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RESPONSE: Defendant Starkebaum admits this Request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 16:  Admit that you have no information or evidence that
Plaintiff Arvig knowingly hired pedophiles.

RESPONSE: Defendant Starkebaum admits this Request.

BLENDED INTERROGATORY NO. 2: If your responses to Requests for Admissions Nos. 15
and 16 are something other than unqualified admissions, state and describe in detail under Minn.
R. Civ. P. 33, the facts justifying the response.

RESPONSE: Defendant Starkebaum will respond to this by the end of the agreed upon extension.
BLENDED DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 2: If your responses to Requests for Admissions
Nos. 15 and 16 are something other than unqualified admissions, provide each and every document
and thing justifying the response.

RESPONSE: Defendant Starkebaum will respond to this by the end of the agreed upon extension.
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 17.  Admit that if false, the statements in Exhibit A are
defamation per se.

RESPONSE: Defendant Starkebaum admits this request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 18. Admit that if the statements in Exhibit A are false
and therefore defamation per se, Plaintiffs are presumed to have been damaged by the defamation
per se.

RESPONSE: Defendant Starkebaum admits this request.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 19. Admit that Plaintiff Precision is entitled to over
$250,000 in damages for being defamed by the post in Exhibit A.

RESPONSE: Defendant Starkebaum denies this request.
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