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V.

CODE REVISION COMMISSION,
NATHAN DEAL, individually and in
his Official Capacity as Governor of
Georgia, ef al,

Defendants.

DEFENDANT DEAL’S ANSWER AND DEFENSES OF LAW

COMES NOW Defendant Nathan Deal, Govemor of the State of Georgia,
by and through counscl, Sammnel §. Olens, Attorney General for the Slate of
Georgia, and makes this his Answer and Defenses of Law to the Complaint filed
by Plairﬁiff GeorgiaCarry.Org, Inc., by showing and stating as follows:

FIRST DEFENSE

The claims against Defendant Deal are barred by ihe doctrine of sovereign
immunity.

SECOND DEFENSE

The Complaint fails to state a claim against Defendant Deal for which relief

can be pranted.



THIRD DEFENSE

Plaintifl does not have standing to bring this declaralory action against
Defendant Deal.

FOURTH DEFENSE

The claim for declaratory judgment is moot.

FIFT1L DEFENSE

Responding to the specific aliegations in the Complaint, Defendant Deal
answers as follows:
L.
Defendant Deal admits that Plaintiff seeks mandamus and declaratory relief
in this Compiaint.
2.
Defendant Deal admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 2.
3. |
t}efendant Deal is without sufficient information to form a beiiet as to the
truth of the allegations contained in Paragraph 3, and therefore denjes all such
a]legalions.
4.
Defendant Deal adinits that O.C.G.A, § 28-9-2 ef 33-;;- creates the Code

Revision Commission {“CRC™) and further states that the stalutes speak for



themselves. To the cxtent that the allegations in Paragraph 4 differ from the
glatutes, Delendant Deal deni.es such allegations.
5.
Defendant Deal admits that he is the Governor of Georgia.
6.

Defendant Deal admits that David Ralston is the Speaker of the House of
Representatives of Georgia. Defendant Deal states that O.C.G.A. § 28-9-2, which
creates the CRC, speaks for itself, and therefore no additional response is
necessary. To thc extent that the allegations in Paragraph 6 differ from the
statutes, Delendant Deal denies su_ch allegations.

7.

Defendant Deal admits that Lowell “Casey” Cagle is the Ljewtenant
Governor and .President of the Senate of Georgia. Defendant Deal states thal
0.C.G.A. § 28-0-2, ;v'\'rhiﬂh creates the CRC, speaks Jor itself, and therefore no
additional response 1s necesséry. To the extent that the aflegations in Paragraph 7
dif_f(:r froin the statutes, Defendant Deal denies such allepations.

| B.

Decfendant Deal is without sufficient infonuation to form a belief as 1o the

rith of the allegations comained in Paragraph 8, and therefore denies all such

allcgations.



13.
Defendant Deal states that the 2014 House and Senate Journals related to
HB 60 speak for themselves, and thereforc no response is necessary. To the extent
that -the allegations contained in Paragraph 13differ from the 2014 House and
Senate Journalg, Defendant Deal denies such allegations.
14.
Defendant Deal states that the 2014 House and Senate Joumals related to
HB 60 and HB 826 speak for themselves, and therefore no response is necessary,
To the extent that the allegations contained in Paragraph 10 differ from the 2014
House and Senate Journals, Defendant Deal denies such allegations.
15.
Defendant Deal admits the allegations c-c-ntajnéd in Paragraph 15.
16.
Defendant Deal adinits the allegations conlained in Paragraph 16.
17.
Defendant Deal states that HB 826, Act 575, Ga. L. 2014, p. 432 §§
1-1 speéiks for itself, and therefore no response to Paragraph 17 is necessary.
18. |

Defendant Deal dentes the allegations contained in Paragraph 18.



19.

Pefendant Deal admits that he publicly stated that HB 60 conflicts with HB

826. Defendani Deal denies all remaining allegations contained in Para.graﬁh i9.
20.

Paragraph 20 states legal conclusions. To the extent that Paragraph 20
contains legal conclusions, Defendant Deal states that no response is necessary,
Defendant Deal further states that O.C.G.A, § 28-9-2 et seq., which provides the
duties and obligations of the CRC, speak for themselves. '['o the extent that the
allegations in Paragraph 20 differ from the statutes, Defendant Deal denies such
allegations.

21.

Paragraph 21 states legal conclusions. To the extent that Paragraph 21
contains legal conclusions, Defendant Deal states that no TESPONSEe 1S NEeCcessary.
Defendant Deal denies all remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 21.

22

Paragraph 22 states legal conclusions. To the extent that Paragraph 22

contains legal conclusions, Defendant Deal states that no regponse is necessary.

Defendant Deal denies all remaining allegalions contained in Paragraph 22.



23.

Defendant Deal is without siufficient information to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations contained in Paragraph 23, and therefore denies all such
allegations.

24,

Paragraph 22 states lepal conclusions. 1o the extent that Parapraph 24
contains lepal conclusions, Defendant Deal states that no response 13 necessary.
Detendant Deal denies any remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 24.

25.
Defendant Deal admits the allegalions contained in Paragraph 25.
26.

Defendant Deal admits that the provisions of HB 826 § 1-1, relating to
carrying firearms into school safety zones, were not incorporated in the Official
Code of Georgia. Defendant Deal denies all remaining allegations contained in
Paragraph 26.

27.

Defendant Deal is without sufficient information to form a beliel as to ithe

truth of the ajlegations contained in Paragraph 27, and therefore denies all such

allegations.



28.

Defendant Deal is without sufficient information to form a belicf as to the
truth of the allegations contained in Paragraph 28, and therefore denies all such
allegations.

20.

Paragraph 29 states Jegal conclusions and prayers for relief. To the extent
that Paragraph 29 contains legal conclusions and prayers for relief, Defendant eal
slales that no response is necessary. Defendant Deal denies all remaining
allegations comained in Paragraph 29.

30.

Defendant Deal admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 30.

31.

Paragraph 31 states legal conclusions. To the extent that Paragraph 31
comlains legal conclusions, Defepdant chal states that no response is necessary.
Defendant Deal denies all remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 31, and
points this Court to House Bill 90, Act 8, 2015, §§ 16 (3), 54 (a), certified copy
attached hereto as Exlubit 1, which adopts and gives force and effect of law 1o
(.C.G.A. § 16-11-127.]1 as published by the CRC into the Official Code of

Geargia pursuant to O.C.G.A. § 28-9-5 (c).



32

Paragraph 32 contains prayers for relief. To the extent that Paragraph 32
contains prayvers for relief, Defendani Deal states that no response is necessary.
Defendant Deal denies all remaining allegations coniained in Paragraph 32.

33.

Paragraph 33 contains prayers for relief. To the extent that Paragraph 33
contains prayers for relief, Defendant Deal states that no response is necessary.
Defendant Deal denies all remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 33.

34.

Paragraph 34 contains prayers for relief. To ithe extent that Paragraph 34
contains pravers for relief, Defendant Deal states that no response is necessary.
Detendant Deal denies all remaining a]]egatiéns contained in Paragraph 34.

35,

Paragraph 35 contains prayers for relief. To the extent that Paragraph 35
containg pravers {or relief, Defendant Deal states that no reéponse 18 necessary.
Defendant Deal denies al) remaining allegations contained in Pmagraph 35,

36.

Defendant Deal denies each and every allegation of fact and law not

previously admiﬁeda denied, c-r_othemfise controverled, and further denies that

Plaintiff is entitled to any of the relief sought by means of the instant complaint.



CONCLUSTON

WHEREFORE, ﬁaving (iled this Answer and Defenses of Law, Defendant
Deal prays that the Complaint for Declaratory Relief be dismissed without
requiring further response, that Plaintiff be assessed and that Defendants be
awarded all costs incurred, including attorney’s fees, and all costs of this action be

{axed against Plaintiff.

—T
Respectfully submitied this the 24 1

day of March, 2013,

SAMUEL 5. OLENS 551540
Attorney General

BETH BURTON 027500 .- _
DE}TEK“}{xﬂTtDIIﬁ}’ Gen g '

- PH DE.OEE 231000
Enm Assistani: ﬂtitnrne (reneral
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"REBECCA J. DOBRAS 040524
Assistant Attomey General

Please direct communications to:
"REBECCA I. DOBRAS

Assistant Attorpey General

A0 Capitol Square, S.W.

Alianta, Georgia 30334-1300

(404) 636-0749

rdobras@law.ga.pov
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CERTIFICATE OI' SERVICE

I do hereby certify that T have this day served this Answer and Defenses of
Law, prior to filing the same, by depositing a copy thereof, postage prepaid, i the

United States Mail, properly addressed upon:

John Monroe
Altomey for Plaintiff
0640 Coleman Road
Roswell, GA 30075

This l/’L day of March, 2015.

MMWW@’
REBECCA J. DOBRAS—
Assistant Attorney General

Please ditect communications to:
REBECCA J. DOBRAS
Assistant Attorney General

40 Capitol Square, 5. W.
Atlanta, Georgia 30334-1300
(404) 656-0749

rdobras@law.ga.gov

11



