8. Denied as stated. If plaintiffs purchased the subject vehicle as alleged, there
would have been delivered with the vehicle a New Vehicle Limited Warranty. Answering
defendant pleads the terms, conditions and limitations contained in that warranty.

9. 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 knowlédge 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.
+--.10.- .. Denied. ..~ After: reasonable investigation, answering. defendant is without.
knowledge:or information: sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in -
. «this paragraph of the Complaint; and thus these allegations are denied with strict proof demanded

cat trial. - Answering defendant admits that-copies of what appear to be repair invoices are -

- attached to plaintiffs> Complaint as'Exhibit “B.”  No admissions are intended or made regarding

Exhibit “B.”
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- 11 - Answering defendant 1ncorporates by reference its response 1o the allegatmns of

- plaintiffs’ Complamt as though said answers were fully set forth herem
- 12. - Denied as a conclusion of law to which no affirmative response is required.
13. . Denied as a conclusion of law to which no affirmative response is required.
14.  Denied as a.conoiusion of law to which no affirmative response is required.
15.: Denied as a conclusion of law to which no afﬁrmati{/e fesponse is required. To
the extent that a further affirmative response is required, after reasonable investigation,
answering defendant is without knowledge or-information sufficient to forrn a belief as to the

‘truth or falsity of the averments in this paragraph and, therefore, said averments are denied.
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