
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

____________________________________                                                                        
)

MEDIA RESEARCH CENTER, )
)

Plaintiff, )
) Civil Action

v. ) No. 10-2013 (ESH)
)

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE; )
THE SOLICITOR GENERAL )
OF THE UNITED STATES, )

)
Defendants. )

____________________________________)

ANSWER TO COMPLAINT

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

This Court lacks subject matter jurisdiction over plaintiff’s claims.

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

The Complaint fails to state a claim against defendants upon which relief can be granted.

THIRD DEFENSE

Defendants answer the numbered paragraphs of plaintiff’s Complaint as follows:

1-2. These paragraphs contain conclusions of law and plaintiff’s characterizations of

various provisions of the United States Code, not allegations of fact, and thus no response is

required.

3. This paragraph contains plaintiff’s characterizations of itself and of a provision of

the United States Code, not allegations of fact, and thus no response is required; to the extent a

response is deemed to be required, defendants lack sufficient information or knowledge on

which to form a basis as to the truthfulness of the allegations.
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4. The first two sentences in this paragraph contain plaintiff’s characterizations of

the United States Department of Justice (“DOJ”), not allegations of fact, to which no response is

required; to the extent a response is deemed to be required, defendants admit only that DOJ is a

federal agency located in Washington, D.C.  The third sentence in this paragraph contains a legal

conclusion, not allegations of fact, and thus no response is required; to the extent a response is

deemed to be required, defendants admit only that documents responsive to plaintiff’s request

are in defendants’ possession.

5. The first two sentences in this paragraph contain plaintiff’s characterizations of

the Office of the Solicitor General (“OSG”), not allegations of fact, to which no response is

required; to the extent a response is deemed to be required, defendants deny that OSG is an

“agency,” and admit only that OSG is located in Washington, D.C., and is a component of DOJ. 

The third sentence in this paragraph contains a legal conclusion, not allegations of fact, and thus

no response is required; to the extent a response is deemed to be required, defendants admit only

that documents responsive to plaintiff’s request are in defendants’ possession.

6. With respect to the first sentence in this paragraph, defendants admit only that

plaintiff submitted a request under the Freedom of Information Act, 5 U.S.C. § 552 et al., to

OSG in the form of the letter attached as Exhibit 1 to the Complaint and dated May 25, 2010. 

The remainder of this paragraph contains plaintiff’s characterization of the document attached to

the Complaint as Exhibit 1.  Defendants respectfully refer the Court to that exhibit as the best

evidence of its contents.

7. Defendants admit, except to deny that by letter dated June 22, 2010, Valerie H.

Hall, Executive Officer, OSG, claimed that the documents sought in plaintiff’s requests were

exempt from disclosure under 5 U.S.C. § 552(b)(2); defendants respectfully refer the Court to
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the document attached to the Complaint as Exhibit 2 as the best evidence of its contents.

8. Defendants admit and respectfully refer the Court to the document attached to the

Complaint as Exhibit 3 as the best evidence of its contents.

9. With respect to the first sentence in this paragraph, defendants admit only that

plaintiff submitted to Valerie H. Hall, Executive Officer, OSG, the letter attached as Exhibit 4 to

the Complaint and dated June 25, 2010.  The remainder of this paragraph contains plaintiff’s

characterization of the document attached to the Complaint as Exhibit 4.  Defendants

respectfully refer the Court to that exhibit as the best evidence of its contents.

10. Admit.

11. Admit.

12-13. These paragraphs contains legal conclusions, not allegations of fact, and thus no

response is required; to the extent a response is deemed to be required, defendants deny.

The remaining paragraph of the Complaint contains plaintiff’s requested relief, to which

no response is required.  To the extent a response is deemed to be required, defendants denies the

allegations contained in the remaining paragraph of the Complaint and further aver that plaintiff

is not entitled to any relief.  Any allegation not specifically addressed is denied.

WHEREFORE, defendants respectfully request that the Court enter judgment dismissing

this action with prejudice and awarding defendants costs and such other relief as the Court may

deem appropriate.

Dated: December 30, 2010 Respectfully submitted,

TONY WEST
Assistant Attorney General
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         JOHN R. TYLER
Assistant Branch Director

/s/ Julie Straus                   
Julie Straus
Trial Attorney
United States Department of Justice
Civil Division, Federal Programs Branch
Mailing Address
P.O. Box 883
Washington, D.C., 20044
Delivery Address
20 Massachusetts Ave., NW., Room 6126
Washington, DC 20001
Telephone: (202) 514-7857
Fax: (202) 616-8460
Julie.Straus@usdoj.gov

COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANTS
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