IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF CONNECTICUT
HARTFORD DIVISION

PLANNED PARENTHOOD OF AMERICA,
INC., and PLANNED PARENTHOOD OF
CONNECTICUT, INC,,

Plaintiffs,

VS CIVIL ACTION NO. 3:09-CV-057-RNC

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)
MICHAEL O. LEAVITT, Secretary of the )
United States Department of Health and Humjan
Services, in his official capacity, )

) January 22, 2009
Defendants, )
)
)
)
)
)
)

and

CHRISTIAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION, On
behalf of its individual members,

AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF PRO-LIFE )
OBSTETRICIANS AND GYNECOLOGISTS,)
On behalf of its individual members, and )

)
CATHOLIC MEDICAL ASSOCIATION, On )

behalf of its individual members, and )

)

Proposed Defendant-Intaors. )

PROPOSED DEFENDANT-INTERVENORS’ ANSWER

Answering the specific numbered paragraphs ohBfts’ complaint, the
proposed defendant-intervenors state as follows:

1. The allegations in paragraph 1 include conclusafiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utithmowledge or information

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 1.



2. The allegations in paragraph 2 include conclusairiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 2.

3. The allegations in paragraph 3 are conclusionawfwhich require no
answer; proposed defendant-intervenors deny anydballegations in paragraph 3.

4. The allegations in paragraph 4 are conclusionawfwhich require no
answer; proposed defendant-intervenors deny atydballegations in paragraph 4.

5. The allegations in paragraph 5 are conclusionawfWhich require no
answer; however, proposed defendant-intervenorg thext jurisdiction exists to hear this
case.

6. The allegations in paragraph 6 are conclusionawfwhich require no
answer; however, proposed defendant-intervenong thext jurisdiction exists to hear this
case.

7. The allegations in paragraph 7 are conclusionawfWhich require no
answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are witkilmosvliedge or information sufficient
to form a belief as to the truth of any factuaégltions in paragraph 7.

8. Proposed defendant-intervenors are without knovdestgnformation
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of @léegations in paragraph 8.

9. Proposed defendant-intervenors are without knovdestgnformation
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of @léegations in paragraph 9.

10.  Proposed defendant-intervenors are without knovdemgnformation

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of @léegations in paragraph 10.



11. Proposed defendant-intervenors are without knovdextgnformation
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of @léegations in paragraph 11.

12.  Proposed defendant-intervenors are without knovdextgnformation
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of @léegations in paragraph 12.

13.  The allegations in paragraph 13 include conclusaiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 13.

14.  The allegations in paragraph 14 are conclusiomavofvhich require no
answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are witkioadviedge or information sufficient
to form a belief as to the truth of any factuaégltions in paragraph 14.

15.  Proposed defendant-intervenors are without knovdextgnformation
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of @léegations in paragraph 15.

16.  Proposed defendant-intervenors are without knovdextgnformation
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of @léegations in paragraph 16.

17.  The allegations in paragraph 17 include conclusaiiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of flaetual allegations in paragraph 17.

18.  The allegations in paragraph 18 are conclusiomavofvhich require no
answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are witkilmosvliedge or information sufficient
to form a belief as to the truth of any factuaéglitions in paragraph 18.

19. The allegations in paragraph 19 include conclusaiiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of flaetual allegations in paragraph 19.



20. The allegations in paragraph 20 are conclusiohavwfvhich require no
answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are witkioadviedge or information sufficient
to form a belief as to the truth of any factuaégltions in paragraph 20.

21. The allegations in paragraph 21 include conclusairiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of flaetual allegations in paragraph 21.

22.  The allegations in paragraph 22 are conclusiohavwfvhich require no
answer.

23. The allegations in paragraph 23 are conclusiohavwfvhich require no
answer; proposed defendant-intervenors deny anydhallegations in Plaintiffs’
paraphrase of the law in paragraph 23.

24.  The allegations in paragraph 24 include conclusairiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of flagtual allegations in paragraph 24.

25.  The allegations in paragraph 25 are conclusiotavwfvhich require no
answer; proposed defendant-intervenors deny anydhallegations in Plaintiffs’
paraphrase of the law in paragraph 25.

26. The allegations in paragraph 26 are conclusiotawfvhich require no
answer.

27. The allegations in paragraph 27 include conclusaiiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 27.



28.  The allegations in paragraph 28 include conclusairiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 28.

29. The allegations in paragraph 29 include conclusairiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 29.

30. The allegations in paragraph 30 are conclusioaofvhich require no
answer; proposed defendant-intervenors deny anydhallegations in Plaintiffs’
paraphrase of the law in paragraph 30.

31. The allegations in paragraph 31 are conclusiohavwefvhich require no
answer.

32.  The allegations in paragraph 32 include conclusairiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 32.

33. The allegations in paragraph 33 include conclusaifaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 33.

34. The allegations in paragraph 34 include conclusaifaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 34.

35. Proposed defendant-intervenors are without knovdestgnformation

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of thléegations in paragraph 35.



36. The allegations in paragraph 36 include conclusairiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of @agtual allegations in paragraph 36.

37. The allegations in paragraph 37 include conclusairiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 37.

38. Proposed defendant-intervenors deny the allegatmoparagraph 38,
including but not limited to Plaintiffs’ semantiedefinitions of “pregnancy” and related
terms.

39. Proposed defendant-intervenors deny Plaintiffs’a®im redefinitions of
“pregnancy” and related terms; proposed defend#etyenors are without knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief as to thath of other allegations in paragraph 39.

40. Proposed defendant-intervenors are without knovdextgnformation
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of gligions in paragraph 40.

41. Proposed defendant-intervenors deny the allegatioparagraph 41 to
the extent that Plaintffs are severely confusirgy“raft Regulations” with the
“Proposed Regulations,” which are completely défgrdocuments; the allegations in
paragraph 41 also include conclusions of law wiétfuire no answer; proposed
defendant-intervenors are without knowledge orrmiation sufficient to form a belief as
to the truth of any other factual allegations ingugaph 41.

42.  Proposed defendant-intervenors are without knovdamgnformation

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of thléegations in paragraph 42.



43.  Proposed defendant-intervenors are without knovdextgnformation
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of @léegations in paragraph 43.

44.  The allegations in paragraph 44 include conclusairiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 44.

45.  The allegations in paragraph 45 are conclusiohavefvhich require no
answer; proposed defendant-intervenors deny anydhallegations in Plaintiffs’
paraphrase of the law in paragraph 45.

46. The allegations in paragraph 46 include conclusairiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 46.

47.  Proposed defendant-intervenors are without knovdextgnformation
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of @léegations in paragraph 47.

48. The allegations in paragraph 48 include conclusaiiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utithmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 48.

49.  Proposed defendant-intervenors are without knovdamgnformation
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of thléegations in paragraph 49.

50. The allegations in paragraph 50 include conclusaiiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 50.

51. Proposed defendant-intervenors are without knovdestgnformation

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of thléegations in paragraph 51.



52.  Proposed defendant-intervenors are without knovdemtgnformation
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of @léegations in paragraph 52.

53. The allegations in paragraph 53 include conclusairiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 53.

54.  Proposed defendant-intervenors are without knovdestgnformation
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of @léegations in paragraph 54.

55. The allegations in paragraph 55 include conclusairiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 55.

56. The allegations in paragraph 56 include conclusairiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 56.

57. The allegations in paragraph 57 are conclusiohawfvhich require no
answer; proposed defendant-intervenors deny atydhallegations in paragraph 57.

58. The allegations in paragraph 58 include conclusaifaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 58.

59. The allegations in paragraph 59 are conclusiotawfvhich require no
answer; proposed defendant-intervenors deny anydhallegations in Plaintiffs’

paraphrase of the law in paragraph 59.



60. The allegations in paragraph 60 are conclusioaefvhich require no
answer; proposed defendant-intervenors deny anydballegations in Plaintiffs’
paraphrase of the law in paragraph 60.

61. The allegations in paragraph 61 include conclusaiiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 61.

62. The allegations in paragraph 62 include conclusairiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 62.

63. The allegations in paragraph 63 include conclusairiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 63.

64. The allegations in paragraph 64 include conclusairiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 64.

65. The allegations in paragraph 65 include conclusaiiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 65.

66. The allegations in paragraph 66 include conclusaifaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 66.



67. The allegations in paragraph 67 include conclusaiiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 67.

68. Proposed defendant-intervenors are without knovdestgnformation
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of @léegations in paragraph 68.

69. The allegations in paragraph 69 include conclusaiiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of @agtual allegations in paragraph 69.

70.  The allegations in paragraph 70 include conclusaiiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of @agtual allegations in paragraph 70.

71. The allegations in paragraph 71 include conclusaiiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 71.

72.  The allegations in paragraph 72 include conclusaiiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 72.

73.  The allegations in paragraph 73 include conclusaiiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 73.

74.  The allegations in paragraph 74 include conclusaiiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utithmowledge or information

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 74.



75.  The allegations in paragraph 75 include conclusaiiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors denyaatyal allegations in paragraph 75.
76.  The allegations in paragraph 75 include conclusaiiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors denyaatyal allegations in paragraph 76.
77. Proposed defendant-intervenors deny Plaintiffs’a®i redefinitions of
“abortion” and related terms; the allegations inggaaph 77 also include conclusions of
law which require no answer; proposed defendaetwenors are without knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief as to thath of any other factual allegations in
paragraph 77.
78.  The allegations in paragraph 78 include conclusaiiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors denyaatyal allegations in paragraph 78.
79.  The allegations in paragraph 79 include conclusaiiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors denyaatyal allegations in paragraph 79.
80. The allegations in paragraph 80 include conclusainaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors denyaatyal allegations in paragraph 79.
81. The allegations in paragraph 81 include conclusaifaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors denyaatyal allegations in paragraph 81.
82. The allegations in paragraph 82 include conclusaiiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors denyaatyal allegations in paragraph 82.
83. The allegations in paragraph 83 include conclusaifaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors denyaatyal allegations in paragraph 83.
84. The allegations in paragraph 84 include conclusainaw which require

no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors denyaatyal allegations in paragraph 84.



85. The allegations in paragraph 85 are conclusioaofvhich require no
answer; proposed defendant-intervenors deny anydballegations in Plaintiffs’
paraphrase of the law in paragraph 85.

86. The allegations in paragraph 86 include conclusairiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of @agtual allegations in paragraph 86.

87. The allegations in paragraph 87 include conclusairiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 87.

88. The allegations in paragraph 88 are conclusioaofvhich require no
answer; proposed defendant-intervenors deny anydhallegations in Plaintiffs’
paraphrase of the law in paragraph 88.

89. The allegations in paragraph 89 include conclusairiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 89.

90. The allegations in paragraph 90 include conclusaifaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 90.

91. Proposed defendant-intervenors are without knovdestgnformation
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of gligions in paragraph 91.

92. Proposed defendant-intervenors are without knovdestgnformation

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of gligions in paragraph 92.



93. Proposed defendant-intervenors deny that HHS engad@urposeful
obfuscation of what constitutes ‘abortion’ and d@&gintiffs’ semantic redefinition of
“pregnancy,” “abortion,” and related terms; andgmeed defendant-intervenors are
without knowledge or information sufficient to foranbelief as to the truth of the other
allegations in paragraph 93.

94. Proposed defendant-intervenors are without knovdestgnformation
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of @léegations in paragraph 94.

95. Proposed defendant-intervenors are without knovdestgnformation
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of @léegations in paragraph 95.

96. The allegations in paragraph 96 include conclusairiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 96.

97. Proposed defendant-intervenors deny that “aborsi@very safe medical
procedure,” or that complications from abortion ‘aeee”; proposed defendant-
intervenors are without knowledge or informatioffisient to form a belief as to the
truth of any other allegations in paragraph 97.

98. The allegations in paragraph 98 include conclusaifaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utithmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 98.

99. The allegations in paragraph 99 include conclusaifaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkrmowledge or information

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 99.



100. Proposed defendant-intervenors are without knovdextgnformation
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of @léegations in paragraph 100.

101. The allegations in paragraph 101 include conclusafiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 101.

102. The allegations in paragraph 102 include conclsafiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 102.

103. The allegations in paragraph 103 include conclissafriaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 103.

104. The allegations in paragraph 104 include conclusafiaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 104.

105. The allegations in paragraph 105 include conclsafriaw which require
no answer; proposed defendant-intervenors are utitkmowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of aagtual allegations in paragraph 105.

106. The allegations in paragraph 106 are conclusiofavofvhich require no
answer; proposed defendant-intervenors deny anydballegations in paragraph 106.

107. The allegations in paragraph 107 are conclusiofavofvhich require no
answer; proposed defendant-intervenors deny atydballegations in paragraph 107.

108. The allegations in paragraph 108 are conclusiofavofvhich require no

answer; proposed defendant-intervenors deny anydballegations in paragraph 108.



109. The allegations in paragraph 109 are conclusiomaveofvhich require no
answer; proposed defendant-intervenors deny atydballegations in paragraph 109.

110. Proposed defendant-intervenors incorporate byerts their answers to
paragraphs 1 through 109 above.

111. The allegations in paragraph 111 are conclusiofavofvhich require no
answer; proposed defendant-intervenors deny atydballegations in paragraph 111.

112. Proposed defendant-intervenors incorporate byerte their answers to
paragraphs 1 through 111 above.

113. The allegations in paragraph 113 are conclusiofavofvhich require no
answer; proposed defendant-intervenors deny atydaballegations in paragraph 113.

114. Proposed defendant-intervenors incorporate byerts their answers to
paragraphs 1 through 113 above.

115. The allegations in paragraph 115 are conclusiofavofvhich require no
answer; proposed defendant-intervenors deny anydballegations in paragraph 115.

116. Proposed defendant-intervenors incorporate byertar their answers to
paragraphs 1 through 115 above.

117. The allegations in paragraph 117 are conclusiofavofvhich require no
answer; proposed defendant-intervenors deny atydballegations in paragraph 117.

118. Proposed defendant-intervenors incorporate byertar their answers to
paragraphs 1 through 117 above.

119. The allegations in paragraph 119 are conclusiofavofvhich require no

answer; proposed defendant-intervenors deny anydballegations in paragraph 119.



120. Proposed defendant-intervenors incorporate byerte their answers to
paragraphs 1 through 119 above.

121. The allegations in paragraph 121 are conclusiofavofvhich require no

answer; proposed defendant-intervenors deny anydhallegations in paragraph 121

122. The remainder of the complaint constitutes Pldsitgrayer for relief, to
which no response is required, but to the exteesponse is deemed necessary, proposed
defendant-intervenors deny that Plaintiffs aretlatito the relief requested, or to any
relief whatsoever.

123. Proposed defendant-intervenors deny all of thegatlens of the

complaint not otherwise answered above.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

1. The court lacks subject matter jurisdiction oves tction.
2. Plaintiffs lack standing to sue.

3. Plaintiffs’ claims are not ripe.

4, Plaintiffs have not presented an actual case dr@egrsy.

5. Plaintiffs and their patients have not suffered suyry in fact.
6. Plaintiffs have not challenged the statutes thdl@hged regulation

implements and thus this Court cannot provide &ffeaelief for the Plaintiffs’ asserted

injuries.
7. Plaintiffs have failed to state a claim upon whielief can be granted.
8. Plaintiffs' complaint fails because they did nobhaxst their administrative

remedies under the Administrative Procedures Actuding seeking clarification from



HHS or seeking a new rulemaking proceeding with Hbi8Bbtain a remedy before they
filed this action.

9. HHS’s rulemaking was not arbitrary, capricious aése of discretion, or
without observance of procedure required by lawd, iadid not violate the
Administrative Procedures Act.

10. HHS did not violate the Regulatory Flexibility A¢che Congressional
Review Act, or Executive Order 12866.

11. The Regulation does not violate the First or Fthendments of the
United States Constitution.

12.  The First Amendment to the United States Constitytand also many
state constitutions and laws, forbid state govemtmrom imposing civil or criminal
penalties on doctors or other medical professiomattuding the proposed defendant-
intervenors’ members, because of their consciestdajection to providing or referring
for abortions; therefore the HHS Regulations wilsere that these laws are not violated,
and will not cause the violation of any legitimatate law.

13.  The relief Plaintiffs request, facial invalidatiohthe challenged

regulation or an injunction preventing its enforeartin toto is overbroad.

Having fully answered, proposed defendant-intervemespectfully request that
Plaintiffs’ claims be dismissed with prejudice, ttbasts be taxed against Plaintiffs, and
that the Court award proposed defendant-intervesuorh other and further relief as the
Court may deem just and proper.

Respectfully submitted,



DATED: This 22nd day of January, 2009.

PROPOSED DEFENDANT- INTERVENORS,
CHRISTIAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION
AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF PRO-

LIFE OBSTETRICIANS AND
GYNECOLOGISTS, and

CATHOLIC MEDICAL ASSOCIATION

/s Andrew S. Knott
Andrew S. Knott, Bar No. CT26001
Knott & Knott, LLC
325 South Main Street
Cheshire, CT 06410
203.271.3031
203.272.5388 (fax)
andrewknott@knottlaw.com

M. Casey Mattox*

Isaac Fong*

Center for Law & Religious Freedom
8001 Braddock Road, Suite 300
Springfield, VA 22151

703.642.1070

703.642.1075 (fax)
cmattox@clsnet.org
ifong@clsnet.org

Steven H. Aden*
Matthew S. Bowman*
Alliance Defense Fund
801 G Street, Suite 509
Washington, D.C. 20001
202.637.4610
202.347.3622 (fax)
sadden@telladf.org
mbowman@telladf.org

Benjamin W. Bull Of Counsal)
Alliance Defense Fund
15100 N. 90th Street
Scottsdale, AZ 85260
480.444.0020

480.444.0028 (fax)
bbull@telladf.org

* Pro Hac Vice Admission Pending



