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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT FOR
THE DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS
BOSTON DIVISION
STUDENTS FOR FAIR ADMISSIONS, INC.,
Plaintiff,
V.

PRESIDENT AND FELLOWS OF HARVARD Civil Action No. 1:14-cv-14176-DJC
COLLEGE (HARVARD CORPORATION),

Defendant.

ANSWER

Defendant President and Fellows of Hadv@ollege hereby answers the Complaint.
Except as hereinafter expressly admitted, Defendamies each and every allegation, statement,
and matter contained in the Complaint and, inipaldr, denies that has engaged in racial
discrimination in violation of Title VI othe Civil Rights Act of 1964, 42 U.S.C. § 2008dseq.

Many of the more than five hundred allegatiamshe Complaint—often stated in vague
and general terms—concern Defendant’s histoadahissions practices, titeg back more than a
century. Those historical atjations are legally imnterial to the claims pleaded in the
Complaint, and none of Defendant’s currentployees possesses personal knowledge that
would be sufficient to enable Defendant to farhelief about the trhtof those allegations.

Defendant responds to the numbered allegations in the Complaint as follows:

1. Paragraph 1 states conclusions of law Rlaintiff's characterization of its claims,
to which no response is necessary.

2. Paragraph 2 states conclusions of lawylich no response is necessary. To the

extent a response is deemed necessary, Defeladatknowledge or formation sufficient to
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form a belief about the truth of the allegatiomgaragraph 2 andehefore denies those

allegations.
3. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 3.
4. Defendant denies the allegations in paapbr4, except to the extent they contain

conclusions of law, wikh require no response.

5. Defendant denies the allegations in paapbr5, except to the extent they contain
conclusions of law, wikh require no response.

6. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 6.

7. Defendant denies the allegations in paagbr7, except as to the third and fourth-
to-the-last sentences which purport to raise gaguerbroad allegations as to all “[h]igh-
achieving Asian-American applicants.” Witbspect to those alletyans, Defendant lacks
knowledge or information sufficient to formbalief about the truth dhe allegations and
therefore denies them.

8. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 8.

9. Defendant denies the allegations in paagbr9, except to the extent they contain
conclusions of law, whitrequire no response.

10. Defendant admits that Plaintiffdmght this action under 42 U.S.C. § 20@0d
seg. and that 28 U.S.C. 88 1331 and 1343 authdhieeCourt’s subject-nteer jurisdction over
such actions. Defendant dentbat the Court possesses subject-matter jurisdiction over this
case, however.

11. Defendant admits that venue is proper.

12. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the

truth of the allegations in paragraphdr&d therefore denies those allegations.



13. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraphd®d therefore denies those allegations.

14. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraphdd therefore denies those allegations.

15. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraphdrd therefore denies those allegations.

16. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraphdid therefore denies those allegations.

17. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraphdnd therefore denies those allegations.

18. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraphd@l therefore denies those allegations.

19. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraphdr®d therefore denies those allegations.

20. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph&td therefore denies those allegations.

21. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph&id therefore denies those allegations.

22. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 22.

23. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph&@l therefore denies those allegations.

24. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the

truth of the allegations in paragraph&@d therefore denies those allegations.



25. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph&#id therefore denies those allegations.

26. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 26.

27. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph&id therefore denies those allegations.

28. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 28.

29. Defendant admits that the Harvard Cogimm is Harvard University’s senior
governing board. The Board of Overseers has been dismissed as a defendant by stipulation of
the parties.

30. Defendant admits that Harvard Univerdgya private educational institution with
its legal address in Cambridge, Massachusetts.

31. Defendant admits that Harvard College is a component of Harvard University that
offers undergraduate education. Defendant otiserdenies the allegans in paragraph 31.

32. Defendant admits that Harvard Unisiy’s endowment was valued at $36.4
billion as of June 30, 2014. Defemddurther admits that HarvaUniversity receives federal
funds in various forms—including researcimfling—and that it received more than $6.6 million
from such sources in 2010, more than $Hilflon in 2011, more than $20.9 million in 2012,
and more than $13.4 million in 2013, and receifexteral funds from such sources in 2014.
Defendant otherwise denies thléegations in paragraph 32.

33. Defendant admits that Harvard Collegeads a number of students who receive
federal financial aid.

34. Paragraph 34 states a conclusiotae®f, which requires no response.

35. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 35.



36. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragrapha&@d therefore denies those allegations.

37. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph&@id therefore denies those allegations.

38. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph&@®&l therefore denies those allegations.

39. Defendant admits that the number of diebfreshmen has historically varied
from year to year. Defendant otherwise lakkewledge or information sufficient to form a
belief about the truth of the allegations in gaegph 39 and therefore mies those allegations.

40. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragrapha&td therefore denies those allegations.

41. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragrapha&id therefore denies those allegations.

42. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuifficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragrapha&®l therefore denies those allegations.

43. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuifficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragrapha&il therefore denies those allegations.

44. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuifficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraphad therefore denies those allegations.

45.  Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuifficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraphad therefore denies those allegations.

46. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuifficient to form a belief about the

truth of the allegations in paragraphatd therefore denies those allegations.



47.  Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 47 are
from a written document, the document speakgself and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 47 are inconsistent with any sdetument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 47. To the extent tiparagraph 47 contaia$legations neither set forth in a written
document nor inconsistent with such a document, Defendant lacks knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief about the truth of swadlegations in paragph 47 and therefore denies
those allegations.

48. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph&&l therefore denies those allegations.

49. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 49 are
from a written document, the document speakgself and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 49 are inconsistent with any stetument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 49. To the extent tiparagraph 49 contaiadlegations neither set forth in a written
document nor inconsistent with such a document, Defendant lacks knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief about the truth of swadlegations in paragph 49 and therefore denies
those allegations.

50. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraphd&fd therefore denies those allegations.

51. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 51 are
from a written document, the document speakddelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 51 are inconsistent with any stmtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 51. To the extent tipgiragraph 51 contairdlegations neither set forth in a written

document nor inconsistent with such a document, Defendant lacks knowledge or information



sufficient to form a belief about the truth of swadlegations in paragph 51 and therefore denies
those allegations.

52. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 52 are
from a written document, the document speakggelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 52 are inconsistent with any sdetument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 52. To the extent tiparagraph 52 contaiadlegations neither set forth in a written
document nor inconsistent with such a document, Defendant lacks knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief about the truth of swadlegations in paragph 52 and therefore denies
those allegations.

53. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph&l therefore denies those allegations.

54. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 54 are
from a written document, the document speakgself and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 54 are inconsistent with any stmtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 54. To the extent tipgiragraph 54 contairdlegations neither set forth in a written
document nor inconsistent with such a document, Defendant lacks knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief about the truth of swadlegations in paragph 54 and therefore denies
those allegations.

55. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 55 are
from a written document, the document speakgddelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 55 are inconsistent with any stmtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 55. To the extent tipgiragraph 55 contairdlegations neither set forth in a written

document nor inconsistent with such a document, Defendant lacks knowledge or information



sufficient to form a belief about the truth of swadlegations in paragph 55 and therefore denies
those allegations.

56. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 56 are
from a written document, the document speakggelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 56 are inconsistent with any sdetument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 56. To the extent tiparagraph 56 contaia$legations neither set forth in a written
document nor inconsistent with such a document, Defendant lacks knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief about the truth of swadlegations in paragph 56 and therefore denies
those allegations.

57. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 57 are
from a written document, the document speakggelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 57 are inconsistent with any sdetument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 57. To the extent tipairagraph 57 contaia$legations neither set forth in a written
document nor inconsistent with such a document, Defendant lacks knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief about the truth of swadlegations in paragph 57 and therefore denies
those allegations.

58. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph&&l therefore denies those allegations.

59. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 59 are
from a written document, the document speakgdelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 59 are inconsistent with any stmtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 59. To the extent tipgiragraph 59 contairdlegations neither set forth in a written

document nor inconsistent with such a document, Defendant lacks knowledge or information



sufficient to form a belief about the truth of swadlegations in paragph 59 and therefore denies
those allegations.

60. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 60 are
from a written document, the document speakggelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 60 are inconsistent with any stetument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 60. To the extent tipairagraph 60 contaiadlegations neither set forth in a written
document nor inconsistent with such a document, Defendant lacks knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief about the truth of swadlegations in paragph 60 and therefore denies
those allegations.

61. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraphd&id therefore denies those allegations.

62. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 62 are
from a written document, the document speakgself and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 62 are inconsistent with any stmtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 62. To the extent tipgiragraph 62 contairdlegations neither set forth in a written
document nor inconsistent with such a document, Defendant lacks knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief about the truth of swadlegations in paragph 62 and therefore denies
those allegations.

63. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 63 are
from a written document, the document speakddelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 63 are inconsistent with any stmtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 63. To the extent tipgiragraph 63 contairdlegations neither set forth in a written

document nor inconsistent with such a document, Defendant lacks knowledge or information



sufficient to form a belief about the truth of swadlegations in paragph 63 and therefore denies
those allegations.

64. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph&2d therefore denies those allegations.

65. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 65 are
from a written document, the document speakggelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 65 are inconsistent with any sdetument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 65. To the extent tipairagraph 65 contaiadlegations neither set forth in a written
document nor inconsistent with such a document, Defendant lacks knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief about the truth of swadlegations in paragph 65 and therefore denies
those allegations.

66. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 66 are
from a written document, the document speakgself and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 66 are inconsistent with any stmtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 66. To the extent tipgiragraph 66 contairdlegations neither set forth in a written
document nor inconsistent with such a document, Defendant lacks knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief about the truth of swadlegations in paragph 66 and therefore denies
those allegations.

67. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraphd&d therefore denies those allegations.

68. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 68 are
from a written document, the document speakddelf and, to the extent the allegations of

paragraph 68 are inconsistent with any stmtument, Defendant denies the allegations in

10



paragraph 68. To the extent tiparagraph 68 contaiadlegations neither set forth in a written
document nor inconsistent with such a document, Defendant lacks knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief about the truth of swadlegations in paragph 68 and therefore denies
those allegations.

69. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 69 are
from a written document, the document speakggelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 69 are inconsistent with any sdetument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 69. To the extent tipairagraph 69 contaiadlegations neither set forth in a written
document nor inconsistent with such a document, Defendant lacks knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief about the truth of swadlegations in paragph 69 and therefore denies
those allegations.

70. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraphattd therefore denies those allegations.

71. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 71 are
from a written document, the document speakgdelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 71 are inconsistent with any stmtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 71. To the extent tipgiragraph 71 contairdlegations neither set forth in a written
document nor inconsistent with such a document, Defendant lacks knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief about the truth of swadlegations in paragph 71 and therefore denies
those allegations.

72. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the

truth of the allegations in paragraphat®l therefore denies those allegations.

11



73. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 73 are
from a written document, the document speakggelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 73 are inconsistent with any stetument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 73. To the extent tiparagraph 73 contaiadlegations neither set forth in a written
document nor inconsistent with such a document, Defendant lacks knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief about the truth of swadlegations in paragph 73 and therefore denies
those allegations.

74. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 74 are
from a written document, the document speakggelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 74 are inconsistent with any stetument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 74. To the extent tiparagraph 74 contaiadlegations neither set forth in a written
document nor inconsistent with such a document, Defendant lacks knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief about the truth of swadlegations in paragph 74 and therefore denies
those allegations.

75. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraphattd therefore denies those allegations.

76. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 76 are
from a written document, the document speakddelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 76 are inconsistent with any sdmtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 76. To the extent tipgiragraph 76 contairdlegations neither set forth in a written
document nor inconsistent with such a document, Defendant lacks knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief about the truth of swadlegations in paragph 76 and therefore denies

those allegations.

12



77. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 77 are
from a written document, the document speakgself and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 77 are inconsistent with any sdetument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 77. To the extent tiparagraph 77 contaia$legations neither set forth in a written
document nor inconsistent with such a document, Defendant lacks knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief about the truth of swadlegations in paragph 77 and therefore denies
those allegations.

78. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 78 are
from a written document, the document speakgself and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 78 are inconsistent with any stetument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 78. To the extent tiparagraph 78 contaiadlegations neither set forth in a written
document nor inconsistent with such a document, Defendant lacks knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief about the truth of swadlegations in paragph 78 and therefore denies
those allegations.

79. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 79 are
from a written document, the document speakddelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 79 are inconsistent with any stmtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 79. To the extent tipgiragraph 79 contairdlegations neither set forth in a written
document nor inconsistent with such a document, Defendant lacks knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief about the truth of swadlegations in paragph 79 and therefore denies
those allegations.

80. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 80 are

from a written document, the document speakgddelf and, to the extent the allegations of

13



paragraph 80 are inconsistent with any sdetument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 80. To the extent tiparagraph 80 contaiadlegations neither set forth in a written
document nor inconsistent with such a document, Defendant lacks knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief about the truth of swadlegations in paragpé 80 and therefore denies
those allegations.

81. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 81 are
from a written document, the document speakgself and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 81 are inconsistent with any sdetument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 81. To the extent tiparagraph 81 contaia$legations neither set forth in a written
document nor inconsistent with such a document, Defendant lacks knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief about the truth of swadlegations in paragph 81 and therefore denies
those allegations.

82. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 82 are
from a written document, the document speakgdelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 82 are inconsistent with any stmtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 82. To the extent tipgiragraph 82 contairdlegations neither set forth in a written
document nor inconsistent with such a document, Defendant lacks knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief about the truth of swadlegations in paragph 82 and therefore denies
those allegations.

83. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph&@®l therefore denies those allegations.

84. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 84 are

from a written document, the document speakddelf and, to the extent the allegations of
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paragraph 84 are inconsistent with any stetument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 84. To the extent tipairagraph 84 contaiadlegations neither set forth in a written
document nor inconsistent with such a document, Defendant lacks knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief about the truth of swadlegations in paragph 84 and therefore denies
those allegations.

85. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragrapha@#id therefore denies those allegations.

86. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragrapha&@td therefore denies those allegations.

87. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragrapha&@id therefore denies those allegations.

88. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph&@®&l therefore denies those allegations.

89. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragrapha&@®d therefore denies those allegations.

90. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph&d therefore denies those allegations.

91. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph&id therefore denies those allegations.

92. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph&® therefore denies those allegations.

93. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the

truth of the allegations in paragraph®&%l therefore denies those allegations.
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94. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph®&4d therefore denies those allegations.

95. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph&%d therefore denies those allegations.

96. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph&td therefore denies those allegations.

97. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph&¥d therefore denies those allegations.

98. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph®&®&l therefore denies those allegations.

99. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph®&®d therefore denies those allegations.

100. Paragraph 100 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response. To the
extent a response is required, Defendant lacksvladge or information sufficient to form a
belief about the truth of the allegations in gaegoh 100 and therefore denies those allegations.

101. Defendant admits that Mr. Gummere\a as Chairman of its Committee on
Admission between 1934 and 1952. Defendamtmtise lacks knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief about the truth of thiéegations in paragrapgt0l1 and therefore denies
those allegations.

102. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 1l therefore denies those allegations.

103. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 103 are

from a written document, the document speakddelf and, to the extent the allegations of
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paragraph 103 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 103. To the extent that paragd$hcontains allegatiomeither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with suekdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 103 and
therefore denies those allegations.

104. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph It therefore denies those allegations.

105. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph il therefore denies those allegations.

106. Defendant states that to the extentdahegations set forth in paragraph 106 are
from a written document, the document speakgself and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 106 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 106. To the extent that paragdBcontains allegatiomeither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with sueckdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 106 and
therefore denies those allegations.

107. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 107 are
from a written document, the document speakddelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 107 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 107. To the extent that paragéhcontains allegatiomsither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with sueckdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 107 and

therefore denies those allegations.
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108. Defendant states that to the extentdahegations set forth in paragraph 108 are
from a written document, the document speakggelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 108 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 108. To the extent that paragd$contains allegatiomeeither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with sueclkdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 108 and
therefore denies those allegations.

109. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 8l therefore denies those allegations.

110. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph Xl therefore deni¢lose allegations.

111. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph Hiid therefore denies those allegations.

112. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 112 are
from a written document, the document speakddelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 112 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 112. To the extent that paragtghcontains allegatiomsither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with suckdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 112 and
therefore denies those allegations.

113. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 113 are
from a written document, the document speakddelf and, to the extent the allegations of

paragraph 113 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
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paragraph 113. To the extent that paragt$contains allegatiomeither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with suelkdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 113 and
therefore denies those allegations.

114. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph Jitl therefore denies those allegations.

115. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph il therefore denies those allegations.

116. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph Xl therefore denies those allegations.

117. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph Xl therefore denies those allegations.

118. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph Xl therefore denies those allegations.

119. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph X8 therefore denies those allegations.

120. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 18l therefore denies those allegations.

121. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph Iid therefore denies those allegations.

122. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the

truth of the allegations in paragraph 18l therefore denies those allegations.
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123. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 18l therefore denies those allegations.

124. Defendant admits that the admissions offised letter designations as shorthand
for certain characteristics opplicants at some time aftdre 1960s, as one among many factors
that the office evaluated holistically in determopwhether to make aoffer of admission.
Defendant otherwise denies thiéegations in paragraph 124.

125. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 125.

126. Defendant states that to the extentdahegations set forth in paragraph 126 are
from a written document, the document speakgself and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 126 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 126. To the extent that paragdgBicontains allegatiomeither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with suelkdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 126 and
therefore denies those allegations.

127. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 1% therefore denies those allegations.

128. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisunficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 18l therefore denies those allegations.

129. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 188l therefore denies those allegations.

130. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisunficient to form a belief about the

truth of the allegations in paragraph 18l therefore denies those allegations.
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131. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 181d therefore denies those allegations.

132. Defendant states that to the extentahegations set forth in paragraph 132 are
from a written document, the document speakggelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 132 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 132. To the extent that paragdgthcontains allegatiomeither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with sueclkdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 132 and
therefore denies those allegations.

133. Defendant admits that Harvard Universitgs one signatory to an amicus brief in
Bakke (filed jointly on behalf of Clumbia University, Harvard University, Stanford University,
and the University of Pennsylvaiiand that this brief includeticopy of the Harvard College
Admissions Program as an appendix.

134. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 134 are
from a written document, the document speakddelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 134 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 134. To the extent that paragfghcontains allegatiomsither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with sueckdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 134 and
therefore denies those allegations.

135. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 135 are
from a written document, the document speakgddelf and, to the extent the allegations of

paragraph 135 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
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paragraph 135. To the extent that paragdg8contains allegatiomeither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with suelkdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 135 and
therefore denies those allegations.

136. Defendant states that to the extentdahegations set forth in paragraph 136 are
from a written document, the document speakgself and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 136 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 136. To the extent that paragdgBicontains allegatiomeither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with sueclkdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 136 and
therefore denies those allegations.

137. Defendant states that to the extentdahegations set forth in paragraph 137 are
from a written document, the document speakgself and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 137 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 137. To the extent that paragghcontains allegatiomsither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with suekdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 137 and
therefore denies those allegations.

138. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 138 are
from a written document, the document speakddelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 138 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 138. To the extent that parag&g$contains allegatiomsither set forth in a

written document nor inconsistent with suekdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
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information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 138 and
therefore denies those allegations.

139. Defendant admits that Harvard Universitgs one signatory to an amicus brief in
Grutter (filed jointly on behalf of Harvard Univsity, Brown University, the University of
Chicago, Dartmouth College, Duke Universitye University of Pennsylvania, Princeton
University, and Yale University).

140. Defendant states that to the extentdahegations set forth in paragraph 140 are
from a written document, the document speakgself and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 140 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 140. To the extent that paragdafihcontains allegatiomeither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with suelkdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 140 and
therefore denies those allegations.

141. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 141 are
from a written document, the document speakddelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 141 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 141. To the extent that paragatdhcontains allegatiomsither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with suekdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatius in paragraph 141 and
therefore denies those allegations.

142. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 142 are
from a written document, the document speakddelf and, to the extent the allegations of

paragraph 142 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
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paragraph 142. To the extent that paragdatthcontains allegatiomeeither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with suelkdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 142 and
therefore denies those allegations.

143. Defendant admits that Harvard Universitgs one signatory to an amicus brief in
Fisher (filed jointly on behalf of Brown Univesity, the University of Chicago, Columbia
University, Cornell University, Dartmouth Collegauke University, Harvard University, Johns
Hopkins University, the Massachusetts Instinitd echnology, the University of Pennsylvania,
Princeton University, Stanford University, Maerbilt University, and Yale University).

144. Defendant states that to the extentdahegations set forth in paragraph 144 are
from a written document, the document speakgself and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 144 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 144. To the extent that paragfdaphcontains allegatiomeither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with sueckdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 144 and
therefore denies those allegations.

145. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 145 are
from a written document, the document speakddelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 145 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 145. To the extent that paragatfhcontains allegatiomsither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with suekdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 145 and

therefore denies those allegations.

24



146. Defendant states that to the extentdahegations set forth in paragraph 146 are
from a written document, the document speakggelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 146 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 146. To the extent that paragdafBcontains allegatiomeeither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with sueclkdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 146 and
therefore denies those allegations.

147. Defendant admits that the admissions committee considers each applicant’s
background and personal characteristics, inalgieiwhere relevant—thapplicant’s race or
ethnicity as it bears on thwmlistic review, as one among mafactors that it evaluates
holistically in determining whetléo make an offer of admissi. Defendant otherwise denies
the allegations in paragraph 147.

148. Defendant denies the adjations in paragraph 148.

149. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in the first senterof paragraph 149 ancetiefore denies those
allegations. As to the allegations in the seceentence of paragraph 149, Defendant admits that
it complied with the federal reporting requiremegand otherwise dess the allegations.

150. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 1@l therefore denies those allegations.

151. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph I51d therefore denies those allegations.

152. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 152 are

from a written document, the document speakddelf and, to the extent the allegations of
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paragraph 152 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 152. To the extent that paragdfghcontains allegatiomeeither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with suekdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 152 and
therefore denies those allegations.

153. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 1581 therefore denies those allegations.

154. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 15t therefore denies those allegations.

155. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 1%l therefore denies those allegations.

156. Defendant admits that the proportiohself-reported Asian-Americans among
matriculating freshmen was 3.6% in 1976. Defendémrwise denies theledations in the first
sentence of paragraph 156. Defendant lacks ladme or information sufficient to form a belief
about the truth of the allegatis in the second sentence ofggaiaph 156 and therefore denies
those allegations.

157. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 157.

158. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 1581 therefore denies those allegations.

159. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 1581 therefore denies those allegations.

160. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the

truth of the allegations in the first senterof paragraph 160 ancetiefore denies those
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allegations. Defendant states thamthe extent the allegations $erth in the second sentence of
paragraph 160 are from a writtdocument, the document speaksitieelf and, to the extent the
allegations of the second sentence of paragtéprare inconsistentitkh any such document,
Defendant denies the allegations in the secon@seatof paragraph 160. To the extent that the
second sentence of paragraph 160aostallegations neither setfio in a written document nor
inconsistent with such a document, Defendacks$ knowledge or information sufficient to form
a belief about the truth of sueliegations in the second serterof paragraph 160 and therefore
denies those allegations.

161. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph I1d therefore denies those allegations.

162. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 1611 therefore denies those allegations.

163. Defendant states that to the extentahegations set forth in paragraph 163 are
from a written document, the document speakddelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 163 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 163. To the extent that paragig#contains allegatiomsither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with sueckdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 163 and
therefore denies those allegations.

164. Defendant admits that the Office ofMZiRights conducted an investigation of
Harvard College’s admissions practicegyibaing in 1988 and ending in 1990. Defendant
otherwise lacks knowledge or information suffidciemform a belief bout the truth of the

allegations in paragraph 164 anéridfore denies those allegations.
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165. Defendant admits that the Office ofMZiRights conducted an investigation of
Harvard College’s admissions practiceggibaing in 1988 and ending in 1990. Defendant
otherwise denies the afjations in paragraph 165.

166. Defendant admits the allegations ie tirst sentence of paragraph 166. The
remainder of the allegations in paragraph 16@@urto characterize a written document, which
speaks for itself. To the extent the allegatiohparagraph 166 areaansistent with that
document, Defendant denies thiegations in paragraph 166.

167. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 16 therefore denies those allegations.

168. Defendant states that to the extentdahegations set forth in paragraph 168 are
from a written document, the document speakgself and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 168 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 168. To the extent that paragdgdcontains allegatiomeither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with sueckdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 168 and
therefore denies those allegations.

169. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 169 are
from a written document, the document speakddelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 169 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 169. To the extent that paragigthcontains allegatiomsither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with sueckdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 169 and

therefore denies those allegations.
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170. Defendant states that to the extentdahegations set forth in paragraph 170 are
from a written document, the document speakggelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 170 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 170. To the extent that paragdafhcontains allegatiomeither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with sueclkdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 170 and
therefore denies those allegations.

171. Defendant states that to the extentdahegations set forth in paragraph 171 are
from a written document, the document speakgself and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 171 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 171. To the extent that paragfafihcontains allegatiomeeither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with suelkdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 171 and
therefore denies those allegations.

172. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 172 are
from a written document, the document speakddelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 172 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 172. To the extent that paragiafthcontains allegatiomsither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with suckdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 172 and
therefore denies those allegations.

173. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 173 are

from a written document, the document speakddelf and, to the extent the allegations of
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paragraph 173 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 173. To the extent that paragfdf$contains allegatiomeither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with suekdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 173 and
therefore denies those allegations.

174. Defendant states that to the extentahegations set forth in paragraph 174 are
from a written document, the document speakggelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 174 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 174. To the extent that paragfdfshcontains allegatiomeeither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with sueclkdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 174 and
therefore denies those allegations.

175. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 175.

176. Defendant admits that applicants,tbe Common Application, may choose to
provide information about theiace or ethnicity. Defendant othese denies the allegations in
paragraph 176.

177. Defendant states that to the extemt éifiegations set fdrtin paragraph 177
purport to characterize a written document, theudwent speaks for itself and, to the extent the
allegations of paragraph 177 are inconsistétit any such document, Defendant denies the
allegations in paragraph 177. To the extentplaaagraph 177 contains allegations neither set
forth in a written document nor inconsistenthwsuch a document, Defendant lacks knowledge
or information sufficient to form a belief aboutttruth of such allegations in paragraph 177 and

therefore denies those allegations.
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178. Defendant states that to the extentdahegations set forth in paragraph 178 are
from a written document, the document speakggelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 178 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 178. To the extent that paragdfdcontains allegatiomeither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with sueclkdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 178 and
therefore denies those allegations.

179. Defendant states that to the extemt #ifiegations set fdrtin paragraph 179
purport to characterize a written document, theudzent speaks for itself and, to the extent the
allegations of paragraph 179 are inconsistatit any such document, Defendant denies the
allegations in paragraph 179. To the extentplaaagraph 179 contains allegations neither set
forth in a written document nor inconsistenthwsuch a document, Defendant lacks knowledge
or information sufficient to form a belief aboutthruth of such allegations in paragraph 179 and
therefore denies those allegations.

180. Defendant states that to the extemt éfiegations set fdrtin paragraph 180
purport to characterize a written document, theudwent speaks for itself and, to the extent the
allegations of paragraph 180 are inconsistétit any such document, Defendant denies the
allegations in paragraph 180. To the extentplaaagraph 180 contains allegations neither set
forth in a written document nor inconsistenthwsuch a document, Defendant lacks knowledge
or information sufficient to form a belief aboutttruth of such allegations in paragraph 180 and
therefore denies those allegations.

181. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 181 are

from a written document, the document speakgdelf and, to the extent the allegations of
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paragraph 181 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 181. To the extent that paragdgihcontains allegatiomeither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with suekdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 181 and
therefore denies those allegations.

182. Defendant states that to the extemt #iflegations set fdrtin paragraph 182
purport to characterize a written document, theudzent speaks for itself and, to the extent the
allegations of paragraph 182 are inconsistatit any such document, Defendant denies the
allegations in paragraph 182. To the extentplaaagraph 182 contains allegations neither set
forth in a written document nor inconsistenthwsuch a document, Defendant lacks knowledge
or information sufficient to form a belief abougethruth of such allegations in paragraph 182 and
therefore denies those allegations.

183. Defendant states that to the extemt éiegations set fditin paragraph 183
purport to characterize a written document, theudwent speaks for itself and, to the extent the
allegations of paragraph 183 are inconsistétit any such document, Defendant denies the
allegations in paragraph 183. To the extentplaaagraph 183 contains allegations neither set
forth in a written document nor inconsistenthwsuch a document, Defendant lacks knowledge
or information sufficient to form a belief aboutttruth of such allegations in paragraph 183 and
therefore denies those allegations.

184. Defendant denies the allegationghe first sentence of paragraph 184.
Defendant states that to the exttthe allegations set forth the second and third sentences of
paragraph 184 are from a writtdocument, the document speaksitgelf and, to the extent the

allegations of the second and third sentencegm@graph 184 are inconsistent with any such
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document, Defendant denies the allegatiorteeénsecond and third sentences of paragraph 184.
To the extent that the second and third senteatparagraph 184 contaatiegations neither set
forth in a written document nor inconsistenthwsuch a document, Defendant lacks knowledge
or information sufficient to form a belief abaiie truth of such allegations in the second and
third sentences of paragraph 184 #metefore denies those allegations.

185. Defendant admits that the Harvardllége admissions office considers for
transfer admission students who haweenpleted at least one canibus academic year in a full-
time degree program at one college. Defenddrdrwise denies thelegations in paragraph
185.

186. Defendant admits that the Harvard Collegknissions office considers applicants
for transfer admission in a holistic manner arat,ths with applicants for early or regular
admission, it considers each applicant’s baockgd and personal clateristics, including—
where relevant—the applicant'sceor ethnicity as it bears dime holistic review, as one among
many factors that it evaltes holistically in deteriming whether to make an offer of admission.
Defendant otherwise denies thiéegations in paragraph 186.

187. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 187.

188. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 188.

189. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 189.

190. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 190.

191. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 191.

192. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 192.

193. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 193.
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194. Defendant admits that toward the end of the admissions process, the admissions
committee is typically considery more candidates for admission than it has room to admit.
Defendant otherwise denies thiéegations in paragraph 194.

195. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 195.

196. Defendant admits that the admissions committee considers each applicant’s
background and personal characteristics, inalgieiwhere relevant—thapplicant’s race or
ethnicity as it bears on thwlistic review, as one among mafactors that it evaluates
holistically in determining whetiléo make an offer of admissi. Defendant otherwise denies
the allegations in paragraph 196.

197. Defendant admits that after May lezch year, to the extent the admissions
committee anticipates having space to admit appts from the waitlist, it reviews any new
information pertaining to the applications of wiaittd students. Defendastherwise denies the
allegations in paragraph 197.

198. As to the first sentence of paragraph 198fendant admits that some waitlisted
applicants may be offered deferred admissionl&tea class. Defendant otherwise denies the
allegations in the first sentenoéparagraph 198. Defendant desmihe allegations in the second
sentence of paragraph 198.

199. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 199.

200. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 200.

201. Defendant admits that Harvard annugllyblishes information on the number of
admitted students and matriculating students wHereggort as belonging to certain racial or
ethnic groups. Defendant otherwise @srthe allegations in paragraph 201.

202. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 202.
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203. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 2081 therefore denies those allegations.

204. Defendant admits that Harvard annugliyblishes information about applications
to Harvard College. Defendant otherwise lakkewledge or information sufficient to form a
belief about the truth of the allegations in gaegh 204 and therefore denies those allegations.

205. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 205.

206. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 20@l therefore denies those allegations.

207. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 20 therefore denies those allegations.

208. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 208l therefore denies those allegations.

209. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 209.

210. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 2l therefore denies those allegations.

211. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 211.

212. Defendant states that to the extentdahegations set forth in paragraph 212 are
from a written document, the document speaks felfitDefendant furthestates that it lacks
knowledge or information sufficient to formbalief about the truth of the allegations in
paragraph 212 and therefatenies those allegations.

213. Defendant states that to the extentdahegations set forth in paragraph 213 are

from a written document, the document speaks felfitDefendant furthestates that it lacks
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knowledge or information sufficient to formbalief about the truth of the allegations in
paragraph 213 and therefatenies those allegations.

214. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 214.

215. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 215.

216. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 216 are
from a written document, the document speaks felfitefendant furthestates that it lacks
knowledge or information sufficient to formbalief about the truth of the allegations in
paragraph 216 and therefatenies those allegations.

217. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 217.

218. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 218 are
from a written document, the document speaks felfitefendant furthestates that it lacks
knowledge or information sufficient to formbalief about the truth of the allegations in
paragraph 218 and therefatenies those allegations.

219. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 28l therefore denig¢bose allegations.

220. Defendant denies the allegations in ldet sentence of paragraph 220. Defendant
otherwise lacks knowledge or information suffidciemform a belief bout the truth of the
allegations in paragraph 220 anérifore denies those allegations.

221. Defendant denies the allegations in ldet sentence of paragraph 221. Defendant
otherwise lacks knowledge or information suffidciemform a belief bout the truth of the

allegations in paragraph 221 anérdfore denies those allegations.
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222. Defendant denies the allegations in gaaph 222 as to its own enrollment.
Defendant otherwise lacks knowledge or informasiofficient to form a belief about the truth of
the allegations in paragraph 222 ahdrefore denies those allegations.

223. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 223.

224. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 224 are
from a written document, the document speaks felfitefendant furthestates that it lacks
knowledge or information sufficient to formbalief about the truth of the allegations in
paragraph 224 and therefatenies those allegations.

225. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 225 are
from a written document, the document speaks felfitefendant furthestates that it lacks
knowledge or information sufficient to formbalief about the truth of the allegations in
paragraph 225 and therefatenies those allegations.

226. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 226 are
from a written document, the document speaks felfitDefendant furthestates that it lacks
knowledge or information sufficient to formbalief about the truth of the allegations in
paragraph 226 and therefatenies those allegations.

227. Defendant states that to the extemt élegations set forth in the first two
sentences of paragraph 227 are from a wriigcument, the document speaks for itself.
Defendant further states thatatks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about
the truth of the allegations in the first two samtes of paragraph 227 ath@refore denies those
allegations. Defendant stateattho the extent the allegatiosst forth in the last sentence of
paragraph 227 are from a writtdocument, the document speaksitgelf and, to the extent the

allegations of the last sentence of parag2®hare inconsistent with any such document,
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Defendant denies the allegationghie last sentence of paragraph 2Ze.the extent that the last
sentence of paragraph 227 ains allegations neither set forth in a written document nor
inconsistent with such a document, Defendacks$ knowledge or information sufficient to form
a belief about the truth of sueliegations in the last sentenof paragraph 227 and therefore
denies those allegations.

228. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 228 are
from a written document, the document speakggelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 228 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 228. To the extent that parag2g$contains allegatiomeither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with sueclkdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 228 and
therefore denies those allegations.

229. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 229.

230. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 28l therefore denies those allegations.

231. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 281d therefore denies those allegations.

232. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 2881 therefore denies those allegations.

233. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 2881 therefore denies those allegations.

234. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the

truth of the allegations in paragraph 284 therefore denies those allegations.

38



235. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 28%l therefore denies those allegations.

236. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 236.

237. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 28% therefore denies those allegations.

238. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 238.

239. Defendant denies the allegationghe first sentence of paragraph 239.
Defendant lacks knowledge or information su#fiti to form a belieflaout the truth of the
allegations in the second sentence of pa@g239 and therefore mies those allegations.

240. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 24l therefore denies those allegations.

241. Defendant denies the allegations in gaaph 241 as to its own enrollment.
Defendant otherwise lacks knowledge or informasiofficient to form a belief about the truth of
the allegations in paragraph 241 d@hdrefore denies those allegations.

242. Defendant denies the allegations in gaa@h 242 as to its own enrollment.
Defendant otherwise lacks knowledge or informasiofficient to form a belief about the truth of
the allegations in paragraph 242 d@hdrefore denies those allegations.

243. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 2481 therefore denies those allegations.

244. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 2 therefore denies those allegations.

245. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the

truth of the allegations in paragraph 2%l therefore denies those allegations.

39



246. Defendant denies the allegationghe first sentence of paragraph 246.
Defendant states that to the enttéhe allegations set forth the second sentence of paragraph
246 are from a written document, the document spkeaktself and, to the extent the allegations
in the second sentence of paragraph 246 amnsistent with any such document, Defendant
denies the allegations in the second sentenparafgraph 246. To thextent that the second
sentence of paragraph 246 ains allegations neither set forth in a written document nor
inconsistent with such a document, Defendacks$ knowledge or information sufficient to form
a belief about the truth of such allegati@msl therefore deni¢bose allegations.

247. Defendant denies the alldgms in paragraph 247.

248. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 248 are
from a written document, the document speakggelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 248 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 248. To the extent that parag@g$contains allegatiomeither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with suckdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 248 and
therefore denies those allegations.

249. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 28l therefore denies those allegations.

250. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 2&@l therefore denies those allegations.

251. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the

truth of the allegations in paragraph 2&1d therefore denies those allegations.
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252. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 26&1 therefore denies those allegations.

253. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 2681 therefore denies those allegations.

254. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 263 therefore denies those allegations.

255. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 26% therefore denies those allegations.

256. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 256l therefore denies those allegations.

257. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 2&% therefore denies those allegations.

258. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 2581 therefore denies those allegations.

259. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 2581 therefore denies those allegations.

260. Defendant denies the allegationghe first sentence of paragraph 260.

Defendant otherwise lacks knowledge or informasiofficient to form a belief about the truth of

the allegations in paragraph 260 dhedrefore denies those allegations.
261. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the

truth of the allegations in paragraph 261d therefore denies those allegations.

41



262. Defendant denies that it discriminategginst Asian Americans. Defendant
otherwise lacks knowledge or information suffidciemform a belief bout the truth of the
allegations in paragraph 262 aneérifore denies those allegations.

263. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 2681 therefore denies those allegations.

264. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 264 therefore deni¢lose allegations.

265. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuificient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 26%l therefore denies those allegations.

266. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 266l therefore denies those allegations.

267. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 26% therefore denies those allegations.

268. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 2681 therefore denies those allegations.

269. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 2681 therefore denies those allegations.

270. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 2t therefore denies those allegations.

271. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 2ifid therefore denies those allegations.

272. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the

truth of the allegations in paragraph 2l therefore denies those allegations.
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273. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 2#8®l1 therefore denies those allegations.

274. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 2t therefore denies those allegations.

275. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 2%l therefore denies those allegations.

276. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 2@l therefore denies those allegations.

277. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 2l therefore denies those allegations.

278. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 28l therefore denies those allegations.

279. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 28l therefore denies those allegations.

280. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 28@l therefore denies those allegations.

281. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 281.

282. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 2881 therefore denies those allegations.

283. Defendant denies the allegations set fortthe first sentencef paragraph 283.

Defendant otherwise lacks knowledge or informasiofficient to form a belief about the truth of

the allegations in paragraph 283 dhdrefore denies those allegations.
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284.

Defendant denies that it discriminatgginst Asian Americans. Defendant

otherwise lacks knowledge or information suffidciemform a belief bout the truth of the

allegations in paragraph 284 aneériéfore denies those allegations.

285.

Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the

truth of the allegations in the first senterof paragraph 285 ancetiefore denies those

allegations. Defendant deniige allegations in the second sentence of paragraph 285.

286.

Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the

truth of the allegations in the first and seceedtences of paragraph 286 and therefore denies

those allegations. Defendant denies the diiegsin the third sentence of paragraph 286.

287.

288.

289.

290.

291.

292.

293.

294,

295.

296.

Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 287.
Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 288.
Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 289.
Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 290.
Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 291.
Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 292.
Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 293.
Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 294.
Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 295.

Defendant denies the allegations in fingt and second sentences of paragraph

296. Defendant otherwise lacks knowledge orrimfation sufficient to form a belief about the

allegations in paragraph 296 anéridfore denies those allegations.

297.

Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the

allegations in the first sentence of paragraph&9they pertain to theedmissions practices of
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other institutions and thereforerdes those allegations. Defemtl@enies the allegations in
paragraph 297 as to its own practices.

298. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 298.

299. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 299.

300. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 300.

301. As to the first sentence of paragraph 301, Defendant admits that during the 2005-
2006 academic year, 18% of the Harvard College student body self-reported as Asian-American.
Defendant otherwise denies thiéegations in paragraph 301.

302. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 302.

303. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 303.

304. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuificient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 3t therefore denies those allegations.

305. The first sentence of paragraph 305 statesnclusion of law, which requires no
response. To the extent a response is requief@ndant denies theledations in the first
sentence of paragraph 305. Defendant denieallggations in the second sentence of paragraph
305.

306. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in the first senterof paragraph 306 ancetiefore denies those
allegations. The second senten€@aragraph 306 states a conclusion of law, which requires no
response. To the extent a response is requief@éndant denies theledations in the second
sentence of paragraph 306.

307. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the

truth of the allegations in paragraph 3% therefore denies those allegations.

45



308. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 3081 therefore denies those allegations.

309. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuificient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 308 therefore denies those allegations.

310. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuificient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 3 therefore denigkose allegations.

311. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 3id therefore denies those allegations.

312. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 3l therefore denies those allegations.

313. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 38l therefore denies those allegations.

314. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 3t therefore denies those allegations.

315. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph i therefore denies those allegations.

316. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 3@l therefore denies those allegations.

317. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 3l therefore denies those allegations.

318. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 318.
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319. Defendant denies the allegationghe first sentence of paragraph 319.
Defendant otherwise lacks knowledge or informasiofficient to form a belief about the truth of
the allegations in paragraph 319 ahedrefore denies those allegations.

320. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuificient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 3#tl therefore denies those allegations.

321. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 321.

322. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 322.

323. Paragraph 323 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response. To the
extent a response is required, Defendiemies the allegations in paragraph 323.

324. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in the first two sentenoé paragraph 324. The allegations in the third
sentence of paragraph 324 state conclusionsgfi&ich require no response. To the extent a
response is required, Defendant denies thgatilens in the third sgence of paragraph 324.

325. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 3#%l therefore denies those allegations.

326. Defendant admits that its financial aidbgram is among the most generous in the
country. Defendant denies the allegations énfitst and second sentences of paragraph 326. As
to the third and fourth sentencafsparagraph 326, Defendant athrihat Harvard University’s
endowment was valued at $36.4 billion aswfie 30, 2014 and admits that for the 2014-2015
academic year, Harvard College tuition and fees$43,938, exclusive of financial aid, which
many students receive. Defendattierwise lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a
belief about the truth of the allegations in thied and fourth sentences of paragraph 326 and

therefore denies those allegations.
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327. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 327.

328. Paragraph 328 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response. To the
extent a response is required, Defendiemies the allegations in paragraph 328.

329. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 3#8l therefore denies those allegations.

330. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuificient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 38t therefore denies those allegations.

331. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 381d therefore denies those allegations.

332. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 3811 therefore denies those allegations.

333. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuificient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 388l therefore denies those allegations.

334. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 384 therefore denies those allegations.

335. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 335.

336. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 336.

337. Defendant denies the allegationghe first sentence of paragraph 337.
Defendant lacks knowledge or information su#fiti to form a belieflzout the truth of the
allegations in the second sentence of paatyB837 and therefore mies those allegations.

338. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in the first senterof paragraph 338 ancetiefore denies those

allegations. Defendantlarwise denies the alletians in paragraph 338.
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339. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuificient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 388l therefore denies those allegations.

340. Paragraph 340 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response. To the
extent a response is required, Defendiemies the allegations in paragraph 340.

341. Defendant denies the allegations ie first sentence of paragraph 341. The
second sentence of paragraph 341 states a canthiSiaw, which requires no response. To the
extent a response is required, Defendant de¢hesallegations in the second sentence of
paragraph 341.

342. Defendant admits that the fact that a particular applicant is the child of an
alumnus or alumna of Harvard College odRl#fe College may be one among many factors
that the Harvard College admissions committeeuatak holistically in determining whether to
offer admission to the applicant. Defendaimentvise denies the aflations in paragraph 342.

343. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 343.

344. Defendant denies the allegations ie #econd sentence of paragraph 344 as to
Harvard College. Defendant otherwise lackswdedge or information sufficient to form a
belief about the truth of the allegations in gaesh 344 and therefore denies those allegations.

345. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 3%l therefore denies those allegations.

346. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 3@l therefore denies those allegations.

347. Paragraph 347 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response. To the

extent a response is required, Defendtamties the allegations in paragraph 347.
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348. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 348l therefore denies those allegations.

349. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 349.

350. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuificient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 35t therefore denies those allegations.

351. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 3&1d therefore denies those allegations.

352. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in the first senterof paragraph 352 ancetiefore denies those
allegations. Defendant denitee allegations in the sead sentence of paragraph 352.

353. Defendant denies the allegationghe first sentence of paragraph 353.
Defendant otherwise lacks knowledge or informasiofficient to form a belief about the truth of
the allegations in paragraph 353 d@hedrefore denies those allegations.

354. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 3&# therefore denies those allegations.

355. Paragraph 355 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response. To the
extent a response is required, Defendtamties the allegations in paragraph 355.

356. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in the first senterof paragraph 356 ancetiefore denies those
allegations. As to the allegations in the seceentence of paragraph 356, Defendant admits that
some waitlisted applicants may be offered deferred admission to a later class. Defendant
otherwise denies the afjations in paragraph 356.

357. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 357.
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358. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 358.

359. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 358l therefore denies those allegations.

360. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuificient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 36l therefore denies those allegations.

361. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 361d therefore deni¢lose allegations.

362. Paragraph 362 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response. To the
extent a response is required, Defendiemies the allegations in paragraph 362.

363. Defendant denies the allegations in paapbr363 as to itself. Defendant lacks
knowledge or information sufficient to formbalief about the truth of the allegations in
paragraph 363 as they may pertain to “earlyiadions” at any other institution and therefore
denies those allegations.

364. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 364 with egspo other institutionand therefore denies
those allegations. Defendant denies the dilegain paragraph 364 with respect to itself.

365. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 36% therefore denies those allegations.

366. Defendant denies the allegationghe first sentence of paragraph 366.
Defendant states that to theeaxt the quotation set forth indtsecond sentence of paragraph 366
is from a written document, the document speakgdgelf, and, to the extd the allegations of
the second sentence of paragraph 366 are incamtsigth any such document, Defendant denies

the allegations in the second sentence of pgpaddé6. To the extent that the second sentence
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of paragraph 366 contains all¢igas neither set forth in a wien document nor inconsistent
with such a document, Defendant lacks knowlealg@formation sufficient to form a belief
about the truth of such allegations contdimethe second sentence of paragraph 366 and
therefore denies those allegations.

367. Defendant states that toetlextent the quotation set forth in paragraph 367 is from
a written document, the document speaks for itaalf, to the extent the allegations of paragraph
367 are inconsistent with any such document, Defendant denies the allegations in paragraph 367.
To the extent that paragraph 3&htains allegations neither setth in a written document nor
inconsistent with such a document, Defendacks$ knowledge or information sufficient to form
a belief about the truth of sueliegations contained in paragh 367 and therefore denies those
allegations.

368. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 368.

369. Paragraph 369 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response. To the
extent a response is required, Defendtamties the allegations in paragraph 369.

370. The first sentence of paragraph 370 statesnclusion of law, which requires no
response. To the extent a response is requief@ndant denies theledations in the first
sentence of paragraph 370. Defendant denieallggations in the second sentence of paragraph
370.

371. Paragraph 371 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.

372. Paragraph 372 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.

373. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 373.

374. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 374.

375. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 375.
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376. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuificient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 3@l therefore denies those allegations.

377. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuificient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 3l therefore denies those allegations.

378. Defendant admits that individual applicants differ from one another on multiple
dimensions, including in some instances beedheir backgrounds offer unique perspectives
and cultural experiences. Defendant othenhasks knowledge or information sufficient to
form a belief about the truth of the allegatiomparagraph 378 arttlerefore denies those
allegations.

379. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 379.

380. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuificient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 38l therefore denies those allegations.

381. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 381d therefore denies those allegations.

382. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 382.

383. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 3881 therefore denies those allegations.

384. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 384 therefore denies those allegations.

385. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 385.

386. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the

truth of the allegations in paragraph 38@l therefore denies those allegations.
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387. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuifficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 38% therefore denies those allegations.

388. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuificient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 388l therefore denies those allegations.

389. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuificient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 388l therefore denies those allegations.

390. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuificient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 38l therefore denies those allegations.

391. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuificient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 381d therefore denies those allegations.

392. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 392.

393. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisuificient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 3881 therefore denies those allegations.

394. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 38# therefore denies those allegations.

395. Defendant denies the allegationghe first sentence of paragraph 395.
Defendant otherwise lacks knowledge or informasiofficient to form a belief about the truth of
the allegations in paragraph 395 dhdrefore denies those allegations.

396. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 38@l therefore denies those allegations.

397. Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 38% therefore denies those allegations.

398. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 398.
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399.

400.

401.

402.

403.

404.

405.

406.

407.

408.

4009.

410.

411.

412.

413.

414,

415.

416.

417.

418.

4109.

420.

421.

Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 399.

Paragraph 400 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.
Paragraph 401 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.
Paragraph 402 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.
Paragraph 403 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.
Paragraph 404 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.
Paragraph 405 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.
Paragraph 406 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.
Paragraph 407 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.
Paragraph 408 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.
Paragraph 409 states conclusiontaaf, which require no response.
Paragraph 410 states conclusiontaaf, which require no response.
Paragraph 411 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.
Paragraph 412 states conclusiontaaf, which require no response.
Paragraph 413 states conclusiontaaf, which require no response.
Paragraph 414 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.
Paragraph 415 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.
Paragraph 416 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.
Paragraph 417 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.
Paragraph 418 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.
Paragraph 419 states conclusiontawf, which require no response.
Paragraph 420 states conclusiontawaf, which require no response.

Paragraph 421 states conclusiontawf, which require no response.
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422.

423.

424,

425.

426.

427.

Paragraph 422 states conclusiontaaf, which require no response.
Paragraph 423 states conclusiontaaf, which require no response.
Paragraph 424 states conclusiontaaf, which require no response.
Paragraph 425 states conclusiontaaf, which require no response.
Paragraph 426 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.

Defendant denies the allegations in paapbrd27, denies thathas violated Title

VI, and denies that Plaintiff sntitled to any relief whatsoever.

428.

429.

430.

COUNT |
Defendant incorporates its responsepdmgraphs 1-427 of the Complaint.
Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 429.

Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 430 are

from a written document, the document speakgself and, to the extent the allegations of

paragraph 430 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in

paragraph 430. To the extent that paragégihcontains allegatiomsither set forth in a

written document nor inconsistent with sueckdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or

information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatius in paragraph 430 and

therefore denies those allegations.

431.

432.

433.

434.

435.

Paragraph 431 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.
Paragraph 432 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.
Paragraph 433 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.
Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 434.

Defendant lacks knowledge or informatisufficient to form a belief about the

truth of the allegations in paragraph 48%l therefore denies those allegations.
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436.

437.

438.

439.

440.

441.

Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 436.
Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 437.
Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 438.
Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 439.
Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 440.

Defendant denies that Plaintiff is entttleo a declaratory pflgment, a permanent

injunction, or any other relief whatsoever.

442.

Defendant denies that Plafhis entitled to attorneysfees, costs, or any other

relief whatsoever.

443.

444,

445,

COUNT 11
Defendant incorporates its responsepdamgraphs 1-442 of the Complaint.
Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 444.

Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 445 are

from a written document, the document speakddelf and, to the extent the allegations of

paragraph 445 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in

paragraph 445. To the extent that paragdtBhcontains allegatiomsither set forth in a

written document nor inconsistent with suekdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or

information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 445 and

therefore denies those allegations.

446.

447.

448.

449.

Paragraph 446 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.
Paragraph 447 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.
Paragraph 448 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.

Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 449.

57



450.

451.

452.

453.

454,

Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 450.
Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 451.
Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 452.
Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 453.

Defendant denies that Plaintiff is entttleo a declaratory pflgment, a permanent

injunction, or any other relief whatsoever.

455.

Defendant denies that Plafihis entitled to attorneysfees, costs, or any other

relief whatsoever.

456.

457.

458.

COUNT I
Defendant incorporates its responsepdmgraphs 1-455 of the Complaint.
Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 457.

Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 458 are

from a written document, the document speakggelf and, to the extent the allegations of

paragraph 458 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in

paragraph 458. To the extent that paragécontains allegatiomsither set forth in a

written document nor inconsistent with suekdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or

information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 458 and

therefore denies those allegations.

459.

460.

461.

462.

463.

Paragraph 459 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.
Paragraph 460 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.
Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 461.
Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 462.

Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 463.
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464. Defendant denies that Plaintiff is entdleo a declaratory lgment, a permanent
injunction, or any other relief whatsoever.

465. Defendant denies that Plafhis entitled to attorneysfees, costs, or any other
relief whatsoever.

COUNT IV

466. Defendant incorporates its responsepdmgraphs 1-465 of the Complaint.

467. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 467.

468. Defendant states that to the extentdahegations set forth in paragraph 468 are
from a written document, the document speakgself and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 468 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 468. To the extent that paragég$contains allegatiomeeither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with sueckdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 468 and
therefore denies those allegations.

469. Paragraph 469 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.

470. Paragraph 470 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.

471. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 471.

472. Defendant states that to the extent thegations set forth in the first sentence of
paragraph 472 are from a writtdocument, the document speaksiteelf and, to the extent the
allegations in the first sentence of paragrdp® are inconsistent with any such document,
Defendant denies the allegations in the firsitesece of paragraph 472. e extent that the
first sentence of paragraph 472 contains allegatneither set forth in a written document nor

inconsistent with such a document, Defendack$ knowledge or information sufficient to form
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a belief about the truth of sueliegations and therefore dentasse allegations. Defendant
denies the allegations in the secamdl third sentences of paragraph 472.

473. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 473.

474. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 474.

475. Defendant denies that Plaintiff is entdleo a declaratory lgment, a permanent
injunction, or any other relief whatsoever.

476. Defendant denies that Plafhis entitled to attorneysfees, costs, or any other
relief whatsoever.

COUNT V

477. Defendant incorporates its responsepdmgraphs 1-476 of the Complaint.

478. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 478.

479. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 479 are
from a written document, the document speakggelf and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 479 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 479. To the extent that paragdafthcontains allegatiomsither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with suekdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 479 and
therefore denies those allegations.

480. Paragraph 480 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.

481. Paragraph 481 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.

482. Paragraph 482 states conclusionsaef, which require no response.

483. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 483.

484. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 484.
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485. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 485.

486. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 486.

487. Defendant denies that Plaintiff is entdleo a declaratory ilgment, a permanent
injunction, or any other relief whatsoever.

488. Defendant denies that Plafhis entitled to attorneysfees, costs, or any other
relief whatsoever.

COUNT VI

489. Defendant incorporates its responsepdmgraphs 1-488 of the Complaint.

490. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 490.

491. Defendant states that to the extentdhegations set forth in paragraph 491 are
from a written document, the document speakgself and, to the extent the allegations of
paragraph 491 are inconsistent with any simtument, Defendant denies the allegations in
paragraph 491. To the extent that paragdgihcontains allegatiomeither set forth in a
written document nor inconsistent with suekdocument, Defendant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief about ttrath of such allegatits in paragraph 491 and
therefore denies those allegations.

492. Paragraph 492 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.

493. Paragraph 493 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.

494. Paragraph 494 states conclusionsaef, which requires no response.

495. Paragraph 495 states a conclusion of law, which requires no response.

496. The first sentence of paragraph 496 statesnclusion of law, which requires no

response. Defendant lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth
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of the allegations in the secoséntence of paragraph 496 and theneetienies those allegations.
Defendant denies the remainiallegations in paragraph 496.

497. Defendant denies the aljations in paragraph 497.

498. Defendant denies the allegations imggaaph 498 as to its own practices.
Defendant otherwise lacks knowledge or informasiofficient to form a belief about the truth of
the allegations in paragraph 498 ahdrefore denies those allegations.

499. Defendant denies the allegations imggaaph 499 as to its own practices.
Defendant otherwise lacks knowledge or informasiofficient to form a belief about the truth of
the allegations in paragraph 499 ahdrefore denies those allegations.

500. Defendant denies the allegations in paapbr500, except to the extent they state
conclusions of law, wikh require no response.

501. Defendant denies the allegations in paapfr501, except to the extent they state
conclusions of law, wikh require no response.

502. Defendant denies the allegations in paapbr502, except to the extent they state
conclusions of law, wikh require no response.

503. Defendant denies the ajjations in paragraph 503.

504. Defendant denies that Plaintiff is entitleo a declaratory lgment, a permanent
injunction, or any other relief whatsoever.

505. Defendant denies that Plaihis entitled to attorneysfees, costs, or any other
relief whatsoever.

RELIEF SOUGHT

Plaintiff is not entitled to any form of relief.
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DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

Plaintiff is not entitled to a jury trial.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

Defendant asserts the following affirmatidefenses on the basis of its current
knowledge and information, reserving the right ithdraw any of these flenses or to assert

additional defenses as furthaformation becomes available.

1. The Court lacks subject-matfarisdiction overthis action.
2. Plaintiff fails to state a clai upon which relief can be granted.
3. Plaintiff fails to allege irreparable tma or any other basis upon which injunctive

relief would be available.
WHEREFORE, Defendant respectfully requests ttia Court enter judgment in its
favor and award it the costs ofdfaction, together withttorneys’ fees,xpert fees, and such

other relief as the Court may deem just and proper.

/sl Seth P. Waxman

Seth P. Waxmam(o hac vice)

Paul R.Q. Wolfsongfo hac vice)

WILMER CUTLER PICKERING
HALE AND DORRLLP

1875 Pennsylvania Ave. NW

Washington, D.C. 20006

Tel: (202) 663-6800

Fax: (202) 663-6363

seth.waxman@wilmerhale.com

paul.wolfson@wilmerhale.com

Debo P. Adegbilepto hac vice)

WILMER CUTLER PICKERING
HALE AND DORRLLP

7 World Trade Center

250 Greenwich Street

New York, NY 10007

Tel: (212) 295-6717
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Felicia H. Ellsworth (BBO #665232)
WILMER CUTLER PICKERING
HALE AND DORRLLP
60 State Street
Boston, MA 02109
Tel: (617) 526-6687
Fax: (617) 526-5000
felicia.ellsworth@wilmerhale.com

Counsel for Defendant President and
Fellows of Harvard College
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