O N AN N A WO -

NN N N
mwmmpuNESG;:;GES'U:S

) ')

Bert H. Deixler, State Bar No. 070614 : Ll AR
2049 Park East i]?lj ED
Sgite ggg(t)ury A B LO | ANGELES SUPERIOR COURT
Los Angeles, California 90067-3206 SEP 24 2010

Telephone:  (310) 284-5663

Facsimile:  (310) 557-2193 .;;;‘HN;A. CLARKE, CLERK
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CAL. [FORNIA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS AN(; | LES

- Y
DAVID V. BECKHAM, an individual, ) Case No. :Wlo 9756
)
Plaintiff, ) COMPLAI''} FOR:
)
v. ) 1. LIBEL
)
BAUER PUBLISHING COMPANY, L.P., a ) 2. SLAND il
Delaware limited partnership; BAUER MAGAZINE )
L.P., a Delaware limited partnership; BAUER ) 3. INTENIHONAL INFLICTION
MEDIA GROUP, INC., a Delaware corporation; ) OF EM 'TIONAY, DISTRESS
BAUER, INC,, a Delaware corporation; BAUER ) :
NORTH AMERICA, INC., a Delaware corporation; ) JURY TRIA . DEMANDED
MICHELLE LEE, an individual; IRMA NICI, an ) )
individual; and DOES 1 through 50, inclusive, )CAS E MAMAGH VEN T CONFERENCE
Defendants. g JAI TS 201
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Plaintiff David V., Beckham (“Beckham”) alleges:
SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

1. This case arises from defendants’ publication of lies t:: r1ake money for themselves
and to embarrass and inflict emotional distress upon Beckham, 2 wo.* d-famous athlete. The Bauer
defendants and defendant Michelle Lee were expressly told in advan: ¢ that the story they
proposed to run in the celebrity gossip magazine In Touch Weekly wi: false. Nevertheless, they
ran the story, deciding to worry later about the size of the damages a' uwid a jury will impose. A
copy of the letter from Beckham’s counsel to the Editor of In Touch - “ezkly is attached hereto as
Exhibit A. The time has now come for these defendants to answer in :>urt for their lies.

PARTIES, JURISDICTION AND VEN! Ji
———’——______.—.

2. Beckham is, and at all relevant times was, an individu: residing in the County of

Los Angeles, California.

3. Upon information and belief, defendant Bauer Pubilishii iCompaay, L.P. is, and at
all relevant times was, a Delaware limited partnership with its princip:| lace of business in
Englewood Cliffs, New Jersey, and engaged in business in the Cc unty »f Los Angeles, California.

4, Upon information and belief, defendant Bauer Magazin:;, _.P. is, and at all relevant
times was, a Delaware limited partnership with its principal place of b siness in Jinglewood Cliffs,
New Jersey, and engaged in business in the County of Los Angeles, C:. ifzrnja.

5. Upon information and belief, Bauer Media Group, Inc. i:, and at a:l relevant times
was, a Delaware corporation with its principal place of business in Nev: York, New York. Bauer
Media Group, Inc. also maintains an office and does business in the Co: nry of Los Angeles,
California,

6. Upon information and belief, defendant Bauer, Inc. is, ard at all relevant times was,
Delaware corporation with its principal place of business in Engleviood liffs, New Jersey, and
engaged in business in the County of Los Angeles, Califomnia,

7. Upon information and belief, defendant Heinrich Bauer !, :vth America, Inc. is, and
at all relevant times was, a Delaware corporation with its principai place »f susiness in New York,

New York, and engaged in business in the County of Los Angeles, Calif 11a.
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8. The Bauer defendants own, control, and/or publish I} 7"3uch Weekly énd caused it
to be distributed in Los Angeles County. Copies of the offending A. -icle were offered for
purchase and purchased in the Western District of the Los Angeles County Superior Court,

9, Defendant Michelle Lee (“Lee”) is, upon information ¢l belief, an individual
residing in the State of New York, Upon information and belief, Lec is, at all times mentioned
herein was, employed as Executive Editor of In Touch Weekly.

10.  Defendant Irma Nici (“Nici”) is, upon information an| beliet] an individual
residing in the State of New York. Upon information and belief, the !laver defendants paid Nici
for her false statements.

1. Venue is proper in the Western District of the Los Ang :lixs County Superior Court
because the injuries alleged herein were intended to be inflicted, and + ¢re inflicted, in that district,

12.  Also sued as Does 1 through 50 are the writers, plotogiaphers, editors, distributors,
retailers and other involved in the publication and distribution of the «.rticle. Plaintiffis ignorant
of the true names and capacity of defendants sued as Does 1-50, inclu:: ve, and therefore sues these
defendants by such fictitious names, Plaintiff will amend this coraplaii td alleg: their true names:
and capacities when ascertained..

13.  Plaintiff is informed and believes that each defendunt is, and at all relevant times
was, the agent of the other defendants in performing the acts allegzd he ein. Plaintiff is further
informed and believes that each defendant has pursued a common cour: ¢ 3f conduct and aided and

abetted one another to accomplish the acts alleged and each therefore legially responsible for the

FACTS COMMON TO ALL CAUSES OF AC | TN

14.  On or before September 23, 2010, an article entitled “Da-i¢!"s Dangerous Betrayal”

acts of the other.

(the “Article”) was published in I Touch Weekly’s October 4, 2010 issv 2. A vopy of the Article is
attached hereto as Exhibit B,

15.  The Article described in graphic detail a series of lies attiil-ited to Nici, a self-
described former prostitute, including that she had an affair with Beckhz i in 2007. The Article

purports to state as fact Nici’s false and unprivileged statement that Bec| 1dm comunitted adultery

2

Lalal Wa L SNV




\OOO\lO\MANN

10

1

12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

() ()

with her by paying for sex with her and another alleged prostitute.

16.

The Article contains the following false and defamats v statements of and

concerning Beckham including, among others:;

David is yet another high-profile star to be caught che; tizg cn h:s
wife .... Trma Nici, a former high class call girl, :lain; she’s slept
with the world’s most famous soccer star five time ani spills every

dirty detail of their affair.

Irma claims that after agreeing on a price for several h s of'sex,
David gave Irma $5,000 in cash, which he retrieved from an
envelope in the hotel room safe. Then, at David’s requ 30, Inna took
ashower.... She changed into black lingerie and they »gan to
make out “passionately” on the bed, Irma reveals.

The two spent the next hour engaged in steamy forepla .. ... After
approximately an hour, Irma says she “whipped out” a - nyufora and

the two had sex for 15 minutes . ..

Irma ordered room service and suggested that they invit: arother

escort to join them. David agreed . ...

When the brunette arrived, Irma told her to take a showe! ard then

the two engaged in a girl-on-girl show for David.
After the other girl left, David asked Irma to stay the nig 't qad after

agreeing on a total price of $10,000, they took a bath tog:in.er, ...

[TThey slept together one more time.

3

AONADY 4 e



A - T L N VU S S

NNNNNNN — —

) )

David and Irma met up again at the Claridge’s hotel i I.oncon
about a month later .... Irma claims he paid her abou: $3,060 for 90
minutes of what she characterizes as “stress reliever s 38,7

17. The Article refers to Beckham by name throughout, v 15 1nade of and concerning
Beckham, and was so understood by those who read the Article,

18.  The statements about Beckham were falsely, maliciou: ly, and intentionally
published by defendants and were known by defendants to be fa: se af (= tirne they were made.
Defendants published the statements with actual malice and with the 1tent to profit by causing
harm to Beckham.

19.  Defendant Nici has attempted to capitalize on the publ. A1y her lies have
engendered by establishing her own Web site at http://irmanici.com/h: u:¢:, A screen shot of her
Web site is attached hereto as Exhibit C.

20.  Nici makes false and defamatory statements of and cor erning Beckham on her
Web site, including that “she had worked as an escort seeing David Be::kham, Cuted by a former
friend, Irma decided to come clean about her past and tell her story — I - way.”

21.  Nici’s malicious intent to profit from spreading lies abc i Beckham is clear from
the face of her Web page: “If your [sic] a media outlet and interesited i | |archasing Irma’s photos
please e-mail us at contact@irmanici.com.”

22.  The Article and Nici’s Web site are publicly availanle. 712 defamatory statements
have been viewed by and communicated to, and were intended to be ccinrnunicated to, an
unknown number of people, including in the Western District of tt.e Lg: #.ngeles County Superior
Court and throughout the United States and the world,

23.  The defamatory statements, including that Beckham. con. 13 tec| adultery and the
crime of soliciting prostitution, have been reproduced in numerous othe : pblizations and Web
sites. Defendants have actively encouraged this republication of thz Ar::lz, ir, whole or in part,
and the false and defamatory statements contained therein.

24.  The defamatory statements about Beckham are libelous a1« slandersus on their

face. These statements falsely accuse Beckham of criminal and adulterc i acti vity. The
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defamatory statements expose Beckham to hatred, contempt, ridicul: 3:1d cbloquy because they
inaccurately portray Beckham as an unfaithful husband who pur his :rl his wife’s health at risk by
engaging in sexual acts with prostitutes.

25.  The defamatory statements about Beckham have caus: d him great mental anguish
and emotional distress.

26.  The defamatory statements about Beckham have dam.| 2e4d his'reputation and
caused him additional damage in the form of the cost of respording t: the defarnatory statements
and protecting his reputation from further damage.

27.  The defamatory statements about Beckham have adve - !y aifeced him in his
professional life as a professional athlete, endorser, and charity spoke ipizrson. Upon information
and belief, Beckham has suffered a loss of future earning capacity dw: ti: the damage to his
reputation and a loss of future opportunity for high-profile charitable : k.

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION

FOR LIBEL

(Against All Defendants Including Does 1-! i)

28.  Plaintiff incorporates by reference herein paragraphs 1 :arcugh 27, inclusive, as
though set forth in full, |

29.  Defendants are responsible for making defamatory state: ozats in viriting
concerning Beckham in the Article and on the Internet in variouS torm.:. iacluding Nici’s personal
Web site. |

30.  The Article and Nici’s Web site contain defamatory stat: ments falsely portraying
Beckham as having engaged in immoral and criminal acts by soliciting wrostitutes. for extramarital
affairs.

31.  Defendants made the defamatory statements availatle in riat end on the Internet to
millions of people worldwide, including in the State of California. Defi:1ianty encouraged the
republication of the defamatory statements, in whole or in part, by additi»r.al third party media

outlets,
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32.  Defendants published the defamatory statements witt knowledge of their falsity.
Defendants acted with the malicious intent to profit by cau#ing 3ecklam harm and at all times
acted with reckless disregard for the truth.

33.  Defendants’ actions have caused Beckham emotional . liziress, mental anguish, and
economic harm, including damage to his reputation and professional _ifi:,

34, As a proximate result of defendants’ conduct, Be:kha 1 las been damaged in an
amount to be proved at trial, but not less than $25 million.

35.  Indoing the acts alleged herein, defendants acted witt [pression, fraud, and
malice, and Beckham is entitled to exemplary damages.

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION
FOR SLANDER
(Against Defendant Nici and Does 1-50

36.  Plaintiff incorporates by reference herein paragraphs 1 hrough 33, inclusive, as
though set forth in full.

37.-  Nici made defamatory oral statements specnﬁcally iden|ifving Beckham. Those
statements are the subject of the Article.

38.  Nici’s defamatory statements falsely portray Beckham :5 having engaged in
immoral and criminal écts by soliciting prostitutes for extramarital aff;. 1.

39.  Nici made her defamatory staxeménts to representatives »f .In "ouch Weekly with
the intent that they be republished in the Article and made available to inillions of people
worldwide in print and over the Internet. Nici has encouraged the repuliication cf her defamatory
statements, including through the launch of her personal Web site.

40.  Nici made her defamatory statements with knowledge o their falsity and with the
malicious intent to profit by causing harm to Beckham.

4]. As a proximate result of Nici’s conduct, Beckham t as s\. Tiered damage to his
reputation, emotional distress, and other economic harm in an amount - hie proved at trial, but not

less than $25 million.
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42.  In doing the acts alleged herein, Nici acted with opp1ssion, fraud, and malice, and

Beckham is entitled to exemplary damages.

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION

FOR INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIO 4 L. DISTRESS
FOR INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIO MSTRESS

(Against All Defendants Including Does | -"1))

43.  Plaintiff incorporates by reference herein paragraphs | through 42, inclusive, as
though set forth in full.

44.  Defendants made and distributed the defamatory statciucnts about Beckham,
including that he committed adultery and the crime of soliciting pros: fines, ancl caused them to be
published and distributed in print and on the Internet to millions of p:aple viorldwide.

45.  Defendants made the defamatory statements with kno : 4uddge of iheir falsity and
with the intent to profit from causing Beckham economic and entotio 4l harm and with a reckless
disregard for the truth.

46.  Defendants’ graphic depiction of fictitious events in th:: /ticle exceeds the bounds
of decency.

47.  Defendants’ worldwide publication of the defamarory :. alements has damaged
Beckham’s teputaﬁon and caused him additional economic harm. De: snelants’ ections have also
caused Beckham to suffer severe mental anguish and emotional distre:: ;.

48.  In doing the acts alleged herein, defendants acted with . ppression, fraud, and
malice, anﬁ Beckham is entitled to exemplary damages.

WHEREFORE, Beckham prays judgment against Defendants, : 0.l each of them, as
follows:

1. For damages in an amount to be determined at trial, but i1t less than $25 million;

2. For a preliminary and permanent injunction prohibiting :'e:ndants from
distributing the Article and publishing the defamatory statements conta’ 1ed therein;

3. For exemplary and punitive damages;

4 For attomeys’ fees and costs incurred herein; and
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S. For such other and further relief as this Court dezms . 15t and proper.

f

- /
Dated: September 24, 2010 ) /

Nan

Bert 1. Deixle-

Attorney for Plaintiff
David V. Beckham




