IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA

(Alexandria Division)
MANAGEMENT ASSOCIATION FOR )
PRIVATE PHOTOGRAMMETRIC )
SURVEYORS, et al., ) Civil Action No. 1:06¢cv378
)
Plaintiffs, ) (TSE/BRP)
)
V. )
)
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
)
Defendant. )
)
REPLY OF AMICI

ASSOCIATION OF AMERICAN GEOGRAPHERS,
GIS CERTIFICATION INSTITUTE,

GEOSPATIAL INFORMATION & TECHNOLOGY ASSOCIATION,
UNIVERSITY CONSORTIUM FOR GEOGRAPHIC INFORMATION SCIENCE,
AND URBAN AND REGIONAL INFORMATION SYSTEMS ASSOCIATION
IN SUPPORT OF THEIR MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE AMICUS CURIAE BRIEF

Pursuant to Local Civil Rule 7(F)(1), amici hereby reply to plaintiffs’ opposition brief,
filed this day. For the following reasons, plaintiffs have not shown a compelling reason for the
Court to deny the motion of the amici:

1. Plaintiffs will suffer no hardship in responding to the amicus brief if, as plaintiffs
assert, it provides “no additional substantive information” for the Court. Pltfs Opp.at 1,3. In
particular, amici submitted two affidavits not to suppleme;lt the administrative record in this
case, but to demonstrate the interests of the amici, who represent a large segment of the
“mapping” industry for whom the plaintiff associations and their members do not speak.
Plaintiffs have effectively conceded that such entities exist. Indeed, the whole point of plaintiffs’
lawsuit is to eliminate such entities from the pool of potential competitors for federal mapping

contracts.



2. Plaintiffs argue that the amici are not neutral because they are advocating for a
particular result and have a financial interest in the outcome of the case. If this alone were
sufficient to disqualify an amicus, the courts would hardly ever accept an amicus brief. See, e.g.,
The Onandaga Indian Nation v. New York, No. 97-cv-445, 1997 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 9168, at *8-9
(N.D.N.Y. Dec. 24, 1997) (“[t]he fact that the [amicus] is not a completely neutral entity . . . is
not a sufficient reason for denial of this motion™). In relying on the financial interest of the
amici, plaintiffs only underscore the direct consequences for the amici of plaintiffs’ bold attempt
to force the FAR Council to rewrite the Federal Acquisition Regulation (“FAR”) so as to cordon
off all federal mapping contracts as the exclusive preserve of the licensed surveyor guild.

3. Although the Government has ably presented its case, the amici are uniquely
positioned to advise the Court of the separate interests and perspective of the amici and their
members, as well as the potential consequences to them of judicial action. Plaintiffs cannot deny
these consequences, as that is precisely what they seek by this lawsuit.

CONCLUSION

Accordingly, to ensure that the Court has information concerning the interests of others
with an important stake in the outcome of this case and that it has an appreciation of the potential
consequences of judicial action on those others, including not only the amici but the GIS and
computerized mapping industry as a whole, the amici request that the Court grant leave to file

their amicus brief.



Dated: January 26, 2007

Of Counsel:

Jerald A. Jacobs
PILLSBURY WINTHROP
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2300 N Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20037
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