
Int€rrogatories No.s: low did ach of yonr employes comhicate {itb llainlifduring
her pmhas€ of the subject cd on Sellenber 4, 2003? ldentify all pesons who were present on
the scene including but not limited to all tu dDloyees inclndiry fomer employe€s, ed
identiry sll comnunicatio.s berwen any pe6on at defmdant and plaintiff dunng lhe lurchde.
To dwq rhis intdogabry please identify &e person who loon part in the tesl driy€ vith
plainrin the communication durirg the lest dnae ed the ronlc oftne 1esl drive, the peFoiG)
sho ldded ovd purchde pa!e6 io plaintiil sd all lhe comuicatio.s, thm sd thoe.

R€sponse: Objeclion. he inlenosatory is unduly burdensone, oppressive, overly btoad,

conponnd in fom, vague and s€eks an inprop€r nmlive reslonse,

b&s9S4p!99ISa.e Wd thft an official copy of a Buyd s Cuide on each of uscd can
defendmt sold or lntdded to sell in 2003? If so, identiry tne number, conldt location of the
Buyo\ Guides beforc and after each sale, the autho(t oflhe Buyert Cuides and whd they
were rrcpared, $e pe6on(s) requesled tlFl they b€ prepared, i€ perso{s) at defendal {ho
hmdled lhc ollicial copies ofthe Burr\ Cuides before, dnnns ed aftq eacb purchase in 2003.

R6ponse: Objection. The interocstory is unduly burdensone, overly broad, conpound in

fotu, vague and s@ks iftlevmt infomalion regddins vehicles other thm tnc venicle purch4ed

Irrerroeatori6 No, 7: Ws lhe subjecl car sold !o plaintirNitb ey warary orconsistenl
dd speciic rens? If so, identry the pqsonG) vho snovcd .nd explaiftd tne Buyer's Guide lo
plaintifi md all peMm wno rvere on the scoq describe whe.. wneE and how lhe peBonG) did
these before md durins plaintifmade the pulohd€ ddision, Idemiry tne pdon sho se'ved
phone call iion plaintif in lhe aftemoo. of Septenbd 4, 2003, regddinB the Mndty papd. all
comuicadon beis€d that pmon dd plaintilf; atl other p€rsons who weic present al
d€fendml ed had knowledge of above nntioned connunicalion, des(ibe ih detail rvhat that
person did ahwards; md idenliry all comunicatio6 Buick nade lo any pe6on(s) including
plainrif fton Seplenber I O, 2003 to Ddonber 22, 2004, which explicitly indicated ihe subjdt
cd was LDder ary kind ofwananty.

Responsc ObFclion. The inleFosatory G unduly burdensone. oppressive, ovedy brcad.

compohd in fom, vague md seeks m impmps nmative response.

hlerroerrori€s No, 8: Did Buick perfom i$petion md/or nechdjcal check-up befot and
duing plaintifs purchase? Il $. identify all pssonG) who ptrfomed the inspection dd/or
nechmioal check of ihe car in dispulei describe qualincation 6r each of thd (lraining,
education, license 6r cerlification backslound etc.); describe {hal e@h ofden did in details
dunns the inspetion r$t md necnanical chak-up; iddtify dd produce all docunents and
r€cordG) ofthe inspection ed nechdical check-up.


