Case 1:06-cv-01389-RDB  Document 30  Filed 11/20/2006 Page 1 of 12

UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
DI STRI CT OF MARYLAND
Balti nore Division
ALBERT SNYDER
Plaintiff : Cv. No. 1:06-cv-01389-RDB
FRED PHELPS, et al,
Def endant .

ANSVER TO COVPLAI NT BY DEFENDANTS FRED W PHELPS, SR., AND
VESTBORO BAPTI ST CHURCH, | NC.

Def endants Fred W Phel ps, Sr. (“Phel ps”) and Westboro
Bapti st Church, Inc. (“Wstboro”), through undersigned counsel,
hereby answer the Conplaint as foll ows:

FI RST DEFENSE

| ntroducti on and General Responses and Deni al s

Def endant s Phel ps and West boro answer the nunbered
par agr aphs of the Conplaint, ad seriatim as follows. Defendants
Phel ps and Westboro are without sufficient information to adm't
or deny the all egations about the Jane Doe and John Doe
defendants; therefore, all allegations about the Jane Doe and
John Doe defendants are denied. To the extent that the Conpl aint
al | eges that Defendant Phelps is an officer or director of
West boro, that is denied.

Speci fi ¢ Responses.

1. The first sentence of this paragraph describes the

lawsuit, and does not require a response; to the extent an
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answer to the first sentence is required, it is denied, other
than to admt that Al bert Snyder is the father of Mtthew
Snyder. Defendants admt that Matthew Snyder is deceased. The

remaining allegations in this paragraph of the Conplaint are

deni ed.
2. Deni ed.
3. Deni ed.

4. Thi s paragraph of the Conplaint demands a jury trial,
so does not require a reply. To the extent a reply is required,
t his paragraph of the Conplaint is denied.

5. Def endant is without sufficient information to admt
or deny the allegations of this paragraph of the Conplaint.
Therefore, those allegations are deni ed.

6. Admi tted

7. Admi tted.

8. Deni ed.
9. Thi s paragraph of the Conplaint is too vague — in
part by referring to unspecified activities -- for Defendants to

be able to provide an answer. Therefore, this paragraph of the
Conpl ai nt is denied.

10. Defendant is without sufficient information to adm t
or deny the allegations of this paragraph of the Conplaint,

other than to admt that Matthew Snyder is deceased and that
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Al bert Snyder is his father. Therefore, all remaining
al l egations of this paragraph of the Conplaint are denied.

11. Defendant is wthout sufficient information to admt
or deny the allegations of this paragraph of the Conpl aint.
Therefore, those allegations are denied.

12. Defendant is without sufficient information to adm t
or deny the allegations of this paragraph of the Conpl aint,
other than to admt that at sone point Mtthew Snyder was
stationed in Ilrag wwth the United States mlitary, and that he
was killed in Irag while in the mlitary. Therefore, al
remai ni ng allegations of this paragraph of the Conplaint are
deni ed.

13. Defendant is without sufficient information to adm t
or deny the allegations of this paragraph of the Conplaint,
other than to admt that at sone point Mtthew Snyder was
stationed in lrag with the United States mlitary, and that he
was killed in Irag while in the mlitary. Therefore, al
remai ni ng al l egations of this paragraph of the Conplaint are
deni ed.

14. Defendant is wthout sufficient information to admt
or deny the allegations of the first sentence of this paragraph
of the Conplaint, other than to admt that Matthew Snyder’s body

was returned to the United States fromlraq. Therefore, al



Case 1:06-cv-01389-RDB  Document 30  Filed 11/20/2006 Page 4 of 12

remai ning allegations of the first sentence of this paragraph of
t he Conpl aint are denied. The second sentence of this paragraph
of the Conplaint is admtted.

15. Defendants admt that Westboro hosts the websites
listed in this paragraph of the Conplaint. Al remining
al l egati ons are deni ed.

16. As to the first sentence of this paragraph of the
Conpl ai nt, Defendant Westboro and Def endant Phel ps have in the
past preached their interpretation of the Bible as it applies to
honosexual s, including their beliefs concerning God' s hatred for
honosexual s, believing that they |ove their neighbor by
preaching to their nei ghbor. The remai nder of the first sentence
of this paragraph of the Conplaint is denied. As to the second
sentence of this paragraph, Defendants Wstboro and Phel ps have
in the past advocated holding up signs outside the funera
| ocati ons of several people who have died while with the
mlitary — often the |ocations of the signs are a substanti al
di stance fromthe funerals -- which signs have included the
| anguage listed in this sentence in this paragraph of the
Conpl ai nt.

17. This paragraph of the Conplaint accurately quotes a
portion of the frequently asked questions section of

http://ww. godhat esfags. coni nai n/faqg. ht M, except that the word
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protest needs to be stricken, and the word picket needs to be
inserted. The remai nder of this paragraph of the Conplaint is
deni ed.

18. This paragraph is denied, other than to admt that
sone Westboro nenbers, including Phel ps, appeared a significant
di stance outside the funeral of Matthew Snyder hol ding up a
variety of signs, including one or nore of the phrases listed in
par agraph 16 of the Conpl aint.

19. Deni ed.

20. Defendants deny the allegations of this paragraph of
t he Conplaint, other than to admt that one or nore websites run
by Westboro included discussion of Matthew Snyder and his
famly, and that such website contents speak for thenselves.

21. This paragraph of the Conplaint quotes only a portion
of

http://ww. godhat esf ags. com f eat ur ed/ epi cs/ 2006/ 20060310 maryl an

d-epic.pdf . This webpage and website speak for thensel ves.

Aside fromthe foregoing response, the renmai nder of this
par agr aph of the Conplaint is denied.

22. This paragraph of the Conplaint quotes only a portion
of

http://ww. godhat esf ags. com f eat ur ed/ epi cs/ 2006/ 20060310 maryl an

d-epic.pdf . This webpage and website speak for thensel ves.
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Aside fromthe foregoing response, the renai nder of this
par agr aph of the Conplaint is denied.

23. This paragraph of the Conplaint is denied, other than
to admt what has al ready been admitted above, and to admt that

t he www. godhat esf ags. com website i ncludes di scussi on about

Mat t hew Snyder, his funeral, and the presence of sone Wstboro
menbers —- including Phelps -- a significant distance from
Mat t hew Snyder’ s funeral

24. This paragraph of the Conplaint is denied, other than
to admt that

http://ww. godhat esf ags. coni f eat ur ed/ epi cs/ 2006/ 20060310 naryl an

d-epic. pdf correctly depicts some or all of the signs that were

di spl ayed by sone Westboro nenbers — and Fred Phel ps hel d one
or nore signs -- a significant distance from Matthew Snyder’s
funeral . The foregoing website does not show a sign saying “CGod
hat es you,” nor a sign saying “Pope in hell in Wstninster,
Maryl and” (the sign actually says “Pope in hell”). Nor does the
website portray any signs with the word “senper.”

25. This paragraph of the Conplaint is denied, other than
to admt the presence of sonme Westboro nenbers —- including
Phel ps -- a significant distance from Matthew Snyder’s funer al
that they held up signs, and that sone of them including

Phel ps, al so spoke.
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26. This paragraph of the Conplaint nmerely reincorporates
t he foregoi ng paragraphs of the Conplaint. To the extent that an
answer i s needed, this paragraph of the Conplaint is denied,
except to the extent of any adm ssions supra.

27. This paragraph of the Conplaint is denied.

28. This paragraph of the Conplaint is denied.

29. This paragraph of the Conplaint is denied.

30. This paragraph of the Conplaint is denied.

31. This paragraph of the Conplaint is denied.

32. This paragraph of the Conplaint is denied.

33. This paragraph of the Conplaint is denied, other than
to confirmany adm ssions made supra. The use of the words
“publicly” and “public” in this paragraph of the Conplaint are
too vague — and are not terns of legal art -— to enable a
deni al or adm ssion, so are deni ed.

34. This paragraph of the Conplaint is denied.

35. This paragraph of the Conplaint is denied, except to
admt that some nenbers of Westboro Baptist have, since Matthew
Snyder’s funeral, stated that they intend to appear outside the
funerals of other soldiers’ funerals — at a distance to be
determ ned —- to communicate their beliefs.

36. This paragraph of the Conplaint is denied, except to

admt that the wwv godhat esfags. com website does include
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di scussi on of other soldier funerals where sonme Wstboro nmenbers
wi || appear and communicate their beliefs outside the funeral
| ocations at a distance to be determ ned.

37. Defendants are wi thout sufficient know edge to admit
or deny the total dollar anmpbunt listed in this paragraph of the
Conmpl ai nt, including because Defendants are w thout sufficient
information to answer as to the Jane Doe and John Doe
def endants. Consequently, this paragraph of the Conplaint is
deni ed.

38. Thi s paragraph of the Conplaint nmerely reincorporates
t he foregoi ng paragraphs of the Conplaint. To the extent that an
answer i s needed, this paragraph of the Conplaint is denied,
except to the extent of any adm ssions supra.

39. This paragraph is denied, except to admit that sone
West boro nenbers, including Phel ps, appeared a significant
di stance outside the funeral of Matthew Snyder, and expressed

their beliefs.

40. Deni ed.
41. Deni ed.
42. Deni ed.

43. This paragraph of the Conplaint nerely reincorporates

the foregoi ng paragraphs of the Conplaint. To the extent that an
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answer i s needed, this paragraph of the Conplaint is denied,

except to the extent of any adm ssions supra.

44. Deni ed.
45. Deni ed.
46. Deni ed.
47. Deni ed.
48. Deni ed.

49. This paragraph of the Conplaint merely reincorporates
the foregoi ng paragraphs of the Conplaint. To the extent that an
answer i s needed, this paragraph of the Conplaint is denied,

except to the extent of any adm ssions supra.

50. Deni ed.
51. Denied.
52. Deni ed.
53. Deni ed.
54. Deni ed.

55. Thi s paragraph of the Conplaint nerely reincorporates
t he foregoi ng paragraphs of the Conplaint. To the extent that an
answer i s needed, this paragraph of the Conplaint is denied,

except to the extent of any adm ssions supra.

56. Deni ed.
57. Deni ed.
58. Deni ed.
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59. Deni ed.
60. Deni ed.

SECOND DEFENSE

Def endant s have answered all nunbered paragraphs of the
Conpl aint. To the extent that Defendants have not answered al
all egations in the Conplaint, the remaining allegations that
have not already been answered are hereby deni ed.

THI RD DEFENSE

Def endant s assert all applicable specific defenses in | aw
and fact, including but not limted to the foll ow ng:

1. The Conplaint is barred by the applicable statutes of
[imtations.

2. The Conplaint is barred by the doctrines and | aw
governi ng uncl ean hands, |aches, waiver, and estoppel.

3. The Court | acks jurisdiction and venue over Defendants
and over the subject matter of this litigation.

4. Servi ce of process upon Defendants -— and the process
permtted by a previous Order of this Court -- was insufficient
and not in conformty with the aw Process al so was
i nsufficient.

5. The Conplaint fails to state a clai mupon which relief

may be granted.

10
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6. Plaintiff is not eligible for any judgnment for any
harmto Matthew Snyder nor his estate, as the lawsuit is brought
in Al bert Snyder’s individual capacity only.

7. Plaintiff has failed to use sufficient due diligence
to learn and state the nanmes of the Jane Doe and John Doe
def endants. Consequently, the Jane Does and John Does shoul d be
dism ssed fromthis civil action.

8. Def endants rei ncorporate by reference all argunents
made in Defendants’ Mdtion to Dismss, in Defendants’ Reply to
Plaintiff’s Qpposition to Defendants’ Mtion to Dismss, and in
Def endants’ Opposition to Plaintiff's Mtion for Award of Costs
and Fees.

9. Def endants’ allegedly defamatory statenents are
protected from adverse court action by the First Amendnent’s
free speech and free exercise of religion provisions.

FOURTH DEFENSE

Def endant s demand strict proof of all allegations that they
have deni ed.

WHEREFORE, having fully answered, Defendants pray that the
Conpl ai nt be dism ssed, and that an order be issued for
Plaintiff to pay Defendants for all Defendants’ litigation costs

and expenses, and attorney's fees.

11
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Respectfully submitted

MARKS & KATZ, L.L.C

/s/ Jonathan L. Katz
Jonat han L. Katz

D. Md. Bar No. 07007

1400 Spring St., Suite 410
Silver Spring, MD 20910
(301) 495-4300

Fax: (301) 495-8815
j on@rar kskat z. com

JURY TRI AL DEMAND

Def endants respectfully demand a jury.

/s/ Jonathan L. Katz
Jonathan L. Katz

CERTI FI CATE OF SERVI CE
| HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing Answer was
served by the CM ECF filing system on Novenber 20, 2006, to:

Paul W M nnich, Esquire
Rees Griffiths, Esquire
Craig T. Trebil cock, Esquire
Sean E. Summers, Esquire

/s/ Jonathan L. Katz
Jonathan L. Katz
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