IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT
OF NEW YORK

In re: Chapter 11

)
)
General Motors Corporation, et al. ) Case No. 09-50026 (REG)

Debtors )

)

)

MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM AUTOMATIC STAY

Plaintiff, Jacqueline Edwards, as Personal Representative and/or Administratirx of the
Estate of Raymond Edwards, 111, deceased, is a creditor of the debtor, above named, and is a
party in interest these proceedings.

.
Defendants, Delphi Corporation is the above named debtor.
.

This is an action under 11 USC 5 Section 362(d)(1) for relief from the automatic stay
arising from the filing of the petition in the above captioned proceeding. The Court has
jurisdiction of this case pursuant to 28 USCS 1334.

V.

Jacqueline Edwards is a Plaintiff in Civil Action Number 2008-900022 now pending in
the Circuit Court of Greene County, Alabama wherein, General Motors Corporation, debtor, is a
named Defendant.

V.

Plaintiff Jacqueline Edwards filed the original lawsuit in the Circuit Court of Greene
County, Alabama in April of 2008. The basis of that action is for monetary damages for bodily
injury arising out of the negligent entrustment and supervision of a motor vehicle.

Plaintiff and Defendants are still actively in the discovery process as this lawsuit is still
active in Greene County, Alabama.

VI.

An automatic stay took effect on the filing of the petition in Bankruptcy on June 1, 2009,
prohibiting among other things, further proceedings in the action described.

VII.



Jacqueline Edwards is entitled to relief from the operation of such stay for the reason that
there is a civil action in place to pay a judgment in accordance with benefits available under the
laws of the State of Alabama. The Complaint alleges breeches of agency and/or respondeat
superior, the Alabama Extended Manufacturers Liability Doctrine and various counts of
negligence against numerous Defendants for tremendous physical injuries and related medical
bills and the death of Raymond Edwards, 111, as shown by a copy of the original Complaint and
subsequent amendments which are attached.

The debtor will not be harmed by the lifting, annulling, and/or modification of the
automatic stay because, such claims as alleged by Plaintiff are allegedly covered by insurance,
based on representations made during the course of discovery in the lawsuit.

If the stay is allowed to remain in full force and effect the defendants will escape liability
for their tortuous conduct and Plaintiff will suffer egregious harm due to the inability to recover
compensation for lost wages, medical expenses, and the death of her husband which are due the
Plaintiff.

All other creditors of the debtor will not be affected by the lifting, annulling, and/or
modification of the automatic stay due to the fact that said claims of the Plaintiff are covered by
applicable insurance, therefore, no assets of the debtor’s estate will be affected by the
aforementioned lawsuit.

As previously stated the underlying lawsuit was filed in the Circuit Court of Greene
County, Alabama in 2008 and a tremendous amount of discovery has been conducted in this
matter. Given the advance state of the litigation in state court in this case, the resolution of the
claims can be reached quickly and efficiently.

VIII.

Wherefore, Jacqueline Edwards, respectfully prays that after such notice of and hearing
upon this motion as the Court deems appropriate, the court grant relief from the automatic stay
by terminating, annulling, and/or modifying such stay with respect to its effect on Jacqueline
Edwards.

STATEMENT REGARDING ORAL ARGUMENT

Plaintiff Jacqueline Edwards believes the facts and legal arguments have been
adequately presented before this Honorable Court through this Motion; and therefore,
they do not request oral argument. However, Plaintiff Jacqueline Edwards welcomes the
opportunity to argue this case orally before this Honorable Court in the event the Court
should desire the parties to do so.

Dated this 12" day of June 2009.



[s/Gene T. Moore
Gene T. Moore (MOO-068)

Gene T. Moore, Attorney at Law, P.C.
1802 15™ Street

Tuscaloosa, Alabama 35401

Phone: 205-349-5413

Facsimile: 205-345-2512

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I hereby certify that | have served a copy of the foregoing either: (1) by hand-delivery,
and/or (2) by mailing a copy of the foregoing document to the following attorney(s) of record for
the parties:

Franklin P. Brannen, Jr.
King & Spalding, LLP

1180 Peachtree Street, N.E.
Atlanta, Georgia 30309-3521

Silas G. Cross, Jr., Esquire
Justin Smith, Esquire

Cross, Poole and Smith
1416 Greensboro Avenue
Tuscaloosa, Alabama 35401

Julie David Pearce, Esquire
Gaines, Wolter & Kinney, P.C.
3500 Blue Lake Drive, Suite 425
Birmingham, AL 35243

Keith Pflaum, Esquire

Porterfield, Harper, Mills & Motlow, P.C.
22 Inverness Center Parkway

Suite 600

Birmingham, AL 35242

S. Andrew Kelly, Esquire

Wesley B. Gilchrist

Lightfoot, Franklin & White, LLC
The Clark Building

400 North 20™ Street
Birmingham, AL 35203

Dated this the 12™ day of June, 2009.
[s/Gene T. Moore
OF COUNSEL




==, ELECTRONICALLY FILED
4/3/2008 10:42 AM
CV-2008-900022.00
CIRCUIT COURT OF
GREENE COUNTY, ALABAMA
ETTA B. EDWARDS, CLERK
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF GREENE COUNTY, auvnuvaiaa

GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION,
a foreign entity, LEGACY PONTIAC-
GMC, INC., a domestic entity; and

No. 1: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which issued, or had a
duty to issue, warnings or instructions regarding the use or operation of the vehicle and/or
airbags involved in the occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit, any component part
thereof, or any attendant equipment used or available for use therewith;

No. 2: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which tested,
inspected, approved, or issued any approval of the vehicle and/or airbags involved in the
occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit, any component part thereof, or any attendant
equipment used or available for use therewith;

No. 3: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities, other than those entities
described herein, whose breach of contract or warranty contributed to cause the
occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit;

No. 4: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which designed the
vehicle and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit, any
component parts thereof, or any attendant equipment used or available for use therewith;
No. 5: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which
manufactured or assembled the vehicle and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made
the basis of this lawsuit, any component parts thereof, or any attendant equipment used or
available for use therewith;

No. 6: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which had any role
in the distributive chain regarding the vehicle and/or airbags involved in the occurrence
made the basis of this lawsuit, any component parts thereof, or any attendant equipment
used or available for use therewith;

No. 7: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which, prior to the
occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit installed, repaired, designed, maintained,
inspected, assembled, modified, adjusted, serviced and/or performed any type of work to
the vehicle and/or airbags involved in said occurrence, any component parts thereof, or
any attendant equipment used or available for use therewith;

No. 8: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which suggested or
specified that the vehicle and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made the basis of this

JACQUELINE EDWARDS, as Personal §
Representative and/or Administratrix of §
the Estate of Raymond Edwards, 111 §
deceased, §
§
Plaintiff, §
§

VvS. § Civil Action No.: 2008-__
§
§
§
§



lawsuit, any component parts thereof, or any attendant equipment be used as it was being
used at the time of the occurrence;

No. 9: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which failed to
warn or issued inadequate warnings or instructions regarding the use or operation of the
vehicle and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit, any
component parts thereof, or any attendant equipment used or available for use therewith;
No. 10: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities which provided product
liability and/or general liability insurance coverage for the manufacturer and/or
distributor of the vehicle and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made the basis of this
lawsuit at the time of said occurrence or at any time prior thereto;

No. 11: Whether singular or plural, that entity who or which installed, repaired, serviced,
assembled, inspected, designed, adjusted, manufactured and/or modified the airbags, or
any component part thereof, in the vehicle involved in the occurrence made the basis of
this lawsuit;

No. 12: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which was
responsible for advertising the vehicle and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made the
basis of this lawsuit, any component parts thereof or any attendant equipment used or
available for use therewith;

No. 13: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which did any
consulting work, i.e., advertising, engineering, etc., referable to the design, manufacture
and/or assembly of the vehicle and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made the basis
of this lawsuit, any component parts thereof, or any attendant equipment used or
available for use therewith;

No. 14: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities, who or which tested,
inspected, approved or issued any approval of the vehicle and/or airbags involved in the
occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit, any component parts thereof, or any attendant
equipment used or available for use therewith;

No. 15: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which conducted
safety inspections or analyses of or with reference to the vehicle and/or airbags involved
in the occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit, any component parts thereof, or any
attendant equipment used or available for use therewith and/or the design or
manufacturing process of each said product including, including but not limited to, the
products liability insurance carrier for the manufacturer or distributor of any of the
aforesaid products;

No. 16: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which provided
any insurance coverage for the vehicle and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made
the basis of this lawsuit, for the driver of the vehicle or for any of the named fictitious
party defendants listed or described herein;

No. 17: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities that provided
underinsured and/or uninsured motorist coverage to the plaintiff’s decedent;

No. 18: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which designed,
manufactured, assembled, distributed, sold and/or leased the vehicle and/or airbags



involved in the occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit, or any of the component parts
thereof;

No. 19: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which performed
any repair work, alteration, adjustment, modification and/or maintenance on the vehicle
and/or airbags and/or any component parts thereof involved in the occurrence made the
basis of this complaint;

No. 20: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which were the
master or principal of the driver of the vehicle involved in the occurrence made the basis
of this lawsuit;

No. 21: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities on whose behalf the
vehicle involved in the collision made the basis of this lawsuit was being operated at the
time of said occurrence;

No. 22: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities other than those entities
described above whose negligence, wantonness or other actionable conduct contributed
to cause the occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit;

No. 23: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities other than those entities
described above, which is the successor in interest of any of those entities described
above;

No. 24: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities other than those entities
described above, which was the predecessor corporation of any of the entities described
above.

Plaintiff avers that the identities of the fictitious party defendants are otherwise
unknown to plaintiff at this time, or if their names are known to plaintiff at this time, their
identities as proper party defendants are not known to plaintiff at this time, but their true
names will be substituted by amendment when ascertained.

Defendants.

COMPLAINT

STATEMENT OF THE PARTIES

1. The plaintiff Jacqueline Edwards is the Personal Representative and/or
Administratrix of the Estate of Raymond Edwards, III, deceased, and brings this action in
such capacity. Plaintiff is a resident of Greene County, Alabama. Plaintiff brings this
action pursuant to Alabama Code §6-5-410 et seq. for the wrongful death of Raymond

Edwards, I11.



2. Defendant General Motors Corporation (hereinafter “GM?”) is a foreign
corporation, and at all times relevant hereto, was and is doing business in Greene County,
Alabama.

3. Defendant Legacy Pontiac-GMC, Inc. (hereinafter “Legacy”) is a domestic
corporation incorporated in Greene County, Alabama, and at all times relevant hereto
with its principal place of business in Greene County, Alabama. Legacy sold the vehicle
made the subject of this case in Greene County, Alabama to Raymond Edwards, III on or
about January 24, 2006. Legacy was also an agent of the defendant GM and/or fictitious
party defendants 1-24 and was acting within the line and scope of the agency and/or with
the express, implied and/or apparent authority of defendant GM and/or fictitious party
defendants 1-24 in connection with the claims asserted herein by the plaintiff.

4. Fictitious party defendants Nos. 1-24, as identified and described by their
respective roles and/or functions in the caption of this Complaint (and incorporated
herein as if set out in full), wrongful conduct caused and/or contributed to cause the death
of Raymond Edwards, III. Plaintiff avers that the identities of the fictitious party
defendants herein are otherwise unknown to plaintiff at this time or, if their names are
known to plaintiff their identities as proper party defendants are not known to plaintiff at
this time, and their true names and/or identities will be substituted by amendment when
ascertained.

COUNT I
5. Plaintiff adopts and incorporates herein by reference all prior paragraphs of

this Complaint.



6. On or about April 21, 2006, Raymond Edwards, III was operating a 1999
Pontiac Bonneville (V.I.N. 1G2HX52K6XH203646) on County Road 100 in Greene
County, Alabama. While traveling west on County Road 100, Mr. Edwards was involved
in a one-vehicle accident between Alabama Highway 39 and County Road 99. The
vehicle left the roadway and crashed. However, due to the defective and unreasonably
dangerous condition of the vehicle’s driver’s side and passenger side airbags, the airbags
did not deploy, and as a proximate result, Mr. Edwards was caused to die the following
day.

7. Defendants GM, Legacy and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 designed,
manufactured, assembled, distributed, sold, marketed and/or advertised the 1999 Pontiac
Bonneville (hereinafter “Bonneville”) involved in the occurrence made the basis of this
suit and/or the Bonneville’s driver’s and passenger’s side airbags (hereinafter “airbags”™)
and are or were in the business of designing, manufacturing, assembling, maintaining,
repairing, servicing, marketing, distributing and/or selling those vehicles and/or airbags.

8. On the occasion made the basis of this suit, the Bonneville and/or airbags
were in substantially the same condition as when designed, manufactured, distributed
and/or sold and were being operated and used by Raymond Edwards, III in a manner that
was intended and foreseeable by said defendants. The Bonneville and/or airbags were in
a defective condition and/or in a condition that was unreasonably dangerous to Raymond
Edwards, III and others. Said defendants knew or, in the exercise of reasonable care,
should have known that the Bonneville and/or airbags were defective and unreasonably

dangerous to the human body when being used in a foreseeable manner. The defendants



GM, Legacy and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 are liable to the plaintiff under the
Alabama Extended Liability Manufacturer’s Doctrine (“AELMD”).

9. Defendants GM, Legacy and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 negligently,
wantonly and/or recklessly designed, manufactured, assembled, sold, distributed,
marketed and/or advertised the Bonneville and/or airbags and/or negligently, wantonly
and/or recklessly failed to provide adequate warnings and instructions to drivers and
users as to the Bonneville and/or airbags’ dangerous characteristics and propensities.

10.  Defendants GM, Legacy and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 expressly
and/or impliedly warranted that the Bonneville and/or airbags involved in the occurrence
made the basis of this Complaint were reasonably fit and suitable the purpose for which
the Bonneville and/or airbags were intended to be used. Plaintiff avers that said
defendants breached said express and/or implied warranties in that said vehicle and/or
airbags were not reasonably fit and suitable for the purposes for which said vehicle and/or
airbags were intended to be used but, to the contrary, the vehicle and/or airbags and/or
any attendant equipment used therewith were inherently dangerous, unstable, defective
and/or unsafe.

11.  As designers, manufacturers, distributors and sellers of the Bonneville
and/or airbags that were in a defective condition rendering the Bonneville and/or airbags
unreasonably dangerous to foreseeable members of the traveling public such as Raymond
Edwards, III, defendants GM, Legacy and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 are liable to

the plaintiff under the law of strict products liability by virtue of the facts set forth herein.



12.  As a proximate result of the above-described events, Raymond Edwards, III
was caused to die.

WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, plaintiff demands judgment
against the defendants, including fictitious party defendants, for punitive damages, in
amounts to be determined by a struck jury, plus interest and costs.

COUNT II

13.  Plaintiff adopts and incorporates herein by reference all prior paragraphs of
this Complaint.

14.  Defendant Legacy and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 negligently
and/or wantonly repaired, maintained, inspected: adjusted, modified, altered, and/or
serviced the Bonneville and/or airbags and/or any component parts thereof, involved in
the occurrence made basis of the Complaint.

15.  Defendant Legacy and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 sold the
Bonneville to Raymond Edwards, III when it knew or should have known that the
Bonneville’s airbags would not deploy in the event the vehicle was involved in a crash.

16.  As aproximate result and/or consequence of the defendant Legacy and/or
fictitious party defendants 1-24 said negligence and/or wantonness, Raymond Edwards,
I11, was caused to die.

WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, plaintiff demands judgment
against the defendants, including fictitious party defendants, jointly and severally, for

punitive damages in an amount to be determined by a struck jury, plus interest and costs.



CROSS, POOLE, GOLDASICH &

FISCHER, LLC
ilas G. Cross, Jr. (CRO-049)
Justin L. Smith (SMI-273)

1416 Greensboro Avenue
Tuscaloosa, AL 35401
(205) 391-9932

(205) 391-9557 (facsimile)
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Gene T. Moore 7 (MOO-068)
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JURY DEMAND

Plaintiff demands a struck jury for the trial of this cause.

2

Silas G. Cross, Jr. (CRO-049)
Justin L. Smith (SMI1-273)
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PLAINTIFF’S ADDRESS:

Jacqueline Edwards
43 Edwards Road
Gainsville, AL 35464

DEFENDANTS TO BE SERVED BY CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN-RECEIPT
REQUESTED AS FOLLOWS:

General Motors Corporation

¢/o The Corporation Company, Registered Agent
2000 Interstate Park Drive

Suite 204

Montgomery, AL 36109

Legacy Pontiac-GMC, Inc.

c¢/o Shawn Castleman, Registered Agent
218 Boligee Street

Eutaw, AL 35462



<% ELECTRONICALLY FILED
7/29/2008 4:09 PM
CV-2008-900022.00

CIRCUIT COURT OF

GREENE COUNTY, ALABAMA
ETTA B. EDWARDS, CLERK

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF GREENE COUNTY, ALApAMIA

JACQUELINE EDWARDS, as Personal
Representative and/or Administratrix of
the Estate of Raymond Edwards, 1
deceased,

Plaintiff,

VS, Civil Action No.: 2008-900022
GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION,

a foreign entity; LEGACY PONTIAC-
GMC, INC., a domestic entity; DELPHI
F/K/A IFG, a foreign entity; DELPHI

F/K/A DELCO ELECTRONICS, LLC, a
foreign entity; DELPHI AUTOMOTIVE
SYSTEMS, LLC, a foreign entity;

DELPHI AUTOMOTIVE SYSTEMS
SERVICES, LLC, a foreign entity; TRW
AUTOMOTIVE, a foreign entity; AUTOLIV
ASP, INC., a foreign entity;

LT LT LL LT LA ST LD LIS LT L L LI D L L S L S LA LT

No. 1: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which issued, or had a duty
to issue, warnings or instructions regarding the use or operation of the vehicle and/or airbags
involved in the occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit, any component part thereof, or any
attendant equipment used or available for use therewith;

No. 2: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which tested, inspected,
approved, or issued any approval of the vehicle and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made
the basis of this lawsuit, any component part thereof, or any attendant equipment used or
available for use therewith;

No. 3: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities, other than those entities described
herein, whose breach of contract or warranty contributed to cause the occurrence made the basis
of this lawsuit;

No. 4: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which designed the vehicle
and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit, any component parts
thereof, or any attendant equipment used or available for use therewith;

No. 5: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which manutactured or
assembled the vehicle and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit,
any component parts thereof, or any attendant equipment used or available for use therewith;
No. 6: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which had any role in the
distributive chain regarding the vehicle and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made the basis
of this lawsuit, any component parts thereof, or any attendant equipment used or available for
use therewith;

No. 7: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which, prior to the
occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit installed, repaired, designed, maintained, inspected,



assembled, modified, adjusted, serviced and/or performed any type of work to the vehicle and/or
airbags involved in said occurrence, any component parts thereof, or any attendant equipment
used or available for use therewith;

No. 8: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which suggested or
specified that the vehicle and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made the basis of this
lawsuit, any component parts thereof, or any attendant equipment be used as it was being used at
the time of the occurrence;

No. 9: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which failed to warn or
issued inadequate warnings or instructions regarding the use or operation of the vehicle and/or
airbags involved in the occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit, any component parts thereof,
or any attendant equipment used or available for use therewith;

No. 10: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities which provided product liability
and/or general liability insurance coverage for the manufacturer and/or distributor of the vehicle
and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit at the time of said
occurrence or at any time prior thereto;

No. 11: Whether singular or plural, that entity who or which installed, repaired, serviced,
assembled, inspected, designed, adjusted, manufactured and/or modified the airbags, or any
component part thereof, in the vehicle involved in the occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit;
No. 12: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which was responsible
for advertising the vehicle and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made the basis of this
lawsuit, any component parts thereof or any attendant equipment used or available for use
therewith;

No. 13: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which did any consulting
work, i.e., advertising, engineering, etc., referable to the design, manufacture and/or assembly of
the vehicle and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit, any
component parts thereof, or any attendant equipment used or available for use therewith;

No. 14: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities, who or which tested, inspected,
approved or issued any approval of the vehicle and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made
the basis of this lawsuit, any component parts thereof, or any attendant equipment used or
available for use therewith;

No. 15: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which conducted safety
inspections or analyses of or with reference to the vehicle and/or airbags involved in the
occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit, any component parts thereof, or any attendant
equipment used or available for use therewith and/or the design or manufacturing process of each
said product including, including but not limited to, the products liability insurance carrier for the
manufacturer or distributor of any of the aforesaid products;

No. 16: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which provided any
insurance coverage for the vehicle and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made the basis of
this lawsuit, for the driver of the vehicle or for any of the named fictitious party defendants listed
or described herein;

No. 17: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities that provided underinsured and/or
uninsured motorist coverage to the plaintiff’s decedent;

No. 18: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which designed,
manufactured, assembled, distributed, sold and/or leased the vehicle and/or airbags involved in
the occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit, or any of the component parts thereof;



No. 19: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which performed any
repair work, alteration, adjustment, modification and/or maintenance on the vehicle and/or
airbags and/or any component parts thereof involved in the occurrence made the basis of this
complaint;

No. 20: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which were the master or
principal of the driver of the vehicle involved in the occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit;
No. 21: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities on whose behalf the vehicle
involved in the collision made the basis of this lawsuit was being operated at the time of said
occurrence;

No. 22: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities other than those entities described
above whose negligence, wantonness or other actionable conduct contributed to cause the
occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit;

No. 23: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities other than those entities described
above, which is the successor in interest of any of those entities described above;

No. 24: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities other than those entities
described above, which was the predecessor corporation of any of the entities described above.

Plaintiff avers that the identities of the fictitious party defendants are otherwise unknown
to plaintift at this time, or if their names are known to plaintiff at this time, their identities as
proper party defendants are not known to plaintiff at this time, but their true names will be
substituted by amendment when ascertained.

Defendants.

AMENDED COMPLAINT

COMES NOW the plaintiff in the above styled cause and pursuant to Rule 15(a) and (c)
of the Alabama Rules of Civil Procedure, hereby amends her Original Complaint filed on April
3, 2008, by: (1) substituting Delphi f/k/a IFG, Delphi f/k/a Delco Electronics, LLC, TRW
Automotive, and Autoliv ASP, Inc. for fictitious party defendant numbers 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9,
11,12, 13, 14, 15, 18 and 22: and (2) substituting Delphi Automotive Systems, LLC and Delphi
Automotive Systems Services, LLC for fictitious party defendants numbers 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8,
9,11, 12, 13, 14,15, 18, 22, and 23. These changes have been incorporated into the caption of

this Amended Complaint. The Complaint, as amended, reads as follows:



STATEMENT OF THE PARTIES

1. The plaintift Jacqueline Edwards is the Personal Representative and/or
Administratrix of the Estate of Raymond Edwards, 111, deceased, and brings this action in such
capacity. Plaintiff is a resident of Greene County, Alabama. Plaintiff brings this action pursuant
to Alabama Code §6-5-410 et seq. for the wrongful death of Raymond Edwards, III.

2. Defendant General Motors Corporation is a foreign corporation, and at all times
relevant hereto, was and is doing business in Greene County, Alabama. General Motors
Corporation will be referred to herein as “GM”.

3. Defendant Legacy Pontiac-GMC, Inc. is a domestic corporation incorporated in
Greene County, Alabama, and at all times relevant hereto with its principal place of business in
Greene County, Alabama. Legacy sold the vehicle made the subject of this case in Greene
County, Alabama to Raymond Edwards, III on or about January 24, 2006. Legacy was also an
agent of the defendant GM and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 and was acting within the line
and scope of the agency and/or with the express, implied and/or apparent authority of defendant
GM and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 in connection with the claims asserted herein by the
plaintiff. Legacy Pontiac-GMC, Inc. will be referred to herein as “Legacy”.

4. Defendants Delphi Automotive Systems, LLC and Delphi Automotive Systems
Services, LLC are foreign entities and at all times relevant hereto, were doing business in Greene
County, Alabama. Delphi Automotive Systems, LLC and Delphi Automotive Systems Services,
LLC will be collectively referred to herein as “Delphi”

S. Defendant Delphi f/k/a IFG is a foreign entity, and at all times relevant hereto,
was doing business in Greene County, Alabama (hereinafter referred to as “IFG”). Upon

information and belief, defendant IFG was acquired by and/or changed its name to Delphi



following the date(s) the 1999 Pontiac Bonneville (V.I.N. 1G2ZHX52K6XH203646) made the
subject of this case and/or its airbags and/or component parts were designed, manufactured,
assembled, distributed, sold, marketed and/or advertised.

6. Detendant Delphi f/k/a Delco Electronics, LLC is a foreign entity and at all times
relevant hereto, was doing business in Greene County, Alabama (hereinafter referred to as
“Delco™). Upon information and belief, defendant Delco was acquired by and/or changed its
name to Delphi following the date(s) the 1999 Pontiac Bonneville (V.I.LN
1G2HX52K6XH203646) made the subject of this case and/or its airbags and/or component parts
were designed, manufactured, assembled, distributed, sold, marketed and/or advertised.

7. TRW Automotive is a foreign entity that at all times relevant hereto, was doing
business in Greene County, Alabama. TRW Automotive will be referred to herein as “TRW”.

8. Autoliv ASP, Inc. is a foreign corporation that at all times relevant hereto, was
doing business in Greene County, Alabama. Autoliv ASP, Inc. will be referred to herein as
“Autoliv”.

9. Fictitious party defendants Nos. 1-24, as identified and described by their
respective roles and/or functions in the caption of this Complaint (and incorporated herein as if
set out in full), wrongful conduct caused and/or contributed to cause the death of Raymond
Edwards, IIl. Plaintiff avers that the identities of the fictitious party defendants herein are
otherwise unknown to plaintift at this time or, if their names are known to plaintiff their
identities as proper party defendants are not known to plaintiff at this time, and their true names

and/or identities will be substituted by amendment when ascertained.



COUNT 1

10. Plaintiff adopts and incorporates herein by reference all prior paragraphs of this
Complaint.

11. On or about April 21, 2006, Raymond Edwards, I1I was operating a 1999 Pontiac
Bonneville (V.LN. 1G2ZHX52K6XH203646)(hereinafter “Bonneville” or “vehicle™) on County
Road 100 in Greene County, Alabama. While traveling west on County Road 100, Mr. Edwards
was involved in a one-vehicle accident between Alabama Highway 39 and County Road 99. The
vehicle left the roadway and crashed. However, due to the defective and unreasonably
dangerous condition of the vehicle’s driver’s side and passenger side air bags, the air bags did
not deploy, and as a proximate result, Mr. Edwards was caused to die the following day.

12. Defendants GM, Legacy, IFG, Delco, Delphi, TRW, Autoliv and/or fictitious
party defendants 1-24 designed, manufactured, assembled, distributed, sold, marketed and/or
advertised the Bonneville and/or the Bonneville’s driver’s and/or passenger’s side air bags
(hereinafter “air bags”) and are or were in the business of designing, manufacturing, assembling,
maintaining, repairing, servicing, marketing, distributing and/or selling those vehicles and/or air
bags.

13. On the occasion made the basis of this suit, the Bonneville and/or air bags were in
substantially the same condition as when designed, manufactured, distributed and/or sold and
were being operated and/or used by Raymond Edwards, III in a manner that was intended and
foreseeable by said defendants. The Bonneville and/or air bags were in a defective condition
and/or in a condition that was unreasonably dangerous to Raymond Edwards, Il and others.
Said defendants knew or, in the exercise of reasonable care, should have known that the

Bonneville and/or air bags were defective and unreasonably dangerous to the human body when



being used in a foreseeable manner. The defendants GM, Legacy, IFG, Delco, Delphi, TRW,
Autoliv and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 are liable to the plaintiff under the Alabama
Extended Liability Manufacturer’s Doctrine (“AELMD™).

14. Defendants GM, Legacy, IFG, Delco, Delphi, TRW, Autoliv and/or fictitious
party defendants 1-24 negligently, wantonly and/or recklessly designed, manufactured,
assembled, sold, distributed, marketed and/or advertised the Bonneville and/or air bags and/or
negligently, wantonly and/or recklessly failed to provide adequate warnings and instructions to
drivers and users as to the Bonneville and/or air bags’ dangerous characteristics and/or
propensities.

15. Defendants GM, Legacy, IFG, Delco, Delphi, TRW, Autoliv and/or fictitious
party defendants 1-24 expressly and/or impliedly warranted that the Bonneville and/or air bags
involved in the occurrence made the basis of this Complaint were reasonably fit and suitable for
the purpose for which the Bonneville and/or air bags were intended to be used. Plaintiff avers
that said defendants breached said express and/or implied warranties in that said vehicle and/or
air bags were not reasonably fit and suitable for the purposes for which said vehicle and/or air
bags were intended to be used but, to the contrary, the vehicle and/or air bags and/or any
attendant equipment used therewith were inherently dangerous, unstable, defective and/or
unsafe.

l6. As designers, manufacturers, distributors and sellers of the Bonneville and/or air
bags that were in a defective condition rendering the Bonneville and/or air bags unreasonably
dangerous to foreseeable members of the traveling public such as Raymond Edwards, 11,

defendants GM, Legacy, IFG, Delco, Delphi, TRW, Autoliv and/or fictitious party defendants |-



24 are liable to the plaintiff under the law of strict products liability by virtue of the facts set
torth herein.

17. As a proximate result of the above-described events, Raymond Edwards, 111
was caused to die.

WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, plaintiff demands judgment against the
defendants, including fictitious party defendants, for punitive damages, in amounts to be
determined by a struck jury, plus interest and costs.

COUNT I

18. Plaintiff adopts and incorporates herein by reference all prior paragraphs of this
Complaint.

19. Defendant Legacy and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 negligently and/or
wantonly repaired, maintained, inspected, adjusted, modified, altered, and/or serviced the
Bonneville and/or air bags and/or any component parts thereof, involved in the occurrence made
basis of the Complaint.

20. Detendant Legacy and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 sold the Bonneville to
Raymond Edwards, IIl when it knew or should have known that the Bonneville’s air bags would
not deploy in the event the vehicle was involved in a crash.

21. As a proximate result and/or consequence of the defendant Legacy and/or
fictitious party defendants 1-24 said negligence and/or wantonness, Raymond Edwards, 11, was
caused to die.

WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, plaintiff demands judgment against the
defendants, including fictitious party defendants, jointly and severally, for punitive damages in

an amount to be determined by a struck jury, plus interest and costs.



COUNT 111

22. Plaintiff adopts and incorporates herein by reference all prior paragraphs of this
Complaint.

23. Detendants IFG, Delphi and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 designed,
manufactured, assembled, distributed, sold, marketed and/or advertised the air bag modules used
in the Bonneville’s air bags and are or were in the business of designing, manufacturing,
assembling, maintaining, repairing, servicing, marketing, distributing and/or selling those air bag
modules.

24, On the occasion made the basis of this suit, the air bag modules were in
substantially the same condition as when designed, manufactured, distributed and/or sold and
were being used by Raymond Edwards, III in a manner that was intended and foreseeable by said
defendants. The air bag modules were in a defective condition and/or in a condition that was
unreasonably dangerous to Raymond Edwards, I1I and others. Said defendants knew or, in the
exercise of reasonable care, should have known that the air bag modules were defective and
unreasonably dangerous to the human body when being used in a foreseeable manner. The
defendants IFG, Delphi and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 are liable to the plaintiff under the
AELMD.

25. Defendants IFG, Delphi and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 negligently,
wantonly and/or recklessly designed, manufactured, assembled, sold, distributed, marketed
and/or advertised the air bag modules and/or negligently, wantonly and/or recklessly failed to
provide adequate warnings and instructions to users as to air bag modules’ dangerous

characteristics and/or propensities.



26. Defendants IFG, Delphi and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 expressly and/or
impliedly warranted that the air bag modules involved in the occurrence made the basis of this
Complaint were reasonably fit and suitable for the purpose for which the air bag modules were
intended to be used. Plaintift avers that said defendants breached said express and/or implied
warranties in that said air bag modules were not reasonably fit and suitable for the purpose for
which said air bag modules were intended to be used but, to the contrary, the air bag modules
and/or any attendant equipment used therewith were inherently dangerous, unstable, defective
and/or unsafe.

27.  As designers, manufacturers, distributors and sellers of the air bag modules that
were in a defective condition rendering the air bag modules unreasonably dangerous to
foreseeable members of the traveling public such as Raymond Edwards, 111, defendants IFG,
Delphi and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 are liable to plaintiff under the law of strict
products liability by virtue of the facts set forth herein.

28. As a proximate result of the above-described events, Raymond Edwards, I1I was
caused to die.

WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, plaintiff demands judgment against the
defendants, including fictitious party defendants, for punitive damages, in amounts to be
determined by a struck jury, plus interest and costs.

COUNT IV

29. Plaintiff adopts and incorporates herein by reference all prior paragraphs of this
Complaint.

30.  Defendants Delco, Delphi and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 designed,

manufactured, assembled, distributed, sold, marketed, and/or advertised the air bag sensors used
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in the Bonneville’s airbags and are or were in the business of designing, manufacturing,
assembling, maintaining, repairing, servicing, marketing, distributing, and/or selling those air
bag sensors.

31. On the occasion made the basis of this suit, the air bag sensors were in
substantially the same condition as when designed, manufactured, distributed and/or sold and
were being used by Raymond Edwards, Il in a manner that was intended and foreseeable by said
defendants. The air bag sensors were in a defective condition and/or in a condition that was
unreasonably dangerous to Raymond Edwards, III and others. Said defendants knew or, in the
exercise of reasonable care, should have known that the air bag sensors were defective and
unreasonably dangerous to the human body when being used in a foreseceable manner. The
defendants Delco, Delphi and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 are liable to the plaintiff under
the AELMD.

32. Defendants Delco, Delphi and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 negligently,
wantonly and/or recklessly designed, manufactured, assembled, sold, distributed, marketed
and/or advertised the air bag sensors and/or negligently, wantonly, and/or recklessly failed to
provide adequate warnings and instructions to users as to the air bag sensors’ dangerous
characteristics and/or propensities.

33. Detendants Delco, Delphi and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 expressly and/or
impliedly warranted that the air bag sensors involved in the occurrence made the basis of this
Complaint were reasonably fit and suitable for the purpose for which the air bag sensors were
intended to be used. Plaintiff avers that said defendants breached said express and/or implied
warranties in that said air bag sensors were not reasonably fit and suitable for the purposes for

which said air bag sensors were intended to be used but, to the contrary, the air bag sensors
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and/or any attendant equipment used therewith were inherently dangerous, unstable, defective
and/or unsafe.

34. As designers, manufacturers, distributors and sellers of the air bag sensors that
were in a defective condition rendering the air bag sensors unreasonably dangerous to
foreseeable members of the traveling public such as Raymond Edwards, I11, defendants Delco,
Delphi and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 are liable to the plaintiff under the law of strict
products liability by virtue of the facts set forth herein.

35. As a proximate result of the above-described events, Raymond Edwards, III was
caused to die.

WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, plaintiff demands judgment against
defendants, including fictitious party defendants, for punitive damages, in amounts to be
determined by a struck jury, plus interest and cost.

COUNT V

36. Plaintiff adopts and incorporates herein by reference all prior paragraphs of this
Complaint.

37. Defendant TRW and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 designed, manufactured,
assembled, distributed, sold, marketed and/or advertised the driver side air bag inflator used in
the Bonneville’s driver side air bag and are or were in the business of designing, manufacturing,
assembling, maintaining, repairing, servicing, marketing, distributing and/or selling those driver
side air bag inflators.

38. On the occasion made the basis of this suit, the driver side air bag inflator was in
substantially the same condition as when designed, manufactured, distributed and/or sold and

was being used by Raymond Edwards, III in a manner that was intended and foreseeable by said
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defendants. The driver side air bag inflator was in a defective condition and/or in a condition
that was unreasonably dangerous to Raymond Edwards, III and others. Said defendant knew or,
in the exercise of reasonable care, should have known that the driver side air bag inflator was
defective and unreasonable dangerous to the human body when being used in a foreseeable
manner. The defendant TRW and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 are liable to the plaintiff
under the AELMD.

39. Defendant TRW and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 negligently, wantonly
and/or recklessly designed, manufactured, assembled, sold, distributed, marketed and/or
advertised the driver side air bag inflator and/or negligently, wantonly and/or recklessly failed to
provide adequate warnings and instructions to users as to driver side air bag inflator’s dangerous
characteristics and/or propensities.

40.  Defendant TRW and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 expressly and/or
impliedly warranted that the driver side air bag inflator involved in the occurrence made the
basis of this Complaint was reasonably fit and suitable for the purpose for which the driver side
air bag inflator was intended to be used. Plaintiff avers that said defendant breached said express
and/or implied warranties in that said driver side air bag inflator was not reasonably fit and
suitable for the purpose for which said driver side air bag inflator was intended to be used but, to
the contrary, the driver side air bag inflator and/or any attendant equipment used therewith was
inherently dangerous, unstable, defective and/or unsafe.

41. As designers, manufacturers, distributors, and sellers of the driver side air bag
inflator that was in a defective condition rendering the driver side air bag inflator unreasonably

dangerous to foreseeable members of the traveling public such as Raymond Edwards, 11,
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defendant TRW and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 are liable to plaintiff under the law of
strict products liability by virtue of the facts set forth herein.

42. As a proximate result of the above-described events, Raymond Edwards, III was
caused to die.

WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, plaintitf demands judgment against the
defendants, including fictitious party defendants for punitive damages, in amount to be
determined by a struck jury, plus interest and costs.

COUNT VI

43. Plaintiff adopts and incorporates herein by reference all prior paragraphs of this
Complaint.

44, Defendant Autoliv and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 designed,
manufactured, assembled, distributed, sold, marketed, and/or advertised the passenger side air
bag inflator used in the Bonneville’s passenger’s side air bag and are or were in the business of
designing, manufacturing, assembling, maintaining, repairing, servicing, marketing, distributing,
and/or selling those passenger side air bag inflators.

45. On the occasion made the basis of this suit, the passenger side air bag inflator was
in substantially the same condition as when designed, manufactured, distributed and/or sold and
was being used by Raymond Edwards, III in a manner that was intended and foreseeable by said
defendants. The passenger side air bag inflator was in a defective condition and/or in a condition
that was unreasonably dangerous to Raymond Edwards, III and others. Said defendants knew or,
in the exercise of reasonable care, should have known that the passenger side air bag inflator was

defective and unreasonably dangerous to the human body when being used in a foreseeable
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manner. The defendant Autoliv and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 are liable to the plaintiff
under the AELMD.

46.  Defendant Autoliv and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 negligently, wantonly
and/or recklessly designed, manufactured, assembled, sold, distributed, marketed and/or
advertised the passenger side air bag inflator and/or negligently, wantonly, and/or recklessly
failed to provide adequate warning and instructions to users as to the passenger side air bag
inflator’s dangerous characteristics and/or propensities.

47. Defendant Autoliv and/or fictitious party defendant 1-24 expressly and/or
impliedly warranted that the passenger side air bag inflator involved in the occurrence made the
basis of this Complaint was reasonably fit and suitable for the purpose for which the passenger
side air bag inflator was intended to be used. Plaintiff avers that said defendant breached said
express and/or implied warranties in that said passenger side air bag inflator was not reasonably
fit and suitable for the purpose for which said passenger side air bag inflator was intended to be
used but, to the contrary, the passenger side air bag inflator and/or any attendant equipment used
therewith was inherently dangerous, unstable, defective and/or unsafe.

48.  As designers, manufacturers, distributors and seller of the passenger side air bag
inflator that was in a defective condition rendering the passenger side air bag inflator
unreasonably dangerous to foreseeable members of the traveling public such as Raymond
Edwards, 111, defendant Autoliv and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 are liable to plaintiff
under the law of strict products liability by virtue of the facts set forth herein.

49. As a proximate result of the above-described events, Raymond Edwards, 11l was

caused to die.
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WHEREFORE, PRIMISES CONSIDERED, plaintiff demands judgment against the
defendants, including fictitious party defendants, for punitive damages, in amounts to be

determined by a struck jury, plus interest and costs.

CROSS, POOLE, GOLDASICH & FISCHER,
LLC
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ilas G. Cross, Jr. (CRO-049)
Justin L. Smith (SMI-273)
Adam G. Cross (CRO-093)
1416 Greensboro Avenue

Tuscaloosa, AL 35401
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(205) 391-9557 (facsimile)

LAW OFFICES OF GENE T. MOORE, P.C.
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JURY DEMAND

Plaintitf demands a struck jury for the trial of this cause.
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PLAINTIFF’S ADDRESS:

Jacqueline Edwards
43 Edwards Road
Gainsville, AL 35464

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

[ hereby certify that on the 29th day of July 2008, I electronically filed the foregoing with
the Clerk of the Court using the AlaFile system which will send notification of such filing to the
following:

Attorney for General Motors Corporation
Mr. Stanley A. Cash

Huie, Fernambucq & Stewart

2801 Highway 280 South, Suite 200
Birmingham, AL 35223

Attorney for General Motors Corporation
Mr. Franklin P. Brannen, Jr.

King & Spalding LLP

1180 Peachtree St.

Atlanta, GA 30309

and [ hereby certity that I have sent the document via U.S. mail to the following non-AlaFile
participants:

Legacy Pontiac-GMC, Inc.

c/o Shawn Castleman, Registered Agent
9153 Trudeau Avenue

Baton Rouge, LA 70806-8645

/ﬁf Counsel

NEWLY SUBSTITUTED DEFENDANTS TO BE SERVED BY CERTIFIED MAIL,
RETURN RECIEPT REQUESTED, AS FOLLOWS:

Delphi t/k/a IFG

c¢/o The Corporation Company, Registered Agent
2000 Interstate Park Dr. Suite 204

Montgomery, AL 36109

Delphi f/k/a Delco Electronics LLC

c/o The Corporation Company, Registered Agent
2000 Interstate Park Dr. Suite 204

17



Montgomery, AL 36109

Delphi Automotive Systems Services LLC

¢/0 The Corporation Company, Registered Agent
2000 Interstate Park Dr. Suite 204

Montgomery, AL 36109

Delphi Automotive Systems LLC

¢/0 The Corporation Company, Registered Agent
2000 Interstate Park Dr. Suite 204

Montgomery, AL 36109

TRW Automotive
World Headquarters
12025 Tech Center Dr.
Livonia, MI 48150

Autoliv ASP, Inc.

c¢/o The Corporation Company, Registered Agent
2000 Interstate Park Dr. Suite 204

Montgomery, AL 36109

18



=, ELECTRONICALLY FILED
\ 12/15/2008 4:01 PM
CV-2008-900022.00

CIRCUIT COURT OF

GREENE COUNTY, ALABAMA

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF GREENE COUNTY,  ©'1AB-EDWARDS, CLERK

JACQUELINE EDWARDS, as Personal
Representative and/or Administratrix of
the Estate of Raymond Edwards, 111
deceased,

Plaintiff,

Vs. Civil Action No.: 2008-900022
GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION,

a foreign entity; LEGACY PONTIAC-
GMC, INC., a domestic entity; DELPHI
AUTOMOTIVE SYSTEMS, LLC, a foreign
entity; TRW AUTOMOTIVE US, LLC,

a foreign entity; AUTOLIV ASP, INC.,

a foreign entity; BREED TECHNOLOGIES,
INC.,, a foreign entity; KEY SAFETY
SYSTEMS, INC., a foreign entity;

No. 1: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which issued, or had a duty
to issue, warnings or instructions regarding the use or operation of the vehicle and/or airbags
involved in the occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit, any component part thereof, or any
attendant equipment used or available for use therewith;

No. 2: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which tested, inspected,
approved, or issued any approval of the vehicle and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made
the basis of this lawsuit, any component part thereof, or any attendant equipment used or
available for use therewith;

No. 3: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities, other than those entities described
herein, whose breach of contract or warranty contributed to cause the occurrence made the basis
of this lawsuit;

No. 4: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which designed the vehicle
and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit, any component parts
thereof, or any attendant equipment used or available for use therewith;

No. 5: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which manufactured or
assembled the vehicle and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit,
any component parts thereof, or any attendant equipment used or available for use therewith;

No. 6: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which had any role in the
distributive chain regarding the vehicle and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made the basis
of this lawsuit, any component parts thereof, or any attendant equipment used or available for
use therewith;

No.7: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which, prior to the
occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit installed, repaired, designed, maintained, inspected,
assembled, modified, adjusted, serviced and/or performed any type of work to the vehicle and/or
airbags involved in said occurrence, any component parts thereof, or any attendant equipment
used or available for use therewith;
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No. 8: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which suggested or
specified that the vehicle and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made the basis of this
lawsuit, any component parts thereof, or any attendant equipment be used as it was being used at
the time of the occurrence;

No. 9: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which failed to warn or
issued inadequate warnings or instructions regarding the use or operation of the vehicle and/or
airbags involved in the occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit, any component parts thereof,
or any attendant equipment used or available for use therewith;

No. 10: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities which provided product liability
and/or general liability insurance coverage for the manufacturer and/or distributor of the vehicle
and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit at the time of said
occurrence or at any time prior thereto;

No. 11: Whether singular or plural, that entity who or which installed, repaired, serviced,
assembled, inspected, designed, adjusted, manufactured and/or modified the airbags, or any
component part thereof, in the vehicle involved in the occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit;
No. 12: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which was responsible
for advertising the vehicle and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made the basis of this
lawsuit, any component parts thereof or any attendant equipment used or available for use
therewith;

No. 13: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which did any consulting
work, i.e., advertising, engineering, etc., referable to the design, manufacture and/or assembly of
the vehicle and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit, any
component parts thereof, or any attendant equipment used or available for use therewith;

No. 14: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities, who or which tested, inspected,
approved or issued any approval of the vehicle and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made
the basis of this lawsuit, any component parts thereof, or any attendant equipment used or
available for use therewith;

No. 15: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which conducted safety
inspections or analyses of or with reference to the vehicle and/or airbags involved in the
occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit, any component parts thereof, or any attendant
equipment used or available for use therewith and/or the design or manufacturing process of each
said product including, including but not limited to, the products liability insurance carrier for the
manufacturer or distributor of any of the aforesaid products;

No. 16: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which provided any
insurance coverage for the vehicle and/or airbags involved in the occurrence made the basis of
this lawsuit, for the driver of the vehicle or for any of the named fictitious party defendants listed
or described herein;

No. 17: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities that provided underinsured and/or
uninsured motorist coverage to the plaintiff’s decedent;

No. 18: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which designed,
manufactured, assembled, distributed, sold and/or leased the vehicle and/or airbags involved in
the occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit, or any of the component parts thereof:

No. 19: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which performed any
repair work, alteration, adjustment, modification and/or maintenance on the vehicle and/or
airbags and/or any component parts thereof involved in the occurrence made the basis of this
complaint;



No. 20: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities who or which were the master or
principal of the driver of the vehicle involved in the occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit;
No. 21: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities on whose behalf the vehicle
involved in the collision made the basis of this lawsuit was being operated at the time of said
occurrence;

No. 22: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities other than those entities described
above whose negligence, wantonness or other actionable conduct contributed to cause the
occurrence made the basis of this lawsuit;

No. 23: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities other than those entities described
above, which is the successor in interest of any of those entities described above;

No. 24: Whether singular or plural, that entity or those entities other than those entities
described above, which was the predecessor corporation of any of the entities described above.

Plaintiff avers that the identities of the fictitious party defendants are otherwise unknown
to plaintiff at this time, or if their names are known to plaintiff at this time, their identities as
proper party defendants are not known to plaintiff at this time, but their true names will be
substituted by amendment when ascertained.

Defendants.

SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT

COMES NOW the plaintiff in the above styled cause and pursuant to Rule 15(a) and (c)
of the Alabama Rules of Civil Procedure, hereby amends her Complaint, previously amended
and filed on July 29, 2008, by: (1) substituting Breed Technologies, Inc. for fictitious party
defendant numbers 1, 2, 3,4,5,6,7, 8,9, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 18 and 22; (2) substituting Key
Safety Systems, Inc. for fictitious party defendants numbers 1,2, 3,4, 5,6, 7, 8,9, 11, 12,13, 14,
15, 18, 22, and 23; (3) providing the full name of the defendant TRW Automotive (“TRW
Automotive US, LLC”); and (4) stating that, pursuant to paragraph 4 herein below, the claims
against Delphi f/k/a IFG, Delphi f/k/a Delco Electronics, LLC and Delphi Automotive Systems

Services should be dismissed without prejudice. These changes have been incorporated into the

caption of this Second Amended Complaint. The Complaint, as amended, reads as follows:



STATEMENT OF THE PARTIES

1. The plaintiff Jacqueline Edwards is the Personal Representative and/or
Administratrix of the Estate of Raymond Edwards, 111, deceased, and brings this action in such
capacity. Plaintift is a resident of Greene County, Alabama. Plaintiff brings this action pursuant
to Alabama Code §6-5-410 et seq. for the wrongful death of Raymond Edwards, I11.

2. Defendant General Motors Corporation is a foreign corporation, and at all times
relevant hereto, was and is doing business in Greene County, Alabama. General Motors
Corporation will be referred to herein as “GM”.

3. Defendant Legacy Pontiac-GMC, Inc. is a domestic corporation incorporated in
Greene County, Alabama, and at all times relevant hereto with its principal place of business in
Greene County, Alabama. Legacy sold the vehicle made the subject of this case in Greene
County, Alabama to Raymond Edwards, IIT on or about January 24, 2006. Legacy was also an
agent of the defendant GM and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 and was acting within the line
and scope of the agency and/or with the express, implied and/or apparent authority of defendant
GM and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 in connection with the claims asserted herein by the
plaintiff. Legacy Pontiac-GMC, Inc. will be referred to herein as “Legacy”.

4. Detendant Delphi Automotive Systems, LLC is a foreign entity and at all times
relevant hereto, was doing business in Greene County, Alabama. Pursuant to the Notice of
Stipulation of Time to File an Answer that was filed with the Court on October 24, 2008, the
claims against Delphi f/k/a IFG, Delphi f’k/a Delco Electronics, LLC and Delphi Automotive
Systems Services, LLC should be dismissed without prejudice. Delphi Automotive Systems,

LLC will be referred to herein as “Delphi”.



5. Defendant TRW Automotive US, LLC is a foreign entity that at all times relevant
hereto, was doing business in Greene County, Alabama. TRW Automotive US, LLC was
identified as TRW Automotive in the plaintiff’s Amended Complaint. TRW Automotive US,
LLC will be referred to herein as “TRW”.

6. Defendant Autoliv ASP, Inc. is a foreign corporation that at all times relevant
hereto, was doing business in Greene County, Alabama. Autoliv ASP, Inc. will be referred to
herein as “Autoliv”.

7. Defendant Breed Technologies, Inc. is a foreign corporation that at all times
relevant hereto, was doing business in Greene County, Alabama. Upon information and belief,
Breed Technologies, Inc. was acquired by and/or changed its name to Key Safety Systems, Inc.
following the date(s) the 1999 Pontiac Bonneville (V.ILN 1G2HX52K6XH203646) made the
subject of this case and/or its airbags and/or component parts were designed, manufactured,
assembled, distributed, sold, marketed and/or advertised. The defendants Breed Technologies,
Inc. and Key Safety Systems, Inc. will be collectively referred to herein as “Breed”.

8. Fictitious party defendants Nos. 1-24, as identified and described by their
respective roles and/or functions in the caption of this Complaint (and incorporated herein as if
set out in full), wrongful conduct caused and/or contributed to cause the death of Raymond
Edwards, IlI. Plaintiff avers that the identities of the fictitious party defendants herein are
otherwise unknown to plaintiff at this time or, if their names are known to plaintiff their
identities as proper party defendants are not known to plaintiff at this time, and their true names

and/or identities will be substituted by amendment when ascertained.



COUNT 1

9. Plaintiff adopts and incorporates herein by reference all prior paragraphs of this
Complaint.

10. On or about April 21, 2006, Raymond Edwards, Il was operating a 1999 Pontiac
Bonneville (V.ILN. 1G2HX52K6XH203646)(hereinafter “Bonneville” or “vehicle”) on County
Road 100 in Greene County, Alabama. While traveling west on County Road 100, Mr. Edwards
was involved in a one-vehicle accident between Alabama Highway 39 and County Road 99. The
vehicle left the roadway and crashed. However, due to the defective and unreasonably
dangerous condition of the vehicle’s driver’s side and passenger side air bags, the air bags did
not deploy, and as a proximate result, Mr. Edwards was caused to die the following day.

11. Defendants GM, Legacy, Delphi, TRW, Autoliv, Breed and/or fictitious party
defendants 1-24 designed, manufactured, assembled, distributed, sold, marketed and/or
advertised the Bonneville and/or the Bonneville’s driver’s and/or passenger’s side air bags
(hereinafter “air bags”) and are or were in the business of designing, manufacturing, assembling,
maintaining, repairing, servicing, marketing, distributing and/or selling those vehicles and/or air
bags.

12. On the occasion made the basis of this suit, the Bonneville and/or air bags were in
substantially the same condition as when designed, manufactured, distributed and/or sold and
were being operated and/or used by Raymond Edwards, Il in a manner that was intended and
foreseeable by said defendants. The Bonneville and/or air bags were in a defective condition
and/or in a condition that was unreasonably dangerous to Raymond Edwards, [l and others.
Said defendants knew or, in the exercise of reasonable care, should have known that the

Bonneville and/or air bags were defective and unreasonably dangerous to the human body when



being used in a foreseeable manner. The defendants GM, Legacy, Delphi, TRW, Autoliv, Breed
and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 are liable to the plaintiff under the Alabama Extended
Liability Manufacturer’s Doctrine (“AELMD”).

13. Detendants GM, Legacy, Delphi, TRW, Autoliv, Breed and/or fictitious party
defendants 1-24 negligently, wantonly and/or recklessly designed, manufactured, assembled,
sold, distributed, marketed and/or advertised the Bonneville and/or air bags and/or negligently,
wantonly and/or recklessly failed to provide adequate warnings and instructions to drivers and
users as to the Bonneville and/or air bags’ dangerous characteristics and/or propensities.

14. Defendants GM, Legacy, Delphi, TRW, Autoliv, Breed and/or fictitious party
defendants 1-24 expressly and/or impliedly warranted that the Bonneville and/or air bags
involved in the occurrence made the basis of this Complaint were reasonably fit and suitable for
the purpose for which the Bonneville and/or air bags were intended to be used. Plaintiff avers
that said defendants breached said express and/or implied warranties in that said vehicle and/or
air bags were not reasonably fit and suitable for the purposes for which said vehicle and/or air
bags were intended to be used but, to the contrary, the vehicle and/or air bags and/or any
attendant equipment used therewith were inherently dangerous, unstable, defective and/or
unsafe.

15. As designers, manufacturers, distributors and sellers of the Bonneville and/or air
bags that were in a defective condition rendering the Bonneville and/or air bags unreasonably
dangerous to foreseeable members of the traveling public such as Raymond Edwards, 11,
defendants GM, Legacy, Delphi, TRW., Autoliv, Breed and/or fictitious party detendants 1-24
are liable to the plaintiff under the law of strict products liability by virtue of the facts set forth

herein.



16. As a proximate result of the above-described events, Raymond Edwards, 111
was caused to die.

WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, plaintiff demands judgment against the
defendants, including fictitious party defendants, for punitive damages, in amounts to be
determined by a struck jury, plus interest and costs.

COUNT 11

17. Plaintift adopts and incorporates herein by reference all prior paragraphs of this
Complaint.

18. Defendant Legacy and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 negligently and/or
wantonly repaired, maintained, inspected, adjusted, moditied, altered, and/or serviced the
Bonneville and/or air bags and/or any component parts thereof, involved in the occurrence made
basis of the Complaint.

19. Defendant Legacy and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 sold the Bonneville to
Raymond Edwards, IIl when it knew or should have known that the Bonneville’s air bags would
not deploy in the event the vehicle was involved in a crash.

20.  Asa proximate result and/or consequence of the defendant Legacy and/or
fictitious party defendants 1-24 said negligence and/or wantonness, Raymond Edwards, III, was
caused to die.

WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, plaintiff demands judgment against the
defendants, including fictitious party defendants, jointly and severally, for punitive damages in

an amount to be determined by a struck jury, plus interest and costs.



COUNT 111

21. Plaintiff adopts and incorporates herein by reference all prior paragraphs of this
Complaint.

22. Defendant Delphi and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 designed, manufactured,
assembled, distributed, sold, marketed and/or advertised the air bag modules used in the
Bonneville’s air bags and are or were in the business of designing, manufacturing, assembling,
maintaining, repairing, servicing, marketing, distributing and/or selling those air bag modules.

23. On the occasion made the basis of this suit, the air bag modules were in
substantially the same condition as when designed, manufactured, distributed and/or sold and
were being used by Raymond Edwards, 11l in a manner that was intended and foreseeable by said
defendants. The air bag modules were in a defective condition and/or in a condition that was
unreasonably dangerous to Raymond Edwards, Il and others. Said defendants knew or, in the
exercise of reasonable care, should have known that the air bag modules were defective and
unreasonably dangerous to the human body when being used in a foreseeable manner. The
defendant Delphi and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 are liable to the plaintiff under the
AELMD.

24, Defendant Delphi and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 negligently, wantonly
and/or recklessly designed, manufactured, assembled, sold, distributed, marketed and/or
advertised the air bag modules and/or negligently, wantonly and/or recklessly failed to provide
adequate warnings and instructions to users as to air bag modules’ dangerous characteristics
and/or propensities.

25. Defendant Delphi and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 expressly and/or

impliedly warranted that the air bag modules involved in the occurrence made the basis of this



Complaint were reasonably fit and suitable for the purpose for which the air bag modules were
intended to be used. Plaintiff avers that said defendants breached said express and/or implied
warranties in that said air bag modules were not reasonably fit and suitable for the purpose for
which said air bag modules were intended to be used but, to the contrary, the air bag modules
and/or any attendant equipment used therewith were inherently dangerous, unstable, defective
and/or unsafe.

26.  As designers, manufacturers, distributors and sellers of the air bag modules that
were in a defective condition rendering the air bag modules unreasonably dangerous to
foreseeable members of the traveling public such as Raymond Edwards, 111, defendant Delphi
and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 are liable to plaintiff under the law of strict products
liability by virtue of the facts set forth herein.

27.  As aproximate result of the above-described events, Raymond Edwards, III was
caused to die.

WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, plaintiff demands judgment against the
defendants, including fictitious party defendants, for punitive damages, in amounts to be
determined by a struck jury, plus interest and costs.

COUNT IV

28. Plaintiff adopts and incorporates herein by reference all prior paragraphs of this
Complaint.

29. Defendants Delphi, Breed and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 designed,
manufactured, assembled, distributed, sold, marketed, and/or advertised the air bag sensors used

in the Bonneville’s airbags and are or were in the business of designing, manufacturing,
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assembling, maintaining, repairing, servicing, marketing, distributing, and/or selling those air
bag sensors.

30. On the occasion made the basis of this suit, the air bag sensors were in
substantially the same condition as when designed, manufactured, distributed and/or sold and
were being used by Raymond Edwards, 11l in a manner that was intended and foreseeable by said
defendants. The air bag sensors were in a defective condition and/or in a condition that was
unreasonably dangerous to Raymond Edwards, 111 and others. Said defendants knew or, in the
exercise of reasonable care, should have known that the air bag sensors were defective and
unreasonably dangerous to the human body when being used in a foreseeable manner. The
defendants Delphi, Breed and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 are liable to the plaintiff under
the AELMD.

31 Defendants Delphi, Breed and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 negligently,
wantonly and/or recklessly designed, manufactured, assembled, sold, distributed, marketed
and/or advertised the air bag sensors and/or negligently, wantonly, and/or recklessly failed to
provide adequate warnings and instructions to users as to the air bag sensors’ dangerous
characteristics and/or propensities.

32. Defendants Delphi, Breed and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 expressly and/or
impliedly warranted that the air bag sensors involved in the occurrence made the basis of this
Complaint were reasonably fit and suitable for the purpose for which the air bag sensors were
intended to be used. Plaintiff avers that said defendants breached said express and/or implied
warranties in that said air bag sensors were not reasonably fit and suitable for the purposes for

which said air bag sensors were intended to be used but, to the contrary, the air bag sensors
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and/or any attendant equipment used therewith were inherently dangerous, unstable, defective
and/or unsafe.

33. As designers, manufacturers, distributors and sellers of the air bag sensors that
were in a defective condition rendering the air bag sensors unreasonably dangerous to
foreseeable members of the traveling public such as Raymond Edwards, 111, defendants Delco,
Delphi, Breed and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 are liable to the plaintiff under the law of
strict products liability by virtue of the facts set forth herein.

34. As a proximate result of the above-described events, Raymond Edwards, 11T was
caused to die.

WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, plaintiff demands judgment against
defendants, including fictitious party defendants, for punitive damages, in amounts to be
determined by a struck jury, plus interest and cost.

COUNT V

35. Plaintiff adopts and incorporates herein by reference all prior paragraphs of this
Complaint.

36. Defendant TRW and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 designed, manufactured,
assembled, distributed, sold, marketed and/or advertised the driver side air bag inflator used in
the Bonneville’s driver side air bag and are or were in the business of designing, manufacturing,
assembling, maintaining, repairing, servicing, marketing, distributing and/or selling those driver
side air bag inflators.

37.. On the occasion made the basis of this suit, the driver side air bag inflator was in
substantially the same condition as when designed, manufactured, distributed and/or sold and

was being used by Raymond Edwards, 11l in a manner that was intended and foreseeable by said

12



defendants. The driver side air bag inflator was in a defective condition and/or in a condition
that was unreasonably dangerous to Raymond Edwards, III and others. Said defendant knew or,
in the exercise of reasonable care, should have known that the driver side air bag inflator was
defective and unreasonable dangerous to the human body when being used in a foreseeable
manner. The defendant TRW and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 are liable to the plaintiff
under the AELMD.

38. Defendant TRW and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 negligently, wantonly
and/or recklessly designed, manufactured, assembled, sold, distributed, marketed and/or
advertised the driver side air bag inflator and/or negligently, wantonly and/or recklessly failed to
provide adequate warnings and instructions to users as to driver side air bag inflator’s dangerous
characteristics and/or propensities.

39. Defendant TRW and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 expressly and/or
impliedly warranted that the driver side air bag inflator involved in the occurrence made the
basis of this Complaint was reasonably fit and suitable for the purpose for which the driver side
air bag inflator was intended to be used. Plaintiff avers that said defendant breached said express
and/or implied warranties in that said driver side air bag inflator was not reasonably fit and
suitable for the purpose for which said driver side air bag inflator was intended to be used but, to
the contrary, the driver side air bag inflator and/or any attendant equipment used therewith was
inherently dangerous, unstable, defective and/or unsafe.

40. As designers, manufacturers, distributors, and sellers of the driver side air bag
inflator that was in a defective condition rendering the driver side air bag inflator unreasonably

dangerous to foreseeable members of the traveling public such as Raymond Edwards, 111,
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defendant TRW and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 are liable to plaintiff under the law of
strict products liability by virtue of the facts set forth herein.

41. As a proximate result of the above-described events, Raymond Edwards, 111 was
caused to die.

WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, plaintiff demands judgment against the
defendants, including fictitious party defendants for punitive damages, in amount to be
determined by a struck jury, plus interest and costs.

COUNT VI

42. Plaintift adopts and incorporates herein by reference all prior paragraphs of this
Complaint.

43. Defendant Autoliv and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 designed,
manufactured, assembled, distributed, sold, marketed, and/or advertised the passenger side air
bag inflator used in the Bonneville’s passenger’s side air bag and are or were in the business of
designing, manufacturing, assembling, maintaining, repairing, servicing, marketing, distributing,
and/or selling those passenger side air bag inflators.

44, On the occasion made the basis of this suit, the passenger side air bag inflator was
in substantially the same condition as when designed, manufactured, distributed and/or sold and
was being used by Raymond Edwards, III in a manner that was intended and foreseeable by said
defendants. The passenger side air bag inflator was in a defective condition and/or in a condition
that was unreasonably dangerous to Raymond Edwards, I1I and others. Said defendants knew or,
in the exercise of reasonable care, should have known that the passenger side air bag inflator was

defective and unreasonably dangerous to the human body when being used in a foreseeable
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manner. The defendant Autoliv and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 are liable to the plaintiff
under the AELMD.

45. Defendant Autoliv and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 negligently, wantonly
and/or recklessly designed, manufactured, assembled, sold, distributed, marketed and/or
advertised the passenger side air bag inflator and/or negligently, wantonly, and/or recklessly
failed to provide adequate warning and instructions to users as to the passenger side air bag
inflator’s dangerous characteristics and/or propensities.

46. Detendant Autoliv and/or fictitious party defendant 1-24 expressly and/or
impliedly warranted that the passenger side air bag inflator involved in the occurrence made the
basis of this Complaint was reasonably fit and suitable for the purpose for which the passenger
side air bag inflator was intended to be used. Plaintiff avers that said defendant breached said
express and/or implied warranties in that said passenger side air bag inflator was not reasonably
fit and suitable for the purpose for which said passenger side air bag inflator was intended to be
used but, to the contrary, the passenger side air bag inflator and/or any attendant equipment used
therewith was inherently dangerous, unstable, defective and/or unsafe.

47.  As designers, manufacturers, distributors and seller of the passenger side air bag
inflator that was in a defective condition rendering the passenger side air bag inflator
unreasonably dangerous to foreseeable members of the traveling public such as Raymond
Edwards, III, defendant Autoliv and/or fictitious party defendants 1-24 are liable to plaintiff
under the law of strict products liability by virtue of the facts set forth herein.

48. As a proximate result of the above-described events, Raymond Edwards, I was

caused to die.
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WHEREFORE, PRIMISES CONSIDERED, plaintiff demands judgment against the
defendants, including fictitious party defendants, for punitive damages, in amounts to be
determined by a struck jury, plus interest and costs.
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PLAINTIFF’S ADDRESS:
Jacqueline Edwards

43 Edwards Road
Gainsville, AL 35464

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on the 15th day of December 2008, I electronically filed the
foregoing with the Clerk of the Court using the AlaFile system which will send notification of
such filing to the following:

Attorney for General Motors Corporation and Delphi Automotive Systems, LLC
Stanley A. Cash, Esq.

Huie, Fernambucq & Stewart

2801 Highway 280 South, Suite 200

Birmingham, AL 35223

Attorney for General Motors Corporation and Delphi Automotive Systems, LLC
Franklin P. Brannen, Jr., Esq.

King & Spalding LLP

1180 Peachtree St.

Atlanta, GA 30309

Attorney for TRW Automotive US, LLC
Julie David Pearce, Esq.

GAINES, WOLTER & KINNEY, P.C.
3500 Blue Lake Drive, Suite 425
Birmingham, AL 35243

Attorneys for Legacy Pontiac-GMC, Inc.
John Martin Galese, Esq.

Cassandra J. Harris, Esq.

GALESE & INGRAM, P.C.

800 Shades Creek Parkway, Suite 300
Birmingham, AL 35209

Attorneys for Autoliv ASP, Inc.

S. Andrew Kelley, Esq.

Wesley B. Gilchrist, Esq.

LIGHTFOOT, FRANKLIN & WHITE, LLP
The Clark Building

400 North 20" Street

Birmingham, AL 35203

and [ hereby certify that I have sent the document via U.S. mail to the following non-AlaFile
participants:
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Attorneys for TRW Automotive US, LLC
Jack Little, Esq.

Katheryne MarDock, Esq.

WEINSTEIN TIPPETS & LITTLE, LLP
7660 Woodway, Suite 500

Houston, TX 77063

AL

NEWLY SUBSTITUTED DEFENDANTS TO BE SERVED BY CERTIFIED MAIL,
RETURN RECIEPT REQUESTED, AS FOLLOWS:

Breed Technologies, Inc.
5300 Old Tampa Highway
P.O. Box 33050

Lakeland, FL 33807-3050

Key Safety Systems, Inc.
7000 Nineteen Mile Road
Sterling Heights, MI 48314
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