UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

HUAIZHAO LIU et al,.

Plaintiffs

V. Civil Action No. 19-cv-03344-KBJ

JINGSHENG WEI

Defendant

;) N N N N N N N N N N

PLAINTIFF’'S ANSWER TO COUNTERCLAIM

(Note: As Plaintiffs’ Counsel, Ms. Nicole Wilt, has shown no sign of being
prepared to answer the Counterclaim, whether before or after she filed her Motion
to Withdrawal, Plaintiff Huaizhao Liu hereby provides an answer by herself
following Court order and in accordance with Rule 12 of Federal Rules of Civil
Procegure. &% @ HRNIRERAER BB L T B R EHEERFNER,

B tibiRERETRZANERZ®R, A, RBARIESRBBRERN
%EE'J%“ 12 &, JREBIERZL B1TE AR L E REFNE R, )

Plaintiff Huaizhao Liu (“Liu”) in this case hereby respectfully submits this
Answer to the allegations in Defendant Jingsheng Wei (“Defendant” or
“Wei”)'s Counterclaim and states as follows: §f¥f#E8 T4 (“gids N5
"B BISGMEYE  AEFEERIEE (1 2) RS R T



Plaintiff denies each and every allegation in the Defendant’s Counterclaim

unless specifically admitted to below. [F &5 & 2E#% S F TR AVEIETEE

B T ARt AR AR i

1. Paragraph 1 of the Counterclaim, in sum, contains 8 allegations: Z:ff

iR —

1)

2)

3)

B - RIS 8 TEIETE -

As to so-called Liu “falsely and publicly alleging” that Wei raped
Liu: BAFSATERAVE] "Bt BloRk il

Answer: “falsely”, no; “publicly”, yes, and on information and

belief, Plaintiff might not be the only victim. & : “A\F" 8

0 WA IRt - T EISMIRE SRR EA -

As to so-called Liu’s “fraudulent inducement by tricking Wei into

sending her money”: [ FraRHY “BBwAELERTSG4" -

Answer: Liu denies and condemns the false and defaming
allegation which, in return, serves as a reminder of Wei’s original
answer filed in this matter, in which he “admits not having paid
anything to Plaintiffs”. & : SI¥ILEEY - Wil RE —REEFIRES
PVERFETE - ENRMEREE— T2 - HE R E S IR FET IR
e eSS ML &S AR A ERE" -

As to so-called Liu’s “false pretense that (Wei) fathered Liu’s
daughter, Plaintiff Charlotte Zhang (“Charlotte”)”: BEF ArEERY2

TR RN L R B R



4)

5)

Answer: Liu denies “false pretense”, and demands Wei to
disprove his being Charlotte’s biological father, otherwise this
allegation of “false pretense” is proven to be yet another serious
defamatory act to damage Liu’s reputation and her career, as
well as to cause great harm to the fledgling life and future well-
being of Charlotte, for which reason Wei is responsible for a
clarification or to suffer the consequences of defamation. 2 :
BIETER “SRhE o WESRBEAEE - SRy SR 45
PR — B s, - MERF RIS - PR
SHE BRI ARG ARRAENL IS ERGE - Rtk - AR
RS - EEORIETEEIRE -

As to so-called Liu’s “(false pretense) that Liu had never

married™: BEFYATEERY “H (Fifl) MiERGHEE

Answer: an unjustifiable and false allegation, let alone
irrelevant. This is just one of the many rumors that Defendant
has raised and imposed on Liu, adding to Defendant’s random
defamatory attempts against the Plaintiffs, for which Defendant
is responsible for a clarification and its consequences. & : i2—
HAE X EMRIBAVIEE - EAHSRBEAZ W TITAE T -
B HEMETRIIN S - HPURA ISR ZEE 2 —  BHEY
JREHY X — TR EE - WIS A R ERE RIER R -

As to so-called Liu’s “(false pretense) that Charlotte’s last name

was Liu™: BFCATsREVE] © (Fehd) B8R R]”



6)

7

8)

Answer: again, an unjustifiable, irrelevant accusation, although

it is worth mentioning that Charlotte’s last name in Chinese
indeed is, and has always been, Liu (2l) as shown in her Hong

Kong resident ID and student ID, etc. This instance further
proves just how randomly Defendant has been raising rumors
irresponsibly imposing on Plaintiffs. & : [F/f% - 182 MEHE
NEARZE MR AENEE - @8 - B —R1vE - BN
P AR ~ T H—E28 "2 - HEFEERS (N

AFEATR o ILPIE DS NE 2L AT E RS
ARG RS EFT—H

As to so-called Liu’s

BRCATERRIE © (Gt ) M=

(false pretense) that Liu needed money”:

Answer: Liu denies that it is a “false pretense” that she needed

money. % : SIEMMEELE B B -

As to so-called Liu “failed to disclose that she was married at the
time of Charlotte’s birth”: BEXFTaRIIS] “Kee: BB E B &
ARFELET

Answer: Liu has never denied that Charlotte was born within
her marriage to her ex-husband, therefore no such issue as she
“failed to disclose”. & : BIfE AR AR E &R AR M L FT R TS
W AR “REERER” B -

As to “(failed to disclose) that (Charlotte’s) birth certificate listed

the father as Liu’s (ex)husband, Meng Zhang”: R~y

4



©OREERRR) (EURRHY) AR (A1) KFIAK
B

Answer: Liu denies the allegation that she “failed to disclose”
and demands strict proof thereof. 2 : R &% “RAEHE"

AIFETE - WEORIE LRSS -

2. As to Paragraph 2, Liu denies that she “purports” to reside in D.C., that she
“took steps to make it appear that she has significant ties to the District of

Columbia” and demands strict proof thereof. ZifJZ SRS 2 6 (F5EHQ] “&
B (FEEMmib iR - “ERECPERE A E C B ARG IR B b R A
TR ) > BIHILET ARG EOR R G -

3. As to Paragraph 3, Liu denies the allegation and demands strict proof

thereof. ZEmiREs 3 & > BIGefady » WEKFRMLEEE -

4. As to Paragraph 4, Liu admits that she is from Hong Kong. BENEE 4 €] 0 £

EibHOAKRBE®RE -

5. As to Paragraph 5, Liu has no sufficient information to admit or deny. Z{fy

FZETIRER 5 6 > th= Al A ER KRR e S5 R -

6. As to Paragraph 6, Liu admits the personal jurisdiction of D.C. Courts. B2

5 6 6 - FEEAEHmtbnaRE (PUTN R DO A NS EHERE -

7. As to Paragraph 7, Liu admits diversity as the subject-matter jurisdiction of
this Court in this case but denies that the Counterclaim is about only one

subject matter, emphasizing that the Counterclaim is trying to mix together

Plaintiffs’ claims of two separate cases (the one pending in Family Court




Division of DC Superior Court is for parentage and child support/back

child support, while this case pending in this federal Court is about the

breach of contract regarding college tuition and the personal injury

caused by Wei’s malicious defamation acts). 255 7 & > Z{FILREE DC
BrFR A A A TR - HEIEHAVE - BIHSGRMES R E
o BomER - BRI R ER R S T RIER [F = & O E—#E (£ DC
o SRR SE L ZEH R R T R A T AR RS - (fI{E DC BRFAREIE
FHAET - EFIBBHYEY M HE RS T M SR BELFTE R A B 5
Yo

FT

Al

I

8. As to Paragraph 8-12, to sum up and in conclusion, allege that Wei is
“Father of Chinese Democracy”, appear irrelevant to this case and Liu is in no
position to deny or admit, because this case has nothing to do with whether
Wei is “Father of Chinese Democracy” but has much to do with whether Wei
is the father of Charlotte. Hence, Plaintiff finds Wei’s dodging and changing
the subject arrogantly ignorant about equal rights and brutally indifferent to his
social responsibilities as being an average man, let alone as being “Father of
China’s Democracy”. BRSNS 8-12 i » ER&MEEAEZE Hf—4] © #HEZE
“hERE A" - BHBEEAZ B TITAE > BIERHGTNE0RT - RBAZE
Bifr 2 a4 “FEREREZL” MR o BB E SR E ISR CARAR G -
It RS AR A S A - EREEERE > HAe W Bt P REREY
i~ R S CHIE R G B (AN RS - AR SR
HREZL 1o

9. As to Paragraph 13, alleging “Liu has worked for several pro-Communist
regime news and/or media outlets for over two decades”, Liu denies and

condemns Wei for politicizing the case, viciously slandering and using his
6



political influence to suppress and endanger Liu. To protect her reputation and
career, Liu states the following facts in self-defense: Ff9K SfikES 13 & > 5
T B R AR L BT A/ BAG TIE 7 20 24 - SIS ieE
THERBERILZESUA(L - MEEEIHE > BAHMEIBUas BT BRI
EEFNVEFZEM - 5T IREE CRVEEMNANE - SIRGILI N EEETER

1) Liuis a dedicated democracy advocate, a writer and
translator of numerous human rights works, documentary
film subtitles and publications. For one example, she is the

co-author of the widely received book 10 Years of Marching

for Freedom: Hong Kong 2003-2013 (under the subject of

civil rights movement of China); 22 R FHfEfEEE » &
ol \FEEREHIIES ~ 408k P FR IR ER MdRaE s -
(EER—G] - 2 (T HER - FERIETT 2003-2013) (1
RAEES ) NEE#E

2) Liuis a well-recognized human rights defender. For example,
she is the recipient of a recent grant from Front Line
Defenders, an Irish-based international foundation for the
protection of human rights defenders who work non-violently
to uphold the human rights of others as outlined in the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights, in support of her
human rights work. ZIZAFEHY AR - (a0 2 4EED
LR EREMIBIISEESS AL RITESAVESE » Z
NHESHARE T PRe AR > SCRF M LURRR T (48

(HFRAEES) PR AR -


https://discover.libraryhub.jisc.ac.uk/search?q=subject%3A%20Civil%20rights%20movements%20China%20Hong%20Kong&rn=8
https://discover.libraryhub.jisc.ac.uk/search?q=subject%3A%20Civil%20rights%20movements%20China%20Hong%20Kong&rn=8
https://www.frontlinedefenders.org/
https://www.frontlinedefenders.org/

10. As to Paragraph 14-15, just a matter of fact which Wei himself denied
through his representative previously until evidence emerged from online. [
FRE5 14-15 61 > ERMA NG mE AR - EERNEE - BFERAE LD
AT

11. As to Paragraph 16, in which Wei alleges “no recollection of interacting
with Liu”, Liu can only suggest a mandatory DNA test in order to help him
recollect. £JjA55 16 £ - Hrp#EM “fCGHEAERHE" - HIHSIHEE
Ko DNA JIEE Bt “Sofese”

12. As to Paragraph 17, Liu denies and demands strict proof or she has
witnesses to disprove the allegation otherwise. £ 55 17 £ - SIE 00 Z K

BtfE e ftasis - SRR ASGEZBIEEAE -

13. As to Paragraph 18, Liu denies and demands strict proof for the several
allegations in this paragraph thereof. BEj~E 18 & » B 7A0 B oR B Fo AN Ef

R RIETE e B

14. As to Paragraph 19, Liu admits that Wei promised he “was willing to be a
father and help them if he was truly Charlotte’s father.” BEAETRAFEEE 19 &itf 45
il O MR R IR ERRSOR - R FR AL FEEMrT - 2
HKEOEA IR

15. As to Paragraph 20, Liu denies and demands strict proof thereof. B 5

20 £ » B E KR ST -

16. As to Paragraph 21, Liu denies Wei requested any of the alleged
information on or about the specific date. B 28 21 1 » DIEIFFEE — K

Z AT KRB ST S AR G
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17. As to Paragraph 22, Liu denies because the words allegedly said by her
are taken out of context, let alone it is irrelevant if and how much money she
asked for. What is relevant is, as Wei admits in his original answer filed in this
matter, that Wei “admits not having paid anything to Plaintiffs”. 2 &R
TOIRG 22 EiRVTETE - R Rz B RS I FTaR i A EE B g T - WA A
pHCISESE ~ FEL/ DIREE A AE VS - HIEMAETHY - IEBE B ¢RI ERTT
AR TR A AER - M R B SRR m R A7 S S i AT RR”

18. As to Paragraph 23, alleging “Wei could not afford” and that “Wei is a man
of modest means”, Liu finds it totally unconvincing. Just for the instance of
Wei’s generosity in paying the legal fees at the highest rate just to get away
from his responsibility as a father, let alone how much he has invested in
defaming and character-assassinating Plaintiff and his own daughter. What is
noteworthy in this Paragraph of 23, however, is that Wei admits that he
‘requested that there be an initial DNA test to prove he was (Charlotte’s)
father.” Nevertheless, when the test results did prove he is the father, Wei
chose to hide and get away with it. Therefore, it seems what he actually
means here is that he requested an initial DNA test to disprove being
Charlotte’s father. FHAESE 23 figfEE C "AIEAL" W HERE "#TIHHE
" BT EELS ANEMR o B E S RS A RS R AT A 5 5
Nz 5 R BB IR AR SRR [ & R 28T AR BRI AT 28
i 5 23 BiPEREENE - BURSM 2RI TRI20HY DNA HIELLLEEHA
HO& (BRF) 4507 - 28 EHEGERSE AMER L T iy 4 S0 31
ANEESE T Rim ikt - (NIE - B B A S DNA HIEZEERE C2
I RIES -



19. As to Paragraph 24, Liu admits that she “agreed to have a DNA test” but
denies she “failed to provide the other requested items, especially Charlotte’s
birth certificate”, and demands strict proof thereof. $1¥fSZEFiREE 24 & » BK
podt “[EE T DNAHRE - (&R0 “Recfe Bt RERHERE - THEEE
R AERS" o WEORERRU IR BT -

20. As to Paragraph 25, Liu admits and emphasizes that she not only
“provided photos of Charlotte” voluntarily, but also, in her email to Wei,
criticized Wei’'s “never asked for any information about the daughter, not even
her name, let alone her birthday.” And Wei replied by simply saying “what her
name is called is not an important issue.” $+¥%FAY S EFARES 25 €1 » ZI{F LK
podl5EE o MU BRERE PR T EDSFRVIRR T o 1l B EAEERAY EE T E
GHEFFER “H A EAIE A A - & R IR A o A
a4 B - BRANEIEER iU LI

21. As to Paragraph 26, Liu admits she agreed to a DNA test. £} 26 £ »

BUEF > #[EE T DNA HIE -

22. As to Paragraph 27, Liu admits she “demanded Wei apologize for saying
twice that he did not remember her or the sexual encounter” but denies she
had ever been “threatening Wei that the paternity case would go public and
would be a bad scandal for him” and condemns this wilful distortion of fact, for
which she demands strict proof thereof or Wei pay the consequences of
defamation. 255 27 6 » ZIEE0 - “SHHBER H O A RSH - R SEEA
PERERE - 200 W EORB A IERC - (BE a2 g&E " DLABH G T B (R 1E
EARERER - SREEBE - BOEREMEENIEE - WA EORBUIR A5 -
A HIEOR B AR ST RRHIR R -
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23. As to Paragraph 28, Liu denies the allegation and emphasizes that this is
another wilful distortion of facts, accordingly she demands strict proof thereof
or Wei pay the consequences of defamation. & Z231E & EFAREE 28 €S

V2 ssEHER N —XEEEMEE - NIt > dEORBH IR (a8 - SR
FERIET RS IR R -

24. As to Paragraph 29, Liu admits, as repeatedly, Charlotte was born within
Liu’s marriage to her ex-husband. BHjAEE 29 £ » BEEL » IEAIM 2 AEE

Y > B AT BB RS AVIE AN -

25. As to Paragraph 30, that Charlotte was born within Liu’s marriage to her
ex-husband is not an allegation but a fact that Liu repetitively and openly
mentioned. [ZERiRES 30 i sP4EHE - BRI AELERIBIRTRAVEAA - EAZ
BIEABSE ST MEER -

26. As to Paragraph 31, which attaches a copy of Charlotte’s birth certificate
but hypocritically “redacted as to day and month for DOBSs, per Local Civ.
Rule 5.4 (f)(3))”, despite the fact that Wei has already had his assistant, Ms.
Ciping Huang, the Director of Wei Jingsheng Foundation, publically spread
detailed information of Charlotte’s birth certificate without it being “redacted”
(online records and witness account available) and post photos of

P

Charlotte, calling her a “scam con girl”, “ugly Southeast Asian-looking girl” and

drawing public attention in order to openly collect, and make use of, further
private information of the Plaintiffs. ZRAYEZHIRES 31 Hilff | 7 B RFFAY 458
RIS - (ERE (R ERS “fs S A (RS B8Y) HEFRIH 68T T 1
Bi7 o MRS T - U EAS T EERE LT ARIIMETH B
A B R A RS ERVEEAE R » WIRMEDERIAVIRA - FEE R “hiE

11



27~ "HRETE o G A RAYIRBR LA B R R S R A B AT
DIPRAE

27. As to Paragraph 32, Liu denies the allegation of her “falsehood” and
accordingly she demands strict proof thereof or Wei pay the consequences of
the defamation. BN EE 32 i - SN& a0 "B BUETE  WEORBURLLLIE
512 - SRIBRRIESSIVR R -

28. As to Paragraph 33, in which Wei finally concedes to recognize that there
was a DNA test that he conducted, though “to the best of his knowledge and
recollection denies (the DNA test results’) authenticity and validity”: this
allegation is not against Liu but against Wei himself, as the allegation turns
out to be self-contradictory to Wei’s original answer filed in this matter, in
which he completely “denies that a DNA test was performed.” The
inconsistency is stunning and self-explanatory that he lied. {F£K IR 3380 »
PRAOEERMAET TR — X DNA MG - B35 "B rTRERvECiE > SedilEt
ERVEEMMARME ¢ E—SUERREE ST - B BT Y
SUEEAETIE - N AR R E IR AR AL Ao T8 DNA G - Ay
BTG ANEE - AR B T MAAE:  EEEASHEW -

29. As to Paragraph 34, unclear whom the allegation is directed to: “The day
he was told of the supposed DNA test results,” by whom? Therefore Liu is
unable to admit or deny. And the allegation only serves to prove that Wei did
make a promise to the Plaintiffs but failed to fulfill. £ EFIREE 34 6 0 A&
EEFSTOE SR ¢ e A DNA RIS RVERK - 7wkt a 2 Rt Z)
R I RSIEERY - B EERE IR R S HURRes - (HIA R -
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30. As to Paragraph 35, Liu admits that she “claimed that Wei refused to take
responsibility as Charlotte’s father’ and affirms her claim of her single
parenthood. Liu hereby demands strict proof of “Liu claimed falsely” or Wei
pay the consequences of defamation. B 25 35 fj1 » ZIKEY - 4 “HGEIEIE
ERIERK IR - WASIMIETEE C R ERERE - ST IEES "Rl
PRAil” - FIFORBIR LR - SRIBLRIES R AR -

31. As to Paragraph 36, Liu denies the allegation that “this was not true”. ggi®

% 36 81 BIEE "ENEEE B

32. As to Paragraph 37, Liu admits she “accused (Wei) of not realizing his

responsibility as a father” on several accounts. i 58 37 & » RIEKEEMA Y 252K

EE (M) AEHREECERECHRVERE -

33. As to Paragraph 38, which contains two allegations, the first taken out of
context and made up with distorted partial truth, and the second alleged
something Liu didn’t say at all (“stated that she could not afford a plane ticket
to the United States”), Liu therefore denies and demands strict proof thereof.
FEN5E 38 1 > K AEMIHEIEE - 55— THIEEEHENE L - DIl B
i - 5B TIEfE R — A RIRA LR B —A)EE ( “RRME RN SRR
) o Wit - BIEIET ORI TSR -

34. As to Paragraph 39, Liu denies, condemns the wilful make-up of the
allegations and demands strict proof thereof, though it is irrelevant and
contradicts Wei’s original answer filed in this matter, in which Wei “admits not
having paid anything to Plaintiffs”. 2R ERIRE 39 6 - B a2 H B TETZERY
[FR - SEEBAVECEIR S - WESKR A - @EE R/ R TITAEE
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I H e fram ) RIEIR B AT & (B ERIGRETRHIR T REEIER F R &S
(RpciEREE/ G

35. As to Paragraph 40, again missing the subject of a sentence, thus Liu

denies and condemns Wei’s beating around the bush. A5 40 £ » X —4]

gl C RBEC SRR - BIE R EBH A HIFTEE -

36. As to Paragraph 41, Liu denies the allegation that she made “false

representation”. BEAEE 41 6 > BIERMA A" -

37. As to Paragraph 42, Liu denies she “acknowledged” as such. %255 42
 BIERHEC KR " (B RE T ) BB BRI R - KRS
27 EFETER WIS EORBEL MR A SO * 7 ) e

38. As to Paragraph 43, Liu denies she “came up with” anything, condemns
Wei’'s dancing around the real issue of the case and demands strict proof
thereof. ZEJYE 43 6 » Bldaat A" (B - WEBEHEERLIE
P o MR EEOR MR BEEE TR -

39. As to Paragraph 44, Liu denies the allegation of her “falsehood” and
demands strict proof thereof. %S 44 £ » BIFEEH "ER "AyfsiE - W3

KERTEERE -

40. As to Paragraph 45, Liu both admits and denies because this is half-truth
and irrelevant. 2758 45 £ BIRDRSL NG - R yiE—THFE R > HiER
PN

41. As to Paragraph 46, Liu denies she “demanded” as such and, once again,

stresses that the real issue at stake is that Wei has never paid anything to

14



Plaintiffs, not even after he recognized the results of a DNA test he arranged,
as he admits in his original answer filed in this matter, in which Wei “admits
not having paid anything to Plaintiffs”. £ 46 &1 > BIE&slECEE "2k "
o WEGERE - HIERRREE R BUEAR R R &S B RO - 248
FUEER T A 25y DNA fdflidE /& - A SHEROE - 2% > BUEH
AR FIEE R T AR - fth "RIN A A E S S A

42. As to Paragraph 47, Liu denies the allegation and condemns the wilful
distorting of her words. Bit5 47 i - F&a0E 5% > W ELCEEMH MY
s o (M HIE—Ei ARSI A SRS

43. As to Paragraph 48, Liu denies and condemns the misleading allegation
of “additional demands” out of nothing. ¥fA%5 48 & » B GEEIFE S T Y
AR ERINEDK "E A MEERE - ORI L —EERITAIHE
$2 o fals “ERSNEDRT * 7))

44. As to Paragraph 49, distorted partial truth, wilful misleading expression of
“again asked him for money also pay for tuition” which only serves to mind
Wei's inconsistency and broken promises, as he admits in his original answer
filed in this matter, in which Wei “admits not having paid anything to Plaintiffs”.
FENEHRE 49 6 > BEL BT - SEMH R "R S A SR
B R BRI AT E - EEREIT R Bt eI E R R AR
e 0 i S ARSI EAEA"

45. As to Paragraph 50, distorted partial truth, for which part Liu only admits
that she “asked Wei to pay for Charlotte’s college” as this is what he had
promised. Liu reiterates that the real issue at stake is that Wei has never paid

anything to Plaintiffs up to today, not even after he recognized the results of a
15



DNA test he arranged, as he admits in his original answer filed in this matter,
in which Wei “admits not having paid anything to Plaintiffs”. Z= A% & SRk
50 &1 > BEE N EHEE - WYER D - SRR ORI S T R
HIREE " - RREZMEER - FIHEH - HIERRIE-REE - IS K
Ry IETER AR R & S TR EAE A - &2 EMEE ] 22 JEHY DNA fllss R
‘AR ER BRI R nEvR P EA0REE - K
w2 A [F RS S A B A

As for his allegation that “Wei cannot afford”, again it only serves to
prove Wei’s inconsistency in promising “/ will pay my daughter’s tuition no
matter where she goes to college,” not to mention that he is able to pay, at the
highest rate, expensive attorney fee to drag on a lengthy litigation just to deny
and get rid of the truth, instead of simply taking his responsibility by fulfilling
his promise of supporting his child’s college education. £ iRk EEfE "
S EiE" o B HREEIGEIRI RS o EAGE "R A R 3K
VG SRS " ZARRYAIR T IS - S A RE S (S i e W B AR
HHVERATE - R A - SRR S REVEEEL - AN ERZHEKIE
HEHCEENEE - BTt 337 LR -

46. As to Paragraph 51, Liu admits she sent Wei a link to pay the first
installment of tuition for Charlotte’s college entry but denies ever “contrary to
Liu’s prior representation”, thus demands strict proof thereof. £} 5 51 £ »
PRGOS sa DR — PR - BHE S B USRS R - (HEE
"B DAFTHE AR R EOR S T -

47. As to Paragraph 52, unclear what the so-called “rumors” are referring to,

so Liu denies and condemns Wei for deliberately creating rumors about Liu’s

16



previous marriage. In this paragraph, typically, Wei provides the link to a
memoir written by an old mutual friend of Liu and her ex-husband,
emphasizing that it is “published in January 2019” to make it sound as if it is
about her recent activities and interactions with her ex-husband while in fact
the memoir is about long past events. Z ABHAY K FTIREE 52 & » RN IEE TS
e TEAVETEE - TP ARG R B IS RS RN BILIRTE AR S - 2

—HiE AR TE - BRHE 7 —(ER R AT R R S Rk R - =
sEa M8 gkie "2019 F 1 H3ERAY" » B ABEREAUTGIE RN B iy AT 1]
EE - mMEE LR EESCE SRR A LIRS -

48. As to Paragraph 53, Liu denies thus demands strict proof thereof. i 8

5380 » FIE T E K S HEHEAK -

49. As to Paragraph 54, Liu denies thus demands strict proof thereof. i 8

54 £ > BIEFE R MR -

50. As to Paragraph 55, Liu denies and condemns the presumption of

“presumably using Wei’s money thus” and demands strict proof thereof. ¥fj%
%5 55 #f1 - BIGPNEER "ARLEE SRR e —EEHOAVIE S - WK
= AR Hh 4R B SRS 2. (<SR ANt S A ST i) -

51. As to Paragraph 56, Liu has no idea what the allegation is about, therefore

unable to admit or deny, thus denies and demands strict proof thereof. £ 5
56 &1 » FIFIRAFE AN LB > R ARRIEEE » R G E K
G o

52. As to Paragraph 57, Liu denies the presumption thus demands strict proof

thereof. BEiY5E 57 1 > BIEERE IR0 Zam > NILEORBUS FLAET TR -
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53. As to Paragraph 58, Liu denies the allegation that “Liu had not told the
truth to Wei about a number of important matters” thus demands strict proof
thereof. BHRYZE 58 1 » BIAEIHTEE "B —LLEEEH MM ERL 15
P2 o IR AR -

54. As to Paragraph 59, Liu has no idea what the allegation is about, therefore

unable to admit or deny.=5 59 EiRAIFEIEAI(TIEE > RIFLEDA RIS

55. As to Paragraph 60, allegedly “a number of letters were sent to various
prominent individuals within the United States government, including the
Congressional Executive Commission on China, claiming Wei was morally
reprehensible for refusing to pay his child support.” Here, once again, the
subject of the sentence is missing: the so-called letters, if any, were sent by
whom? Defendant seems to know the letters, if any, were not from Liu,
otherwise Wei would not have omitted the subject of the sentence. Again, Liu
condemns Wei for making up a story in an effort to frame Liu, who is
committed to dealing with him through judicial procedures. #i{f K ZFikEE 60
BEERE - “HIFSEFRIERBUT - FEEEERBE G I TR B GIENAYEF

ZRI N BRI ieat - (FEE LIEZRREE - 7 BRI X
ERA TR BRI EM (ARARYES) EEFLY ? e PP RIE S E
fRIEZERE S - BHIBRA GREEREE - BR > SEERETNERE - RElFG
FE - mES I EE AR AR AE S

56. As to Paragraph 61-65, allegations against “Jinyan Zeng (“Zeng”), Liu’s
friend”, Liu admits, proudly, that Ms. Zeng, Time Magazine 100 Pioneers &
Heroes (2007) and the Daily Beast’'s 150 Women Who Shake the World

(2008), is indeed her personal friend. But Liu is in no position to answer the

18



allegations against Zeng. ZiHiREE 61-65 Gt EHYZE “BIRVAAL G B - 2
AR REEEL (HFET]) #Y 100 firdesg AP (2007 &) f1 (EFEAH) 57
ERY TEHE SRy 150 firct” (2008 ) Ep#cA A © HENARHEE
PHEFEAYFRTE

57. As to Paragraph 66, Liu admits she started the GoFundMe fundraising

page. ¥ AL 66 & » AR WhiEEE T GoFundMe 5 -

58. As to Paragraph 67, Liu denies the interpreting allegation that Liu “did not

realize she had been raped until the Me Too movement.” £A55 67 & > Z&

e "HE] Me Too EFRTH A BT H Caoiar "HYE M MEHERE -

59. As to Paragraph 68, Liu denies she was “falsely claiming” she was raped.

HHE 68 i - FIMERHCE "SRk o

60. As to Paragraph 69, Liu denies so-called “Liu’s false statement” and
stresses that if Wei did feel embarrassed, that is all because what he himself
had done and what he refused to admit publicly what he already privately
recognized, such as Charlotte being his daughter. 22~ 5 69 i » ZIG0FEE
"BIRBGE" > TR - AIRBREEE RENET - AR St B CHEE A B
o TEAEAFHARIM AT N ARRIYER - LEATE SR RA Y25, -

61. As to Paragraph 70, which contains 6 serious allegations, Z&EF#kEE 70 &
EEREICREER AN
1) “Liu, under ulterior motives, including apparent political motives to

attempt to discredit Wei”; {5 “SHIA R0 EEHENEUEE)

1% o (EEREIE
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Answer: Liu denies and demands strict proof thereof, or Wei to suffer the

consequences of his random malicious slander on Liu. & @ IS IEEE @ I

KREFGERSE - SAIBEEKIE B R SR EAIE R -

2) Liu “has extorted money from Wei”; $5#2% "HiZ51” -

Answer: Liu denies and demands strict proof thereof and, again, points
out that this claim counters Wei’s own claim in his original answer in
which he “admits not having paid anything to Plaintiffs.” & : 2550305
BORERSE > WHXIEL > B —ABHE CERYRETHIR T &ERRE
KA R & ST AT RO "HRREAE TR

3) Liu “intentionally misled and lied to Wei and others about ever

having a sexual encounter with Wei”; 52| “i& - R

A et o BER SR A i MR (R

Answer: Liu denies she ever “misled and lied”, and demands Wei to
prove he is not the actual liar himself by submitting to a mandatory
DNAtest. & : ZIEHEHC “REMHER" - WEORBH#EAETRT] DNA
TR AEEHH ELIE A BT Z L

4) Liu “(intentionally misled and lied to Wei and others about) Wei
being an absent father to Charlotte”; $S%I&: “ (HE 2R ENIEERTE

FEN) IR E IR R4

Answer: Again, Liu denies she ever “misled and lied”, and demands
Wei to prove he is not the actual liar himself by submitting to a
mandatory DNA test. & * BIFXE&HEC “SHEMNER » EKE
%2 DNA § E A8 J IR SR T2
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5) Liu “(intentionally misled and lied to Wei and others) that Wei

refuses to support Charlotte financially”; 2 “ (#ERE - HERTIH

FEN) SRBIEREIE AN EI R -

Answer: Liu denies it is a lie “that Wei refuses to support Charlotte
financially “as Wei himself admits in his original answer that he “admits
not having paid anything to Plaintiffs.” & : “TiHIE4EEERE B
HEEE B s ? i E CEa ESRRtReEM A R
EZIBEATROE” -

6) Liu “(intentionally misled and lied to Wei and others) and most

egregiously, that he violently raped and sexually assaulted her.” 5

R " (BEBENERIS ) - S8 SR iRt

”

f= -

Answer: Again, Liu denies she ever “misled and lied”, and demands
Wei to disprove he is the actual liar himself by submitting to a
mandatory DNA test. & : ZIFXEREC “SREMHER" - IEKER
SR DNA #E AR R T - SRR — O HIFE Sk

23r
iy °

62. As to Paragraph 71, contains no allegation. BHi 5 71 &1 » )45

63. As to Paragraph 72, Liu admits that the two articles, one titled In The

Case of Liu vs. Wel, by Ms. Jinyan Zeng, the other titled The Liu And Wei that

| Know, by Ms. Jiazhen Qi, among others, are posted on her GoFundMe

webpage, with permission and original links provided. $+¥%1384F S ZIREE 72 &5
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https://matters.news/@nitrariachine/%E5%8A%89%E6%87%90%E6%98%AD%E5%B0%8D%E9%AD%8F%E4%BA%AC%E7%94%9F%E6%A1%88-bafyreibed37k6plentb4wacjwatcian4nkn37q7scgg7fa2ltphkxr2onm
https://matters.news/@nitrariachine/%E5%8A%89%E6%87%90%E6%98%AD%E5%B0%8D%E9%AD%8F%E4%BA%AC%E7%94%9F%E6%A1%88-bafyreibed37k6plentb4wacjwatcian4nkn37q7scgg7fa2ltphkxr2onm
http://minzhuzhongguo.org/MainArtShow.aspx?AID=105641
http://minzhuzhongguo.org/MainArtShow.aspx?AID=105641
https://www.gofundme.com/f/help-a-metoo-victim-and-daughter-win-their-case
https://www.gofundme.com/f/help-a-metoo-victim-and-daughter-win-their-case

ATETE > BUEKERERTRSCE (TEE R R Y SRR o 520t ) &EET RIS fife
4y GoFundMe &g H | - R 1 JFSCHERE o

64. As to Paragraph 73, Liu denies her statements are “defamatory per se”.

BENES 73 B > BIE el e SRz B R -

65. As to Paragraph 74, Liu denies she made so-called “false statements”. [

TG 74 1 BRI PR L -

66. As to Paragraph 75, Liu denies “Liu’s statements were and are false.” [

FR5E 75 61 > BIESAEHEUERR A8 T Frasey "R (R A -

67. As to Paragraph 76, Liu denies “this defamation”. {258 76 £ » 2G84t

BT PR -

68. As to Paragraph 77, Liu denies all the alleged so-called “false”, “reckless”
and “specific intent” and demands strict proof thereof. A28 77 &1 » ZIEEY

THrAREE "R R R A L B o WWEDRER SR

69. As to Paragraph 78, no allegation in this paragraph. FifJ5 Sk 78 it

AR -

70. As to Paragraph 79, Liu denies she “misrepresented to Wei” and demands
strict proof thereof or disprove “b) Wei was the father of Charlotte.” $}¥151Y
[EmIREE 79 61 > IGREC "M AR AR E S
HA7 .

71. As to Paragraph 80, Liu denies “Liu knew that each of these
representations were false when made, and each were made with reckless

disregard to their truth or falsity and were made with the intent of extorting and
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obtaining money from Wei” and demands strict proof thereof. &% ZF7iREE
80 EiHVIETE - BIGMEIMEElE "IRBRZC FISERGEER @ WEORBHRE -

72. As to Paragraph 81, Liu denies and demands strict proof though it already
in itself contradicts Wei's original answer therefore the inconsistency is self-
explanatory. 05 81 i » ZIGFIILEIEORMEES » (R BHEECEAA
so S BB RR A B AR JERY - HEEDIE BIES A Sy -

73. As to Paragraph 82, Liu denies but calls for attention to Wei’s seemingly
willingness “to perform a paternity test” again. #5258 82 & » ZI&0459% > (H

fEar AR BULDIPFRRBEER "R TEE” 18 |

74. As to Paragraph 83, Liu denies “fraudulent misrepresentation” and
demands strict proof thereof. %} 55 83 £ » BIEH "EEEfalt" - FILE R
R EREE -

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

LTIk

1. Wei’s Counterclaim in many ways counters his own original claims filed
in this matter, and the inconsistency on crucial issues is significant,
including but not limited to: ZRAY K SflR » FF 1 5 ER L 3 O gy FE
TOIRPHYSUAAR TR - B E KRR B o NEREH AT A —MIEH = (2]
g - EEFEEARR

1) Whether or not he arranged and conducted a DNA test in 2018; &

AfF 2018 FLPEIGHETTHE DNA fil

23



2) Whether or not he paid nothing to the Plaintiffs. {127 /¢ 7 [a fi iz 57

S ARKEREE/C I

The inconsistencies mean he lies in one way or the other, therefore
has discredited himself and must suffer the consequences of telling
such major lies. FRAVERARIR TG » & BEHRE MIfH Ao 5 O EH

— NIEEATE - DA R ARG HI RS -

2. The counterclaim contains not only lies but also additional aggressive
defamatory attacks to Plaintiff as detailed in Plaintiff’'s answers to individual
paragraphs, for which Wei is subject to additional defamation charges and
penalty. ZHIYEGHINMETE ok s » I ISR F S TE P AN 2 FRAVI S
M GERIESHHERESERYIEIE) - Rt - BUEEZ 28RS MYE R
i

o

e

THEREFORE, Liu respectfully request the following relief: 4% Rl - 22855

EBESE T AT R

1. In addition to the claims in Plaintiffs’ original and AMENDED
COMPLAINT in which Plaintiffs demand judgement against Wei in the
sum of $500,000, Plaintiff Liu demands an additional $200,000 for the
damages Wei has made as addressed in the above affirmative
defenses. [ 1 JFEEFRIATHRAESTIHIRFE LY 50 HIE TR
Ko JFREEEOREE - Ky EAhURPFriE RAVIRF BN (E 20 E3=0T

2. Liu also asks for any other relief the Court may determine to be just
and equitable. S AREHI4E M £ HL A TE SRR -
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Respectfully submitted,

Huaizhao Liu

PO Box 40157
Washington, DC 20016
heather01.liu@gmail.com
(202)660-3235

Plaintiff

October 12, 2020


mailto:heather01.liu@gmail.com

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that on this 12™ day of October, 2020, | filed the Answer to
Counterclaim in person at this Honorable Court’s drop box, and caused a true copy of

the forgoing document to be served on the same day by email to:

Nicole Wilt

1629 K Street NW Suite 300
Washington, DC 20006
202-508-3648
nicolewilt@dclawyerfirm.com
Counsel for Plaintiffs

David Barger
Greenberg Traurig LLP
1750 Tyson Blvd.
Suite 1200

MclLean, VA 22102
703-749-1300
bargerd@gtlaw.com

Counsel for Defendant

Huaizhao Liu
PO Box 40157

Washington, DC 20016
heather01.liu@gmail.com
(202)660-3235

Plaintiff
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