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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
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In the United States Bankruptcy Court
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) Chapter 7

Response to Memorandum in Support of Complaint ..,

I'will respond to each line item, regardless of whether or not any merit to the Issue exists, in an
attempl to keep the lines correct

1. No issue,
2. Noissue.

3. Other income. The Plaintiffs would like to claim that there is misrepresentation and
intentional omission of income on both accounts. There was no intentional omission, and
10 intentional misrepresentation of the facts. Any omissions were unintentional, and

corrected.

a. The question referred to here (#2 Income Other than from Employment or
Operation of Business) specifically asked for income “during the two years
immediately preceding the commencement of this case.” The question was
answered based upon all income received for the period from October 2003 to
October 2005. Had the question been referring to all income received during the
previous two calendar years, this Debtor believes that it would have stated “from
the beginning of this calendar year to the date this case was commenced, and then
include ... during the two years immediately preceding this calendar year.” This is
the way that the fncome from emplayment or gperation of business question is
phrased. There is no question, based on the wording of the question, as to what
figures are required for each question. Both of the figures that the Plaintiffs refer to
were received prior to the period of time in question for #2. The Plaintiffs enter
into a diatribe for a full three pages about income from the estate of my late father,
There has uever been any dispute that I received income from that estate, Certainly
1ot the amount that the Plaintiff’s believe, but I don’t believe they are entitled to the
correct figures, The exact amounts received, or disbursed, from the estate are all
documented and accounted for. The Plaintiffs ramble on for pages on subject such
as ‘concealing’ income, and the proper use of my sister’s funds. I don’t understand
how this is relevant to this issue. The estate bank account was not listed as an asset
because it is not the funds of this Debtor, (The account contained a minimal
amount) The funds exist ONLY for expenses of the estate, because there are still




properties to maintain. Upon the sale of those properties, the funds will be used to
help pay the taxes due.

b. As settlement of my divorce I received $20,000 (as my share of business proceeds),
a truck, and a trailer. The cash settlement was paid in one payment of $10,000 and
12 payments of $833. The trailer is still in Texas somewhere, and the truck was
received and sold to pay living expenses. The cash settlement was erroneously
omitted from the income section, because this Debtor, when preparing the
bankruptcy filings incorrectly placed the settlement date in 2003 and not in 2004,
The divorce was final in 2003, and the settlernent took months longer, but this
Debtor would have testified that the settlement was much prior to a year later. The
receipt and sale of the truck was included and the trailer was claimed as an asset.
{this will be addressed in detail further on} The income was not (as the Plaintiffs
refer) alimony or maintenance. The income received was the repayment of my
money, taken by my ex-husband when he left. Tt was not included as incorne on my
tax return, becanse it is not income. It was not included ag ‘spousal maintenance’
because it is not. If Mr. Robbins chooses to claim the amount paid as
‘maintenance’ it will be disputed,

4. Failure to disclose assets, The personal property listed by this Debtor was correctly listed
on the original Bankruptcy filing. No omissions occurred,

a. The 1980 SeaRay boat was not listed on the bankruptcy filing because it was not
owned by this Debtor the year prior to the filing of this proceeding. I admitted to
owning the boat in the past, and there was nio omission of it on the filing. The cost
of the boat on the divorce settlement worksheet was the purchase price. The boat
was sold (to Mr. Asbury) in 2003 because afier yeats of neglect the boat’s engine
was ruined, the out-drive needed repairs, the transmission needed rebuilt, the canvas
was ruined, the wood ttim all needed replaced or refinished, and I did not have any
money to do that with. I tried to borrow money ($8000.00 was the estimate needed
for the repairs — including a used or rebuilt engine) but no one would loan to me.
The price was a fair market value sale. The divorce proceedings were irrelevant to
the sale of the boat. The settlement worksheets were prepared in 2002, when the
divorce was filed, and were not updated. The Plaintiff’s are probably not aware of
the divorce rules, but the settlement is based upon marital assets only. Their value
on the date of separation is the only relevant fact, Mr. Robbins, for instance, had
sold much of his assets prior to the dissolution date, The claim that the sale of the
boat “literally had to be dragged out of her by Ms, Martinez” is a fabrication at best.
There was ne omission of fact.

b. The cargo trailer falls into the same divorce proceedings valuation as the boat did.
The purchase price listed on the divorce settlement worksheet is not the value of the
trailer. The worksheet was prepared October 2002, based on purchase price several
years prior. The Plaintiff’s claim that the trailer was “in generally good condition”
on July 14, 2004, yet I cannot even find the trailer to know that it still exists. I
don’t know where they pet their information, but the best case sale value of the
trailer is $1,000.00 (assurning it exists) and it will cost all of that to goand get it. It
will no doubt need new tires, the past 3 or 4 years of registration will need to be
paid and plates bought, and it will involve a long and expensive trip. I have hired
individuals to go to the addresses provided by Mr. Robbius, but nio trailer is ever
found. Ihave tried to elicit the support of his (former) attomey, with no success.

c. The 1992 Mazda was purchased by this Debtor for the use of Mr. Robbins’ son.
Considering the divorce, it seemed to be Pprudent to terminate that arrangement, so [
got it back and sold it, It was well before the one year period covered in the




question, but the information about the sale (date, to whom sold, and how much)
was provided to the Bankruptcy trustee. The value on the divorce settlement
worksheet was purchase price.

d. The Prowler camper listed on the divorce settlement worksheet was a camp trailer
that was recovered from a piece of property purchased many years ago and parked
at the marital home. Ou the date of separation, the camp trailer was still parked on
the marital property, so it was listed. Ihad no information on the vehicle (year,
owner, etc) because the VIN tag was worn off. The floor has holes in it, the ceiling
leaks, and the tires are ruined (because of age). The trailer is not owned by me, but
1 have been assigned the chore of disposing of it.

e. The Plaintiff’s are again trying to match up the divorce settlement worksheet with
the bankruptcy filing. The personal property valued at $41,737 was addressed in a
letter to the bankruptey trustee. Contrary to the Plaintiffs opinion, the purpose of
the divorce settlement worksheet was not to get more of the marital estate, because
there wasn’t any more. The purpose was to finalize the divorce. With that in mind,
the figures were based on best guesses of replacement cost. The clothing was listed
was $25,000 for each spouse, yet I could not sell it for .10 on the dollar. The
requested spreadsheet explaining all of this was supplied to Ms. Martinez.

f. If1had received the amounts claimed by the Plaintiff*s from my father’s estate,
there would be no need for this bankruptcy filing, These are amazingly inflated
figures, based on I don’t know what, Further review of my sister’s (Cathy Clamp)
issues would reveal that they were resolved, and I was exonerated of any
wrongdoing. In fact, the court determined that it was this Debtor that was not
getting enough information, All funds were accounted for, Mrs. Clamp was
mistaken on several of the figures listed, and they were duplicated figures or
incorrectly listed accounts,

g. The Plainiiff’s would like you to believe that it is reasonable to believe that [ stole
some $72,591 in cash and did not declare it, yet there is nothing that would indicate
anything of the sort, The Plaintiff’s use some sort of strange backwards arithmetic
to explain how much money they think I should have, and cite as proof the fact that
I didn’t refute the amounts cited by my sister, Twisted thinking, and hardly facts.
In response to the final paragraph of that section. If1 had received a half of a
million dollars, there would be no need for this bankruptey proceeding. The actual
amount received (or supposed to be received) was much less, and is all accounted
for.

5. Concealment of Assets,

a. The marital residence at 156 Panorama Circle in Florissant had to be re-financed to
enable the company to pay its bills. The group of people, including the Plaintiff,
which elected to defraud this debtor and failed to pay their bills, caused great
financial distress (more than $300K in receivables when the company went under).
A valid appraisal ($400,000) was obtained by the lender and a 75% loan was
obtained ($300,000). I researched the subject, because it seemed to be of interested
to the Plaintiff, to determine why the loan was obtained the way it was. This
Debtor had a better credit score than Mr, Robbins, which would mean a better
mnterest rate, so the house was quit ¢laimed to me and I obtained the refinance.
ALL proceeds were used to pay contractors, suppliers and company bills. Grand
West Financial was never a business partner or affiliate in any way.

b. The court hearing that the Plaintiff’s are incorrectly referring to was well prior to
my vacating the marital residence. In fact, at this court hearing, the judge in
question publicly chastised the Plaintiffs and their malicious website, saying that



their actions caused ‘irreparable harm’ and other vile things. The Plaintiffs accused
this Debtor of infidelities with any number of persons, including, but not limited to,
Mr. Asbury. None of those accusations were true, and they were very hurtful to all

involved — except of course the Plaintiff’s who delight in causing harm. During the
period of time that the Plaintiffs claim I was living with Mr. Asbury, 1 was leasing

a home in Colorado Springs, and living there.

¢. The Plaintiff’s again have a very grand idea of the amount of money that 1 received,
and are assuming that I could pay whatever I wished to. The fact is that Mr.
Robbins and I had an agreement that he would remain in the house until it sold,
because he was running the business in Florissant and it made more sense. I moved
away, giving up my business and home, and leased another house. Only months
after that, he and a ‘friend’ moved to Texas, leaving me with two house payments.

1 paid them as long as I could, but couldn’t keep up. 1 tried to sell it, but the
Hayman fire happened around that time, and the real estate market was pretty dried
up. We also lost the office building in Florissant, and you would have to wonder if
1 had actually received as much money as they claimed, why would 1 not protect my
credit? Very good question, and in fact I would have protected my credit, There is
no truth to their ranting, [ only lost; I did not gain from any of this.

d. Tt is interesting to me that the Plaintiff’s singled out this one property as an
example. Our business was building houses on properties for clients. The company
frequently purchased property, placed homes on them, and soid them for a profit.
The transaction in question (in 2001) was fairly common. All of the claims in this
paragraph are the standard operations of the business. The standard quit claim
amount is $1.00, and while not every lender required the sale be from an individual
and not a company, it did happen. The practice of selling something for more than
you paid for it is a pretty common way of making a living. Of course, all income
was claimed on tax returns., Why is something that happened in 2001 an issue?

6. Misrepresentation of costs.

a. Rent. Ipay areasonable, legitimate rent to a bona-fide landlord. The Plaintiff’s
have accused me of ‘trading favors with men’ in the past and this is no less
offensive to me. In addition, if it is relevant, Mr. Asbury has informed me that not
only does he have a first mortgage; he also has a second mortgage on the property.
In reality, all rent is voluntary, but it is 2 requirement of staying in the house.

b. Maintenance. The maintenance referred to is also upkeep and repairs. T don’t
beligve that this is an outrageous figure.

¢. Food. These are actual costs, | hadn’t calculated it to be $23.00 per day, but that
seetns very reasonable to me,

7. Questionable activities. The Plaintiffs should be fiction novelists. This whole section is
made up from their fantasies and should have no bearing on this case.

a. Norskii Investments was created by this Debtor in the event ] chose to do business
through it. My separation happened shortly afterwards, so nothing was done with
it, This company has never had bank accounts. I did not conceal any money.

b. Viking 3 Property Owners. This LLC was created to help with the liquidation of
the properties from the estate. It is not a partmership, so [ doubt that I would have
said that we were equal partners. [ am a member, they are managers.

¢. Peak Financial. This company was created to 1) replace NorthStar Management,
which is the company that I prepared tax retuns and did accounting work through,
and 2) to separate myself from my ex-husband. I did not have to conceal the money



that I received from the estate. No money was taken that didn’t belong to me, and it
was all public record. This company has no bank accounts. .

d. Peak Realty. This company was created to replace NorthStar Realty, which is the
company that | sold real estate through. When [ left Coldwell Banker, I needed a
name to work under, so I came up with something that was close to my other
company. Ididn’t need to conceal money from my divorce, it was mine. This
company had no bank accounts until late 2005,

8. Questions of honesty?

a. There was never any an inconsistency or lack of honesty (on my part) in the cited
case. The plaintiff’s in this case convinced the judge (because of my lack of
courtroom evidentiary experience) that they were entitled to something that they
were not. The judge specifically said that there was no fraud, and no lack of
fiduciary duty. Had I been expetienced in courtroom procedures, there would not
have been breach of contract either,

b. The Teller County Board of Review suspended my general contractor’s license for
ninety days for failing to list that my ex-husband had lost a piece of property to tax
sale. My house burned in a fire, and all that was left was the land. My ex-husband
was awarded that in the settlement, and he did not pay the property taxes. The land
was s0ld at tax sale, with nothing I could do about it. (I could buy it at tax sale, but
that would not have solved) They claim that was a law-suit and I had been sued,
yet on my original contractor’s license application, J checked that T had never been
sued. I vehemently dispute that I was sued, and I believe that my license was
suspended to placate the Plaintiffs. The Teller County Board of Review was afraid
of an ‘outburst’ (according to one county official), and knew I would survive for 90
days. No material misrepresentation took place. Feel free to review the minutes of
the meeting, I did not misrepresent anything, and I did not lie on my application.

c. There have been no lies in this bankruptey filing or during the meeting of the
creditors.

9. Credit cards.

a. [don’t understand why they list this as an issue. 1 didn’t realize that business or
personal credit cards got different treatment. They are listed on Schedule F because
they are unsecured non-priority debts. The cards were used for business expenses,
and the balances remain fairly constant since 2001, I paid the minimums as long as
[ ecould. No fraud or abuse of the credit cards ever occurred.

10. Casualty loss,

a. Idid not claim a loss on the sale of my personal home. I am licensed by the
Department of the Treasury as an expert in taxation. I know that no loss on the sale
is allowed; however, the claim was for a casualty loss that no insurance proceeds
were received for. The loss is deductible in the year of loss, with the carry-forward
for 20 years (or as needed) and a $3000 annual limitation for a married filing jointly
taxpayer, and a $1500 annual limitation for a married filing separately taxpayer.
They are totaily incorrect, and claiming to know something that they do not know.

11, Real estate income.
a. Plaintiffs again are completely incorrect in their claims, A licensed real estate agent
is NOT a contract worker or employee. They are self-employed as defined by the
IRS. Ireceived a form 1099-MISC for the years that I worked with Coldwell
Banker. All income is reported on my Schedule C, and included with the



bankruptcy filing. Plaintiffs are again accusing me of lying and concealing
something that is documented and reported to the IRS. 1 did not lie or misrepresent
anything.

12. Viking 3 Property Owners transfers
2. Viking 3 Property Owners Group was started by my sisters and myself, with them

as managers, and myself as a member only, to help finish the distribution of the
estate properties. I was the sole representative for the estate, and our feeling was
that if we placed the properties in this LLC, we would solve 3 things: 1) eliminate
any possibility of a marital asset dispute; 2) speed up the finalization of the estate;
and 3) give all three sisters control over the sale prices, etc., instead of just myself
having control. There were no lies or misrepresentations, and the story hasn't ever

changed.

13. Promissory notes,
a. During the meeting of creditors, Mr, Martinez asked about the existence of

Conclusion

promissory notes from my father’s estate, 1 assumed that she was talking about the
promissory notes held by Viking 3 Property Qwners Group, LL.C as a result of the
sale of properties to Casias and Associates in Pueblo. These are the only
promissory notes that exist. Plaintiffs” complaint refers to completely different
promissory notes. The notes that they list are notes that my father held (from
houses that he sold and carried the notes) that we sold long ago. They were legal
iransactions compieted by a title company in Pueblo. The value of the promissory
notes was included in the estate. They should not have been titled in Donald
Skadeland’s name since 2001. The value of the notes would be higher at the time
of death, since each payment reduces the vaiue. I have no idea if these properties
are in default, as it is imelevant to me — they were all sold. There was no tie. The
Plaintiff’s haven’t done their homework again, They are looking at the wrong
houses. Ms. Martinez requested a breakdown of the promissory notes and their
current condition, and it was provided to her. There is no attempt to conceal or
evade the issue. The facts are what they are.

14. There has been no false oath or account. All monies received and assets in my possession
have been revealed to this Honorable Court. As I stated earlier, had this Honorable Court
wanted information relating to other periods of time, as Plaintiff alludes, it is my belief that
they would have requested it. I have not concealed anything from this court.

13. There has been no fraudulently presented or false claim, No monies were deliberately
omitted from this bankruptcy filing. Plaintiff would want you to believe that money was
concealed when in fact it was outside of the time period requested.

16. I would like Plaintiff to notify me of the location of the missing $640,000.00 +/- that I
never received. Their claim of money received is outrageous, and is not based on any facts.
All funds have been accounted for to the Bankruptcy trustee, but in a nutshell, the total
estate of less than 950K (including losses on stock market crash), less losses on carry-back
notes, less losses on sale of real estate, less $250K in taxes, equals roughly $200K per, less
nearly $80K loaned to my former business (on promissory notes and deeds that were never
repaid). If you remove the down payment for my car (it’s not a lease), deposits for
housing, costs for starting a new business, costs for advertising and broker fees, medical
costs, dental surgery 1 bad to have, travel costs for the estate that never got paid back, and
incidentals, I don’t have enough money to pay my attorney to handle this proceeding.



17. The Plaintiff’s actions, as described by the Telier County Sheriff’s Deputies that insisted on
escorting me wherever ] went, and insisted that I carry a weapon, were obsessive. It was
not just about money. They elected to defraud me out of the money that I had coming per
contract, and to avoid paying their bilis. Had I not been deprived of my due process, they
would not be judgment creditors. I would have the judgment, and they would be finding a
way not to pay me. If this Honorable Court has the authority, the judgment should be set-
aside and the case heard fairly. There would be no question that the Plaintiffs are thieves
and have spent their past years attempting to destroy my life. If this case we re-heard the
judgment proceeds would go to this Bankruptcy trustee to distribute to creditors,

18. The granting of this retief is exactly what the provisions of Chapter 7, as allowed under the
law, is designed to accomplish. When [ met the Plaintiffs, I had a thriving business, a
pretty good marriage, was raising my children in an area that [ loved, and had a lot of joy in
my life. I played by the rules, invested everything I had, emotionally and financiatly, into
my business. It shouldn’t have failed, but it did. The purpose of bankruptcy relief is to
encourage people to try. If you try your hardest, and still run into people like the Plaintiffs,
there is not much you can do. I built a lot of nice homes for a lot of nice folks and they’re
happy with me, I have closed hundreds of real estate transactions with no issues. I avoided
filing this petition as fong as possible, hoping for better things. When I finally accepted
that I had lost everything, and could no longer keep up, I filed for relief from this court.

19. Therefore, this Debtor prays that after carefully reviewing all of this information, this
Honorable Court deny the Plaintiff’s request on both counts. This Debtor prays that this
Honorable Court grant a full discharge of my debts, including the debt owed to this
Plaintiff, require the Plaintiff to cease harassing this Debtor, and allow me to start my life
over.

lly submitted this 2°* day of March, 2006,

(B

Barbara A. Robbins
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Plaintiff / Counterclaim Defendant:
NorthStar Companics Inrernational, LLC
NorthStar Design & Construction, LLC dba
NarthStar Home Sales

NorthStar Construceion

V.

Defendants / Counterclaim Plaintiffs:

Michael Thomas Meadors
A COURTUISE ONLY &

Karen Dudnikov
Artorney or Party without Attorney Barbara A, Robbins Case No. 01 CV 120
6660 Delmonico U 1D-261
Colorado Springs CO 80219
Phone Number:  719.337.7033 E-muif:  barobbine@msn.com Division Nev. Cnlurtroom:

MOTION TO DENY ENTERING JUDGMENT
AGAINST BARBARA ROBBINS, INDIVIDUALLY

COMES NOW Barbara A. Robbins, as an individual, pro se , who is not included in the above
captioned casc as Plaintiff or Caounterclaim Defendant, and who offers the following as grounds why the
judgment in the above caprioned case, against the entitics listed above, should not be entered against

Barhara A. Robbins, individually. As grounds wherefore, said individual, Barbara A. Robbins would

state and aver as follows:

BACKGROUND

. The Court's file will reflect that the filing of a Complaint on hehalf of the corporate Plaintiff

commenced chis acrion.

Barbara A. Robbins signed the Complaint as a member of the Limired Liability Company
Plaintiff, hereafter sometimes referred to as the ‘corporate entity’ Plaintiff.

i~

3. The Complaine filed by the corporate entity Plaintiff was filed in the County Court of Park
County to defend a lien filed as a response (o the failure of the Defendants to pay the amount

owed under contract.

4. The complaint could properly be filed in County Court because the dollar value did not exceed
the County Court limitation.

5. The complaint could properly be filed in County Court by a corporate entity, pro se-
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