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

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

	
Case No. {caseNumber}

Division {caseDivisionNumber}

Chapter 61


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 Portfolio Recovery Associates, LLC’s First Request for Admissions Directed to Defendant {caseDefendant},
2. Defendant’s Response to Plaintiff Portfolio Recovery Associates, LLC’s Request for Production of Documents Directed to Defendant {caseDefendant}, and
3. Defendant’s Response to Plaintiff Portfolio Recovery Associates, LLC’s First Set of  Interrogatories Directed to Defendant {caseDefendant} 
to Plaintiff, {casePlaintiff}, in compliance with service under K.S.A. § 60-205(2)(F) and KAN. S. CT. R. 122(c) via an email to the last known e-mail addresses of David Page and John Makhamreh Attorneys For Plaintiff, at David.Page@lawusa.com, John.Makhamreh@lawusa.com, and {caseOCFileNumber}@lawusa.com. The undersigned further certifies that no portion of this Certificate of Service was prepared using Generative A.I.
	
	Respectfully submitted,
By: {caseDefendant}
CALLAHAN LAW FIRM L.L.C.
 /s/ Ryan M. Callahan                          .                    
RYAN M. CALLAHAN, SC # 25363
222 W. Gregory Blvd. Suite 210
Kansas City, MO 64114
Ph: 816-822-4041; Fax: 913-273-1799
E-mail: ryan@callahanlawkc.com
ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT
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[bookmark: _Ref141803050]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 First 
Request for Admissions Directed to Defendant {caseDefendant}
[bookmark: _Hlk131080873][bookmark: _Hlk137398378]At this time, 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. Plaintiff, its predecessors in interest, agents, attorneys, or all other acting on its behalf (collectively “Plaintiff”), and Defendant entered into an agreement for extension of credit from Plaintiff to Defendant.
RESPONSE:  Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies. 

2. Defendant received {caseOriginalCreditor} credit card bearing the account number ending XXXXXXXXXXXX{caseAccLastFour}.
RESPONSE:  Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.  

3. Defendant is liable for the charges and fees incurred on that credit card account under the cardholder agreement (“the agreement”) (Exhibit 1).
RESPONSE:  Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.

4. Defendant presented the credit card to merchants or used the account number in payment for goods or services.
RESPONSE:  Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.  

5. Plaintiff has performed all of Plaintiff’s obligations under the agreement (Exhibit 1).
RESPONSE:  Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.   

6. Admit that you never objected to any monthly billing statement from Original Creditor or charges included therein via written notice.
RESPONSE:  Defendant received itemized monthly statements from the Plaintiff.

7. Defendant breached the agreement (Exhibit 1), by failing to make the payments required under the agreement.
RESPONSE:   Defendant received itemized monthly statements from the Plaintiff.

8. Defendant owes Plaintiff the balance due requested in Plaintiff’s Petition.
RESPONSE:  Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.   

	
	Respectfully submitted,
By: {caseDefendant}
CALLAHAN LAW FIRM L.L.C.
 /s/ Ryan M. Callahan                          .                    
RYAN M. CALLAHAN, SC # 25363
222 W. Gregory Blvd. Suite 210
Kansas City, MO 64114
Ph: 816-822-4041; Fax: 913-273-1799
E-mail: ryan@callahanlawkc.com
ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT



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 First 
Set of  Interrogatories Directed to Defendant {caseDefendant}
At this time, 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. If Defendant denies Request One of Plaintiff’s Request for Admissions Directed to Defendant Terry Maltbia , state fully and completely the facts upon Defendant bases the denial of Request One.
ANSWER: Objection.  The interrogatory is unduly burdensome and over broad. Defendant denials to Plaintiff’s Requests for Admission are evident from the denials, and objections, themselves and are primarily due to insufficient information to admit or deny the request, and any admission would be merely speculative and prejudicial to Defendant.

2. If Defendant denies Request Two of Plaintiff’s Request for Admissions Directed to Defendant {caseDefendant}, state fully and completely the facts upon which Defendant bases the denial of Request Two.
ANSWER:  Objection.  The interrogatory is unduly burdensome and over broad. Defendant denials to Plaintiff’s Requests for Admission are evident from the denials, and objections, themselves and are primarily due to insufficient information to admit or deny the request, and any admission would be merely speculative and prejudicial to Defendant.

3. If Defendant denies Request Three of Plaintiff’s Request for Admissions Directed to Defendant {caseDefendant}, state fully and completely the facts upon which Defendant bases the denial of Request Three.
ANSWER:  Objection.  The interrogatory is unduly burdensome and over broad. Defendant denials to Plaintiff’s Requests for Admission are evident from the denials, and objections, themselves and are primarily due to insufficient information to admit or deny the request, and any admission would be merely speculative and prejudicial to Defendant.

4. If Defendant denies Request Four of Plaintiff’s Request for Admissions Directed to Defendant {caseDefendant}, state fully and completely the facts upon which Defendant bases the denial of Request Four.
ANSWER:  Objection.  The interrogatory is unduly burdensome and over broad. Defendant denials to Plaintiff’s Requests for Admission are evident from the denials, and objections, themselves and are primarily due to insufficient information to admit or deny the request, and any admission would be merely speculative and prejudicial to Defendant.

5. For If Defendant denies Request Five of Plaintiff’s Request for Admissions Directed to Defendant {caseDefendant}, state fully and completely the facts upon which Defendant bases the denial of Request Five.
ANSWER: Objection.  The interrogatory is unduly burdensome and over broad. Defendant denials to Plaintiff’s Requests for Admission are evident from the denials, and objections, themselves and are primarily due to insufficient information to admit or deny the request, and any admission would be merely speculative and prejudicial to Defendant.

6. If Defendant denies Request Six of Plaintiff’s Request for Admissions Directed to Defendant {caseDefendant}, state fully and completely the facts upon which Defendant bases denial of Request Six.
ANSWER:  Objection.  The interrogatory is unduly burdensome and over broad. Defendant denials to Plaintiff’s Requests for Admission are evident from the denials, and objections, themselves and are primarily due to insufficient information to admit or deny the request, and any admission would be merely speculative and prejudicial to Defendant.

7. If Defendant denies Request Seven of Plaintiff’s Request for Admissions Directed to Defendant {caseDefendant}, state fully and completely the facts upon which Defendant bases the denial of Request Seven:
ANSWER: Objection.  The interrogatory is unduly burdensome and over broad. Defendant denials to Plaintiff’s Requests for Admission are evident from the denials, and objections, themselves and are primarily due to insufficient information to admit or deny the request, and any admission would be merely speculative and prejudicial to Defendant.

8. If Defendant denies Request Eight of Plaintiff’s Request for Admissions Directed to Defendant {caseDefendant}, state fully and completely the facts upon which Defendant bases the denial of Request Eight.
ANSWER: Objection.  The interrogatory is unduly burdensome and over broad. Defendant denials to Plaintiff’s Requests for Admission are evident from the denials, and objections, themselves and are primarily due to insufficient information to admit or deny the request, and any admission would be merely speculative and prejudicial to Defendant.

		
	Respectfully submitted,
By: {caseDefendant}
CALLAHAN LAW FIRM L.L.C.
 /s/ Ryan M. Callahan                          .                    
RYAN M. CALLAHAN, SC # 25363
222 W. Gregory Blvd. Suite 210
Kansas City, MO 64114
Ph: 816-822-4041; Fax: 913-273-1799
E-mail: ryan@callahanlawkc.com
ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT



		
	Respectfully submitted,

CALLAHAN LAW L.L.C.

 /s/ Sean A. McElwain                     .                    
SEAN McELWAIN, MBE # 69596
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: sean@callahanlawkc.com
ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT
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[bookmark: _Ref141803100]IN THE {CASEDESIGNATION} COURT OF {CASECOUNTY} COUNTY, {CASESTATE}{CASEDIVISIONLOCATION}
{CASEDIVISIONDESIGNATION}

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

	
Case No. {caseNumber}

Division {caseDivisionNumber}



[bookmark: _Ref141803082]Defendant’s Response to Plaintiff’s First Request for Production of Documents Directed to Defendant {caseDefendant}

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

1. All documents upon which you relied or to which you referred in answering Plaintiff’s Interrogatories to Defendant.
RESPONSE: Defendant is not in possession of any such documents, and meritoriously objected to the requests to identify said objects in Defendant’s Answers to Plaintiff's Interrogatories.   

2. All correspondence between you and Plaintiff, its predecessor, or anyone acting on its behalf, that refers, relates or pertains to any allegations in Plaintiff’s Petition, whether in writing, reduced to writing, stenotype, recording, or otherwise.
RESPONSE:  Objection.  This request for production is unduly burdensome as requires Defendant to collect and supply documentation of correspondence between Defendant and Plaintiff when Plaintiff was a party to any such correspondence and in an equally good position to retain such correspondence.  And further, as a sophisticated business entity Plaintiff should have retained copies in its business records.  This request is duplicative, unnecessary, and only serves to place an undue burden on Defendant to collect and deliver said documents.

3. Copies of any forms provided by any third party other than your attorney and used in the defense of this action.
RESPONSE:  Objection. This interrogatory is vague and ambiguous, overly broad, unduly burdensome, and calls for the Defendant to speculate on the knowledge or information that a third party may have.  Without waiving this objection, Defendant states that the Defendant is not aware of any persons with knowledge of this claim beyond the Defendant’s counsel that are material to this claim. 

4. Any documents that contain a modification or change to the terms and conditions of the Defendant’s account with the Plaintiff. 
RESPONSE:  Objection This request seeks a legal conclusion from Defendant as to the consequence of terms and conditions contained in an alleged contract.

5. Any communications between you and anyone other than your attorney that refer, relate, or pertain to any of the allegations contained in Plaintiff’s Petition, including but not limited to any debt management, debt reduction, or debt elimination company. 
RESPONSE: Objection. This interrogatory is vague and ambiguous, overly broad, unduly burdensome, and calls for the Defendant to speculate on the knowledge or information that a third party may have.  Without waiving this objection, Defendant states that the Defendant is not aware of any persons with knowledge of this claim beyond the Defendant’s counsel that are material to this claim.

6. Copies of all documents, including cancelled checks, bank statements, receipts, and billing statements, showing any payments made by Defendant to the Plaintiff.
RESPONSE:   Objection. This request is overly broad, unduly burdensome, and assumes facts not in evidence.  It presupposes the existence of “payments made by Defendant to the Plaintiff,” a fact which is directly disputed and not yet established by the Plaintiff.  Furthermore, it asks the Defendant to provide all documents without any other limitation in scope or time.  Such an exhaustive search and review of documents is not proportional to the probative value of the information in this the case and imposes an undue burden on the Defendant.  Any documents received by the Defendant should already be in the possession of Plaintiff.  Therefore, it is unduly burdensome to require Defendant to provide what should be in Plaintiff’s own records, or more easily acquired from the Plaintiff.  Without waiving this objection, Defendant states that Defendant is not aware of any such documents.

		
	Respectfully submitted,
By: {caseDefendant}
CALLAHAN LAW FIRM L.L.C.
 /s/ Ryan M. Callahan                          .                    
RYAN M. CALLAHAN, SC # 25363
222 W. Gregory Blvd. Suite 210
Kansas City, MO 64114
Ph: 816-822-4041; Fax: 913-273-1799
E-mail: ryan@callahanlawkc.com
ATTORNEY 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}

Chapter 61



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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