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MATION Redacted PURSUANT TO THE FREEDOM ‘_(’)F:,:

INFOR ‘ : RN
| INFORMATION ACT (FOIA), 5 U.S|C . 552(B){6) = =
i T e e B
Attorney No. 28788 l - oo
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS =~ i
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DiVISION -~ -
MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as )
Special Administrator of the Estate of ) f
JOHN ROBERTS $R., deceased, )
Plaintiff, )
)
v. ) No.
)
LEONARD W. JOHNSON, IV )
Defendant. ) ;
—— j
GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION )
and GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX, ) |
Respondents in Discovery, )
COMPLAINT AT LAW

NOW COMES the plaintiff, MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as Special

Administrator of
attorneys, TIMQ

LEONARD W.

1.

the city of Doltor;

2.

referred to as “R(

Illinois.

That on D¢

That on De

the Estate of JOHN ROBERTS, SR,, deceaéed, by and through his

THY R. TYLER & ASSOCIATES, P.C. and complains of the defendant
PHINSON, IV as follows: :

ecember 14, 2004, plaintiff MAZIE ROBERTS was and is a resident of

, county qf Cook, state of Illinois.
rcember 14, 2004, plaintiff decedent, JOHl\f ROBERTS SR, (hereinafter

DBERTS”) was a resident of the city of Dolton, county of Cook, state of



Rosa.Howell
FOIA B6
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3, That ont December 14, 2004, upon informétion and Iévelief, defendant LEONARD
W. JOHNSON, IV (hereinafter referred to as ”]OI—INSON”?) was and is a resident of thé
city of Harvey, pounty of Cook, state of Mlinois. |

4. That on December 14, 2004 the defendant ]OI-]NSOI!E\T owned or possessed or
controlled a 1992 Ford Crown Victoria that he was dnvmgm a easternly direction along
Sibley Boulevarfl near Greenwood Avenue in the city of D;;lton, county of Cook, state
of Illinois.
5. That at aforesaid time and place the plaintiff decedg‘;'nt ROBERTS was the driver
of a 1997 GMC Jimmy, and was waiting at a red light in thi; left-turn lane headed
eastbound on Sibley Boulevard at the intersection of Sibleygs Boulevard and Greenwood
Avenue, in thé city of Dolton, county of Cook, state of ingis.

6. That at afpresaid time, place and intersection, defen%iant JOHNSON operated the
aforementioned motor vehicle in a negligent and careless n’c§1anner, and caused said
motor vehicle to plow into the rear-end ‘of decedent JOHN 5ELQOBERTS’5 motor vehicle,

7. That as a result of the impact, ROBERTS's motor vehicle biirst into flames and
was launched inﬂo the air and rolled over several times until it landed on the hood of a
westbound car. |
8. That the defendant JOHNSON owed 2 duty to use d?rdi.nary care and caution for

the safety of the plaintiff decedent ROBERTS and the motot vehicle in which the
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decedent was traveling,

9.

That at the aforesaid time and place the plaintiff de'd;:edent ROBERTS was

exercising reasgnable care for his own safety and the safety of others,

10.

That at said time, place, and intersection, defendant JOHNSON breached his

aforementioned duty and was guilty of one or more of the:following careless and

negligent acts o omissions:

a)

b)

d)

g
h)

Carelessly and negligently operated a motor *g:xfehicle at an excessive rate of
speed; '

carelessly and negligently operated said motpr vehicle without keeping a
proper and sufficient lookout for other motot vehicles in and about the
arga and more particularly, for decedent’s vehicle;

cajelessly and negligently failed to decrease the speed of said motor
vehicle so as to avoid colliding into the rear end of the decedent's motor
vehicle, contraty to and in violation of the provisions of Chapter 95 1,
Segtion 11-60 (a) of the Revised Statutes of the State of Minois;

carelessly and negligently failed to keep said motor vehicle under proper
control and failed to stop, slow down or othefwise alter the speed,

mavement or direction of said vehicle when danger of collision with the
dededent’s motor vehicle was imminent;

carplessly and negligently failed to sound horn prior to impact;

In violation of Illinois Revised Statute Chaptei' 96 ¥4 Section

11-0003.1 failed to exercise due care to avoid colliding with the rear
end of the decedent's motor vehicle; 3

carelessly and negligently failed to make timé:}iy application of the brakes;

Waf otherwise careless and negligent.

3
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1. Thatasa
negligent acts d
suffered severe
12, Thatasa
aforementioned
totaled.
13, That plai
his children: JOI
ROBERTS, MAIl

severe pecuniary

further direct and proximate result of one
ntiff decedent left surviving as his heirs hie:;i

v loss,

, M PAGE B4/B6
13 . L '

direct and proximate result of one or moré of the foregoing careless and

T omissions by the defendant JOHNSON plaintiff decedent, ROBERTS

pain, injuries and expired on December 14.',,l 2004.

or more of defendant’s

careless and negligent acts or omissions, the decedent’s vehicle was

wife MAZIE ROBERTS, and

1N ROBERTS, JR,, MILTON ROBERTS, MﬁLVIN ROBERTS, MARILYN

COM ROBERTS, and MICHAEL ROBERTS. all of whom have suffered

and loss of society and companionship as a direct result of the

wrongful death of JOHN ROBERTS,

14.  Further, g
Corporation and
determination of

named as additig

laintiff names as Respondents in discoverj{, General Motors

Grossinger Autoplex, who's information is essential to the

who, in addition to the defendant named imerein, should properly be

nal defendants in this cause of action purshant to 735 ILCS 5/2-402

which states in part:

The plaind
or her pl

defendant;

determing
action.

if in any civil action may designate as res
rading those individuals or other engis
5, believed by the plaintiff to have i
tion of who should properly be named ag

pondents in discovery in his
es, gther than the named
nformation essential to the

additional defendants in the
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WHEREFORE, the plaintiff MAZIE ROBERTS, Ind?rividually and as Special
Administrator pf the Estate of JOHN ROBERTS, SR, deceased prays for judgement
against defendant LEONARD W. JOHNSON IV and an av:srard in a fair and reasonable
sum in excess qf FIFTY THOUSAND DOLLARS ($50,000.(§O), plus the cost of this action.

COUNTII
SURVIVAL ACT

1-14. Plaintiff repeats, realleges, and incorporates paragraphs one (1) through fourteen

(14) of Count I as paragraphs one (1) through fourteén (14}g of this Count II with the

same force and pffect as though fully set forth hetein.

15, ThatJOHN ROBERTS SR. survived for a period of time.

16, That during the aforesaid time, JOHN ROBERTS SR‘ suffered sevérg painasa

direct and proximate result of the negligent acts and/or on;issions of the def?enda.nt,
WHEREFORE, the plaintiff MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as S%pecial

Administrator of the Estate of JOHN ROBERTS, SR., deceased prays for jud%ement

against defendafit LEONARD W. JOHNSON IV and an award in a fair and |easonable

sum in excess of[FIFTY THOUSAND DOLLARS (s;so,ooo.oci)), plus the cost of this action.

Z:ﬁz yayas
76&7 Yler /

B5/p6
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Timothy R, Tyler

GM

TIMOTHY R. TYLER & ASSOCIATES, P.C.

120 West Madigon Street
Suite 505
Chicago, Illinois 60602
(312) 920-1745
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GM Vehicle Inquiry System - Summary Page 1 of 2

GM Vehicle Inquiry System

Summary

Home - Summary - Claim History - Vehicle Build - Vehicle Component - Delivery Information - Dealer Information -

Help
VIN : 1GKDT13W6\-
WVEHICLE INFORMATION
Merchandising Model : | TT10506 -1997 JIMMY 4WD (4-DOOR) | Warranty Start Date : 03/01/1997
BARS Order Type: 70 - RETAIL - STOCK
Delivering Dealer : GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX Selling Source : 48 - GMC TRUCK
6900 MCCORMICK BLVD
LINCOLNWOOD, IL  60712-2775 Site Code : 26038
(847) 675-8300 Business Associate Code : | 119166
Service Contract: | No | Branded Title : [ No Warranty Block : No | PDI Status: Paid "
REQUIRED FIELD ACTIONS
Type | Number Description Posted Date Status
RC 03020 | DRIVER'S SAFETY BELT BUCKLE N/A Closed

SERVICE INFORMATIONAL ITEMS

Vehicle Has No Current Record Of Outstanding Service Information

ON STAR AND XM SATELLITE RADIO INFORMATION

Vehicle Has No Associated On Star or XM Radio Information.

APPLICABLE WARRANTIES
Effective Effective End
Description Date Odometer End Date Odometer
36/36000 BUMPER TO BUMPER 03/01/1997 10 miles | 03/01/2000 36010 miles
72/100000 SHEET METAL COVERAGE RUST . .
THROUGH 03/01/1997 10 miles | 03/01/2003 100010 miles
96/80000 FEDERAL EMISSION CATALYTIC CONV. 03/01/1997 10 miles | 03/01/2005 80010 miles
AND PCM
36/36000 FEDERAL EMISSION 03/01/1997 10 miles { 03/01/2000 36010 miles
CLAIM HISTORY

R.O . Odometer
R.O Date Number Type Labor Operation Reading
02/26/2004 | 085044 # [ V1011 -03020 -REPLACE DRIVERS SAFETY BELT BUCKLE 193467 miles
01/11/1999 | 200666 0 | E9740 - GEAR ASSEMBLY, POWER STEERING - REPLACE 58088 miles

http://gmvis.gm.com/gmvis/main/Summary 4/22/2005



GM Vehicle Inquiry System - Summary Page 2 of 2

117231998 | 336719 | o |R2L10- SWITCH, ELECTRIC GRID REAR WINDOW DEFOGGER | = 55575 miles
09/28/1998 | 329643 | 0 |1J6372 - SENSOR, OXYGEN (ENGINE CONTROL) - REPLACE 52645 miles
091281998 | 320643 | 0 |X7000- TRANSMISSION/TRANSAXLE ASSEMBLY - REPLACE | 52645 miles
09/28/1998 | 329643 | 0 |Z7902 - 2-DAY COURTESY TRANSPORTATION ' 52645 miles
0941998 | 194525 | 0 |30 O DR IRAIN CONTROL - TRANSMISSION | 50867 miles
09/14/1998 | 194525 | 0 |J4100 - GENERATOR ASSEMBLY - REPLACE 50862 miles
09/18/1996 | 245558 | 1 |Z7000 - PRE-DELIVERY INSPECTION - BASE TIME 7 miles
CHECK HISTORY INFORMATION
Vehicle Has No Associated Check History Information.

© 1998-2004 General Motors Corporation. All Rights Reserved.

http://gmvis.gm.com/gmvis/main/Summary 4/22/2005



GM Vehicle Inquiry System - Claim History

GM Vehicle Inquiry System
Claim History

Page 1 of 3

Home_- Summary - Claim History - Vehicle Build - Vehicle Component - Delivery Information - Dealer Information -

Help
VIN: 1GKDT13W6V-
CLAIM HISTORY
Repair Order Date : | 02/26/2004 | RePalr Order 085044 | Odometer Reading : 193467 miles
R
Serviced | MIKE HAGGERTY PONTIAC-BUICK-GMC | Selling Source : 16 - PONTIAC
By: TRUCK, INC. .
9301 SOUTH CICERO AVE Site Code : 10037
OAK LAWN, IL 60453-2517
(708) 423-5000 Business Associate Code : | 116068
R —
Cycle | Cycle Auth | Person | Line |
D’;te lgbr Case | Type Labor Operation Part Code | Code | Total Comments
V1011 -03020 -
REPLACE DRIVERS 88958024 -
03/02/2004 | 461 01 # SAFETY BELT BELT KIT N/A N/A 1$93.60 Y
BUCKLE
Repair Order .
Repair Order Date : } 01/11/1999 Number : 200666 | Odometer Reading : 58088 miles
Serviced | THOMAS PONTIAC-GMC Selling Source : 48 - GMC TRUCK
By: 901 EAST 162ND STREET
SOUTH HOLLAND, IL 60473-2493 Site Code : 14042
708) 333-
(708) 333-7500 Business Associate Code: | 116091
R -
Cycle Cycle " Auth | Person | Line
Date Nbr Case | Type Labor Operation Part Code | Code | Total Comments
E9740 - GEAR
01/21/1999§ 926 | 01 0 | ASSEMBLY, POWER | 26071294 E N/A |$580.96 N
STEERING - REPLACE
E9740 - GEAR
01/21/1999{ 926 | 01 0 | ASSEMBLY, POWER | 26071294 E N/A | 558096 N
STEERING - REPLACE
. Repair Order . .
Repair Order Date : | 11/23/1998 Number : 336719 Odometer Reading : 55575 miles
D N
Serviced | GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX Selling Source : 48 - GMC TRUCK
By: 6900 MCCORMICK BLVD
LINCOLNWOOD, IL 60712-2775 Site Code : 26038
(847) 675-8300 - -
Business Associate Code: | 119166
¥ M T 4 I )

http://gmvis.gm.com/gmvis/main/ClaimHistory?languageSelected=EN& VIN=1GKDT13...

4/22/2005



GM Vehicle Inquiry System - Claim History Page 2 of 3
1 Cycl . Auth | Person | Line
(]3));: 13;: Case | Type Labor Operation Part Code | Code | Total Comments
R2110 - SWITCH,
ELECTRIC GRID REAR | 15989591 -
11/30/1998 | 911 01 0 WINDOW DEFOGGER - | SWITCH As NA | NA |$8935 N
REPLACE
R2110 - SWITCH,
ELECTRIC GRID REAR | 15989591 -
11/30/1998 | 911 01 0 WINDOW DEFOGGER - | SWITCH As N/A | NA ]8$8935 N
REPLACE
Repair Order Date : | 09/28/1998 Il::l:; li)re:).rder 329643 | Odometer Reading : 52645 miles
Serviced | GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX Selling Source : 48 - GMC TRUCK
By: 6900 MCCORMICK BLVD
LINCOLNWOOD, IL 60712-2775 Site Code : 26038
(847) 675-8300 Business Associate Code: | 119166
Cycle Cycle . Auth | Person Line
Date Nbr Case | Type Labor Operation Part Code | Code Total Commen
K7000 - 24207583
10/29/1998 | 902 | 01 0 | TRANSMISSION/TRANSAXLE |- TRANS | EM | N/A }$2157.65 N
ASSEMBLY - REPLACE REM
J6372 - SENSOR, OXYGEN 25312200
10/22/1998 | 900 | 01 0 | (ENGINE CONTROL) - - M N/A | $180.60 N
REPLACE SENSOR
J6372 - SENSOR, OXYGEN 25312200
10/22/1998 | 900 | 01 0 | (ENGINE CONTROL) - - M N/A | $180.60 N
REPLACE SENSOR
Z7902 - 2-DAY COURTESY
10/15/1998 | 898 | 03 0 TRANSPORTATION N/A N/A | N/A }$60.00 N
727902 - 2-DAY COURTESY
10/15/1998 1 898 | 03 0 TRANSPORTATION N/A N/A | NA |$60.00 N
Repair Order . .
Repair Order Date : | 09/14/1998 Number 194525 Odometer Reading : 50862 miles
Serviced | THOMAS PONTIAC-GMC Selling Source : 48 - GMC TRUCK
By: 901 EAST 162ND STREET
SOUTH HOLLAND, IL 60473-2493 Site Code : 14042
(708) 333-7500 .
Business Associate Code: | 116091
Cycle Cycle . Auth | Person | Line
Date Nbr Case | Type Labor Operation Part Code | Code Total Comments
J6355 - MODULE,
POWERTRAIN
09/24/1998 | 892 | o1 0 | CONTROL - N/A N/A | NA |$73.70 N
TRANSMISSION
REPROGRAMMING
http://gmvis.gm.com/gmvis/main/ClaimHistory?languageSelected=EN& VIN=1GKDT13...  4/22/2005
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J6355 - MODULE,
POWERTRAIN
09/24/1998 | 892 01 0 | CONTROL - N/A N/A | NA |$73.70 N
TRANSMISSION
REPROGRAMMING
J4100 - GENERATOR | 00coc.
09/24/1998 | 892 | 02 0 | ASSEMBLY - GENER REM N/A | NA |$22820 N
REPLACE
J4100 - GENERATOR 10463651 -
09/24/1998 | 892 | 02 0 | ASSEMBLY - GENER REM N/A | NA |$22820 N
REPLACE
Repair Order Date : | 09/18/1996 | Nepair Order 245558 | Odometer Reading : 7 miles
F ————— ________
Serviced | GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX Selling Source : 48 - GMC TRUCK
By: 6900 MCCORMICK BLVD
LINCOLNWOOD, IL 60712-2775 Site Code : 26038
(847) 675-8300 Business Associate Code: | 119166
_
Cycle Cyecle Auth | Person | Line
Date Nbr Case | Type Labor Operation Part Code | Code | Total Comments
Z7000 - PRE-DELIVERY
09/29/1996 | 639 | 01 I | INSPECTION - BASE N/A N/A | NA |$9257 N
TIME
CHECK HISTORY
Vehicle Has No Associated Check History.
© 1998-2004 General Motors Corporation. All Rights Reserved.
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GM Vehicle Inquiry System - Vehicle Build

Page 1 of 2

GM Vehicle Inquiry System
Vehicle Build

Home - Summary - Claim History - Vehicle Build - Vehicle Component - Delivery Information_ - Dealer Information -
Service Contract - Warranty Block - Branded Title

Help
VIN lGKDT13W6V-
VEHICLE BUILD
Merchandising Model : TT10506 -1997 IMMY 4WD (4-DOOR)
Gross Vehicle Weight Rating : 24061krg (5305 1b) Order Number : AL0943
1V206 -
Build Date : 09/12/1996 Build Plant : MORIANE
ASSY.PLANT
OPTION CODES

AGI1 - 6-WAY POWER DRIVER'S SEAT

AJl - DEEP TINTED GLASS

AN3 - LEATHER BUCKET SEATS

AP9 - CONVENIENCE NET

AUO - REMOTE KEYLESS ENTRY SYSTEM

AU3 - POWER DOOR LOCKS

AXP - VIN IDENTIFICATION

A31 - POWER WINDOWS

A78 - RECLINING SEAT BACKS

B30 - WHEELHOUSING & FLOOR CARPETING

B84 - BLACK BODY SIDE MOLDING

C25 - REAR WINDOW WASHER/WIPER

C3H - GVW RATING - 5,300 LBS

C60 - AIR CONDITIONING-FRONT

DAY - ASSEMBLY PLANT MORAINE, OHIO

DH2 - ILLUM LH & RH VISOR MIRRORS

DK6 - OVERHEAD CONSOLE

D07 - FLOOR SHIFT CONSOLE

D48 - DUAL ELECT REMOTE CONT MIRRORS

ESS - TAILGATE BODY

FE9 - FEDERAL EMISSIONS

FF6 - TORSION BAR SPRING ADJ -LH

FF7 - TORSION BAR SPRING ADJ - RH

GU6 - REAR AXLE - 3.42 RATIO

JM3 - BRAKE BOOSTER 240 MM

K34 - ELECTRONIC SPEED CONTROL

L35 - VORTEC 4300 V6 SFI GAS ENGINE

M30 - 4-SPEED AUTO TRANS W/ OVERDRIVE AND
ELECTRONIC CONTROL

NF2 - FEDERAL EMISSION SYSTEM

NP1 - ELECTRONIC SHIFT TRANSFER CASE

NP5 - LEATHER WRAPPED STEERING WHL

N33 - COMFORTILT STEERING WHEEL

N40 - POWER STEERING

N90 - ALUMINUM WHEELS

QBF - P235/70R15 ALS SBR B/W F/R

RSA - PASSIVE AUTO FRT SEAT RESTRAINT

RYJ - RETRACTABLE CARGO AREA COVER

SLM - STOCK ORDERS

TFE - SALES INCENTIVE-COMMITMENT PLUS

T61 - DAYTIME RUNNING LAMPS

http://gmvis.gm.com/gmvis/main/VehicleBuild?languageSelected=EN&VIN=1GKDT13...
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GM Vehicle Inquiry System - Vehicle Build

UP8 - STEREO RADIO PROVISIONS

Page 2 of 2

U1C - ETR AM/FM STEREO, SEEK & SCAN, CD
PLAYER AND CLOCK

U16 - TACHOMETER

U73 - FIXED MAST ANTENNA

U89 - LD 5-LEAD TRAIL. WIRING HARNESS

VP6 - NOISE CONTROL

VXS - COMPLETE VEHICLE LABEL

V54 - ROOF MOUNTED LUGGAGE CARRIER

V73 - STATEMENT OF CERT. USS.

XBF - P235/70R15 ALS SBR B/W FRONT

YBF - P235/70R15 ALS SBR B/W REAR

YC6 - SLT DECOR

YD3 - BASE EQUIP FOR SCH GVW PLATE

YDS5 - FRONT SPRING - BASE EQUIPMENT

YD6 - REAR SPRING - BASE EQUIPMENT

ZAA - COMPACT SPARE TIRE

ZM8 - ELECT TAILGATE REL/RR DEFOGGER

ZQ3 - TILT WHEEL AND SPEED CONTROL

ZQ6 - POWER WINDOWS, PWR DOOR LOCKS AND
DUAL POWER EXT. MIRRORS

ZW7 - LUXURY RIDE SUSPENSION PKG.

ZY2 - CONVENTIONAL TWO TONE PAINT

Z88 - GMC TRUCK NAMEPLATE

1SL - MARKETING OPTION PACKAGE - 1SL
REQUIRES A MINIMUM PURCHASE OF:

1SZ - MKTG OPTION PKG DISCOUNT

6WH - FRONT SPRINGS LH

641 - BEIGE INTERIOR TRIM

642 - BEIGE ULTRASOFT LEATHER

TWH - FRONT SPRINGS RH

87U - FAIRWAY GREEN

90L - 90 GRAY METALLIC SECONDARY

© 1998-2004 General Motors Corporation. All Rights Reserved.
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GM Vehicle Inquiry System

Vehicle Component

Home - Summary - Claim History - Vehicle Build - Vehicle Component - Delivery Information_- Dealer Information -

Help
VIN lGKDT13W6V!
Vehicle Component
Vehicle Component Information Does Not Exist For This Vehicle

© 1998-2004 General Motors Corporation. All Rights Reserved.
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GM Vehicle Inquiry System

Delivery Information

Page 1 of 1

Home - Summary - Claim History - Vehicle Build - Vehicle Component - Delivery Information - Dealer Information -

Service Contract - Warranty Block - Branded Title
Help
VIN: lGKDT13wg
IN-SERVICE INFORMATION
In-Service Information Not On file
DELIVERY INFORMATION

Delivering
Dealer :

Delivery Date : | 03/01/1997 | D"“T very

GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX

6900 MCCORMICK BLVD
LINCOLNWOOD, IL 60712-2775
(847) 675-8300

010 - Delivered 10 miles
RETAIL/INDIVIDUAL Odometer : ¢
_

Delivery Selling Source : 48 - GMC TRUCK
Delivery Site Code : 26038
Business Associate Code: | 119166

© 1998-2004 General Motors Corporation. All Rights Reserved.
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GM Vehicle Inquiry System

Dealer Information

Home - Summary - Claim History - Vehicle Build - Vehicle Component - Delivery Information - Dealer Information -
Service Contract - Warranty Block - Branded Title

Help
VIN: IGKDT13W6V1-
INVOICE INFORMATION
Invoice
Date ; 09/12/1996
. —— " _
Site GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX Selling Source : 48 - GMCTRUCK
Address : | 6900 MCCORMICK BLVD
LINCOLNWOOD, IL 60712-2775 Site Code : 26038
(847) 675-8300 Business Associate Code : | 119166
SHIP-TO INFORMATION
Ship-To
Date : 09/18/1996
——— * R
Site GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX Selling Source : 48 - GMC TRUCK
Address : | 6900 MCCORMICK BLVD -
LINCOLNWOOD, IL 60712-2775 Site Code : 26038
847 -
(847) 675-8300 Business Associate Code : 119166

© 1998-2004 General Motors Corporation. All Rights Reserved.
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GM Vehicle Inquiry System

Service Contract

Home - Summary - Claim History - Vehicle Build - Vehicle Component - Delivery Information - Dealer Information -
Service Contract - Warranty Block - Branded Title

Help
VIN lGKDTl3W6V-
SERVICE CONTRACT

Vehicle Has No GM Service Contracts.

© 1998-2004 General Motors Corporation. All Rights Reserved.
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GM Vehicle Inquiry System
Warranty Block

Home - Summary - Claim History - Vehicle Build - Vehicle Component - Delivery Information - Dealer Information -
Service Contract - Warranty Block - Branded Title

Help

VIN: lGKDT13W!

WARRANTY BLOCK
Vehicle Has No Current Record of Blocked Warranties

© 1998-2004 General Motors Corporation. All Rights Reserved.
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GM Vehicle Inquiry System
Branded Title

Home - Summary - Claim History - Vehicle Build - Vehicle Component - Delivery Information_ - Dealer Information -
Service Contract - Warranty Block - Branded Title
Help
VIN : 1GKDT13W6V-
BRANDED TITLE
No Current Record of Vehicle Title Branding.

The VIN information contained herein and information derived therefrom is the proprietary property of The Polk Company
and is to be used only for the purpose of warranty verification and shall not be used for any other purpose whatsoever.

© 1998-2004 General Motors Corporation. All Rights Reserved.
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS  F ,’L £p
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION 2074,

MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as Special i R PH 3: 26
Administrator of the Estate of JOHN { FINT IL' ; £0g
ROBERTS SR., deceased, T \&. oy
Case No. 04 L 0139 H
Plaintiff, \’?Fﬁuﬁfﬁ’fr
Calendar F
. VS.

LEONARD W. JOHNSON, IV, GENERAL
MOTORS CORPORATION, and
GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX,

Defendants.

DEFENDANTS’ ANSWERS TO PLAINTIFF'S RULE 213 ()(1) & (2
INTERROGATORIES

Defendants General Motors Corporation (“GM”) - and Grossinger Autoplex
(“Grossinger”) (collectively “Defendants”), by their attorneys, Dykema Gossett PLLC, answers

the Rule 213(f)(1) & (2) interrogatories as follows:

L Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 213(f)(1), state the full name and present or last
. known address of every thness who will testify at trial, together with the subject of their

testimony.

ANSWER: Defendants have not yet made a final determination as to which individuals, if
any, it may call as witnesses at the trial on this cause. The following persons are identified,
together with the subjects of their anticipated testimony, as potential witnesses:

Jimmy Williams. Mr. Williams is anticipated to testify regarding his observations while at the
scene of the accident on December 14, 2004, including his observations of plaintiff’s decedent,
during and after the vehicle fires were extinguished. In addition, he is expected to testify

regarding the scene of the accident including the placement of the vehicles involved, the




condition of the traffic controls, his general understanding of the circumstances and facts leading
up to the incident, and conversations with the other witnesses to the accident. It is further
expected that Mr. Williams will testify consi'stcnt with any discovery deposition testimony that
he may give in this case.

Leon Richmond. Mr. Richmond is anticipated to testify regarding his observations while at the
scene of the accident on December 14, 2004, including his observations of plaintiff’s decedent,
during and after the vehicle fires were extinguished. In addition, he is expected to testify
regarding the scene of the accident including the placement of the vehicles involved, the
condition of thetraffic controls, his general understanding of the circumstances and facts leading
up to the incident, and conversations with the other witnesses to the accident. It is further
expected that Mr. Richmond will testify consistent with any discovery deposition testimony that
he may give in this case.

Further, Defendants adopt the Rule 213(f) disclosures of Plaintiff and any co-defendant as
though fully set forth herein and reserves the right to supplement those responses on completion
of discovery as to those disclosures, and reserves the right to examine and cross-e#arrﬁne opinion

witnesses consistent with their disclosures.

2. Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 213(f)(2), identify the names and addresses of
Independent Expert Witnesses who will testify at trial and provide the subjects on which the
witness will testify and the opinions the party expects to elicit.

ANSWER: The following persons are identified, together with the subjects- of their
anticipated testimony and opinions expected to be elicited, as potential witnesses:
David Raber. It is anticipated that Mr. Raber is expected to testify regarding his
background, ftraining, and experience that r'nay be relevant to this action and the

allegations in the Complaint and the Answers to the Complaint. Mr. Raber is expected to




testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and circumstances regarding the design,
development and testing of the 1997 Jimmy involved in this collision. Mr. Raber will
testify regarding the fuel system design process, design objectivés, engineering analysis,
and full scale crash testing performed to government and GM criteria. M. Raber may
also respond to issues or opinions regarding the design and performance of the Jimmy
that may be raised by consultants retained by plaintiff. Mr. Raber is further expected tb
testify consistent with any discovery deposiﬁon festimony that he may give in this case.

Robert Sinke. Mr. Sinke is expected to testify regarding his background, education, and
knowledge that may be relevant to this action and the allegations in the Complaint and
thé Answers to the Complaint. Mr. Sinke may offer testimony concemning GM’s vehicle.
design process, vehicle performance analysis and field performance data for the Jimmy
model, Féderal Motor Vehicle Safety Standards and GM’s compliance with those
standards; GM’s standards and performance criteria; GM’s efforts at improving the
safety of its products, crash testing; and GM’s general safety approach. Mr. Sinke may
also address or respond to issues or opinions raised by consultants retained by plaintiff.
It is expected that Mr. Sinke will testify consistent with any discovery deposition

testimony that he may give in this case.

Defendants expressly reserve the right: (1) to rely upon and adopt any testimony of
witnesses retained, named or called to testify by plaintiff or any other party; (2) to call any
witness necessary to perfect impeachment or rebuttal of any witness or evidence; (3) to call any

witness necessary to lay foundation for the admission of exhibits; and (4) to call any witness




whose existence, or the relevance of whose testimony, becomes known after the deadline for the

identification of witnesses.
Defendants further expressly reserve the right to supplement the foregoing answers and

disclose any additional witnesses and opinions as they become known.

GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION and
GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX

(A Ol

B v
Oﬁo’f Their Attorneys /

Julie C. Keller
Dykema Gossett PLLC
10 S. Wacker Drive
Suite 2300

Chicago, Illinois 60606
(312) 876-1700

Firm ID # 42297

and

Michael P. Cooney (pro hac vice)
DYKEMA GOSSETT PLLC -
400 Renaissance Center

Detroit, Michigan 48243

CHICAGO\2358366.3
IDAICKE
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Attorney No. 28788

IN'THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINGIS .
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DIVISION -

MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as

Special Administrator of the Estate of

JOHN ROBERTS SR., deceased,
Plaintiff,

LEONARD W, JOHNSON, 1v,

GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION

and GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX,
Defendants.

)
)
)
)
)
V. ) No. 04 L 013996
)
)
)
)
)
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AT LAW .
NOW COMES the Plaintiff, MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as Special
Administrator of the Estate of JOHN ROBERTS, SR,, deceased, by and through her
attorneys, TIMOTHY R. TYLER & ASSOCIATES, P.C. and complains of the
. |
defendants, GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION, GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX, and A
LEONARD W. JOHNSON, 1V as follows:

COUNT1
GENERAL ALLEGATIONS - ALL DEFENDANTS

1. That MAZIE ROBERTS is the wife of JOHN ROBERTS SR., and has been
appointed Special Administrator of thé Estate of JOHN ROBERTS SR, A copy of the
Order appointing MAZIE ROBERTS is attached hereto,

2, | That on December 14, 2004, plaintiff MAZIE ROBERTS was and is a

resident of the city of Dolton, county of Cook, state of Illinois.




3. - That on December 14, 2004, plaintiff decedent, JOHIN ROBERTS SR,
(hereinafter referred to as “ROBERTS") was a resident of the city of Dolton, county of
Cook, state of Illinois.

4, That on Decembgr 14,2004, and at all times pertinent hereto, defendant,
General Motors Corporation (hereinafter referred to as “GMC”), was a Delaware
corporation doing business in the state of Itlinois, more particularly, Cook County.

5. That at all relevant times, defendant GMC was acting by and through
their employees, servants and agents, acting within the course and scope of their
employment, service and agency.

6. That on December 14, 2004, and at all times pertinent hereto, defendant,
Grossinger Autoplex (hereinafter referred to as “GROSSIN GER”), on information and
belief was an Illinois corporation doing business in the state of Illinois.

7. Thatatall relevant times, defendant GROSSINGER was acting by and
through their employees, servants and agents, acﬁng within the course and scope of
" their employment, service and agency.

8. That on December 14, 2004, upon information and belief, defendant
LEONARD W. JOHNSON, IV (hereirgafter referred to as “JOHNSON") was a resident
of the city of Harvey, county of Cook, state of Illinois,”

9. That at all times relevant hereto, defendant, GMC was engaged in the
business 6f designing, manufacturing, marketing, distributing, and selling automobiles.

10.  That prior to December 14, 2004, defendant GMC, designed,




manufactured, assembled, sold, supplied and/or distributed a 1997 GMC Jimmy,
vehicle identification number 1GKDT13W6V2504292, that was placed into the stream of
commerce.

11, That prior to December 14, 2004, on information and belief, plaintiff
decedent ROBERTS purchased from GROSSINGER, the 1997 GMC Jimmy, VIN#
1GKDT13W6V2504292.

12, That on December 14, 2004, the plaintiff decedent ROBERTS was the
driver of the 1997 GMC Jimmy, VIN# 1GKDT13W6V2504292 when it was rear ended by
an automobile driven by defendant JOHNSON.

13, That after the impact, ROBERTS' 1997 GMC Jimmy burst into flames,
rolled over and came into contact with another vehicle, a 2001 Buick Centry. The Buick
Centry then also caught fire,

14, That ROBERTS' struggled to free himself while in the 1997 GMC Jimmy.
However, the 1997 GMC Jimmy rapidly became fully engulfed in smoke and flames,

which caused ROBERTS' death.

COUNT II - GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION
STRICT LIABILITY - WRONGFUL DEATH

1-14. Plaintiff repeats, realleges, and incorporates paragraphs one (1) through
fourteen (14) of Count I as paragraphs one (1) through fourteen (14) of this Count Il
with the same force and effect as though fully set forth herein.

15.  That defendant GMC was guilty of one or more of the following careless
and negligent acts or omissions, which made said 1997 GMC Jimmy unreasonably

3




dangerous:

a.

carelessly, negligently, and impropetly failed to direct and require
finishing manufacturers/assemblers to complete/fit-out the SUV s0 as to
minimize the risk of post-impact fuel fed fires;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product which lacked
all necessary safety features to protect users of said product from post-
impact fuel fed fires;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product that was
unreasonably dangerous to the user;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product without
appropriate safety devices;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to incorporate safeguards
that would have prevented the risk of post-collision fire;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly violated applicable federal, state,
local and/ or industry standards;

carelessly, negligently, and ixnproperly failed to properly test the
component parts of the SUV after its manufacture and prior to sale;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to adequately and properly
test said product after its design and/ or assembly under reasonably
foreseeable circumstances;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product which was not
reasonably fit, suitable or safe for its intended and represented purpose;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to design and/ or utilize
proper designs or procedures for the manufacture, assembly, sale and/or
distribution of the SUV so as to minimize the risk of post-collision fire;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/ or distributed the SUV without

4




16.

incorporating therein the state of the art of the industry and the state of
the art in the science and engineering of fuel systems;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product in a defective
condition;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to recall and/ or retrofit the
SUV with an adequately designed fuel system;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product which could
be designed more safely;

carelessly, negligently, arid improperly designed, manufactured,
assembled, sold, and/ or distributed a SUV that was not crashworthy;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to direct and require
finishing manufacturers/assemblers to adhere to applicable safety
regulations and standards;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a SUV with a defective
fuel system;

That as a direct and proximate result of one or more of the foregoing

defective conditions of the 1997 GMC Jimmy, plaintiff decedent, ROBERTS suffered

severe burns, anxiety, fear, injuries, and conscious pain and suffering, both physical and

emotional and other intangible losses such as the loss of life and of life’s pleasures.

17.

That as a further direct and proximate result of one or more of the

foregoing defective conditions of the 1997 GMC Jimmy, plaintiff decedent, ROBERTS'

vehicle was a total loss.

18. -

That plaintiff decedent left surviving as his heirs his wife MAZIE

ROBERTS, and his children: JOHN ROBERTS, JR., MILTON ROBERTS, MELVIN

5




ROBERTS, MARILYN ROBERTS, MALCOM ROBERTS, and MICHAEL ROBERTS, all |
of whom have suffered severe pecuniary loss, and loss of society and companionship as
a direct result of the wrongful death of JOHN ROBERTS, SR.

WHEREFORE, the plaintiff MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as Special
Administrator of the Estate of JOHN ROBERTS, SR., deceased requests judgement
against defendant GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION in a sum in excess of FIFTY
THOUSAND DOLLARS ($50,000.00), plus the cost of this éction.

COUNT III - GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION
NEGLIGENCE - WRONGFUL DEATH

1-18. Plaintiff repeats, realleges, and incorporates paragraphs one (1) thrdugh
eighteen (18) of Count II as paragraphs one (1) through eighteen (18) of this Count I
with the same force and effect as though fully set forth herein,

19.  That defendant GMC owed decedent ROBERTS, as a purchaser, owner,
and user of said 1997 GMC Jimmy, a duty to design, manufacture, distribute, market,
and sell a safe, crashworthy vehicle which had an impact resistant fuel system and fuel
tank.

20.  That defendant GMC breached its aforementioned duty and was guilty of
one or more of the following careless and negligent acts or omissions, which made said
1997 GMC Jimmy unreasonably dangerous:

a. carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to direct and require

finishing manufacturers/assemblers to complete/ fit-out the SUV so as to
minimize the risk of post-impact fuel fed fires;




carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product which lacked
all necessary safety features to protect users of said product from post-
impact fuel fed fires; ~

carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product that was
unreasonably dangerous to the user;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product without
appropriate safety devices;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to incorporate safeguards
that would have prevented the risk of post-collision fire;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly violated applicable federal, state,
local and/ or industry standards;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to properly test the
component parts of the SUV after its manufacture and prior to sale;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to adequately and properly
test said product after its design and/ or assembly under reasonably
foreseeable circumstances;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product which was not
reasonably fit, suitable or safe for its intended and represented purpose;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to design and/or utilize
proper designs or procedures for the manufacture, assembly, sale and/ or
distribution of the SUV so as to minimize the risk of post-collision fire;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed the SUV without
incorporating therein the state of the art of the industry and the state of
the art in the science and engineering of fuel systems;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product in a defective
condition; '




m.  carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to recall and/or retrofit the -
SUV with an adequately designed fuel system;

n.  carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product which could
be designed more safely;

0. carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, manufactured,
assembled, sold, and/or distributed a SUV that was not crashworthy;

p-  carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to direct and require
finishing manufacturers/assemblers to adhere to applicable safety
regulations and standards;

Q- carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a SUV with a defective
fuel system; '

21.  Thatas a direct and proximate result of one or more of the
aforementioned careless and negligent acts or omissions by defendant GMC, plaintiff
decedent, ROBERTS suffered severe burns, anxiety, fear, injuries, and conscious pain
and suffering, both physical and emotional and other intangible losses such as the loss
of life and of life’s pleasures.

22.  That as a further direct and proximate result of one or more of the
foregoing careless aﬁd negligent acts or omissions by defendant GMC, plaintiff
decedent, ROBERTS' vehicle was a total loss.

23, That plaintiff decedent left surviving as his heirs his wife MAZIE
ROBERTS, and his children: JOHN ROBERTS, JR.,, MILTON ROBERTS, MELVIN
ROBERTS, MARILYN ROBERTS, MALCOM ROBERTS, and MICHAEL ROBERTS, all

of whom have suffered severe pecuniary loss, and loss of society and companionship as




a direct result of the wrongful death of JOHN ROBERTS, SR.

WHEREFORE, the élaintiff MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as Special
Administrator of the Estate of JOHN ROBERTS, SR., deceased requests judgement
against defendant GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION in a sum in excess of FIFTY
THOUSAND DOLLARS ($50,000.00), plus the cost of this action.

COUNT IV - GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION
WILLFUL & WANTON - WRONGFUL DEATH

1-23. Plaintiff repeats, realleges, and incorporates paragraphs one (1) through
twenty-three (23) of Count III as paragraphs one (1) through twenty-three (23) of this
Count IV with the same force and effect as though fully set forth herein.

24, That on December 14, 2004, the defendant GMC was guilty of one or more
of the following willful and wanton acts or omissions:

a.  With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to direct and
require finishing manufacturers/assemblers to complete/fit-out the SUV
S0 as to minimize the risk of post-impact fuel fed fires;

b. With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed a product which lacked all necessary safety features to protect
users of said product from post-impact fuel fed fires;

¢ With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed a product that was unreasonably dangerous to the user;

d.  With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed a product without appropriate safety devices; :

e. With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
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plaintiffs failed to incorporate safeguards that would have prevented the
risk of post-collision fire; '

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs violated applicable federal, state, local and/or industry
standards;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs failed to properly test the component parts of the SUV after its
manufacture and prior to sale;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs fajled to adequately and properly test said product after its
design and/ or assembly under reasonably foreseeable circumstances;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed a product which was not reasonably fit, suitable or safe for its
- intended and represented purpose;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
 Plaintiffs failed to design and/ or utilize proper designs or procedures for
the manufacture, assembly, sale and/ or distribution of the SUV so as to
minimize the risk of post-collision fire; ‘

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed the SUV without incorporating therein the state of the art of
the industry and the state of the art in the science and engineering of fue]
systems;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed a product in a defective condition;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs failed to recall and/or retrofit the SUV with an adequately
designed fuel system; "

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of

plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed a product which could be designed more safely;
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0. With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, manufactured, assembled, sold, and [ or distributed a
SUV that was not crashworthy; '

p: With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs failed to direct and require finishing manufacturers / assemblers
to adhere to applicable safety regulations and standards;

q.  With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed a SUV with a defective fuel system;

25.  That as a direct and proximate result of one or more of the foregoing
willful and wanton acts or omissions, Plaintiff decedent, ROBERTS suffered severe
burns, anxiety, fear, injuries, and conscious pain and suffering, both physical and
emotional and other intangible losses such as the loss of life and of life’s pleasures.

26.  Thatas a further direct and proximate result of one or more of the
foregoing willful and wanton acts or omissions, plaintiff decedent, ROBERTS' vehicle
was a total loss. ,

27.  That plaintiff decedent left surviving as his heirs his wife MAZIE
ROBERTS, and his children: JOHN ROBERTS, JR.,, MILTON ROBERTS, MELVIN
ROBERTS, MARILYN ROBERTS, MALCOM ROBERTS, and MICHAEL ROBERTS, all
of whom have suffered severe pecuniary loss, and loss of society and companionship as
a direct result of the wrongful death of JOHN ROBERTS, SR.

WHEREFORE, the plaintiff MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as Special
Administrator of the Estate of JOHN ROBERTS, SR., deceased requests judgement

against defendant GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION in a sum in excess of FIFTY

1




THOUSAND DOLLARS ($50,000.00), plus the cost of this action.

COUNT V - GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION
SURVIVAL ACT '

1-27. Plaintiff repeats, realleges, and incorporates paragraphs one (1) through
tWenty-seven (27) of Count IV as paragraphs one (1) through twenty-seven (27) of this
Count V with the same force and effect as though fully set forth herein.

28.  That JOHN ROBERTS SR. survived for a period of time between the
impact, burning, and his death,

29.  That during the aforesaid time, JOHN ROBERTS SR., suffered severe
burns, anxiety, fear, injuries, and conscious pain and suffering, both physical and
emotional and other intangible losses such as the loss of life and of life’s pleasures and
the loss of future earning capacity as a direct and proximate result of the wrongful acts
and/ or omissions of the defendant GMC.

WHEREFORE, the plaintiff MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as Special
Administrator of the Estate of JOHN ROBERTS, SR., deceased requests judgement
against defendant GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION in a sum in excess of FIFTY
THOUSAND DOLLARS ($50,000.00), plus the cost of this action,

COUNT VI - GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION
STRICT LIABILITY - FRONT SEAT BELT LATCH
WRONGFUL DEATH

1-29. Plaintiff repeats, realleges, and incorporates paragraphs one (1) through
twenty-nine (29) of Count V as paragraphs one (1) through twenty-nine (29) of this
Count VI with the same force and effect as though fully set forth herein.
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30.  That for along period of ime ROBERTS' struggled to free himself but
during this period the 1997 GMC Jimmy had rolled over and came to rest on its roof
and therefore, ROBERTS was upside down. i’lainﬁff ROBERTS was unable to unlatch
the seat belt and free hmnself The 1997 GMC Jimmy rapidly became fully engulfed in
smoke and flames, ROBERTS could not unlatch the seatbelt and when he finally did it
was too late, ROBERTS was badly burned over his entire body and he eventually died.

31.  That defendant GMC was guilty of one or more of the following careless
and negligent acts or omissions, which made said 1997 GMC Jimmy unreasonably

dangerous:

a. carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a vehicle with a
defective front seat belt latch which lacked all necessary safety features to
protect users of 1997 GMC Jimmy from being able to unlatch the seat belt
during a roll-over accident;

b. carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
marwufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product without
appropriate safety devices;

c. carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to incorporate safeguards
that would have prevented the plaintiff from being unable to unlatch the
front seat belt of the 1997 GMC Jimmy while in the inverted position;

d.  carelessly, negligently, and improperly violated applicable federal, state,
local and/or industry standards;

e. carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to properly test the
component parts of the front seat belt latch’s potential to trap the plaintiff
or persons such as plaintiff in the vehicle once the vehicle has rolled over
after its manufacture and prior to sale;

£ carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to adequately and properly
test said front seat belt latch after its design and/or assembly under
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32,

reasonably foreseeable circumstances;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/ or distributed front seat belt latch
which was not reasonably fit, suitable or safe for its intended and
represented purpose; '

carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to design and/or utilize
Proper designs or procedures for the manufacture, assembly, sale and/or
distribution of the SUV's front seat belt latch so as to minimize the risk of
users/ plaintiff being trapped in the automobile in the inverted position;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed the SUV front seat belt
latch without incorporating therein the state of the art of the industry and
the state of the art in the science and engineering regarding seat belt
latches that would not fail in the event of a roll-over accident;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product in a defective
condition;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to recall and / or retrofit the
SUV with an adequately designed front seat belt latch;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product which could
be designed more safely;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to direct and require
finishing manufacturers/assemblers to adhere to applicable safety
regulations and standards; '
carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a SUV with a defective
front seat belt latch;

That as a direct and proximate result of one or more of the foregoing

defective conditions of the 1997 GMC Jimmy, plaintiff decedent, ROBERTS suffered

severe burns, anxiety, fear, injuries, and conscious pain and suffering, both physical and
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emotional and other intangible losses such as the loss of life and of life’s pleasures.
33.  That as a further direct and proximate result of one or more of the

foregoing defective conditions of the 1997 GMC Jimmy, plaintiff decedent, ROBERTS’

vehicle was a total loss.

34.  That plaintiff decedent left surviving as his heirs his wife MAZIE
ROBERTS, and his children: JOHN ROBERTS, JR., MILTON ROBERTS, MELVIN
ROBERTS, MARILYN ROBERTS, MALCOM ROBERTS, and MICHAEL ROBERTS, all
of whom have suffered severe pecuniary loss, and loss of society and companionship as
a direct result of the wrongful deéth of JOHN ROBERTS, SR.

WHEREFORE, fhe plaintiff MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as Special
Administrator of the Estate of JOHN ROBERTS, SR., deceased requests judgement
against defendant GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION in a sum in excess of FIFTY
THOUSAND DOLLARS ($50,000.00), plus the cost of this action.

COUNT VII - GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX
STRICT LIABILITY - WRONGFUL DEATH

1-34. Plaintiff repeats, realleges, and incorporates paragraphs one (1) through
thirty-four (34) of Count V1 as paragraphs one (1) through thirty-four (34) of this Count
VII with the same force and effect as though fully set forth herein.

35.  That on information and belief, at all b'm_es relevant, defendant
GROSSINGER placed in to the stream of commerce for distribution and sales to the
public in the county of Cook, state of Illinois, the 1997 GMC Jimmy VIN#
1GKDT13W6V2504292, which was thereafter purchased by decedent ROBERTS from
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GROSSINGER of Lincolnwood at its facility in Lincolnwood, county of Cook, state of
Illinois and which vehicle he was occupying and driving near the intersection of Sibley
Boulevard and Greenwood Avenue, in the city of Dolton, county of Cook, state of
Hlinois on December 14, 2004.

36.  That on information and belief, at all times relevant, defendant
GROSSINGER, in the course of business marketed, offered for sale, sold to decedent
ROBERTS and thereby placed in the stream of commerce at Lincolnwood, county of
Cook, state of Illinois a certain consumer product, to wit: the 1997 GMC Jimmy
automobile, which vehicle ROBERTS was occupying and driving near the intérséction
of Sibley Boulevard and Greenwood Avenue, in the city of Dolton, county of Cook,
state of Illinois immediately prior to his death.

37.  That defendant GROSSINGER was guﬂty of one or more of the following
careless and negligent acts or omissions, which made said 1997 GMC Jimmy

unreasonably dangerous:

a. carelessly and negligently failed to properly inspect the 1997 GMC Jimmy
prior to transferring possession thereof to decedent ROBERTS;

b. carelessly and negligently failed to market, provide, and/or sell a safe and
crashworthy vehicle which had an impact resistant fuel system and fuel
tank to decedent ROBERTS;

c. carelessly and negligently failed to incorporate in, use, install, utilize,
and/or provide sufficiently and adequately safe, suitable and sturdy
parts, components and/ or materials and procedures and/ or techniques
with respect to said fuel system and fuel tank in the vehicle purchased by
decedent ROBERTS;

d.  carelessly and negligently failed to provide consumers, including
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38.

39.

40.

decedent, with timely, adequate and sufficient warnings alerting them as
to the inadequate construction of the vehicle’s fuel tank and lack of a
safety, crashworthiness and/ or impact resistance to such rear impact as
decedent encountered in the incident;

carelessly and negligently failed to conduct timely, adequate and/or
sufficient tests related to the construction of the vehicle’s fuel tank safety,
crashworthiness and/ or impact resistance to rear impacts such as the one
the decedent encountered in the incident;

carelessly and negligently failed to provide consumers, including
decedent with timely, adequate and sufficient warnings alerting them as
to the fuel tanks inadequate construction and the potential for the fuel
tank rupturing;

carelessly and negligently failed to provide consumers, including
decedent, a safe, crashworthy and impact resistance fuel tank and fuel
system. -

That as a direct and proximate result of one or more of the foregoing

defective conditions of the 1997 GMC Jimmy, plaintiff decedent, ROBERTS suffered
- severe burns, anxiety, fear, injuries, and conscious pain and suffering, both physical

and emotional and other intangible losses such as the loss of life and of life’s pleasures.

That as a further direct and proximate result of one or more of the

foregoing defective conditions of the 1997 GMC Jimmy, plaintiff decedent, ROBERTS' -

vehicle was a total loss.

That plaintiff decedent left surviving as his heirs his wife MAZIE

ROBERTS, and his children: JOHN ROBERTS, JR., MILTON ROBERTS, MELVIN
ROBERTS, MARILYN ROBERTS, MALCOM ROBERTS, and MICHAEL ROBERTS, all
of whom have suffered severe pecuniary loss, and loss of society and companionship as

a direct result of the wrongful death of JOHN ROBERTS, SR.
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WHEREFORE, the plaintiff MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as Special
Administrator of the Estate of JOHN ROBERTS, SR., deceased requests judgement
against defendant GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX in a sum in excess of FIFTY THOUSAND
DOLLARS ($50,000.00), plus the cost of this action.

COUNT VIII - GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX
NEGLIGENCE - WRONGFUL DEATH

1-40. Plaintiff repeats, realleges, and incorporates paragraphs one (1) through
forty (40) of Count VII as paragraphs one (1) through forty (40) of this Count VIII with
the same force and effect as though fully set forth herein.

41, That defendant GROSSINGER owed decedent ROBERTS, as a purchaser,
ownet, and user of said 1997 GMC firmny, a duty to distribufe, market, and sell a safe,
crashworthy vehicle which had an impact resistant fuel system and fuel tank.

42.  That defendant GROSSINGER breached its aforementioned duty and was
guilty of one or n:;ore of the following careless and negligent acts or omissions, which

made said 1997 GMC Jimmy unreasonably dangerous:

a.  carelessly and negligently failed to properly inspect the 1997 GMC Jimmy
prior to transferring possession thereof to decedent ROBERTS;

b. carelessly and negligently failed to market, provide, and/or sell a safe and
crashworthy vehicle which had an impact resistant fuel system and fuel
tank to decedent ROBERTS;

c. carelessly and negligently failed to incorporate in, use, install, utilize,
and/or provide sufficiently and adequately safe, suitable and sturdy
parts, components and/ or materials and procedures and/ or techniques
with respect to said fuel system and fuel tank in the vehicle purchased by
decedent ROBERTS;
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d. carelessly and negligently failed to provide consumers, including
decedent, with timely, adequate and sufficient warnings alerting them as
to the inadequate construction of the vehicle’s fuel tank and lack of a
safety, crashworthiness and/or impact resistance to such rear impact as
decedent encountered in the incident;

e. carelessly and negligently failed to conduct timely, adequate and/or
sufficient tests related to the construction of the vehicle’s fuel tank safety,
crashworthiness and/ or impact resistance to rear impacts such as the one
the decedent encountered in the incident;

f. carelessly and negligently failed to provide consumers, including
decedent with timely, adequate and sufficient warnings alerting them as
to the fuel tanks inadequate construction and the potential for the fuel
tank rupturing;

8. carelessly and negligently failed to provide consumers, including

decedent, a safe, crashworthy and imipact resistance fuel tank and fuel
system.

43.  Thatas a direct and proximate result of one or more of the
aforementioned careless and negligent acts or omissions by defendant GROSSINGER,
plaintiff decedent, ROBERTS suffered severe burns, anxiety, fear, injuries, and

conscious pain and suffering, both physical and emotjonal and other intangible losses

such as the loss of life and of life’s pleasures.
4. That as a further direct and proximate result of one or more of the

foregoing careless and negligent acts or omissions by defendant GROSSINGER, plaintiff

decedent, ROBERTS' vehicle was a total loss.
45.  That plaintiff decedent left surviving as his heirs his wife MAZIE
ROBERTS, and his children: JOHN ROBERTS, JR., MILTON ROBERTS, MELVIN

ROBERTS, MARILYN RGBERTS, MALCOM ROBERTS, and MICHAEL ROBERTS, all
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of whom have suffered severe pecuniary loss, and loss of society and companionship as
a direct result of the wrongful death of JOHN ROBERTS, SR,

WHEREFORE, the plaintiff MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as Special
Administrator of the Estate of JOHN ROBERTS, SR., deceased requests judgement.
against defendant GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX in a sum in excess of FIFTY THOUSAND
DOLLARS ($50,000.00), plu;‘; the cost of this action,

COUNT IX - GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX
WILLFUL & WANTON - WRONGFUL DEATH

1-45. Plaintiff repeats, realleges, and incorporates paragraphs one (1) through
forty-five (45) of Count VIII as paragraphs. one (1) through forty-five (45) of this Count
IX with the same force and effect as though fully set forth herein.

46.  That on December 14, 2004, the defendant GROSSINGER was guilty of
one or more of the following willful and wanton acts or omissions:

a. With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to direct and
require finishing manufacturers/assemblers to complete/fit-out the SUV
80 as to minimize the risk of post-impact fuel fed fires;

b. With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed a product which lacked all necessary safety features to protect
users of said product from post-impact fuel fed fires;

c. With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed a product that was unreasonably dangerous to the user;

d.  With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed a product without appropriate safety devices;
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With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs failed to incorporate safeguards that would have prevented the
risk of post-collision fire;

With utter indifference and a conscious distegard for the safety of
plaintiffs violated applicable federal, state, local and/ or industry
standards;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs failed to properly test the component parts of the SUV after its
manufacture and prior to sale; :

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs failed to adequately and properly test said product after its
design and/or assembly under reasonably foreseeable circumstances;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed a product which was not reasonably fit, suitable or safe for its
intended and represented purpose;

- With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs failed to design and/or utilize proper designs or procedures for
the manufacture, assembly, sale and/or distribution of the SUV so as to
minimize the risk of post-collision fire;

With utter indifféerence and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed the SUV without incorporating therein the state of the art of
the industry and the state of the art in the science and engineering of fuel
systems; '

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed a product in a defective condition;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs failed to recall and/ or retrofit the SUV with an adequately
designed fuel system; '

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
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distributed a product which could be designed more safely;

o. With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, manufactured, assembled, sold, and/or distributed a
SUYV that was not crashworthy;

p.  With utter indifference and a conscious ciisregard for the safety of
plaintiffs failed to direct and require finishing manufacturers/assemblers
to adhere to applicable safety regulations and standards;

q-  With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed a SUV with a defective fuel system;

47.  That as a direct and proximate result of one or more of the foregoing
willful and wanton acts or omissions, plaintiff decedent, ROBERTS suffered severe
burns, anxiety, fear, injuries, and conscious pain and suffering, both physical and
emotional and other intangible losses such as the loss of life and of life’s pleasures.

48.  That as a further direct and proximate result of one or more of the
foregoing willful and wanton acts or omissions, plaintiff decedent, ROBERTS' vehicle
was a total loss,

49.  That plaintiff decedent left surviving as his heirs his wife MAZIE
ROBERTS, and his children: JOHN ROBERTS, JR., MILTON ROBERTS, MELVIN
ROBERTS, MARILYN ROBERTS, MALCOM ROBERTS, and MICHAEL ROBERTS, all
of whom have suffered severe pecuniary loss, and loss of society and companienship as
a direct result of the wrongful death of JOHN ROBERTS, SR.

WHEREFORE, the plaintiff MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as Special

Administrator of the Estate of JOHN ROBERTS, SR., deceased requests judgement
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against defendant GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX in a sum in excess of FIFTY THOUSAND
- DOLLARS ($50,000.00), plus the cost of this action.

COUNT X - GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX
SURVIVAL ACT

1-49. Plaintiff repeats, realleges, an;l incorpotates paragraphs one (1) through
forty-nine (49) of Count IX as paragraphs one (1) throtigh forty-nine (49) of this Count X
with the same force and effect as though fuily set ‘forth herein.

50.  That JOHN ROBERTS SR. survived for a period of time between the
| impact, burning, and his death.

51.  That during the aforesaid time, JOHN ROBERTS SR., suffered severe
burns, anxiety, fear, injuries, and conscious pain and suffering, both physical and
emotional and other intangible losses such as the loss of life and of life’s pleasures and
the loss of future earning capacity as a direct and proximate result of the wrongful acts
and/or omissions of the defendantj GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX.

WHEREFORE, the plaintiff MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as Special
Administrator of the Estate of JOHN ROBERTS, SR., deceased requests judgement
against defendant GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX in a sum in excess of FIFTY THOUSAND
DOLLARS ($50,000.00), plus the cost of this action.

COUNT XI - GRbSSNGER AUTOPLEX
STRICT LIABILITY - FRONT SEAT BELT LATCH
WRONGFUL DEATH

1-51.  Plaintiff repeats, realleges, and incorporates paragraphs one (1) through

fifty-one (51)' of Count X as paragraphs one (1) through fifty-one (51) of this Count XI
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with the same force and effect as though fully set forth herein.

52.  That for a long period of time ROBERTS struggled to free himself but
during this period the 1997 GMC Jimmy had rolled over and came to rest on its roof
and therefore, ROBERTS was upside down. Plaintiff ROBERTS was unable to unlatch
the seat belt and free himself. The 1997 GMC Jimmy rapidly became fully engulfed in
smoke and flames, ROBERTS could not unlatch the seatbelt and when he finally did it
was too late. ROBERTS was badly burned over his entire body and he eventually died.

53.  That defendant GMC was guilty of one or more of the following careless
and negligent acts or omissions, which made said 1997 GMC Jimmy unreasonably
dangerous:

a. carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/ or distributed a vehicle with a
defective front seat belt latch which lacked all necessary safety features to
protect users of 1997 GMC Jimmy from being able to unlatch the seat belt
during a roll-over accident; ‘

b. carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/ or distributed a product without
appropriate safety devices;

c. carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to incorporate safeguards
that would have prevented the plaintiff from being unable to unlatch the
front seat belt of the 1997 GMC Jimmy while in the inverted position;

d. carelessly, negligently, and improperly violated applicable federal, state,
local and/or industry standards; /

e carelessly, negligently, and impropexly failed to properly test the
component parts of the front seat belt latch’s potential to trap the plaintiff
or persons such as plaintiff in the vehicle once the vehicle has rolled over
after its manufacture and prior to sale;
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f. carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to adequately and propetly
test said front seat belt latch after its design and/or assembly under
reasonably foreseeable circumstances;

g carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/ or distributed front seat belt latch
which was not reasonably fit, suitable or safe for its intended and
represented purpose;

h.  carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to design and/ or utilize
proper designs or procedures for the manufacture, assembly, sale and/or
distribution of the SUV's front seat belt latch so as to minimize the risk of
users/ plaintif being trapped in the automobile in the inverted position;

i carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed the SUV front seat belt.
latch without incorporating therein the state of the art of the industry and
the state of the art in the science and engineering regarding seat belt
latches that would not fail in the event of a roll-over accident;

it carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product in a defective
condition;

k, carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to recall and/or retrofit the
SUV with an adequately designed front seat belt latch; :

L carelessly, negligently, and impropexly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/ or distributed a product which could
be designed more safely;

m.  carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to direct and require
finishing manufacturers/assemblers to adhere to applicable safety
regulations and standards;

n. carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a SUV with a defective
front seat belt latch; '

54.  That as a direct and proximate result of one or more of the foregoing

defective conditions of the 1997 GMC Jimmy, plaintiff decedent, ROBERTS suffered
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severe burns, anxiety, fear, injuries, and conscious pain and suffering, both physical and
emotional and other intangible losses such as the loss of life and of life’s pleasures,

55.  Thatas a further direct and proximate result of one or more of the
foregoing defective conditions of the 1997 GMC Jimmy, plaintiff decedent, ROBERTS’
vehicle was a total loss,

56.  That plaintiff decedent left surviving as his heirs his wife MAZIE
ROBERTS, and his children: JOHN ROBERTS, JR., MILTON ROBERTS, MELVIN
ROBERTS, MARILYN ROBERTS, MALCOM ROBERTS, and MICHAEL ROBERTS, all
of whom have suffered severe pecuniary loss, and loss of society and companionship as
a direct result of the wrongful death of JOHN ROBERTS, SR.

WHEREFORE, the plaintiff MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as Special
Administrator of the Estate of JOHN ROBERTS, SR., deceased requests judgement
against defendant GENERATL MOTORS CORPORATION in a sum in excess of FIFTY
THOUSAND DOLLARS ($50,000.00), plus the cost of this action.

COUNT XII - LEONARD W. JOHNSON IV
NEGLIGENCE - WRONGFUL DEATH

1-14. Plaintiff repeats, realleges, and incorporates paragraphs one (1) through
fourteen (14) of Coﬁnt I as paragraphs one (1) through fourteen (14) of this Count XII
with the same force and effect as though fully set forth herein, |

15, That on December 14, 2004 the defendant JOINSON owned or possessed
or controlled a 1992 Ford Crown Victoria that he was driving in a easternly direction
along Sibley Boulevard near Greenwood Avenue in the city of Dolton, county of Cook,
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state of Illinois,

16.  That at aforesaid time and place the plaintiff decedent ROBERTS was the -
driver of the 1997 GMC Jimmy, VIN# 1GKDT13W6V2504292 and was waiting at a red
light in the left-turn lane headed eastbound on Sibley Boulevard at the intersection of
Sibley Boulevard and Greenwood Avenut_e, in the city of Dolton, county of Cook, state
of lllinois.

17. That at aforesaid time, place and intersection, defendant JOHNSON
operated the aforementioned motor vehicle in a negligent and careless manner, and
caused said motor vehicle to crash into the 1"ear-end of decedent ROBERTS's motor
vehicle.

18 Thatas aresult of the impact, ROBERTS' 1997 GMC Jimmy burst into
flames, rolled over and came into contact with another vehicle, a 2001 Buick Centry.
The Buick Centry then also caught fire,

19.  That mritnessés attempted to remove ROBERTS from his burning vehicle.

20.  That according to witnesses, ROBERTS' struggled to free Iﬂﬁtself while in
the 1997 GMC Jimmy. However, the Jimmy rapidly because fully engulfed in flames
which eventually caused ROBERTS' death.

21.  That the defendant JOHNSON owed a duty to use ordinary care and
caution for the safety of the plaintiff decedent ROBERTS and the motor vehicle in which

the decedent was traveling.

22.  Thatat the aforesaid time and place the plaintiff decedent ROBERTS was

27




exercising reasonable care for his own safety and the safety of others.

23.  Thatat said time, place, and intersection, defendant JOHNSON breached
his aforementioned duty and was guilty of one or more of the following careless and
negligent acts or omissions:

a., Carelessly and negligently operated said motor vehicle at an excessive
rate of speed; '

b. carelessly and negligently operated said motor vehicle without keeping a
proper and sufficient lookout for other motor vehicles in and about the
area and more particularly, for decedent’s vehicle;

c. carelessly and negligently failed to decrease the speed of said motor
vehicle 8o as to avoid colliding into the rear end of the decedent’s motor
vehicle, contrary to and in violation of the provisions of Chapter 95 ¥,
Section 11-60 (a) of the Revised Statutes of the State of Illinois;

d. carelessly and negligently failed to keep said motor vehicle under proper
control and failed to stop, slow down or otherwise alter the speed,

movement or direction of said vehicle when danger of collision with the
decedent’s motor vehicle was imminent;

e. carelessly and negligently failed to sound horn prior to impact;
£ In violation of Illinois Revised Statute Chapter 96 %2 Section
11-0003.1 failed to exercise due care to avoid colliding with the rear
end of the decedent’s motor vehicle;
g carelessly and negligently failed to make timeiy application of the brakes;
h.  Was otherwise careless and negligent.
24, That as a direct arid proximate result of one or more of the foregoing
careless and negligent acts or omissions by the defendant JOHNSON plaintiff decedent,
ROBERTS suffered severe burns, anxiety, fear, injuries, and conscious pain and

suffering, both physical and emotional and other intangible losses such as the loss of life
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and of life’s pleasures.

25.  Thatas a further direct and proximate result of one or more of defendant’s
aforementioned careless and negligent acté or omissions, the decedent’s vehicle was a
total loss.

26.  That plaintiff decedent left surviving as his heirs his wife MAZIE
ROBERTS, and his children: JOHN ROBERTS, JR., MILTON ROBERTS, MELVIN
ROBERTS, MARILYN ROBERTS,.MALCOM ROBERTS, and MICHAEL ROBERTS, all
of whom have suffered severe Ppecuniary loss, and loss of society and companionship as
a direct result of the wrongful death of JOHN ROBERTS, SR.

WHEREFORE, the plaintiff MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as Special
Administrator of the Estate of JOHN ROBERTS, SR., de;:eased requests judgement
against defendant LEONARD W. JOHNSON IV in a sum in excess of FIFTY
THOUSAND DOLLARS ($50,000.00), plus the cost of this action.

COUNT XIII - LEONARD W. JOHNSON IV
SURVIVAL ACT

1-26. Plaintiff repeats, realleges, and incorporates paragraphs one (1) through
twenty-six (26) of Count XII as paragraphs one (1) through twenty-six (26) of this Count
XTI with the same force and effect as though fully set forth herein.

27.  That JOHN ROBERTS SR. survived for a period of time between the
impact, burning, and his death.

28. That during the aforesaid time, JOHN ROBERTS SR,, suffered severe
burns, anxiety, fear, injuries, and conscious pain and suffering, both physical and
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emotional and other intangible losses such as the loss of life and of life’s pleasures and
the loss of future earning capacity as a direct and proximate result of the wrongful acts
and/or omissions of the defendant LEONARD W. JOHNSON IV.

WHEREFORE, the plaintiff MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as Special
Administrator of the Estate of JOHIN ROBERTS, SR., deceased requests judgement
against defendant LEONARD W. JOHNSON IV in a sum in excess of FIFTY

THOUSAND DOLLARS ($50,000.00), plus the cost of this action.

ﬂ%?%i

Tamothy y{éﬁ” )

Timothy R. Tyler

TIMOTHY R. TYLER & ASSOCIATES P.C.
120 West Madison Street

Suite 505

Chicago, Illinois 60602

(312) 920-1745

30




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Julie C. Keller, aver that on March 3, 2005 copies of the above document and General
Motor's Answer and Affirmative Defenses to Plaintiffs Amended Complaint, were served

via U.S. First Class Mail delivery from 10 S. Wacker, Suite 2300, Chicago, IL 60606 upon the

Julie C. Keller%/

attorney listed above before 5:00 p.m.

CHICAGO\2089593.3
IDUCKE



Atty, Firm 1.D. No. 40874

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION

MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as Special

Administrator of the Estate of JOHN

ROBERTS SR., deceased,

Case No. 04 L 013996
Plaintff,
Calendar F e

)
)
)
)
)
)
vs. )
)
LEONARD W. JOHNSON, IV, GENERAL )
MOTORS CORPORATION and )
GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX, )

)

Defendants. ., ‘

GM'S ANSWER AND AFFIRMATIVE
DEFENSES TO PLAINTIFF'S AMENDED COMPLAINT

General Motors Corporation (“GM”), by and through its attorneys, Dykema Gossett
Rooks Pitts PLLC, answers Plaintiff’s amended complaint as follows:

COUNT I
GENERAL ALLEGATIONS - ALL DEFENDANTS

1. That Mazie Roberts is the wife of John Roberts Sr., and has been appointed
Special Administrator of the Estate of John Roberts Sr. A copy of the Order appointing Mazie
Roberts is attached hereto.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 1 and thus denies them.

2. That on December 14, 2004, plaintiff Mazie Roberts was and is a resident of the
city of Dolton, county of Cook, state of Illinois.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 2 and thus denies them.

3. That on December 14, 2004, plaintiff decedent John Roberts Sr., (hereinafter
referred to as “Roberts™) was a resident of the city of Dolton, county of Cook, state of Illinois.



ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 3 and thus denies them.

4. That on December 14, 2004, and at all times pertinent hereto, defendant, General
Motors Corporation (hereinafter referred to as “GMC™), was a Delaware corporation doing
business in the state of Illinois, more particularly, Cook County.

ANSWER: GM admits that it is a Delaware corporation, and it conducts business in
[1linois.

5. That at all relevant times, defendant GMC was acting by and through their
employees, servants and agents, acting within the course and scope of their employment, service
and agency.

ANSWER: GM does not understand the allegations contained in Paragraph 5 and thus
cannot admit or deny them and thus denies them.

6. That on December 14, 2004, and at all times pertinent hereto, defendant,
Grossinger Autoplex (hereinafter referred to as “Grossinger”), on information and belief was an
Illinois corporation doing business in the state of Illinois.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 6 and thus denies them.

7. That at all relevant times, defendant Grossinger, was acting by and through their
employees, servants and agents, acting within the course and scope of their employment, service
and agency.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or

deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 7 and thus denies them.

8. That on December 14, 2004, upon information and belief, defendant Leonard W.
Johnson, IV (hercinafter referred to as “Johnson™) was a resident of the city of Harvey, county of
Cook, state of Illinois.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or

deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 8 and thus denies them.

9. That at all times relevant hereto, defendant GMC was engaged in the business of
designing, manufacturing, marketing, distributing, and selling automobiles.



ANSWER: GM admits only that it does design, manufacture, market, distribute, and
sell certain automobiles.

10. That prior to December 14, 2004, defendant GMC designed, manufactured,
assembled, sold, supplied and/or distributed a 1997 GMC Jimmy, vehicle identification number
1GKDTI13W6V2504292, that was placed into the stream of commerce.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 10 and thus denies them.

11. That prior to December 14, 2004, on information and belief, plaintiff decedent
Roberts purchased from Grossinger, the 1997 GMC Jimmy, VIN# 1GKDT13W6V2504292.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 11 and thus denies them.

12. That on December 14, 2004, the plaintiff decedent Roberts was the driver of the
1997 GMC Jimmy, VIN# 1GKDT13W6V2504292 when it was rear ended by an automobile
driven by defendant Johnson.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 12 and thus denies them.

13.  That after the impact, Roberts’ 1997 GMC Jimmy burst into flames, rolled over
and came into contact with another vehicle, a 2001 Buick Centry. The Buick Centry then also
caught fire.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 13 and thus denies them.

14.  That Roberts struggled to free himself while in the 1997 GMC Jimmy. However,
the 1997 GMC Jimmy rapidly became fully engulfed in smoke and flames, which caused
Roberts’ death by asphyxiation.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or

deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 14 and thus denies them.



COUNT I1I- GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION
STRICT LIABILITY - WRONGFUL DEATH

1-14. Plaintiff repeats, realleges, and incorporates paragraphs one (1) through fourteen
(14) of Count I as paragraphs one (1) through fourteen (14) of this Count II with the same force
and effect as though fully set forth herein.

ANSWER: GM restates and incorporates its answers to Paragraphs 1 through 14 of
Count I as its answers to Paragraphs 1 through 14 of Count IL

15.  That defendant GMC was guilty of one or more of the following careless and
negligent acts or omissions, which made said 1997 GMC Jimmy unreasonably dangerous:

a. carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to direct and require
finishing manufacturers/assemblers to complete/fit-out the SUV so as to
minimize the risk of post-impact fuel fed fires;

b. carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product which lacked all
necessary safety features to protect users of said product from post-impact
fuel fed fires;

c. carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product that was
unreasonably dangerous to the user;

d. carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product without
appropriate safety devices;

€. carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to incorporate safeguards
that would have prevented the risk of post-collision fire;

f. carclessly, negligently, and improperly violated applicable federal, state,
local and/or industry standards;

g. carelessly, negligently; and improperly failed to properly test the
component parts of the SUV after its manufacture and prior to sale;

h. carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to adequately and properly
test said product after its design and/or assembly under reasonably
foreseeable circumstances;

1. carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product which was not
reasonably fit, suitable or safe for its intended and represented purpose;



). carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to design and/or utilize
proper designs or procedures for the manufacture, assembly, sale and/or
distribution of the SUV so as to minimize the risk of post-collision fire;

k. carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed the SUV without
incorporating therein the state of the art of the industry and the state of the
art in the science and engineering of fuel systems;

L. carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product in a defective
condition;

m. carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to recall and/or retrofit the

SUV with an adequately designed fuel system;

n. carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product which could be
designed more safely;

0. carclessly, negligently, and improperly designed, manufactured,
assembled, sold, and/or distributed a SUV that was not crashworthy;

p. carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to direct and require
finishing manufacturers/assemblers to adhere to applicable safety
regulations and standards;

q. carclessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a SUV with a defective
fuel system;

ANSWER: GM denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 15 and each of its
subparts because they are not true.

16.  That as a direct and proximate result of one or more of the foregoing defective
conditions of the 1997 GMC Jimmy, plaintiff decedent Roberts, suffered severe burns, anxiety,
fear, injuries, and conscious pain and suffering, both physical and emotional and other intangible
losses such as the loss of life and of life’s pleasures.

ANSWER: GM denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 16 because they are not

true.

17. That as a further direct and proximate result of one or more of the foregoing
defective conditions of the 1997 GMC Jimmy, plaintiff decedent Roberts’ vehicle was a total
loss.



ANSWER: GM denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 17 because they are not
true.

18.  That plaintiff decedent left surviving as his heirs his wife Mazie Roberts, and his
children: John Roberts, Jr., Milton Roberts, Melvin Roberts, Marilyn Roberts, Malcom Roberts,
and Michael Roberts, all of whom have suffered severe pecuniary loss, and loss of society and
companionship as a direct result of the wrongful death of John Robert, Sr.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or
deny the allcgations contained in Paragraph 18 and thus denies them,

COUNT III - GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION
NEGLIGENCE - WRONGFUL DEATH

1-18. Plaintiff repeats, realleges, and incorporates paragraphs one (1) through eighteen
(18) of Count II as paragraphs one (1) through eighteen (18) of this Count III with the same force
and effect as though fully set forth herein.

ANSWER: GM restates and incorporates its answers to Paragraphs 1 through 18 of
Count II as its answers to Paragraphs 1 through 18 of Count IIL

19. That defendant GMC owed decedent Roberts, as a purchaser, owner, and user of
said 1997 GMC Jimmy, a duty to design, manufacture distribute, market, and sell a safe,
crashworthy vehicle which had an impact resistant fuel system and fuel tank.

ANSWER: GM denies the legal conclusions of Paragraph 19 to the extent that they
are inconsistent with the applicable law. GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon
which to admit or deny the remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 19 and thus denies
them.

20.  That defendant GMC breached its aforementioned duty and was guilty of one or
more of the following careless and negligent acts or omissions, which made said 1997 GMC
Jimmy unreasonably dangerous:

a. carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to direct and require
finishing manufacturers/assemblers to complete/fit-out the SUV so as to
minimize the risk of post-impact fuel fed fires;

b. carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product which lacked all
necessary safety features to protect use of said product from post-impact



1n.

fuel fed fires;

carclessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product that was
unreasonably dangerous to the user;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product without
appropriate safety devices;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to incorporate safeguards
that would have prevented the risk of post-collision fire;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly violated applicable federal, state,
local and/or industry standards;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to properly test the
component parts of the SUV after its manufacture and prior to sale;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to adequately and properly
test said product after its design and/or assembly under reasonably
foreseeable circumstances;

carclessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product which was not
reasonably fit, suitable or safe for its intended and represented purpose;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to design and/or utilize
proper designs or procedures for the manufacture, assembly, sale and/or
distribution of the SUV so as to minimize the risk of post-collision fire;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed the SUV without
incorporating therein the state of the art of the industry and the state of the
art in the science and engineering of fuel systems;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product in a defective
condition;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to recall and/or retrofit the
SUV with an adequately designed fuel system;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a product which could be
designed more safely;

carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, manufactured,



assembled, sold, and/or distributed a SUV that was not crashworthy;

p- carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to direct and require
finishing manufacturers/assemblers to adhere to applicable safety
regulations and standards;

q. carelessly, negligently, and improperly designed, assembled,
manufactured, sold, supplied and/or distributed a SUV with a defective
fuel system;

ANSWER: GM denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 20 and each of its

subparts because they are not true.

21.  That as a direct and proximate result of one or more of the aforementioned
careless and negligent acts or omissions by defendant GMC, plaintiff decedent Roberts suffered
severe burns, anxiety, fear, injuries, and conscious pain and suffering, both physical and
emotional and other intangible losses such as the loss of life and of life’s pleasures.

ANSWER: GM denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 21 because they are not

true.

22.  That as a further direct and proximate result of one or more of the foregoing
careless and negligent acts or omissions by defendant GMC, plaintiff decedent Roberts’ vehicle
was a total loss.

ANSWER: GM denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 22 because they are not
true.

23.  That plaintiff decedent left surviving as his heirs his wife Mazie Roberts, and his
children: John Roberts, Jr., Milton Roberts, Melvin Roberts, Marilyn Roberts, Malcom Roberts,
and Michael Roberts, all of whom have suffered severe pecuniary loss, and loss of society and
companionship as a direct result of the wrongful death of John Roberts, Sr.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 23 and thus denies them.

COUNT 1V - GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION
WILLFUL & WANTON - WRONGFUL DEATH

1-23.  Plaintiff repeats, realleges, and incorporates paragraphs one (1) through twenty-
three (23) of Count Il as paragraphs one (1) through twenty-three (23) of this Count IV with the
same force and effect as though fully set forth herein.



ANSWER: GM restates and incorporates its answers to Paragraphs 1 through 23 of

Count 111 as its answers to Paragraphs 1 through 23 of Count IV.

24.  That on December 14, 2004, the defendant GMC was guilty of one or more of the
following willful and wanton acts or omissions:

a.

1]

h.

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to direct and
require finishing manufacturers/assemblers to complete/fit-out the SUV so
as to minimize the risk of post-impact fuel fed fires;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed a product which lacked all necessary safety features to protect
users of said product from post-impact fuel fed fires;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed a product that was unreasonably dangerous to the user;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed a product without appropriate safety devices;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs failed to incorporate safeguards that would have prevented the
risk of post-collision fire;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs violated applicable federal, state, local and/or industry standards;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs failed to properly test the component parts of the SUV after its
manufacture and prior to sale;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs failed to adequately and properly test said product after its
design and/or assembly under reasonably foreseeable circumstances;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, rnanufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed a product which was not reasonably fit, suitable or safe for its
intended and represented purposc;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs failed to design and/or utilize proper designs or procedures for
the manufacture, assembly, sale and/or distribution of the SUV so as to



ANSWER:

minimize the risk of post-collision fire;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufacured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed the SUV without incorporating therein the state of the art of the
industry and the state of the art in the science and engineering of fuel
systems;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed a product in a defective condition;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs failed to recall and/or retrofit the SUV with an adequately
designed fuel system;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed a product which could be designed more safely;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, manufactured, assembled, sold, and/or distributed a
SUV that was not crashworthy;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs failed to direct and require finishing manufacturers/assemblers to
adhere to applicable safety regulations and standards;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled., manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed a SUV with a defective fuel system;

GM denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 24 and each of its

subparts because they are not true.

25.  That as a direct and proximate result of one or more of the foregoing willful and
wanton acts or omissions, plaintiff decedent Roberts suffered severe burns, anxiety, fear,
injuries, and conscious pain and suffering, both physical and emotional and other intangible
losses such as the loss of life and of life’s pleasures.

ANSWER:

true.

GM denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 25 because they are not

26.  That as a further direct and proximate result of one or more of the foregoing
willful and wanton acts or omissions, plaintiff decedent Roberts’ vehicle was a total loss.
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ANSWER: GM denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 26 because they are not
true.

27.  That plaintiff decedent left surviving as his heirs his wife Mazie Roberts, and his
children: John Roberts, Jr., Milton Roberts, Melvin Roberts, Marilyn Roberts, Malcom Roberts,
and Michael Roberts, all of whom have suffered severe pecuniary loss, and loss of society and
companionship as a direct result of the wrongful death of John Roberst, Sr.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 27 and thus denies them.

COUNT V - GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION
SURVIVAL ACT

1-27. Plaintiff repeats, realleges, and incorporates paragraphs one (1) through twenty-
seven (27) of Count IV as paragraphs one (1) through twenty-seven (27) of this Count V with the
same force and effect as though fully set forth herein

ANSWER: GM restates and incorporates its answers to Paragraphs 1 through 27 of
Count IV as its answers to Paragraphs 1 through 27 of Count V.

28.  That John Roberts Sr. survived for a period of time between the impact, burning,
and his asphyxiation.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 28 and thus denies them.

29. That during the aforesaid time, John Roberts Sr., suffered severe bums, anxiety,
fear, injuries, and conscious pain and suffering, both physical and emotional and other intangible
losses such as the loss of life and of life’s pleasures and the loss of future earning capacity as a
direct and proximate result of the wrongful acts and/or omissions of the defendant GMC.

ANSWER: GM denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 29 because they are not

frue.

COUNT VI - GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX
STRICT LIABILITY - WRONGFUL DEATH

1-29. Plaintiff repeats, realleges, and incorporates paragraphs one (1) through twenty-

nine (29) of Count V as paragraphs one (1) through twenty-nine (29) of this Count VI with the
same force and effect as though fully set forth herein.

11



ANSWER: GM restates and incorporates its answers to Paragraphs 1 through 29 of
Count V as its answers to Paragraphs 1 through 29 of Count VL

30.  That on information and belief, at all times relevant, defendant Grossinger placed
in to the stream of commerce for distribution and sales to the public in the county of Cook, state
of Illinois, the 1997 GMC Jimmy VIN# 1GKDTI3W6V2504292, which was thereafter
purchased by decedent Roberts from Grossinger of Lincolnwood at its facility in Lincolnwood,
county of Cook, state of Illinois and which vehicle he was occupying and driving near the
intersection of Sibley Boulevard and Greenwood Avenue, in the city of Dolton, county of Cook,
state of Illinois on December 14, 2004.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 30 and thus denies them.

31.  That on information and belief, at all times relevant, defendant Grossinger, in the
course of business marketed, offered for sale, sold to decedent Roberts and thereby placed in the
stream of commerce at Lincolnwood, county of Cook, state of Illinois a certain consumer
product, to wit: the 1997 GMC Jimmy automobile, which vehicle Roberts was occupying and
driving near the intersection of Sibley Boulevard and Greenwood Avenue, in the city of Dolton,
county of Cook, state of Illinois immediately prior to his death.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 31 and thus denies them.

32.  That defendant Grossinger was guilty of one or more of the following careless
and negligent acts or omissions, which made said 1997 GMC Jimmy unreasonably dangerous:

a. carelessly and negligently failed to properly inspect the 1997 GMC Jimmy
prior to transferring possession thereof to decedent Roberts;

b. carelessly and negligently failed to market, provide, and/or sell a safe and
crashworthy vehicle which had an impact resistant fuel system and fuel
tank to decedent Roberts;

c. carelessly and negligently failed to incorporate in, use, install, utilize,
and/or provide sufficiently and adequately safe, suitable and sturdy parts,
components and/or materials and procedures and/or techniques with
respect to said fuel system and fuel tank in the vehicle purchased by
decedent Roberts;

d. carelessly and negligently failed to provide consumers, including
decedent, with timely, adequate and sufficient warnings alerting them as to
the inadequate construction of the vehicle’s fuel tank and lack of a safety,
crashworthiness and/or impact resistance to such rear impact as decedent
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encountercd in the incident;

€. carelessly and negligently failed to conduct timely, adequate and/or
sufficient tests related to the construction of the vehicle’s fuel tank safety,
crashworthiness and/or impact resistance to rear impacts such as the one
the decedent encountered in the incident;

f. carelessly and negligently failed to provide consumers, including decedent
with timely, adequate and sufficient warnings alerting them as to the fuel
tanks inadequate construction and the potential for the fuel tank rupturing;

g. carelessly and negligently failed to provide consumers, including
decedent, a safe, crashworthy and impact -resistance fuel tank and fuel
system.

ANSWER: GM neither admits nor denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 32
and each of its subparts because they do not pertain to GM.

33.  That as a direct and proximate result of one or more of the foregoing defective
conditions of the 1997 GMC Jimmy, plaintiff decedent Roberts suffered severe burns, anxiety,

fear, injuries, and conscious pain and suffering, both physical and emotional and other intangible
losses such as the loss of life and of life’s pleasures.

ANSWER: GM denies that its 1997 GMC Jimmy was defectively designed or
manufactured. GM neither admits nor denies the remaining allegations contained in Paragraph
33 because they do not pertain to GM.

34.  That as a further direct and proximate result of one or more of the foregoing

defective conditions of the 1997 GMC Jimmy, plaintiff decedent Roberts’ vehicle was a total
loss.

ANSWER: GM denies that its 1997 GMC Jimmy was defectively designed or
manufactured. GM neither admits or denies the remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 34
because they do not pertain to GM.

35.  That plaintiff decedent left surviving as his heirs his wife Mazie Roberts, and his
children: John Roberts, Jr., Milton Roberts, Melvin Roberts, Marilyn Roberts, Malcom Roberts,

and Michael Roberts, all of whom have suffered severe pecuniary loss, and loss of society and
companionship as a direct result of the wrongful death of John Roberts, Sr.
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ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 35 and thus denies them.

COUNT VII - GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX
NEGLIGENCE - WRONGFUL DEATH

1-35.  Plaintiff repeats, realleges, and incorporates paragraphs one (1) through thirty-five
(35) of Count VI as paragraphs one (1) through thirty-five (35) of this Count VII with the same
force and effect as though fully set forth herein.

ANSWER: GM restates and incorporates its answers to Paragraphs 1 through 35 of
Count VI as its answers to Paragraphs 1 through 35 of Count VII.

36. That defendant Grossinger owed decedent Roberts, as a purchaser, owner, and
user of said 1997 GMC Jimmy, a duty to distribute, market, and sell a safe, crashworthy vehicle
which had an impact resistant fuel system and fuel tank.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 36 and thus denies them.

37.  That defendant Grossinger breached its aforementioned duty and was guilty of
one or more of the following careless and negligent acts or omissions, which made said 1997
GMC Jimmy unreasonably dangerous:

a. carelessly and negligently failed to properly inspect the 1997 GMC Jimmy
prior to transferring possession thereof to decedent Roberts;

b. carelessly and negligently failed to market provide, and/or sell a safe and
crashworthy vehicle which had an impact resistant fuel system and fuel
tank to decedent Roberts;

c. carelessly and negligently failed to incorporate in, use, install, utilize,
and/or provide sufficiently and adequately, safe, suitable and sturdy parts,
components and/or materials and procedures and/or techniques with
respect to said fuel system and fuel tank in the vehicle purchased by
decedent Roberts;

d. carelessly and negligently failed to provide consumers, including
decedent, with timely, adequate and sufficient warnings alerting them as to
the inadequate construction of the vehicle’s fuel tank and lack of a safety,
crashworthiness and/or impact resistance to such rear impact as decedent
encountered in the incident;

c. carclessly and negligently failed to conduct timely, adequate and/or
sufficient tests related to the construction of the vehicle’s fuel tank safety,
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crashworthiness and/or impact resistance to rear impacts such as the one
the decedent encountered in the incident;

f. carelessly and negligently failed to provide consumers, including decedent
with timely, adequate and sufficient warnings alerting them as to the fuel
tanks inadequate construction and the potential for the fuel tank rupturing;

g. carelessly and negligently failed to provide consumers, including
decedent, a safe, crashworthy and impact resistance fuel tank and fuel
system.

ANSWER: GM neither admits nor denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 37
and each of its subparts because they do not pertain to GM.

38.  That as a direct and proximate result of one or more of the aforementioned
careless and negligent acts or omissions by defendant Grossinger, plaintiff decedent Roberts

suffered severe burns, anxiety, fear, injuries, and conscious pain and suffering, both physical and
emotional and other intangible losses such as the loss of life and of life’s pleasures.

ANSWER: GM denies that its 1997 GMC Jimmy was defectively designed or
manufactured, and neither admits nor denies the remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 38
because they do not pertain to GM.

39.  That as a further direct and proximate result of one or more of the foregoing

careless and negligent acts or omissions by defendant Grossinger, plaintiff decedent Roberts’
vehicle was a total loss.

ANSWER: GM denies that its 1997 GMC Jimmy was defectively designed or
manufactured, and neither admits nor denies the remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 39
because they do not pertain to GM.

40.  That plaintiff decedent left surviving as his heirs his wife Mazie Roberts, and his
children: John Roberts, Jr., Milton Roberts, Melvin Roberts, Marilyn Roberts, Malcom Roberts,
and Michael Roberts, all of whom have suffered severe pecuniary loss, and loss of society and
companionship as a direct result of the wrongful death of John Roberts, Sr.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or

deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 40 and thus denies them.
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COUNT VII - GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX

WILLFUL & WANTON - WRONGFUL DEATH

1-40. Plaintiff repeats, realleges, and incorporates paragraphs one (1) through forty (40)
of Count VII as paragraphs one (1) through forty (40) of this Count VIII with the same force and
effect as though fully set forth herein,

ANSWER: GM restates and incorporates its answers to Paragraphs 1 through 40 of

Count VII as its answers to Paragraphs 1 through 40 of Count VIII.

41.  That on December 14, 2004, the defendant Grossinger was guilty of one or more
of the following willful and wanton acts or omissions:

a.

h.

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs carelessly, negligently, and improperly failed to direct and
require finishing manufacturers/assembler, to complete/fit-out the SUV so
as to minimize the risk of post-impact fuel fed fires;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed a product which lacked all neccessary safety features to protect
users of said product from post-impact fuel fed fires;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed a product that was unreasonably dangerous to the user;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed a product without appropriate safety devices;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs failed to incorporate safeguards that would have prevented the
risk of post-collision fire;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs violated applicable federal, state, local and/or industry standards;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs failed to properly test the component parts of the SUV after its
manufacture and prior to sale;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs failed to adequately and properly test said product after its
design and/or assembly under reasonably foreseeable circumstances;

With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
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plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed a product which was not reasonably fit, suitable or safe for its
intended and represented purpose;

j- With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs failed to design and/or utilize proper designs or procedures for
the manufacture, assembly, sale and/or distribution of the SUV so as to
minimize the risk of post-collision fire;

k. With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed the SUV without incorporating herein the state of the art of the
industry and the state of the art in the science and engineering of fuel
systems;

L. With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed a product in a defective condition;

m. With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs failed to recall and/or retrofit the SUV with an adequately
designed fuel system;

. With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed a product which could be designed more safely;

0. With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, manufactured, assembled, sold, and/or distributed a
SUV that was not crashworthy;

p. With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs failed to direct and require finishing manufacturers/assemblers to
adhere to applicable safety regulations and standards;

q. With utter indifference and a conscious disregard for the safety of
plaintiffs designed, assembled, manufactured, sold, supplied and/or
distributed a SUV with a defective fuel system.

ANSWER: GM denies that its 1997 GMC Jimmy was defectively designed or
manufactured, and neither admits nor denies the remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 41

and each of its subparts because they do not pertain to GM.

42.  That as a direct and proximate result of one or more of the foregoing willful and
wanton acts or omissions, plaintiff decedent Roberts suffered severe burns, anxiety, fear,
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injuries, and conscious pain and suffering, both physical and emotional and other intangible
losses such as the loss of life and of life’s pleasures.

ANSWER: GM denies that its 1997 GMC Jimmy was defectively designed or
manufactured, and neither admits nor denies the remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 42
because they do not pertain to GM.

43.  That as a further direct and proximate result of one or more of the foregoing
willful and wanton acts or omissions, plaintiff decedent Roberts’ vehicle was a total loss.

ANSWER: GM denies that its 1997 GMC Jimmy was defectively designed or
manufactured, and neither admits nor denies the remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 43
because they do not pertain to GM.,

44.  That plaintiff decedent left surviving as his heirs his wife Mazie Roberts, and his
children: John Roberts, Jr., Milton Roberts, Melvin Roberts, Marilyn Roberts, Malcom Roberts,
and Michael Roberts, all of whom have suffered severe pecuniary loss, and loss of society and
companionship as a direct result of the wrongful death of John Roberts, Sr.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 44 and thus denies them.

COUNT IX - GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX
SURVIVAL ACT

1-44.  Plaintiff repeats, realleges, and incorporates paragraphs one (1) through forty-four
(44) of Count VIII as paragraphs one (1) through forty-four (44) of this Count IX with the same
force and effect as though fully set forth herein.

ANSWER: GM restates and incorporates its answers to Paragraphs 1 through 44 of
Count VIII as its answers to Paragraphs 1 through 44 of Count IX.

45.  That John Roberts Sr. survived for a period of time between the impact, burning,
and his asphyxiation.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or
deny the allegations of Paragraph 45 and thus denies them.

45, That during the aforesaid time, John Roberst Sr., suffered severe bums, anxiety,
fear, injurics, and conscious pain and suffering, both physical and emotional and other intangible
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losses such as the loss of life and of life’s pleasures and the loss of future earing capacity as a
direct and proximate result of the wrongful acts and/or omissions of the defendant Grossinger
Autoplex.

ANSWER: GM neither admits nor denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 45
because they do not pertain to GM.

COUNT X - LEONARD W, JOHNSON IV
NEGLIGENCE - WRONGFUL DEATH

1-14. Plaintiff repeats, realleges, and incorporates paragraphs one (1) through fourteen
(14) of Count | as paragraphs one (1) through fourteen (14) of this Count X with the same force
and effect as though fully set forth herein.

ANSWER: GM restates and incorporates its answers to Paragraphs 1 through 14 of
Count [ as its answers to Paragraph 1 through 14 of Count X,

15. That on December 14, 2004 the defendant Johnson owned or possessed or
controlled a 1992 Ford Crown Victoria that he was driving in a easternly direction along Sibley
Boulevard near Greenwood Avenue in the city of Dolton, county of Cook, state of Illinois.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 15 and thus denies them.

16.  That at aforesaid time and place the plaintiff decedent Roberts was the driver of
the 1997 GMC Jimmy, VIN# 1GKDT13W6V2504292 and was waiting at a red light in the left-
turn lane headed eastbound on Sibley Boulevard at the intersection of Sibley Boulevard and
Greenwood Avenue, in the city of Dolton, county of Cook, state of Illinois.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 16 and thus denies them.

17. That at aforesaid time, place and intersection, defendant Johnson operated the
aforementioned motor vehicle in a negligent and careless manner, and caused said motor vehicle
to crash into the rear-end of decedent Roberts’ motor vehicle.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 17 and thus denies them.

18.  That as a result of the impact, Roberts’ 1997 GMC Jimmy burst into flames,

rolled over and came into contact with another vehicle, a 2001 Buick Centry. The Buick Centry
then also caught fire.
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ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 18 and thus denies them.

19.  That witnesses attempted to remove Roberts from his burning vehicle.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 19 and thus denies them.

20.  That according to witnesses, Roberts struggled to free himself while in the 1997
GMC Jimmy. However, the Jimmy rapidly became fully engulfed in flames which eventually
caused Roberts’ death by asphyxiation.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 20 and thus denies them.

21.  That the defendant Johnson owed a duty to use ordinary care and caution for the
safety of the plaintiff decedent Roberts and the motor vehicle in which the decedent was
traveling,

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or

deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 21 and thus denies them.

22.  That at the aforesaid time and place the plaintiff decedent Roberts was exercising
reasonable care for his own safety and the safety of others.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information and knowledge upon which to admit or
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 22 and thus denies them.
23. That at said time, place, and intersection, defendant Johnson breached his

aforementioned duty and was guilty of one or more of the following careless and negligent acts
or omissions:

a. carelessly and negligently operated said motor vehicle at an excessive rate
of speed;
b. carelessly and negligently operated said motor vehicle without keeping a

proper and sufficient lookout for other motor vehicles in and about the
area and more particularly, for decedent’s vehicle;

c. carelessly and negligently failed to decrease the speed of said motor
vehicle so as to avoid colliding into the rear end of the decedent’s motor
vehicle, contrary to and in violation of the provisions of Chapter 95 %,
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Section 11-60 (a) of the Revised Statutes of the State of Illinois;

d. carelessly and negligently failed to keep said motor vehicle under proper
control and failed to stop, slow down or otherwise alter the speed,
movement or direction of said vehicle when danger of collision with the
decedent’s motor vehicle was imminent;

€. carelessly and negligently failed to sound hom prior to impact;

f. In violation of Illinois Revised Statute Chapter 96 4 Section 11-0003.1
failed to exercise due care to avoid colliding with the rear end of the
decedent’s motor vehicle;

8. carclessly and negligently failed to make timely application of the brakes;
h. Was otherwise careless and negligent.
ANSWER: GM neither admits nor denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 23
and each of its subparts because they do not pertain to GM.

24.  That as a direct and proximate result of one or more of the foregoing careless and
negligent acts or omissions by the defendant Johnson, plaintiff decedent Roberts suffered severe
burns, anxiety, fear, injuries, and conscious pain and suffering, both physical and emotional and
other intangible losses such as the loss of life and of life’s pleasures.

ANSWER: GM neither admits nor denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 24

because they do not pertain to GM.

25, That as a further direct and proximate result of one or more of defendant’s
aforementioned careless and negligent acts or omissions the decedent’s vehicle was a total loss.

ANSWER: GM neither admits nor denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 25

because they do not pertain to GM.

26.  That plaintiff decedent left surviving as his heirs his wife Mazie Roberts, and his
children: John Roberts, Jr., Milton Roberts, Melvin Roberts, Marilyn Roberts, Malcom Roberts,
and Michael Roberts, all of whom have suffered severe pecuniary loss, and loss of society and
companionship as a direct result of the wrongful death of John Roberts, Sr.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or

deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 26 and thus denies them.
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COUNT XI- LEONARD W, JOHNSON IV
SURVIVAL ACT

1-26. Plaintiff repeats, realleges, and incorporates paragraphs one (1) through twenty-
six (26) of Count X as paragraphs one (1) through twenty-six (26) of this Count XI with the same
force and effect as though fully set forth herein.

ANSWER: GM restates and incorporates its answers to Paragraphs 1 through 26 of
Count X as its answers to Paragraphs 1 through 26 of Count XI.

27.  That John Roberts Sr. survived for a period of time between the impact, burning,
and his asphyxiation.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 27 and thus denies them,

28.  That during the aforesaid time, John Roberts Sr., suffered severe burns, anxiety,
fear, injuries, and conscious pain and suffering, both physical and emotional and other intangible
losses such as the loss of life and of life’s pleasures and the loss of future earning capacity as a

direct and proximate result of the wrongful acts and/or omissions of the defendant Leonard W.
Johnson IV.

ANSWER: GM lacks sufficient information or knowledge upon which to admit or
deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 28 and thus denies them.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

Defendant General Motors Corporation (“GM™) states its Affirmative Defenses to

Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint as follows:

General Allegations

1. GM restates and realleges its answers to Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint.

9

Section 2-1116 of the Illinois Code of Civil Procedure provides, in relevant part,
that:

In all actions on account of death, bodily injury, or physical
damage to property in which recovery is predicated upon fault, the
contributory fault chargeable to the plaintiff shall be compared
with the fault of all tortfeasors whose fault was a proximate cause
of the death, injury, loss, or damage for which recovery is sought.
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The plaintiff shall be barred from recovering damages if the trier of
fact finds that the contributory fault on the part of the plaintiff is
more than 50% of the proximate cause of the injury or damage for
which recovery is sought. The plaintiff shall not be barred from
recovering damages if the trier of fact finds that the contributory
fault on the part of the plaintiff is not more than 50% of the
proximate cause of the injury or damage for which recovery is
sought, but any economic or non-¢conomic damages allowed shall
be diminished in the proportion to the amount of fault attributable
to the plaintiff,

735 ILCS 5/2-1116.

3. During all times in which the alleged incident occurred, Plaintiff decedent John

Roberts, Sr. had a duty to exercise reasonable care to safeguard his own personal safety.

4.  The injuries in damages allegedly sustained by the Plaintiff are a proximate result

of one or more of the following negligent acts and/or omissions on the part of the Plaintiff and/or

Plaintiff decedent at the time of and immediately prior to the occurrence of which the Plaintiff

complains:

g.

carelessly and negligently failing to keep a proper lookout;

carelessly and negligently failing to obey the Illinois statutes and
regulations regarding the operation of motor vehicles on Illinois roads and
highways;

carelessly and negligently operating a motor vehicle in an improper and
unsafe manner;

carelessly and negligently using the motor vehicle in a manner other than
that which is its intended purpose;

carelessly and negligently altering or modifying the motor vehicle in a
manner other than it was at the time that it left GM’s possession;

carelessly and negligently maintaining, handling or caring for the motor
vehicle; and

other careless and negligent acts.

5. At the time of and immediately prior to the occurrence, Plaintiff decedent failed to

exercise ordinary care for his own safety and such failure was the sole proximate cause of the
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occurrence of which he now complains or alternatively, such failure of the Plaintiff decedent was
a proximate cause of any and all damages alleged to have been sustained by the Plaintiff of a
personal, permanent and pecuniary nature.

6.  During all times in which the alleged incident occurred, defendant Leonard W.
Johnson IV (“defendant Johnson”) had a duty to exercise reasonable care to safeguard his own
personal safety and those of others using the streets with him.

7.  The injuries and damages allegedly sustained by the Plaintiff are a proximate
result of one or more of the following negligent acts and/or omissions on the part of the

defendant Johnson at the time of and immediately prior to the occurrence of which the Plaintiff

complains:

a. carelessly and negligently failing to keep a proper lookout;

b. carelessly and negligently failing to obey the Illinois statutes and
regulations regarding the operation of motor vehicles on Illinois roads and
highways;

c. carclessly and negligently operating a motor vehicle in an improper and

unsafe manner; and
d. other careless and negligent acts.

8. At the time of and immediately prior to the occurrence, defendant Johnson failed
to exercise ordinary care for his own safety and the safety of others and such failure was the sole
proximate cause of the occurrence of which Plaintiff now complains or alternatively, such failure
of defendant Johnson was a proximate cause of any and all damages alleged to have been
sustained by the Plaintiff of a personal, permanent and pecuniary nature.

9. The GM products in question were altered, modified, changed and in a different
condition than at the time that they left GM’s possession.

10. The GM products in question were mishandled, abused, and/or improperly
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maintained by parties other than and unknown to GM.

11. The injuries and damages allegedly sustained by the Plaintiff are a proximate
result of one or more of the following negligent acts and/or omissions on the part of the Plaintiff
decedent or others during the course and usage of the GM products in question at the time of and
immediately prior to the occurrence of which the Plaintiff complains:

a. Failure to heed and follow instructions, directions or warnings supplied,
provided or otherwise communicated or made known or available to

Plaintiff or others during the course and usage of the product in question;

b. Use of the product in a manner contrary to that for which it was suitable,
designed or intended; and

c. Use of the product for a purpose and/or with intent contrary to that for
which it was suitable, designed and/or intended.

First Affirmative Defense

12, Plaintiff’s claims against GM are barred in whole or in part because any injuries
sustained by the Plaintiff were the proximate result of intervening/superseding conduct of a party
or parties over which GM did not have control or any right of control.

Second Affirmative Defense

13.  Plaintiff’s claims against GM are barred in whole or in part by the doctrine of
laches.
Third Affirmative Defense
14.  Plaintiff’s own negligence proximately caused the injuries that he sustained.
Thus, his contributory negligence bars Plaintiff’s claims against GM in whole or in part.

Fourth Affirmative Defense

I5.  Plaintiff’s injuries may have been caused by a substantial modification of any GM

product at issue in this case.
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Fifth Affirmative Defense

16.  Plaintiff’s injuries may have been caused by the inappropriate use or misuse of
any GM product at issue in this case.

Sixth Affirmative Defense

17.  Plaintiff’s remedies are limited by the applicable written warranties.

Seventh Affirmative Defense

18.  That at all relevant times, GM complied with all applicable state and federal laws
and regulations.

Eighth Affirmative Defense

19. That at all relevant times, GM complied with any and all relevant generally
recognized and prevailing standards.

Ninth Affirmative Defense

20.  Plaintiff’s cause of action is barred, in whole or in part, by the applicable statute
of limitations,

Tenth Affirmative Defense

21. Plaintiff's Amended Complaint, and all Counts thereof, fail to state a claim
against GM upon which relief can be granted and, therefore, should be dismissed.

Eleventh Affirmative Defense

22.  Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint is barred, in whole or in part, to the extent that it
seeks exemplary, double or punitive damages. Such damages violate GM’s rights to procedural
due process under the Fourteenth Amendment of the United States Constitution, to substantive
due process under the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments of the United States Constitution, to
protection from excessive fines as provided by the Fifth Amendment to the United States

Constitution, and the pertinent provisions of the Constitution of the State of Illinois.
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RESERVATION OF RIGHT

GM reserves its right to add additional or amend existing affirmative defenses and

counterclaims upon the completion of discovery and as justice requires.

WHEREFORE, General Motors Corporation respectfully requests that judgment be

entered in favor of General Motors and against Plaintiff, and that General Motors be awarded

costs of suit and such further relief that this Court deem appropriate.

Date: March .3 . 2005

Julie C. Keller

Dykema Gossett Rooks Pitts PLLC
10 S. Wacker Drive

Suite 2300

Chicago, Hlinois 60606

(312) 876-1700

Attorney Firm 1.D. 40874

Michael Cooney

DYKEMA GOSSETT PLLC
400 Renaissance Center
Detroit, Michigan 48243

CHICAGO\2092222.2
IDVCKE
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION

MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as Special
Administrator of the Estate of JOHN
ROBERTS SR., deceased,

P

Case No. 04 L 013996
Plaintiff,

VS,
LEONARD W. JOHNSON, IV GENERAL

MOTORS CORPORATION and

)
)
)
)
)
) Calendar F
)
)
)
GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX, )
)

Defendant.

NOTICE OF FILING

To: Timothy R. Tyler
Timothy R. Tyler & Associates, P.C.
120 West Madison Street, Suite 505
Chicago, IL 60602

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT on the 27th day of January, 2005 we filed with the
Circuit Court of Cook County, County Department, Law Division, General Motor’s Answer
and Affirmative Defenses to Plaintif’s Amended Complaint, copies of which are attached
hereto.

GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION

By: % C%/

ﬂ One of Its Aﬁomeys

Julie C. Keller

DYKEMA GOSSETT ROOKS PITTS PLLC
10 S. Wacker, Suite 2300

Chicago, IL 60606

(312) 876-1700



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION -

MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as
Special Administrator of the Estate of

JOHN ROBERTS SR., deceased,
' Case No. 04 L 013996

Plaintiff,
V8.
LEONARD W. JOHNSON, IV;

GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION

)
)
)
)
)
) Calendar F
)
)
)
and GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX, )
)

Defendants. -

GENERAL MOTORS RESPONSES TO
PLAINTIFF’S SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL INTERROGATORIES

General Motors Corporation (“GM”) responds to plaintiff’s Second Supplemental
Interrogatories as follows:

1. Has defendant obtained from any witness or from any person any oral or written
statement, account, report, memorandum or testimony concerning the incident involved in this
case of action or the 1997 GMC Jimmy at Dynamic Safety in Mundelein, IL or like produets? If

S0,

a. what is the name and last known address of each said person,

b, when, where, and by whom was each statement, account, report,
memorandum or testimony made;

c. was it written or oral, and if said statement is written, please attach a copy,
or if oral, please attach a detailed summary of said statement;

d. was it signed or witnessed. If so, by whom was it signed or witnessed.
Giver the names and addresses of all persons present;

e. give the name and address of the person having possession of such
statements, accounts, reports, or memorandum or testimony.




RESPONSE NO. 1: GM has copies of statements provided by certain witnesses to emergency

personnel and to representatives of Plaintiff's counsel. GM believes that Plaintiff has copies of
these documents. GM has not obtained statements, as GM understands that term, directly from
witnesses. GM’s attorneys have interviewed certain witnesses. Any documents or information

related to those interviews are protect attorney work product and/or privileged attorney-client

communications.

2. List and describe any and al written forms and/or written instructions promulgated
by the defendant to its officers, employees and agents for any testing of the 1997 GMC Jimmy at
Dynamic Safety in Mundelein, IL or lilke products for a period of ten (10) years before the

occurrence described in the Complaint.

RESPONSE NO. 2: GM has no responsive documents related to the subject 1997 GMC that

GM representatives inspected at Dynamic Safety on June 10, 2005. If this interrogatory is
asking about development testing performed to evaluate the fuel system on 1995-1998 model
GMT 330 4 Door Utility Trucks (S/T 10506) without RPO NE2 ( “Subject Model Trucks”), GM
refers Plaintiff to GM’s Responses to Plaintiff’s First Request to Produce, Nos. 23, 35, 38-41.
To the extent the interrogatory is directed at other information, GM objects because it is vague,
ambiguous, overly broad, unduly and burdensome and ask for irrelevant information. GM also

objects to the extent the interrogatory asks for protected attorney work product and/or privileged
attorney-client communications.

3. List and describe any and all reports of tests of the 1997 GMC Jimmy at Dynamic
Safety in Mundelein, IL and of like products for a period of ten (10) years before the occurrence

described in the Complaint.

RESPONSE NO 3: GM does not understand this interrogatory. Plaintiff’s representatives were

present when a GM representative inspected the subject vehicle at Dynamic Safety on June 10,

2005. As Plaintiff therefore knows, GM did not perform any “tests” of the vehicle at that time.



GM has not subsequently inspected the vehicle. If this interrogatory is ésking about
development testing performed to evaluate the fuel system 0;1 1995-1998 model GMT 330 4
Door Utility Trucks (S/T 10506) without RPO NE2 ( “Subject Model Trucks”), GM refers
Plaintiff to GM’s Responses to Plaintiff’s First Request to Produce, Nos. 23, 35, 38-41. To the
extent the interrogatory is directed at other information, GM objects because it is vague,
ambiguous, over]‘y broad, unduly and burdensome and ask for irrelevant information. GM also

objects to the extent the interrogatory asks for protected attorney work product and/or privileged

attorney-client communications.

4, List the names and addresses of any and all agents, employees, or independent
experts or organizations retained or hired by the defendant who conducted tests on the 1997
GMC Jimmy at Dynamic Safety in Mundelein, 1L and like products manufactured by the
defendant for a period of ten (10) years before the occurrence described in the Complaint,

RESPONSE NO. 4: GM refers Plaintiff to GM’s response to Interrogatory No. 3.

5. Has defendant (including independent testing laboratories) performed tests to

determine the capability of the 1997 GMC Jimmy at Dynamic Safety in Mundelein, IL or like
products to operate to fail to operate as alleged in the Complaint. If so, state the following:

a, who conducted the tests;
b. the nature of the tests and the test results;
c. when and where tle tests were performed.

RESPONSE NO. 5: GM refers Plaintiff to GM’s response to Interrogatory No. 3.

6. In defense of any lawsuit has defendant conducted tests to ascertain the capability
of similar 1997 GMC Jimmy’s to operate or fail to operate as alleged in the Complaint. If so,

state the following:

a. who requested the test;
b. the caption of the lawsuit;

c. who performed the test;



d. when and where the test was performed;

e. the nature of the tests and these results.

RESPONSE NO. 6: GM objects to this interrogatory because it is vague, ambiguous, overly

broad, unduly and burdensome and ask for irrelevant information. GM also objects to the extent

the interrogatory asks for protected attorney work product and/or privileged attorney-client

communications.

Date: June 5, 2006

Julie C. Keller

Dykema Gossett Rooks Pitts PLLC
10 S. Wacker Drive, Suite 2300
Chicago, Illinois 60606

(312) 876-1700

Attorney Firm L.D. 40874

Michael Cooney

DYKEMA GOSSETT PLLC
400 Renaissance Center
Detroit, Michigan 48243

DETONS0771 L.
IDAWMPC

Respectfully submitted,
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e oo

Onf of Tts Attorﬁe'ys/




Attonr 2y #28788

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DIVISION

MAZI i ROBERTS, Indjvidually and as )
Specia Administrator of the Estate of )
JOHN ROBERTS SR., deceased, )
?laintiff, )
)
V. ) No. 04 L 013946
)
LEON \RD W. JOHNSON, IV, )
GENE AL MOTORS CORPORATION )
and G OSSINGER AUTOPLEX, )
Jefendants. )
NOTICE OF ROUTINE MOTION
To:  Michael P. Cooney Julie C. Keller
Jykema Gossett PLLC Dykema Goss:tt PLLC
‘00 Renaissance Center 10 S. Wacker rrive
detroit, MI 48243 Suite 2300

Chicago, [llinois 60606

’lease take notice that on the 9" day of March, 2006, at 8:45 a.m. or as soon
thereal er as counsel may be heard, I shall appear before the Honorable Judge Elizabeth
Budzi) ski presiding in Room 2201 at the Daley Center, Chicago, Illinois and then and
there | ‘esent the attached Motion for Leave to Amend Comp(aint.

PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL & FAX

, Melissa Bocanegra, non-attorney state on oath that I served a copy of the
enclos: 1 to the above-named attorney(s) by depositing the sarne in the U.S. Mail at 120
West N\ adison Street, Suite 505, Chicago, Illinois 60602, on March 6, 2007, before 5:00
p.m., v ith proper postage paid.

‘/'_7@5'&22&7 / 1@@2@% WA

Melissa Bocanegra



Timot 1y R. Tyler

TIMC I'HY R. TYLER & ASSOCIATES, P.C.
120 W st Madison Street, Suite 505

Chica; o, llinois 60602

(312) € 20-1745



e Attorney No. 28788

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
""" COUNTY DEPARTMENT LAW DIVISION

N : ':OBERTS Individually and as
- Special Administrator of the Estate of
- ]OHN ROBERTS SR., deceased,
- Plaintiff,

f_:'LEONARD w JOHNSON, IV,

" GENERAL 'MOTORS CORPORATION
o a and GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX,

Defendants )

)

)

)

o )

- V ) No.04L 01399

T - )

)

)

)

wa Sl Hvr 8o

i IFF’S THIRD SUPPLEMENTAL REQUEST FOR PROBB?CTE@I OF E
. " DOCUMENTS AND THINGS

0
82

:7\

1L ' ':ivP'r’i‘oduce complete and legible copies of the below listed documents from the

o " defendant’s “VSIP” Permanent Collection.

- 'l)"déiiih'ent"Range Description
B .(a)_-‘_"i VSIP 0001-0049 VSIP Considerations

S by - VSip 0050 0065 : VSIP Safety Goals Process

) VSIP0209-0235 1994/95 S/T Program

. (d) - VSIP0236-0264 1993 GMT 325&1994 GMT 350 Truck Program . -~

T © - VSIP 0265-0289 . 1994GMT 325
e _.:r_.,lff"; (t) | iYSiP 0290;0353 ) - 1995 GMT 325/330
o (g) VSIP"-1266-1.304 V 1982 S Truck Presentation to SRB
) (h) VSIP 1496-1561 1992 /T, M/L, G, P

@ VSPISTLIST2 - 1993 /T Pickup & Utility




) VSIP1577-1581

- (® " VSIP 1591-1598

() VSIP2349-2380

gl
@
) |

~ VSIP 2582-2610
NISIP 26112725

VSIP 2726-2735

VSIP 27362750

VSIP 2751-2764

VSIP 2765-2870

VSIP 2871-2892
- VSIP 2893-2901
. vstp' 2902-2958
- _:'»VSIP‘ 2959-3007
s VSIP"3608-3035<
 VSIP 3036-3048

| VSIP 3054-3102
~ VSIP 3115-3140

" VSIP 3847-3883

1994 S/T Utility
1996 S/T Program
1995 S/T Pickup (GMT 325)

Vehicle Technical Specifications (VTS)and _
Cotporate Product Performance Objectives (CPPO) -~

VSIP Considerations 2/13/92

Occupant Performance Reporting Format. .
For Safety Goals and Final Safety o
Performance Report

VSIP Considerations 1/4/91

Crashworthiness Toolbox

VSIP Considerations 2/14/90

Occupant Performance Reporting Format For Safety

Goals and Final Safety Performance Report
MY 1994 VSIP Safety Goals Tracking
Safety Leadership Strategy

VSIP Considerations 6/18/93

VSIP Safety Goals Process 9/29/89

VSIP/Safety Areas

‘Safety Goals/VSIP Considerations

August, 1983 VSIP Status Report

VSIP Status Report 10/12/87

SRV - _Pf_bdu‘cé complete and legible copies of all Product Development Team meeting




£ ; - mlnutes feéétdmg the 1995 thru 2003 model years S/T vehicles regarding the complete
'ﬁ',iel'v'.sj(‘stém' program.

S - Produce copies of all Financial Reviews regarding the 1995 thru 2003 model year
o ~ 8/T vehicles.

o  4. ." ~ * Produce copies of any and all written documents generated by the defendant’s
RE Truck and Bus Chassis Group regarding the 1995 thru 2003 model year S/T vehicles, fuel | | .
o - systgnii.ahd fuel system component patts.

 RESPONSE:

~..5.© Produce copies of all written documents by whatever named called generated by
S the Safgtyahd Crashworthiness Group of GM Truck and Bus regarding the 1995 thru
e ,2003"ﬁ1§)de1 yeaf S/T vehicles, fuel system and fuel system component parts.

6 Produce copies of all documents, reports, presentations, correspondence or other
" written documents by whatever named called relating to the defendant’s Vehicle Safety

-+ Improvement Program regarding the 1995 thru 2003 S/T truck program.




- R 7 - Produce full, complete and legible copies of the S/T Truck Plan Book for the -

\I

. model years 1995 thru 2003,

8 Producea copy of the complete and final issue of the Product Description Marual - -
for-the 1995 thru 2003 model year S/T vehicles.

- RESPONSE:

o 9o Produce copies of the Product Program Book for the 1995 thru 2003 model year
i S/TVChlcles

. 10.- Produce copies of all 1995 thru 2003 model year S/T Project and/or Program Files

: _rélatiﬁg-. to the roof structure, fuel system and fuel system component parts.




T " Produce copies of the 1995 thru 2003 model year S/T vehicles Project and/or

- Program ﬁle's relating to cost reduction, mass reduction, weight reduction, material

e reductlon and P'roject 1800.

e 12; * Produce a clear and legible full size copy of the Seating Arrangement Drawing for

. the 1997-GMC Jimmy.

= v::.":i”"f RESP@NSE |

. 13. - . Produce a copy of the full size Body in White drawing for the 1997 GMC Jimmy.

14 Produce copies of all laboratory test reports, movies of tests, photographs of

P 1"_'""--_.tes'ts;'~tfe_St"dr'_'def’s, test requests, test set-up sheets, reports of studies on the conduct or

. results of the laboratory test, summaties or reviews or engineering analysis of one or a

e - series o_'f tests, test incident reports and project files generated by the defendant of any

L _.1éb§fétory4,'te'3ting, of the fuel system for the 1995 thru 2003 model year S/T vehicles.




B 15 '-Pro’_dlice copies of all durability testing, computer simulations, rollover
S 51mulat10ns, __rdl_i moment of inertia testing, tilt table testing, side pull testing, rollover
A rési-éﬁ@cé'tcétiﬁg, physical properties testing or other type testing by whatever name
: é_aliédi c_onduCted by the déefendant whgrein the test results in any way discusses the

" vehicle fuel system for S-10 pickup, Blazer, Jimmy, Sonoma or Bravada vehicles.

Producca copy of the Otganizational Chatt for G. M. Truck and Bus in effect -

i forthel995 thris 2003 model years.

o 17, Pifoduce a copy of the defendant’s Product Compliance Program Manual.

S 18 ’"Pr'odl_iéé a copy of the defendant’s Vehicle Safety Improvement Program (VSIP) -

19, Plaintiff requests that the defendant conduct a computer search of the defendant’s




L . LAWPAC System for each and every lawsuit ﬁled against General Motors wherein there
- was a claim of personal injury or death to one or more of the vehicle occupants due to a
- »‘r’_col_lisigm_involying an S-10 pickup, Blazer, Jimmy, Sonoma or Bravada vehicle involving = |
o apost coﬁisidn fuel fed fire. This request ﬁlrther asks that the search results be printed in. - -
- the'below format: | .
a. case caption;
b. court where filed;
c. case number;

d. date filed;

e. plaintiff’s attorney’s name;
f. defense attorney’s name;
g vehicle involved; and
| " h disposition of case.
SR 20 e i’lainﬁff requests that for each lawsuit found in the search requested in number

“+ 19-above, that the defendant produce copies of each lawsuit, copies of depositions and
trial testimony of every employee of the defendant and every expert employed by
S attomeys representing the defendant.




“ 21. - Produce copies of the Engineering Program Plan (EPP) for the 1995 thru 2003
S mOdelyear S/T -vehicles.

e 22" Please conduct a search of the defendant’s Test Incident Report (TIR) databases A

o for all TIR’s including crash test TIR s that involve the fuel system of S-10 pickup,

SEE Blazer, Jimmy, Sonoma or Bravada vehicles. Produce a printout of the search results in

e Qfdér'_fdf 'pi_aintiff to select the reports to be produced.

' RESPONSE:

L 23.” Produce copies of all meeting minutes, presentations, memos, studies, reports,

ST "_4-1'"'é'di"rfespbndence, white pages or other written document by whatever name called hat
- d_iébl‘_l_sés in-any manner the fuel system of the 1995 thru 2003 model year S/T vehicles.

. RESPONSE:

24 Producea copy of the defendant’s Guide to FMVSS Regulations that relate to
" FMVSS numbers 208, 209, 210, 216 and 301.




o »_‘25..' Produce copies of the defendant’s Certification files for the 1995 thru 2003

" model year /T vehicles with regard to FMVSS mumbers 208, 209, 210, 216 and 301. |

- RESPONSE: -

260 Produce clear and legible copies of all '[ruck Goals and Truck Safety Fotward

" Direction 'ddcuments for S-10 pickup, Blazer, Jimmy, Sonoma or Bravada vehicles.

~ RESPONSE:

R 27. - Produce copies of the Design Failure Mode Analysis (DFMA) and the Failure

" Mode and Effects Analysis (FMEA) for the fuel system utilized in S-10 pickup, Blazer,

- Jimmy, Sonoma or Bravada vehicles.

28. . Produce a copy of the defendant’s “General Motors Automotive Defect Analysis -

- - Procedures Manual”.

"~ RESPONSE:

29, - Produce clear and legible copies of all computer printouts and raw data entered




R mto the computer regarding any and all computer accident reconistructions, vehicle

; srmulauons, vehicle trajectories or other computer simulations run by the defendant, its - -
" " agents; servants, employees or experts regarding the incident made the basis of this
- lawsuit. 'vS_aid? request to include but not be limited to any discarded computers runs. Said

= re'q'uAest‘to' include but not limited to any animations.

- 30, o Plaintiff requests that the defendant produce clear and legible copies of all

o 'technica'lfwritings, crash test reports, photographs of crash tests, moving pictures of crash .

e _ tests; exhibits, models, photographs or other written documents by whatever name called -

" thatdefendant or attorney’s representing defendant intend to introduce as evidence in the

» tnal of this lawsuit.

. RESPONSE:

T 31 .;"':'Plaintiff requests that the defendant produce clear and legible copies of all, crash |

. “test reports, photographs of crash tests, test orders, test requests, test protocols or other

g ) Writ-tén"ddcuments by whatever named called regarding any crash testing conducted by

,tﬁe‘défendaﬁt, it’s agents, servants, employees, attorneys or experts employed by the

o 3’.':c_iefendé;"r_1't or defendant’s attorneys regarding the incident made the basis of this lawsuit -

.. orinanticipation for use in the trial of this lawsuit.




32, Produce copies of all sled test reports, test orders, test request, movies of sled test,
“photographs of sled test, test protocols and other written documents by whatever named

S calledregardmgany sled testing conducted by the defendant, it’s agents, servants,

employees, attorneys or experts employed by the defendant or defendant’s attorneys

t.i?ésigar'diﬁg?the:"ihcidént made the basis of this lawsuit or in anticipation for use in the trial -~

" B ;."jof this la_vsfSuit. '

' RESPONSE:

o 33 ~* Produce copies of all laboratory test reports, test orders, test request, movies of
L 'ﬁf’.‘;'l'é;ibbfat'c)ry test, test protocols and other written documents by whatever named called
= ,i:ggafdiﬂg any laboratory testing conducted by the defendant, it’s agents, servants,

employees, attorneys or experts employed by the defendant or defendant’s attorneys

A " “regarding the incident made the basis of this lawsuit or in anticipation for use in the trial
L of this Tawsuit.

e 34.. Produce a legible and complete copy of the defendant’s “Service Operations.
©Guide Mamual |




L 35 Produced copies of any and all directives, memos, reports, correspondence,

- announcements, communications or written documents, by whatever name called

‘gejieréte'ii?by‘ any level of management regarding the defendant’s Project 1800 and/or

R ?;6jéct 2500 including the reasons for the establishment of said project and the

o -_'f'c‘aﬁéellatibnv of said project and/or it’s application to S-10 pickup, Blazer, Jimmy,

- Sonoma ot Bravada vehicles.

36, i Pifbduce,copies of any and all written documents, by whatever name called that -

SHOWS‘--Or'dep_ins the defendant’s profit per vehicle for S-10 pickup, Blazer, J immy,

.7 "Sonomia or Bravada vehicles.

S 37 'Pi‘(i_ducé copies of all meeting minutes, memos, studies, reports, files or other

S ?:- :_.__Wﬁtteii:dbéulﬁéﬁts, by whatever name called generated by any of the defendant’s Product

o Problein Evaluation Committee (PPEC), Field Product Evaluation Committee (FPEC),

SR :_':Flcld Product Engmeenng (FPE), and Field Product Assessment Group regardmg fuel

: 'system for S-10 pickup, Blazer, Jimmy, Sonoma or Bravada vehicles.




S 3 8. Produce 1egib1é and complete copies of the minutes, transcripts, agenda,
: nbfebooks, manuals or other written documents, by whatever name called regarding the
Aptil; 1987 “Project 1800 Workshop” in Oshawa.

: 39, "' _Pi*odi_lce legible and complete copies of the meeting presentations, visual aids,
e siides;' or other written documents, by whatever name called generated by the below
| . listed entities that discuss in any manner, S-10 pickup, Blazer, Jimmy, Sonoma or
e 'jﬁfavéda fuel systems:

(a) Safety Integration Council

(b)  Global Safety Council
(©) Safety center Council
(d  N. American Executive Design & Engineering Council (EDEC)"
(¢)  Product Devélopment Staff Meetings
® North American Engineering Production Process Council
(g)  Chassis Center Council
(h)  Change Review Board
| A - (i) Body Center Council
i o RESPONSE -

- 40 Pr‘oduc.e complete and legible copies of all meeting minutes, meeting




-+ presentations, memos, files, studies, correspondence, communications, directives, or

' other writteri documents, by whatever name called generated by the defendant’s Product .

G -~ Allegation Resolution Teamns (PAR or PART) regarding S-10 pickup, Blazer, Jimmy, -

" Sonomia or Bravada vehicles.

' 'RESPONSE:

i 41 Produce a copy of the defendant’s “Safety Reference Book for Marketing and-

N - Advéﬁisihg.speciélistS”-

~ RESPONSE:

i . f-:42'3.v . Produce copies of any and all written documents, by whatever name called

A generated by the defendant in the design, development and testing of the fuel system for

- - §-10 pickup, Blazer, Jimmy, Sonoma or Bravada vehicles. Said request to include but

" not be limited fo all Design Logs, Design Work Orders (DWO?’s), Test Work Orders

' (TWOs), Build Work Orders (BWO’s), Engineering Change Request (ECR’s)

s fj EngmeenngBmld Orders (EBO’s) and Engineer Design Orders (EWOQ’s).

~ RESPONSE:




8 43, Produce copies of the 1995 thru 2003 model yéar S/T vehicles project files
~relating to the Uniform Product Codes (UPC) 8, 8A, 8B, 8C and 8D. Said request to
~ “include But not be limited to those documents maintained in Central files.

44, Produce copies of all UPC files regarding the fuel system and its component parts
for S-10 pickup, Blazer, Jimmy, Sonoma or Bravada vehicles.

e 45.5 ‘ " Produce copies of all evaluations, studies, test or meetings conducted during the

7 pre-program phase of the S/T vehicles to determine the need for any underbody

L plfOteCﬁGn' devices for the fuel system.

o 46, Produce complete and legible copies of any and all written documents generated

R by the S/T Fuel System Product Development Team.




“*Produce fill size copies of the below listed drawings for the 1995 thru 2003 model . B

o -:ﬁ."_.*' | year S/T g,ehicles»:
o a) ~* fuel tank layout and/or package study;
b) fuel system layout and/or packaging study;
c) exhaust system layout and/or packaging study;
d) rear suspension layout and/or packaging study:;
¢) rear-end/rear seat layout and/or packaging study;
| f) master checking layout and/or master rear-end layout;
| ) 2)  vehicle underbody showing components located underneath the vehicle
o h) general arrangement showing body floor pan, fuel tank, fuel tank
| - attachments, fuel lines, brake lines, vapor lines, front suspension,
engine/transmission, cross members, frame and exhaust system for all o
models;
i) master clearance check drawings for all models; and
i)y ground clearances per SAE standards and/or corporate standards

(GMUT?’s) that include approach, departure and ramp/breakdown angle(s) |
and any and all studies dedicated to evaluating/analyzing ground )
clearances, full jounce (full metal to metal compression) for tire éiZes
(static load), spring components of the vehicle, unsprung components of :'
the vehicle, principle clearance line, secondary clearance line for all

models.




48. . Produce copies of all crash test reports, movies of tests, photographs of tests, test

. orders, test requests, test set-up sheets, reports of studies on the conduct or results of the

".[-'* crashrtést, summaries or reviews or engineering analysis of one or a series of tests, test

; inéidéﬁt‘i.fe'p'ort's and project files generated by the defendant’s of any crash testing of S-10

:'piékup;i B‘laz'er; J imrhy, Sonoma or Bravada vehicles that mentions or describes the

S inigbli/éhiéﬁt."o’f the fuel system.

. 'RESPONSE;

49, - Produce complete and legible copies of all Export Certification files for the 1995-

R 2003 :tﬁb”dﬁil_'year S/T vehicles. Said request to include every country where sold.

: 50. * Produce complete and legible copies of the 1995-2003 model year S/T vehicles - |

R ':'}f‘ﬁqmolo’gati’bn” Manual(s).

) - Produce copies of all contracts, purchase orders, correspondence, memos, e-mails,

o ~ ‘reports, manuals or other written documents by whatever name called between the




S defenda.ntand IHS to operate the Data Review Center for the defendant. Said Data

. -antef if ore fully described in “Exhibit A” attached to this request.

| RESPONSE:

s Please search any computer database that contains the documents in the Data

- Review Center described in number 51, above for all documents related to S-10 pickup,
Blaier;' J im‘iny, ‘Sonoma or Bravada vehicles and provide a printout of the resuits.
o RI’éi_htifEWill"review the printout and select those documents to be produced.

B 53, .P-‘rb'du'ce‘ complete and legible copies of all user manuals, instructions for

R searching, description manuals or other written documents by whatever name called that

S pr‘_'c_'i‘vidé a description of how to search the computer databases listed in the attached

- “Bxhibit B” affidavit of defendant’s employee Ford H. Cotton, Jr. dated July 23, 2003,

 RESPONSE:

o 54. Please search each and every computer database listed on the attached “Exhibit

" “B”more fully described in numbet 53 above for all documents regarding S-10 pickup,

e Blazer, Jimmy, Sonoma or Bravada vehicles and provide a printout of the results of each




N 4 atabasesearch Plaintiff will review the pﬁﬁtdﬁi;t._and select those documents to be

. :e.complete and legible coplcs of all Oldsmobile Division Design (,hecl\hst

o documents for fuel systems that relate to S- 10 pickup, Blazer, Jimmy, Sonomaor

Producc a complete and legible copy of the Oldsmobile Product Englneenng
Chass1s Department Fuel System Development Group Manual entitled, “GM20 Design- .- - S
velopment Guldehnes Chass1s Fuel System and Brake Lines” or similar title that -

__atesffto»_s_-i“_l'O;p_lql_cup;:-Blazer, Jimmy, Sonoma' or Bravada vehicles.

8T Pf‘o'c‘iﬁ_ce’ complete-and legible copies of all Fuel System Design Guides in effect ©~ .

" during the design, testing and manufacture of the 1995-2003 model year S/T-vehicles. ~ = .




Produce clear and leglble copies of all test reports, test photographs, test vxdeos

._reports memos, stud1es, correspondence ot other written documents by whatever pame .

e ___t1gat10n and Propagauon Program

L, 59 | Produce the personal files of the below listed General Motors employees relatmg o
~the :‘}.mvolVement in the Motor Vehicle Fire M1t1gatlon and Propagation Program.- |
B :" o (-a) ~ JackL.Jenson. (¢).. Brian H. Frantz
" e (b) l' Jeffery Santrock - (t)v Michael W. Rogers
T - @_; | .. Howar d Bender | _ (g). Willie E. Tate

(@  YauYunChen  (b) RobertG. Wooley

led :‘th" __ ossess1on of the defendant regardmg the defendant’s Evaluation of Motor  © .

: :---'-':‘f'Produce complete and legible coples iof all test reports, test films, test photographs S

S :‘rij""f:reports memos, studles, correspondence, grants confracts, purchase orders, agreernents o

: .j-_'__‘_'other wntten documents by whatever name. Called in the possession of the defendant with

o :':';ff.regard to defendant’s, GM PrOJect No. PLBV00238 Vehicle Fire Safety Research Program el




o 61 Produce complete ahd leglble c0p1es of the personal files of defendant’s employee

""::}Dr Douglas W Kononen regardmg defendant’s Vehicle Safety Research Program

e 02 o Produce compl'ete and legi‘ble copies of ull est reports, test films, test photograph_s,: By R

. reports; mérhos, studies, cotrespondence, grants, contracts, purchase orders, agreements or

wﬁﬁén-.idooiﬁﬁeﬁtsf'by-Whatever name called in the possession of the defendaht'

e Inshtute of Standards and Technology that addresses issues of post-crash automobile ﬁre

ey,

' ‘reports, metnos; studies, correspondence, grants, contracts, purchase orders, agréements or

e other Wﬁtteﬁdocuments 'b'y whatever name called in the possession of the defendant

o Washmgton that addresses issues of post-crash fires.

© RESPONSE:




o 64 Produce complete and legible copies of all test reports, test films, test photographs o

;"'treports memos studles, correspondence, grants, contracts, putchase orders agreements or-

'tten documents by whatever name called in the possession of the defendant
‘ ,efendant’s agreement/contract Wlth Factory Mutual Systems that addresses R

issues of i_-v,ehrcle fire.

Produce a hst of all employees at General Motors that took part in any research
g-_ ._ ,._.hlcle F1re Safety as a result of the GM/DOT settlement agreement. Include the"; i

of the prOJect 1n whlch they werc mvolved An example would be Ismat A. Abu-lsa, R

ymers Department

"""Produce c0p1es of all test reports test photographs test videos, studies, memos, SRR

of espondence, summanes or other wntten ‘documents by whatever name called regardmg : s |




_ y_: sheets and/or instructions regardmg 1995 thru 2003 model year S/T vehicles that IR

»-'hav_é*:to‘-:dq;mth the fuel delivery system. Said request to include but not be limited to_the -

uce'copres of all reports studres memos, correspondence or other wntten '

; utnentsv by whatever name ca]led generated by the defendant’s Global Dehvery Survey t
etyvconcerns wrth the fuel system of any General Motors vehicle. Said request o

o-teoyer'.ﬂie perlodiof-tlme from 1990 to the date of the incident made the bases of this -

Produce a eopy of GM employee Courtland T. Kelly’s deposition taken i in the Harsh'i" |

General- M .etors lawsmt

70 Please search the defendant’s Central database for all 1241 reports involving S-10

(R plckup, Blazer, Jnmny, Sonoma or Bravada vehicles with the codes A50, A51, LOl 102,




‘ :l-J 1mmy, ‘Sonoma or Bravada vehlcles

s Pirédﬁee 'c'dpies of all sled test reports‘, test orders, test requests, movies .of'sled- o

L ests

| :' of tests test mcident reports and pI‘O]eCt ﬁles generated by the defendant of any sled

'photographs of sled tests, test set-up sheets, reports of studies on the conduct or o

of the sled tests summanes or reviews or engineering analysis of one or a series’ R



r"_)g‘??t_")jf' S-loplckup,Blazer, Jimmy, Sohéiﬁa: or Bravada vehicles which-discuéé or - .

b el system.

e g a"Pl"éj:'aSe'-"s‘eaifcli-‘the- defendant’s Collision Performance Investigations Report

o thesearchbe produced. -

o _':'f_database (CPR’s) for any reports involving a fire or fuel leak in S-10 pickup, Blazer, . .- x

i Li"ifSonoma or Bravada vehlcles Plaintiff further requests that each report found m o

- 75 Produce a copy of the written goal in existence since the 1970°s at General Motors - B

o _',that states in: colhslons ‘which produce occupant impact forces from below the threshold

: 'fénse counsel in the trial of David Drerinen and Elizabeth Drennen vs. Gencral
j()itor 'Cis’/_i;l'f‘ACﬁon No: -2:98 CV163 PG, in the United States District Court fo;' the_ -

 District of Mississippi, Hattiesburg Division.

‘, 76 5._""_"' g -_,Iv’_ill"é'ésvéﬂ_p"r'_oduce true and-accurate copies of all documents regarding the

evel of fatahty fshould be ﬁree of the hazard of post coilision fuel fed fires and stlpulated by B o

s “numerousdes1gn alternatives for fuel systems” considered by General Motors referred =~ o

S tomresponse tovj_Plaiihﬁff s First Interrogatories Number 15.




SNy T Engmeenng change recommendatlons or authorizations related to changes inthe

" "f*de81gn of the fuel storage system used in 1997 GMC Jimmy.

- 78 _;j'?léggé'*pro_duce true and accurate copies.of all engineering change

" recorhmeridations or authorizations which ificorporate a shield or guard to prevent

pun tute ofafuel tank in any General Motors vehicle.

79 : " Plesse produce true and accurate copies of all rear-impact testing in your

ossessmn 'i-@Whibh._a fue] tank was punctured.

ey ‘Please produce true and accurate copies of all documentation, including audio or -

*yideo recordings, of the witness intervié'ws‘réfe'rtcd' to in GM’s response to Plaintiff's

trogatories Number 1.




e 81 Please produce true and accurate copxes of all testing conducted in the context of : : '

- :T"’:’for'f v :purposes of 11t1gat10n in ‘which there 1s an allegatlon of defect regardmg the fuel

- e system of a GM vehicle.

2.0 5f._.Pi§é_is':'éfprdducé_- a true-and accurate-copy of the Information LifeCycle .. -
: Managcment a.nd Record Retention Policiesthat are dpplicable to the assembly

pé "ﬁdﬁf5’xé¢6rd5‘ which GM claims:are no longer available.

83 5'_?Pl’§‘é_1'sc’ produce the following documents or information: GM’s computerized

n G’e’ﬁtbfy”system (61'- Case Managcment Database System, sometimes referred toas” .

B 5"“FAILUREA GM Informatlon Management System"), including your "Virtual Partner TR

arratlves" "Law Pack" or their current equlvalents concerning injuries received by, or
id ents mvolvmg a post-colhsmn fuel fed fire. This request includes, but is not 11m1ted

ft‘ersepodcd __as_ PL7; PL23; PLA4; F; PL22; PL24; L; EX; PL6; PL 50 and/or ID. ‘




-84, Plcase pfédﬁ¢¢.true and accurate copics of the following documents and
'j mformatlon all Discovery Review Reports, or the current equivalent, for actions™

seid agamst GM claiming or allegmg that GM was or is at fault for prov1d1ng a

ive fuel system in GM passenger vehlcles ‘This request includes, but is not 11m1ted :

ode djas PL7 PL23; PLA4 Fy PL22 PL24; L; EX; PL6; PL 50 and/or ID

:.:}:'Pleaso produce the following documents and information: GM’s Inventory of
;Documents Report(s), or Inventory Report(s) or a similar output from the Case o
entory System, ora current equlvalent for actions commenced against GM with .
=le ',_t1ot1s alleglng that GM was at fault for providing a defective fuel system and/or fuel:’i'f s
; @ﬂt-:.system and/ o_r that.a-:GM V§h1_91,e was defective because it was mvolved m"q )

lisioh fuel féd fire,

.. Please produce complete, true, and accurate copies of GM’s document retention”




'"Pl'éa‘seffﬁfd_dﬁce;co'fﬁpleté; true, and accurate copies of General Motors |
i's docurrient retention policies, iricluding hold orders; that encompass and/or ==~ -

atiii?vsiﬁho’nihg*deviCes.

~Please pfbdﬁc'ic';(‘;c_:iiﬁplete,' true éﬁd-~aééurate copies of documents and/or miaterials.

X »‘fd’:'bfdé.rskffhatﬂencompassﬁ‘ and/or 'pErtain to the subject vehiéle and/dﬁthev' fidel i’

ysten  of the stibject vehicle .afld/.(_.’:ri’tl_fe’-‘fueli tank of the subject vehicle.

lease' produce coniplete, true and accurate copies of documents and/or materials .~ -

ol ‘orders that encompass nd/or pertain o post-collision fuel fed fires.



Plea .',:'pffbdt_me-‘tfue and ac'curatecOpies of any documents entitled Fuel Suppl'y:- - o

Bu1ck,01dsm0b11e and Cadillac docuitient collections.

L Please produce true and accurate cop1es of all documents related to the campalgn On,f{.'.':.;,,‘_' :

propshaﬁ (96070) referenced on the document produced at Bates Number

_e’produce triie and accurate cop1es of all ESIS files or investigations wh10h

rrelate to vehlcle ﬁres in S- 10 pickup, Blazer, Jlmmy, Sonoma or Bravada vehlcles

‘g«nteuideﬁhé:or' relé,tfng‘to- fuel supply deSigxi' guidelines, including any ddcutnents='._._ -

.94 “Please provide true and accurate copies of all documents and information created -

T ffbﬁsé?-te'ffincidentsvOf"spillége during Fuel System Vehicle to Vehicle Impact

pec1al task team appomted by the Cha331s Subcomm1ttee

eVelopment Tests Th1s request includes but is not limited to materials presented tothe . .




- Pléafse,"iirthidé' true and accurate copies of docurhents which discuss or relate to .. a

chOlceof matenals used in:the fuel system-of the subject vehicle.

Pléaée'prOVide- true and accurate copies of all documents which relate to the

ice fmatenals used in _fuel storage systems of S-10 pickup, Blazer, Jimmy, sohoﬁ;'a,--'_@ _.

ot placement of the torsion bar(s) in S-10 pickup, Blazer, Jimmy, Sonomaor

favada vehicles.

98,

<l Olceof "ﬁi‘aferials_USed in ﬁJ.ell"sénd_ing"funi‘ts in 8-10 pickup, Blazer, Jimmy, Sonoma - | :

add vehicles,




00: ‘Please produce true and accurate copies of all depositions taken in the case of

102; - Please produce any and all impact fuel system integrity crash tests involvinga ~ . v- e

“GM véhicle in which a fuel tank puncture occutred.




' ".Plé’a's'é' pfédﬁce-' all documents related to the cancellation or non-use of a shield or. |
1n111ar protecuve dev1ce to prevent fuel ta.nk puncture in any S-10 pickup, Blazer,
Sonoma or Bravada, including all memoranda, analysis, cost documentation,
ancial or cost reports, or other mtemal commumcatlon of any kind whatsoever related
) 1ts ca_ncellatlon OF non-use. |

Thi requcst mcludes (but is not lnmted to). all documents related to any modlﬁcatlons of

- the a_mc'j-wha_ch W_e:re; the'basw, justification, reason or bore any relationship to the non- . IR




e Ve | féiezhﬁes; -"Tms.reque'st‘ mcludes but is th hrmted to profits or profitability, howevgrf T

eﬁnedbyGeneraJ Motors, including conttibution to corporate profits, proﬁt.ﬁiﬁfgins; R
i vc'proﬁt ‘car lme cash flow and ﬁnanclal targets for the

lazer/J unmy/Bravada/ Sonoma vehicle line.




Please produce any consumer or customer complaints reported to or kept in the
. ,n"'of General Motors regardmg any- allegatlon pertaining to the fuel ﬁller

e*or‘sometunes referred to as the ﬁller neck The scope of this request pertams to

G er Motors vehrcle model year 1980 through present Complaints may mclude . : -
ot lum.tcd:to, lcttcrs ‘accident reports lawsurt petitions, studies, summanes o
al “documents” criticisms, grievances or expressions of consumer dissatisfaction -.':i
ept: and/or recorded in the regular and ordinary course of business or other “documents”'i S
k nd-‘ or_ nature wh1ch show, report, plcture, document, comment upon or’ drscuss

'fefect or problem within the scope of this request

lease 3§fdd’uce; any consumer or customer complaints reported to or kept in the |
OfGeneralMotors regarding any‘-e,l'l"egation pertaining to a check valve
thé_}.efﬁdﬂ‘:’fithe'ﬁuér pipe/tube or the failure to equip a vehicle with a check
eThe scope of this r‘,equ:e'st‘ Pertaiﬁs'to-aHY'General Motors vehicle model year 1'9185i‘.v' o
ugh _present Complarnts may mclude but are not limited to, letters, acmdent repotts, o

wsul petltlons, studles summanes statlstlcal “documents criticisms, grrevances or‘

_expressrons of consumer dlssatrsfactron kept and/or recorded in the regular and ordmary |

cour“seﬂ'_of'busmess-'or“oth'er ‘-‘d"ocur‘nents” of any kind or nature which show, repo‘rt
: ent comment upon or drscuss any alleged defect or problem - w1thm the"

of thrs request




e'_ﬁrdd—ii"ce 'a'n:}f-‘-'consunlcr or custotner complaints reported to or keﬁtrin‘ the - .
' j,possessron of General Motors regarding any allegation pertaining to the puncture or-

pri mlse of a fuel tank The scope. of this request pertains to any General Motors e

del'f year 1985 through present Complamts may 1nclude but are not l1m1ted

; accrdent repOrts, Jawsuit petltlons stud1es, summaries, statlstwal “documents
i -'-rcrlltl sm :'gne\rances or. expressmns of consumer d1ssat1sfact10n kept and/or recorded m |
. and'ord.mary course of busmess or other “documents™ of any kind or nattire - -
W, 'report pxcture document, comment upon or discuss any alleged defect or

: t,hmj;-tlle scope of this request.

113 Please produce true and accurate cop1es of documents referring to or- descnblng g -

aIVe located at the end of the ﬁller p1pe, breakmg off or cracking dunng any type- L




eall ddbunrérits related to or otherwise referencing 1995-200'5 annual

g 10 pe T ‘vehmle mformatron for S/T vehrcleS, including prOﬁtabrllty (however deﬁned SREPTE e
Motors), contrlbutron to corporate proﬁts, profit margms economic proﬂt

arline qgse_fﬂ_ow- and ,ﬁnancraltarge.ts.

+P) ease produce clear and legible copies of all technical writings, crash test reports;. b
aphis'of Crash tests, movinig pictures of ctash tests, exhibits, models, photographs
therWnttendocuments regarding or demohstrating the use of a check valve inthe . o

p1p orfuel tankof a GM vehicle. -

'lease 'prov1de true and accurate: cop1es of documents which relate to or refer to

c eck:‘ valves used m the ﬁ.lcl storage system of S-10 pickup, Blazer, Jimmy, Sonoma or




Produce the Tear Down Assessment Report believed to be performed by GMT G
'hwle SP8948 This request shall be for the complete report mcludmg coplesf"‘l f, " '_ '
‘1 color photographs and lugh speed v1deotapes taken.

7" Produce all memos, meeting rhinutes, reports, presentation outlines, and -

e other documents that refer to thé above-referenced Tear Down Asséssmeént. A

f'v'_sf_'_."-._Pr‘oddce all memos, meeting minutes, reports, presentation outlines,and .- '
SR j}other'doeuments”thatrefer to the above-referenced Tear Down Assessment. - -~

o Provide the names of the GMTG engineers involved in the above~referenoedﬁ SRRLY

. . Tear Down Assessment and the ndme of the engineer in charge of the:
. :"Assessment

ProducetheTearDown Assessment Report believed to be performed by GMTG
eersforvehlcle SP’8817; This i'ec?liie'st'sﬁall be for the complete report includiﬂg cop_i"esj'-"__:'
wlorphoogmptsaen, |
'ﬁéduéé all memos, meetlng'mzﬁﬁtes teports, presentation outlines; and

" ~Produce all memos, meeting minutes, repotts, presentation outlines; and

-other documents that refer to the above-referenced Tear Down Assessment B -

B '-other documents that refer to the above-referenced Tear Down Assessment R

B ‘.'Prov1de the names of the GMTG engmeers involved in the above-referenc‘ed'_' .
~ . TearDown Assessment and the name of the engineer in charge of the -
L »_‘“‘_‘»-’_A.'.Assess1nent :




_ Produce color copies of photographs and test video taken in GM Crash Test
‘-"',-’*nmnber C11637 (SP8948) and C11646 (sP8817).

A -"_ __Produce all Tear Down Assessments Reports that may have been generated{?‘j
T ffrom such crash:test.

.. Provide the niames of the md1v1duals who conducted and oversaw the
[ assessments ' '

120, Forthefollowmg Crash Tests, produce the complete test reports, color - -

ote graphsand highy’sp_e_éd videotapes, and Tear Down Assessment Reports.

'..'.j_ - spe06T
B osmas
, g ‘sP:51"7'0" |
"'f»f;.'.":" Qy Speclﬁcally photograph numbers A-1 through A-93
. "SP6507

- (1) Specrﬁca.lly photograph pumbers A-1 through A-85 (NOTE: It is noted
 that the reference- nuniber provided above are for the vehicles mvolved )

o }‘ 121 Produce a hard copy of the S/T Chassrs Fuel System Log Book for the years 1982

| through 2005




122, Produce ECR32089 and Work Order 64708-023.

b § S/T senes that were to’ be prov1ded with the extended shield, part number -

eallmemosto and from the responsible design engineer regarding models *

/T'sériés that were to be provided with the short shield.

Produce all meeting minute notes, agendas, memoranda, presentation diagrams, -

g__dfaw:iﬁgf's’;-téﬂ&j6ther:‘mater'ials generated'as a result of all GMTG meetings for the ,_years.;l -

Produce all memos to and from the respons1ble design engineer regardmg models ' .




Ct the followmg Crash Test Reports along with color photographs

1deotapes--ande‘a.ny resultmg Tear Down Assessments mcludmg any photographs taken

‘f'r';th»?respvect;to:the--follom_r;g- tests..: o |

0923 5

‘ -:*-"";-’".cs736

. C10284
010978

inutes for{iéﬁ"FPE:ircotOrfs- -meethigs"foi' the years 1995 through 2000.

: Produce all }méoti:ifgﬁnotes,. memos, agendas, presentations, and reports of the
Review Board where the topic of the fuel system of the S/T series was in any way

Thlsrequest shall be for the years of 1994 through 2000.




roduce all Senior Management Committee mesting notes, agendas, rcpdfts amd

presénitations for the Senior Management Committee meeting of March 1,1999.

e the FPE Report of January 9, 2001.

1330 Produceahardcopyand the entire CAD file of the three dimensional drawing ==~

JEA99-012;GMSSAs.




Produ -:Ewo and/or ECR Uas31 whwh relates to the protector front sh1eld for B

1n:1982

duce_all fuel systems packagmg and mtegrlty evaluations performed w1th

€ct o the'vehlcle hsted on Ex.D.’

_ ucéf.the document that sets forth the engineering code and/or nomenclature

“for the 995 through 2001 S/T series. Th1s request shall be for numerical codes -

der fymg vanatlons of this vehlcle serles

'-‘Produce the followmg regardlng the subject 2001 Buick Century
| any photographs

'. | = ar}yﬂbmejasurements

’ (c) the "'v_ehicls itself if it in your possession or control

" ()" any data from the “black box” or ECM from the vehicle




P ce‘the smeld on the fuel tank as shown on Exhibit F.

e ’Produce any crash tests that were conducted which resulted in the declslon to

h1e1d on the fuel tank as shown on Exhibit G.
"'Prdiifﬁébjany:.docmcnts which refer to or discuss the shield shown in Exhibit H.

; .'fi:,Produce" any crash tests that were conducted which resulted in the de0151on to

the ‘shmld on the fuel tank as shown on Exhibit H.

eanydocuments which refer to or discuss the shield shown in Exhibit G :, R |

sduce the following regarding thie 1992 Ford Crown Victoria involved in this -




(a)
(b)
(©)

. RESPONSE:

- any photographs

any measurements

any data from the black box or ECM from the vehicle = . -

Respectmly‘:'sfljlbrnittéd, o

Chicago IL 60602
312/920-1745
312/920-1749 facsimile

and

LANGDON & EMISON - . 5
George Chronic, Cook: County Attorney No 42939
Illinois Registration No. 6282658 - ’ _

911 Main Street, PO Box 220
Lexington MO 64067 ..
Telephone: (660) 259-6175
Facsmule (660) 259-457 1

'ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION

MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as )
Special Administrator of the Estate of

JOHN ROBERTS SR., deceased, )
)
Plaintiff,
) Case No. 08 L 8751
VS. )
)

LEONARD W. JOHNSON, IV;
GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION )
and GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX,

St

Defendants. )

GENERAL MOTORS’ ANSWERS TO PLAINTIFF’S THIRD
SUPPLEMENTARY INTERROGATORIES

General Motors Corporation (“GM”) answers Plaintiff’s Third Supplementary

Interrogatories as follows:

INTERROGATORY NO. 1: Pursuant to Rule 213(f)(1) of the Illinois Supreme Court
Rules, furnish the full name(s), address(es) and telephone number(s) of witnesses who

will testify at trial, together with the subject of their testimony.

ANSWER: GM has not yet decided which witnesses it will call at trial. GM will

supplement its response in accordance with the time frame set for such disclosure by

order of the court.



INTERROGATORY NO. 2: Pursuant to Rule 213(£}(2) and Rule 213(f)(3) of the

Illinois Supreme Court Rules, identify (by name and address), all expert witnesses,

independent and controlled, and, with respect to each expert witness, state: the subject

matter of which the express witness is expected to testify; the conclusions and opinions of

the expert witness and the bases therefore; and the qualifications of the expert witness;

and provide all reports of the expert witness.

ANSWER: GM has not yet decided which witnesses it will call at trial. GM will

supplement its response in accordance with the time frame set for such disclosure by

order of the court.

As to Objections:

Katharine Dunn

DYKEMA GOSSETT PLLC

10 S. Wacker Drive, Suite 2300
Chicago, Illinois 60606

(312) 876-1700

Attorney Firm L.D.

Michael Cooney (pro hac vice)
Brittany M. Schultz (pro hac vice)
DYKEMA GOSSETT PLLC

400 Renaissance Center

Detroit, Michigan 48243

GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION

By: %%MB b

On< of Its Attorneys




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, Laura Owens, a non-attorney, hereby certify that copies of the foregoing were
served by first class mail, postage prepaid, addressed to counsel referenced thereon by
depositing same in the U.S. mail depository at 39577 Woodward Avenue, Bloomfield

Hills, MI 48304 on March 30, 2009 at or before 5:00 p.m.

aura Owens



SERVICE LIST

Mazie Roberts, et al. v. General Motors Corporation, et al..

No. 08 L 8751

Attorney for Plaintiff, Mazie Roberts

Timothy R. Tyler

Timothy R. Tyler & Associates, P.C.

120 West Madison Street, Suite 505
Chicago, IL 60602

(312) 920-1745 (phone)

(312) 920-1749 (fax)

AND

J. Kent Emison
Langdon & Emison
911 Main Street
Lexington, MO 64067
(660) 259-6175

(660) 259-4571 (fax)

Attorneys for Defendant,
General Motors Corporation
Katharine Dunn

Dykema Gossett Rooks Pitts PLLC
10 South Wacker, Suite 2300
Chicago, IL 60606

(312) 627-2188 (phone)

(312) 627-2302 (fax)

-and-

Michael P. Cooney
Brittany M. Schultz
Dykema Gossett PLLC
400 Renaissance Center
Detroit, MI 48243
(313) 568-6800 (phone)
(313) 568-6594 (fax)

BH01\980017.1

YIS e s AR sAmIAAYA



VERIFICATION

STATE OF MICHIGAN
SS.

SN Nt N

COUNTY OF WAYNE

DIANE L. RORAI being first duly sworn, deposes and says that she is authorized
pursuant to applicable law and rules to verify, on behalf of General Motors Corporation, the
foregoing:

GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION’S ANSWERS - |
TO PLAINTIFF’S THIRD SUPPLEMENTARY INTERROGATORIES

and that the same are hereby verified on behalf of General Motors Corporation.

DIANE L. RORAI j

Sworn to and subscribed before me
this 30® day of March, 2009.

Notary Public .
oy o

Re: John Roberts, Sr. v. General Motors Corporation




IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION

MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as Special

Administrator of the Estate of JOHN

ROBERTS SR., deceased,

Case No. 04 L. 013996
Plaintift,

Calendar F

)
)
)
)
)
)
VS. )
)
LEONARD W. JOHNSON, IV GENERAL )
MOTORS CORPORATION and )
GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX, )

)

Defendant.

NOTICE OF FILING

To: Timothy R. Tyler
Timothy R. Tyler & Associates, P.C.
120 West Madison Street, Suite 505
Chicago, IL 60602

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT on the 27th day of January, 2005 we filed with the
Circuit Court of Cook County, County Department, Law Division, General Motor’s Jury
Demand, copies of which are attached hereto.

GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION

By: (/ y F%M

7/ One of Its Attornp€ys

Julie C. Keller

DYKEMA GOSSETT ROOKS PITTS PLLC
10 S. Wacker, Suite 2300

Chicago, IL 60606

(312) 876-1700



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

1, Julie C. Keller, aver that on March 3, 2005 copies of the above document and General
Motor’s Jury Demand, were served via U.S. First Class Mail delivery from 10 S. Wacker, Suite

2300, Chicago, IL 60606 upon the attorney listed above before 5:00 p.m.

‘/‘...4... ‘ ’Wﬂ -
(/ Julie C. Keller 7

CHICAGOR089593.2
IDUCKE



MPC APR 01 2083
Attorney No. 28788

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DIVISION

MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as

Special Administrator of the Estate of

JOHN ROBERTS SR., deceased,
Plaintiff,

v, No. 04 L 013996

LEONARD W. JOHNSON, 1V
Defendant.

GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION
and GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX,
Respondents in Discovery.

NOTICE OF FILING

To:  See Attached Service List

Please take notice that on the 30" day of March, 2005, | caused to be filed with the
Clerk of the Circuit Court of Cook County, Chicago, Illinois the attached First Set of
Interrogatories Directed to the Defendant General Motors Corporation concerning the
above-entitled case. ' '

PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL

|, Melissa Bocanegra, a non-attorney at law, state that | have served this notice by
mailing a copy of the attached to the above-named attorney(s) by depositing the same in
the U.S. Mail at 120 West Madison Street, Suite 505,m Chicago, Illinois 60602 at 5:00
- p.m. on March 30" 2005 with proper postage paid.

Melissa Bocanegrad

Timothy R. Tyler

TIMOTHY R. TYLER & ASSOCIATES, P.C.
120 West Madison Street, Suite 505 '
Chicago, 1llinois 60602

(312) 920-1745



Service List
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Attorney No. 28788

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DIVISION

MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as

Special Administrator of the Estate of

JOHN ROBERTS SR., deceased,
Plaintiff,

V. No. 04 L 013996

LEONARD W. JOHNSON, IV
Defendant.

GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION
and GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX,
Respondents in Discovery.

INTERROGATORIES DIRECTED TO DEFENDANT
GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION

NOW COMES the Plaintiff, MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as Special
Administrator of the Estate of JOHN ROBERTS SR., deceased, by and through her
attorneys, TIMOTHY R. TYLER & ASSOCIATES, P.C., and propounds the following
interrogatories to the defendant, GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION, to be answered
within'twenty-eight (28) days:

DEFINITIONS

The term “similar vehicle” as used hereinafter in these interrogatories shall mean
vehicle other than“the subject vehicle"which have likeness in terms of designs,

specifications, dimension or material composition or they have the same general uses as
the “subject vehicle.”

The term “subject vehicle” as used hereinafter in these interro'gatories shall mean
the vehicle which plaintiff was operating at the time of the alleged occurrence,
specifically, the 1997 GMC Jimmy VIN# 1GKDT13W6V2504292.



The word “defendant” as used hereinafter, unless specified otherwise, shall refer to
and include the named party defendant, its officers, directors, partners, attorneys, agents,
or representatives of its attorneys, corporation counsel, liability insurance carriers and said
carriers agents, employees and representatives, defendants employees and agents, any
experts, specialist, or consultants commissioned, hired or retained by defendant, each of its
foreign or domestic subsidiaries and parent entities, and all persons or entities with in the
control and/or custody of defendant.

The word “identify” as used hereinafter, shall mean to state the person’s (a) full
name; (b) title or position; (c) present or last known business and home address and
telephone numbers; (d) present or last known employer; (e) social security number; and (f)
date of birth.

“Records” shall refer to any written, computer generated, tape recorded, tapes,
photographs, video tapes or other recordation in any manner, shape or form.

“Document” shall mean writings, notes, memoranda, letters, correspondence,
computer disks, computer generated materials, hand written notes, drawing, reports, or
other written materials of any kind and sort.

“Photographs” shall include photographs, slides, motion picture, videotapes,
computer graphic or other visual and/or audio visual representations.

“Drawings” shall include but is not limited to design drawings, working drawings,
shop drawings, layout drawings, conceptual drawings, and blueprints.

“Visual Representations” shall include, but is not limited to, biueprints, drawings,
photographs, slid, motion pictures, films, videotapes, sketches, x-rays, radiological studies,
medical imaging, microfiche, microfilm, any retrievable image in computer storage
including images stored on CD ROM, or any other recordings of the physical appearance
of any subject by any means.

“Statement” shall include, but is not limited to, any statement, notes, or summaries
of any statements, given by any person, whether a party or non-party, that is written
(whether signed or unsigned), oral, recorded (whether transcribed or not), or held in any
other medium, including, but not limited to, information in computer storage.

“Witness” means any person who had knowledge of, claims to have knowledge of,

or that you believe may have knowledge of the occurrence, the injuries, the damages
alleged, or any other matter in issue.

“Non- Disclosure” with respect to any information and/or documents which the
respondent withholds, does not disclose, or exerts a claim of privilege of non-disclosure, a
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statement shall be provided by the respondents counsel which indicates the following:

(a)

(b)

A description of the nature of the documents, communications or things
claimed to be privileged; and

The exact privilege which is being claimed and the legal basis therefore.

INTERROGATORIES

1. ldentify each of the follbwing:

(a)

(b)

Answer:

The person providing information to answer these interrogatories and the
person signing same.

Each person who witnesses or claims to have witnessed the occurrence
alleged in the complaint.

Any person not named above who was present or claims to have been
present immediately before or at the time of or immediately after this
occurrence.

Any other persons (other than the persons heretofore listed) who have
knowledge of any of the facts regarding said occurrence or the injuries or
damages following therefrom.

2. Have the defendants obtained any photographs, motion picture or other visual
representations of the plaintiffs, scene of the occurrence or the subject vehicle? If so, state
the date or dates on which the photographs or visual representations were taken, the
subjects thereof and then identify the person presently having custody of same."

Answer:

3. What test and analyses were used in analyzing the safety of fuel tank, the fuel line
system, and the fuel line system parts and components in the 1997 GMC JIMMY (or similar
General Motors automobiles) before and after they were put on the market?



Answer:

4.  What are all of the documents (whether a part of plaintiffs request to produce or
not) which General Motors believes are relevant or were used in formulating General
Motors’ assessment in the 1997 GMC JIMMY, fuel tank, the components of the fuel line
system, the fuel line parts and components, and placement of the fuel tank at the rear of
the vehicle without a protective shield to prevent punctures or piercing

Answer:

5. Identify the members of any biomechanics departments or committees for General
Motors who were involved in the design, specification or evaluation of the subject fuel
tank, fuel line system, fuel line system parts and components, and placement of the fuel
tank at the rear of the subject vehicle.

Answer:

6. With regard to the subject vehicle, did defendant design:
(@@  The subject vehicle;

()  The fuel tank, fue!l line system and fuel line system parts and components.

Answer:

7. If the answer to any part of the previous interrogatories is negative, please state with
respect to each part:

(@  The identity of the designer of the product or component; and

()  The complete terms of any contractual arrangement the défendant had or has
‘with such designer.



Answer:

8. Identify the members of any automobile safety department or committee involved in
the design and specification of the fuel tank, fuel line system, fuel line system parts, and
components and placement of the fuel tank at the rear of the 1997 GMC vehicle.

Answer:

9. In the normal operating procedures of the defendants, what are the categories or
types of documents which would be produced in conjunction with the design,
development and testing of the fuel tank, fuel line system, the fuel line system parts and
components, and placement of the fuel tank at the rear of the vehicles.

Answer:

10.  Were any written design manual, guidelines, criteria, directives or protocols in
effect and required to be used by persons who were involved in the design and
development of the subject vehicle and in particular the fuel tank, fuel line system and the
fuel line system parts, and components and placement of the fuel tank at the rear of the
subject vehicles.

Answer;

1. Have the “ defendants” obtained any statements from any “witnesses”? If so, state
the name of the witness from whom the statement was taken, the date of the statement,

identify the person taking the statement and identify the person personally having custody
of this statement. '

Answer:



12.  ldentify fully any reports, documents or visual representations of any crash test, sled
tests or other similar test performed by or at the direction of the defendants or any of its
subsidiaries with regard to the subject fuel tank, fuel line system, fuel line system parts and
components, and placement of the fuel tank at the rear of the subject vehicle.

Answer;

13.  Does the defendant have any knowledge of any crash testing to identify problems
with the fuel line system, and fue! line system parts and components, and or fuel tank
performed by any agency or the federal government of the 1997 GMC Jimmy or similar
model for any prior or subsequent years? If so:

(@  Fully identify the test conductor, test conditions, test date this data obtained
and date of test;

(b)  Fully identify any test report or documentation resulting from such testing;

(©  Fully identify any contract or correspondence with a governmental agency or
contractor performing such test regarding General Motors assessment or
evaluation of such tests; '

(d)  Did the defendant supply any after sale memorandum, information sheet,
technical bulletins or other writing to dealerships concerning safety items
related to general interior occupants protection in specific any such
materials relating to after market availability of a different type of fuel tank,
or fuel line system, or the fuel line system parts and components and or
placement of the fuel tank at the rear of the subject vehicle.

Answar:

14, Atthe time the 1997 GMC Jimmy was designed and the determination was made to
use the particular fuel tank, and fuel line system parts and components that is currently on
the GMC Jimmy what if any, understanding did G.M. have regarding the relative
protection offered to occupants by utilizing a the type of fuel tank, and fuel line system,

and fuel line system parts and components that are currently installed in the 1997 GMC
Jimmy. '

(@)  When did General Motors first have such knowledge; and
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(b)  Fully identify any written documents evidenced in the acquisition of such
information, knowledge or.opinions.

Answer:

15.  Has G.M. in the last twenty years consider installing a shield around the fuel tank to
prevent piercing or punctures of the fuel tank by surrounding parts, and has G.M. in
the last twenty years consider installing or using different materials to make up the
fuel tank, or fuel line system in the subject vehicle or similar vehicle . If yes;

(@  When did General Motors first consider using different parts or materials
have such knowledge; and

(b)  Fully identify any written documents evidenced in the acquisition of such
information, knowledge or opinions.

16.  Fully identify any correspondence between the National Highway Traffic Safety
administration and the defendant regarding formulation or changes or comments related to
the fuel tank, fuel line system , fuel line system parts and components or placement of the
fuel tank at the rear of the 1997 GMC Jimmy or any other standard proposed or enacted
documents relating to guarding against or preventing the occurrence of fuel fed fires in
rear impact vehicles crashes, such as the subject vehicle or similar vehicle.

Answer;

17.  When did General Motors first install in a GMC vehicle similar to the one which is
the subject of this lawsuit the type fuel tank, fuel line system, fuel line system parts and
components on any vehicle sold and/or distributed by the defendant? And with regard to
said vehicle state:

(@  The specific model and make;

(b)  The country in which said vehicle was first sold; and

() The date or dates on which said vehicle were first sold.



Answer:

18.  State the first year in which General Motors ever produced and sold a vehicle in the
United States that was equipped with a fuel tank at the rear of any G.M. vehicle the same
or similar fuel line system or fuel line system parts and components as the 1997 GMC
Jimmy.

(@  The vehicle name plate; -

(b)  The vehicle platform designation; and

() The model year in which the vehicle was so equipped.

Answer:

19.  Have any other claims or lawsuits been made against the defendant alleging either
injury or death of occupants which claims or alleges that the vehicle as sold was
negligently designed and/or sold or defective or unreasonably dangerous as a result of
GMC not incorporating a different type of fuel tank, fuel line system;, fuel line systems parts
and components or failing to place a shield around the gas tank to prevent it being pierced
by surrounding parts.

(@  Identify fully the claimant;

(b)  Identify the attorney for said claimant;

(©  Identify the date or dates upon which accident occurred; and

(d)  lIdentify fully any lawsuit which was filed or is currently in litigation.

Answer;

20.  Has the defendant General Motors ever provided any type of design changes to or
upgrades to the type of fuel tank, or fuel line system, fuel line system parts and

8



components on the 1997 GMC JIMMY or similar group of vehicles? If so, state:
(a) | The date or dates on which said design change became available;
(b)  The part number or other identification number; and
(€ Identify any literature, notices or similar materials mailed to or circulated to

users regarding these changes

Answer;

21.  Has the defendant General Motors ever provided any type of changes or different -
design to prevent the fuel tank from being pierced or gasoline from siphoning after a
crash similar to one stated in the plaintiff’s complaint involving a 1997 GMC
JIMMY or a similar group of vehicles? If so, state:

(@  The date or dates on when said changes was realized and or became

available;

Answer:

22, Were any alternative designs considered for the subject vehicle with regard to
preventing the fuel line system, fuel line system parts and components from rupturing in
the event or a rear impact crash and a resulting fire similar to the one stated in the
plaintiff's complaint? If so state:

(a) Fully identify any person or producer who considered such alternatives; and

(b)  Identify fully any reports, memos, minutes, sketches, schematics, engineering
drawings or other specifications for such alternative designs.

Answer:

23.  Has the defendant conducted any dynamic rear crash or sled test with dummies to
evaluate the reliability of the fuel line system, fuel line system parts, and components, or

S



fuel tank of the subject vehicle or similar vehicles in the same generation as compared to a
different type of fuel line system, or a fue! tank made of different component parts and /or
materials?

Answer:

24, Identify any and all persons who participated in the design development or testing
of the subject fuel line system, fuel line system parts, and components, or fuel tank that
was ultimately installed on the subject vehicle.

Answer:

25. Did defendant General Motors produce any other passenger vehicles in the 1997
mode] year that were equipped with same type of fuel line system, and parts, or fuel tank
for the U.S. market? If so, please state:

()  The vehicle name plate;

(b)  The vehicle plat form designation; and

(©0  The model year that the fuel line system, fuel line system parts and
components, and fuel tank were first installed.

Answer:

26. Did defendant General Motor produce any passenger vehicles in 1997 which were
equipped with the same or similar fuel line system, fuel line system parts, and
components, or fuel tank as the vehicle which is the subject of this lawsuit. If so, please
state:

(@ The vehicle name plate

(b)  The vehicle plat form designation; and

(©  The model year that the fuel tank, fuel line system, fuel line system parts,
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and components were first installed.

Answer:

27.  ldentify any and all persons who inspected the subject vehicle, before it was
delivered to the dealership and before it was sold, on behalf of the defendants, or its
agents,

Answer:

28.  Identify any and all General Motors dealerships in the County of Cook.

Answer:

29.  State the number of employees working for General Motors Corporation in the
County of Cook.

Answer:

30.  Identify any and all General Motors distribution centers in the county of Cook.

Answer:

31.  Identify any and all assembly plants in the County of Cook.

Answer:

11



32. Did General Motors provide any warning or recalls, or letters of notice, or
modification of the fuel line system, or parts, fuel tank, or information related to rear
impact crashes, and resulting fuel fed fires to purchasers, distributors dealerships or
federal governmental agencies prior to December 14, 2004? If yes, state to who,
when and by what means was the information, warning or communications made.

s ey

4 Jlllm thi R. Tyler

Answer:

Timothy R. Tyler

TIMOTHY R. TYLER & ASSOCIATES P.C.
120 West Madison Street

Suite 505

Chicago, Illinois 60602

(312) 920-1745
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' 400 Renaissance Center
WWW.DYKEMA.COM

Tel: (313) 568-6800
Fax: (313) 568-6658

é
o Michael P. Cooney
s Direct Dial: (313) 568-6955
) Email: MCOONEY@DYKEMA.COM
Novembet 1, 2005 Via Federal Express

Timothy R. Tyler

Timothy R. Tyler & Associates, P.C.
120 West Madison Street, Suite 505
Chicago, IL. 60602

Re: -v. General Motors Corporation

Dear Mr. Tyler:

Thank you for your letter of October 10, 2005. I am writing to briefly respond to some of your
observations regarding the case and the prospect of mediation.

It is GM’s position that the fuel tank in this vehicle was well designed and safely located in a
protected position between the axle and inside of the frame rails — the “preferred” location
typically recommended by consuitants retained by plaintiff’s counsel in fire cases. This design
performed exceptionally well in developmental crash testing and has an excellent record on the
road, as reflected in the documents that we have produced to you. The impact energy here
exceeded by many multiples any recognized government or industry performance standards or
objectives.

I am not aware of any cases “similar” to this one, i.e., involving a rear impact in this or similar
model vehicle, in which a jury has returned a verdict against GM. As you know, the Ford sedans
that you referenced have a very different fuel storage system design. In any event, you may have
read the Ford recently obtained a defense verdict in the most recent trial, in Kansas City,
nvolving that model car.

We appreciate, of course, the loss suffered by Mrs- Although your opening demand is
not encouraging, a mediation at this juncture is probably the best mechanism for determining
whether the case can be resolved before the parties further invest in experts and discovery. We

CALIFORNIA | ILLINOIS | MICHIGAN | WASHINGTON D.C.



DYKEMAGOSSETTruc

Timothy R. Tyler
November 1, 2005
Page 2

are happy to contact Judge Thomas and determine his availability. Please let us know if you
want us to do so.

Sincerely,

DYKEMA GOSSETT rLLC

N >

Michael P, Co( e
MPC:mp

bee:  Kuisti Fielder (w/ encl)
Julie Keller (w/ encl)

DETO1M59657.7
ID\MPC

CALIFORNIA | ILLINOIS | MICHIGAN | WASHINGTON D.C.
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TMOTHY R. TYLER & ASSOCIATES, P.C.
ATTORNEYS AT LLAW

120 WEST MADISON STREET, SUITE 50%
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60602

312/920-1745
812/920-1748 FAX

October 10, 2005

Michael P. Cooney
Dykema Gossett PLLC
400 Renaissance Center
Detroit, MI 48243

_v Johnson, etal - Case No. 04 L. 013996
Dear Mr. Cooney | . | o o

Iam wrmng you 1ega1 dlng our conversatlon wherein we spoke about the possibility of
settlement of this matter. I did speak to you and I told you I had forwarded a letter to
Mike Rezerski and Judge Thomas Thomas regarding the possibility of mediation.
However, after not receiving a respornse thus far and because of the December 22
discovery status court date approaching in this matter, I decided to write you with a
demand.

I am aware of a number of cases that are similar to this case wherein General Motors
was either found gnilty by a jury or the matter was seftled before trial for a very
substantial sum of money. As a matter of fact, I recently read in the New York Times
that Ford Motors had acknowledged for a second time that fuel tanks in some of its large
sedans posed an increased risk of explosion in rear-end collisions, and offered around
the same period of time to provide a protective fire shields to certain Ford Motor
Company manufactured vehicles.

I previously mentloned to you that I was aware that GM has had knowledge for along
period of time that there were problems with the pIacement of the fuel tank so closé to
the rear of the vehicle. In addition many of the component parts of the fuel assembly -
failed in tests that were conducted by GM, and that GM knew that there was a high
potential for the fiel tank to be punctured by swrrounding parts. These are some of the

roblems that hive been identified as causing the fire that was a dlrect cause of Mr.
hdeath

Ik



October 10, 2005
Re:_v. Johnson, et al., Case No. 04 L. 013996
Page 2

I have reviewed some of the documents that you forwarded to me. I will not make
comments regarding the documents I have seen because of our agreement, that until an
order of protection is entered I will not hand them over to the experts which we have
retained.

As you are aware, Mr. Roberts was married to Mrs. IENEGEINBGNEEE fo: ii iears and theil
have six children
: — Vir. I worked for |

Corapany for 20 years, he retired in August of 2003. On‘Decemper-i
was driving a 1997 GMC Jimmy. He was rear ended by who
was driving a 1992 Ford Crown Victoria and upon impact the gasoline tank ruptured.
According to witnesses his vehicle immediately burst into flames. I have deposed
several eyewitnesses and some of the witnesses have stated they actually saw gasoline
pouring from the fuel tank. Not only did the fuel tank rupture but our position is that
the tank was too close to the bumper, there were many objects surrounding the fuel tank
that caused the gasoline to pour from the fuel tank and ignite. There is also an issue of
the component parts including but not limited to the tank filler necks, that were
defective that caused the fuel to ignite and continue to burn.

I have enclosed a copy of the coroner’s report which identifies the cause of death as
asphyxia due to automobile accident. Furthermore, it describes Mr. -ody as
“that of a completely charred adult male. The charring is so extensive as to make visual
identification impossible. There is burning through the skin to portions of the skull.”
“The skin pigmentation appears heavy but difficult to ascertain because the extensive
burns. The charring involves the upper and lower extremities and torso and to a certain
extent, the posterior portion of the body. The body is covered with thick oily soot. There
is 'a smell of smoke about the body There is evidence of skin split in the right chest
- vmll” Under the internal examination of the musculoskeletal system the findings are as
follows: “the muscle development appears fair. There is abundant subcutaneous
adipose tissue. No bone or joint deformity is appreciated.” Examination of the scalp,
skull and dura, “fail to reveal any evidence of trauma or hemorrhage.”

I mentioned these facts because it is very apparent from the coroner’s report that

Mr. Il suffered no major trauma as a result of this accident. There were no broken
bones. Clearly, Mr. iwould have survived but for the failures of the fuel tank and
fuel system.

Lastly, I have had some success resolving a case at mediation with GM. However, in that
case I did not have possession of the car. In this case, I do have possession of the car
and enough evidence to go forward with a trial if necessary. I have reviewed jury
verdicts against GM and against other automobile manufacturers. In light of the



October 10, 2005
Re: -v. Johnson, et al., Case No. 04 L. 013996
Page 3 v

information I have reviewed, the documents I have received, the experts that I have
spoken to including a pathologist, on behalf of the Roberts family, I demanding a
settlement of Seven Million Five Hundred Thousand Dollars ($7,500,000.00).

Our demand is based part on the severity of this occurrence, and the likelihood that GM
will request that I sign on behalf of my law firm and the family, a confidentiality
agreement. Please review our demand and advise me of GM’s position at your earliest
convenience. ‘

Very truly yours, |
TIMOTHY R. TYLER & ASSOCIATES, P.C.




Attorney No, 28788

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS =3
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DIVISION S B

MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as
Special Administrator of the Estate of
- JOHN ROBERTS SR., deceased,
Plaintiff,

LEONARD W. JOHNSON, IV,
GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION
and GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX,

)
)
)
;
V. | ) No.04L 013996
)
)
)
_ ] )
- Defendants. )

.- PLAINTIFF’S MOTION TO COMPEL CORPORATE REPRESENTATIVE

DEPOSITION(S) OF DEFENDANT GENERAL MOTORS
COMES NOW Plaintiff, by and through her attorneys of record, pursuant to Illinois

Supreme Court Rules 206(a)(1) and 219(a) and for her Motion to Compel Corporate
Representative Deposition(s) of Defendant Motors hereby moves for an order compelling
Defendant General Motors (“GM”) to produce persons to testify pursuant to Rulg 206(a)(1) and
in support thereof states as follows:

L. This case arises out of a post-collision fire involving a 1997 GMC Jimmy, which
killed John Roberts Sr.

2. Plaintiff propounded a deposition notice pursuant to Rule 206(a)(1) to Defendant
General Motors. (see Exhibit A attached hereto).

3. In an attempt to avoid the use of judicial resources, pursuant to Rule 201(k),
Plaintiff’s counsel sent correspondence to counsel for GM for dates to take these depositions.

(see Exhibit B attached hereto).



4. Counsel for Defendant GM has failed to respond to Plaintiff’s counsel’s above-
- referenced letter.

5.  Plaintiff is entitled to such corporate testimony by the Illinois -Suprkgme,Courtv -
Rules and Defendant GM’s failure to produce corporéte representative depénents is calculated to
prejudice Plaintiff’s discovery and trial preparation.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests that the Court enter its Order compelling
Defendant GM to produce corporate representatives on the topics contained in Plaintiff’s notice
and for such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper.

Respectfully submitted,

Yy
Tlmoth Tyler /
Timothy R. Tylev& As

120 W Madison Stree
Chicago IL 60602
312/920-1745
312/920-1749 facsimile

And

LANGDON & EMISON

J. Kent Emison, MO Bar# 29721
- Brett Emison, MO Bar# 52072

George E. Chronic

LANGDON & EMISON

911 Main Street

PO Box 220

Lexington MO 64067

660/259-6175

660/259-4571 facsimile

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF



AttomeyNO. 28788 r)t’”"rI\f‘—r} - “'CDC.

IN THE CIRCUYT QURTTOFECHDK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COU‘NTY {PWARTMENTK LAW DIVISION
- MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually a.nd
 Special Administrator of the Bstate-of -
JOHN ROBERTSSR.,, deceased
Plaintiff,

- LEONARD W, JOHNSON, IV, -
GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION
and GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX,

),
7))
)

| 3

v. ' ) No.04 L 0'13996
)
)
;

Defendants )

" TO: SEE ATTACHED SERVICE LIST

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on January 15, 2008, I caused to be filed with the Clerk of the
Circuit Court of Cook County, Law Division, Plaintiffs Notice of Taking Videotaped Evidentiary
Deposition of Corporate Representative of General Motors Corporation, a copy of which is .

o served upon you. -
Mtorney tht —F

- Name: = . TimothyR, Tyler Attorney for: Bidintiff
Address: 120 W Madison Street, Ste 505 City: Chicago IL 60602
Telephone: 312/920-1745 .Atty. No: 28788

| | ROOF OF CE.BY :

.. Theundersigned, a non-attomey/att:mey, on oath states, I served this notice by mailing a-copy to the
person listed above by depositing same in the U, S, Mail at 111 West Washington, Chicago, IL before 5:00-p.m. on
Yanuary 15, 2008, with proper postage prepaid. .

. {X) Under penaltics as provided by law
Pursuant to IL. Rev. Stat. Chap. 110
Sec. 1-109, I certify that the statements
set forth are true and correct.

DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT Ct




Attorney No. 28788
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DIVISION

MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as
Special Administrator of the Estate of
JOHN ROBERTS SR., deceased,
Plaintiff,
. No. 04 I 013996
' LEONARD W, JOHNSON, IV,
GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION

and GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX,
Defendants,

TNt Nt N et St s s et sl o east'

ATTORNEY SERVICE LIST

l\/hchacl Cooney

'- A GOSSETT
: ;400 Renaxssance Center
Detroit MI 48243

Tel: 313/568-6800

Fax: 313/568-6832
mcooney@dykema,com

Julie Keller

DYKEMA GOSSETT

-10'S. Wacker Drive Suite 2300

_Chicago IL 60606

Tel: 312/876-1700

Fax: 312/627-2302

- jkeller@dykema.com

ATTORNEYS FOR GENERAL MOTORS CORP.RATION



Attorney No. 28788

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, }LLIN@IS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT LAW DIVISION

- MAZIE ROBERTS Indlwdually and as
_Speclal Admmstrator of the Estate of
- JOHN ROBERTS SR., deceased,

)
)
)
Plaintiff, )

)
V. ) No. 04 1. 013996

) .

)

)

)

)

LEONARD W. JOHNSON, IV,
N GBNBRAL MOTORS CORPORATION
and GROSSINGBR AUTOPLEX,
Defendants.

TO: Defendant General Motors Corporation, by and through their attorneys of record:
Plaintiff, by and through counsel of record, hereby gives notice that a videotaped

evidentiary deposition of General Motors’ Corporate Representative(s) will be taken pursuant to
Civil Practice Act and Rules of the Supreme Court of Illinois at a mutually agreeable date, time

and location,

Plaintiff hereby requests that General Motors Corporation, identify and produce one or
more persons knowledgeable to testify on the following subjects, pursuant to Hlinois Supreme

Court Rule 206(a)(1):

1. The engineering and design of the fuel storage systems in the vehicles described in
Exhibit A,
2. "Crash testing of the vehicles described in Exhibit A.

3. Lawsuits involving post collision fuel fed fires in the vehicles described in Exhibit A.



5. General Motors Vehicle Safety Improvement Program (VSIP) during the design,
manufacture and sale of the vehicles described in Exhibit A.

6. QGeneral Motors Automotive Defect Analysis Procedure Manual.

- 7. The organizational structure of any departments or individuals involved in the design,
tesung and manufacture of the vehicles described in Exhibit A.

8. - Any Design Failure Mode Analysis (DFMA) and Failure Mode and Effect Analyms
(FMEA) for the fuel system, fuel lines, fuel system plumbing and fuel system component
parts utilized in the vehicles described in Exhibit A.

9. -Any Design Work Orders (DWO), Build Work Orders (BWO) and Test Work Orders
* (TWO), Engineering Change Request (ECR), Engineering Change Orders (ECO).related to
- the fuel system,; fuel system plumbing and fuel system component parts for the vehlcles
, 'descnbed in Exhibit A, _

10, General Motors® Product Allegation Resolution Teams.

11. General Motors’ Evaluation of Motor Vehicle Fire Mitigation and Propagation Program.
12. Genetal'Motors’ Vehicle Fire Safety Research Program. |

~ 13, General Motors Cooperative Research and Development Agreement with the Nanonai
" Institute of Standards and Technology that addresses issues of post-crash automobile fire
safety

14, General Motdrs’ LAWPAC database regarding the vehicles described in Exhibit A.
15.1241 reports involving the vehicles described in Exhibit A. :

16 Any cost/benefit and/or value analysis regardmg the fuel system, fuel lines and fuel system
components utilized in the vehicles described in Exhibit A.

17. General Motors’ Record Retention Policy.

18. General Motors’ Corporate Performance Objectives that concern the fuel systems utilized
. in the vehicles described in Exhibit A.

19, General Motors Uniform Test Specifications that concern the testing and/or performance
~ of the fuel system and its component parts that were in effect during the design, testing
‘and manufacture of the vehicles described in Exhibit A.

20, C611i§ion Performance Investigations Report database (CPIR’s) involving a fire or fuel _
leak in the vehicles described in Exhibit A,

- 21. General Motors® Post Collision Fuel Fed Fire (PCFFF) computerized document
collectlon



22: General Motors® Case Inventory Management Reports and Discovery Review Reports for
claims and/or lawsuits involving post collision fuel fed fire in the vehicles described in
Exhibit A,

23, The Product Recall Campaign (Bulletin No. 96070) regarding prop shaﬁ/fuel tank
contact.

24, General Motors’ Team Connect Database

25. Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standard compliance of the subject vehicle’s design.
26. General Motors’ PAR (or PART) Case Assessment system or database.

27. General Motors’ ESIS system or database.
28, Real world performance of the vehicles described in Exhibit A.

29, The engmeenng and design of the rear axle and dlfferentlal in the vehicles descnbed in
Exhxblt A.

~30. The »engmeering and design of the torsion bat(s) in the vehicles described in Exhibit A.

31. The engmeermg and design of the shield(s) on the fuel tank in the vehicles descnbed in
. Exhibit A, including optional shields and shields considered ‘but not utlllzed in

productlon

-32. The etigineering and design of the components circled on the photo(s) attached as
Exhibit B taken of 2 1997 GMC Jimmy.

Respectfullfubmltted

By: (?7£I

- Timothy Tyler

Timothy R. Tylef & .

120.W Madison Stree 05

Chicago IL 60602
312/920-1745 -
312/920-1749 facsum[e
and

. LANGDON & EMISON
George Chronic, Cook County Attomey No.: 42939
Tllinois Registration No. 6282658
911 Main Street, PO Box 220
Lexington MO 64067
Telephone: (660) 259-6175
Facsimile: (660) 259-4571

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF



EXHIBIT A







e
R

¥

Loy

e ey
e R L

it
S

%




B ahelp G




{5




Attorney No. 28788

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DIVISION

MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as

Special Administrator of the Estate of

.JOHN ROBERTS SR., deceased,
Plaintiff,

\'A No.09 L 11625

GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX,
Defendant. .

M Nl M e Nt ) et d Sl

PLAINTIFF'S FIRST REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS

1. Please adrrIit that Grossinger Autoplex requested, by letter of. Septeiﬁb“et'B s

2008, that General Motors Corporation provide a complete defense for Grossinger Autoplex

in the above-captioned matter.

2. Please admit that Grossinger Autoplex requested, by letter '-Q_f_,_.S.ep;‘tefriberB', o
£ 2008, that General Motors Corporation provide complete indemnification to Grossinger -
Autoplex in the above-captioned matter. "

3. Please admit that the document attached hereto as Exhibit “A”, is a ’trq‘erand- RS

accurate copy of a letter from Caroline Grossinger to the Office of the General Counsel of

General Motors Corporation, dated September 8,2008.

- 4, Please admit that Grossinger Autoplex requested, by letter of December 18 - s

2008, that General Motors Corporation provide a defense for- Grossinger Autoplex in the i

- above-captioned matter.




5. Please admit that Grossinger Autoplex requested, by létter of Decemb'er 18, -
2008, that General Motors Corporation indemnify Grossinger Autoplex from any costs or

judgment that it may incur in the above-captioned matter.

6. Please admit that the document attached hereto as Exh’ib’it “B”;. is’a’trué- ohd

accurate copy of a letter from Kristi Fielder, an attorney in the Legal Staff of General Motors
Corporation, to Grossmger Autoplex, dated January 16, 2009, '

7. Please admit that the document attached hereto as Exhibit “C”, is a. 'trué ahd, L

accurate copy of a letter from Kristi Fielder, an attorney in the Legal Staff.of. General Motors |

Corporation, to Grossinger Autoplex, dated August 6, 2009

8. Please admit that, through the letter of January 16, 2009, :Tf}enefaln E'Mo.to'r"s.'

- Corporation agreed to defend and indemnify Grossinger Autoplex in the -a-bové{éap'titone'd,-._ ,

matter.

9. Please admit that, through the letter of August 6, 2009; General Motors

Company agreed to defend and indemnify Grossinger Autoplex in the above captioned L i
matter. R

10.  Please admit that General Motors Corporation/General Motors. -Company |
selected and hired Michael P. Cooney of the firm Dykema Gossett LLP to defend Grossmger B

Autoplex in the above-captioned matter.

11.  Please admit that General Motors Corporation/General ;M..O'td.'r's.Co:h'paoy"haS‘:- K

paid and/or will pay all amounts due to Michael P. Cooney and his firm -Dykema ‘v,Gvoss'ett‘ o

LLP for their efforts providing a defense to Grossinger Autoplex in ,..t:he..--»abo_ve-cé-pfcioned I

matter.




12.  Please admit that that General Motors Corporatlon / General Motors Company
has paid and/or will pay all costs associated with the defense of Grossmger Autoplex in- the -
above-captioned matter. ' |

13.  Please admit that that General ‘Motors Corporation/ General Motors Company’ o

*has hired and/or will hire experts to serve in the defense of Grossinger Autoplex in the L

above-captioned matter.

14.  Please admit that that General Motors Corporatxon/ General Motors Company_'
~ has paid and/or will pay all costs associated with experts used in the defense of Grossmger RS

Autoplex in the above-captioned matter.

15.  Please admit that General Motors Corporation/General Motors C'om-pan'y';-,-

-agreed to indemnify Grossinger Autoplex for the amount of any ]udgment rendered. agamst -

Grossinger Autoplex in the above- captloned matter.

Respectfully submitted,

imothy Tylef
Tyler Law.Offices 'é
120 W Madison Street, Ste 505
Chicago IL 60602
312/920-1745
and
LANGDON & EMISON
J. Kent Emison
David A. Brose
911 Main Street, PO Box 220
Lexington MO 64067
Telephone: (660) 259-6175
Facsimile: (660) 259-4571
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF




Lincotnwood; Ilinois

Grossinger AutoPlex 847 674,5000
Grossinger ToyoraNorth 847.675.7 100
Grossinger Velvo 847.675.4500

. September3,2008

Officeof the General Counsel

General Motors Corporation

New Ceoter One Building

3031 West Grand Boulevard |

P.O. Box 33 122¢Mazi Code $482-207-700
Detroit, Michigan 482325122 : '

Re: Vehicke D IGKBWWZSQ‘Q?’I
Year and Model: 1997 GMC Jimmy

.
*e

To whom It mayéancem‘ ,.

We were served with 4 Surmons and complaint with respect {o the above captioned -

. matrer. Copies of the summons and complaint ave enclosed. You will note thatthe.
allegations in thecomplaint all velate to 8 1997 GMC Jimmy vehicle ideatification -
mimnber JGRDTI3W6Y2504292. Please accept this letter as Grossieger’s request that
General Motors Corpozation Ing., will provide a complete defense and indernification
yelating to the claims msed by Mozis, Roberts,

Pleasenote that the summeons requires Grossinger to file an eppearance in30days .
after service of this'summons.

Sincerely,

" ‘GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX
Caroline Grossinger
3 & . % ,,‘—~; ,'1
? c @ $ &
=M TOYOTA suzuxa R

B -1 O § m ' N WN"!"M
| ‘z RS JIONISSND  WADEE OLGLT zsza

PRODUCED BY G IN ROBERIS V. B&OSSIBIGER AUTOPLEX
PRODUCED PURSUANT 10 PROTECTIVE ORDER

© GROSSINGERDOOODOODL - ~“ -




General Motors Corporsation
Fucsimile . Telephone
24872674547 313-665-7419
Janvary 16, 2009

VIA FACSIMILE: B47 - 675-0655 .

Ms, Caroline Grossinger
GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX
6900 N. McCormick Blvd,
Lincolnwood, X1 60712

Dear Ms, Grossinger:

Re: REQUEST FOR INDEMNIFICATION o
Efo Jokn ROBERTS, 8r.,, et al, v. GMC and GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX
Circuit Court, Cook County, Hlinois - Docket No.: N/A

I have your letter of December 18, 2008, asking General Motors Corporation to indemnify
Grossinger Autoplex in this case, | understand you are searching for records the dealership may -
have with regard 1o the 1997 GMC S/T Jimmy involved in this case. Please et e know 4§ s00n 43
possibie what your search for records reveals, :

Even though we do not have a dealership file, General Motors agrees to defend and indemnify
Grossinger Autoplex ar this time. GM may reconsider fts acceptance of your request, however,
once it has received and reviewed the deslership file.

General Motors has selected Michael P, Cooney, Esq. of the firm of Dykema Gossent to defend.
Grossinger Autoplex and General Motors. :

The provisions under which GM is agreeing to dafend and, if nmcssary.‘\»indcmnifyv Grossinger .
Autoplex require Grossinger Autoplex to cooperate fully in the defense of this case. Therefore, a8 -

soon as possible, please contact Mr. Micheel P, Coongy and send him al} pleadings and suit papers,
together with copies of leners, repair orders, memoranda, notes and any other documenis the
dealership has that relate in any way to plaintiffs' claim. Please let Mr. Cooney know, immediately,
the name, position, and telephone number of the most appropriate déalership employee to act 8 the
contact between Mr. Cooney and Grossinger Autoplex. ’

400 RENAISSANCE CENTER P.0. Box 400 Detroit, MI. 482654000  Mall Code: 482-028-205

PRODUCED BY UM 1N ROPERTS V. GRUSSINGER AUTOPLEX GROSSINGERODOODOOD4 .

PRODUCED PURSUANT TO PROTECTIVE ORDER




Ms. Camﬁné Grossinger
January 16, 2009 ‘
Page 2

General Motors agreement to defend and indemnify Grossinger Autoplex in this case is niotunder-. .«
Article 17.4 of the Dealership Agresment because Grossinger Autoplex may have failed to properly
protect its interests in 1his lawsuit. Nevertheless, except for Section 7.1.3 of the Manual, OM agrees

to defend and indemnify Grossinger Autoplex expressly subject to all other applicable: terms and

 conditions just as if it had accepted.your indemnification request under the Dealer Agreement and | O '
Manual, However, Grossinger Autoples further agrees that, in the event GM. withdraws its -~ - .

agreement to indemnify Grossinger Autoplex because Grossinger Autoplex is held in defaulior o
Grossinger Actoplex othérwise fajfled to comply with its obligations under the Agreement, .
Dykema may continue to represent OM in this matter and withdraw its tepresentation-of
_ Grossinger Autoplex, and Grossinger Autoplex waives any conflict of interest that Dykenia may
-~ have ag a resull of its representation of it int this matter, ‘ o

We do not kaow if Grossinger Autoplex has already hired an attorney to yepresent it in this case, but. o
if you have, you should immediately let that attomey know about this lewter. If you have not, we . = -
‘hope that your failure to hire an attorney has not prejudiced your defense. ‘ ‘

‘We are sending a copy of this leuer 1o Mr, Sﬁdﬁa@l B, Cooney.

Very truly yours,
 Kristi K, Fielder

Kristi Fielder
Aromey

"KKFmjl

‘@ Michael P. Cooney, Bsq.
" Dykema Gossett
400 Rensissance Center
Detrojt, MI 48243-1668
" Email: meooney@dykema.com
Phone: 313 — 568-6800 (main)
Pax: 313 - 568.6658

- 400 RENAISSANCE CENTER P.0,Box 600 Detroif, MI 482654000 Mall Code: 482028205 .~

PRODUCED BY (M IN RUBERIS V. GROSSTHGER AUTOPLEX . - "GROSSINBEROCOODU00S - B

PRODUCED PURSUANT. TS PROTECTIVE ORDER




Gt F

CM LEGAL STAFF GENERAL MOTORS commv o
. . . mtﬂkﬂ»’ .
- Kristi K. Fielder Mail Codg: 4::-023495
- - ] 0.0, foxs00 .
‘?hom: 313/665-7418 Oatralt ). 43265 4000 .
Fax: 248/267-4547 L LUSA,

‘Email; kristifielder@gm.com -
August 6, 2009

Via Facsimile: 847.674.9097

- Ms. Caroline Grossinger
Grossinger Autoplex :

. 6900 North McCommick Boulevard . ~
Lincolnwood, &60?12 -

Re: REQUEST FOR INDEMNIFICATION
‘ John Roberts Sr. v. Grossinger Autoplex
and General Motors Corporation
Circuit Court, Cook County, Hlinois
GM File No. 490277

Dear Ms. Grossinger:

As you know, substantiaily all the assets of General Motors Corporation (‘GMC™y were sold to -
General Motors Company (“GM™) in connection with the bankruptcy proceadmgs relating to.GMC - - -
pending in the United States Bankruptey Court for the Southem District of New York, GMChad . -

- previously agreed {o defend and indemmnify Grossinger Autoplex in this matter in correspondence - .
dated April 5, 2005. 1am writing on behalf of GM; which is a new and separate entity rom GMC,

. GM agrees to defend and indemnify Grossinger Autoplex in this matter under tbe terms andf e

* conditions set forth below, , :

- Pursuant {o Sections 5 (a) and (b) of the Wind-Down Agreement dated June 1, 2009 and under =
Article 174 of the Dealer Sales and Service Agreement and under the Indemnification provisionsof - -
the Manual referred to in that Article, GM agrees to defend Grossinger Autoplex in this case. ..~ S
- Under those same provisions, GM will indemnify Grossinger Autoplex for the amount of any S
judgmem rendered against it in this case. ‘

Michael P. Cooney of the firm of Hanson Dykema Gossett LLP will defend the interests of' S
~ Grossinger Autoplex. »

PROGUCED BY OM IN ROBERTS ¥, GROSSINOER AUTOPLEX . GROSSIHOERODODO000Z g,ﬁ ‘
PRODUCED PURSUANT TG PROTECTIVE ORDER o :




- Ms. Caroline Grossinger
August 6, 2009
 Page?

‘The provisions under which GM is agreeing to defend and, if nccessary, indemnify Gmssmgcr*‘;?} o
Autoplex require Grossinger Autoplex to cooperate fully in the defense of this case. PleaseletMr. . -
' Cooney know, immediately, the name, position, and telephone nuimber of the most appropriste . = =~
- dealersh:p employee 1o act as the contact between Mr. Cooney and Grossinger Autopiex ifthathas . 0
changed since you first identified that individual.

~ Article 17.4 and the Manual provisions require the dcale:shxp to take all reasonable steps to ensure. . :

.~ thet its defense of this case has not been pre;udxocc! in any way, either by something Grossinger - -
Autoplex did or that it failed to do. GM is agreging w defend Grogsinger Autoplex on-the
assumption that Grossinger Autoplex has complied with this requirement. If GM learns that -
Grossinger Autoplex has not, GM has the right (0 withdraw its acceptance of the. deaiershxps N
d&fense , o

In addition, OM has the right to withdraw its agreeznem 10 indemnify and can :ender the defense PR
back to the dealership if GM reasonably concludes that the allegations the plaintiff is proceedingoa -
are not limited to the kind described in subparts (8) through (c) of Article 17.4 of the Agreement, -~

~ butalso include the kind described in the lademnification Limitation provisions of the Manual.

We are sending a copy of this letter to Mr. Cooney.

- Very truly yours,.

Kristi K, Fielder
Kristi K. Fielder
Attorngy

KKF:dgj

¢, Michael P. Cooney
DYKEMA GOSSETT
400 Renaissance Center
Detroit, MI 48226
Phone: 313-568-6800
‘Fax: 313.568-6549 .
Email: meooney@dykema.com

PRODUCED BY ON IN ROBERTS V, GRDSSINGER AVTOPLEX ' 'sanssmtse:asngéaaoas " S
PROGUCED PURSUANT TO BRUTECTIVE ORDER o




G e MPC APR 01 2011
Attorney #28788 - R EE

H e
A I3
'i.':’l”',“
. i- LI ol
LR Ly

IN THE CIRCUIT €OURT OF COOK'COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DIVISION

MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and "= - -

as Special Administrator of the Estate of "~ =} 7~
- JOHN ROBERTS SR., deceased, )
)
Plaintiff, )
) No.09L11625
V. ) .
)
GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX, )
)
Defendant. )
N FILIN

TO: SEE ATTACHED SERVICE LIST

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on March 29, 2011, I caused to be filed with the Clerk
of The Circuit Court of Cook County, Law Division, the attached, PLAINTIFE'S FIRST
E D IONSTO D : T SINGER A LEX concerning the
above-captioned case. :

P FQF CE BY
I, Melissa Bocanegra, non-attorney state that I have served this notice by mailing a

copy of the enclosed to the above-named individuals by depositing the same in the U. 5.
Mail as 120 West Madison Street, Suite 505, Chicago Illinois on March 29, 2011 at 5:00

pm with proper postage paid. .
C/"! / 7~ :
Ity sn6 ) bm e

Signature

TYLER LAW OFFICES

120 West Madison Street - Suite 505
Chicago Illinois 60602

(312) 920-1745



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT.OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DIVISION

MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as

Special Administrator of the Estate of

JOHN ROBERTS SR, deceased,
Plaintiff,

V. No.09L 11625

GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX,
Defendants.

e el e e N N N i N

E

Michael Cooney
Dykema Gossett

400 Renaissance Center
Detroit MI 48243

Tel: 313/568-6800
Fax: 313/568-6832
mcooney@dykema.com

Brittany M. Schultz

Dykema Gossett, PLLC

39577 Woodward Avenue, Suite 300
Bloomfield Hills, MI 48304-2820
Main: (248) 203-0797

Fax: (248) 203-0763

Sara Arroyo
Dykema Gossett
10 S, Wacker Drive
Suite 2300
Chicago, Illinois 60606
(312) 876-1700
Attorney Firm 1.D. 40874



Order o _(2/24/05) CCG N0o2

- IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

(Dboity

No g?(_ //925

0 .
%_@@gek/ Zzz’%gﬂ&y

ORDER -
Thior (200 Bgravey +p o haarel #40 o/ o2 Cop O kls
Dotz Ao SCscla 10/52&‘%%” Fronat @5 ?43” %”W
' 244% /é/u? Bz T iﬁ%% @MM . e
A haa

S nstion /zz/@@cée MWW
ﬁﬁ,ﬁ@t@ A /%5&%4/0 b Qe oy Ao MVW
=y dqsfs%aw S Sy
sz RO, Az @nosees— ﬁ@&%w ~ M -

. Atty. No.: ‘/2&-{ ?O

ENTERED:N B
TER
Dated: JUCGE "i%F
| MAY 03 2001
 City/State/Zip: | orerR GRE Y, ETew
. Judge .,;zza:miii;‘;_ﬁg%udge s No.

| Telephon‘e:.. . :f/ 2 /?7@ ! 705

“ DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY; ILLINOIS -



Attorney #28788 | ey
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IN THE.CIRCUIT COURT.OF COOK C@UNTY ILLINOIS G
COUNTY DEPARTMENT LAW: DIVISIO(N

)
).
)
)
)

)
)
)
)
)
)

-c'_?/

2

'MAZIE ROBERTS, .In-div1dua-_lly and
as Special Administrator of the Estate of
- .JOHN:ROBERTS SR, deceased,

Plaintiff, | |
No.09 L 11625 -

V. _

' GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX,

Defendant.

TO: SEE ATTACHED SERVICE LIST

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on ]une 16 2011 I caused to be ﬁled VVlth the Clerk o e

above—captloned case

PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL
I, Melissa Bocanegra, non-attorney state that I have served this notice by mailing a

copy of the enclosed to the above-named individuals by depositing the same in the U. S.
Mail as 120 West Madison Street, Suite 505, Chicago Iilinois on June 16, 2011 at 5:00 pm |

~with’ proper postage paid.

Slgnature

TYLER LAW OFFICES
120 West Madlson Street Sulte 505 e
'Chlcago Ilhno’ 60602 - S




Attorney No. 28788

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

COUNTY BEPARTMENT -LAW DIVISI‘ON |

MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as
Special Administrator of the Estate of
JOHN ROBERTS SR., deceased,
Plaintiff,
v. No. 09L 11625
GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX,
" Defenidant.

ATTORNEY’S SERVICE LIST

Michael P. Cooney
Dykema Gossett PLLC
400 Renaissance Center
Detroit, MI 48243

© . Tel: (313) 568-6800

Fax: (313) 568-6832

- Brittany M. Schultz
Dykema Gossett PLLC
39577 Woodward Avenue - Suite 300
Bloomfield Hills, MI 48304-2820
" Tel: (248) 203-0797
Fax: (248) 203-0763

‘Sara Arroyo

Dykema Gossett PLLC
10 S. Wacker Drive:

Suite 2300 .

Chicago, Illinois 60606

Tel: (312) 876-1700
Fax: (312) 627-2302



Attorney No. 28788

MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as

. Special Administrator of the Estate of
JOHN:ROBERTS SR, deceased

' Plaintiff,

. ‘No.09L 11625

- GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX,

~Defendant.

— . ;

NOTICE OF VIDEOTAPED EVIDENTIARY DEPOSI-".HQN ON.ORAL .

EXAMINATION OF CORPORATE REPRESENTATIVE(S)
OF DEFENDANT GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX

TO: Defendant Grossinger Autoplex, by and through their attorneys of record:

Plaintiff, by and through counsel of record, hereby gives notice that a videotaped
deposition of Grossinger Autoplex’s Corporate Representative(s) will be taken pursuant to Civil
Practice Act and Rules of the Supreme Court of Ilfinois at a mutually agreeable date, time and

location.

Plaintiff hereby requests that Grossinger Autoplex, identify and produce one or more
persons knowledgeable to testify on the following subjects, pursuant to Illinois Supreme Court

Rule 206(a)(1):
1. General Motors, LLC agreement to defend and indemnify Gfossinger Autoplex in the

above-captioned matter.

2. The scope of and any limitation on General Motors, LLC’s agreement to defend and
indemnify Grossinger Autoplex in the above-captioned matter.

3. General Motors, LLC agreement or refusal to indemnify Grossinger Autoplex from any
judgment entered in the above-captioned matter. .




Resp ectfully submltted

Chicago IL 60602
312/920-1745 . N
'312/920-1749 facsimile.
-AND-
- LANGDON & EMISON
R Kent Emison, MB#29721
. David R. Brose, MB#56244
911 Main Street, PO Box220:
. Lexington'M0-64067
_ Telephone: (660) 259-6175
" Facsimile:(660) 259-4571

'ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF




IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION

MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as Special )

Administrator of the Estate of JOHN ROBERTS)

SR., deceased, )

Case No. 04 L. 013996
Plaintiff,

Calendar F

Vs,

MOTORS CORPORATION and

)
)
)
)
)
LEONARD W. JOHNSON, IV, GENERAL )
)
GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX, )

)

)

Defendants.

AFFIDAVIT OF KRISTI FIELDER

STATE OF MICHIGAN

N’ N N’

COUNTY OF WAYNE

Kristi Fielder, being duly sworn, deposes and states as follows:

1. I am employed as an attorney on the Legal Staff of General Motors Corporation
(“GM”). I submit this Affidavit in response to Plaintiff’s Third Request to Production, Nos. 83,
84, and 93. I have personal knowledge of the facts set forth herein and am otherwise competent
to testify regarding these matters.

2. Plaintiff in this case has asked for GM’s “computerized case inventory system (or
Case Management Database System...) including your ‘Virtual Partner Narratives’, ‘Law Pack’
or their current equivalents )...” for accidents involving a post-collision fuel fed fire. (See
Plaintiff’s Third Request for Production, No. 83). Plaintiff has also asked for “all Discovery
Review Reports...for actions commenced against GM claiming or alleging that GM was or is at

fault for providing a defective fuel system in GM passenger vehicles.” (See Plaintiff’s Third



Request for Production, No. 84). Finally, Plaintiff has asked for “SIS [or ESIS] files or
investigations which relate to vehicle fires....” (See Plaintiff’s Third Request for Production,
No. 93).

3. The GM Legal Staff maintains a case and matter management system that, among
other things, tracks information about claims and pending litigation against GM. That system,
known as TeamConnect, is not limited to claims involving fuel systems, but tracks litigation
involving every type of claim asserted against GM and stores such information electronically.

4. TeamConnect is an application that was configured to meet the needs of GM’s in-
house attorneys to track information about claims and litigation brought against GM. It is a tool
used by the Legal Staff to assist in defending GM. TeamConnect contains codes, descriptions,
and analyses for each case or claim, including the mental impressions, opinions, and conclusions
of attorneys representing GM.

5. When a case or claim is brought against GM, it is typically assigned to an attorney
on the Legal Staff. That attorney selects information about that case to be included in
TeamConnect, including a short narrative description of the defect allegation. When a Legal
Staff attorney obtains materials relating to the case or claim, the attorney selects or extracts
information from the materials that he or she thinks is important for that case. In preparing the
case narratives, each lawyer uses judgment to determine the information deemed important or
relevant to the description of the case and/or claim. In pre-suit claims, GM’s claim handling
representatives (ESIS), working at the direction of GM Legal Staff, select or extract information
from the materials that he or she thinks is important for that case.

6. TeamConnect is used exclusively by the Legal Staff attorneys and employees

working with, and at the direction of, GM Legal Staff attorneys. TeamConnect is not and never



has been used by GM as part of the design, testing, manufacturing, or marketing of motor
vehicles. It is used to help the Legal Staff manage, monitor, and evaluate claims and defend GM
in litigation. The fundamental structure, format, fields, and function of the system (including the
so-called Discovery Review Reports) reflect the judgments, impressions, and conclusions of the
Legal Staff.

7. TeamConnect is not accessible to the general public, or even to most of GM’s
employees. Only Legal Staff attorneys and those working with Legal Staff attorneys may access
TeamConnect. Even those authorized Legal Staff personnel must have a valid password and
comply with other security measures to access and use the database. GM does not knowingly or
voluntarily disclose the contents of the database beyond GM’s attorneys and those working
closely with, and at the direction of, GM’s attorneys. GM has always intended that the database,
including “Discovery Review Reports,” be protected from disclosure by the attomey work
product doctrine and the attorney-client privilege.

8. As noted above, GM’s claim handling representatives with ESIS work at the
direction of GM Legal Staff, as well as GM’s retained outside counsel, to assist GM’s counsel in
investigating and defending claims and lawsuits. GM counsel provide instruction to ESIS based
upon the attorneys’ judgments, analysis, and conclusions regarding issues in cases or claims.
ESIS representatives confidentially communicate with GM counsel in response to those
instructions and directives.

9. The confidential communications contained in ESIS investigation files are not and
never have been used by GM as part of the design, testing, manufacturing, or marketing of motor
vehicles. It is used to help the Legal Staff manage, monitor, and evaluate claims and defend GM

in litigation. Those communications reflect the judgments, impressions, and conclusions of the



Legal Staff and GM outside counsel. The communications are not accessible to the general
public, or even to most of GM’s employees. Only Legal Staff attorneys and those working with
Legal Staff attorneys may access ESIS confidential communications. GM has always intended
that the confidential communications be protected from disclosure by the attorney work product

doctrine and the attorney-client privilege.

Further affiant sayeth not.
m\/‘ \%\A ‘
Kristi Fielder

Subscribed to and sworn before me
this A 1S day of May 2008

APRIL M. HICKS

Notary Public, State of Michigan
County of Wayne

My Commission Expires ta 11,2
Acting in the County ofp LL o2



To protect the privacy of
individuals, NHTSA does not
make medical records available

to the public without

authorization. For this reason,
documents falling into this
category have not been included
in this complaint record.
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Attorney No. 28788

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DIVISION

MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as

)
Special Administrator of the Estate of ) o
JOHN ROBERTS SR., deceased, ) Ty oA
Plaintiff, ) =9 o
) :v_g_';-;"r._f;1 &
v. g No. 04 L. 013996 =
P s
LEONARD W. JOHNSON, IV, ) Lo =
GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION ) won °;
and GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX, ) S w
Defendants. ) -
NOTICE OF MOTION
To: Julie C. Keller _ Michael P. Cooney
Dykema Gossett PLLC . Dykema Gossett PLLC
10 S. Wacker Drive -400 Renaissance Center
Suite 2300 Detroit, MI 48243
Chicago, Illinois 60606

: r
Please take notice that on the Q3 day of June, 2006, at / O . O or as soon
thereafter as counsel may be heard, I shall appear before the Honorable Judge Hogan in
Room 2201 of the Richard Daley Center, 50 West Washington, Chicago, Illinois, and

then and there present the attached Motion for Hearing on Defendant General Motors
Corporation’s Response to Plaintiff’s Second Supplemental Interrogatories.

PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL

{

I, Norma I. Herrera, non-attorney state that I have served this notice by mailing a
copy of the enclosed to the above-named individuals by depositing the same in the U.S.

Mail at 120 West Madison Street, Suite 505, Chicago, Illinois on June 16, 2006, before
4:00 p.m. with proper postage paid.

(/ Norma I. Herrera
TIMOTHY R. TYLER & ASSOCIATES, P.C.
120 West Madison Street, Suite 505

Chicago, Illinois 60602
(312) 920-1745



Attorney No. 28788

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DIVISION '

MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as

Special Administrator of the Estate of

JOHN ROBERTS SR., deceased,
Plaintiff,

LEONARD W. JOHNSON, IV,
GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION
and GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX,

)
)
)
;
v. ) No. 04 L. 013996
)
)
;
Defendants. )

MOTION FOR HEARING ON DEFENDANT
GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION’S RESPONSE TO
PLAINTIFF'S SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL INTERROGATORIES
NOW COMES the plaintiff, MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as Special

Administrator of the Estate of JOHN ROBERTS, SR., deceased, by and through her
attorneys, TIMOTHY R. TYLER & ASSOCIATES, P.C. and moves this Honorable Court
for a hearing on defendant’s response to plaintiff's second supplemental interrogatories,
stating as follows:
1. Thaton April 17, 2006, plaintiff propounded her second supplemental
interrogatories on defendant GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION (“GM”).
2. That on June 5, 2006, defendant GM responded to plaintiff's second
supplemental interrogatories. (Exhibit A).
3. That in response to interrogatories GM has objected to several interrogatories
stating that “GM objects because it is vague, ambiguous, overly broad, unduly and
burdensome and ask for irrelevant information.”

4. That as of June 16, 2006, defendant GM has not responded or produced any



documents in lieu of responses to the interrogatories and have made various objections.
WHEREFORE, the plaintiff MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as Special
Administrator of the Estate of JOHN ROBERTS, SR., deceased moves that this
Honorable Court conduct a hearing on defendant GENERAL MOTORS
CORPORATION's refusal to completely respond to plaintiff's second supplemental
interrogatories and requests of this Court, where appropriate, that the defendant

GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION comply with Supreme Court Rule 201(n).

[

7 Tnnoth

Timothy R. Tyler

TIMOTHY R. TYLER & ASSOCIATES, P.C.
120 West Madison Street

Suite 505

Chicago, llinois 60602

(312) 920-1745
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS ™ |
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION ~ ““of s 7o

i

Cer
e fe

MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as Special )
Administrator of the Estate of JOHN ROBERTS)

SR., deceased, . T - e
) CaseNo. 0410145996 ~ 7>
Plaintiff, )
) Calendar F
Vs. ) a
)
LEONARD W. JOHNSON, IV, GENERAL )
MOTORS CORPORATION and )
GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX, )
)

Defendant,
NOTICE OF FILING

To: Timothy R. Tyler
Timothy R. Tyler & Associates, P.C.
120 West Madison Street, Suite 505
Chicago, II 60602

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT on the 5th day of June, 2006 we filed with the Circuit
Court of Cook County, County Department, Law Division,. General Motors «Corporation’s
Answers to Plaintiff’s Second Supplemental Interrogatories, a copy of which is attached

hereto.

METORS CORPORATION

Julie C. Keller

DYKEMA GOSSETT PLLC
10 S. Wacker, Suite 2300
Chicago, IL 60606

(312) 876-1700

Michael Cooney (pro hac vice)
DYKEMA GOSSETT PLLC

400 Renajssance Center
Detroit, Michigan 48243

(313) 568-6594 '




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, Julie C. Keller, aver that on June 5, 2006 a copy of the above document and General
Motors Corporation’s Answers to Plaintiff’s Second Supplemental Interrogatories, were
served via U.S. First Class Mail delivery from 10 S. Wacker, Suite 2300, Chicago, IL 60606

(ot

upon the attorney listed above before 5:00 p.m.

yJulie C. Keller /

CHICAGO\2089593.5
IDUCKE



Attor: 2y #28788

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DIVISION

MAZI i ROBERTS, Individually and as
Specia Administrator of the Estate of

JOHN ROBERTS SR., deceased,
Alaintiff,

LEON ARD W. JOHNSON, IV,
GENE AL MOTORS CORPORATION
and G. OSSINGER AUTOPLEX,

)
)
)
|
V. ) No. 04 L 013946
)
)
)
Jefendants. )

MOTION FOR LEAVE

NOW COME the plaintiff, MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as Special
Admir strator of the Estate of JOHN ROBERTS, SR, deceased. by and through her
attorn¢ ys TIMOTHY R. TYLER & ASSOCIATES, P.C., and move this Honorable
Court - » allow plaintiffs leave to file a Second Amended Complaint, and in support
thereo, state as follows:
1. "he plaintiff died as a result of an automobile collision on December 14, 2004.
2, ‘he plaintiff alleges that the defendant G.M. was a cause of plaintiff death,
becaus - the vehicle which was manufactured by G.M. was defzctive.
3. “hat one of the resulting injuries to the plaintiff was that he was burned
extensi rely while trapped in his vehicle.

4. ‘hat the plaintiff respectfully request that she be allowed to file her second

amend 'd complaint .



WHEREFORE, the plaintiff MAZIE ROBERTS, Indiviclually and as Special
Admi istrator of the Estate of JOHN ROBERTS, SR., deceasec|, pray that this Court

grant er leave to file her Second Amended Complaint.

e
Tlrﬁothﬁ(der (

Timot y R. Tyler

TIMC (HY R. TYLER & ASSOCIATES, I’.C.
120 W st Madison Street

Suite )5

Chicaj o, llinois 60602

(312) ¢ 20-1745



Dykema Gossett PLLC
D (EM A 400 Renaissance Center
: Detroit, Michigan 48243
WWW.DYKEMA.COM
Tel (313) 568-6800
Fax: (313) 568-6832

Michael P. Cooney
Direct Dial: (313) 568-6955
Email: MCOONEY@DYKEMA.COM

March 20, 2007 Via Facsimile

Timothy R. Tyler

Timothy R. Tyler & Associates, P.C.
120 West Madison Street, Suite 505
Chicago, IL 60602

Re: ‘ General Motors Corporation

Dear Tim:

In response to your February, 22, 2007 letter, GM objects to Dr. Croft taking possession of the
items removed from the vehicle and now stored at Dynamic Safety. Your letter does not
describe what Dr. Croft intends to do with the items in order to “complete his investigation.”
GM objects to any destructive testing of any components or contents of the vehicle. Further, any
laboratory analysis of those items should be performed by an independent facility and subject to
a mutually agreed handling and testing protocol. Please contact me if you wish to further discuss
any such testing.

Sincerely,

DYKEMA GOSSETT pLLc

ol 07 (osrsy o

Michae] P. Cooney

cc: Julie Keller

CALIFORNIA | ILLINOIS | MICHIGAN | WASHINGTON D.C.



Dykeva
bee:  Kristi Fielder

DET01\520047.10
IDWMPC

CALIFORNIA | ILLINOIS | MICHIGAN | WASHINGTON D.C.
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Attorney No. 28788

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DIVISION

MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as )
Special Administrator of the Estate of )
JOHN ROBERTS SR., deceased, )
Plaintiff, )
) .
V. ) No. 04 L. 01399
]
LEONARD W, JOHNSON, IV, )
GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION )
and GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX, )
Defendants. ); 2
oo S
Som =
NOTICE OF FILING a5 S m
. m:’: o O
ca™
To:  Michael P.Cooney... . .. . .. JulieCKeller . . —_;,&55 U
Dykema Gossett PLLC Dykema Gossett PLLC_o% = ~
400 Renaissance Center 10 S. Wacker Drive, Suxtc-f =5500 =
Detroit, MI 48243 Chicago, Illinois 60606 ~

Please take notice that on August 16, 2007, I caused to be filed with the Circuit
Court of Cook County, Illinois, the attached Plaintiffs Rule 213(f)(1)(2) Disclosures
concerning the above case.

PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL

I, Melissa Bocanegra, non-attorney state on oath that I served a copy of the
enclosed to the above-named attorney(s) by depositing the same in the U.S. Mail at 120
West Madison Street, Suite 505, Chicago, Illinois 60602, on August 16, 2007 before 5:00
p.m., with proper postage paid.

Melissa Bocanegra




Timothy R. Tyler

Timothy R. Tyler & Associates, P.C.
120 West Madison, Suite 505
Chicago, Ilinois 60602

(312) 920-1745
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Attorney No. 28788 D, %o,
f’/ 0 &yéé’ 0 P
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS G o6y, & S
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DIVISION “oo;/,;ffx,;.. %,
4 Cg;‘%‘) i .0
MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as %Ly,
Special Administrator of the Estate of A

JOHN ROBERTS SR., deceased,
Plaintiff,

No. 04 L 013996

LEONARD W. JOHNSON, 1V,

GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION

and GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX, .
Defendants.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

PLAINTIFFS' RULES 213(f)(1)(2)DISCLOSURES

NOW COME the plaintiff, MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually ans as Special
Administrator of the Estate of JOHN ROBERTS SR., deceased by and her attorneys,
TIMOTHY R. TYLER & ASSOCIATES, P.C., and disclose the following witnesses,
pursuant to Rule 213(£)(1)(2), who will testify at trial:

‘1. Furnish the identity, address and subject on which each lay witness will testify at

trial.
Lay Witnesses 213(f)(1)

Mazie Roberts14208 S. Ingleside Dolton, Illinois 60419. Mazie Roberts is the wife of
John Roberts Sr, and she will be called to testify as to her relationship with her husband,
her social event she shared with her husband, events that occurred on the days before
and the day of the accident, John Roberts general health her loss of society and damages
as a result of his death.

Melvin Roberts 329 N. Virginia Glenwood, Illinois 60425. Melvin Roberts is the son of
John Roberts Sr., and he will be called to testify as to his relationship with his father, his
social events he shared with his father, events that occurred on the days before and the
day of the accident, John Roberts general health his loss of society and damages as
result of his death. .




Michael Roberts 13301 Garcia Street Quantico, Virginia 22134. Michael Roberts is the
son of John Roberts Sr., and he will be called to testify as to his relationship with his
father, his social events he shared with his father, events that occurred on the days
before and the day of the accident, John Roberts general health his loss of society and
damages as a result of his death.

Leonard W, Johnson IV 13146 S. St. Lawrence Chicago, Illinois 60627. He will testify as
to the events leading up to the accident involving Mr. Roberts. It is anticipated that he
will testify as to the speed of his vehicle the impact and the events after the impact the
scene after the motor vehicle accident of December 14, 2004, including but not limited
to, the placement of the vehicles involved, the condition of traffic controls; his general
understanding of the circumstances and facts leading up to the incident; and
conversations with the witnesses.

Ron DeClements 14641 Lincoln Avenue Dolton, Illinois 60419. It is anticipated that Mr.
DeClements will be called to testify regarding his observations while at the scene of the
accident on December 14, 2004. His observations of John Roberts Sr., during and after
the vehicles fires were extinguished. In addition, he will testify regarding the scene
after the motor vehicle accident of December 14, 2004, including but not limited to, the
placement of the vehicles involved, the condition of traffic controls; his general
understanding of the circumstances and facts leading up to the incident; and
conversations with the witnesses. It further expected that Ron DeClements will testify

consistent with his deposition testimony.,

Linda Smith 145 East 148" Street Harvey, Illinois 60426. It is anticipated that Ms. Smith
will be called to testify regarding her observations while at the scene of the accident on
December 14, 2004. Her observations of John Roberts Sr., during and after the vehicles
fires were extinguished. In addition, she will testify regarding the scene after the motor
vehicle accident of December 14, 2004, including but not limited to, the placement of the
vehicles involved, the condition of traffic controls; her general understanding of the
circumstances and facts leading up to the incident; and conversations with the
witnesses. It further expected that Linda Smith will testify consistent with her
deposition testimony.

" Peter Shannon 14305 Maryland Dolton, Illinois 60419. It is anticipated that Mr.
Shannon will be called to testify regarding his observations while at the scene of the
accident on December 14, 2004. His obsetvations of John Roberts Sr., during and after
the vehicles fires were extinguished. In addition, he will testify regarding the scene
after the motor vehicle accident of December 14, 2004, including but not limited to, the
placement of the vehicles involved, the condition of traffic controls; his general




understanding of the circumstances and facts leading up to the incident; and
conversations with the witnesses. It further expected that Peter Shannon will testify
consistent with his deposition testimony.

Randolph Darden 14312 South Edbrooke Riverdale, llinois 60827. It is anticipated that
M. Shannon will be called to testify regarding his observations while at the scene of the
accident on December 14, 2004. His observations of John Roberts Sr., during and after
the vehicles fires were extinguished. In addition, he will testify regarding the scene
after the motor vehicle accident of December 14, 2004, including but not limited to, the
placement of the vehicles involved, the condition of traffic controls; his general
understanding of the circumstances and facts leading up to the incident; and
conversations with the witnesses. It further expected that Randolph Darden will testify
consistent with his deposition testimony.

2. Furnigh the identity, address, and subject on which each independent expert
witnesses will testify at trial and the opinions the party expects to elicit.

Independent Witnegses 213(£)(2)

Steve Hotkiewicz 13135 South Escanaba Chicago, Illinois 60633. Mr. Hotkiewicz is a
Firefighter from Dolton Fire Department and will be called to testify at trial as to the
facts contained in the fire department reports and regarding his observations of the
vehicles before, during and after the vehicles fires were extinguished. His observations
of John Roberts Sr., before during and after the vehicles fires were extinguished. In
addition, he will testify regarding the scene after the motor vehicle accident of
December 14, 2004, including but not limited to, the placement of the vehicles involved,
the condition of traffic controls; his general understanding of the circumstances and
facts leading up to the incident; and conversations with the witnesses. It further
expected that Steve Hotkiewicz will testify will testify consistent with his deposition
testimony.

Gordon E. Bradshaw Dolton Fire Department 14022 S. Park Avenue Dolton, Illinois
60419. Gordon E. Bradshaw and will be called to testify at trial as to the facts contained
in the fire department reports and regarding his observations of the vehicles before,
during and after the vehicles fires were extinguished. His observations of John Roberts
Sr., before during and after the vehicles fires were extinguished. In addition, he will
testify regarding the scene after the motor vehicle accident of December 14, 2004,
including but not limited to, the placement of the vehicles involved, the condition of
traffic controls; his general understanding of the circumstances and facts leading up to
the incident; and conversations with the witnesses. It further expected that Gordon E.
Bradshaw will testify consistent with deposition that he may give in this case.




Ron Robertson Buds Ambulance Service P.O. Box 659 Dolton, Illinois 60419, Mr.
Robertson will testify at trial as to the facts contained in the Buds Ambulance Report
and regarding his observations of Mr. Roberts while in the vehicle, after the vehicle fire
was extinguished, In addition, he will testify regarding his observations at the scene
after the motor vehicle accident of December 14, 2004, including but not limited to, the
placement of the vehicles involved, the condition of M, Roberts body when it was
received by Buds Ambulance service. His general understanding of the circumstances
and facts leading up to the inciderit; and conversations with the witnesses. It further
expected that Ron Robertson will testify consistent with deposition that he may give in
this case.

Buds Ambulance Service Crew ID# 1041 Lenzen Buds Ambulance Service P.O, Box
659 Dolton, lllinois 60419. Crew ID#1041 Lenzen will testify at trial as to the facts
contained in the Buds Ambulance Report and regarding his/het observations of Mr. -
Roberts while in the vehicle , and after the vehicle fire was extinguished. In addition,
he/she will testify regarding his/her observations at the scene after the motor vehicle
accident of December 14, 2004, including but not limited to, position and the condition,
of Mr. Roberts body when it was received by Buds Ambulance Service. His/her
general understanding of the circumstances and facts leading up to the incident; and
conversations with the witnesses. It further expected that Crew ID # 1041 Lenzen will
testify consistent with deposition that he/she may give in this case.

Buds Ambulance Service Crew ID#1283 Allison Buds Ambulance Service P.O. Box 659
Dolton, Illinois 60419. Crew ID# 1283 Allison will testify at trial as to the facts contained
in the Buds Ambulance Report and regarding his/her observations of Mr. Roberts
while in the vehicle , and after the vehicle fire was extinguished. In addition, he/she
will testify regarding his/her observations at the scene after the motor vehicle accident
of December 14, 2004, including but not limited to, position and the condition, of Mr.
Roberts body when it was received-by.Buds Ambulance Service. His/her general
understanding of the circumstances and facts leading up to the incident; and
conversations with the witnesses. It further expected that Crew ID# 1283 Allison will
testify consistent with deposition that he/she may give in this case

Buds Ambulance Service Crew ID# 668 M. Rigoni Buds Ambulance Service P.O. Box
659 Dolton, Illinois 60419. Crew ID#668 M. Rigoni will testify at trial as to the facts
contained in the Buds Ambulance Report and regarding his/her observations of M.
Roberts while in the vehicle , and after the vehicle fire was extinguished. In addition,
he/she will testify regarding his/her observations at the scene after the motor vehicle
accident of December 14, 2004, including but not limited to, position and the condition,




of Mr. Roberts body when it was received by Buds Ambulance service. His/her general
understanding of the circumstances and facts leading up to the incident; and
conversations with the witnesses. It further expected that Crew ID#668 M. Rigoni will
testify consistent with deposition that he/she may give in this case.

Chief Ron Burge Dolton Police Department, 14030 Park Avenue Dolton, Tllinois 60419.
Chief Ron Burge will be called to testify at trial as to the facts contained in the Police
Report and regarding his observations of the vehicles, and the scene after the motor
vehicle accident of December 14, 2004, including but not limited to, the plucement of the
vehicles involved, the condition of traffic controls; his general understanding of the
circumstances and facts leading up to the incident; conversations with and/ or between
the parties and/ or witnesses, It is further expected that Chief Ron Burge will testify
consistent with the deposition that he may give in this case. o

Juan Bautista 9511 West Harrison Des Plaines, Illinois 60016. Juan Bautista is a Illinois
State Trooper. Mer. Bautista will be called to testify at trial as to the facts contained in
the linois accident reconstruction report and regarding his observations of the '
vehicles , during and after the vehicles fires were extinguished. His observations of
John Roberts Sr., during and after the vehicles fires were extinguished. In addition, he
will testify regarding the scene after the motor vehicle accident of December 14, 2004,
including but not limited to, the placement of the vehicles involved, the condition of
traffic controls; his general understanding of the circumstances and facts leading up to
the incident; and conversations with the witnesses. It further expected that Juan
Bautista will testify consistent with his deposition testimony.

Joseph Lawrence Cogan 328 North Cuyler Oak Park, Illinois 60302. Cook County
Medical Examiner Joseph Lawrence Cogan will be called to testify at trial as to the
findings stated in the Certificate of Death and Report of Postmortem Examination. In
addition, he is expected to testify consistent with his deposition testimony.

Unknown Former and Current General Motors Corporation Employees will be called
to testify at trial that have information concerning any facts or circumstances in any
way related to the subject matter of this action. These employees may be called to testify
as to their knowledge of facts and circumstances or issues that are in any way related to
this matter including Corporate Designees, Release Engineers, Design Engineers, Fuel
Tank Placement Engineers, Fuel Tank Components Parts Engineers, and Designers of
the Component Parts, before and after market Fuel Tank inspectors, and various
research employees.




Plaintiff reserves the right to supplement her responses to the Illinois Supreme Court
Rule 213(f) Interrogatories pursuant to Illinois Supreme Court Rule 213(i).

At trial, Plaintiff reserve the right to elicit any opinion expressed by a witness at his or
her deposition.

Plaintiff expressly adopts those opinions expressed by Defendants Supreme Court Rule
213(f)(1) and(2) opinion witnesses, with respect to all witnesses, Plaintiff reserve the
right to elicit information and opinions in subject areas which are not listed in these
answets, but which are first introduced by the Defendant in the cross-examination of
any witness or in their respective cases.

Plaintiff reserve the right to elicit opinions from Defendants opinion witnesses,
including those expressed at the depositions of those witnesses; those'expressed. by
opinion witnesses in writings authored or coauthored by the witnesses; and to elicit the
opinions of Defendants; and their opinion witnesses with respect to statements made by
Defendants opinion witnesses in deposition, at trial or in writings authored or
coauthored by his opinions witnesses. '

Plaintiff reserve the right to refrain from calling any listed witnesses and to refrain from
calling any listed witness to testify with regard to any listed subject. Moreover, by
listing a witness or subject matter, Plaintiff do not waive any rights to object to that
witness being called by another party, or to objections which Plaintiff may have to a
witness’ testimony on any subject.

, /7/;1;7%/
Vb 2

Timothy R. Tyler

Timothy R. Tyler & Associates, P.C.
120 West Madison

Suite 505

Chicago, Illinois 60602

(312) 920-1745




IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS £l Ep
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION 7 ‘dUG
Cliy, e PH 3: 5 g

i/ g
,"“5' Y/.u JF COOK

MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as Special )
[}/1{ iy /U X0

Administrator of the Estate of JOHN ROBERTS) \\

SR., deceased, )
) Case No. 04L 013996 /‘f Y E“\CL fﬁfr
Plaintiff, )
) Calenda.r F
\7: )
)
LEONARD W. JOHNSON, IV, GENERAL )
MOTORS CORPORATION and )
GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX, )
)
Defendant.
NOTICE OF FILING

To: Timothy R. Tyler
Timothy R. Tyler & Associates, P.C.
120 West Madison Street, Suite. 505
Chicago, IL 60602

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT on the 23rd day of August, 2007 we filed with the
Circuit Court of Cook County, County Department, Law Division, Defendants’ Answers to
Plaintiff’s Rule 213(f)(1) & (2) Interrogatories, a copy of whlch is attached hereto and served

upon you.

GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION
and OSSINGER AUTOPLEX

By: ) (j/%-/

One of theirAttorneys

Julie C, Keller

DYKEMA GOSSETT PLLC
10 S. Wacker, Sutte 2300
Chicago, IL 60606

(312) 876-1700

Michael Cooney (pro hac vice)
DYKEMA GOSSETT PLLC

400 Renaissance Center
Detroit, Michigan 48243

(313) 568-6594

CRICAGO\2358759.1
ID\CLGI .
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Julie C. Keller, aver that on August 23, 2007 a copy of the above document and
Defendants’ Answers to Plaintiff’s Rule 213(f)(1) & (2) Interrogatories, were served via

facsimile and U.S. First Class Mail delivery from 10 S. Wacker, Suite 2300, Chicago, IL 60606

7 Julie C. Kéller

upon the attorney listed above before 5:00 p.m.

CHICAGON2358759.1
IDWCLG!



Attorney No. 28788

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DIVISION

MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as

Special Administrator of the Estate of

JOHN ROBERTS SR., deceased,
Plaintiff,

LEONARD W, JOHNSON, IV,
GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION
and GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX,

)
)
)
;
v. ) No. 04 L 013996
)
)
|
Defendants. )

ROUTINE MOTION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAR PRO HAC VICE

Now comes the Plaintiffs, MAZIE ROBERTS, individually and as Special
Administrator for the estate of JOHN ROBERTS SR., Deceased, by and through her
attorney, TIMOTHY R. TYLER & ASSOCIATES, P.C., and hereby request that J. Kent
Emison, Robert Langdon, Brett Emison, Robert Sullivan, and LANGDON & EMISON
be admitted to appear pro hac vice before the Circuit Court of Cook County, Illinois
solely for the purpose of appearing in the above-captioned case as lead counsel for
Plaintiffs, MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as Special Administrator for the estate of
JOHN ROBERTS SR., Deceased, and in support thereof, attach the Affidavits of J. Kent
Emison, Robert Langdon, Robert Sullivan and Brett Emison as Exhibit A.

Respectfully submitted,
@ of Pl4in A(torneys /
Timothy Tyler

TIMOTHY R. TYLER & ASSOCIATES, P.C.
120 W Madison Street, Suite 505

Chicago IL 60602

312/920-1745



State of Missouri

)
)
County of A%‘ #f:[a[{) )

AFFIDAVIT BRETT A. EMISON

BRETT A. EMISON, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and states as
follows:

1. Tam an Attorney licensed to practice law in the State of Missouri in the firm of
LANGDON & EMISON, which is located in Lexington, Missouri. I am one of the
Attorneys responsible for the prosecution of the above-referenced matter on behalf of
our clients Mazie Roberts.

2. Tam competent to testify to the allegations contained within this Affidavit
based on my own personal knowledge (unless otherwise stated on information and
belief).

3. Our firm has been requested to represent Mazie Roberts in this matter. ] am a
member in good standing of the Bar of the State of Missouri. There are no disciplinary
proceedings pending against me in any jurisdiction where I have appeared as a
practicing Attorney.

4. Tam familiar with the Illinois Code of Civil Procedure, Rules of the Illinois
Supreme Court and local Court Rules of the Cook County Circuit Court. Our client has
requested that our firm and myself represent them in this matter. Timothy R. Tyler a
licensed Illinois Attorney is acting as Local Counsel.

5. I respectfully request that this Honorable Court admit me Pro Hac Vice in
order to represent our client Mazie Roberts in this pending matter.

FURTHER YOUR AFFIANT SAYETH N HT.

Brett A. Emison, MB# 52072
LANGDON & EMISON
911 Main Street

P.O. Box 220

Lexington, Missouri 64067
(660)259-6175

(660)259-4571 facsimile

SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to this o /. day of A otem étv , 2007.

i - PUBLIC

["MARY LOU SCHLUETER

1 Notary Pubiic .. Notary Seal
lgl:att of | Mtssoun

County of Lafaye

$ 2 My f"omm; a!ﬂF"l 5 mne& 08/04l200‘3 !




State of Missouri

)

)

County of < )
AFFIDAVIT OF J. KENT EMISON

J. KENT EMISON, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and states as follows:

1. Tam an Attorney licensed to practice law in the State of Missouri in the firm of
LANGDON & EMISON, which is located in Lexington, Missouri. I am one of the
Attorneys responsible for the prosecution of the above-referenced matter on behalf of
our clients Mazie Roberts.

2. Iam competent to testify to the allegations contained within this Affidavit
based on my own personal knowledge (unless otherwise stated on information and
belief).

3. Our firm has been requested to represent Mazie Roberts in this matter. [am a
member in good standing of the Bar of the State of Missouri. There are no disciplinary
proceedings pending against me in any jurisdiction where I have appeared as a
practicing Attorney.

4. I am familiar with the Illinois Code of Civil Procedure, Rules of the Illinois
Supreme Court and local Court Rules of the Cook County Circuit Court. Our client has
requested that our firm and myself represent them in this matter. Timothy R. Tyler a
licensed Illinois Attorney is acting as Local Counsel.

5. I respectfully request that this Honorable Court admit me Pro Hac Vice in
order to represent our clients Mazie Roberts in this pending matter.

FURTHER YOUR AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT.

J. KentifEmison - MO Bar #29721
LANGDON & EMISON

911 Main Street

P.O. Box 220

Lexington, Missouri 64067
(660)259-6175

(660)259-4571 facsirile

SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to this of _day of _d0cm 4o~ , 2007.

MARY LOU SCHLUETER '
Notary l’uh'n( Not u? al
State gt

‘ My Cotﬂnlu"'""-l' 5 ..1/2008 ]




State of Missouri

)
County of&éfﬂ )

AFFIDAVIT ROBERT C, SULLIVAN

ROBERT C. SULLIVAN, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and states as
follows:

1. Tam an Attorney licensed to practice law in the State of Missouri in the firm of
LANGDON & EMISON, which is located in Lexington, Missouri. I am one of the
Attorneys responsible for the prosecution of the above-referenced matter on behalf of
our clients Mazie Roberts.

2. I'am competent to testify to the allegations contained within this Affidavit
based on my own personal knowledge (urnless otherwise stated on information and
belief).

3. Our firm has been requested to represent Mazie Roberts in this matter. I am a
member in good standing of the Bar of the State of Missouri. There are no disciplinary
proceedings pending against me in any jurisdiction where I have appeared as a
practicing Attorney.

4. T am familiar with the Illinois Code of Civil Procedure, Rules of the Ilinois
Supreme Court and local Court Rules of the Cook County Circuit Court. Qur client has
requested that our firm and myself represent them in this matter. Timothy R. Tyler a
licensed Illinois Attorney is acting as Local Counsel.

5. 1 respectfully request that this Honorable Court admit me Pro Hac Vice in
order to represent our client Mazie Roberts in this pending matter.

FURTHER YOUR AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT.

Robert C. Sullivan, Mo. Bar #52408
LANGDON & EMISON

911 Main Street

P.O. Box 220

Lexington, Missouri 64067
(660)259-6175

(660)259-4571 facsimile

THLUETER
r Y Seal




State of Missouri )

County ofz{@&#@ g

AFFIDAVIT OF ROBERT L. LANGDON

ROBERT LANGDON, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and states as
follows:

1. I am an Attorney licensed to practice law in the State of Missouri in the firm of
LANGDON & EMISON, which is located in Lexington, Missouri. I am one of the
Attorneys responsible for the prosecution of the above-referenced matter on behalf of
our clients Mazie Roberts.

2. 1 am competent to testify to the allegations contained within this Affidavit
based on my own personal knowledge (unless otherwise stated on information and
belief).

3. Our firm has been requested to represent Mazie Roberts in this matter. I am a
member in good standing of the Bar of the State of Missouri. There are no disciplinary
proceedings pending against me in any jurisdiction where I have appeared as a
practicing Attorney.

4. I am familiar with the Illinois Code of Civil Procedure, Rules of the Illinois
Supreme Court and local Court Rules of the Cook County Circuit Court. Our client has
requested that our firm and myself represent them in this matter. Timothy R. Tyler a
licensed Illinois Attorney is acting as Local Counsel.

5. I respectfully request that this Honorable Court admit me Pro Hac Vice in
order to represent our clients Mazie Roberts in this pending matter.

FURTHER YOUR AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT.

e

{Rébert Langdor, Mo. B
LANGDON & EMIS
911 Main Street
P.O. Box 220
Lexington, Missouri 64067
(660)259-6175
it (660)259-4571 facsimile

SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to this ¢‘ d day of é&(ﬂ’g étﬁ , 2007.

b P o . 4 £ N ST
MARY LOU SCHUUETER
Notarv Pnblic — Notary Seal
S ST our
Cowr Jayette
My Comnror _ires 08/05/2008
gt e D e

RY PUBLIC

3
3




| Attorney No. 28788 F ”—- F D ~4

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK %t%ﬁyf’tthmmls
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - L ngyg@ml 00K

| LAW EiISiy s
MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as ) —
~ Special Administrator of the Estate of ) DOROTHY Eﬁﬁw‘ﬁfm

JOHN ROBERTS SR., deceased, )
Plaintiff, )
)

v. ) No.04L 01399
| )
LEONARD W. JOHNSON, 1V, )
GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION )
and GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX, )
Defendants. )

NOTICE OF FILING

TO: SEE ATTACHED SERVICE LIST .
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on January 15, 2008, I caused to be filed with the Clerk of the

Circuit Court of Cook County, Law Division, Plaintiff’s 3" Supplemental Interrogatories to
Defendant General Motors Corporation, a copy of whlch is served upon you

uttoméy ?ﬁn?ﬁ/ ' '

Name: Timothy R. Tyler Attorney for
Address: 120 W Madison Street, Ste 505 City: Chlcago IL 60602
Telephone:  312/920-1745 Atty. No: 28788

PROOEF OF SERVICE BY MAIL

The undersigned, a non-attomey/attomey, on oath states, I served this notice by maxhng a copy to the :
person listed above by depositing same in the U, S. Mail at 111 West Washington, Chicago, IL before 5:00 p.m. on

.  January 15, 2008, with proper postage prepaid.

(X) Under penalties as provided by law /-7 5 -0
Pursuant to IL. Rev. Stat. Chap. 110 DATE
Sec. 1-109, I certify that the statements

set forth are true and correct. WM/!M U@ 2 ,;: 5’

SIGNATURE

- DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS -



Attorney No. 28788

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
- COUNTY DEPARTMENT LAW DIVISION ‘

MAZIER ROBERTS, Individually and as -
Specla.l Administrator of the Estate of -
JOHN ROBERTS SR., deceased,
Plaintiff, |
v No.04L013996 - -
LEONARD W. JOHNSON, IV,
' GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION
and GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX,
Defendants.

) -
)
»

)

)
)

)

)
)

)

- Michael Cooney
- DYKEMA GOSSETT
400 Renaissance Center
Detroit MI 48243
- Tel: 313/568-6800
,_ Fax: 313/568-6832
©.. mcooney@dykema.com

. Julie Keller
“ " DYKEMA GOSSETT
.7 10°S. Wacker Drive Suite 2300
" . Chicago IL 60606

. Tel:312/876-1700
Fax: 312/627-2302

S Jkeller@dykema com .

o ATTORNEYS FOR GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION




IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, IL{H«&{)IP
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISI(fN’(‘u,, re

!
MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as Special ) ~.. ‘ ‘
Administrator of the Esltate of JOHN ROBERTS) "‘:‘\3\\
SR., deceased, ) Y s Ol e
) CaseNo.04L 013996 ' R
Plaintiff, )
} Calendar F
Vs. )
)
LEONARD W. JOHNSON, IV, GENERAL )
MOTORS CORPORATION and )
GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX, )
)
Defendant.
NOTICE OF BANKRUPTCY

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that, on June 1, 2009, (the “Commencement Date™),
General Motors Corporation and certain of its subsidiaries, including GENERAL
MOTORS CORPORATION filed a voluntary petition seeking bankruptcy protection
under chapter 11 of title 11 of the United States Code (11 U.S.C. § 101 et seq.)
(“Bankruptcy Code”) in the United States Bankruptcy Court for the Southern District of
New York ( “Bankruptcy Court”). The bankruptcy case has been assigned Case No. 09-
50026 (REG). A copy of GM’s chapter 11 petition is attached hereto as Exhibit A.

PLEASE BE ADVISED that, as of the Commencement Date, any new or further
action against GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION is stayed pursuant to section 362
of the Bankruptcy Code (the “Automatic Stay”), which provides that the filing of the
petition, among other things, “operates as a stay, applicable to all entities, of ...the
commencement or continuation, including the issuance or employment of process, of a

judicial, administrative, or other action or proceeding against the debtor that was or could



have been commenced before the commencement of the case under this title, or to
recover a claim against the debtor that arose before the commencement of the case under
this title ....” and of “any act to obtain possession of property of the estate or of property
from the estate or to exercise control over property of the estate.” 11 U.S.C. § 362(a)(1) .
& 362(a)(3).

PLEASE BE FURTHER ADVISED that any action taken against GENERAL
MOTORS CORPORATION without obtaining relief from the Automatic Stay from the
Bankruptcy Court may be void ab initio and may result in a finding of contempt against
Plaintiffs. GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION reserves and retains its statutory

| right to seek relief in the Bankruptcy Court from any judgment, order, or ruling entered in

violation of the Automatic Stay.

Dated: June 9, 2009

By:

Attorneys for Defendant
GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION



AFFIRMATION OF SERVICE BY FEDERAL EXPRESS

Katharine N. Dunn, an attorney duly admitted to practice law before the Courts of
the State of Illinois, hereby affirms the following to be true under penalty of perjury:
I am over the age of eighteen (18) years, am employed by the law firm of Dykema
Gossett PLLC, and am not a party to this action.
On the 9™ day of June, 2009, I served a copy of the foregoing Notice of
Bankruptcy in the ébove-captioned action upon:
Timothy R. Tyler
Timothy R. Tyler & Associates, P.C.
120 West Madison Street, Suite 505
Chicago, IL. 60602
J. Kent Emison
Langdon & Emison
911 Main Street
Lexington, MO 64067
by depositing true copies of the same in a properly addressed wrapper into the custody of

UPS, an overnight delivery service to plaintiff’s counsel and via regular mail to

remaining counsel, prior to the latest time designed by UPS for overnight delivery.

Dated: June 9, 2009
7 ‘7 1Z 4 w v

CHICAGOWR695173.1
ID\KND - 102607/0012




EXHIBIT A

Chapter 11 Petition of General Motors Corporation



[OTNG9 06 Dog 1 Filed 06/01/09 Fnlered 00/01/00 076751 Main Document B

United States Bankruptcy Cotnof 24 Voluntary Petition
‘ Southern District of New York
Name of Debtor {if individual, enter Last, First, Middle): Name of Joint Debtor (§pome) (Last, First, Middle):
GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION N/A
Al Other Names used by the Debtor in the last 8 years All Other Names used by the Joint Debtor in the Jast 8 years
(include married, maiden, and trade names): (include manied, maiden, and trade names):
See Schedule 1 Attached N/A
Last four digits of Soc. Sec. or Individual-Taxpayer 1.D. (ITIN) No./Complete ETN (if Last four digils of Soc. Sec. or [ndividual-Taxpayer 1.D. ({TIN) No./Complete EIN (if more
maore than one, state all): than one, state all):
38-0572515 N/A
Street Address of Debtor (No. and Sireel, City, and State): Sweer Address of Joint Debtor (No. and Street, City, and State):
300 Renaissance Center : N/A
ZIP CODE ZJP CODE
Detroit, Michigan 48265-3000
County of Residence or of the Principal Place of Business: Wayne County ﬁ/uxy of Residence or of the Principal Place of Business:
Mailing Address of Debtor (if different from street address): Mailing Address of Joint Debtor (if different from street address):
N/A
ZiP CODE ’ ZIP CODE
Location of Principal Assets of Business Debtor (if different from street address above):
767 Fifth Avenue, New York, New York zipcope 10153
Type of Debtor Nature of Business Chapter of Bankruptey Code Under Which
(Form of Organization) (Check one box.) the Petition is Filed (Check one box)
(Check one box.) [J Health Care Business O Chapter7 O Chapier L5 Petition for Resogition of  Forei
[ Individual (includes Joint Debtors) Iy | Estate as defined i hapter hapter |5 Petition for Recognition of a Foreign
See Exhibir D on page 2 of this form. 0 ?‘lnﬁlesjgs;ll%ela(js; e as defined in % g:mplew' - giain Proceeding R ion of .
54 Cor I LL o hapter | hapter |5 Petition for Recognition of a Foreign
;::[pmu)l-:’l:o o (includes LLC and LLF) [1 Railroad [ Chapteri2 Nonmain Procesding
[0 Ower(if ;[:bmr is not one of the above 01 Stockbroker O Chaper 13
pl4 n
entities, check this box and state type of 3 Commodity Broker .
entity below.) O Clearing Bank Nature of Debts (Check one box)
& Other 3  Debis are primarily consumer (8  Debis are primarily business
. . . debts, defined in 11 U.S.C. § debts.
Automotive Manufacturing 101(8) as “incurred by an
Tax-Exempt Entity individual primarily for a personal,
(Check box, if applicable.) family, or househoid purpose.”
] Debtor is a tax-exempt organization Chapter 1) Debtors
under Title 26 of the United States Check one box:
Code (the Internal Reveaue Code). ) i
D Debtor is o small business debor us defined in 11 U.S.C. § 101(51D).
Filing Fee (Check on¢ box) . . . )
R Full Filing Foc attuched . & Debior is not a small business deblor us defined in 1} U.S.C. § 101(51D).
O Filing Fee to be paid in instatiments (upplicable to individuals onty) Check if:
Must attach signed upplieation for the eount's consideration cerilying that (he deblor is unable to pay fee N . oo .
cxcopl in installments. Rule 1006(b). So: O‘sﬂiciul Form 3A. g PePtor § aggregate noncontingent liquidated debts (excluding debts owed to
- . . o . o insiders or affiliates) are less than $2,190,000.
3 Filing Fee waiver ceq d (upplicable to chapler 7 individuals only). Must attech signed upplication for
the court's consideration. Sce Oftici} Form3s, ] TTTTTTTessesss e e
Check all applicable boxes:
O  Aplan s being filed with this petition,
0 Acceptances of the plan were solicited prepetition from one or more classes of
creditors, in accordance with 11 U.S.C. § 1126(B).

Statistical/Administrative Information THIS SPACE 1§ FOR COURT USE
B3 Debior estinwites that tunds will bo avaitable for distribution to d creditars, . ONLY
O tebior estinmtes thay, uiler wny exempt property is excluded and administrati p paid, there will be no funds availablc for

to

Estimaicd Number of Creditoes (on a Consolidated Basis)

a [ 0 |m; (] a ] g O =
149 50-99 100-199 200-999 1,000- 5,001- 19,001~ 25,001 50,001- Over
5,000 10,000 25,000 50,000 100,000 100,000

Estimated Assots {on o Consolidaied Busls)

| ) 0 O 0 O a 0 a ]
SLwo $30.001 ta 510000110 $500.001 10 $),000,001 $10,000,00) $50,000,001 $100,000,001  $500,000,001  Morc thun
$58.000 $100.000 5500,000 31 million 10810 10350 108100 10 $500 lo $1 billion $1 billion
million miltien million niillion —_—
Estimated Linbilitics (on a Censoliduted Basis) EXHI BIT
] 8 ] ] o . O 0 0 X
010 $58,001 10 $100,001 10 $50000t10  $1,000,00) $10,000,001 $50,000,00) £100,000,001  $500,000,001 Marg thas
$50,000 $100.000 $500,000 $1 million 10510 to 550 0 $100 1o $500 to $) billion 31 billion
million million million million A

NY2AI99I95 1M N6_ZZ11 !.DOC\72240.0635-
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Attorney No. 42297 N (@,p*o@_ Yy D
0’1: ’/ A, 3
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR COOK COUNTY, ILLINOI7/* -, D)
COUNTY DEPARTMENT -~ LAW DIVISION O/Z)Cf(;;;l‘q -/ >
S
MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and as ) %‘%;
Special Administrator of the Estate of ) >
JOHN ROBERTS SR., deceased, )
Plaintiff, )
)
V. ) No. 09 L 11625
)
GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX, )
Defendant. )

DEFENDANT GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX’S RESPONSE
TO PLAINTIFF’S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES
TO DEFENDANT GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX

Defendant Grossinger Autoplex, Inc. (“Grossinger”), through its attorneys, Dykema

Gossett, PLLC, responds as follows to Plaintiff’s Second Set of Interrogatories:

INTERROGATORY NO. 1:

To the extent you deny any of Plaintiffs First Request for Admissions to Defendant
Grossigner (sic) Autoplex, for each such denial, please provide the following:

(a) Please state, with particularity, each fact on which you rely to support your denial;

(b)  Please identify each person with knowledge on which you rely to support your
denial;

(c) Please identify each document on which you rely to support your denial.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 1:

Grossinger denied Request Nos. 1-2, 4-5, and 8-9 because the letters/exhibits referenced
in Plaintiff’s Requests were mailed prior to the filing “of the above-captioned matter” and pertain
to prior filings of this lawsuit, which has been filed, dismissed and re-filed several times.
Grossinger identifies counsel for Plaintiff, counsel for Defendant and the sender and recipients of

the referenced letters as persons with knowledge of the denial. Grossinger further refers Plaintiff



to her complaints previously filed regarding this accident and to the referenced letters for
information responsive to this request. |

With respeét to Request No. 15, Grossinger denied this request because General Motors,
LLC did not agree to indemnity Grossinger for any judgment rendered against it in this matter.
Grossinger refers Plaintiff to the letters from Kristi Fielder for additional information responsive
to this request. Representatives from Grossinger and/or GM have knowledge of the basis of this

denial.



VERIFICATION

I, Rick Lanham being first duly sworn on oath depose and state that I have read the
foregoing answers interrogatories and that the information contained therein is true and accurate

to the best of my knowledge.
4/ 0@47!2,__,

Rick Lanham

- SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to
before me this Zaslday
Of AAMNZ, » 201 1.

C,Q ,u/(.—o H adeA N‘L-ak
Notary Public

"OFFICIAL SEAL" ’
CECELIA KUROLD ;
4 Notasy Public, State of linots ¢
8 My Gommission Expiras 07/16/12 ?

3

=S

Michael P. Cooney (pro hac vice) .
Brittany M, Schultz (pro hac vice)
Sara Arroyo Francis

DYKEMA GOSSETT PLLC

10 S. Wacker Drive

Suite 2300

Chicago, Nllinois 60606
(312) 876-1700

Firm ID 42297



Attorney #28788

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DIVISION

MAZIE ROBERTS, Individually and )

as Special Administrator of the Estate of )

~ JOHN ROBERTS SR., deceased, )

)

Plaintiff, )
) No.09L 11625

V. )

‘GROSSINGER AUTOPLEX, )

| )

Defendant.
ORDER

THIS CAUSE COMING TO BE HEARD on Plaintiffs’ Motion for Approval of
Distribution of Settlement Funds and Removal and Sealing of Documents related to Settlement
Amount, that this cause of action has been settled by agreement between plaintiffs and defendant -
Grossinger Autoplex, due notxce having been given and the Court being advised of the premises.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that all documents which identify the settlement(the
September 6, 2011 motion) amount be removed by the clerk of the court and stricken from
file number 09 L 11625 instanter. The court finds that the settlement and distribution in this
lawsuit is reasonable and fair and that the parties are granted leave to settle this matter. Further, it
is ordered that Mazie Roberts special administrative and special representative shall sign all
releases and documents related to settlement of this matter. It is therefore order that this lawsuit
has been settled in its entirety between the parties. This lawsuit is dismissed with prejudice and
" without costs. The court shall retain Jurlsdzctwn over this lawsuit for thirty (30) days from the
date of this order

JUDGE DIANE J, {ARSEN.1771
SEP 06 2011

mmoTHY BRUWN
THE CIRCUIT COUF"’
OF COOK GOUN iy

| DEPUTY GLERK S
- JUDGE
Timothy R. Tyler
TYLER LAW OFFICES
120 West Madison Street-Suite 505
Chicago, IHinois 60602

(312) 920-1745





