INTHE UNITED STATESBANKRUPTCY COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI

IN RE: )
)
) CASE NO.
)
)
OBJECTIONTO CLAIM
(NOT BASED ON VALUATION OF COLLATERAL)
Comes now Movant, and hereby objects to the Proof of Claim filed by
creditor, in the amount of $ ,on (date daim filed)..

PURSUANT TO LOCAL RULE 3007-1 (B), THE CLAIMANT SHALL HAVE 30
DAYSAFTER SERVICE OF THE OBJECTION INWHICH TO FILE A
RESPONSE ON UNSECURED MATTERS. THE RESPONSE SHALL BE IN
WRITING AND STATE WHY THE CLAIM SHOULD BE ALLOWED ASFILED.
IF A RESPONSE ISFILED, THE COURT WILL SCHEDULE A HEARING. IF NO
TIMELY RESPONSE ISFILED, THE COURT WILL ENTER AN ORDER
SUSTAINING THE OBJECTION TO THE CLAIM.

The basisfor the objectionis asfollows. (PLEASE CHECK ONLY THE APPLICABLE BOXES)
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Pursuant to Loca Rule 3001-1, the claimant has not attached supporting documentation to the
clam, and the claim should be disdlowed in its entirety.

Pursuant to Loca Rule 3084-1(A), the clamant has not served counsal/trustee with a copy of
the clam and/or supporting documentation, and the clam should be disdlowed in its entirety.

Pursuant to Loca Rule 3003-1, the deadline for filing proofs of clam expired prior to the filing
of the daim, so the claim should be disdllowed in its entirety.

The claim should be disallowed entirely because

The clam should instead be dlowed as a (secured, priority or unsecured) claim in the amount
of $ because

Attorney of Record

The following parties were served dectronicaly or conventionaly by movant:



