1. Denied. =~ After reasonable investigation, answering defendant is without
knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth or falsity of the averments in
this paragraph and, therefore, said averments are denied.

2. Denied as stated. It is admitted only that answering defendant is a California

-corporation with offices at 19001 S. Western Avenue, Torrance, California 90501.
BACKGROUND

3. Denied.  After reasonable investigation, answering defendant is without

- ‘knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth or falsity of the averments in
- this paragraph and, therefore, said averments are denied.

4. Denied.” -After reasonable - investigation, answering - defendant is without _
knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth or falsity of the averments in
. this paragraph and, therefore, said averments are denied. |

3. Denied. = After - reasonable -investigation, answering defendant is wifhouf
knowledge or informatién sufficient to form a belief as to the truth or falsity of the averments in -
this paragraph andi therefore, said averments are denied. 'szlsvs;ering defendant admits thatsa |
- -copy of what appears-to be a purchase contract is attached to piaintiffs’ Complaint as Exhibit |
-“A.” No admissions are intended or made regarding Exhibit “A.”

"~ 6.- - Denied as st:ate'd.. If plaintiffs purchased the subject»vﬁehicle as alleged, there
would-have been delivered with the vehicle a New Vehicle Limited Warranty. Answering
defendant pleads the terms, éonditions and limitations contained in that warranty.

7. Denied.  After reasonable - investigation, answering defendant is without

- knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth or falsity of the averments in

-this paragraph and, therefore, said averments are denied.
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