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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR SNOHOMISHiGOUNFYunt :

AARON BOCK, as Personal Representative
of the ESTATE of KENNETH D. BOCK, NO. 1 @' 2 @'7 3 4 6 7
deceased,
SUMMONS
Plaintiff, [20 days])
vs.

KONRAD HASKINS and PHYLLIS
HASKINS, individually and the marital
community composed thereof,

Defendants.

To: Konrad Haskins and Phyllis Haskins

15465 - 166™ Ave. SE

Monroe, WA 98272

(425) 280-3764

A lawsuit has been started against you in the above entitled court by the plaintiff.

Plaintiff's claims are 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 after the service of this summons, excluding the day of service, or a default judgment may
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be entered against you without notice. A default judgment is one where the plaintiff is entitled
to what he/she 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 served 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 attomey 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 this 16 day of August, 2010.

S -

By: Christopher M.

Attorneys for Plai
SUMMONS ~ Davis LAw GROUP, P.S.
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(206) 727-4000
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR SNOHOMISH COUNTY

AARON BOCK, as Personal Representative
of the ESTATE of KENNETH Dp BOCK, NO. i- 0 2 07 3 4 6 7
deceased,
COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES
Plaintiff,

VS§.

KONRAD HASKINS and PHYLLIS
HASKINS, individually and the marital
comumunity composed thereof,

Defendants.

COMES NOW the Plaintiff, by and through his attorney of record, and states and

alleges against the above-named Defendants as follows:

I. PARTIES & JURISDICTION
1.1 Plaintiff Aaron Bock is the Personal Representative of the Estate of Kenneth
D. Bock, deceased, by order of the court in King County Superior Court Cause No. 10-4-
03365-1 SEA. Plaintiff Bock brings this cause of action on behalf of the Estate and the
Estate’s beneficiaries for the wrongful death of Kenneth D. Bock pursuant to RCW 4.20 et

seq.

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES Davis LAw GRoOUP, P.S.
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1.2 Defendants Konrad Haskins and Phyllis Haskins are believed to be residents
of Snohomish County, state of Washington. These defendants are believed to be husband and
wife and therefore constitute a marital community under the laws of Washington. At all times
material hereto, each of the defendant’s acts and/or omissions described herein were for and on
behalf of their marital community.

1.3 All actions and/or omissions described herein took place upon the commercial
property of the business known as Chain Lake Mini-Storage (Chain Lake) in the city of

Monroe, Snohomish County, state of Washington.

II. FACTS

2.1 At all times material hereto, the defendants owned, kept, controlled and/or
otherwise harbored a canine animal (dog) which they named “Buddy.”

2.2 On or about February 9, 2010, Defendant Konrad Haskins visited the Chain
Lake property to inspect or visit a mini-self storage unit. The defendant had with him his dog
Buddy.

23 On this date, an employee of Chain Lake named Kenneth D. Bock was
present and working on the property.

24  Defendant Haskins permitted and/or allowed his dog Buddy to roam free on
the Chain Lake property.

2.5  While on the Chain Lake property, the defendants’ dog bit and/or injured a
Chain Lake customer named Daniel Bork.

2.6  Defendant Haskins had knowledge that his dog had bitten Mr. Bork and/or

acted aggressively toward Mr. Bork.

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES DaAvIS LAw GRoOuUP, P.S,
PAGE -2 2101 FOURTH AVENUE, SUITE 630
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98121
{206) 7274000
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2.7  Defendant Haskins paid $100 to Mr. Bork as compensation for the bite and/or

injury he received from Haskins’ dog.

2.8  Thereafter, the defendant’s dog bit and/or injured another person, to wit:
Kenneth D. Bock.

2.9  The defendants’ dog bit and/or injured Mr. Bock’s finger while the animal

was still present on the Chain Lake property.

2.10 Thereafter, Mr. Bock developed a life-threatening infection from the dog bite.

2.11 Mr. Bock was later diagnosed with capnocytophaga canimorsus sepsis,
which is a bacterium commonly found in the saliva of cats and dogs.

2.12  Mr. Bock thereafter died on February 19, 2010.

2.13  The cause of Mr. Bock’s death was capnocytophaga canimorsus sepsis

secondary to the bite inflicted by the defendants’ dog on Feb. 9, 2010.

III. FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION
LIABILITY UNDER DOG BITE STATUTE - RCW 16.08.040
3.1  Plaintiff re-alleges the allegations set forth in paragraphs 1.1 through 2.13,
and incorporates them as fully set forth herein.
3.2  The Defendants are strictly liable for the injuries and damages caused to

plaintiff and the decedent as mandated by the dog liability statute at RCW 16.08 ef seq.

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES Davis Law Group, P.S.
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IV. SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION
COMMON LAW STRICT .LIABILITY
4.1 Plaintiff re-alleges the allegations set forth in paragraphs 1.1 through 3.2, and
incorporates them as fully set forth herein.
4.2  The defendants had prior knowledge, or constructive knowledge, that their
dog Buddy had vicious and/or dangerous propensities that were likely to lead to injuries

inflicted upon another human being, including the injury or bite that Buddy inflicted upon

Kenneth D. Bock.

4.3  The defendants had prior knowledge that their dog Buddy had previously
bitten, injured or acted aggressively toward other human beings.

44  The defendants failed to adequately quarantine and/or confine their dog
Buddy before it bit and injured Kenneth D. Bock.

4.5  The defendants are therefore strictly liable for the injuries and damages

caused to the plaintiff and the decedent.

V. THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION
NEGLIGENCE
5.1 Plaintiff re-alleges the allegations set forth in paragraphs 1.1 through 4.5, and
incorporates them as fully set forth herein.

52  The Defendants owed Plaintiff and Kenneth D. Bock a duty of care and a duty

to act reasonably.

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES Davis Law GROUP, P.S.
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5.3  The Defendants breached their duty of care and duty to act reasonably by,
among other things, failing to control and/or confine their dog so it could not injure or bite
another human being.

5.4  The Defendants breached their duty of care and duty to act reasonably by,
among other things, failing to inform, wamn and disclose to Kenneth D. Bock all known vicious
or dangerous tendencies by Buddy and all known prior aggressive acts committed by Buddy
toward other human beings.

5.5  The Defendants breached their duty of care and their duty to act reasonably
by, among other things, failing to sequester, quarantine and/or confine their dog, failing to '
prevent the dog’s contact with other human beings, and failing to take any other reasonable
steps to protect other human beings from a dangerous animal.

5.6 As aresult of the Defendant’s negligent acts and/or omissions, the Plaintiff
and Kenneth D. Bock were injured, suffered, and continue to suffer, physical disability, pain,
emotional trauma and grief, loss of enjoyment, medical expenses, loss of earnings and earning

capacity, loss of consortium and other damages.

VI. FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION
DAMAGES FOR WRONGFUL DEATH
6.1  Plaintiff re-alleges the allegations set forth in paragraphs 1.1 through 5.6, and
incorporates them as fully set forth herein.
6.2  The defendant’s dog bit and injured another human being, and this injury

proximately caused the wrongful death of Kenneth D. Bock.

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES Davis Law Group, P.S.
PAGE -5 2101 FOURTH A VENUE, SUITE 630
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98121
(206) 727-4000
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6.3  The defendants’ dog, and their acts and/or omissions described herein, have
subjected the defendants to common law strict liability and negligence for the wrongful death
of Kenneth D. Bock.

6.4  As a proximate cause of the bite inflicted by the defendants’ dog, and the
defendants’ acts and/or omissions described herein, the defendants are liable to plaintiff,
Kenneth D. Bock and his estate, for all economic and non-economic damages, including those
allowed by RCW 4.20 et seq., and which include without limitation, past and future medical
expense, funeral, and burial expenses, past and future lost income or earning capacity, loss of
consortium, emotional distress, grief, loss of enjoyment of life, inconvenience, mental anguish,
the destruction of the spousal and parent-child relationship, and conscious pain, suffering,
anxiety and fear of impending death experienced by the decedent in amounts to be proven at

trial.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for judgment against the Defendants, jointly and

severally, as follows:

1. For all damages sustained by the Estate and the Estate’s beneficiaries in an
amount proven at trial, including past and future medical expense and other healthcare
expenses, lost wages, lost earning capacity, funeral and burial expense, pain and suffering, both
mental and physical, loss of enjoyment of life, disability, disfigurement, damage to property,
past and future special damages, loss of consortium, loss of relationship, and other damages;

2. Interest calculated at the maximum amount allowable by law, including pre-

and post-judgment interest;

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES Davis Law Group, P.S.
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SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98121
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3. A reasonable attorney's fee as allowed by law;

4. Costs and disbursements pursuant to statute; and

3. Other and further relief this Court may deem just and equitable.

DATED this _{ @ day of August, 2010.

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES
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