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INDEPENDENCE COUNTY, ARKANSAS
CIRCUIT CLERK GREG WALLIS
FILED FOR RECORD BY

CARMEN DUNCAN D.C.

DATE:. DECEMBER 18, 2019

TIME: 09:05:02

COURT USE ONLY PURSUANT 'TO ARK SUP. CT. ADMIN. ORDER NO. &(B)
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- IN'THE CIRCUIT COURT OF ‘INDEPENDENCE COUNTY, ARKANSAS

LUNDEN ALEXIS ROBERTS PLAINTIFF
| . V8. | : : - -Case No: 32DR-19'187
ROBERT HUNTER BIDEN DEFENDANT| - | 2DDIV. |

' MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY

'COMES NOW the pléintiff, by and through _her aftorneys, LANCASTER & -
LANCASTER LAW FIRM, PLLC, and for her motion states:
i. | That the plaintiff ‘ prop‘ounc‘ied interrogatories and requesf.s for
» production of documgnts on August 21, 2019. See exhibit one (attached).
2. That the defendani: objected to answering any of the discovery questions.
3. That fhe plaintiff _made a good faith effort fo resolve this discovery
~ dispute, even égréeing to voluntarily stay discovery. See exhibit two (attached); :

4. | Tha’t,» | after service .and personal jurisdiétion Were resolved and a
temporary hearing-hél&,lthé plaintiff made a second good faith attempt to resolve the
_d\iscovery dispute. S_ee exhibit three (attached). Pieading fqrther, this was aftér the
Court gré.ntéd Mr. Biden's motion for a protective order on December 2, 2619, even
though he did not persona—lly apﬁear, his.attorneys had been relieved, a_ﬁd Was an

absent, pro se litigant.
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5. That, again, the defendant has failed to answer reasonable discovery
requests necessary to swiftly and fairly adjudicate this case. See exhibit four

(attached).

~

J
6. That these objections to written discovery come after the defendant

moved to'Quash a deposition and his argument to the Court during a conference call
'supporting. his motioln to quash was that “written discbvex;y was outstanding and not
yet answered.” |

7. That it should, by now, be abundantly clear to the Court that. the
defendant is nét g;)ing toyé%ﬁ;\ige any of his discoverable financial information unless |
the Court forces him to do so.

8.‘. That the defendant has provided no support for thisl child for over a year.
The Court should not let the defendant continue to- avoid his natural and legal duty
 to support his child by faiiing to provide basic information about his income, finances,
and lifestyle.

9.  That this Court should compel the defendant to answer the
‘interrogatories and requests for production documents in time for the January 1,
2020, hearing in this case. |

10. That this Court should order the defendant to pay the plaintiffs
attorney’s fees and costs.

WHEREFORE the plaintiff moves this honorable | Court for an order

compelling the defendant to answer basic discovery questions; for attorney’s fees and

P — s famesTad -
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costs; and for all other just and proper relief to which she xﬁight be entitled.

" Respectfully Submitted,

LANCASTER & LANCASTER .
LAW FIRM, PLLC
P.O.Box 1295
ORIGINAL Benton, Arkansas 72018
" P: (501) 776-2224
F: (501) 778-6186

LANGASTER LAY FIRM

ClmtonW Lancaster 2011179

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certlfy that a copy of the foregoing has been delivered by the below method
to the following person or persons:

[ ] Fixst Class Mail | ] Facsimile | | Email [ ] AOC/ECF [ ] Hand Delivery
| | S , |

~ Brent Langdon
~ blangdon@ldatty.com

on this |0 _ DAY of DECEMBER, 2019.

Clinfon W. Lancaster

noarma N PR s lanvim cnne
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[

Lancaster & Lancaster Law Firm, pLic

. www.ThelancastecLawFirm.enin

" ROBERTS v. BIDEN

MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY

FIRST AND LAST PAGE OF INTERROGATORIES
PROPOUNDED ON AUGUST 21, 2019
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COURT USE ONLY PURSUANT TO ARK SUP. CF. ADMIN. ORDER NO. 2(8)
(ZEZZE RS R R R R e L R

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF INDEPENDENCE COUNTY, ARKANSAS
- LUNDEN ALEXIS ROBERTS PLAINTIFF

_ Ve - Case No: 32DR-19-187
ROBERT HUNTER BIDEN .= DEFENDANT | | 2pDIV. |

FIRST INTERROGATORIES AND REQUESTS
FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

COMES NOW the litigant, by and through counsel, LANCASTER & |
LANCASTER LAW FIRM, PLLC, and propounds the following Interrogatories and
Requésts fér Production to the defendant to be Answered ﬁnder oathAand within the
. time 'period speciﬁéd by.the Arkansas Rulés of Civil Procedure:

INTERROGATORY NO 1. Please list the names, addresses and

telephone numbers of all persons whom you 1ntend to call as w1tnesses in thls cause_

and describe briefly the. substance of the testimony of each.

- INTERROGATORY NO.2. = Please list all experts yéu intend to call and
. -describe their teétiinony, the basis for any opinions to be rendered, and all treatises,
authorities or other resources relied upon by the expeft.
INTERROGATORY NO. 3.A Please list all experts by name, address, and -
telephone number that lyou have retained in this case.
INTERROGATORY NO 4. Please list all banks or other financial -

institutions used by you and all business owned or controlled by you for the past-five

years.

02578-Robarts.Lunden(32DR). 1305
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all experts you intend to call at any hearing in this matter.

REQ. FOR PROD. OF DOCS.NQ. 7: Please grovid’e all reports of any expert

* you intend to call at any hearing of this matter.

REQ. FOR PROD. OF DOCS.NO. 8: N Please sign and ret‘,ﬁrn the attached

financial records release.
Respectfully Submitted,

LANCASTER & LANCASTER
- LAW FIRM, PLLC

P.O. Box 1295

Benton, Arkansas 72018

P: (501) 776-2224

F: (501) 778-6186

By:

Clintod"W. Lancaster, 2011179

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that a copy of the foregomg has been dehvered by the below method
to the following person or persons: _

' D First Class Mail I:‘ Facsimile ﬂEmail D AOC/ECF D Hand Delivery

/
Bart Calhoun _ Jessica D.- Johnston
bcalhoun@mrefirm.com jessica@bdjlawoffice.com
‘Dustin McDaniel

dmecdaniel@mrcfirm.com

on 'thiszl_ DAY of AUGUST, 2019. . Ca)%m

Clmton W. Lancaster

' 02678-Roberts. Lunden(32DR). 1905
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Lancaster & Lancaster Law Firm, PLLC

Www, [‘heLancastLer ‘Firin.com

@

ROBERTS V. BIDEN

- MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY -

EXHIBIT NO. 2.

SECOND R. 37 GOOD FAITH ATTEMPT
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Lancaster & Lancaster Law Firm, riic

Clmton W, Lam.aater _ 413 N. Marker Street Tel: (501} 776-2224

. P.O. Box 1295 : Fax: (501} 775-6186

J en[_ufer M. LancaSter " Benton, Arkansas 72015 www. TheLancastecLawFirm.com
December 9, 2019

.Brent Langdon (blangdon@ldatty.com) (lannis@ldatty.com)

BY EMAIL TO ALL RECIPIENTS

RE: LUNDEN ROBERTS v. HUNTER BIDEN
IND. CO. CIR. CT. CASE NO.: 32DR-19-187
SECOND RULE 37 GOOD FAITH ATTEMPT

Dear Mr. Langdon: -

Mr. Biden’s previous attorneys had objected to answering any of the interrogatories on the basis that service was

not perfected and a protective order was needed. The service issue has been resolved and a protectlve order has
~ been entered.

Enclosed with this letter are the original interrogatories, Mr. Biden’s objections, our first Rule 37 good faith
attempt, the unredacted request for admissions, and a word document of both discovery documents to make
answering them more convenient. Please provide the answers to the interrogatories within ten days (December

19, 2019) or I will file a motion to compel discovery. Also, [ calculate the requests for admissions to be due by
the close of the clerk’s office on January 6, 2020.

, on the-issue of

It is my hope that this will avoid the need for a protective order relating to the deposition. If this will not resolve
the issue

. Sincerely,

Clinton W. Lancaster
Partner, Attomey at Law

***SETTLEMENT NEGOTATIONS
REDACTED PURSUANT TO ARK.
R. EVID. 408***

cc: Jennifer Lancaster /
Lunden Roberts
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Bl

Lancaster & Lancaster Law Firm, pLLC

- wwi.TheLancasterLawFirm.com

'ROBERTS v. BIDEN

DEFENDANT’S SUPPLEMENTAL OBJECTIONS TO
INTERROGATORIES AND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
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PROVIDED SUBJECT TO COURT'S INTERLOCUTORY ORDER AND PROTECTIVE ORDER 12/04/2019

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF INDEPENDENCE COUNTY, ARKANSAS
- - DOMESTIC RELATIONS DIVISION

LUNDEN ALEXIS ROBERTS - PLAINTIFF
V. ' CAUSE NO. 32DR-19-187-2

ROBERT HUNTER BIDEN ‘ _ DEFENDANT

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES AND OBJECTIONS TO PLAINTIFF’S
FIRST INTERROGATORIES AND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION

To:  Lunden Alexis Roberts, by and through her attomeys of record, Clinton W. Lancaster and
Jennifer M. Lancaster, LANCASTER & LANCASTER LA_W FIRM, PLLC, P.O. Box
. 1295, Benton, Arkansas 72018.

Defendant, Robert Hunter Biden, provides the following Supplemental Responses and

Objections to Plaintiff’ s First Set of Interrogatories and Requests for Production.

- Respectfully submitted, -

LANGDON%DAVIS, L.L.P.
5902 Summerfield, Suite A
Texarkana, TX 75505-5547
Tel: (903) 223-3246

AR State Bar No. 90042
E-mail: blangdon@ldatty.com

Attorney for Defendant
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that a true copy of the above was served on each attorney of record ot party on
the 17" day of December 2019, as follows:

Clinton W. Lancaster Via US.P.S. I¥ Class & clint@thelancasterlawfirm.com

Jennifer M. Lancaster Via US.P.S. I** Class & [ennit’er@,thelancasrerlawﬁr:n; com
LANCASTER & LANCASTER
" LAW FIRM, PLLC

P.O. Box 1295
Benton, Arkansas 72018

Brent M. Lang'db%{
Attorney for Deferdlant

Rolieris v. Biden — Independence County, AR: No. 32DR-19-187-2 Page 2
Supplemental Responses and Objections to Plaintiff’s Interrogatorics and Request for Produetion
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INTERROGATORY NO. 4. Please list all banks or other financial institutions

used by you and all business owned or controlled by you for the past five years.

. ANSWER:

OBJECTION: Defendant objects to this Interrogatory on the basis the interrogatory is
overly broad, unduly burdensome and sceks information which is neither relevant nor material to
any claim or defense which would necessarily be limited to the pleadings before the Court. The
information requested will not lead to admissible evidence.

OBJECTION: The disclosure of information responsive to this Interrogatory would
constitute an impermissible invasion of the personal, property, or constitutional rights of
Defendant. Further, to the extent this Request seeks information in possession, custody, or control
of any nonparty is withheld as privileged information belonging to a nonparty. Moreover, the
requested information consists of trade secret or proprietary information for which Defendant has

a qualified privilege to refuse to disclose and to prevent others from disclosing. Pursuant to Ark.
R. Civ. P 26(c), a Protective Order is sought.

OBJECTION: Although Defendant may have access to some information requested in this

Interrogatory, Defendant does not have possession, custody, or control of and/or the authority to
disclose the requested information. Pursuant to Ark. R. Civ. P 26(c), a Protective Order is sought.

ANSWER and MOTION FOR CONFIDENTIALITY ORDER: In the event that the Court
orders the disclosure of the requested information in connection with this Interrogatory, Defendant
moves the Court to impose an appropriate confidentiality order on Plaintiff and any attorney,
consultant, or expert witness of Plaintiff. . I o

/

IN.TERROGATORY NO. 5. Please state the address in which you reside.
ANSWER:

OBJECTION: Defendant objects to this Interrogatory on the basis the interrogatory is
overly broad and seeks information which is neither relevant nor material to any claim or defense

which would necessarily be limited to the pleadings before the Court. The information requested
will not lead to admissible evidence.

OBJECTION: The disclosure of information responsive to this Interrogatory would
constitute- an impermissible invasion of the personal, property, or constitutional rights of
Defendant and would create a threat to him. Furthér the information sought is only for the purpose

to unreasonably-*“annoy, embarrass, or oppress™ the Defendant. Pursuant to Ark. R. Civ. P 26(c),
a Protective Order is sought. -

Roberts v. Biden — Independence County, AR; No. 32DR-19-187-2

Page 4
Supplemental Responses and Objections to Plaintiff’s Interrogalories and Request for Production

[ SIS



To: 18707938888 From: 15017786186 Date: 12/18/19 Time: 6:51 AM Page: 14/22

INTERROGATORY NO. 6. Please state the address where your wife resides.

ANSWER:

OBJECTION: Defendant objects to this Interrogatory on the basis the interrogatory is
overly broad and seeks information which is neither relevant nor material to any claim or defense
which would necessarily be limited to the pleadings before the Court. The information requested
will not lead to admissible evidence.

OBJECTION: The disclosure of information responsive to this Interrogatory would
constitute an impermissible invasion of the personal, property, or constitutional rights of a non-
party and would create a threat to her. Further the information sought is only for the purpose to

unreasonably “annoy, embarrass, or oppress” a nonparty. Pursuant to'Ack. R. Civ. P 26(c), a .
Protective Order is sought. : '

: INTERROGATORY NO. 7. Please list all address in which you have resided in
the past five years. |

ANSWER:

OBJECTION: Defendant objects te this Interrogatory on the basis the ihterrogatory Is
overly broad and secks information which is neither relevant nor material to any claim or defense

which would necessarily be limited to the pleadings before the Court. The information requested
will not lead to admissible evidence. . - S o

OBJECTION: The disclosure of information responsive to this Interrogatory would
constitute an impermissible invasion of the personal, property, or constitutional rights of
Defendant and would create a threat to hiin. Further the information sought is only for the purpose

to unreasonably “annoy, embarrass, or oppress” Defendant. Pursuant to Ark. R. Civ. P 26(c), a
Protective Order is sought. '

INTERROGATORY NO. 8. Please state if you have received packages or mail at
950 Larrabee Street, APT. 407 in West Hollywood, California. -
ANSWER:

OBJECTION: Defendant objects to this Interrogatory on the basis the interrogatory is
overly broad and seeks information which is neither relevant nor material to any claim or defense

which would necessarily be limited to the pleadings before the Court. The information requested
will not lead to admissible evidence. -

Roberis v. Biden ~ Independence County, AR; No. 32DR-19-187-2

Page S .
Supplemental Responses and Qbjections to Plainti{s Interrogatories and Request for Production
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OBJECTION: The disclosure of information responsive to this Interrogatory would
constitute an impermissible invasion of the personal, property, or constitutional rights of
Defendant and would create a threat to him. Further the information sought is only for the purpose

to unreasonably “annoy, embarrass, or oppress” Defendant Pursuant to Ark. R. Civ. P 26(c), a
Protective Order is sought. :

INTERROGATORY NO.9. ~  Please state your phone number.

ANSWER:

OBJECTION: Defendant objects to this Interrogatory on the basis the interrogatory is.
overly broad and seeks information which is neither relevant nor material to any claim or defense

which would necessarily be limited to the pleadings before the Court. The information requested
will not lead to admissible evndencc

OBJECTION: The disclosure of information responsive to this Interrogatory would
constitute an impermissible invasion of the personal, property, or constitutional rights of
Defendant and would create a threat to him. Further the information sought is only for the purpose

to unreasonably “annoy, embarrass, or oppress” Defendant. Pursuant to Ark. R. Civ. P 26(c), a
Protective Order is sought.

INTERROGATORY NO. 10. Please state your wife’s telephone number.

ANSWER: B

OBJECTION: Defendant objects to this Interrogatory on the basis the interrogatory is
overly broad and seeks information which is neither relevant nor material to any claim or defense

which would necessarily be limited to the pleadings before the Court. The information requested
will not lead to admissible evidence. J

OBJECTION: The disclosure of information responsive to this Interrogatory would
constitute an impermissible invasion of the personal, property, or constitutional rights of a non-
party and would create a threat to her. Further the information sought is only for the purpose to

unreasonably “annoy, embarrass, or oppress” a nonparty. Pursuant to Ark. R. Civ. P 26(c), a
Protective Order is sought.

INTERROGATORY NO. 11. Please list all companies that you currently own or

have an ownership interest in by the name of the company and the state in which it is incorporated.

ANSWER:

OBJECTION: Defendant objects to this Interrogatory on the basis the interrogatory is

Roberts v. Biden — Independence Connty, AR: No. 32DR-19-187-3

. Page 6
Supplemental Responses and Objections to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories and Request for Production
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overly broad, unduly burdensome and seeks information which is neither relevant nor material to'
any claim or defense which would necessarily be limited to the pleadings before the Court. The
. information requested will not lead to admissible evidence.

OBJECTION The disclosure of information responsive to this laterrogatory would
constitute an impermissible invasion of the personal, property, or constitutional rights of
Defendant. The information sought is only for the purpose to unreasonably “annoy, embarrass, or
oppress” Defendant. Further, to the extent this Interrogatory seeks information of any nonparty,
the information responsive to this Interrogatory is withheld as privileged information belonging to
- anonparty. Moreover, the requested information consists of trade secret or proprietary information

for which Defendant has a qualified privilege to refuse to disclose and to prevent others from
_disclosing. Pursuant to Ark. R. Civ. P 26(c), a Protective Order is sought.

OBJECTION: Defendant further objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that the
request is vague, ambiguous, overly broad, unduly burdensome, does not adequately describe
.which information is requested or sought with reasonable particularity and would ‘require
Defendant to marshal all evidence Wthh would be outside the scope of relevant information to the
pleadings before the Court.

ANSWER and MQ_TfON FOR CONFIDENTIALITY ORDER: In the event that the Court
orders the disclosure of the requested information in connection with this Interrogatory, Defendant

moves the Court to impose an appropriate confidentiality order on Plaintiff and any attorney,
consultant, or expert witness of Plaintiff.

Subject to the foregoing objections and réquest for protective order, Defendant refers
Plaintiff to his Affidavit of Financial Means and tax returns as ordered by the Court.

INTERROGATORY NO. 12. Please list all companies that you have had an .

ownership interest in for the past five years by the name of the company and the state in which it

is incorporated.

ANSWER:

OBJECTION: Defendant objects to this Interrogatory on the basis the interrogatory is
overly broad and secks information which is neither relevant nor material to any claim or defense

which would necessarily be limited to the pleadings before the Court. The information requested
will not lead to admissible evidence. -

OBJECTION: The disclosure of information responsive to this Interrogatory would
- constitute an impermissible invasion of the personal, property, or constitutional rights of
Defendant. The information sought is only for the purpose to unreasonably “annoy, embarrass, or
oppress” Defendant. Further, to the extent this Interrogatory seeks information of any nonparty,
the information responsive to this Interrogatory is withheld as privileged information belonging to

!

Roberts v. Biden — Independence County, AR; No. 3?DR—I9 1§7-2

Page 7
Supplemental Responses and Objecnons to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories and chuest for Production
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