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MARISA KABAS,
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Defendant.

DEFENDANT DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINT
FOR DECLARATORYAND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF

Defendant District ofColumbia (the District), by and through undersigned counsel, hereby

answers the Complaint. The District asserts that anything not specifically admitted herein is denied,

and answers the Complaint as follows:

First Defense

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

Second Defense

In response to the enumerated paragraphs in the Complaint, the District responds as

follows:

1. The District admits the allegations in this paragraph.

2. This paragraph asserts a legal conclusion, to which no response is required. To

the extent a response is required, the District admits that it received Plaintiff's request on March

19, 2025, and that it did not make the requested recording available. The District denies any

remaining allegations in this paragraph.

3. This paragraph asserts a legal conclusion, to which no response is required. To
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the extent a response is required, the District denies the allegations in this paragraph and denies 

that Plaintiff is entitled to the relief requested. 

PARTIES 

4. The District lacks sufficient information to admit or deny the factual allegations in 

this paragraph. 

5. The District admits that the Metropolitan Police Department of the District of 

Columbia (MPD) is non sui juris and not capable of being sued and admits that the District is the 

proper Defendant. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

6. The District acknowledges the statutes cited by Plaintiff in the first sentence of 

the paragraph but denies that jurisdiction is necessarily conveyed therefrom.  If this paragraph 

contains factual allegations, they are denied. 

7. The District admits that events giving rise to this action occurred in the District of 

Columbia but does not admit that venue is necessarily appropriate on that basis.  If this 

paragraph contains other factual allegations, they are denied. 

FACTS 

8. The District admits the factual allegations in this paragraph.  

9. The District admits the factual allegations in this paragraph. 

10. The District admits the factual allegations in this paragraph.    

11. The District admits the factual allegations in this paragraph. 

12. The District admits the factual allegations in this paragraph.  

13. The District denies the factual allegations in this paragraph.   

14. The District admits the factual allegations in this paragraph.  
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15. The District denies the allegations in this paragraph.   

16. The District admits the allegations in this paragraph. 

17. The District admits the allegations in this paragraph.  

CAUSES OF ACTION 

COUNT I: VIOLATION OF FOIA  
FOR FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH STATUTORY DEADLINES 

 
18. To the extent that Plaintiff incorporates the allegations set forth in the preceding 

paragraphs of the Complaint, the District repeats its responses to each paragraph accordingly. 

19. This paragraph asserts a legal conclusion, to which no response is required.  To 

the extent that a response is required, the District admits the allegations in this paragraph. 

20. The District admits the allegations in this paragraph. 

21. This paragraph asserts a legal conclusion, to which no response is required.  To 

the extent that a response is required, the District denies the factual allegations in this paragraph.  

22. This paragraph asserts a legal conclusion, to which no response is required.  To 

the extent that a response is required, the District denies the factual allegations in this paragraph. 

23. This paragraph asserts a legal conclusion, to which no response is required.  To 

the extent that a response is required, the District admits the factual allegations in this paragraph. 

24. This paragraph asserts a legal conclusion, to which no response is required.  To 

the extent that a response is required, the District denies the allegations in this paragraph.   

25. This paragraph asserts a legal conclusion, to which no response is required.  To 

the extent that a response is required, the District denies the allegations in this paragraph.  

26. This paragraph asserts a legal conclusion, to which no response is required.  To 

the extent that a response is required, the District denies the factual allegations in this paragraph. 

27. This paragraph asserts a legal conclusion, to which no response is required.  To 
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the extent that a response is required, the District denies the allegations in this paragraph and 

denies that Plaintiff is entitled to the relief requested in this paragraph. 

COUNT II: VIOLATION OF FOIA 
FOR UNLAWFUL WITHHOLDING OF AGENCY RECORDS 

 
28. To the extent that Plaintiff incorporates the allegations set forth in the preceding 

paragraphs of the Complaint, the District repeats its responses to each paragraph accordingly. 

29. This paragraph asserts a legal conclusion, to which no response is required.  To 

the extent that a response is required, the District admits the allegations in this paragraph. 

30. The District admits the allegations in this paragraph. 

31. This paragraph asserts a legal conclusion, to which no response is required.  To 

the extent that a response is required, the District denies the factual allegations in this paragraph. 

32. This paragraph asserts a legal conclusion, to which no response is required.  To 

the extent that a response is required, the District denies the allegations in this paragraph. 

33. The District admits the allegations in this paragraph. 

34. The District denies the allegations in this paragraph.   

35. This paragraph asserts a legal conclusion, to which no response is required.  To 

the extent that a response is required, the District denies the allegations in this paragraph. 

36. This paragraph asserts a legal conclusion, to which no response is required.  To 

the extent that a response is required, the District denies the allegations in this paragraph. 

37. This paragraph asserts a legal conclusion, to which no response is required.  To 

the extent that a response is required, the District denies the allegations in this paragraph and 

denies that Plaintiff is entitled to the relief requested in this paragraph. 
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REQUEST FOR RELIEF 

The District denies that Plaintiff is entitled to the relief requested in this paragraph, 

including its subsections, or any other relief. 

Third Defense 

The District, at all relevant times, acted consistently with applicable laws, rules, and 

regulations. 

Fourth Defense 

 Plaintiff’s claims may be moot in whole or in part. 

Fifth Defense 

The agency records requested either do not exist or are exempted from disclosure by 

applicable privileges, protections, and exemptions, including D.C. Code § 2-534. 

Sixth Defense 

Plaintiff may have failed to comply with the applicable statute of limitations, or his 

claims may be barred by waiver or laches.  

Seventh Defense 

Plaintiff may have failed to follow the required procedures under DC FOIA.  

Eighth Defense 

 The District conducted an adequate search for documents responsive to Plaintiff’s DC 

FOIA request. 

Ninth Defense 

 Plaintiff’s DC FOIA request is unduly burdensome. 
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Tenth Defense 

Plaintiff’s claim may be barred because certain requests are overly broad, vague, and fail 

to reasonably describe the documents sought.  

Eleventh Defense 

The District denies all allegations of wrongdoing alleged in the Complaint and denies that 

Plaintiff is entitled to any relief.  

Twelfth Defense 

Plaintiff failed to exhaust her available administrative remedies.  

 The District reserves the right to amend its Answer to the Complaint and to raise any 

additional defenses which the evidence may reveal. 

Set Off 

 The District is entitled to a set off for any funds paid to Plaintiff from public sources.  

Date:  August 11, 2025   Respectfully submitted, 
 

BRIAN L. SCHWALB 
Attorney General for the District of Columbia 
 
CHAD COPELAND 
Deputy Attorney General  
Civil Litigation Division 

 
/s/ Aaron J. Finkhousen   
AARON J. FINKHOUSEN [1010044] 

      Acting Chief, Civil Litigation Division Section V 
 

/s/ Liran Koropitzer 
LIRAN KOROPITZER [90005151] 
Assistant Attorney General 
400 6th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20001 
(202) 890-9310 
liran.koropitzer@dc.gov 
 
Counsel for Defendant District of Columbia  


