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GITANJALI DEANE and LISA * IN THE

POLYAK, et al. * CIRCUIT COURT
Plaintiffs, * FOR
V. * BALTIMORE CITY
FRANK CONAWAY, et al. * Case No.: 24-C-04-005390
Defendants. *
ANSWER

Come now Defendants, by undersigned counsel, and for answer to Plaintiffs’
Complaint state the following:

1. Paragraphs 1 through 4 of the complaint consist of rhetorical argument to
which neither admission nor denial is required. To the extent that factual allegations
are included, defendants deny same.

2. Defendants admit that Maryland Family Law Code Ann. §2-201 provides
that “[o]nly a marriage between a man and a woman is valid in this State.” The
remaining portion of paragraph 5 consists of rhetorical statements to which neither
“admission nor denial is required.

3. Defendants are without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief
as to the truth of the allegations in paragraph 6 relating specifically to plaintiffs. The
remaining portion of paragraph 6 consists of rhetorical statements to which neither

admission nor denial is required.



4. Defendants deny that Md. Family Law Code Ann. § 2-201 violates the
Maryland Constitution. The remaining portions of paragraph 7 consist of rhetorical
statements to which neither admission nor deniall is required.

5. Defendants admit the allegations of paragraphs 8 and 9.

6. Defendants are without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief
as to the truth of the factual allegations in paragraphs 10 through 119. To the extent
these paragraphs contain legal argument and rhetorical statements, neither
admission nor denial is required.

7. Defendants deny the factual allegations of paragraphs 120 through 124 to
the extent those paragraphs allege that plaintiffs are “qualified couples” entitled to
marriage licenses under Maryland law. Defendants admit that they are authorized
to issue marriage licenses in accordance with the requirements of Title 2, Subtitle
4 of the Md. Family Law Code Ann. |

8. Defendants admit the allegations of paragraph 125.

9. Defendants are without knowledge or information sufficient to admit or
deny that the.‘named plaintiffs made application for a marriage license on the dates
and in the manner specified in paragraphs 126 through 135. Further, defendants
note, as a matter of law, that “[u]ntil a license is issued, a clerk may not disclose the
fact that an application for a license has been made except to the parent or guardian
of a party to be married.” Md. Family Law Code Ann. §2-402(f). Defendants admit

that Maryland law effectively prohibits the issuance of such licenses, and deny any
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