
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTE I{-LtrNOIS
rruN lcr pAL DE pARrNr ENr, FW|$T, DJIT*fr:, I I

YULINGZHAN,

]IAPLETON BUICK, INC., and
FoRl MOrOR COMPANY.

Defendants.

DEFENDANT'S SUPPLI],MENTAL RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF'S FIRST SET OF
REOUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS NUMBERS 6. 9' 20 AND 42

Defendant, D'ANDREA BUICK, INC., (formerly known as Napleton Buick, Inc )

(hereinafter ,.Defendant"), by and through its attomeys, childress Duffy Goldblatt, Ltd., and for

its Supplemental Response to Plaintiff s First Set of Requests for Admissions Numbers 6, 9, 20

and 42, states as follows:

6. As a car dealership, Buick has the duty to inspect every car before sale'

Response: Defendant admits that it owes a duty to inspect vehicles, only the extent that such

a duty is imposed by law or agreement. Defendant denies all remaining allegations contained

within this Request to Admrt.

9. There were maintenance records on the subject car. The car in dispute (VIN I

FATP53SOXG 06195) was repaired on 715/2001, 512I/2003, and 6/2612003. The odometer

reading on 612612003 was 24514 miles. See hltp://rvrvrv.carfar.com or

http:/',/w$,w.autocheck.con. Buick failed to disclose such information during the sale.

Response: Defendant admits maintenance records relative to the subject vehicle exist.

Defendant affirmatively states that thd mileage on the car on or about october 6, 2003 was
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