
6.D 'AndreaBu ickprcsented tB 'owi tnesscs : l ) i t sPres ident 'N icho lasJ '

D'Andreq and 2) its Gencml Mnnager' Edwar<i Earley'

7. Plaintiffs counsel inquirod whethct Henry Honon would sppe€r as a

witness pursuan t Itr ,, 2!7 Notice previously'saved D'Andrca Buicl's mwuel

cnon+ously ansr,ered that Mr. Horton qras no longer cmploycd by D'A.ndrca Buiek'

8. Itior to the comrncncemcnt of tria], rltc court inquired whethot lhqe were

any prcliminary maqets. Counscl for D'Andrea Buick aslrcd the Coun to roquirc counrcl

for Ms. zhan to specificslly state which counts of Ms. Zhan's then'existi.ng complaint

wcrF at is$ue. The Coun $8lcd lhst it would considcr all evidence as to any Existing

counu. ond would nol pars $e pleadings prior to rial' ln the opcning $tatcmenl'

Pleintilfs counsel prusarted scveral claims for rclief, as stxed in Ptaintiffs complaint.

9, D'Andca Buick's counsel sutcd in rhe opcning stalcmeflt ther rhe{€

world bc no cvidcnce shown as to whrt caused the vehicle to stoll. as allcged by Pl|intitr'

D'Andrex Buick fifrher stafr€d that evidenrx would be prcse]lt4d in support of its

CounGrclaim for $orage fees.

l0 ,D ' fudrcsBu ick 'scounse lsu t rd t lu tev ider rcewou ldbcprcscnr rd in
-._.---1--

030,000 on its C.ounterclai m-

l l .Rlarnt i f f tcst i fredlhatonSeptembct4,200}'shcslroppcdforavchiclc, in

erpecraribn of a ncw job, inending to buy a Toyots' but instead purch*sing a car ftom

D'Andrca Buick.

12. Ms' Zhen testified she rcalty wantcd a Toyota but did not "find the exact

cnr [she] teally liked" Bt toyotg oo $'estfin, ond proccedcd to D'Atdr€! Buick's

fccs, urd t}al it woul4 ask for io


