23.  Denied as a conclusion of law to which no affirmative response is required. To
the extent that a further affirmative response is required, 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.

24.  Denied as a conclusion of law to which no affirmative response is required. To
the -extent that a further affirmative response is required, 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. -

.25, Denied as a conclusion of law.to which no affirmative response is required. - To
sthe .extent that a further affirmative response is required, 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.

+26.+ -Denied as a conclusion of law to which no affirmative response is required. - To " -

-the-extent- that- a further -affirmative response -is required, after reasonable investigation,” .- -

-answering defendant is wiﬁmutknowledge -or.information sufficient t; form a belief as to the
~truth-or falsity of the averments in this paragraph and, therefore, said averments are denied. .. -
27, Denied as a conclusion:of law to which no affirmative response isrequired. -
WHEREFORE, Defendant, Toyota Motor Sales, U.S.A., Inc., demands judgment in its-
favor and against plaintiffs.

Count I
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28.  Answering defendant incorporates by reference its response to the allegatibns of

plaintiffs’ Complaint, as though said answers were fully set forth herein.

Case I1D: 091105308

TOY-TQ002-06-3D-00000374



