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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA
ATLANTA DIVISION

MARK ANDREWS,

Plaintiff,

Case No. 1:22-CV-04259-SDG
V.

DINESH D’SOUZA, TRUE THE VOTE,
INC., CATHERINE ENGLEBRECHT,
GREGG PHILLIPS, D’SOUZA MEDIA
LLC, SALEM MEDIA GROUP, INC.,
REGNERY PUBLISHING, INC., and JURY TRIAL DEMANDED
JOHN DOES,

Defendants.

DEFENDANTS DINESH D’SOUZA _AND D’SOUZA MEDIA LLC’S
ANSWER AND AFFIRMATIVE GDYFENSES TO PLAINTIFE’S FIRST
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND SUPPLEMENTAL COMPLAINT

Defendants Dinesh D’Souza and D’Souza Media LLC (collectively
“D’Souza Parties”), by and through their undersigned counsel, answer the First
Amended and Supplemental Complaint of Plaintiff Mark Andrews (“Plaintift”) as
follows.

The D’Souza Parties note that Mr. Andrews uses 230 footnotes in his
Amended Complaint. These footnotes contain references, citations, and website
links, which do not require a response. The D’Souza Parties therefore have not
responded to the footnotes, but to the extent a response is required, they deny the

assertions set forth in the footnotes.
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ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT

INTRODUCTION

The D’Souza Parties state that Paragraph 1 is the plaintiff’s opinion
about national politics to which no response is required. To the extent
Paragraph 1 contains allegations that must be admitted or denied, the
D’Souza Parties deny Paragraph 1.

The D’Souza Parties admit that this is a lawsuit brought by Mark
Andrews. The D’Souza Parties deny the remaining allegations in
Paragraph 2.

To the extent Paragraph 3 is directed at the D’Souza Parties, the
D’Souza Parties deny the ailegations of Paragraph 3. To the extent
Paragraph 3 is directed generally at all defendants, the D’Souza
Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response is
required.

To the extent Paragraph 4 is directed at the D’Souza Parties, the
D’Souza Parties deny the allegations of Paragraph 4. To the extent
Paragraph 4 is directed generally at all defendants, the D’Souza
Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response is
required.

To the extent Paragraph 5 is directed at the D’Souza Parties, the
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D’Souza Parties admit the allegations of Paragraph 5. To the extent
Paragraph 5 is directed generally at all defendants, the D’Souza
Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response is
required.

The D’Souza Parties admit that the 2000 Mules film prominently
features footage of voters depositing ballots in ballot drop boxes and
identifies them as “mules” illegally “trafficking” ballots, and that
images of some voters are included in the beok. The D’Souza Parties
specifically deny that such evidence was “baseless” and deny any
remaining allegations in Paragraph 6.

The D’Souza Parties adnut that Defendant D’Souza’s voiceover
states: “What you ar¢ seeing is a crime. These are fraudulent votes™ at
approximately 48 minutes into the 2000 Mules film. The D’Souza
Parties arc without knowledge as to whether the individual appearing
in the film at that time was Mr. Andrews and further state that they
had no knowledge of the identity of the person in the film. The
D’Souza Parties expressly deny that the person shown at the 48-
minute marker is identifiable in any manner, or that Mr. Andrews is
identifiable in the trailer or the book. The D’Souza Parties deny that

they made any false statements. To the extent any remaining
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allegations in Paragraph 7 are directed at the D’Souza Parties, the
D’Souza Parties deny those allegations. To the extent Paragraph 7 is
directed generally at all defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot
answer for other defendants and no response is required.

The D’Souza Parties admit that Georgia law authorized the use of
drop boxes and that a law enforcement investigation concluded that
Mr. Andrews had not broken the law. The D’Souza Parties expressly
deny that the investigation was sufficiently thorough to arrive at a
reliable conclusion. To the extent Paragraph 8 is directed at the
D’Souza Parties, the D’Souza Paities deny the remaining allegations
of Paragraph 8. To the exient Paragraph 8 is directed generally at all
defendants, the D’Sciiza Parties cannot answer for other defendants
and no response is required.

The D’Souza Parties admit that film was screened and distributed
online and via DVD sales. The D’Souza Parties admit the 2000 Mules
book was published on October 25, 2022. The D’Souza Parties lack
personal knowledge as to the accuracy of whether the film was shown
in 415 theaters, and therefore deny same. The D’Souza Parties deny
that the documentary made more than $1.4 million from the box

office. The D’Souza Parties expressly deny that they made any false
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10.

11.

statements in the documentary or the book. The D’Souza Parties
admit that Mr. Andrews sent a retraction demand, but they expressly
deny that Mr. Andrews was identifiable in the documentary or the
book, or that he had any basis to demand the retraction of the
documentary or the book. To the extent Paragraph 9 is directed at the
D’Souza Parties, the D’Souza Parties deny the remaining allegations
of Paragraph 9. To the extent Paragraph 9 is directed generally at all
defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for other defendants
and no response is required.

The D’Souza Parties admit that tkey promoted the 2000 Mules film on
television, radio, and online. They expressly deny that Mr. Andrews
was identifiable in the documentary or the book, or that they
“repeatedly showed images of Mr. Andrews as an exemplar ‘mule.’”
To the extent Paragraph 10 1s directed at the D’Souza Parties, the
D’Souza Parties deny the remaining allegations of Paragraph 10. To
the extent Paragraph 10 is directed generally at all defendants, the
D’Souza Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response
1s required.

To the extent Paragraph 11 is directed at the D’Souza Parties, the

D’Souza Parties deny the allegations of Paragraph 11. To the extent
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12.

13.

14.

Paragraph 11 is directed generally at all defendants, the D’Souza
Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response is
required.

The D’Souza Parties admit that former President Donald Trump
hosted a screening of 2000 Mules at Mar-a-Lago. The D’Souza Parties
lack personal knowledge as to the allegations of third-party
dissemination of the film, and those allegations therefore are denied.
To the extent Paragraph 12 is directed at the D’Souza Parties, the
D’Souza Parties deny the remaining aliegations of Paragraph 12. To
the extent Paragraph 12 is directed generally at all defendants, the
D’Souza Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response
is required.

The D’Souza Patties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in
Paragraph 13, and those allegations therefore are denied.

The D’Souza Parties deny that they were involved in any conspiracy
with the other defendants, and deny that they defamed Mr. Andrews.
The D’Souza Parties state that they did not know who Mr. Andrews
was and therefore could not conspire to do anything relating to him.
The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the remaining

allegations in Paragraph 14, and those allegations therefore are
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15.

16.

17.

18.

denied. To the extent Paragraph 14 is directed generally at all
defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for other defendants
and no response is required.
To the extent Paragraph 15 is directed at the D’Souza Parties, the
D’Souza Parties deny the allegations of Paragraph 15. To the extent
Paragraph 15 is directed generally at all defendants, the D’Souza
Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response is
required.
The D’Souza Parties deny that they have engaged in a campaign of
defamation, threats, or intimidation, and deny that they have injured
Mr. Andrews or attacked democracy. The D’Souza Parties lack
personal knowledge as to the remaining allegations in Paragraph 16,
and those allegations therefore are denied. To the extent Paragraph 16
is directedd generally at all defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot
answer for other defendants and no response is required.

PARTIES
The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in
Paragraph 17, and those allegations therefore are denied.
The D’Souza Parties deny that Dinesh D’Souza’s work has been

“widely recognized as unreliable,” and deny that he has made
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“spurious claims.” The D’Souza Parties admit the remaining
allegations in Paragraph 18.

19. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in
Paragraph 19, and those allegations therefore are denied.

20. The D’Souza Parties admit Paragraph 20.

21. The D’Souza Parties admit that Catherine Engelbrecht is an Executive
Producer and Producer of 2000 Mules, that she appears throughout the
film, that she has made media appearances promoting the film, and
that she is quoted extensively in the 2500 Mules book. The D’Souza
Parties lack personal knowledge as to the remaining allegations in
Paragraph 21, and those aliegations therefore are denied.

22. The D’Souza Partics admit that Gregg Phillips is an Executive
Producer and Producer of 2000 Mules, that he appears throughout the
film, that ii¢ has made media appearances promoting the film, and that
he is quoted extensively in the 2000 Mules book. The D’Souza Parties
further admit that Mr. Phillips states in the film that he worked with
TTV to develop the research and methodology used to identify mules.
The D’Souza Parties deny that the film made spurious claims. The

D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the remaining
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23.

24.

25.

26.

allegations in Paragraph 22, and those allegations therefore are
denied.

Paragraph 23 does not assert any facts and requires no response.

The D’Souza Parties admit Paragraph 24.

The D’Souza Parties admit that Salem Media Group, Inc. (“Salem
Media”) produced the 2000 Mules film. The D’Souza Parties further
admit that a Salem Media affiliate distributes The Dinesh D’Souza
podcast, and that Mr. D’Souza promoted the 2000 Mules film on that
podcast. The D’Souza Parties admit Saiem Media-affiliated hosts are
featured in portions of the film in which Mr. D’Souza shares his
findings and gathers their reactions. The D’Souza Parties lack
personal knowledge as to the remaining allegations in Paragraph 25,
and those allegations therefore are denied.

The D’Souza Parties admit that Regnery Publishing, Inc. (“Regnery”)
published 2000 Mules: They Thought We’'d Never Find Out. They
Were Wrong by Dinesh D’Souza. The D’Souza Parties admit that the
book also contains many lines of dialogue quoted verbatim from the
2000 Mules film. The D’Souza Parties deny that Mr. Andrews is
portrayed in the book and state that, to the extent his image appears in

the book, he is unrecognizable. The D’Souza Parties deny that any
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217.

28.

29.

30.

caption in associated with any particular surveillance image in the
book. The D’Souza Parties deny that the book advances a false
narrative. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the
remaining allegations in Paragraph 26, and those allegations therefore
are denied.

The D’Souza Parties deny Paragraph 27.

JURISDICTION AND VENUE

Paragraph 28 contains legal conclusions ic which no response is
required. To the extent a response is required, the D’Souza Parties
admit that this Court has subject-matter jurisdiction over this action,
but deny that those claims have merit.

Paragraph 29 contains legal conclusions to which no response is
required. To the extent a response is required, the D’Souza Parties
admit that this Court has subject-matter jurisdiction over this action,
but deny that those claims have merit. The D’Souza Parties lack
personal knowledge as to the remaining allegations in Paragraph 29,
and those allegations therefore are denied.

Paragraph 30 of the Amended Complaint contains legal conclusions to

which no response is required. To the extent a response is required,

10
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The D’Souza Parties deny Paragraph 30 but do not contest

jurisdiction.

31. Paragraph 31 contains legal conclusions to which no response is

required. To the extent a response is required, The D’Souza Parties

deny Paragraph 31 but do not contest venue.

FACTS

32. The D’Souza Parties admit that the 2000 Mules {ilm outlines evidence

that a network of professional operatives delivered fraudulent and

illegal votes to mail-in drop boxes in the five key states where the

election was decided. The D’Souza Parties deny that they promoted a

baseless narrative, and state that the film’s evidence and research is

evident from the il itself. To the extent Paragraph 32 is directed at

the D’Souza Parties, they deny the remaining allegations in Paragraph

32. To the extent Paragraph 32 is directed generally at all defendants,

the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no

response is required.

33. The D’Souza Parties admit that they worked with the other defendants

to create, release, and promote the 2000 Mules film. The D’Souza

Parties deny that they promoted a false narrative, and state that the

film’s evidence and research is evident from the film itself. To the

11
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34.

35.

36.

37.

extent Paragraph 33 is directed at the D’Souza Parties, they deny the
remaining allegations in Paragraph 33. To the extent Paragraph 33 is
directed generally at all defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot
answer for other defendants and no response is required.

The D’Souza Parties admit Paragraph 34.

The D’Souza Parties deny that 2000 Mules mischaracterizes data or
misconstrues any images. The D’Souza Parties lack personal
knowledge as to the remaining allegations in Paragraph 35, and those
allegations therefore are denied.

The D’Souza Parties deny that the 2000 Mules film makes false
claims. To the extent Paragraph 36 quotes or characterizes the film,
the film speaks for itseif, and the D'Souza Parties deny any allegations
inconsistent therewith.

The D’Souza Parties deny that Mr. Andrews is portrayed in the
documentary and state that, to the extent his image appears in the film,
he is unrecognizable. To the extent Paragraph 37 quotes or
characterizes the film or the trailer, those works speak for themselves
and The D'Souza Parties deny any allegations inconsistent therewith.
To the extent Paragraph 37 is directed at the D’Souza Parties, they

deny the remaining allegations in Paragraph 37. To the extent

12
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Paragraph 37 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties

cannot answer for other defendants and no response is required.

38.  The D’Souza Parties deny that Mr. Andrews is portrayed in the

documentary and state that, to the extent his image appears in the film,

he is unrecognizable, and to the extent his car appears in the film, the

tag is blurred. The D’Souza Parties admit that the image Mr. Andrews

has identified to be of himself is blurred. To the extent Paragraph 38

characterizes the film, the film speaks for itself, and The D'Souza

Parties deny any allegations inconsisient therewith. The D’Souza

Parties deny any remaining allegations in Paragraph 38.

39. The D’Souza Parties deny that Mr. Andrews is portrayed in the

documentary and staizs that, to the extent his image appears in the film,

he is unrecognizable, and to the extent his car appears in the film, the

tag is bluried. The D’Souza Parties admit that the image Mr. Andrews

has identified to be of himself is blurred. To the extent Paragraph 39

quotes or characterizes the film, the film speaks for itself, and The

D'Souza Parties deny any allegations inconsistent therewith.

40. The D’Souza Parties deny that Mr. Andrews is portrayed in the

documentary and state that, to the extent his image appears in the film,

he is unrecognizable. To the extent Paragraph 40 characterizes the

13
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film, the film speaks for itself, and The D'Souza Parties deny any

allegations inconsistent therewith.

41. The D’Souza Parties deny that Mr. Andrews is portrayed in the

documentary and state that, to the extent his image appears in the film,

he is unrecognizable. The D’Souza Parties further deny that they

made “false explanations” in the film. To the extent Paragraph 41

characterizes the film, the film speaks for itself, and The D'Souza

Parties deny any allegations inconsistent therewith. To the extent

Paragraph 41 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties

cannot answer for other defendants and no response is required.

42. The D’Souza Parties state that Paragraph 42 attempts to characterize

the film. The film speaks for itself, and The D'Souza Parties deny any

allegations incomnsistent therewith. To the extent Paragraph 42 is

directed to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for

other defendants and no response is required.

43. The D’Souza Parties state that Paragraph 43 attempts to characterize

the film. The film speaks for itself, and The D'Souza Parties deny any

allegations inconsistent therewith. To the extent Paragraph 43 is

directed to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for

other defendants and no response is required.

14
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44. The D’Souza Parties deny that Mr. Andrews is portrayed in the

documentary and state that, to the extent his image appears in the film,

he is unrecognizable. To the extent Paragraph 44 characterizes the

film, the film speaks for itself, and The D'Souza Parties deny any

allegations inconsistent therewith. To the extent Paragraph 44 is

directed to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for

other defendants and no response is required.

45. The D’Souza Parties deny that Mr. Andrews is portrayed in the trailer

and state that, to the extent his imege appears in the trailer, he is

unrecognizable. The D’Souza Parties admit that the image Mr.

Andrews has identified to pe of himself is blurred. To the extent

Paragraph 45 characizrizes the trailer, the trailer speaks for itself, and

The D'Souza Parties deny any allegations inconsistent therewith. To

the extent Paragraph 45 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza

Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response is

required.

46. The D’Souza Parties deny that Mr. Andrews is portrayed in the trailer

and state that, to the extent his image appears in the trailer, he is

unrecognizable. To the extent Paragraph 46 characterizes the trailer,

the trailer speaks for itself, and The D'Souza Parties deny any

15
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allegations inconsistent therewith. To the extent Paragraph 46 is

directed to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for

other defendants and no response is required.

47. To the extent Paragraph 47 is directed to the D’Souza Parties, they

admit Paragraph 47. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as

to the allegations regarding TTV’s actions, and those allegations

therefore are denied.

48. The D’Souza Parties deny that they showed Mr. Andrews’ image “in

various media outlets” and deny that ihey spread false claims. To the

extent Paragraph 48 refers to media appearances made specifically by

Mr. D’Souza, those appearances speak for themselves, and The

D'Souza Parties dery any allegations inconsistent therewith. To the

extent Paragraph 48 refers to media appearances by other defendants,

the D’Scuza Parties lack personal knowledge as to those allegations,

and those allegations therefore are denied.

49. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in

Paragraph 49, and those allegations therefore are denied.

50. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in

Paragraph 50, and those allegations therefore are denied.

16
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51. To the extent Paragraph 51 is a legal conclusion, no response is

required. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the

remaining allegations in Paragraph 51, and those allegations therefore

are denied.

52.  The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in

Paragraph 52, and those allegations therefore are denied.

53.  The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in

Paragraph 53, and those allegations therefore are denied.

54. The D’Souza Parties deny that Mr. D’Souza made false claims. To the

extent Paragraph 54 refers to a media appearance on NTD News, Mr.

D’Souza admits that he appeared on the program, and states that his

appearance speaks for itself, and the D'Souza Parties deny any

allegations incensistent therewith.

55. The D’Souza Parties state that Paragraph 55 attempts to quote and

characterize Mr. D’Souza’s media appearance on N7D News. The

interview speaks for itself, and the D'Souza Parties deny any

allegations inconsistent therewith.

56. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in

Paragraph 56, and those allegations therefore are denied.

17
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57. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in

Paragraph 57, and those allegations therefore are denied.

58. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in

Paragraph 58, and those allegations therefore are denied.

59. The D’Souza Parties admit that Mr. D’Souza appeared on the Epoch

Times Crossroads show. The D’Souza Parties admit that only blurred

images were used on the show, and state that, to the extent Mr.

Andrews’ image appears on the show, he is unrecognizable. To the

extent Paragraph 59 quotes and attempis to characterize the show, the

show speaks for itself, and The D'Souza Parties deny any allegations

inconsistent therewith.

60. The D’Souza Parties deny making false claims. The D’Souza Parties

further state that Paragraph 60 attempts to quote and characterize Mr.

D’Souza’s media appearance on Crossroads. The show speaks for

itself, and The D'Souza Parties deny any allegations inconsistent

therewith.

61. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in

Paragraph 61, and those allegations therefore are denied.

62. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in

Paragraph 62, and those allegations therefore are denied.

18
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63. The D’Souza Parties admit that Mr. D’Souza shared a clip from

Tucker Carlson Tonight on Rumble. The D’Souza Parties lack

personal knowledge as to the remaining allegations in Paragraph 63,

and those allegations therefore are denied.

64. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in

Paragraph 64, and those allegations therefore are denied.

65. The D’Souza Parties admit that Mr. D’Souza appeared on the Tipping

Point with Kara McKinney show. The D’Souza Parties admit that only

blurred images were used on the show, and state that, to the extent Mr.

Andrews’ image appears on the show, he is unrecognizable. To the

extent Paragraph 65 quotes and attempts to characterize the show, the

show speaks for itseit, and The D'Souza Parties deny any allegations

inconsistent therewith.

66. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in

Paragraph 66, and those allegations therefore are denied.

67. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in

Paragraph 67, and those allegations therefore are denied.

68. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in

Paragraph 68, and those allegations therefore are denied.

19
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69. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in

Paragraph 69, and those allegations therefore are denied.

70. The D’Souza Parties admit that Mr. D’Souza was an author of 2000

Mules: They Thought We’d Never Find Out. They Were Wrong, which

was released on October 25, 2022. The D’Souza Parties deny that the

book contained any false or defamatory statements, and deny that it

contained images of Mr. Andrews. and state that, to the extent Mr.

Andrews’ image appears in the book, he is unrecognizable. To the

extent Paragraph 70 attempts to characterize the book, it speaks for

itself, and The D'Souza Partics deny any allegations inconsistent

therewith. To the extent Paragraph 70 is directed to other defendants,

the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no

response is required.

71. The D’Souza Parties admit that Mr. Andrews sent a retraction

demand, but they expressly deny that Mr. Andrews was identifiable in

the documentary or the book, or that he had any basis to demand the

retraction of the documentary or the book. The D’Souza Parties deny

that the book contained any false or defamatory statements, they and

deny that it contained images of Mr. Andrews. and state that, to the

extent Mr. Andrews’ image appears in the book, he is unrecognizable.

20
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To the extent Paragraph 71 attempts to characterize the book, it speaks

for itself, and the D'Souza Parties deny any allegations inconsistent

therewith. To the extent Paragraph 71 is directed to other defendants,

the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no

response is required.

72.  The D’Souza Parties admit Paragraph 72.

73. To the extent Paragraph 73 attempts to characterize the book, it speaks

for itself, and The D'Souza Parties deny any allegations inconsistent

therewith. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the

remaining allegations in Paragrapi 73, and those allegations therefore

are denied.

74. The D’Souza Parties deny that Mr. Andrews is portrayed in the book

and state that, fo the extent his image appears in the book, he is

unrecogrizable, and to the extent his car appears in the book, the tag

is blurred. The D’Souza Parties admit that the image Mr. Andrews has

identified to be of himself is blurred. To the extent Paragraph 74

attempts to quote or characterize the book, it speaks for itself, and the

D'Souza Parties deny any allegations inconsistent therewith.

75.  The D’Souza Parties deny that the book contains false or defamatory

statements, deny that Mr. Andrews is portrayed in the book, and state

21
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76.

77.

78.

79.

80.

81.

that, to the extent his image appears in the book, he is unrecognizable,
and to the extent his car appears in the book, the tag is blurred. The
D’Souza Parties admit that the image Mr. Andrews has identified to
be of himself is blurred. To the extent Paragraph 75 attempts to quote
or characterize the book or promotional materials for the book, those
works speak for themselves, and the D'Souza Parties deny any
allegations inconsistent therewith.

The D’Souza Parties state that Paragraph 706 attempts to quote and
characterize the 2000 Mules book. The book speaks for itself, and the
D'Souza Parties deny any allegations inconsistent therewith.

The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in
Paragraph 77, and those allegations therefore are denied.

The D’Souza Patties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in
Paragraph 78, and those allegations therefore are denied.

The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in
Paragraph 79, and those allegations therefore are denied.

The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in
Paragraph 80, and those allegations therefore are denied.

The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in

Paragraph 81, and those allegations therefore are denied.

22
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82.  The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in

Paragraph 82, and those allegations therefore are denied.

83. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in

Paragraph 83, and those allegations therefore are denied.

84. The D’Souza Parties admit that they are aware of document

purporting to show that David Cross filed a complaint with the

Georgia Bureau of Investigations (“GBI”’). The complaint speaks for

itself, and the D'Souza Parties deny any allegations inconsistent

therewith. The D’Souza Parties deny ihat they had any knowledge of

this complaint at the time it was filed, and deny that they knew or

know Mr. Cross. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to

the remaining allegations in Paragraph 84, and those allegations

therefore are demed.

85. The D’Souza Parties admit that David Cross filed a complaint with

the GBI. The complaint speaks for itself, and the D'Souza Parties deny

any allegations inconsistent therewith. The D’Souza parties note that

the David Cross Complaint relied on video that was not obtained from

the D’Souza Parties. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as

to the remaining allegations in Paragraph 85, and those allegations

therefore are denied.

23
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86.

87.

88.

89.

90.

91.

The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in
Paragraph 86, and those allegations therefore are denied. To the extent
Paragraph 86 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties
cannot answer for other defendants and no response is required.

The D’Souza Parties admit that David Cross filed a complaint with
the GBI. The complaint speaks for itself, and the D'Souza Parties deny
any allegations inconsistent therewith. The D’Souza Parties lack
personal knowledge as to the remaining allegations in Paragraph 87,
and those allegations therefore are deraed.

The D’Souza Parties lack persenal knowledge as to the allegations in
Paragraph 88, and those aliegations therefore are denied.

The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in
Paragraph 89, and those allegations therefore are denied.

The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in
Paragraph 90, and those allegations therefore are denied.

The D’Souza Parties admit that the Georgia State Elections Board
(“SEB”) held a public hearing during which David Cross’s complaint
was addressed. The hearing speaks for itself, and the D'Souza Parties

deny any allegations inconsistent therewith.
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92.

93.

94.

95.

96.

97.

98.

Paragraph 92 attempts to characterize the SEB hearing. The hearing
speaks for itself, and the D'Souza Parties deny any allegations
inconsistent therewith.

Paragraph 93 attempts to quote and characterize the SEB hearing. The
hearing speaks for itself, and the D'Souza Parties deny any allegations
inconsistent therewith.

The D’Souza Parties deny Paragraph 94.

The D’Souza Parties admit that government records reflect that the
SEB dismissed the case. All documenis related to the SEB hearing
speak for themselves, and the J>'Souza Parties deny any allegations
inconsistent therewith. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge
as to the remaining allegations in Paragraph 95, and those allegations
therefore are denied.

The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in
Paragraph 96, and those allegations therefore are denied.

The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in
Paragraph 97, and those allegations therefore are denied.

The D’Souza Parties deny the allegations in Paragraph 98. To the

extent Paragraph 98 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza
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Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response is

required.

99. The D’Souza Parties deny the allegations in Paragraph 99. To the

extent Paragraph 99 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza

Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response is

required.

100. The D’Souza Parties deny the allegations in Paragraph 100. To the

extent Paragraph 100 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza

Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response is

required.

101. The D’Souza Parties admit that judges and other officials have

rejected various claims of voter fraud in Paragraph 101. The D’Souza

Parties state that the 2000 Mules film acknowledges this and

acknowlesiges that prior claims of fraud were largely unsubstantiated.

The D’Souza Parties further state that the 2000 Mules film drew its

conclusions of research and evidence.

102. The D’Souza Parties deny the allegations in Paragraph 102. To the

extent Paragraph 102 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza

Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response is

required.
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103. The D’Souza Parties have no personal knowledge of the quoted

“experts” and articles cited in Paragraph 103, and note that they

appear to be opinions, not facts, such that a response is not required.

To the extent a response is required, the D’Souza Parties deny the

truth of those quotations, as well as Mr. Andrews’ characterization of

those articles, on the basis of lack of personal knowledge. The

D’Souza Parties further state that they are not experts in geolocating

data, nor have they ever proffered to be. Rather, they reasonably relied

upon the expertise of others, who asscited that geolocation data has

been relied upon by law enfcrcement and proven reliable. The

D’Souza Parties deny any assertion of actual malice or disregard for

the truth. The D’Souza Parties deny the remaining allegations in

Paragraph 103. To the extent Paragraph 103 is directed to other

defendarts, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for other defendants

and no response is required.

104. The D’Souza Parties have no personal knowledge of the quoted

“experts” cited in Paragraph 104, and note that they appear to be

opinions, not facts, such that a response is not required. To the extent

a response 1s required, the D’Souza Parties deny the truth of those

quotations, as well as Mr. Andrews’ characterization of those articles,
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on the basis of lack of personal knowledge. The D’Souza Parties

further state that they are not experts in geolocating data, nor have

they ever proffered to be. Rather, they reasonably relied upon the

expertise of others, who asserted that geolocation data has been relied

upon by law enforcement and proven reliable. The D’Souza Parties

deny any assertion of actual malice or disregard for the truth. The

D’Souza Parties deny the remaining allegations in Paragraph 104. To

the extent Paragraph 104 is directed to othei defendants, the D’Souza

Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response is

required.

105. The D’Souza Parties denv Paragraph 105. To the extent Paragraph

105 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer

for other defendants and no response is required.

106. Paragraph 106 attempts to quote and characterizes the 2000 Mules

film. The film speaks for itself, and The D'Souza Parties deny any

allegations inconsistent therewith. To the extent Paragraph 106 is

directed to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for

other defendants and no response is required.

107. The D’Souza Parties have no personal knowledge of the NPR story or

quotes cited in Paragraph 107. The D’Souza Parties deny the truth of
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those quotations, as well as Mr. Andrews’ characterization of that

story, on the basis of lack of personal knowledge. The D’Souza

Parties further state that they are not experts in geolocating data, nor

have they ever proffered to be. Rather, they reasonably relied upon the

expertise of others, who asserted that geolocation data has been relied

upon by law enforcement and proven reliable. The D’Souza Parties

deny any assertion of actual malice or disregard for the truth. The

D’Souza Parties deny the remaining allegaticns in Paragraph 107. To

the extent Paragraph 107 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza

Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response is

required.

108. The D’Souza Parties have no personal knowledge of the quotes

attributed to Detendants Phillips and Engelbrecht in Paragraph 108,

and theretcre deny those allegations. The D’Souza Parties also have

no personal knowledge of the precise computers used, or the location

where geotracking research was done, and therefore deny those

allegations. The D’Souza Parties further state that they are not experts

in geolocating data, nor have they ever proffered to be. Rather, they

reasonably relied upon the research and expertise of others, who

asserted that geolocation data has been relied upon by law
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enforcement and proven reliable. The D’Souza Parties deny any

assertion of misrepresentation, actual malice, or disregard for the

truth. The D’Souza Parties deny the remaining allegations in

Paragraph 108. To the extent Paragraph 108 is directed to other

defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for other defendants

and no response is required.

109. The D’Souza Parties have no personal knowledge of the NPR

investigation, story or quotes cited in Paragraph 109, and therefore

deny the allegations. The D’Souza FParties state that they are not

experts in geolocating data, nor have they ever proffered to be. The

D’Souza Parties further state that they did not perform the geotracking

data investigation, as is evident from the documentary. Rather, the

D’Souza Parties reasonably relied upon the research and expertise of

others. The D’Souza Parties deny any inferred assertion of actual

malice or disregard for the truth. The D’Souza Parties deny the

remaining allegations in Paragraph 109. To the extent Paragraph 109

1s directed to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for

other defendants and no response is required.

110. The D’Souza Parties deny that Mr. Andrews is portrayed in the

documentary and state that, to the extent his image appears in the film,
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he is unrecognizable. The D’Souza Parties deny any assertion of

misrepresentation, actual malice, or disregard for the truth. The

D’Souza Parties further state that they did not perform the geotracking

data investigation, acquire surveillance video, or link them together,

as such activities were performed by other defendants, as is evident

from the documentary. To the extent Paragraph 110 quotes or

characterizes the film, the film speaks for itself, and The D'Souza

Parties deny any allegations inconsistent therewith. To the extent

Paragraph 110 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties

cannot answer for other defendants and no response is required.

111. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the surveillance

video footage. The [3"Souza Parties state that they did not perform the

geotracking data investigation, acquire surveillance video, or link

them togeiher, as such activities were performed by other defendants,

as 1s evident from the film. To the extent Paragraph 111 characterizes

the film, the film speaks for itself, and The D'Souza Parties deny any

allegations inconsistent therewith. To the extent Paragraph 111 1is

directed to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for

other defendants and no response is required.
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112.

113.

114.

The D’Souza Parties admit that Mr. D’Souza has a podcast, that he
discussed the film in a May episode, and that he has not released
additional surveillance footage. To the extent Paragraph 112
characterizes or quotes the podcast, the podcast speaks for itself, and
The D'Souza Parties deny any allegations inconsistent therewith. To
the extent Paragraph 112 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza
Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response is
required.

The D’Souza Parties lack personal kriowledge as to the allegations in
Paragraph 113, and those allegaiions therefore are denied. To the
extent Paragraph 113 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza
Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response is
required.

The D’Souza Parties admit that a website existed to promote the 2000
Mules film. The website spoke for itself, and the D'Souza Parties deny
any allegations inconsistent therewith. The D'Souza Parties deny they
own the domain and deny that they have acknowledged that their
“assertions are baseless” and deny the remaining allegations in

Paragraph 114. To the extent Paragraph 114 is directed to other
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defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for other defendants

and no response is required.

115. The D’Souza Parties admit that Mr. D’Souza published a “tweet” on

May 13, 2002. The tweet speaks for itself, and the D’Souza Parties

deny any allegations inconsistent therewith. The D’Souza Parties deny

any assertion of misrepresentation, actual malice, or disregard for the

truth. The D'Souza Parties deny that Mr. D’Souza “recognized” that

the reliability of geolocation data had been “debunked.” The D'Souza

Parties deny the remaining allegations iri Paragraph 115.

116. The D’Souza Parties note that the assertions in Paragraph 116 appear

to be the unsupported opinion of Mr. Andrews or his counsel, such

that a response is not required. To the extent a response is required,

the D’Souza Parties deny the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 116,

and state that the CDC has used geolocation data, as widely reported

in the press and stated by the CDC itself. The D’Souza Parties deny

any assertion of actual malice or disregard for the truth. The D’Souza

Parties deny the remaining allegations in Paragraph 116.

117. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in

Paragraph 117, and those allegations therefore are denied. The

D’Souza Parties further state that they were not involved in any
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requests to the GBI to investigate ballot fraud. To the extent

Paragraph 117 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties

cannot answer for other defendants and no response is required.

118. The D’Souza Parties deny that no credible basis existed for the 2000

Mules film. The D’Souza Parties further deny that they have received

any of the referenced requests from law enforcement, or that they

have failed to provide information in response to any requests. The

D’Souza Parties deny the remaining allegaticns in Paragraph 118. To

the extent Paragraph 118 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza

Parties cannot answer for oth¢r defendants and no response is

required.

119. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in

Paragraph 119, and those allegations therefore are denied. The

D’Souza Parties further state that they were not involved in any

requests to the GBI to investigate ballot fraud. To the extent

Paragraph 119 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties

cannot answer for other defendants and no response is required.

120. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in

Paragraph 120, and those allegations therefore are denied. The

D’Souza Parties further state that they were not involved in any
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proceedings with the Arizona Attorney General’s Office. To the

extent Paragraph 120 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza

Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response is

required.

121. The D’Souza Parties note that the assertions in Paragraph 121 appear

to be the opinion of William Barr, such that a response is not required.

To the extent a response is required, the D’Souza Parties lack personal

knowledge as to the allegations in Paragraph 121, and those

allegations therefore are denied. To the extent Paragraph 121

characterizes or quotes Mr. Barr’s testimony, Mr. Barr’s testimony

speaks for itself and the D’Souza Parties deny any allegations

inconsistent therewith.. To the extent Paragraph 121 is directed to

other defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for other

defendants and no response is required.

122. The D’Souza Parties note that the assertions in Paragraph 122 appear

to be the unsupported opinion of Ann Coulter, such that a response is

not required. To the extent a response is required, the D’Souza Parties

lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in Paragraph 122, and

those allegations therefore are denied. To the extent Paragraph 122

characterizes or quotes Ann Coulter’s blog, the blog speaks for itself
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and the D’Souza Parties deny any allegations inconsistent therewith.

To the extent Paragraph 122 is directed to other defendants, the

D’Souza Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response

is required.

123. The D’Souza Parties note that the assertions in Paragraph 123 appear

to be the unsupported opinion of Ben Shapiro, such that a response is

not required. To the extent a response is required, the D’Souza Parties

lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in Paragraph 123, and

those allegations therefore are denied. To the extent Paragraph 123

characterizes or quotes Ben Shapiro, his statements speak for

themselves, and the D’Souza Parties deny any allegations inconsistent

therewith. To the externt Paragraph 123 is directed to other defendants,

the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no

response is required.

124. The D’Souza Parties deny Paragraph 124. To the extent Paragraph

124 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer

for other defendants and no response is required.

125. The D’Souza Parties admit that Mr. D’Souza published a “tweet” on

June 13, 2022. The tweet speaks for itself, and the D’Souza Parties

deny any allegations inconsistent therewith. The D’Souza Parties deny
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any assertion of misrepresentation, actual malice, or disregard for the

truth. The D'Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as the allegations

in Paragraph 125 that concern statements made by Ms. Engelbrecht

and therefore deny those allegations. To the extent Ms. Engelbrecht

has made statements, her statements speak for themselves, and the

D’Souza Parties deny any allegations inconsistent therewith. To the

extent Paragraph 125 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza

Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response is

required.

126. The D’Souza Parties admit that Mr. D’Souza published “tweets” on

June 30 and May 9, 2022. The tweets speak for themselves, and the

D’Souza Parties deny any allegations inconsistent therewith. The

D’Souza Parties deny any assertion of misrepresentation, actual

malice, or disregard for the truth. The D'Souza Parties lack personal

knowledge as the allegations in Paragraph 126 that concern statements

made by Ms. Engelbrecht and therefore deny those allegations. To the

extent Ms. Engelbrecht has made statements, her statements speak for

themselves, and the D’Souza Parties deny any allegations inconsistent

therewith. The D'Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the

allegations in Paragraph 126 that concern Fox News and Newsmax
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and the decisions and motivations of those companies, and the

D’Souza Parties therefore deny those allegations, and further state that

they are not required to respond to the speculation of Mr. Andrews or

his counsel. To the extent Paragraph 126 is directed to other

defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for other defendants

and no response is required.

127. The D’Souza Parties deny Paragraph 127.

128. The D’Souza Parties deny any assertion of misrepresentation, actual

malice, or disregard for the truth and deny that their allegations were

“baseless.” The D’Souza Parties admit that they were informed of the

GBI’s investigation and clearing of Mr. Andrews. The D’Souza

Parties state that such investigation appeared to be based primarily on

an interview with Mr. Andrews and therefore was not truly

conclusive. The D’Souza Parties deny the remaining allegations in

Paragraph 128. To the extent Paragraph 128 is directed to other

defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for other defendants

and no response is required.

129. The D’Souza Parties deny any assertion of misrepresentation, actual

malice, or disregard for the truth and deny that their allegations were

“baseless.” The D’Souza Parties admit that they were informed of the
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GBI’s investigation and clearing of Mr. Andrews. The D’Souza

Parties state that such investigation appeared to be based primarily on

an interview with Mr. Andrews and therefore was not truly

conclusive, and therefore they deny that were ever “aware that Mr.

Andrews had acted legally.” The D’Souza Parties admit that Mr.

D’Souza published an episode of his podcast titled Unlawful Conduct.

The podcast speaks for itself, and the D’Souza Parties deny any

allegations inconsistent therewith. The D’Scuza Parties admit that the

Washington Post published an article about the SEB investigation into

Mr. Andrews. The article speaks for itself, and the D’Souza Parties

deny any allegations incorsistent therewith. The D’Souza Parties deny

the remaining allegations in Paragraph 129.

130. The D’Souza Parties deny Mr. D’Souza “misconstrued the GBI

investigation” and they further deny any assertion

misrepresentation, “false portrayal,” actual malice, or disregard for the

truth. The D’Souza Parties admit that they were informed of the GBI’s

investigation and clearing of Mr. Andrews. The D’Souza Parties state

they such investigation appeared to be based primarily on an interview

with Mr. Andrews and therefore was not truly conclusive, and

therefore they deny that were ever “aware that Mr. Andrews had acted
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legally.” The D’Souza Parties admit that Mr. D’Souza published an

episode of his podcast titled Unlawful Conduct. The podcast speaks

for itself, and the D’Souza Parties deny any allegations inconsistent

therewith. The D’Souza Parties admit that Mr. D’Souza published an

article on Truth Social. The article speaks for itself, and the D’Souza

Parties deny any allegations inconsistent therewith. The D’Souza

Parties admit that the Atlanta Journal Constitution published an

article about the SEB investigation into Mr. Andrews. The article

speaks for itself, and the D’Souza Parties deny any allegations

inconsistent therewith. The I2’Souza Parties deny the remaining

allegations in Paragraph 13¢.

131. The D'Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as the allegations in

Paragraph 131 that concern that state of mind of TTV and statements

made by Mr. Phillips, and those allegations are therefore denied. To

the extent Mr. Phillips made statements, his statements speak for

themselves, and the D’Souza Parties deny any allegations inconsistent

therewith. The D’Souza Parties admit that the Washington Post

published an article about the SEB investigation into Mr. Andrews.

The article speaks for itself, and the D’Souza Parties deny any

allegations inconsistent therewith. The D’Souza Parties deny the

40



Case 1:22-cv-04259-SDG Document 111 Filed 10/23/23 Page 41 of 120

remaining allegations in Paragraph 131. To the extent Paragraph 131

1s directed to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for

other defendants and no response is required.

132. The D'Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in

Paragraph 132 that concern statements made by Mr. Phillips and other

defendants, and those allegations are therefore denied. The D’Souza

Parties deny Mr. D’Souza “advanced” any “false claims,” and they

further deny any implied assertion of misrepresentation, actual malice,

or disregard for the truth. The D’Souza Parties admit that they were

informed of the GBI’s investigation and clearing of Mr. Andrews. The

D’Souza Parties state that such investigation appeared to be based

primarily on an interview with Mr. Andrews and therefore was not

truly conclusive, and therefore they deny that were ever aware that

Mr. Andrews had acted legally. The D’Souza Parties deny the

remaining allegations in Paragraph 132. To the extent Paragraph 132

is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for

other defendants and no response is required.

133. The D'Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as to the allegations in

Paragraph 132 that concern statements and conduct of other

defendants, and those allegations are therefore denied. The D’Souza
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Parties deny the remaining allegations in Paragraph 133. To the extent

Paragraph 133 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties

cannot answer for other defendants and no response is required.

134. The D’Souza Parties deny the allegations in Paragraph 134. To the

extent Paragraph 134 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza

Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response is

required.

135. The D'Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as the allegations in

Paragraph 135, as they concern stateracnts made by other defendants,

and those allegations are therefore denied. To the extent Paragraph

135 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer

for other defendants aiid no response is required.

136. The D'Souza Pariies deny that Mr. D’Souza has ever “acknowledged”

that Mr. Aadrews voted lawfully. The D’Souza Parties admit that they

were informed of the GBI’s investigation and clearing of Mr.

Andrews. The D’Souza Parties state that such investigation appeared

to be based primarily on an interview with Mr. Andrews and therefore

was not truly conclusive, and therefore they deny that were ever

“aware that Mr. Andrews had acted legally” and deny that they

promoted the book or the film with knowledge that Mr. Andrews
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voted lawfully. The D’Souza Parties further deny any implied

assertion of misrepresentation, actual malice, or disregard for the

truth. The D’Souza Parties admit that Mr. D’Souza published an

episode of his podcast titled Unlawful Conduct. The podcast speaks

for itself, and the D’Souza Parties deny any allegations inconsistent

therewith. The D’Souza Parties deny the remaining allegations in

Paragraph 136.

137. The D’Souza Parties admit that 2000 Mules’ public box office

premiere was the weekend of May 20, 2022. The D’Souza Parties lack

personal knowledge as to the accuracy of whether the film was shown

in 415 theaters, and therefore deny same. The D’Souza Parties deny

that the documentary made more than $1.4 million from the box

office, and state ihat they lack personal knowledge of the accuracy of

the “Box Office Mojo” assessments regarding the revenue generated

from the film, and those allegations are therefore denied. To the

extent Paragraph 137 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza

Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response is

required.

138. The D’Souza Parties deny the allegations in Paragraph 138. To the

extent Paragraph 138 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza
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Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response is

required.

139. The D’Souza Parties deny Mr. D’Souza “reiterated” a “false

narrative” and they further deny any inferred assertion of

misrepresentation, actual malice, or disregard for the truth. The

D’Souza Parties admit that Mr. D’Souza appeared on OANN’s

“Weekly Briefing with Chanel Rion” show. To the extent Paragraph

139 attempts to characterize or quote the show, the show speaks for

itself, and the D’Souza Parties deny any allegations inconsistent

therewith. The D’Souza Parties deny the remaining allegations in

Paragraph 139.

140. The D’Souza Parties deny Mr. D’Souza made “false statements” and

they further deny any inferred assertion of misrepresentation, actual

malice, ¢ disregard for the truth. The D’Souza Parties admit that Mr.

D’Souza appeared on OANN’s “Weekly Briefing with Chanel Rion”

show. To the extent Paragraph 140 attempts to characterize or quote

the show, the show speaks for itself, and the D’Souza Parties deny any

allegations inconsistent therewith. The D’Souza Parties deny the

remaining allegations in Paragraph 140.

141. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge of the allegations in
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Paragraph 141, and those allegations are therefore denied.

142. The D’Souza Parties admit that Mr. D’Souza appeared on OANN’s

Real America with Dan Ball. To the extent Paragraph 142 attempts to

characterize and summarize the show, the show speaks for itself, and

the D’Souza Parties deny any allegations inconsistent therewith. The

D’Souza Parties further state that they did not provide any footage

from the documentary to OANN, and they deny that Mr. Andrews is

portrayed in the trailer for the film and state that, to the extent his

image appears in the trailer, he is unrecognizable.

143. The D’Souza Parties admit that Mr. D’Souza appeared on OANN’s

Real America with Dan Baii. To the extent Paragraph 143 attempts to

characterize, quote, or summarize the show, the show speaks for itself,

and the D’Souza Parties deny any allegations inconsistent therewith.

The D’Souza Parties deny that Mr. Andrews is portrayed in the trailer

for the film and state that, to the extent his image appears in the

trailer, he is unrecognizable.

144. The D’Souza Parties admit that they were informed of the GBI’s

investigation and clearing of Mr. Andrews. The D’Souza Parties state

that such investigation appeared to be based primarily on an interview

with Mr. Andrews and therefore was not truly conclusive, and
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therefore they deny that were ever aware that Mr. Andrews had acted

legally and deny that they promoted the book or the film with

knowledge that Mr. Andrews voted lawfully. The D’Souza Parties

further deny that Mr. D’Souza made false statements, and deny any

implied assertion of misrepresentation, actual malice, or disregard for

the truth. The D’Souza Parties admit that Mr. D’Souza appeared on

OANN’s Real America with Dan Ball. To the extent Paragraph 143

attempts to characterize, quote, or summarize the show, the show

speaks for itself, and the D’Souza Parties deny any allegations

inconsistent therewith. Notably, ihe D’Souza Parties deny that Mr.

D’Souza referenced Mr. Andarews on the show, or otherwise identified

him in any way. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge of the

allegations in Paragraph 144 regarding Mr. Andrews’ allegations of

legal voting, and therefore deny those allegations. The D’Souza

Parties deny the remaining allegations in Paragraph 144.

145. The D’Souza Parties deny any inference that Mr. D’Souza made false

statements, and deny any implied assertion of misrepresentation,

actual malice, or disregard for the truth. The D’Souza Parties admit

that Mr. D’Souza appeared on KUSI News. To the extent Paragraph

145 attempts to characterize, quote, or summarize the show, the show
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speaks for itself, and the D’Souza Parties deny any allegations

inconsistent therewith. Notably, the D’Souza Parties deny that Mr.

D’Souza referenced Mr. Andrews on the show, or otherwise identified

him in any way. The D’Souza Parties deny the remaining allegations

in Paragraph 145.

146. The D’Souza Parties deny that Mr. D’Souza “continued to lie,” any

further deny inference that Mr. D’Souza made false statements, and

deny any implied assertion of misrepresentation, actual malice, or

disregard for the truth. The D’Souza Parties admit that Mr. D’Souza

appeared on KUSI News. To the extent Paragraph 146 attempts to

characterize, quote, or sunimarize the show, the show speaks for itself,

and the D’Souza Paitics deny any allegations inconsistent therewith.

Notably, the >’Souza Parties deny that Mr. D’Souza referenced Mr.

Andrews on the show, or otherwise identified him in any way. The

D’Souza Parties admit that they were informed of the GBI’s

investigation and clearing of Mr. Andrews. The D’Souza Parties state

that such investigation appeared to be based primarily on an interview

with Mr. Andrews and therefore was not truly conclusive, and

therefore they deny that were ever aware that Mr. Andrews had acted

legally and deny that they promoted the book or the film with
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knowledge that Mr. Andrews voted lawfully. The D’Souza Parties

deny the remaining allegations in Paragraph 145.

147. The D’Souza Parties deny any implied assertion of misrepresentation,

actual malice, or disregard for the truth. The D’Souza Parties admit

that Mr. D’Souza has posted on Truth Social. Those posts speak for

themselves, and the D’Souza Parties deny any allegations inconsistent

therewith. Notably, the D’Souza Parties deny that Mr. D’Souza

“embedded” or had ever otherwise published a video featuring an

unblurred image of Mr. Andrews. Thie D’Souza Parties deny the

remaining allegations in Paragrapa 147.

148. The D’Souza Parties adrut that on June 18, 2022, a Twitter user

retweeted a video of the SEB presentation. To the extent Paragraph

148 attempts to characterize the tweet, it speaks for itself and the

D’Souza Parties deny any allegations inconsistent therewith. The

D’Souza Parties admit that Mr. D’Souza responded in his own tweet.

To the extent Paragraph 148 attempts to characterize the tweet, it

speaks for itself and the D’Souza Parties deny any allegations

inconsistent therewith. The D’Souza Parties admit that they were

informed of the GBI’s investigation and clearing of Mr. Andrews. The

D’Souza Parties state that such investigation appeared to be based
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149.

150.

primarily on an interview with Mr. Andrews and therefore was not
truly conclusive, and therefore they deny that were ever aware that
Mr. Andrews had acted legally and deny that they promoted the book
or the film with knowledge that Mr. Andrews voted lawfully, and
further deny that Mr. D’Souza made “baseless” accusations. The
D’Souza Parties deny the remaining allegations in Paragraph 148.

The D'Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as the allegations in
Paragraph 149, as they concern statements imade by Ms. Engelbrecht
and Mr. Phillips, and those allegaticns are therefore denied. To the
extent other defendants made ststecments in the media, their statements
speak for themselves, anc the D’Souza Parties deny any allegations
inconsistent therewiith. To the extent Paragraph 149 is directed to
other defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for other
defendants and no response is required.

The D’Souza Parties admit that Mr. D’Souza published an episode of
his podcast on June 29, 2022. The podcast speaks for itself, and the
D’Souza Parties deny any allegations inconsistent therewith. The
D’Souza Parties further deny any characterization that he is “exposed
to liability” or that he published unblurred images of Mr. Andrews.

The D’Souza Parties deny the remaining allegations in Paragraph 150.
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To the extent Paragraph 150 refers to conduct of other defendants, the

D'Souza Parties lack personal knowledge as the allegations, and those

allegations are therefore denied. To the extent Paragraph 150 is

directed to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for

other defendants and no response is required.

151. The D’Souza Parties admit that they were informed of the GBI’s

investigation and clearing of Mr. Andrews. The D’Souza Parties state

that such investigation appeared to be based primarily on an interview

with Mr. Andrews and therefore was not truly conclusive, and

therefore they deny that were ever aware that Mr. Andrews had acted

legally and deny that they promoted the book or the film with

knowledge that Mr. Andrews voted lawfully. The D’Souza Parties

deny the remaining allegations in Paragraph 151. To the extent

Paragraph 151 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties

cannot answer for other defendants and no response is required.

152. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge of the allegations in

Paragraph 152, and therefore those allegations are denied.

153. To the extent Paragraph 153 concerns the conduct of other defendants,

the D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge of the allegations, and

therefore those allegations are denied. To the extent Paragraph 153

50



Case 1:22-cv-04259-SDG Document 111 Filed 10/23/23 Page 51 of 120

concerns the number of times various media appearances have been

viewed, the D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge of the

allegations, and therefore those allegations are denied. The D’Souza

Parties deny any implied assertion of misrepresentation, actual malice,

or disregard for the truth. The D’Souza Parties deny that they ever

published a video featuring an unblurred image of Mr. Andrews or

that they ever personally accused him of misconduct. The D’Souza

Parties deny the remaining allegations in Paragraph 153. To the extent

Paragraph 153 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties

cannot answer for other defendants and no response is required.

154. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge of the allegations in

Paragraph 154, and therefore those allegations are denied.

155. To the extent Paragraph 155 concerns the conduct of other defendants,

including <hat they have published on their websites, the D’Souza

Parties lack personal knowledge of the allegations, and therefore those

allegations are denied. The D’Souza Parties deny any implied

assertion of misrepresentation, actual malice, or disregard for the

truth. The D’Souza Parties deny that they ever published a video

featuring an unblurred image of Mr. Andrews or that they ever

personally accused him of misconduct. The D’Souza Parties deny the
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remaining allegations in Paragraph 155. To the extent Paragraph 155

1s directed to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for

other defendants and no response is required.

156. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge of the allegations in

Paragraph 156, and therefore those allegations are denied.

157. The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge of the allegations in

Paragraph 157, and therefore those allegations are denied.

158. The D’Souza Parties admit receiving a demand letter from Mr.

Andrews’ attorneys. The letter speaks for itself and the D’Souza

Parties deny allegations inconsisient therewith. The D’Souza Parties

deny that the letter had any basis, or that they were required to comply

with it. The D’Souza Parties deny any implied assertion of

misrepresentation, actual malice, or disregard for the truth. The

D’Souza Parties deny the remaining allegations in Paragraph 158. To

the extent Paragraph 158 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza

Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response is

required.

159. The D’Souza Parties deny that they have published any “defamatory

material” and deny any implied assertion of misrepresentation, actual

malice, or disregard for the truth. The D’Souza Parties deny that Mr.
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Andrews’ demand had any basis, or that they were required to comply

with it. The D’Souza Parties admit they have not retracted the

documentary or the book. The D’Souza Parties deny the remaining

allegations in Paragraph 159. To the extent Paragraph 159 is directed

to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for other

defendants and no response is required.

160. The D’Souza Parties deny that they have made false or defamatory

statements and further deny any implied assertion

misrepresentation, actual malice, or disregard for the truth. The

D’Souza Parties deny that they have made any statements “about Mr.

Andrews.” To the extent Paragraph 60 asserts that the D’Souza Parties

engaged in promoticn of the film and book, such promotion speaks for

itself. The D’Souza Parties deny the remaining allegations in

Paragraph 160. To the extent Paragraph 160 is directed to other

defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for other defendants

and no response is required.

161. The D’Souza Parties deny the allegations in Paragraph 161. To the

extent Paragraph 161 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza

Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response is

required.
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162. Paragraph 162 concerns the conduct of other defendants. The D’Souza

Parties lack personal knowledge of the allegations, and therefore those

allegations are denied. To the extent Paragraph 162 is directed to other

defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for other defendants

and no response is required.

163. The D’Souza Parties state that Paragraph 163 attempts to quote and

characterize the 2000 Mules book. The book speaks for itself, and the

D'Souza Parties deny any allegations inconsistent therewith. The

D’Souza Parties further deny that thev hiave made false or defamatory

statements and further deny any implied assertion

misrepresentation, actual malice, or disregard for the truth. The

D’Souza Parties dery that Mr. Andrews is portrayed in the book, and

state that, to the extent his image appears in the book, he is

unrecognizable. The D’Souza Parties deny the remaining allegations

in Paragraph 163. To the extent Paragraph 163 is directed to other

defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for other defendants

and no response is required.

164. Paragraph 164 concerns the knowledge of other defendants. The

D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge of the allegations, and

therefore those allegations are denied. To the extent Paragraph 164 is
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directed to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for

other defendants and no response is required.

165. The D’Souza Parties admit that the book remains available for sale.

The book speaks for itself, and the D'Souza Parties deny any

allegations inconsistent therewith. The D’Souza Parties further deny

that they have made false or defamatory statements and further deny

any implied assertion of misrepresentation, actual malice, or disregard

for the truth. The D’Souza Parties deny that Mr. Andrews is

portrayed in the book, and state that, to the extent his image appears in

the book, he is unrecognizablz. The D’Souza Parties deny the

remaining allegations in Paragraph 165.

166. The D’Souza Parties admit receiving a demand letter from Mr.

Andrews’ attorneys. The letter speaks for itself and the D’Souza

Parties deiny allegations inconsistent therewith. The D’Souza Parties

deny that the letter had any basis, or that they were required to comply

with it. The D’Souza Parties deny any implied assertion of

misrepresentation, actual malice, or disregard for the truth. The

D’Souza Parties admit that Mr. D’Souza has posted on Twitter and

Truth Social. Those posts speak for themselves, and the D’Souza

Parties deny any allegations inconsistent therewith. The D’Souza
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Parties deny the remaining allegations in Paragraph 166.

167. The D’Souza Parties admit that Mr. D’Souza has posted a video on

Rumble and appeared on the Charlie Kirk Show. Those videos speak

for themselves, and the D’Souza Parties deny any allegations

inconsistent therewith.

168. The D’Souza Parties admit that Mr. D’Souza appeared on OANN’s

Real America with Dan Ball. To the extent Paragraph 168 attempts to

characterize and summarize the show, the show speaks for itself, and

the D’Souza Parties deny any allegatiois inconsistent therewith. The

D’Souza Parties admit that Mr. D’Souza has a podcast, that he

discussed the film in a November episode. To the extent Paragraph

168 characterizes or duotes the podcast, the podcast speaks for itself,

and The D'Souza Parties deny any allegations inconsistent therewith.

The D’Souza Parties admit that Mr. D’Souza posted a video on

Rumble. The post speaks for itself, and the D’Souza Parties deny any

allegations inconsistent therewith. The D’Souza Parties deny that Mr.

D’Souza “repeated” a “false narrative,” and further deny any implied

assertion of misrepresentation, actual malice, or disregard for the

truth. The D’Souza Parties deny the remaining allegations in

Paragraph 168.
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169. The D’Souza Parties deny the allegations in Paragraph 169. To the

extent Paragraph 169 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza

Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response is

required.

170. The D’Souza Parties deny the allegations in Paragraph 170. To the

extent Paragraph 170 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza

Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response is

required.

171. The D’Souza Parties deny the allcgations in Paragraph 171. To the

extent Paragraph 171 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza

Parties cannot answer ior other defendants and no response is

required.

172.  The D’Souzi Parties deny that they rented out any theaters or that

they have sold or are selling DVDs of the film. To the extent that

Paragraph 172 asserts or infers that Mr. Andrews was in the film, the

D’Souza Parties deny that Mr. Andrews is portrayed in the film, and

state that, to the extent his image appears in the film, he is

unrecognizable. The D’Souza Parties deny that they told “lies” about

Mr. Andrews, and further deny any implied assertion of

misrepresentation, actual malice, or disregard for the truth. The
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D’Souza Parties admit that the documentary was released on May 20,

2022, and admit that Mr. D’Souza offered streaming of the film

through his subscription-based account on locals.com. The D’Souza

Parties admit that they were informed of the GBI’s investigation and

clearing of Mr. Andrews. The D’Souza Parties state that such

investigation appeared to be based primarily on an interview with Mr.

Andrews and therefore was not truly conclusive, and therefore they

deny that were ever aware that Mr. Andrews had acted legally and

deny that they released or promoted the book or the film with

knowledge that Mr. Andrews voted lawfully. The D’Souza Parties

deny the remaining allegaiions in Paragraph 172. To the extent

Paragraph 172 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties

cannot answer for other defendants and no response is required.

173. To the cxtent Paragraph 173 concerns the knowledge of other

defendants, the D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge of the

allegations, and therefore those allegations are denied. To the extent

Paragraph 173 concerns articles printed by non-parties, the D’Souza

Parties lack personal knowledge of those articles, and therefore those

allegations are denied. To the extent Paragraph 173 characterizes or

quotes those articles, they speak for themselves, and The D'Souza
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Parties deny any allegations inconsistent therewith. To the extent

Paragraph 173 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties

cannot answer for other defendants and no response is required.

174. Paragraph 174 attempts to characterize and quote the 2000mules.com

website. The website speaks for itself, and the D'Souza Parties deny

any allegations inconsistent therewith.

175. Paragraph 175 attempts to characterize and quote the 2000mules.com

website. The website speaks for itself, and the D'Souza Parties deny

any allegations inconsistent therewith. The D'Souza Parties deny that

Mr. D’Souza or D’Souza Mediz has sold the book, but admit that it is

available through Barnes & Noble and Amazon. The D'Souza Parties

do not know what “substantial revenue” means and therefore deny

they have received “substantial revenue” from the book. The D'Souza

Parties lacic personal knowledge as to exactly what price the book has

been listed and therefore deny those allegations. To the extent

Paragraph 175 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza Parties

cannot answer for other defendants and no response is required.

176. Paragraph 176 conflates the defendants in this case. The D'Souza

Parties admit that Mr. D’Souza receives income from D’Souza Media.

The D'Souza Parties deny that Mr. D’Souza receives income from
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TTV. To the extent Paragraph 176 concerns the relationship between

TTV, Ms. Engelbrecht, and Mr. Phillips, the D’Souza Parties lack

personal knowledge of the allegations, and therefore they are denied.

To the extent Paragraph 176 is directed to other defendants, the

D’Souza Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response

is required.

177. Paragraph 177 concerns the relationship between TTV, Ms.

Engelbrecht, and Mr. Phillips. The D’Souza Parties lack personal

knowledge of the allegations, and therefore they are denied. To the

extent Paragraph 177 is directed to other defendants, the D’Souza

Parties cannot answer for other defendants and no response is

required.

178. Paragraph 178 concerns the relationship between TTV, Ms.

Engelbrecirt, Mr. Phillips, and non-party OPSEC Group, LLC. The

D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge of the allegations, and

therefore they are denied. To the extent Paragraph 178 is directed to

other defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for other

defendants and no response is required.

179. Paragraph 179 concerns allegations against Mr. Phillips. The D’Souza

Parties lack personal knowledge of the allegations, and therefore they
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are denied. To the extent Paragraph 179 is directed to other

defendants, the D’Souza Parties cannot answer for other defendants

and no response 1s required.

180. Paragraph 180 concerns allegations against TTV and Ms. Engelbrecht.

The D’Souza Parties lack personal knowledge of the allegations, and

therefore they are denied. The D’Souza Parties further state th