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RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT FILED BY MEADORS/DUDNIKOV - Feb 2, 2006

Summary. The Plaintiff’s have filed a complaint to the discharge of the debt owed to them by
this Debtor, and in addition have filed a complaint to my discharge in general. There will be no
question after reviewing these documents that the Plaintiffs don’t like me, but that’s not grounds
for denying my discharge. They accuse this Debtor of concealing income and assets, and cite as
evidence that I used to have more than I do now. There has been nothing fraudulent in my
activities. Ihave not done anything that would be in violation of any of the bankruptcy codes.
There is no concealment of income, no concealment of assets, no misrepresentation of anything;
yet the Plaintiffs still ramble on about income received in years past. They try to show that my
meager way of life is somehow excessive, or that my ‘Juxuries’ in life — eating and living indoors —
are unrcasonable. [ worked very hard to build a thriving business; 1 had a beautiful home, an
envied office building in town, nice things, and good income. I lost everything because of their
actions. Their character assassination was hotrible and heinous in every way, but most of all,
effective. Ilost my home to foreclosure, my office building to foreclosure, and my business. 1
had spent years building my career, and was forced to start completely over. The only debts that T
am asking for discharge from, with the exception of the judgments creditors (including the
Plaintiff), is a couple of credit cards used for business purchases year ago, and some minor
business bills from years ago. 1don’t have an extravagant lifestyle, and I pay my bills. The relief
offered by the Chapter 7 bankruptcy was designed for somebody like me. It was designed for
people who tried as hard as they could and still hit a wall, My actions never hurt anybody, and
ironically, the Plaintiffs are still living in the home that I built but didn’t get paid for — while I lost
mine. I'm not surprised that the Plaintiffs have filed this complaint, because it’s what they do.
Their complaint has few facts, and T am reluctant to validate each frivolous issue by addressing it,

but I fear that this Honorable Court will think that issues may exist if 1 don’t, so I will respond as
though there is validity to it.

Direct Response to *COMPLAINT PURSUANT TO 11 U.5.C. 523, 11 LL8.C. 727(A) AND 11 U.8.C. 707(B)’

1. Jurisdiction,
a. Noissue
b. Plaintiff has used incorrect code sections, but to no issue



¢. This Honorable Court does have jurisdiction. No issue
d. No response

2. Standing,
a, Noissue

3. Venue
a. Noissue

4. Background facts
8. No issue with respect to the fact that a contractual arrangement was entered into
between the parties
b, No issue, except to state that in addition to agreeing to perform certain actions, the
expectation of being paid for those actions was included in the agreement, but not in
the Plaintiff's remarks.

3. Cause of action

a. Denied. This statement is incorrect and will be corrected,

b. Denied. This statement will be corrected.

c. Denied. This statement will be explained.

d. Denied. No breach of fiduciary position ever ocourred,

e, Denijed.
Narrative in response to Cause of Action, This Debtor entered into an agreement to seil and
attach a manufactured home to the Plaintiff’s existing real estate in exchange for payment, [n 2001
Plaintiff elected not to pay the remainder of their balance due (approximately 10,000). Their
lender demanded that they pay in full, in order to fulfj]] the provisions of their contract. They
refused. Ifiled a mechanic’s lien (as a matter of course). It was timely filed, correct in gvery way,
and complete. Within the appropriate time period, (6 months) I filed suit against the Plaintiffs for
breach of contract. 1 filed on behaif of the company in county court (which was proper, because of
the amount), The Plaintiffs hired an attorney (Anthony Johnson) who moved the case to district
court, counter-sued, and nearly immediately filed a notice with the court that since I was not an
attorney, I could not defend the business (an LLC). He requested a default judgment based on that
fact, and received one. He then filed a motion to place the default judgment on me personally
because the LLC was not current with the Secretary of State (a fact which was known at the onset),
He scheduled at least 5 hearings, and notified me by mail, to show cause why the default should
not be placed on me personally, during which the facts would be presented, and he canceled them
before each hearing date. I received the last notice of hearing, which I appeared at, but no hearing
took place. T spoke with the Clerk, who informed me that M. Johnson had canceled it again. |
wasn’t surprised, and waited for the next notice. Remember that | started this fight, so { certainly
would want to see it through. They had no basis to default on their bill, and I believe that they
planned not to pay from the beginning. I called the court a week or so later to ask if the hearing
had been rescheduled yet, since I hadn’t received any notice, and she informed me that the hearing
took place several days ago (1 still don’t know what day) and because I wasn’t there, I lost due to
default. They (the Plaintiffs and their attorney) claimed that ! had refused service of the summons,
which is not correct, because I had the summons in my hand -- for a different day. Clearly my
rights had been violated because due process had not been granted to me, but I didn’t know where
to go, and could not afford an attorney to help me. There is no doubt in my mind that the date-
shifting game was intentional because they knew if I appeared in court, they would lose. 1 pray
this Honorable Court can set-aside the judgment in the case described herein, and move the venue
to this Court to rehear it. I have included the documents that I submitted the date I was scheduled
to appear, for your review.,




6. Allegations of wrongdoing
a. Denied
b. Denied
¢. Denied. This debtor has explained fully to the Bankruptey trustee any questions
regarding loss of assets. No violations occurred
d. No abuse of the provisions is incorporated in this filing, in any way.
e. No response required

7. Conclusion

8. This debtor is entitled to a discharge of her debts, including the debt to the Plaintiff
Each item in the lengthy *“Memorandum in Support’ is addressed individually;
however, suffice it to say that no merit is contained in any of it, with the exception
of some names and places. There is no wrong-doing, no fraud, no lies, no
dishonesty, and nothing devious taking place. This Plaintiff has been harassing this
Debtor for several years now, with no possible end in sight. The volumes of
frivolous information submitted by these Plaintiffs should convince this Honorable
Court that they have no genuine business motive, nor any motive other than an
obsessive desire to interfere in the lives of others — namely this Debtor.

This Debtor respectfully prays that you will disregard this complaint as being unable to
substantiate any reasonable grounds to deny the discharge of my Chapter 7 Bankruptcy, and grant
the discharge of my debts, including the debt due to the Plaintiff.

y submitted this 2" day-of March, 2006

Barbara Robbins




























































































































