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Notwithsti
interrogatories as
in the context of t

INTERROGATO

dant objects to the plaintiff's pages of instructions and definitions to the extent
to place a burden on the defendant beyond that required by the Rules of Civil

anding nor waiving this objection, the defendant responds to these
required by the Rules of Civil Procedure, giving words their ordinary meaning
his action.

RY NO. 7

Identify by
an expert witness

¢ name, employer, address and qualifications, each person you expect to call as
at the trial of this action and for each such person:

a. State the subject matter on which such person is expected to testify;
b. State the substance of the facts-and opinions to which each such person is
expected to testify; and
c. Prgvide a summary of the grounds and the materials relied upon for each such
opinion.
ANSWER NO. 7
a-c. No|determination as to what experts, if any, will be called in this matter has been

determined at this

seasonably supple
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point. When and if an expert is retained in this matter, the defendant will
ment this answer to interrogatory.




INTERROGATC
Identify e
Paragraph S of
to GAF.
ANSWER NO. §

The defen
a reasonable cond

RY NO. 8

ch and every fact upon which you base your denial set forth in your answer to
Second Amended Complaint that Driver Logistics leased Zalewski's services

dant objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that the defendant cannot make
lusion in which it is not capable of doing.

Notwitllzsaga.nding said objection and without waiving it, the defendant responds that the

term “leased”
is unable to answ
the defendant:

several different meanings and in particular used in this context, the defendant

er the allegations in Paragraph 5 of the Second Amended Complaint. Further,

onds that discovery is still ongoing in this maiter and the defendant reserves

r
the right to sup;izment this answer.

INTERROGATORY NO. 9

Identify each and every fact upon which you base your assertion that you have

insufficient inforr]
alleges that Zalew:

ANSWER NO. 9

hation to answer Paragraph 15 of the Second Amended Complaint, which

ski failed to stop behind Marcia Rhodes.

The defenhant objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it calls on the defendant to

draw a legal conc
contention interro

Notwithst
answer to Para,
known with respe
report, police rep
is based on unkn
accident. As disc

Identify e:
Second Amended

ANSWER NO. 1¢

The defeng
make a legal conc
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J;lsion and that it is not capable of doing. In addition, its an improper
atory.

ding said objection and without waiving it, the defendant responds that its

h 16 of the Plaintiff’s Second Amended Complaint was based on the facts as
t to the occurrence of the accident, the accident state police reconstruction
rts and Mr. Zalewski’s recollection of the accident. In addition, the response
facts such as weather conditions and other circumstances surrounding the
very is ongoing, the defendant reserves the right to supplement this response.

ch and every fact upon which you base your denial of Paragraph 28 of the
Complaint that Driver Logistics is liable for the injuries to Marcia Rhodes as a
te result of the negligence of its employee, Zalewski.

jant objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that it asks the defendant to
usion which is not capable of doing.




employment rela

—
N

ionship of Mr. Zalewski with DLS and GAF are still being developed through

Notwithstnding said objection and without waiving it, the information concering the

discovery. As su
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h, the defendant reserves the right to supplement this answer.




SIGNED
DAY OF O

UNDER THE PAINS AND PENALTIES OF PERJURY THIS \Q‘“
R ,2003.

The un

rsigned deposes and says that he signs the answers to plaintiff's

interrogatories for and on behalf of DRIVER LOGISTICS and is authorized to
do so; that the matters stated in the foregoing responses are not all within his

personal

owledge; that such facts as are stated in said answers which are

not within the personal knowledge of the deponent have been assembled by

authorize
is inform¢

d agents, employees and counsel of said defendant and the deponent
ed and believes that the facts stated in said responses are true and so

states under the pains and penalties of perjury.

GO

Greg McDaniel

Michael J. Smith,
MORRISON, MA
250 Summer Stre
Boston, MA 0221
617-439-7500

DATED: ()
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