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 address of Jennifer Hayes Attorneys For Plaintiff, at Jennifer.Hayes@portfoliorecovery.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 Portfolio Recovery Associates, LLC’s First Request for Admissions Directed 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 you entered a contract with Original Creditor whereby the Original Creditor extended credit to you pursuant to the terms and conditions of a credit agreement.
RESPONSE: Objection.  This request assumes facts not in evidence and presupposes the existence of a legitimate and provable chain of assignment from the original creditor, defined in these requests as “{caseOriginalCreditor},” to the Plaintiff, a fact that has yet to be established in this case.  Further, it seeks an admission that could potentially draw conclusions about an alleged legal relationship between the Defendant and the original creditor, a fact also not yet proven by evidence.  In its current form, this request could lead to an admission that is both misleading and misrepresentative of the actual evidence at hand.   Without waiving her objections, Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.  
 

2. Admit that you utilized the account to procure currency, goods and/or services on the credit card.
RESPONSE: Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.  

3. Admit that in exchange for the use of the account, you agreed to pay the Original Creditor all amounts due resulting from the authorized use pursuant to the Agreement including any finance charges and any other charges due under the Agreement
RESPONSE: Objection.  This request assumes facts not in evidence and presupposes the existence of a legitimate and provable chain of assignment from the original creditor, defined in these requests as “{caseOriginalCreditor},” to the Plaintiff, a fact that has yet to be established in this case.  Further, it seeks an admission that could potentially draw conclusions about an alleged legal relationship between the Defendant and the original creditor, a fact also not yet proven by evidence.  In its current form, this request could lead to an admission that is both misleading and misrepresentative of the actual evidence at hand.   Without waiving her objections, Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.  

4. Admit that you made charges or payments on the Account within the past three (3) years of the date this lawsuit was filed.
RESPONSE: Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.  

5. Admit that the Original Creditor sent monthly billing statements of the account identifying your financial transactions and interest rate related to this account.
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 has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.   

7. Admit that the Original Creditor fully performed pursuant to the terms of the Agreement.
RESPONSE:  Objection.  This request assumes facts not in evidence and presupposes the existence of a legitimate and provable chain of assignment from the original creditor, defined in these requests as “{caseOriginalCreditor},” to the Plaintiff, a fact that has yet to be established in this case.  Further, it seeks an admission that could potentially draw conclusions about an alleged legal relationship between the Defendant and the original creditor, a fact also not yet proven by evidence.  In its current form, this request could lead to an admission that is both misleading and misrepresentative of the actual evidence at hand.   Without waiving her objections, Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.  

8. Admit that the Plaintiff' and Original Creditor made demand for payment of the outstanding balance on the Account as alleged in Plaintiff’s Petition. 
RESPONSE: Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.   

9. Admit that you have failed or refused to pay the outstanding balance on the Account.
RESPONSE: Defendant has insufficient information to admit or deny and consequentially denies.  

10. Admit that the statements attached hereto as “Exhibit A” are true and accurate copies of statements sent to you by the Original Creditor.
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 Portfolio Recovery Associates, LLC’s First Set of  Interrogatories Directed to Defendant {caseDefendant}
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. Provide the following information:
a. Your full name and any other names or nicknames that you have used or gone by;
b. Your date of birth;
c. Your social security number;
d. Your driver's license number.
ANSWER: 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.

2. State the name, address and telephone number of each person who you believe has any knowledge of any relevant facts of this case
ANSWER:  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.

3. For each person named in your response to Interrogatory No .2, provide:
a. General Subject matter of which you believe that person has knowledge;
b. Summary of the relevant facts of which you believe that person has knowledge.
ANSWER:  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.

4. List any and all document s or writing of any kind which you claim serves as the basis for any amount you claim is not owed by the defendant.
ANSWER:  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.

5. For each of the writings in your response to Interrogatory No, 4, attach a copy of such writing or provide the general subject matter of the writing, the date the writing was made, and the identify who produced the writing:
ANSWER: 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.

6. List any and all writings of any kind which memorialize any oral communication(s) you have had with the Plaintiff.
ANSWER:  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.

7. For each of the writings in your response to Interrogatory o. 6, attach a copy of such writing or provide the general subject matter of the writing, the date the writing was made, and the identify who produced the writing:
ANSWER: 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.

8. Describe in detail each time you spoke with any employee of the Plaintiff or Original Creditor. For each incident, state the name of the employee, purpose, date, time and contents of the conversation and the results of that conversation.
ANSWER: 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.
9. Please state the amount you believe you owe the Plaintiff and explain your reasoning.
ANSWER: 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/ 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: _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 Portfolio Recovery Associates, LLC’s 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 identified in your answers to Plaintiffs Interrogatories.
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 documents showing any charge related to the Credit Account, which is the subject matter of the Petition.
RESPONSE:  Objection.  This request for production is unduly burdensome and overly broad.  It requires the Defendant to produce comprehensive documentation for each individual charge associated with the alleged “Credit Account,” details of which would be adequately reflected in the itemized monthly statements generated by the Original Creditor.  If Plaintiff is in a position to carry its burden of proof at trial, Plaintiff should already be in the custody or control of such documents.  Additional specific transactional records, such as charge slips, are typically in the custody of the respective merchants or the Original Creditor.  As a result, compelling the Defendant to produce this extensive level of detail places an undue burden on the Defendant and is disproportionate to the needs of the case.  Without waiving this objection, Defendant states that Defendant is not in possession of such documents.

3. All correspondence between Defendant and Plaintiff relating to the Credit Account, which is the subject of the Petition.
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. 

4. All correspondence between Defendant and Credit Company relating to the Credit Account, which is the subject of the Petition. 
RESPONSE:  Objection. This request for production is unduly burdensome as it requires Defendant to collect and supply documentation of correspondence between Defendant and Original Creditor when Original Creditor, if such correspondence exists, was a party to any such correspondence and in an equally good position to retain such correspondence, and further, as a sophisticated business entity a better position.  Additionally, Plaintiff is a party with alleged privity of contract with Original Creditor, Plaintiff should be in a better position to possess these correspondences if they indeed exist. This request is duplicative, unnecessary, and only serves to place an undue burden on Defendant to collect and deliver supposed documents.

5. All documents relied upon or consulted in preparation for your answers to Plaintiffs Request for Admissions and/or Interrogatories.
RESPONSE: Defendant stated meritorious objections, or is not in possession of documents to reference or rely upon, relating to the responses and answers to Plaintiff's Request for Admissions and Interrogatories.  As such, the only documents referenced in the preparation of those responses and answers are Plaintiff's Request for Admissions and Plaintiff's Interrogatories.

6. Copies of any forms provided by any third party other than your Attorney used in the defense of this action.
RESPONSE:  Defendant is not in possession of any such documents and therefore cannot produce any such documents. 

7. All monthly bills or account statements received by Defendant for the Credit Account, which is the subject of the Petition.
RESPONSE:  Objection.  This request for production is unduly burdensome and assumes facts not in evidence.  It alleges the existence of “monthly bills or account statements” that related to the “Credit Account,” and that those were “received by Defendant.” Additionally, if such documents exist and are relevant to the Plaintiff's case, as the alleged assignee of the Original Creditor, Plaintiff should already be in possession of these documents. Requiring the Defendant to provide such documents that Plaintiff should already possess is duplicative and places an unnecessary burden on the Defendant.

8. All credit agreements, agreements, or contracts between Defendant and Credit Company that relate to the Credit Account, which is the subject of the Petition.
RESPONSE: Objection.  This request for production calls for legal conclusions as to agreements and contracts between Defendant and Original Creditor and is unduly burdensome if such documents exist and are relevant to the Plaintiff's case, as the alleged assignee of the Original Creditor, Plaintiff should already be in possession of these documents as part of its business records.  As Plaintiff alleges to be an assignee of the Original Creditor, Plaintiff’s privity of contract places Plaintiff in a better position than Defendant to obtain the requested documents. Requiring the Defendant to provide such documents that Plaintiff should already possess is duplicative and places an unnecessary burden on the Defendant.

9. Any documents that would modify the terms and conditions of the Credit Account.
ANSWER: Objection. This interrogatory assumes facts not in evidence and is overly broad and unduly burdensome. It presupposes that the alleged “Credit Account” belongs to the Defendant, a fact which is directly disputed and not yet established by the Plaintiff.  Without waiving this objection, Defendant states that Defendant is not in possession of any such documents.

10. All documents, including but not limited to, cancelled checks, receipts, and deposit slips, that reflect purchases or payments on the Credit Account to Credit Company by Defendant.
RESPONSE: Objection.  This request for production is unduly burdensome and disproportionate. It requires the Defendant to locate and produce a potentially vast array of documents spanning an unspecified time period, only limited to the life of an alleged account, that are more likely to be in the possession of the Original Creditor, the entity which would have received and processed such payments.  As such, this request places an unnecessary and onerous burden on the Defendant to gather and provide documents that should be within Plaintiff’s access, considering Plaintiff alleges to be an assignee of the Original Creditor.  Moreover, the inclusion of “including but not limited to” in the request creates an impermissibly broad and undefined scope of sought materials.  Without waiving these objections, Defendant states that Defendant is not in possession of such documents. 

11. All bank statements from . . . to . . ., to show if and when payments were made by the Defendant to the Plaintiff.
RESPONSE: Objection.  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 “Credit 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 these documents 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.

12. Any and all copies of your credit report, currently in your possession.
RESPONSE: Objection.  This request for production is unduly burdensome and disproportionate to any legitimate purpose in this case.  The Defendant’s entire credit report, and any additional historical data in older credit reports, is not relevant to any present issue in this litigation. Moreover, a credit report contains sensitive personal information, and the Defendant's privacy interests outweigh any need Plaintiff may have for this document.  Further, if the Plaintiff has a permissible purpose under the Fair Credit Reporting Act (FCRA), Plaintiff could access this information directly and it is not necessary for the Defendant to provide such materials.

13. Any communications between you and anyone other than your attorney that refers, relates, or pertains to any of the allegations contained in Plaintiff's Petition including but not limited to any debt management, debt reduction or debt eliminating company.
RESPONSE:  Defendant is not in possession of any such documents and therefore cannot produce any such documents. 

14. All reports, notes, drafts, and other documents prepared by any testifying expert.
RESPONSE:  No such documents exist, if any such documents are prepared in anticipation of trial by an identified expert witness, and discoverable work-product, Defendant will supplement this request for production at the appropriate time.  


15. All documents provided to, reviewed by, or relied upon by any testifying expert.
RESPONSE:  No such documents exist, if any such documents are prepared in anticipation of trial or an evidentiary hearing by an identified testifying expert, and discoverable work-product, Defendant will supplement this request for production at the appropriate time.  

16. A copy of the curriculum vitae of any expert witness you anticipate calling as a witness at trial.
RESPONSE: No such document is currently possessed by Defendant, because Defendant has not identified any witness for a supposed trial, for which no date is set, nor scheduling order issued.  Defendant reserves the right to identify any expert or lay witness in the future, Defendant will supplement this request for production at the appropriate time.  


		
	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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