IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT O RTHE
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 203 MAR |7 py |. 59
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EMPACADORA DE CARNES DE
FRESNILLO, S A.DEC.V.,
BELTEX CORPORATION, and
DALLAS CROWN, INC.
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TIM CURRY, District Attorney, §
Tarrant County, Texas, and §
BILL CONRADT [ED WALTON], §
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AND

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF
AGRICULTURE,
Party Needed for Just Adjudication

ANSWER OF TIM CURRY,
TARRANT COUNTY CRIMINAL DISTRICT ATTORNEY
TO PLAINTIFFS’ AMENDED COMPLAINT

TO THE HONORABLE TERRY MEANS, UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE:

Comes now TIM CURRY, the dlily elected and qualified Criminal District Attorney of
Tarrant County, Téxas, a Defendant herein, [hereafter “DA” or “Defendant”] and files this his
Answer to Plaintiffs’ Amended Complaint [“Complaint™], denying that Plaintiffs are entitled to the
relief they seek. This is a States’ Rights case; the issue is whether Texas may enforce a State statute
within its borders. The law in question currently applies equally and without discrimination to

Texans, persons from sister-States, and international visitors alike. The State statute at issue is in
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effect and has not been preempted or repealed. [There is pending (introduced) State legislation,
previously filed with the Court, which if passed into law could permit the export of horsemeat for

human consumption.]

Response to Specific Provisions of Amended Complaint.

Except as admitted herein, Defendant denies each part of the Plaintiffs’ Amended Complaint.

1. Jurisdiction.

1.0 Defendant admits that this Court has jurisdiction over the dispute. Defendant admits that there
is a genuine, imminent threat of prosecution against Plaintiff Beltex Corporation [“Beltex”] by the
Tarrant County Criminal District Attorney, and Defendant Curry understands that there was such a
threat against Plaintiff Dallas Crown, Inc. [“Dallas Crown™] by Bill Conradt, the predecessor to Ed
Walton. Defendant Walton is the newly-elected Kaufman County Criminal District Attorney.
Defendant Curry understands that the current Kaufman County DA has not threatened criminal
enforcement action against Dallas Crown; Walton is apparently a party solely by operation of FRCP
25(d), and not because of any action or inaction on his own part since taking office. The
circumstances set forth regarding Plaintiff Empacadora De Carnes De Fresnillo, S.A. De C.V.
[“Empacadora”] do not confer standing for Empacadora to be in this lawsuit; Empacadora should be
required to clearly acknowledge facts that confer standing to sue one or more of the Defendants or it
should be denied further consideration in this lawsuit. Defendant notes that Empacadora states that it
is prosecution against Beltex, not itself, that concerns it. Plaintiffs’ Reply to Defendant Tim Curry’s
Opposition to Temporary Injunction, para. 3, p. 1. Concern about its Tarrant County business
associate s too attenuated to support standing for Empacadora to take part in this challenge.
Defendant admits that the DA’s are State actors and that any threat by them of prosecution are as a
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