
 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

Case No.: 06-60881-CIV-MARRA/SELTZER 
 
VINCENT STRUMOLO, 
 
 Plaintiff, 
vs. 
 
ALTERNATE FAMILY CARE, INC., 
a Florida corporation, CENTRE FOR 
INNOVATIVE SOLUTIONS, INC., a 
Florida non-for-profit corp., and 
DAVID L. FERGUSON, individually, 
 
 Defendants. 
_______________________________________/ 
 

DEFENDANT’S ANSWER AND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES TO COUNT I OF  
AMENDED COMPLAINT, AND COUNTERCLAIM1 

 
Defendant, ALTERNATE FAMILY CARE, INC., by and through its undersigned counsel, 

hereby files its Answer and Affirmative Defenses to Count I of the Amended Complaint, and states 

as follows: 

1. Without knowledge, thus denied. 

2. Admitted. 

3. Without knowledge, thus denied. 

4. Without knowledge, thus denied. 

5. Without acknowledging the existence of the remedies sought or Plaintiff's 

entitlement to relief, Defendant admits that this lawsuit purports to arise under the Copyright Laws 

of the United Sates. All remaining allegations of Paragraph 5 are denied. 

6. Denied. 

7. Denied. 
                                                 
1 Defendant, Alternate Family Care, Inc., has also filed a Motion to Dismiss Counts II and III of the Amended 
Complaint.  The new Defendants in this lawsuit, Centre for Innovative Solutions, Inc. and David L. Ferguson, have not 
yet been served.  Accordingly, this Answer and Affirmative Defenses are solely on behalf of Defendant Alternate 
Family Care, Inc.  
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8. It is admitted that venue in this District Court is proper.  All remaining allegations of 

Paragraph 8 are denied. 

9. It is admitted that Plaintiff is a licensed marriage and family therapist in the State of 

Florida.  Defendant is without knowledge and thus denies the remaining allegations of Paragraph 9. 

10. It is admitted that Plaintiff is a licensed marriage and family therapist in the State of 

Florida.  Defendant is without knowledge and thus denies the remaining allegations of Paragraph 

10.2 

11. It is admitted that Plaintiff began working for Defendant in 1990, and ultimately 

became director of clinical services.  Defendant is without knowledge and thus denies the remaining 

allegations of Paragraph 11. 

12. Without knowledge, thus denied. 

13. Denied. 

14. Denied. 

15. Denied. 

16. Denied. 

17. Denied.   

18. Denied. 

19. Denied. 

20. Without acknowledging Plaintiff's entitlement to relief, Defendant admits that 

Plaintiff is seeking injunctive relief and damages in this action. 

21. It is admitted that Resolution Focused Therapy ("RFT") targets the behavioral as 

well as the emotional effects of trauma on a child.  All remaining allegations of Paragraph 21 are 

denied.    

                                                 
2 The allegations in ¶ 10 are identical to the allegations in ¶ 9. 
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22. Denied. 

23. Denied. 

24. Denied.  

25. Admitted.   

26. Denied.  

27. Denied.  

28. Denied. 

29. Denied 

30. Denied. 

31. Denied. 

32. Denied. 

33. Denied. 

34. Denied. 

35. Denied. 

36. Denied. 

37. Admitted.  

38. Denied. 

39. Denied. 

40. Denied. 

41. Denied. 

42. Denied. 

43. Denied. 

44. Denied. 

45. Denied. 
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46. Denied. 

47. Denied. 

48. Denied. 

49. Denied. 

50. Denied. 

51. Denied. 

52. Denied. 

COUNT I – COPYRIGHT INFRINGEMENT 

53. Defendant realleges its responses to Paragraphs 1 through 52 above. 

54. Admitted.   

55. Denied.   

56. Denied.    

57. Denied.    

58. Denied. 

59. Denied. 

60. Denied. 

61. Denied. 

62. Denied. 

63. Denied. 

64 Denied. 

65. Denied. 

66. Denied. 

67. Denied. 

68. Denied. 
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69. Denied. 

70. Denied. 

71. Denied. 

72. Denied. 

73. Denied. 

COUNT II – COMMON LAW RIGHT AGAINST MISATTRIBUTION 

74.  -  88. Defendant, ALTERNATE FAMILY CARE, INC., has moved to dismiss Count II 

of the Amended Complaint. 

COUNT III – COMMON LAW RIGHT AGAINST FALSE ATTRIBUTION 

89. -  100. Defendant, ALTERNATIVE FAMILY CARE, INC., has moved to dismiss Count 

III of the Amended Complaint. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

101. Defendant denies that Plaintiff is entitled to any of the relief sought in his Prayer for 

Relief. 

Further responding to Paragraphs 1 through 73 of the Amended Complaint, all allegations 

not specifically admitted herein are denied.  

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

 102. As and for an affirmative defense, Defendant asserts that Count I of the Amended 

Complaint fails to state a claim upon which relief may be granted. 

 103. As and for an affirmative defense, Defendant asserts that Plaintiff was an employee 

of Defendant and the RFT was created in the course and scope of his employment with Defendant.  

The RFT is, therefore, a work for hire. 

 104. As and for an affirmative defense, Defendant asserts that Plaintiff’s Copyright 

Registration is invalid because the RFT is a work for hire. 

Case 0:06-cv-60881-KAM   Document 28   Entered on FLSD Docket 06/11/2007   Page 5 of 9

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
	� Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

	� Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
	� With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

	� Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
	� Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

	� Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


