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 Set of Requests for admission to Defendant {caseDefendant},
2. Defendant’s Response to Plaintiff’s First Set of Interrogatories Directed to Defendant {caseDefendant}, and
3. Defendant’s Response to Plaintiff’s First Set of Requests for Production of Documents 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 Berman & Rabin P.A., Attorneys For Plaintiff, at bhutnick@bermanrabin.com and drabin@bermanrabin.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 First Set of 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. Plaintiff {CASEPLAINTIFF} (“Plaintiff”) issued to Defendant {CASEDEFENDANT} (“Defendant”) a line of credit in the form of a credit card having the account number ending in {caseAccLastFour} that is the subject of this lawsuit (the “Account”). 
RESPONSE: Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.

2. At the time of the issuance of the Account, Plaintiff caused said credit card to be accompanied by a set of rules for the use of the Account.
RESPONSE: Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.

3. By using the Account or permitting another to use the Account, Defendant agreed to Plaintiff' s rules for the use of the Account.
RESPONSE: Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.

4. By using the Account or permitting another to use the Account, Defendant agreed to pay to Plaintiff all sums of money representing credit advanced to Defendant by any person or entity through use of the Account.
RESPONSE: Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.

5. Defendant accepted credit through use of the Account.
RESPONSE: Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.

6. Plaintiff paid valuable consideration to each issuer of credit to Defendant resulting from use of the Account.
RESPONSE: Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.

7. As consideration for the payment to each of said issuers of credit to Defendant on the Account, each of said issuers of credit to Defendant bas assigned to Plaintiff the right to receive payment for each of the transactions making up the Account balance due.
RESPONSE:  Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.

8. The Account balance due to Plaintiff from Defendant is ${caseSuitAmount}
RESPONSE: Deny.

9. Plaintiff has made demand upon Defendant for payment of the Account balance due.
RESPONSE: Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.

10. Defendant has failed to pay the Account balance due to Plaintiff.
RESPONSE: Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.

11. Plaintiff furnished Defendant with a statement of account setting forth the Account balance due and Plaintiff demanded payment of the Account balance due.
RESPONSE: Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.

12. Defendant has not objected to the accuracy of the statement of account setting forth the Account balance due, and Defendant has failed to pay the Account balance due.
RESPONSE: Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.


	
	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 First Set of Interrogatories 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 First Set of Interrogatories Directed to Defendant. 

1. If your response to any of the Requests for Admissions served upon you in this lawsuit was anything other than “Admit”, please provide the respective Request for Admission number and alleged factual basis supporting each of your non-admission(s).
ANSWER: Objection.  The interrogatory is unduly burdensome overly broad and is propounded is an improper contention interrogatory.  Defendant’s 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. Please identify each and every person with whom you consulted as well as each and every document you reviewed in responding to the Requests for Admissions served upon you in this lawsuit.  For each source identified, please provide the respective Request for Admission number about which he/she/it was consulted.
RESPONSE:  Objection.  The interrogatory is unduly burdensome overly broad and is propounded is an improper contention interrogatory.  Defendant’s 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. Please itemize what dollar balance, if any, you allege is due and owing by you to Plaintiff pertaining to the written contract that is the subject of Plaintiff’s Petition filed in this lawsuit, and state your justification for your answer.
RESPONSE:  Objection.  The interrogatory is unduly burdensome overly broad and is propounded is an improper contention interrogatory.  Defendant’s 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. Did you deliver partial payments to Plaintiff by check or money order?  If yes, please itemize the payments you delivered to Plaintiff.
RESPONSE:  Objection.  The interrogatory is unduly burdensome overly broad and is propounded is an improper contention interrogatory.  Defendant’s 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. Please state the date(s), form of, and briefly describe the content(s) of each and every correspondence and/or communication(s) received by you from Plaintiff, or sent to Plaintiff by you or on your behalf, regarding the written contract that is the subject of Plaintiff’s Petition filed in this lawsuit.
RESPONSE: Objection.  The interrogatory is unduly burdensome overly broad and is propounded is an improper contention interrogatory.  Defendant’s 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. For each and every alleged defense, including alleged affirmative defenses, which you assert in response to Plaintiff’s allegations as indicated by Plaintiff’s Petition filed in this lawsuit, identify the following:
a. Each and every fact related in any way to the alleged defense;
b. Each and every entity with knowledge of the alleged defense;
c. Each and every document and/or tangible item related in any way to your alleged defense; and,
d. The custodian(s) of each and every document identified in your Answer to Interrogatory “6.c.” herein.
RESPONSE: Objection.  The interrogatory is unduly burdensome overly broad and is propounded is an improper contention interrogatory.  Defendant’s 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. Did you request a loan from Plaintiff?
RESPONSE: Objection.  The interrogatory is unduly burdensome overly broad and is propounded is an improper contention interrogatory.  Defendant’s 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. Did you execute a written contract in favor of Plaintiff, said contract containing an unconditional promise to pay Plaintiff?
RESPONSE: Objection.  The interrogatory is unduly burdensome overly broad and is propounded is an improper contention interrogatory.  Defendant’s 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.  

9. Did Plaintiff perform its obligations to you, said obligations arising from the written contract referred to above?  If no, please enumerate the obligation(s) which you allege Plaintiff failed to meet.
RESPONSE: Objection.  The interrogatory is unduly burdensome overly broad and is propounded is an improper contention interrogatory.  Defendant’s 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.  

10. Provide the full name, physical address, and telephone number of each and every person whom you expect to call as a witness at trial of this matter.  For each and every person identified, state the subject matter about which the person is expected to testify, as well as the substance of the facts and opinions as to which the person is expected to testify.
RESPONSE: Objection.  The interrogatory is unduly burdensome overly broad and is propounded is an improper contention interrogatory.  Defendant’s 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.  

11. Please identify each and every person with whom you consulted as well as each and every document you reviewed in responding to the Interrogatories served upon you in this lawsuit.  For each source identified, please provide the respective Interrogatory number about which he/she/it was consulted.
RESPONSE: Objection.  The interrogatory is unduly burdensome overly broad and is propounded is an improper contention interrogatory.  Defendant’s 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,

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 First Set of Requests for Production of Documents 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 set of Request for Production of Documents Directed to Defendant. 

1. Produce a copy of each and every document which you intend to offer as evidence at any hearing or at trial of this lawsuit.
RESPONSE: Objection.  This request assumes facts not in evidence as it alleges that a payment was made to Plaintiff by Defendant and such allegation made by Plaintiff is not established through evidence.  Plaintiff additionally objects as the information sought in this request is 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. Produce a copy of each and every document referred to and/or relied upon in responding to the Requests for Admissions served upon you in this lawsuit.
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 Defendant’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.

3. Produce a copy of each and every document referred to and/or relied upon in responding to the Interrogatories served upon you in this lawsuit.
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.

4. Produce a copy of each and every document that you allege indicates payment toward the amount due as indicated by Plaintiff’s Petition filed in this lawsuit.
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.

5. Produce a copy of each and every document that you allege indicates payment toward the amount due as indicated by Plaintiff’s Petition filed in this lawsuit.
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.

6. Produce a copy of each and every document you allege to support your non-admission of any Requests for Admissions served upon you in this lawsuit, if applicable.
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.

7. Produce a copy of each and every written and/or recorded statement of person(s) which relates to or which you allege relates to the matters alleged in Plaintiff’s Petition filed in this lawsuit.
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.

8. Produce a copy of each and every document which relates to or which you allege relates to your alleged denials of and/or alleged defenses, including affirmative defenses, to Plaintiff’s allegations as indicated by Plaintiff’s Petition filed in this lawsuit.
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.

9. Produce a copy of each and every term, condition, and/or other document you allege is applicable to the written contract that is the subject of Plaintiff’s Petition filed in this lawsuit, if different from that already provided by Plaintiff.
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,

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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