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 First Request for Admissions,
1. Defendant’s Response to Plaintiff’s First Request for Production of Documents, and
1. Defendant’s Response to Plaintiff’s First Set of Interrogatories to Defendant
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 address of {caseOpposingCounsel}, Attorneys for Plaintiff, at docket@phwjlaw.com, kevers@phwjlaw.com, and rsettles@phwjlaw.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/ 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
ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT
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[bookmark: _Ref141292129]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 Request for Admissions
to Defendant
[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. At Defendant's request, Plaintiff’s Predecessor in interest executed a Consumer Installment Loan Agreement (“Note”), a copy of which is attached hereto and incorporated by reference herein as Plaintiff’s Exhibit “A”.
ANSWER: Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge or information to admit or deny the allegations contained in the request and, therefore, denies the same.    

2. Pursuant to the Note, Plaintiff’s Predecessor in Interest opened a loan account “Account” for Defendant’s benefit and advanced funds to Defendant for which Defendant was obligated to repay.
ANSWER: Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge or information to admit or deny the allegations contained in the request and, therefore, denies the same.    

3. The Defendant failed to make payment in accordance with the terms of the Note.
ANSWER: Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge or information to admit or deny the allegations contained in the request and, therefore, denies the same.    

4. The balance and interest set forth in Plaintiff's Petition is now due and owing.
ANSWER: Defendant does not recall sending any sort of written notices to Plaintiff and, therefore, denies the same.    

5. All payments and credits to which Defendant is entitled have been applied, leaving a balance due in the sum of ${caseSuitAmount} together with interest and fees as prayed for in Plaintiffs petition
ANSWER: Deny.    

6. Plaintiff was assigned all rights and title to the Account
ANSWER: Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge or information to admit or deny the allegations contained in the request and, therefore, denies the same.    

7. Demand has been made on Defendant for payment that Defendant has failed and refused to pay.
ANSWER: Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge or information to admit or deny the allegations contained in the request and, therefore, denies the same.    

8. Each and every allegation set forth in Plaintiff's Petition is true and correct.
ANSWER: Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge or information to admit or deny the allegations contained in the request and, therefore, denies the same.    

9. Defendant has no documents, letters, checks, ledgers, bookkeeping entries, records or any other printed or written materials evidencing any defense to Plaintiff's Petition hereon. 

ANSWER: Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge or information to admit or deny the allegations contained in the request and, therefore, denies the same.    

	
	Respectfully submitted,
By: {caseDefendant}
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
ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT



[bookmark: _Ref141292309]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 Request for Production of Documents to Defendant
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 correspondence, writings, notes, letters, memoranda or other documents received by Defendant from Plaintiff/ Plaintiff’s Predecessor in interest and/or from any of Plaintiff's agents, servants or employees
RESPONSE: Objection.  The documents sought in this request are equally available to the propounding party.  Without waiving the objection, after a diligent search and reasonable inquiry, there are no such documents within the custody or control of Defendant.  

2. All documents, letters, notes, memoranda, notices, checks or other printed or written materials evidencing any payments on the note referred to in Plaintiff's petition herein.
RESPONSE: Objection.  The documents sought in this request are equally available to the propounding party.  Without waiving the objection, after a diligent search and reasonable inquiry, there are no such documents within the custody or control of Defendant.  

3. Any and all documents or tangible things or items in Defendant's care, custody or control, or in the care, custody or control of any of Defendant's agents, attorneys, employees, servants or anyone else acting on Defendant's behalf which defendant claims to be a statement or admission of Plaintiff's, or any of their agents, servants or employees, or anyone Defendant contends to be an agent, servant or employee of Plaintiff.
RESPONSE: Objection.  The documents sought in this request are equally available to the propounding party.  Without waiving the objection, after a diligent search and reasonable inquiry, there are no such documents within the custody or control of Defendant.  

4. All statements (whether written, recorded or otherwise) of any person with knowledge of the facts of this case or of the basis of Plaintiff's petition or Defendant's affirmative defenses.
RESPONSE:  Objection.  The documents requested are equally available to the propounding party as the recipient of such documents. Without waiving the objection, after a diligent search and reasonable inquiry, there are no such documents within the custody or control of Defendant.  

5. All documents, letters, notes, memoranda, notices, checks or other printed or written materials supporting Defendant's denial of the allegations set forth in Plaintiff's petition.
RESPONSE:  Objection.  The documents sought in this request are equally available to the propounding party.  Without waiving the objection, after a diligent search and reasonable inquiry, there are no such documents within the custody or control of Defendant.  

6. All documents which support any of your Affirmative Defenses presented.
RESPONSE:  Objection. This request is overly broad, unduly burdensome, and lacks specificity. It seeks all documents related to any affirmative defenses without providing a reference to the affirmative defense, or a clear definition or description of the documents sought. This demand could necessitate an extensive, potentially irrelevant search through all of our client’s records. The request also potentially seeks information protected by attorney-client privilege or the work product doctrine. To the extent that any non-privileged, relevant documents pertaining to the defenses raised can be identified, we will provide them at an appropriate time.

7. All documents which you intend to introduce as Exhibits at trial.
RESPONSE: Objection. This request is premature and overly broad as it presupposes that all potential exhibits have been identified at this stage of the proceedings. The process of identifying the documents to be introduced as exhibits at trial is ongoing and subject to change. Furthermore, this request is objected to on the basis that it seeks disclosure of trial strategy, which is protected by the attorney work product doctrine. Without Waiving this objection, Defendant states that any such trial exhibits will be exchanged at an appropriate time, when and if, this case is set for trial.

		
	Respectfully submitted,
By: {caseDefendant}
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
ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT
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[bookmark: _Ref141292345]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 Set of Interrogatories to Defendant
[bookmark: _Hlk136435778]COMES NOW, Defendant, {caseDefendant}, by and through their attorneys of record, Callahan Law Firm L.L.C., responds to Plaintiff’s First Set of Interrogatories to Defendant. 

1. With regard to Exhibit(s) "A" (“Note”) attached hereto, please state:
a. The maker/borrower thereof;
b. Who executed Exhibit(s) "A";
c. Who received the proceeds resulting from Exhibit(s) "A";
d. The purpose of the loan evidenced by Exhibit(s) "A".
RESPONSE: Objection. This interrogatory is compound in nature, posing two or more distinct inquiries within a single question and in accordance with Missouri Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 57.01, each subpart will be deemed its own interrogatory and therefore Plaintiff’s Interrogatories Directed to Defendant contain compound interrogatories and consequentially exceeds the limit of twenty-five interrogatories permissible under Rule 57.01.  

2. With regard to Exhibit(s) "A", what amount does Defendant claim has been paid to Plaintiff, and with regard to each payment separately state.
a. The date payment or payments have been made;
b. The amount of each payment;
c. Who made each payment;
d. The method of payment (ie., check, money order, etc.);
e. The check number or receipt number of each payment;
f. The institution on which the check/money order was drawn; and
g. The custodian of all documents relating to the payments allegedly made or credits allegedly due Defendant.
RESPONSE: Objection. This interrogatory is compound in nature, posing two or more distinct inquiries within a single question and in accordance with Missouri Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 57.01, each subpart will be deemed its own interrogatory and therefore Plaintiff’s Interrogatories Directed to Defendant contain compound interrogatories and consequentially exceeds the limit of twenty-five interrogatories permissible under Rule 57.01.  

3. With regard to Exhibit(s) "A", what amount does Defendant believe was due and owing to Plaintiff on the date the same was executed?
RESPONSE: Objection. Plaintiff’s Interrogatories Directed to Defendant contain compound interrogatories and consequentially exceeds the limit of ten interrogatories permissible under the Missouri Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 57.01.

4. What amount does Defendant believe is now the principal balance owed on Exhibit(s) "A"?
RESPONSE:  Objection. Plaintiff’s Interrogatories Directed to Defendant contain compound interrogatories and consequentially exceeds the limit of ten interrogatories permissible under the Missouri Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 57.01.

5. What amount does Defendant believe is the interest now owed on Exhibit(s) "A"?
RESPONSE: Objection. Plaintiff’s Interrogatories Directed to Defendant contain compound interrogatories and consequentially exceeds the limit of ten interrogatories permissible under the Missouri Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 57.01.

6. Were any modifications, alterations, or changes made to Exhibit(s) "A" from the date of execution to present?  If so, please state:
a. The date of the modification, alteration or change;
b. A description of the modification, alteration or change;
c. Whether any document, as defined above, exists which evidences said modification, alteration or change;
d. Whether that document is attached to your responses to these interrogatories.
[bookmark: _Hlk193285228]RESPONSE: Objection. This interrogatory is compound in nature, posing two or more distinct inquiries within a single question and in accordance with Missouri Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 57.01, each subpart will be deemed its own interrogatory and therefore Plaintiff’s Interrogatories Directed to Defendant contain compound interrogatories and consequentially exceeds the limit of twenty-five interrogatories permissible under Rule 57.01.  

7. With regard to the person answering these interrogatories, please state:
a. Your name;
b. Current employer;
c. Place of employment; and
d. Business address.
RESPONSE: Objection. This interrogatory is compound in nature, posing two or more distinct inquiries within a single question and in accordance with Missouri Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 57.01, each subpart will be deemed its own interrogatory and therefore Plaintiff’s Interrogatories Directed to Defendant contain compound interrogatories and consequentially exceeds the limit of twenty-five interrogatories permissible under Rule 57.01.  

8. Are there any credits or offsets the Defendant believes they are entitled to?  If so, state:
a. The reason for the credit or offset; 
b. The amount of said credit or offset; 
c. The date said credit or offset became valid;
d. Identify the custodian of any documents relating to the same
RESPONSE: Objection. This interrogatory is compound in nature, posing two or more distinct inquiries within a single question and in accordance with Missouri Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 57.01, each subpart will be deemed its own interrogatory and therefore Plaintiff’s Interrogatories Directed to Defendant contain compound interrogatories and consequentially exceeds the limit of twenty-five interrogatories permissible under Rule 57.01.  

9. If the Defendant herein admits the execution of the Note referred to in the petition, but contends that they have a defense against Plaintiff's demand for payment of any balance due thereunder, please separately set forth in detail the basis of the defense
RESPONSE: Objection. Plaintiff’s Interrogatories Directed to Defendant contain compound interrogatories and consequentially exceeds the limit of ten interrogatories permissible under the Missouri Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 57.01.

10. Has the Defendant named herein written or directed any correspondence to Plaintiff, relative to the indebtedness, or the Note referred to in the petition?
RESPONSE: Objection. Plaintiff’s Interrogatories Directed to Defendant contain compound interrogatories and consequentially exceeds the limit of ten interrogatories permissible under the Missouri Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 57.01.

11. If so, please state: If your answer to the foregoing interrogatory number 10 is affirmative, please state:
a. The name of each author of such writing;
b. The date thereof;
c. To whom it was addressed; 
d. The content of that written correspondence; and
e. Whether that document is attached to your responses to these interrogatories.
f. Whether the writing is attached to your responses to these interrogatories.
RESPONSE: Objection. This interrogatory is compound in nature, posing two or more distinct inquiries within a single question and in accordance with Missouri Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 57.01, each subpart will be deemed its own interrogatory and therefore Plaintiff’s Interrogatories Directed to Defendant contain compound interrogatories and consequentially exceeds the limit of twenty-five interrogatories permissible under Rule 57.01.  

12. Set forth the date, parties named therein, and nature of any writing in the possession of the Defendant which pertains to the Note referred to in Plaintiff's Petition
RESPONSE: Objection. Plaintiff’s Interrogatories Directed to Defendant contain compound interrogatories and consequentially exceeds the limit of ten interrogatories permissible under the Missouri Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 57.01.

13. State the name, address and telephone number of any person who assisted you in the preparation of the answers to these interrogatories
RESPONSE: Objection. Plaintiff’s Interrogatories Directed to Defendant contain compound interrogatories and consequentially exceeds the limit of ten interrogatories permissible under the Missouri Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 57.01.

14. State the name, address and telephone number of any witness whom you intend to call in the event of a trial
RESPONSE: Objection. Plaintiff’s Interrogatories Directed to Defendant contain compound interrogatories and consequentially exceeds the limit of ten interrogatories permissible under the Missouri Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 57.01.

	
	Respectfully submitted,
By: {caseDefendant}
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
ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT



Page 1 of  7

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 
Interrogatories And Requests For Admission

	STATE OF
	{CASESTATE}
	
	)

	
	
	
	) ss:

	COUNTY OF
	{CASECOUNTY}
	
	)




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

I have read the interrogatories and requests for admissions 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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