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IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DI STRI CT OF CGEORG A
ATLANTA DI VI SI ON

GEORG ACARRY. ORG, | NC.,
And
CHRI STOPHER RAI SSI

ClVIL ACTI ON FI LE NO.
1: 09- CV-0594- TWI

Plaintiffs

METROPOLI TAN ATLANTA
RAPI D TRANSI T AUTHORI TY,

WANDA DUNHAM | N HER
OFFI CI AL CAPACI TY AS CHI EF
OF THE MARTA PQLI CE,

JOSEPH DORSEY, IN H' S
OFFI CI AL CAPCI TY AS
ASSI STANT CHI EF OF THE
MARTA PQOLI CE,

OFFI CER DCE 1,
OFFI CER DCE 2,
OFFI CER DCE 3,
OFFI CER DCE 4,
and

OFFI CER DCE 5,

N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

Def endant s

ANSVER AND DEFENSES OF DEFENDANTS

COME NOW Def endants METROPOLI TAN ATLANTA RAPI D TRANSI T
AUTHORI TY (hereinafter referred to as MARTA), CH EF WANDA
DUNHAM and ASSI STANT CH EF JOSEPH DORSEY, by and through
t he undersi gned counsel, and hereby answer Plaintiffs’

Conpl ai nt as foll ows:
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FI RST DEFENSE

Plaintiffs fail to state a clai mupon which relief nay be
gr ant ed.

SECOND DEFENSE

Def endants have not violated Plaintiffs constitutional or
any other rights.

THI RD DEFENSE

To the extent that Plaintiffs nanme an O ficer Doe Defendant
in his/her individual capacity, that Defendant is entitled
to qualified imunity.

FOURTH DEFENSE

Def endants are entitled to official 1 munity.

FI FTH DEFENSE

Plaintiff GeorgiaCarry.Org, Inc. |lacks jurisdiction.

SI XTH DEFENSE

Plaintiff GeorgiaCarry.Org, Inc. lacks standing to bring
t he federal clains.

SEVENTH DEFENSE

Wt hout waiving any of the foregoing defenses, Defendants
responds to the individually nunbered paragraphs of the

Conpl ai nt as foll ows:

1. Def endants | ack sufficient know edge or information to

forma belief as to the allegations set forth in
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Paragraph 1 of Plaintiffs’ Conplaint. To the extent
that a response is required, the allegations are

her eby deni ed.

Defendants deny that the state law clains form the
sane case or controversy as the federal clains,
therefore jurisdiction is denied for the state |aw
cl ai ns. Defendants admt for jurisdictional purposes
only, the remaining allegations in paragraph 2 of
Plaintiffs’ Conplaint.

Def endants deny that venue is proper for the state |aw
cl ai ms. Def endants further lack sufficient know edge
or information to form a belief as to where Plaintiff
resi des. Def endants admt for venue purposes only,
t he remai ni ng al | egati ons in par agr aph 3 of
Plaintiffs’ Conplaint.

Def endants | ack sufficient know edge or information to
form a belief as to the allegations set forth in
Paragraph 4 of Plaintiffs’ Conplaint. To the extent
that a response is required, the allegations are
her eby deni ed.

Def endants | ack sufficient know edge or information to
form a belief as to the allegations set forth in

Paragraph 5 of Plaintiffs’ Conplaint. To the extent
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that a response is required, the allegations are
her eby deni ed.

Def endants | ack sufficient know edge or information to
form a belief as to the allegations set forth in
Paragraph 4 of Plaintiffs’ Conplaint. To the extent
that a response is required, the allegations are
her eby deni ed.

Def endant MARTA admts that it is a public body
corporate created by legislation as a joint public
instrunmentality of the <city of Atlanta and the
counties of Fulton, DeKalb, Cobb, Cayton and G nnett
in the manner and for purposes specified in that
certain Act known as the Metropolitan Atlanta Rapid
Transit Authority Act of 1965. MARTA denies the
remaining allegation contained in paragraph 7 of
Plaintiffs’ Conplaint.

Def endants admt that Chief Wanda Dunham is the chief
of the MARTA Police Departnent. Def endants | ack
sufficient knowl edge or information to form a belief
as to the remaining allegations set forth in Paragraph
8 of Plaintiffs’ Conplaint.

Defendants admt that Joseph Dorsey is the assistant
chief of the MARTA Police Departnment. Defendants |ack

sufficient knowl edge or information to form a belief
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

as to the remaining allegations set forth in Paragraph
9 of Plaintiffs’ Conplaint.

Def endants | ack sufficient know edge or information to
form a belief as to the allegations set forth in
Paragraph 10 of Plaintiffs’ Conplaint. To the extent
that a response is required, the allegations are
her eby deni ed.

Def endants admt that on June 20, 2008 Plaintiffs’
counsel met with Defendant Dor sey, at Dorsey’ s
request, regarding MARTA's plan to address 2008 House
Bill 89. Def endants deny the renmining allegations
set forth in Paragraph 11 of Plaintiff’s Conpl aint.

Deni ed.

Exhibit A speaks for itself. To the extent that a
response is required, the allegations are hereby
deni ed.

Exhibit B speaks for itself. To the extent that a
response is required, Defendants deny Paragraph 14 of
Plaintiffs’ Conplaint.

Exhibit C speaks for itself. To the extent that a
response is required, Defendants deny Paragraph 15 of
Plaintiffs’ Conplaint.

Def endants admt that neither Defendant Dorsey, nor

any other representative of MARTA responded to
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17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

Plaintiffs’ counsel. Def endants deny that Plaintiffs’
counsel made four requests for the policy.

Deni ed.

Def endants admt that an Oficer seized the firearm
and that Raissi provided the Oficers with his valid
driver’s |license and GFL. Def endants deny the
remai ning allegations contained in Paragraph 18 of
Plaintiffs’ Conplaint.

Def endants admt that Raissi gave the Oficer his
soci al security nunber. Defendants deny the remaining
all egations contained in Paragraph 19 of Plaintiffs’
Conpl ai nt .

Denied as witten.

Deni ed.

Deni ed.

Exhibit D speaks for itself. To the extent that a
response is required, Defendants deny Paragraph 23 of
Plaintiffs’ Conplaint.

Admi tt ed.

Deni ed.

Def endants | ack sufficient know edge or information to
form a belief as to the allegations set forth in

Paragraph 26 of Plaintiffs’ Conplaint. To the extent
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27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

that a response is
her eby deni ed.
Deni ed.

Deni ed.

Deni ed.

Deni ed.

Deni ed.

Deni ed.

Def endants deny that
relief requested in
Conpl ai nt .

Def endants deny that

relief requested in
Conpl ai nt .
Def endants deny that
relief requested in
Conpl ai nt .
Def endants deny that
relief requested in
Conpl ai nt .
Def endants deny that
relief requested in
Conpl ai nt .

required,

Plaintiffs

Par agr aph

Plaintiffs

Par agr aph

Pl aintiff

Par agr aph

Pl aintiff

Par agr aph

Pl aintiff

Par agr aph

t he

are

33

are

34

37
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38. Defendants deny that Plaintiff is entitled to the
relief requested in Paragraph 38 of Plaintiffs
Conpl ai nt .

39. Defendants deny that Plaintiff is entitled to the
relief requested in Paragraph 33 of Plaintiffs

Conpl ai nt .

WHEREFORE, having fully answered, Defendants
respectfully pray that this Court dismss this action with
costs and attorney’'s fees cast against Plaintiffs, and that
they are awarded such other relief as is deened to be just
and equitabl e.

Respectful ly Subm tted,
_/'s/ Paul a Morgan Nash
Paul a Morgan Nash

CGeorgia Bar No. 528884
Attorney for Defendants

Metropolitan Atlanta Rapid Transit Authority
Legal Services Departnent

2424 Pi ednmont Road, N. E

6'" Fl oor

Atlanta, Georgia 30324

(404) 848-5220

(404) 848-5225 facsimle
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IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DI STRI CT OF CGEORG A
ATLANTA DI VI SI ON

GEORG ACARRY. ORG, | NC.,
And
CHRI STOPHER RAI SSI

ClVIL ACTI ON FI LE NO.
1: 09- CV- 0594- TWI

Plaintiffs

METROPOLI TAN ATLANTA
RAPI D TRANSI T AUTHORI TY,

WANDA DUNHAM | N HER
OFFI CI AL CAPACI TY AS CHI EF
OF THE MARTA PQLI CE,

JOSEPH DORSEY, IN H' S
OFFI CI AL CAPCI TY AS
ASSI STANT CHI EF OF THE
MARTA POLI CE,

OFFI CER DCE 1,
OFFI CER DCE 2,
OFFI CER DCE 3,
OFFI CER DCE 4,
and

OFFI CER DCE 5,

N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

Def endant s

CERTI FI CATE OF FONT TYPE, SIZE AND SERVI CE

| hereby certify that on March 24, 2009, | served
Plaintiffs’ counsel by U S mil and e-filed “ANSWER AND
DEFENSES OF DEFENEDANTS’ to the Clerk of the Court in 12-
poi nt Courier New for filing and uploading to the CM ECF
system which will automatically send e-mail notification
of such filing to the follow ng attorneys of record:

John R Monroe
Attorney at Law
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9640 Col eman Road
Roswel |, GA 30075

Thi s day of March, 2009.

Respectful ly Subm tted,

_/'s/ Paul a Morgan Nash
Paul a Morgan Nash
CGeorgia Bar No. 528884
Attorney for Defendants

Metropolitan Atlanta Rapid Transit Authority
Legal Services Departnent

2424 Pi ednont Road, N. E.

6'" Fl oor

Atlanta, Georgia 30324

(404) 848-5220

(404) 848-5225 facsimle
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