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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF GEORGIA

COLUMBUS DIVISION
Edward Lamar Bloodworth %
Plaintiff, *
¥ Civil Action No.: 5:13¢v112 (CDL)
V. s
United States of America and John *
and/or Jane Does, %
Defendant(s). %

UNITED STATES’ RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFE’S DISCOVERY

COMES NOW Defendant United States and files its response to Plaintiff’s Discovery' as
follows:

knowledge of one individual, but includes knowledge of defendant’s agents, employees,
representatives, and attorneys, unless privileged. Accordingly, no individual can give the
customary jurat as to truth and accuracy of the information contained in these answers.

NOTE A: The information supplied in these answers is not based solely on the

NOTE B: The word usage and sentence structure may be that of the attorneys
assisting in the preparation of the answers and thus does not purport to be in the precise language
of defendant’s respondents.

NOTE C: Attorney work product privilege may exist as to portions of the information
supplied in these answers. Such information is provided in an effort to facilitate discovery, but
this defendant does not waive or otherwise abandon the privilege or any protection atforded by it.

NOTE D: Privacy Act information may exist as to portions of the information
supplied in these answers. Such information is provided in an effort to facilitate discovery, but
this defendant does not waive or abandon any protection afforded by it.

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

1. Defendant objects to each request that is overbroad, unduly burdensome,
oppressive, or may be answered by a more convenient method.

' Given that Plaintiff does not clearly identify whether a certain request is an interrogatory
or request for production of documents, Defendant responds to each numbered request in a
manner most consistent with the form of the request.
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2. Defendant objects to each request that seeks information that is not relevant and is

not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

3. Defendant objects to each request that does or might include any matter subject to
any privilege including, but not limited to, attorney-client privilege or the work product doctrine.

4. Defendant objects to each request that seeks documents that are not subject to
discovery under applicable rules, decisions, or laws of the Courts.

5 Defendant objects to the disclosure of information protected from disclosure by
federal law, including work product protection, privileges and the Privacy Act.

Without waiving these objections, Defendant responds as follows:

[NOTE: The current and former employees of the Defendant may possess information that
is privileged or protected. Defendant requests that counsel for Defendant be present during
any contacts with former or current employees.|

[NOTE: The responses herein relate only to information and documents in the possession of
the Federal Protective Service, which is the agency with whom Plaintiff filed an
administrative claim under the Federal Tort Claims Act.]

Interrogatory #1:

1. List of the full names of federal law enforcement officers on duty at the Immigration
Court Building for the below listed dates. The information should include full names,
contact information, ie telephone, E-Mail, agency affiliation, job description and duty
Jocation. This includes ICE, Homeland Security, Federal Protective Services and any other
federal law enforcement personnel who worked as security in the building,

A. May 25, 2011

B. June 08, 2011

C. June 29, 2011

D. July 07,2011

E. September 14, 2011
F. October 28, 2011
G. December 08, 2011

Response:

Defendant objects to this interrogatory as being overly broad, unduly burdensome, and
that it seeks information protected by the Privacy Act. Without waiving the foregoing objections,
Defendant responds as follows: FPS does not have specific law enforcement officers "on duty” at
the Atlanta Immigration Court Building. FPS assigns law enforcement officers responsible for
federal buildings. FPS Inspector David Picciolo is the FPS law enforcement officer assigned to
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