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 they served electronic copies of their Responses to Plaintiff’s First Set of Interrogatories, First Request for Production of Documents, and First Request for Admissions, 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 address of {caseOpposingCounsel}, Attorneys For Plaintiff, at bdks@bqlaw.com, byork@bqlaw.com, and kbrumbaugh@bqlaw.com on this {today}.  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: _Hlk131080873]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 
[bookmark: _Hlk137398378]At this time, Defendant, {caseDefendant}, by and through their attorney of record, Callahan Law Firm L.L.C., responds to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories Directed to Defendant.

INTERROGATORY NO. 1:  Please identify each person who either answered, or who was consulted in providing answers to these interrogatories, and state which interrogatory was answered by each such person listed. 
RESPONSE:  Objection.  Plaintiff’s Interrogatories Directed to Defendant contain compound interrogatories and consequentially exceeds the limit of ten interrogatories permissible under K.S.A. § 61-3103.

INTERROGATORY NO. 2:  Identify each and every person whom you expect to call as a witness at trial, and for each person listed state: 
a) His or her occupation;
b) His or her place of employment;
c) If you are calling an expert witness please list his or her qualifications to give an opinion;
d) The general nature of the subject matter on which he or she is expected to testify. 
RESPONSE:  Objection.  Plaintiff’s Interrogatories Directed to Defendant contain compound interrogatories and consequentially exceeds the limit of ten interrogatories permissible under K.S.A. § 61-3103.

INTERROGATORY NO. 3:  Please state the name and address of any and all financial institutions, bank, credit unions, or delayed-deposit services utilized or patronized in the past five years by the Defendant, including, but not limited to institutions holding checking, savings, money market, or certificates of deposit accounts on behalf of Defendant.
RESPONSE:  Objection.  Plaintiff’s Interrogatories Directed to Defendant contain compound interrogatories and consequentially exceeds the limit of ten interrogatories permissible under K.S.A. § 61-3103.

INTERROGATORY NO. 4:  Did you make any payments to the Plaintiff or Plaintiff’s Assignor, {caseOriginalCreditor}?
RESPONSE:  Objection.  Plaintiff’s Interrogatories Directed to Defendant contain compound interrogatories and consequentially exceeds the limit of ten interrogatories permissible under K.S.A. § 61-3103.

INTERROGATORY NO. 5:  If so, as to each payment state: 
a) The date;
b) The amount;
c) Manner of payment; i.e. check, money order, cash, etc.;
d) Whether you have a receipt thereof;
e) To whom the payment was made; 
RESPONSE:  Objection.  Plaintiff’s Interrogatories Directed to Defendant contain compound interrogatories and consequentially exceeds the limit of ten interrogatories permissible under K.S.A. § 61-3103.

INTERROGATORY NO. 6:  If you deny owing the balance Plaintiff claims due from you in its Complaint, please state: 
a) Your basis of denial;
b) The amount you admit owing to Plaintiff and the calculation you have used.
RESPONSE:  Objection.  Plaintiff’s Interrogatories Directed to Defendant contain compound interrogatories and consequentially exceeds the limit of ten interrogatories permissible under K.S.A. § 61-3103.

INTERROGATORY NO. 7:  Did you respond in the negative to any part or portion of Plaintiff’s Requests for Admission herein?  If so, as to each negative response, set forth fully each and every fact on which you rely in support of your responses based on your personal knowledge and experience the above matter and all records that you have material thereto. 
RESPONSE:  Objection.  Plaintiff’s Interrogatories Directed to Defendant contain compound interrogatories and consequentially exceeds the limit of ten interrogatories permissible under K.S.A. § 61-3103.

	
	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



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


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

	
Case No. {caseNumber}

Division {caseDivisionNumber}



Defendant’s Rsponse to Plaintiff’s Request for Production of Documents and Things
At this time, Defendant, {caseDefendant}, by and through their attorney of record, Callahan Law Firm L.L.C., responds to Plaintiff’s Request for Production of Documents and Things Directed to Defendant.

1. Any and all documents or things you intend to admit as evidence in any hearing and/or trial in this matter. 
RESPONSE: Objection.  The information sought in this request is vague and ambiguous as it requests documents or things that Defendant intends to admit at “any” hearing or trial, but no date is set for any such evidentiary hearings, or trial and therefore Defendant does not know what Plaintiff is seeking in this request.  If this is limited by the word “intend” then without waiving this objection, Defendant states that Defendant has no current intentions regarding the presentation of any particular document or thing into evidence in this case.  And further, that Defendant will supplement this request at the appropriate time with such documents or things, when and if, an evidentiary hearing or trial is set in this case.  

2. Copies of documents, receipts, statements, etc., showing all payments made by you towards the debt alleged in Plaintiff’s Petition. 
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.

		
	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  2

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 Admissions
[bookmark: _Hlk136435778]At this time, Defendant, {caseDefendant}, by and through their attorneys of record, Callahan Law Firm L.L.C., responds to Plaintiff’s Request for Admissions directed to Defendant. 

REQUEST NO. 1: Defendant is resident of {CASECOUNTY} County, KANSAS. 
RESPONSE: Admit.   

REQUEST NO. 2: That Defendant entered into a contract under the terms of which a credit card was issued to Defendant by Plaintiff Assignor, {caseOriginalCreditor}, and that Defendant was extended Credit by Plaintiff’s Assignor. 
RESPONSE: Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.  

REQUEST NO. 3: That Defendant did purchase goods and/or services on credit granted by the Plaintiff’s Assignor, {caseOriginalCreditor}.
RESPONSE: Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.  


REQUEST NO. 4: That Plaintiff’s Assignor, {caseOriginalCreditor}, mailed invoices and/or statements of account to the transactions of Defendant’s use of the credit. 
RESPONSE: Defendant does not recall receiving monthly itemized statements from Plaintiff.  Therefore, Defendant denies.  

REQUEST NO. 5: That there is a balance of ${caseSuitAmount}, past due and owing to the Plaintiff representing both the charges and/or advances made by Defendant against the credit granted by the Plaintiff’s Assignor, {caseOriginalCreditor}, and other charges and fees as allowed by the contract. 
RESPONSE: Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.  

REQUEST NO. 6: That Defendant used the credit and received statements from Plaintiff’s Assignor, {caseOriginalCreditor}, without objection and made a promise to pay the amount due. 
RESPONSE: Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.  

REQUEST NO. 7:  That Plaintiff as assignee has acquired all title and right to enforce the agreement between Plaintiff’s Assignor, {caseOriginalCreditor}, and Defendant. 
RESPONSE: Deny.  

REQUEST NO. 8:  That Defendant has no affirmative defenses to Plaintiff’s Petition. 
RESPONSE: Deny.  

REQUEST NO. 9:  That Defendant admits all allegations contained in Plaintiff’s Petition. 
RESPONSE: Deny.  

	
	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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