
D. D€fendrnr scnerallv obiecis ro all rhe siatenmls corlaincd in Plaintifs Fi$t Sel

o I lntenogalorios as tncy, includins tnen sub-parls, inpose an untecessary buiden, expose, ad

udue deuil upon Defcndm! lnus, violalitr8 riinois SupEnre Coun Rule 213(b)

D€fendrrtt RespoNes roPlaintilfs ltrt.rroprlori€s

Interroe.tories No, I . Did defendahl have uy aactual ad/or legal Sronnd for each dne it
enteied len icd," lack infomalion" nr thc Answer, vhich qas nol a ii vo Lous slalm ent? Ir so,
identify the paaclaph nunber dd for each ol all such beaqaphs, prolidc specific facts and/or
legaldsenions in suppo 6feach denied onlry, or contdl other penons to Be1neessary
nrfomation in ord€r to dswdr the sub$ance al ihe all€salion.

Rsoonse: Objection. Theintetugatory jsvague, mbislous, undulyburddsone,

uninrcllisible and opprcssive, as it seeks a vat mount ofunspecifio infomation to statements

alrexdt ascrtod in Dclodufs AnsFer. tul1hemoF, llaintifbeds lhe buido ol pmofon her

clains. Delenddt h6 no burdm to iddtily facls suppofting  . denial.

Int rrosarori€s No,2: Uease fully identily all lhe owners. partnesi all mploy€es md/or
lbmcr enployecs. their posilion, qualificalion andjob rcsponsibiliLies at defcnd&t Naplelon
Buick, Inc. during each of the Ia$ four yeds.

R€sponse Objcclion. TIE inlenosalory is unduly burdensone, overly btoad, oppres've.

irelevut and vague, as n seeks a vasl amounl of infomation lhal has no tendenoy to piove the

vdacity ofdy matenal tact contained in the plcadinss sl issue. witloul waivinc said obj€ction

dd subjet to sano, in SepteDber 4. 2003, the following individuals wde eEploycd by

Naplcron Buict, Inc (rtk/a D AndFa Buicl, Inc.): Nichols J. D An&ea (Prsideno dd Heclor

lnterroeatoriF No,3. ?uBudl lo Illinoh Snpreme Coud Rule 213{0 pbvide rhe nme and
addre$ of cach rvitness who {ill teslily !t dal a.d all odEr infomation reouired for eacn
!t!!!!!

B!!!9$g The followins \ailne$es will restily atrrial in uns cae:


