IN THE {CASEDESIGNATION} COURT OF {CASECOUNTY} COUNTY, {CASESTATE}{CASEDIVISIONLOCATION}
{CASEDIVISIONDESIGNATION}


	{CASEPLAINTIFF},							
		Plaintiff,			
vs.						
						
{CASEDEFENDANT},		
						
		Defendant.

	
Case No. {caseNumber}

Division {caseDivisionNumber}



Certificate of Service
	Defendant, {caseDefendant}, by and through counsel of record, certifies that  on {today} they served electronic copies of:
1. Defendant’s Response to Plaintiff’s Requests for Admission to Defendant {caseDefendant},
2. Defendant’s Response to Plaintiff’s Requests for Production of Documents to Defendant {caseDefendant}, and
3. Defendant’s Response to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories to Defendant {caseDefendant}
to Plaintiff, {casePlaintiff}, in compliance with service under Mo. R. Civ. P. 43.01(c)(1) via an email to the last known e-mail addresses of Allen & Withrow, Attorneys For Plaintiff, at cbrunson@allenwithrow.com. The undersigned further certifies that no portion of this Certificate of Service was prepared using Generative A.I.

	
	Respectfully submitted,

CALLAHAN LAW FIRM L.L.C.

 /s/ James R. Crump                                  .                    
JAMES R. CRUMP, MBE # 65514
222 W. Gregory Blvd. Suite 210
Kansas City, MO 64114
Ph: 816-822-4041; Fax: 913-273-1799
E-mail: james@callahanlawkc.com
ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT
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[bookmark: _Ref141803050][bookmark: _Ref147489174]IN THE {CASEDESIGNATION} COURT OF {CASECOUNTY} COUNTY, {CASESTATE}{CASEDIVISIONLOCATION}
{CASEDIVISIONDESIGNATION}


	{CASEPLAINTIFF},							
		Plaintiff,			
vs.						
						
{CASEDEFENDANT},		
						
		Defendant.

	
Case No. {caseNumber}

Division {caseDivisionNumber}



Defendant’s Response to Plaintiff’s Requests for Admission to Defendant {caseDefendant}
[bookmark: _Hlk131080873][bookmark: _Hlk137398378]COMES NOW, Defendant, {caseDefendant}, by and through their attorney of record, Callahan Law Firm L.L.C., responds to Plaintiff’s Request for Admissions to Defendant.  

1. Admit that Defendant is a resident of {caseCounty}, {caseState};
RESPONSE: Admit.   

2. Admit that Defendant purchased certain items and charged same on the charge account which is the subject of this lawsuit;
RESPONSE: Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.

3. Admit that the amount past due on said account, which has not been paid, and has been owed by Defendant for a period of time is ${caseSuitAmount}; 
RESPONSE: Deny.

4. Admit that the monthly statements/bills in regard to this account were sent to and received by Defendant;
RESPONSE: Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.

5. Admit that the Defendant never notified Plaintiff or the original creditor in writing of any dispute in regard to this account (balance);
RESPONSE: Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.

6. Admit that the Defendant never notified Plaintiff or the original creditor in writing of any complaints or requests to stop credit on this account;
RESPONSE: Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.

7. Admit that Defendant has no documentation indicating the balance of this account to be less than ${caseSuitAmount};
RESPONSE:  Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.

8. Admit that Defendant is indebted to Plaintiff in the amount of ${caseSuitAmount}.
RESPONSE: Deny.  

	
	Respectfully submitted,

CALLAHAN LAW FIRM L.L.C.

 /s/ James R. Crump                                  .                    
JAMES R. CRUMP, MBE # 65514
222 W. Gregory Blvd. Suite 210
Kansas City, MO 64114
Ph: 816-822-4041; Fax: 913-273-1799
E-mail: james@callahanlawkc.com
ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT



[bookmark: _Ref147489191]IN THE {CASEDESIGNATION} COURT OF {CASECOUNTY} COUNTY, {CASESTATE}{CASEDIVISIONLOCATION}
{CASEDIVISIONDESIGNATION}


	{CASEPLAINTIFF},							
		Plaintiff,			
vs.						
						
{CASEDEFENDANT},		
						
		Defendant.

	
Case No. {caseNumber}

Division {caseDivisionNumber}



Defendant’s Response to Plaintiff’s Requests for Production of Documents to Defendant {caseDefendant}

COMES NOW, Defendant, {caseDefendant}, by and through their attorney of record, Callahan Law Firm L.L.C., responds to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories and Request for Production of Documents to Defendant. 

1. In reference to Interrogatory No. 3, if Defendant responded in the affirmative, please provide Plaintiff with a copy of Defendant’s correspondence to Plaintiff.
RESPONSE: Defendant is not in possession of any such documents, and meritoriously objected to Defendant’s Answers to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories.   

2. In reference to Interrogatory No. 4, if Defendant responded in the affirmative, please provide Plaintiff with a copy of the objection.
RESPONSE:  Defendant is not in possession of any such documents, and meritoriously objected to Defendant’s Answers to Plaintiff's Interrogatories, and directs Plaintiff to Defendant’s Answers to Plaintiff’s Interrrogatories to Defendant.   

3. In reference to Interrogatory No. 10, please provide Plaintiff with a copy of each document named.
RESPONSE:  Defendant is not in possession of any such documents, and meritoriously objected to Defendant’s Answers to Plaintiff's Interrogatories.   

4. Please provide bank statements, canceled checks, and deposit slips on each account identified in response to the interrogatory immediately proceeding this request for a period of time extending from August 31, 2021 to August 31, 2023.
RESPONSE:  Defendant is not in possession of any such documents, and meritoriously objected to Defendant’s Answers to Plaintiff's Interrogatories.  
 
5. Please sign the authorization form that is attached to this discovery request as Exhibit “1” and return the this office in the self-addressed stamped envelope.
RESPONSE: Objection.  This request is both procedurally improper as it does not seek any document in possession of the Defendant, but instead seeks for Defendant to sign a legal document. Further, this request is grossly disproportionate in that it seeks a document that would provide Plaintiff access to information that is confidential and of minimal probative value, and is only circumstantially relevant to any claim alleged in Plaintiff’s Petition.  It does not directly relate to the alleged account and the records that could be obtained by Plaintiff from it would only be tangentially related, if related at all, to the claims in Plaintiff’s Petition.  Further, there is a concern that the objective of this request is to opportunistically gather information about Defendant’s financial institutions to potentially aid in the execution of a judgment against Defendant, though no judgment is entered by the Court in this case, and a post-judgment motion in aid of execution is the proper means for the discovery of such information.  Disclosure of this document would also implicate serious privacy concerns relating to any third parties not subject to this lawsuit, but that may have jointly held accounts at financial institutions with the Defendant.  Based on this objection and stated concerns, Defendant declines to provide the requested information. is not in possession of any such documents, and meritoriously objected to Defendant’s Answers to Plaintiff's Interrogatories.  

		
	Respectfully submitted,

CALLAHAN LAW FIRM L.L.C.

 /s/ James R. Crump                                  .                    
JAMES R. CRUMP, MBE # 65514
222 W. Gregory Blvd. Suite 210
Kansas City, MO 64114
Ph: 816-822-4041; Fax: 913-273-1799
E-mail: james@callahanlawkc.com
ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT
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[bookmark: _Ref147489226]IN THE {CASEDESIGNATION} COURT OF {CASECOUNTY} COUNTY, {CASESTATE}{CASEDIVISIONLOCATION}
{CASEDIVISIONDESIGNATION}


	{CASEPLAINTIFF},							
		Plaintiff,			
vs.						
						
{CASEDEFENDANT},		
						
		Defendant.

	
Case No. {caseNumber}

Division {caseDivisionNumber}



Defendant’s Response to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories to Defendant {caseDefendant}
[bookmark: _Hlk136435778]COMES NOW, Defendant, {caseDefendant}, by and through their attorneys of record, Callahan Law Firm L.L.C., responds to Plaintiff’s First Request for Interrogatories Directed to Defendant. 

1. Did the Defendant sign the application for this account?
ANSWER: Objection.  This interrogatory assumes facts not in evidence as it presupposes the existence of an account allegedly belonging to the Defendant, a fact which is directly disputed and yet to be established by the Plaintiff, and further that the alleged account was opened through a physically signed application without presenting the allegedly signed application.     

2. Was the Defendant aware of the existence of this debt?
[bookmark: _Hlk162727759]ANSWER: Objection.  This interrogatory is vague and ambiguous and assumes facts not in evidence as it presupposes the existence of an account allegedly belonging to the Defendant, a fact which is directly disputed and yet to be established by the Plaintiff.

3. Did Defendant, or anyone on behalf of Defendant, ever notify Plaintiff or the original creditor in writing of any complaints or requests to cancel this account?
[bookmark: _Hlk162727993]ANSWER: Objection.  This interrogatory assumes facts not in evidence and is overly broad. It presupposes the existence of an account allegedly belonging to the Defendant, a fact which is directly disputed and yet to be established by the Plaintiff.  Further, asks about any “complaints or requests,” potentially covering an indeterminate number of charges over an unspecified period.  As such, the request is overly broad, potentially requiring an exhaustive review of all transactions, potentially spanning many years.  Without waiving these objections, Defendant denies the allegations as stated and specifically notes that Defendant disputes the account. 

4. Did Defendant receive one (1) or more monthly statements/bills related to this account?  If so, did Defendant notify Plaintiff or the original creditor in writing within sixty (60) days of receipt of such statements/bills that Defendant objected to the statements?
ANSWER: Objection.  This interrogatory assumes facts not in evidence and is overly broad. It presupposes the existence of an account allegedly belonging to the Defendant, a fact which is directly disputed and yet to be established by the Plaintiff.  Further, asks about monthly statements potentially covering an indeterminate number of charges over an unspecified period.  As such, the request is overly broad, potentially requiring an exhaustive review of all transactions, potentially spanning many years.  Without waiving these objections, Defendant denies the allegations as stated and specifically notes that Defendant disputes the account.

5. Does the Defendant Admit to liability to Plaintiff for any amount?
ANSWER: Objection.  This interrogatory is argumentative.  Defendant disputes this account and holds Plaintiff to its burden of production to establish in evidence that the account alleged in Plaintiff’s Petition in fact existed. 

6. In reference to Interrogatory No. 5, if Defendant responded in the affirmative, please state the amount Defendant alleges is owed by Defendant to Plaintiff.
ANSWER:  N/A. Defendant did not respond in the affirmative to Interrogatory No. 5. 

7. If the amount admitted is less than that sought in Plaintiff’s Complaint, please set out in detail the basis for the discrepancy between the two numbers.
ANSWER: N/A. Defendant did not respond in the affirmative to Interrogatory No. 5. 

8. Please state the name, address and telephone number of each witness who will be called to testify of behalf of Defendant at the trial of this matter.
ANSWER: Objection.  This interrogatory seeks confidential and protected information relating to Defendant’s trial strategy. This request assumes facts not established in this case. No date is set for any such trial and no scheduling order issued in this case. Without waiving this objection, Defendant states that no witness has been identified at this time. Defendant reserves the right to supplement this response should they later identify a witness.

9. Please briefly outline the testimony of each witness named.
ANSWER: Objection.  This interrogatory seeks confidential and protected information relating to Defendant’s trial strategy. This request assumes facts not established in this case. No date is set for any such trial and no scheduling order issued in this case. Without waiving this objection, Defendant states that no witness has been identified at this time. Defendant reserves the right to supplement this response should they later identify a witness and anticipate the witnesses’ testimony at trial.

10. Please list all documents Defendant intends to introduce at the trial of this matter.
ANSWER: Objection. This request assumes facts not established in this case. No date is set for any such trial and no scheduling order issued in this case. Without waiving this objection Defendant states that Defendant has no current intentions regarding the introduction of any particular exhibit into evidence in this case. And further that Defendant will supplement this request at the appropriate time with such exhibits when and if a trial is set in this case and Defendant intends at that time to introduce an exhibit into evidence.

11. In regard to Plaintiff’s Request for Admissions to Defendant, if any of the responses by Defendant is anything other than an unqualified admission, please explain such responses in detail, and identify or furnish copies of any documentation which would tend to support any such responses(s) of and from Defendant.
ANSWER: Objection.  This interrogatory is improper and vague and ambiguous.  It both requests that Defendant produce documents, but this is not formatted as a request for production of documents and is improper.  Further, it does not reference any specific response and is ambiguous, if Plaintiff wishes to inquire about specific responses to Plaintiff’s Discovery then the proper to send a second set of interrogatories regarding the responses.

12. Please State your current address.
ANSWER: {homeAddress}, {homeCity} {homeState} {homeZip}

13. Please state how long you have lived at that address
ANSWER: [ASK CLIENT]  

14. Please state the name of your current employer.
ANSWER: Objection.  This request exceeds the scope of the discoverable evidence under Missouri Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 56.01 because it is not relevant to any claim alleged by Plaintiff, or defenses pleaded by Defendant.  Further, there is a concern that the objective of this request is to opportunistically gather information about Defendant’s employment and income information to potentially aid in the execution of a judgment against Defendant, though no judgment is entered by the Court in this case, and a post-judgment motion in aid of execution is the proper means for the discovery of such information.  The request appears to have been brought for purposes of harassment.  Based on this objection and stated concerns, Defendant declines to provide the requested information.

15. Please provide each and every bank and/or financial, institution at which you have or had an account on which you are or have been a signatory, during the period of time extending from December 29, 2021 to December 29, 2023, and as to each account provide the following information:
a. Address of the bank and/or financial institution;
b. Account number;
c. Names of all persons who are signatories on the account along with the addresses;
d. Type of account;
e. Date account opened;
f. Date account closed

ANSWER: Objection.  This interrogatory is grossly disproportionate in that it seeks information that is confidential and of minimal probative value and is only circumstantially relevant to any claim alleged in Plaintiff’s Petition.  It does not directly relate to the alleged “Credit Account,” and would only be tangentially related, if related at all, to the claims in Plaintiff’s Petition.  Further, there is a concern that the objective of this request is to opportunistically gather information about Defendant’s financial institutions to potentially aid in the execution of a judgment against Defendant, though no judgment is entered by the Court in this case, and a post-judgment motion in aid of execution is the proper means for the discovery of such information.  The request appears to have been brought for purposes of harassment.  Based on this objection and stated concerns, Defendant declines to provide the requested information.

16. Will you treat these Interrogatories as continuing in nature?
ANSWER: Objection.  This interrogatory is vague and ambiguous as Defendant is unsure of the meaning Plaintiff intends by “as continuing in nature,” and Defendant demands strict compliance with the rules of Discovery in the State of Missouri and without waiving this objection, Defendant states that Defendant will not treat these Interrogatories as continuing in nature. 

	
	Respectfully submitted,

CALLAHAN LAW FIRM L.L.C.

 /s/ James R. Crump                                  .                    
JAMES R. CRUMP, MBE # 65514
222 W. Gregory Blvd. Suite 210
Kansas City, MO 64114
Ph: 816-822-4041; Fax: 913-273-1799
E-mail: james@callahanlawkc.com
ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT
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IN THE {CASEDESIGNATION} COURT OF {CASECOUNTY} COUNTY, {CASESTATE}{CASEDIVISIONLOCATION}
{CASEDIVISIONDESIGNATION}


	{CASEPLAINTIFF},							
		Plaintiff,			
vs.						
						
{CASEDEFENDANT},		
						
		Defendant.

	
Case No. {caseNumber}

Division {caseDivisionNumber}



Defendant's Verification of Responses to Plaintiff’s 
Requests For Admission, Requests For Production, and Interrogatories 

	STATE OF
	{CASESTATE}
	
	)

	
	
	
	) ss:

	COUNTY OF
	{CASECOUNTY}
	
	)




Defendant, {caseDefendant} duly sworn according to law upon oath deposes and states: 

I have read the requests for admissions, request for production of documents, and interrogatories and served upon me in this action.  My answers are true to the best of my knowledge, information and belief. 

	
	                                                               .                    
{caseDefendant}, Defendant




[bookmark: _Hlk140276420]Certification Under 28 U.S.C. § 1746
[bookmark: _Hlk140271925]I, {caseDefendant}, do hereby declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

	                                    .                    
Executed On
	                                                               .                    
{caseDefendant}, Defendant
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