction on Plaintiff

and his attomey's extrajudicial statements, the task of finding impartial jurors may become

exponentially more difficult. This is a high-profile case that is already being covered in the media,

‘and Plaintiff will almost certainly continue to engage in public and wholly inappropriate attacks

on the Schlapps absent Court intervention.

B. The Schlapps’ Request for a Gag Order Strikes a Balance and Will Protect the Right
toa Fair Trial Without Infringing on the First Amendment

The Schlapps’ request for a gag order is narrowly tailored to avoid any infringement on

First Amendment Rights. The U.S. Supreme Court has held that “[£Jew,if any, interests under the
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Constitution are more fundamental than the right toa fair trial by ‘impartial jurors, and an outcome

affected by extrajudicial statements would violate that fundamental right.” Gentile v. StateBarof

Nevada, 501 U.S. 1030, 1075 (1991). Here, the Schlapps’ request is narrow; they are requesting a

restriction that (1) would apply equally to all parties without regard ofpoint of view, (2) be applied

equally to all participating attorneys in the case, (3) would only apply until after the trial, and (4)

only be applied to speech that will [be] substantially likely to have a materially prejudicial effect.”

Morrissey, 168 F.3d at 139. The requested order strikes an appropriate balance between protecting

the parties’ First Amendment rights and the Schlapps’ right to a fir rial.

C. This Court Has Already Indicated that a Gag Order is Appropriate in this Action

During the Hearing on the Motion for Identification on March 8, 2023, the Honorable Lisa

BendareffKemer, Chief Judge, raised the highly public nature of this litigation and asked whether

the parties have considered a gag order (Tr. 32:16-20) (Exhibit E, p. 1). The Court also noted the

risk of contaminating any potential jury pool if this case were to proceed to trial (Tr. 44:1-10).

(Exhibit E, p. 2). Although the Court did not impose such an order at that time (and neither party

had yet requested it) Mr. Huffiman’s escalating media campaign makes clear the need for such an

order.

CONCLUSION

Defendants respectfully request that the Court enter an Order substantially in the form filed

herewith.

Respectfully submitted,

[i
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Stephen A. Best (VSB #30215)
Andrew C. Crawford (VSB #89093)
BROWN RUDNICK LLP
601 Thirteenth Street, N.W., Suite 600
Washington, D.C. 20005
Telephone: (202) 536-1782
E-mail: behew@brownrudnick.com

shest@brownrudnick.com
acrawford@brownrudnickcom

Camille M. Vasquez (pro hac vice forthcoming)
Samuel A. Moniz (pro hac vice forthcoming)
BROWN RUDNICK LLP
2211 Michelson Drive, Seventh Floor
Irvine, CA 92612
Telephone: (949) 752-7100
E-mail: cvasquez@brownrudnick.com

smoniz@brownrudnick.com

Counselfor Defendants
Matthew A. Schiapp and Mercedes V. Schlapp

Dated: March 22,2023
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‘Matt Schlapp Is a Sexual Predator’: Accuser Sues Over

Sexual Battery
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The formerHerschelWalkerstaffer who came forward toTheDaily Beast earier this month
to detail a sexual assault allegation againstconservativeiconMattSchiapp is now suing the

powerful chairmanof the American Conservative Union—for battery, defamation, and

conspiracy.

The lawsuit, which the staffer’s attorneys filed Tuesday in the circuit court of Alexandria,

Virginia, accuses Schiapp of “sexual battery” after “aggressively fondling" his “genital area in

a sustained fashion” while the staffer drove Schiapp home from an evening of drinks at
Atlanta bars in October.

The complaint also accuses Schiapp—as well as his wife, conservative commentator and

former Trump White House communicalions adviser, MercedesSchiapp—of defamation,

citing efforts to ‘impugn’ the accuser's character in response to media reports of the

allegation. It further alleges a conspiracy count where the couple worked to denigrate the

accuser with the help of conservative fundraiser Caroline Wren, who has acted as a

representative for the Schiapps in the matter.

The lawsuit claims that Schlapp, who oversees the Conservative Political Action Conference,

made “repeated unsolicited and undesired advances" toward the campaign staffer for

Herschel Walker. The staffer previously toldTheDailyBeast that Schiapp "groped" his crotch

while he drove the conservative organizer back to his hotel after a day of campaign events.

The staffer filed the lawsuit under the alias of “John Doe,” citing privacy concerns and fear of

retaliation. He has vowed to come forward with his real name should Schiapp deny the

allegations.

But according to the complaint, the retaliation is already underway. The lawsuit cites text

messages Mercedes Schiapp sent to a “neighborhood group chat or text.” where she called

the staffer a “troubled individual” who had been fired “for lying and lying on his resume’—a

claim the lawsuit says is untrue and defamatory.

”



The complaint also cites a series of tweets from Wren, whoorchestrated high-dollar
fundraising efforts behind the Jan. 6 rally. In those tweets, Wren outed the accuser by name

following media reports in which he chose to remain anonymous out of privacy concerns.
She accused him of being fired from campaigns because he was a “habitual liar'—claims the
lawsuit also says are false and defamatory.

The lawsuit seeks a total of $9.4 million in damages: $3.85 million against Schlapp forthe
alleged assault, $1.85 milion from both Schiapp and his wife for the alleged defamation, and
an additional $1.85 millon from the couple for the conspiracy charge—and "suchother and
further relief as the Court may deem appropriate.”

The New York Times first reported the lawsuit Wednesday afternoon.

Ina letter, the staffer's attorney, Tim Hyland of Hyland Law, called Schiapp a ‘sexual
predator.”

“Mr. Schiapp has not directly denied our clients allegations, and with good reason—they are
unmistakably true, and corroborated by extensive contemporaneous evidence,” the letter
read.

“We intend to keep a singular focus: to demonstrate that Matt Schiapp is a sexual predator
who assaulted our client,” the letter also said.

Schlap, for his part, once again indirectly denied the allegations through a lawyer.

“This anonymous complaint demonslales the accuser's real agenda, working in concert with
[The] Daily Beast to aftack and harm the Schiapp family." a stalement from Schiapp's lawyer,
Charlie Spies, read. “The complaint is false, and the Schiapp family is suffering unbearable:
pain and stress due to the false allegation from an anonymous individual. No family should
evergo through this, and the Schlapps and their legal team are assessing counter-lawsit
options.”

But to the Schlapps, the accuser is not anonymous. They know his identity, a fact the lawsuit
further evinces in their alleged smear campaign against him.

The staffer’s account has now been independently confirmed byNBCNews and CNN since
TheDailyBeast first reported on it on Jan. 5. The lawsLit says The Daily Beast “accurately
recounted, in all material aspects, the facts surrounding Mr. Schiapp's sexual battery of Mr.
Doe.”

”
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TheWashingtonPost

GOP operative comes forward
as accuser in sexual misconduct
claim against CPAC head
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Carlton Huffinan, a longtimeaide to Republican campaigns, outside his home in Raleigh, N.C. (EamonQueeney
for The Washington Post)



“The man who has accused Matt Schlapp, the influential leaderofthe Conservative Political Action Conference, of
sexual misconduct came forwardpublicly Wednesdayaftera judge said he must use his real name to proceed witha
lawsuit.

Carlton Huffman, 39, a longtime aide to Republican campaigns who lives in Raleigh, N.C., aid he plans to amend.
thepreviouslyanonymous lawsuit, which seeks $9.4 million in damages for alleged sexualbattery and defamation.

“I'm notbacking away,” Huffman said in an interview with The Washington Post. “I'm not going to drop this.
Matt Schlapp did what he did and he needstobe held accountable.”

Schlapp, 55, has denied Huffman's claims that he groped his crotch and invited him to his hotel room during an October
trip to Atlanta to campaign for Georgia Senate candidate Herschel Walker. Schlapp's lawyer argued Wednesdaythat by
‘proceedinganonymously, Huffman was trying toavoid scrutinyofhis own record —includingexpressing extremist
views on awhite-supremacist blog and radio show more than a decade ago.

“Istrongly believe we cannot defend this case —and it’s a multimillion-dollar case — without being able to use his
name,” said Benjamin Chew, Schlapp's lawyer.

Alexandria Circuit Court Chief Judge Lisa BondareffKemer described “balancing”therequestforanonymity with the
‘publics interest in knowing the accuser'sidentityand the abilityofSchlapp and his wife, Mercedes, to defend
themselves. Mercedes Schlappisalso accusedofdefamation in the suit.

Kemler noted an absenceofspecificthreats against Schlapp's accuser.

“Theplaintiffhas not established I think the heavy burdenofestablishingboth a concrete needforsecrecy and
identifying the consequencesthatwould likelybefall himifforced to proceed in his own name,” she said.The judgesaid
she would issue an order requiring Huffman to add bisnameto the suit.

By putting his name on the record, Huffman will test anew Schlapp's support with the board of CPACS parent
organization, the American Conservative Union, and withotherRepublican alles ata time when he faces awide rangeof
challenges, including heavystaffturnover andreducedturnout at CPAC's flagship conference in the Washington area

lastweek. The Republican powerbrokerand leadingboosterofformer president Donald Trump has declined to respond.
10questions from The Post about those issues and Huffinan’s allegations.
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“We are confidentthat when his full record is broughtto light in a courtoflaw, we will prevail,” MarkCorallo, a
‘spokesman for Schlapp, said in a statement onTwitter, hours after Wednesday's hearing. “Outofrespect for the court,
we have nofurthercomment at tis time.”

In interviews with The Post in the weeks before the judge's ruling, Huffman added new detail to his claw against Schlapp
and provided texts, phone logs and videos that broadly match his accountsof quicklysharingthe allegation.Sixfamily
‘members and friends and three Walker campaign officials confirmedtoThe Post that Huffman told them about the
alleged incident that night or the next day.

But Huffman's reputation suffered a major blow earlier this year, when his pastracistwritings were exposedbyan
‘anonymous email account. Huffman hadfrequentlyglorified the Confederate flag, blamed Black people and illegal
immigrants for violent crime, and called for “preserving the European American cultureofthe United States.” Huffman
immediately resigned fromhisjob with the North Carolina General Assembly in late January after the email with links
to hiscommentarywas circulated.

“That was an ugly chapterofmy life that I am personally ashamed of,” Huffman said. “That is notwho I am anymore.”

Schlapp's allies have dismissed the sexual misconduct allegation as an attack from the political left. Republican
fundraiserCaroline Wren, a Schlapp ally who named Huffman on Twitter weeks ago, tweetedthat he has been “spreading
false allegations against conservatives.” Aformal statement from two ACU members posted onthe organization's website
cast the accusationagainstSchlapp as a plot by liberals “to scorch the earth intheir quest to cancel those with whom they
disagree.”



‘Huffman also has been an outspoken critic ofthe Jan.6, 2021, attack on the U.S. Capitol by a pro-Trump mob, texting
‘White HouseChiefofStaffMarkMeadows that day to say he'd “earned a. ‘special place in infamy.” Huffman had worked
on Meadows's 2012 congressional campaiga.
Other Republicans have vouchedfor the conservative bona fidesof Huffman, a lifelong Republican who has spent his
entire career working in GOP politic.
“Carlton is known by many Republicans in North Carolina as a hardworking campaign professional who has helped elect
‘conservatives across ourstateand country,” Sen. Thom Tillis (R-N.C.), who has known Huffmanformore than a. decade,
said in a statement to The Postreleased before Huffman'spast extremist. commentarywas revealed.

i Huffman at his home in Raleigh in January. (Eamon QueeneyforThe
|= Washington Post)

HuffmanhadbeenworkingforWalker'scampaignas aregional fielddirectorformorethantwomonthswhenhewasasked to drivea VIP campaign supporterfrom outof town on Oct. 19.

‘This accountofwhat Huffman says happened next is based on multiple interviews with ‘him, his confidants and Walker
‘campaignofficials,as wel asphone logs,textsandsocial media reviewedbyThePost.Somepeoplespoke on the
conditionofanonymityto discuss private mattersorbecause ofa fear ofretaliation. In court filings, Schlapp admits
‘texting and calling Huffman andspendingtime withhimat two bars but denied the restof Huffman’s claims.

OnthatdayinOctober, Huffmanrented asedanbecause hedidn't wanttodrivehisguestinhisdisheveled 2018
Ford Focus. Schlapp, thatmorning,tweetedaphotoofhimselfand Walker on the campaign bus.

The two men metafter Schlapp spoke at Walker's rallythat day in Perry, Ga., and Huffman drove Schlapp to his
Atlanta hotel



Ina text later that afternoon, Schlapp thanked Huffman for the ride and invited him to meet fora drinkatthe
Capital Grille in the city that night.

‘Huffmanhad toreturnthe rental ca,50hetook his owncar to getwashed. “Ifound asea atthebartowatchthe
ball game,” Huffman texted at 8:30 p.m.

Huffman said they talked sportsoverdrinks and on Schlapp's suggestion, moved to another bar calledManuel Tavern. At
that bar,Huffmanalleged, Schlapp's leg made what flt lke intentionalcontactwith his own. Schlappalsobumped into his
side, where Huffman was carryinga Sig Sauer pistol underhis jacket.

After Huffman said Schlapp suggested anotherdrink, he told Schlapp it was time to get back to his hotel. Afew
‘minutes into the drivebackto his hotel, Schlapp rested his hand on Huffman’s leg, Huffman said.

‘Huffman's mind raced as Schlapp's hand remained on his thighfor mostofthe ride to his hotel. “Whatdo Tsay to
thisguy?” Huffman recalled wondering,“Oris hegoingto get pissed andsaysomething bad about mebecause he's
Matt Schlapp and 1 am John Qstaffer for Herschel Walker?”

Before gettingoutofthe car, Schlapp rubbed Huffman's genitals, Huffman said. Then he invited Huffman to his
hotel room.

Huffman said he declined, as wavesofshame and revulsion were starting to wash overhim. At 11:26 p.m, he.
startedtextingan acquaintance with yearsofexperience in Republican polities oradvice.

“Matt Schlapp . He literallyjust fondledmyjunk... Like ImOver here shaking .. [dk what to do.”

A coupleofminutes after midnight, Schlapp called Huffman to confirm a ride the nextmorningto another ray.
Huffman said he was in shockwhen he agreed.

By 12:30 a.m., Huffman was home and called a close friend. He told her he needed to record a statement to document what
happened with Schlapp.



In the seven-minute video, a visiblyanguished Huffman says its about 12:45 a.m, gives his full
name and describes the incident. Huffman also sent the video to a college friend, who watched it
‘and spoke to him a few hours later, and to hs wife, Jessica Huffman, whom he separated from last
year.

“Youcan'tmakeup the emotion he recordedinthevideo — thewayhereactedandtheshame he
felt” bis wife said in an interview weeks ago. “He knows that Iwas thevictimof a sexual assault,
and he would never make something like that up.”

‘The next morning, Schlapp texted Huffman that he was in the hotel lobby. Huffman quickly
shared his account ofthe night before withthree Walker campaign officals. In the early-morning
rush before theday's events, the campaign team conferred about the situation.

“Noneofus had any reason to believe thathewould makethisstory up,”said oneofthe
campaign staffers involved in the discussion. “We believed him then, andwe believe him now. ..
Weweregoing to have his back.”

Huffman was told he did not have to pick up Schlapp for the one-hour drive to that day's rally in
Macon, Ga., and the campaign arranged foran outside chauffeur. Huffman was advised to send
Sehilapp the driver's contact information and tll him whyhe would not be pickin him up.

“Idid want to say 1 was uncomfortable with what happened last night,” Hullman texted Schlapp at 7:46am.

“Pls give me acallThx,” Schlapp replied immediately. Schlapp also called him three times: twice
at7:53 am. and a third time at 8:09 a.m. Huffman didn't answer.

Ati2:2 p.m, Schlapp senta final text to Huffman. “CarltonIfyou could see it in your heart to
call me at endof day. Iwould appreciate t,” he wrote. “If not I wish you luck on the campaign
‘andhopeyou keep up the good work.”

Campaign staffers thatdayasked Huffmanif hewanted to talk to a lawyer, therapistor law
enforcement.Hewas worriedaboutdisrupting the Walker campaign, which wasalreadyin crisis
‘over an allegation that the candidate had paid for a girlfriend's abortion in 2009. Huffman talked
to the campaign'slawyerbut decided thatifhe did come forward, it would be aftr the lection.
He did not ile a policereportforthesame reason.

“They never questioned my honesty,” he saidofthe Walkerstaffers. “They listened tomy story.
andreactedina very humanway toit.”



‘That evening, Huffman spoke to his parents. “He was a basket case,” said his mother, Pamela
Huffman, in aninterviewlast month. *I was so hurt because he was so hurt.”

Fourdaysafter Walkerlost, Huffman lashed out on social media. “Don’t let @mschlapp get too
‘many vodkas in him. It doesn't end well,” he wrote in a tweethelater deleted. Less than two weeks
later, Huffman tweeted directly at Schlapp, writing, “you know exactly what you did.” He also
deletedtheDec. 23postbecause,hesaid,hewasn'treadyfor “allhelltobreakloosebefore:
Christmas.”

‘About two weeks late, the Daily Beast published Huffman'sallegations without identifying him
by name. Huffman's lawyer, Tim Hyland, had argued in court papers that Huffman filed the
lawsuit anonymously outoffearof “an undue riskofretaliatory physical or mental harm.”

Alice Crites, Dylan Wells and Josh Dawsey contributed to this report.
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EXHIBIT D



he Washington Post

Man claiming sexual misconduct

ByBethReinhard andIsaacAmsdort



In the lawsuit, Huffman says that as staffer for Georgia Senate candidate Herschel Walker, he was asked to drive Schlapp when
he cametoAtlanta for an Oct. 19 campaign rally. According to Huffman, Schlapp groped his crotch in the ca afer they went to two
bars that night. Schlapp acknowledges going to bars with Huffman but denies the rest ofhis account.

Leigh Tauss contributed to this story.
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TranscriptofHearing
Conducted on March 8, 2023 32

1 | and served is accompanied by a copy, let's say it |

2| was a protective order, I think -- |

3 THE COURT: Okay. Have you -- and, so, I |

4 might have cut you off, Mr. Hyland. Was there |

5| any -- or did you have additional points you |

6 wanted to argue?

7 MR. HYLAND: I don't believe I do, your

8| Honor, unless your Honor has any particular

9| questions or if there's something else you'd like

10| me to address. |

1" THE COURT: No, but I was going to ask

12| you, and I can always ask Mr. Chew, as well, have

13| you all discussed the parameters of a proleclive |

14| order. |

15 MR. HYLAND: We have not.

16 THE COURT: Okay. And has either counsel

17| considered a gag order in a case involving this |

18| kind of publicity attention that might unduly, you

19| know, taint a potential jury pool? Have you |

20| talked about that? |

21 MR. HYLAND: We have not, although I think l

22| Judge Howell sort of unilat -- more or less, |

|
So PLANET DEPOS oT

888.433.3767 | WWW.PLANETDEPOS.COM



TranscriptofHearing
Conducted on March 8, 2023 “4

1 | resides. I would prohibit in any order Defendants |

2 | from doing that and -- but -- and I -- I, you

3 know, am not at this time inclined to issue a gag

4 | order, but I think that this is the kind of case |

5 | that, you know, the media attention can really |

6 spiral out of control here and -- and I would be

7 | concerned about tainting any potential jury pool |

8| if this case were to go to trial. So, counsel may

9 | want to, you know, see what you might be able to

10| work out with respect to that.

1 But, essentially, the Court is going to |

12| grant the Defendants' motion, finding that the |

13| Plaintiff has failed to meet the special |

14| circumstances laid out in the statute for being |

15| able to proceed under a pseudonym.

16 MR. CHEW: Thank you, your Honor. May we |

17| shoot you a proposed order later this afternoon? |

18 THE COURT: Sure. |

19 Mr. Hyland, did you want to say something? |

20 MR. HYLAND: Well, yeah, I wanted to, just |

21| for purposes of the order, I suppose what needs to |

22 | happen under the statute is we need to file an

- PLANET DEPOS -
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VIRGINIA:

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE CITY OF ALEXANDRIA

CARLTON HUFFMAN, )

Plaintiff, )

v. ) Civil Action No. 23001055

MATTHEW A. SCHLAPP )

-and- )
)

MERCEDES V. SCHLAPP, )

Defendants. )
-0)

ORDER

The Court having read and considered the Motion for Gag Order filed by Defendants

Mathew A. Sichlapp and Mercedes V. Schlapp (“Defendants”), any opposition thereto by Plaintiff

Carlton Huffman (collectively with the Defendants, the “Parties”, and having heard argument of

counsel and good causing appearing, it is, this 22" day of March, 2023, hereby ORDERED as

follows:

I. The Parties shall not knowingly make any substantive statement, directly or

indirectly, whether orally or in writing, to any member of the media (“Media”) concerning this

action (“Action”) or the subject matter thereof, unless and until the Action is resolved by

settlement, Court order, or jury verdict.
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2. The Parties shall not, directly or indirectly, share with the Media any documents

concerning this Action or the subject matter thereof, including without limitation any documents

produced by any Parties or witnesses in this Action.

3. The Parties shall not, directly or indirectly, make any public statements about this

‘Action or the subject matter thereof, including without limitation by issuing a press release, posting

on social media accounts, of reposting or commenting on social media posts by others, unless and

until the Action is resolved by seulement, Court order, o jury verdict.

4. The restrictions set forth in paragraphs 1 through 3 shall apply with equal force to

counsel for the parties and to any professionals or vendors working on behalfofthe Parties or their

counsel, except as necessary to perform legal work for the Action itself.

"TheHonorableLisaBendareffKemler
CHIEF JUDGE

Compliance with Rule I:13 requiring the endorsementof counselofrecord is modified by the
court, in its direction, to permit the submissionofthe following electronic signatures of
counsel in lieuof an original endorsement or dispensing with the endorsement.
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WE ASK FOR THIS:

Benjamin G. Chew (VSB #29113)
Stephen A. Best (VSB #30215)
Andrew C. Crawford (VSB #89093)
BROWN RUDNICK LLP
601 Thirteenth Street, N.W.
Suite 600
‘Washington, D.C. 2000S
Telephone: (202) 536-1782
E-mail: behew@brownrudnickcom

Camille M. Vasquez (pro hac vice forthcoming)
Samuel A. Moniz (pro hac vice forthcoming)
BROWN RUDNICK LLP
2211 Michelson Drive, Seventh Floor
Irvine, CA 92612
Telephone: (949) 440-0234
e-mail: cvasquez@brownrudnick com

Counselfor Defendants
Matthew A. Schlapp and
Mercedes V. Schlapp

SEEN AND OBJECTED TO:

Timothy B. Hyland, Esq.
Tyler Southwick, Esq.
HYLAND LAW PLLC
1818 Library Street, Ste 500
Reston, VA 20190
Telephone: (703) 956-3566
E-mail: thyland@hylandpllc.com

tsouthwick@hylandpllc.com

Counselfor Plaintiff
Carlton Huffman
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

THEREBY CERTIFY that on this 22dayofMarch, 2023, I sent a true and correct copy

of the foregoing Praecipe/Notice, Defendants’ Motion for Gag Order, memorandum in support,

and proposed Order via email and first-class mail, postage prepaid to the following:

Timothy B. Hyland, Esq.
Tyler Southwick, Esq.
HYLAND LAW PLLC
1818 Library Street, Suite 500
Reston, VA 20190
‘Telephone: (703) 956-3566
E-mail: thyland@hylandpllc.com

tsouthwick@hylandplic.com

p74 G. Chew (VSB #29113)
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