
JOINT AND SEPARATE ANSWER 
OF DEFENDANTS DON LORGE, 
TROY WOLBERSEN, AND DAN 
STARRY 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
 

DISTRICT OF MINNESOTA 
 
 
Kristin Worth, Austin Dye,          Case No. 21-cv-01348 (NEB/LIB) 
Axel Anderson, Minnesota Gun 
Owners Caucus, Second Amendment 
Foundation, Firearms Policy Coalition, Inc., 
  

Plaintiffs,    

v.      
 
John Harrington, in his individual  
Capacity and in his official capacity  
As Commissioner of the Minnesota 
Department of Public Safety,   
Don Lorge, in his individual capacity    
And in his official capacity as Sheriff 
Of Mille Lacs County, Minnesota, 
Troy Wolbersen, in his individual  
And in his official capacity as Sheriff of 
Douglas County, Minnesota, and 
Dan Starry, in his individual capacity 
And official capacity as Sheriff of 
Washington County, Minnesota, 
 
  Defendants. 
 
 
 Defendants Don Lorge, Troy Wolbersen and Dan Starry, as and for their 

Joint and Separate Answer to the Complaint of the Plaintiffs, state and allege as 

follows:  

1. Deny generally each and every allegation, matter, and thing in said 

Complaint contained, except as hereinafter admitted, qualified, or otherwise 

answered. 
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2. As to paragraphs 26-28 of the Complaint, these answering 

Defendants admit only that they are the duly elected sheriffs of the counties 

asserted as to each Defendant therein, and affirmatively state that they have the 

duties and responsibilities as set forth in Chapter 387 of Minnesota Statutes, as 

well as other duties assigned to them by the State of Minnesota in other statutes. 

3. As to paragraphs 19-24 of the Complaint, these answering 

Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information to form a belief as to 

the truth of the allegations about Plaintiffs as set forth therein, and therefore deny 

the same and put Plaintiffs to their strict proof thereof. 

4. As to paragraph 25, these answering Defendants admit only that 

Defendant John Harrington is the Commissioner of the Minnesota Department of 

Public Safety and affirmatively state that he has the duties and responsibilities as 

set forth in and proscribed by State law, including under Chapter 624 of Minnesota 

Statutes. 

5. As to the allegations of jurisdiction and venue as set forth in 

paragraphs 29-31 of the Complaint, admit only that the statutes cited therein vest 

Federal District Courts with jurisdiction in cases making allegations like those 

made herein, and admit that if there are no other impediments to jurisdiction, 

venue in this district is proper. 

6. As to paragraphs 36-74 of the Complaint, these answering 

Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information to form a belief as to 

the truth of the allegations about Plaintiffs Worth, Dye, and Anderson as set forth 
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therein, including allegations about their own actions, inactions, or intentions at 

any time in the past, present, or future, and therefore deny the same and put 

Plaintiffs to their strict proof thereof. 

7. These answering Defendants specifically deny that Plaintiffs have 

suffered any injury traceable to these answering Defendants, that these answering 

Defendants have taken any action to infringe upon Plaintiffs’ alleged Second 

Amendment rights as alleged in the Complaint, or that a favorable decision against 

these answering Defendants would redress Plaintiffs’ alleged injuries or allow 

them to avoid fear of the actions against them that they set forth in the Complaint. 

8. Specifically deny that Plaintiffs have asserted facts sufficient to state 

an official capacity claim against these answering Defendants, and affirmatively 

state that any action taken by these answering Defendants in regard to the carrying 

or possession of handguns are taken pursuant to the laws and policies of the State 

of Minnesota, and not any laws or policies of their respective counties. The State 

of Minnesota, through laws set forth in Chapter 624 of Minnesota Statutes, has 

fully occupied the field of the regulation of the carrying and possession of 

handguns in the State, and has, in Minnesota Statute Section 624.717, explicitly 

preempted counties from having their own ordinances or policies regulating the 

carrying and possession of handguns in the State. 

9. Specifically deny all allegations of Plaintiffs that Minnesota Statutes 

Section 624.714 violates any provisions of the Second Amendment, or any rights 
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Plaintiffs may have under it, or that it otherwise violates the United States 

Constitution in any way, shape, or manner. 

10. Specifically deny that some or all of Plaintiffs have sustained or would 

sustain injuries of a constitutional magnitude sufficient to state a claim under 42 

U.S.C. § 1983 or otherwise.  

11. Affirmatively state and allege that these answering Defendants have 

not had any interactions, dealings, or involvement with Plaintiffs in any way that 

relates to this matter or any of the facts as alleged by Plaintiffs in the Complaint.   

12. As to all of the allegations made by Plaintiffs as to what the law 

states, what the law means, what might be required by Minnesota Statutes, the 

United States Constitution, and/or other Federal law, and what cases decided by 

various courts may have held or may mean, these answering Defendants state that 

said statutes, laws, and cases speak for themselves, do not necessarily state what 

Plaintiffs say they do, do not necessarily apply under the facts of this matter, 

and/or do not necessarily stand for the propositions for which they are asserted. 

13. As to all of the allegations made by Plaintiffs as to what various 

articles, secondary sources, or statistics say, what these sources or statistics mean, 

what argument, position, claim, or defense such sources or statistics do or do not 

support, and how, if at all, such sources or statistics relate to the Second 

Amendment or Plaintiffs’ claims, the answering Defendants state that such 

secondary sources and statistics speak for themselves, do not necessarily state 
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what Plaintiffs say they do, do not necessarily apply under the facts of this matter, 

and/or do not necessarily stand for the propositions for which they are asserted. 

14. Affirmatively allege that there has been an insufficiency of service 

of process in this matter as to these answering Defendants.  

15. Affirmatively allege that some or all of Plaintiffs may lack standing 

to seek any determination regarding the statutes raised in this case. 

16. Affirmatively allege that this court may lack jurisdiction for all or a 

part of the claims made by Plaintiffs in this matter. 

17. Affirmatively allege that all or part of Plaintiffs’ Complaint fails to 

state a claim upon which relief can be granted against these answering Defendants. 

18. Affirmatively state and allege that these answering Defendants are 

not the proper Defendants in this matter, whether that be considered to be through 

a failure to have an actual controversy between Plaintiffs and these answering 

Defendants, or whether that be considered an inability to obtain any effective 

relief, or some other legal doctrine or policy.    

19. Affirmatively state and allege that all or part of the claims set forth 

by Plaintiffs in the complaint are or may be barred by the doctrine of immunity, 

whether created by common law, statute, or otherwise, and whether set forth as 

absolute, qualified, official, good faith, or any other type of immunity. 

WHEREFORE, these answering Defendants pray that Plaintiffs take 

nothing against them by their pretended cause of action, that the same be 

dismissed, and that these answering Defendants recover judgment for their costs 
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and disbursements herein, together with whatever other relief this Court deems 

just and equitable. 

 
RUPP, ANDERSON, SQUIRES & 
WALDSPURGER, P.A. 

 
 
 
Dated: June 25, 2021   /s/ Scott T. Anderson_____________ 

      Scott T. Anderson (#157405) 
      Kristin C. Nierengarten (#395224) 
      Zachary J. Cronen (#397420) 

333 South Seventh Street, Suite 2800 
Minneapolis, MN 55402 
Phone: (612) 436-4300 
Fax: (612) 436-4340 
Email: scott.anderson@raswlaw.com 
 kristin.nierengarten@raswlaw.com 
 zachary.cronen@raswlaw.com 

 
ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANTS 
DON LORGE, TROY WOLBERSEN, 
AND DAN STARRY 
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