A.P PENDIX A Decision of New Hampshire Supreme Court upholding

denying Motion to Reconsider dated November 7, 2024



THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

SUPREME COURT

In Case No. 2024-0087, Edward Farley v. Ubiratan Marinho,
Jr. & a., the court on November 7, 2024, issued the following
order:

Supreme Court Rule 22(2) provides that a party filing a motion for
rehearing or reconsideration shall state with particularity the points of law or
fact that the party claims the court has overlooked or misapprehended.

We have reviewed the claims made in the motion to reconsider and
conclude that no points of law or fact were overlooked or misapprehended in
our decision. Accordingly, upon reconsideration, we affirm our October 11,
2024 decision and deny the relief requested in the motion.

Relief requested in motion to
reconsider denied.

MacDonald, C.J., and Bassett, Donovan, and Countway, JJ., concurred.

Timothy A. Gudas,
Clerk

Distribution:

Clerk, Rockingham County Superior Court, 218-2023-CV-00566
Honorable David W. Ruoff

Edward N. Farley

Mark F. Sullivan, Esq.

Sherri L. Miscio, Supreme Court

File



A.P PENDIX B Decision of New Hampshire Supreme Court upholding

Trial Court decision, dated October 11, 2024

Decision of New Hampshire Trial Court denying Motion to Reconsider



THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

SUPREME COURT

In Case No. 2024-0087, Edward Farley v. Ubiratan Marinho,
Jr. & a., the court on October 11, 2024, issued the following
order:

The court has reviewed the written arguments and the record submitted
on appeal and has determined to resolve the case by way of this order. See
Sup. Ct. R. 20(2). The plaintiff, Edward Farley, appeals an order of the
Superior Court (Ruoff, J.) denying his motion to amend his complaint against
the defendants, Ubiratan Marinho, Jr. and Prime Auto Center, LLC (Prime
Auto). In denying the motion, the trial court reasoned that the plaintiff’s
proposed amendment did not cure defects identified in its earlier dismissal of
the plaintiff’s complaint for lack of personal jurisdiction. We affirm.

Whether to allow an amendment to a complaint is a matter resting within
the trial court’s sound discretion, and we will not disturb a decision to deny a
motion to amend absent an unsustainable exercise of discretion. See New
London Hosp. Ass’n v. Town of Newport, 174 N.H. 68, 76 (2021). Although trial
courts generally should allow liberal amendment of pleadings to correct purely
technical defects, the court may deny a motion to amend when the proposed
amendment would not cure a deficiency identified in the original complaint.
See id. at 75-76. When reviewing whether the trial court sustainably exercised
its discretion, we examine whether the record establishes an objective basis
sufficient to sustain its discretionary judgment. See id. at 76.

In this case, the plaintiff, a New Hampshire resident, sued Prime Auto, a
Florida limited liability company with an address in Florida, and Marinho,
Prime Auto’s member and agent with addresses in Florida, Connecticut, and
Maryland. The plaintiff alleged that (1) he purchased a car from the defendants
over the internet; (2) the defendants “deceptively advertised” the car in an on-
line advertisement; (3) the defendants shipped the car to the plaintiff through
“their carrier”; (4) following his purchase, the plaintiff expended $13,290.29 to
repair the car; and (5) although Prime Auto initially “agree[d] to restore [the]
vehicle to [its] advertised condition,” the defendants subsequently failed to do
so. The plaintiff sought treble damages pursuant to the New Hampshire
Consumer Protection Act. See RSA 358-A:10, I (2022).

The defendants moved to dismiss, asserting, in part, that the trial court
lacked personal jurisdiction. In granting the motion, the trial court analyzed
whether the plaintiff had established that the defendants maintained sufficient
contacts with New Hampshire to constitutionally justify its exercise of “specific”



personal jurisdiction. See, e.g. Red Oak Apartment Homes v. Holmes Carpet
Ctr., 173 N.H. 529, 533 (2020). The court concluded that the plaintiff did not
demonstrate that the defendants purposely availed themselves of the protection
of New Hampshire’s laws such that the exercise of jurisdiction over them was
foreseeable. See id. at 533-34.

The trial court gave the plaintiff thirty days from its September 25, 2023,
notice of decision within which to seek to amend the complaint to cure the
deficiencies it had identified, noting that any motion to reconsider would not
toll the thirty-day deadline. See ERG, Inc. v. Barnes, 137 N.H. 186, 189
(1993). The plaintiff filed a motion to amend the complaint on October 27,
2023, two days following expiration of the thirty-day amendment deadline. On
December 18, 2023, the trial court denied the motion to amend, ruling,

Upon review of the facts plead[ed] in this Amended Complaint, the
core facts concerning “minimal contacts” remain unchanged. A
one-time online purchase and sale transaction is not sufficient, or
reasonable, to vest the Court with personal jurisdiction over the
defendants. Although the plaintiff asserts some limited exchanges
with the defendants about servicing or repairing the car — that is
not enough to establish personal jurisdiction over Florida
defendants.

Following the denial of his timely motion to reconsider this order, the plaintiff
filed the present appeal, identifying the denial of the motions to amend the
complaint and to reconsider as the decisions he is appealing.

On appeal, the plaintiff argues that the trial court erred by not
addressing whether the exercise of personal jurisdiction was consistent with
New Hampshire’s long arm statute. The plaintiff further argues that the trial
court erred by focusing upon the quantity of the defendants’ contacts with New
Hampshire only, and not upon their quality. According to the plaintiff, the
facts of this case are “nearly identical” to the facts in Lee v. Frank’s Garage &
Used Cars, Inc., 97 P.3d 717 (Utah Ct. App. 2004), and thus, the plaintiff
contends that the trial court erred by concluding that it lacked specific
personal jurisdiction in denying the motion to amend. We disagree.

At the outset, we emphasize that the only decisions from which the
plaintiff has timely appealed are the trial court’s orders denying his untimely
motion to amend and his motion to reconsider that decision. Indeed, because
the plaintiff failed to timely move to amend his complaint, and because the trial
court did not waive the untimeliness of his motion to amend within the appeal
period of Rule 7, the motion to amend did not stay the running of the appeal
period, resulting in the dismissal order becoming a final decision on the merits
for purposes of Supreme Court Rule 7. See Sup. Ct. R. 7(1)(C) (stating that
untimely post-decision motion does not stay running of 30-day appeal period




unless trial court waives untimeliness within appeal period, and that absent a
waiver of untimeliness within appeal period, the trial court’s ruling on untimely
post-decision motion does not extend appeal period); Germain v. Germain, 137
N.H. 82, 84-85 (1993) (limiting appeal to decision denying untimely motion to
reconsider and dismissing appeal as to earlier decision on the merits, because
appealing party neither timely moved to reconsider nor timely appealed the
final decision on the merits). Accordingly, the merits of the dismissal order are
not properly before us.

We reject the plaintiff’s argument that the trial court erred by not
addressing whether the exercise of jurisdiction was consistent with New
Hampshire’s long arm statute in denying the motion to amend. In its original
dismissal order, the trial court correctly observed that New Hampshire’s long
arm statute authorizes the exercise of personal jurisdiction to the maximum
extent permitted under the Federal Due Process Clause, and thus, a due
process analysis is ordinarily determinative of a personal jurisdiction question
in New Hampshire. See Red Oak Apartment Homes, 173 N.H. at 533. Here,
the jurisdictional defect identified in the original complaint was the failure to
establish that the defendants had sufficient contacts with New Hampshire to
demonstrate that they purposely availed themselves of the protection of New
Hampshire’s laws. This is a component of the due process analysis for specific
personal jurisdiction. See id. at 533-34. Accordingly, the trial court did not err
by failing to address whether the exercise of jurisdiction complied with the long
arm statute when it denied the motion to amend the complaint.

Nor did the trial court focus solely upon the quantity of the defendants’
contacts with New Hampshire. In its dismissal order, the trial court
emphasized that the defendants’ only contacts with New Hampshire
established in the original complaint failed to demonstrate purposeful
availment. In denying the motion to amend, the trial court correctly observed
that the primary facts in the amended complaint regarding the defendants’
contacts with New Hampshire remained unchanged. The trial court further
acknowledged that the plaintiff had added new allegations regarding his
communications with the defendants, but determined that the substance of the
allegations did not establish personal jurisdiction. We conclude that the trial
court, in denying the motion to amend the complaint, did not focus solely upon
the quantity of the defendants’ contacts with New Hampshire and ignore their

quality.

Finally, we reject the plaintiff’s argument that Lee v. Frank’s Garage &
Used Cars, Inc. compelled a different result. It was the plaintiff’s burden to
offer evidence that, if credited, would support a finding that the defendants
purposely availed themselves of the protection of New Hampshire’s laws such
that the exercise of jurisdiction over them in New Hampshire was foreseeable.
See Red Oak Apartment Homes, 173 N.H. at 533-34. Having reviewed the Lee
court’s analysis of the facts specifically pleaded in that case relative to




purposeful availment and the facts pleaded in the plaintiff’s proposed amended
complaint, we conclude that the plaintiff did not carry this burden with respect
to the new allegations in his amended complaint. Accordingly, the trial court
sustainably exercised its discretion when it denied the motion to amend. See
New London Hosp. Ass’n, 174 N.H. at 75-76.

The remaining arguments in the plaintiff’s brief either are insufficiently
developed, see State v. Blackmer, 149 N.H. 47, 49 (2003), or otherwise do not
warrant further discussion, see Vogel v. Vogel, 137 N.H. 321, 322 (1993).

Affirmed.

MacDonald, C.J., and Bassett, Donovan, and Countway, JJ., concurred.

Timothy A. Gudas,
Clerk

Distribution:

Clerk, Rockingham County Superior Court, 218-2023-CV-00566
Honorable David W. Ruoff

Mr. Edward N. Farley

Mark F. Sullivan, Esquire

Francis C. Fredericks, Supreme Court

Sherri L. Miscio, Supreme Court

File



AP PENDIX C Decision of New Hampshire Trial Court denying Motion to
Reconsider, dated January 11, 2024

Decision of New Hampshire Supreme Court upholding Trial Court decision
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Fite Date: 12/28/2023 3:08
Rockingham Superior Cc

E-Filed Docum
THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE
JUDICIAL BRANCH
http://www.courts.state.nh.us
Court Name: Rockingham - Superior Court
Case Name: Edward Farley v Ubiratan Marinho, JR, et al
Case Number: 218-2023-CV-00566
(if known)
MOTION: Motion to Reconsider
1. | Edward Farley am filing this motion on my own behalf

AND/OR

| am a person authorized by court rules to appear on behalf of another in this case. | am filing this
motion on behalf of

2. The facts supporting this motion are:
1.The Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint legally satisfies the ‘Minimum Contacts” that the

Court erred in its order. The Plaintiff successfully references memorandums in law,

Clifford Lee vs Frank’s Garage/Used cars, Inc (2004) and Arguello v. Industrial

Woodworking Mach. Co., 838 P.2d 1120, 1123 (1992) that apparently have been overlooked.

[See Attachment(s), item 'Item 2' {(continued)]

3. With this motion, | am requesting the following relief:
WHEREAS the Plaintiff respectfully requests from the Court the following:

A)Reverse the 12/18/2023 Decision and Grant the acceptance of the Plaintiff’s 1st

Amended Complaint as he has shown legal proper jurisdiction as noted herein, proper

statute of limitations, proper instructed affidavit of service and stated claims (causes

of action),

B)Clarify all specific reasonings, and

C)Provide any other proper and just relief.

4. [ ] The other party [_] does [| does not agree with the relief requested in this motion.
OR

| was unable to or did not obtain the other party’s opinion on this motion because:

The opposition has been steadfast in denial of accountability since onset of this case.

Moot.
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Case Name: Edward Farley v Ubiratan Marinho, JR, et al

Case Number: 218-2023-CV~-00566

MOTION:

For non e-filed cases:

| state that on this date | am [_] mailing by U.S. mail, or [_] Email (only when there is a prior
agreement of the parties to use this method), or [_] hand delivering a copy of this document to:

or

Other party Other party’s attorney

OR

For e-filed cases:

X| | state that on this date | am sending a copy of this document as required by the rules of the
court. | am electronically sending this document through the court’s electronic filing system to all
attorneys and to all other parties who have entered electronic service contacts (email addresses) in
this case. | am mailing or hand-delivering copies to all other interested parties.

Edward Farley /s/ Edward Farley 12/28/23

Name of Filer Signature of Filer Date
(603) 502-8039

Law Firm, if applicable Bar ID # of attorney Telephone

472 Wallis Rd e.farley@yahoo.com

Address E-mail

Rye, NH 03870

City State Zip code

FOR COURT USE ONLY

Upon review. Motion Denied.

NS

Honorable David W. Ruoff
January 10, 2024
Clerk's Notice of Decision

Document Sent to Parties
on 01/11/2024
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Attachment Page _1  (of _2 )

To Motion to Reconsider

Item 2 (continued)

2. The Court erred by the proper method to determine whether personal
jurisdiction exists over a nonresident defendant involves two considerations
as noted in the relevant memorandum Clifford Lee V Frank’s Garage (2004):
See In re W.A., 2002 UT 127, 9 14, 63 P.3d 607, cert. denied, 538 U.S; 1035,
123 S.Ct. 2092, 155 L.Ed.2d 1065 (2003). "First, the court must assess
whether New Hampshire law confers personal jurisdiction over the nonresident
defendant." Id."Second, assuming New Hampshire law confers personal
jurisdiction over the nonresident defendant, the court must assess whether
an assertion of jurisdiction comports with the due process requirements of
the Fourteenth Amendment." Id.7.Before considering the Plaintiff's two
theories, some background is warranted. Personal jurisdiction can be broken
down into two categories. Either a court has general jurisdiction over a
defendant or it has specific jurisdiction. General personal jurisdiction
permits a court to exercise power over a defendant without regard to the
subject of the claim asserted. For such jurisdiction to exist, the defendant
must be conducting substantial and continuous local activity in the forum
state. In contrast, specific personal jurisdiction gives a court power over
a defendant only with respect to claims arising out of the particular
activities of the defendant in the forum state. For such jurisdiction to
exist, the defendant must have certain minimum local contacts. See generally
Helicopteros Nacionales de Columbia, S.A. v. Hall, 466 U.S. 408, 414, 104 S.
Ct. 1868, 1872, 80 L. Ed. 2d 404 (1984); Abbott G.M. Diesel, Inc. v. Piper
Aircraft Corp., 578 P.2d 850, 853 n. 6 (Utah 1978) (quoting Kristine
Strachan, In Personam Jurisdiction in Utah, 1977 Utah L.Rev. 235, 253-54,
264) .8.The Court erred by NOT Having applied the proper jurisdiction two-
part test noted above, enunciated in In re W.A., 2002 UT 127, 19 14, 63 P.3d
607, the Defendant’s actions satisfy the requirements of New Hampshire’s
long-arm statute 510.4. The Defendant’s QUALITY CONTACTS with New
Hampshire are sufficient to support the exercise of SPECIFIC (not general)
personal jurisdiction without offending due process.13.The Utah Supreme
Court has determined that contractual forum selection clauses will be upheld
as fair and reasonable so long as there is some rational nexus between the
forum selected and either the parties or the transaction. See, e.g., Phone
Directories Co. v. Henderson, 2000 UT 64, 91 14-15, 8 P.3d 256. Hence, in
this case, Dealer could have contracted for a non-Utah forum if it desired
to avoid the potential of litigation in Utah.15.CONCLUSION from the Appeal
Fourth District Court must be no different than this matter in New Hampshire
Superior Coutrt.f 16 Having applied the two-part test enunciated in In re W.
A., 2002 UT 127, 9 14, 63 P.3d 607, it is concluded in memorandum that

If the item that this Attachment concerns is made under penalty of perjury, all statements in this Attachment are made under penaity of perjury.
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Attachment Page 2 (of _2 )

To Motion to Reconsider

Defendant/Dealer's actions satisfy the requirements of Utah's long-arm
statute, New Hamsphire’s long-arm statute, see Utah Code Ann. § 78-27-24
(2002) and New Hampshire’s general personal jurisdiction , and that
Defendant/Dealer's contacts with Utah are sufficient to support the exercise
of SPECIFIC PERSONAL JURISDICTION without offending 14TH AMENDMENT due
process. Accordingly, (the Appeal from the Fourth District Court) reversed
the decision of the trial court and remand this matter for further
proceedings just as this court must do.16.This Court, has the obligation to
reverse its own erred decision dated 12/18/2023 and must do so with respect
to the legalities of New Hamsphire’s long-arm statute and the Fourteenth
Amendment QUALITY of contacts sufficient to support the exercise of Special

Personal Jurisdiction.

Service Information

I state that on this date I am

[X] e-serving through the court's electronic filing system,
[ 1] or mailing by U.S. mail,

[ ] or hand-delivering a copy of this document to:

Other party: Ubiratan Marinho, Jr

I state that on this date I am

[X] e-serving through the court's electronic filing system,
[ ] or mailing by U.S. mail,

[ ] or hand-delivering a copy of this document to:

Other party's attorney: Mark F. Sullivan

I state that on this date I am

[X] e-serving through the court's electronic filing system,
[ 1 or mailing by U.S. mail,

[ ] or hand-delivering a copy of this document to:

Other party: Prime Auto Center LLC

If the item that this Attachment concerns is made under penalty of perjury, all statements in this Attachment are made under penalty of perjury.
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Case Name: Edward Farley v Ubiratan Marinho, JR, et al

Case Number: 218-2023-Cv-00566

MOTION:

For non e-filed cases:

| state that on this date | am [_] mailing by U.S. mail, or [_] Email (only when there is a prior
agreement of the parties to use this method), or [ ] hand delivering a copy of this document to:

or

Other party Other party’s attorney

OR

For e-filed cases:

X! | state that on this date | am sending a copy of this document as required by the rules of the
court. | am electronically sending this document through the court’s electronic filing system to all
attorneys and to all other parties who have entered electronic service contacts (email addresses) in
this case. | am mailing or hand-delivering copies to all other interested parties.

Edward Farley /s/ Edward Farley 12/28/23

Name of Filer Signature of Filer Date
(603) 502-9039

Law Firm, if applicable Bar ID # of attorney Telephone

472 Wallis Rd e.farley@yahoo.com

Address E-mail

Rye, NH 03870

City State Zip code

FOR COURT USE ONLY

Upon review. Motion Denied.

AL o

Honorable David W. Ruoff
January 10, 2024

Clerk's Notice of Decision

Document Sent to Parties
on 01/11/2024
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AP PENDIX D Decision of New Hampshire Trial Court dismissing per

jurisdiction, dated December 18, 2023



File Date: 10/27/2023 8:50
Rockingham Superior Cc
E-Filed Docum

State of New Hampshire
Judicial Branch
Rockingham Superior Court

Case 218-2023-CV-00566

| 15 AMENDED COMPLAINT
Edward Farley | PURSUANT TO
\ | DECLARATORY
Ubiratan Marinho, Jr (1) | JUDGMENT IN
And |CONTRACT LAW FRAUD
Prime Auto Center, LLC | AND FOR UNFAIR
) IBUSINESS PRACTICES
jury trial requested | PER CONSUMER
| PROTECTION

Background

The Plaintiff is and at all times a resident of New Hampshire. The Defendant was well aware of
this during all pre-sale communication and post-sale communication.

The Defendant used a national advertising platform (Car Gurus) to reach sales targets well
beyond their immediate local and state of Florida scope.

The Defendant used their very same specific advertising in their local advertising as they did
their national advertising.

The Plaintiff and the Defendant had many pre-sale and post-sale conversations from
approximately 2 weeks prior to sale through January 15, 2021 and all are specifically relevant to

This is a Service Document For Case: 218-2023-CV-00566
Rockingham Superior Court



their listed specific advertising conditions of the purchased vehicle BOTH LOCAL AND
NATIONAL STATING THE VERY SAME SPECIFIC CONDITIONS OF THE
PURHCHASED VEHICLE. (attached in the original complaint).

The parties entered an illegal (as noted below) sales agreement as noted on May 8, 2020.

THE PLAINTIFF AND THE DEFENDANT KNEW THE PLAINTIFF RELIED ON THESE
SPECIFIC CONDITIONS AS A REASON TO ENTER A PURCHASE AND SALES
AGREEMENT WITH THE DEFENDANT.

The additional proof this communication and agreement to terms is valid, is that the Defendant
continued to allude to the Plaintiff that they would specifically address and fix the found
deceptions per the specific advertised and agreed condition of the car.

The Defendant also agreed to ship the car to the Plaintiff who they knew resides in New
Hampshire, further solidifying the Defendant’s knowledge of the Plaintiff’s location from pre-
sale to post sale.

Upon the car’s arrival to the Plaintiff’s New Hampshire location at his expert witness’s interior
auto shop, both the Plaintiff and his expert noted serious discrepancies from what was agreed in
its condition for the sale and the actual condition of the car. The discrepancies were so egregious
that immediate new continuing correspondence ensued between the parties to come to an agreed
resolution per correspondences of the linked advertised specific conditions.

Proper Statute of Limitations is proper

Fraud 3 years 508.4
Contract 20 years under seal 508.5, 3 years oral 508.4

Illegal Contract Relevance |

The 6 elements of a legal contract are all valid in this Bill of Sale transaction. An Offer was
verbal, was written and implied through conduct. The intention showed agreement to the terms
of the contract. The offer was specific with enough details of the exchange value of the car. The
terms were clearly communicated and accepted by both parties in writing before and during and
after the Defendant’s Purchase and Sales agreement. This was an express acceptance. Both
parties were aware of the Offer and Acceptance. Consideration was made by Both parties as to
the transfer of the vehicle in the promised condition in exchange for the Plaintiff’s monies.
Stating “as-is” directly associated the parties to agreement that the specific condition was as
specifically listed and verified. Both parties had the Capacity to comply with their end of the
contract. The Defendant failed to comply with their end of the contract. The Defendant violated
the Legality of the contract by misleading circumstances based on fraud and misrepresentation.
Any contract that is deemed illegal is VOID and UNENFORCEABLE. The parties contract
was therefore indeed illegal.



Illegal Deceptive Business Trade Practice Relevance

The 3 elements of deceptive trade practices include Committing an unfair trade practice. The
Defendant clearly mislead by statements (both written and oral). No other explanation is valid
from the claimed specific conditions of the car and the intentionally deceived actual condition of
the vehicle. The agreement simply affected Commerce. The deception involved an exchange of
monies for property. The Plaintiff has proof and acknowledgement to both parties that he was
substantively financially Injured by the Defendants intentional deceptions. A party who is
injured by an unfair or deceptive act is entitled to recover damages from the wrongdoer. The
Defendant’s actions were indeed illegal business trade practice.

Proper Jurisdiction is New Hampshire

Having applied the two-part test enunciated in In re W.A,, 2002 UT 127, § 14, 63 P.3d
607, the Defendant’s actions satisfy the requirements of New Hampshire’s long-arm
statute 510.4, and that Defendant quality contacts with New Hampshire are
sufficient to support the exercise of specific personal jurisdiction without offending
due process.

The Plaintiff has claimed relevancy of the New Hampshire Long Arm Statute as it nearly
identically applied in case law Clifford Lee vs Frank’s Garage (2004) in parallel to Utah’s
long arm statue for proper jurisdiction. NH Long Arm Statute is applicable as applied by a
previous court final order. § 510:4. Nonresident Defendant Jurisdiction. -- Any person who is
not an inhabitant of this state and who, in person or through an agent, transacts any business
within this state, commits a tortious act within this state, or has the ownership, use, or possession
of any real or personal property situated in this state submits himself, or his personal
representative, to the jurisdiction of the courts of this state as to any cause of action arising from
or growing out of the acts enumerated above.

Lee vs Frank’s Garage case nearly identically overlaps this matter in its internet
advertising, its long arm statute and the Federal Due Process Clause due to the FACT and
no dispute that the Defendant not only mis-advertised the vehicle, they sent it to him in
NEW HAMPSHIRE.

The Plaintiff has made sufficient reference to the evidence that the parties were in contact
both texting, emailing and telephone calls before the sale of the vehicle in direct relation to
their internet long reach national/international through Car Gurus and linking their
website advertising into New Hampshire.

The Plaintiff made it clear to the Defendants and the Court that the Defendants were well
aware of the Plaintiff's residence in New Hampshire per evidence of the Bill of Sale and per
evidence of shipping location instructions the Defendants needed ship the vehicle to New
Hampshire. The Defendant never required any in state arbitrator to intervene in the case
the parties had disagreements post sale.



The specific advertising that the Defendant’s used on their own website (submitted in
claim) was EXACTLY the terms used to sell through CarGurus in their international
advertising reach (The Defendants website was linked to the Car Gurus website). These
conditions are specific contract agreements and requirements both parties agreed to. The
reason there is undeniable evidence of this, is the Defendant(s) projected (used words
rather than committed action to deliver what they advertised) that they would support the
EXACT egregious advertising in their resolution to fix the vehicle. Otherwise, the Defendant
simply would have referred to the Sold as IS comment and walked away. (As in the Lee v
Frank’s Garage case) Once the sale was consummated, Dealer shipped the Car to

Utah. (Identical to This Case) Once the sale was consummated, Dealer shipped the Car to
New Hampshire.

This Court references Curry F.3d at 399 (finding purposeful availment based upon
Defendant’s numerous business transactions).

In the Lee v Frank’s Garage matter "[D]ue process is not satisfied by the guantity of

the contacts with the state, but ‘rather IS Satisfied upon the guality and nature' of
the minimum contacts and their relationship to the claim asserted.” Arguello v.
Industrial Woodworking Mach. Co., 838 P.2d 1120, 1123 (Utah 1992)

(quoting International Shoe, 326 U.S. at 319, 66 S.Ct. at 159-60); see also

Starways, 1999 UT 50 at 7 8.

As this complaint and amended complaint are nearly identical matter as in the Lee v
Frank’s Garage case, the Fourth District Court review is spot and must be used as the
datum for this case for proper jurisdiction to New Hampshire. Simply substitute Farley for
Lee and New Hampshire for Utah) and this all makes legal sense to try this matter in this
Court. In Lee’s matter, the Dealer advertised the Car and sold it to the Lee (Farley) of
substantial value: purported value arose directly from its alleged condition and mileage.
Once Lee (Farley) responded to the national advertisement offering the Car for sale, the
Dealer made representations about the unique qualities of the Car, particularly its low
mileage, directly to Lee (Farley) in a successful attempt to induce Lee (Farley) to purchase
the Car. Lee (Farley) was a Utah (New Hampshire) resident, physically in Utah (New
Hampshire), during these and other communications with Dealer. Once the sale was
consummated, Dealer shipped the Car to Utah (New Hampshire). Finally, Dealer has not
identified any contractual agreements between the parties indicating a forum preference or
otherwise structuring the sale solely as a non-Utah (New Hampshire) transaction. Under
these particular facts, we have little difficulty in concluding that Dealer's ""conduct and
connection with [Utah] [New Hampshire] are such that [it] should reasonably anticipate
being hauled into court there' in the event of a dispute arising from the sale of the

Car. Clements, 812 F.Supp. at 206 (quoting World-Wide Volkswagen Corp. v. Woodson, 444
U.S. 286,297,100 S.Ct. 559, 567, 62 L.Ed.2d 490 (1980)).

The Utah Supreme Court has determined that contractual forum selection clauses will be
upheld as fair and reasonable so long as there is some rational nexus between the forum
selected and either the parties or the transaction. See, e.g., Phone Directories Co. v.



Henderson, 2000 UT 64, 7 14-15, 8 P.3d 256. Hence, in this case, Dealer could have
contracted for a non-Utah forum if it desired to avoid the potential of litigation in Utah.

Additionally (as in this case), Lee’s litigation arose directly from both the sale of the Car and
Dealer's contacts with Utah in furtherance of that sale. Analyzing ""the quality and

nature' of the minimum contacts and their relationship to the claim asserted," it is clear
that each and every contact between Dealer and Utah was devoted to the sale of the
Car to Lee on the allegedly false premises that give rise to Lee's complaint. Arguello v.
Industrial Woodworking Mach. Co., 838 P.2d 1120, 1123 (Utah 1992) (citation
omitted). Ultimately, it is this close relationship between Dealer’s contacts with Utah
and Lee's causes of action that convinces us of the propriety of Utah exercising
specific personal jurisdiction over Dealer in this matter.

CONCLUSION from the Appeal Fourth District Court must be no different than this matter
in New Hampshire Superior Coutrt.| 16 Having applied the two-part test enunciated
inInre W.A., 2002 UT 127, 1 14, 63 P.3d 607, we conclude that Dealer's actions satisfy
the requirements of Utah's long-arm statute, see Utah Code Ann. § 78-27-24 (2002),
and that Dealer’s contacts with Utah are sufficient to support the exercise of specific
personal jurisdiction without offending due process. Accordingly, we (the Appeal from
the Fourth District Court) reverse the decision of the trial court and remand this matter for
further proceedings just as this court must do.

Affidavit of Service per Court Service Instructions

Original Complaint Verified and completed as Court directed and as presented to the Court.

The Plaintiff pleads as the matter has evolved 5 months since, that this pleading satisfies
Amended Complaint affidavit of service.

Stated Claims / Causes of Action Claims (as noted clearly prior)

these claims are within the jurisdictional limits of this Court
Count 1

The Plaintiff has shown sufficient evidence that shows he is entitled to pursue contract fraud as it
is illegal in nature as noted above reference New Hampshire and Universal Code Contract
law. The Defendant’s Bill of Sale is illegal and void as noted above. Invocation of NH contract
law violations is relevant.

Count 2

Additionally, the Plaintiff has shown sufficient evidences that he is entitled to pursue New
Hampshire Regulation of Business Practices for Consumer Protection recoveries per RSA
358A in relevance to a found act or practice was a willful or knowing violation of this chapter, it
shall award as much as 3 times damages. The Plaintiff has listed his relevant entitled financial



injuries as direct $13,290.29 and up to 3x that per noted willful RSA 358A conditions totaling
recoverable damages to $39,870.87. Invocation of NH Deceptive Trade Practice RSA 358A is
relevant. The Defendant claimed the

WHEREAS the Plaintiff respectfully requests from the Court the following:

A) Grant the acceptance of the Plaintiff’s 1%* Amended Complaint as he has shown legal
proper jurisdiction, proper statute of limitations, proper instructed affidavit of
service and stated claims (causes of action), and

B) Provide any other proper and just relief.

Dated: October 25, 2023
Respectfully submitted
By

/s/Edward Farley
Edward Farley

472 Wallis Road

Rye, N.H. 03870-2243

VERIFICATION

|, Edward Farley, am the Plaintiff in the above-entitled action. | have read the foregoing claims
and defenses and know the contents thereof. The same is true of my own knowledge, except as
to those matters, which are therein alleged on information and belief, and as to those matters, |
believe it to be true. | declare under penalty of perjury under U.S. law that the foregoing is true
and correct and that this declaration was executed at Rye, New Hampshire 03870.

/s/Edward Farley

State of New Hampshire)
ss)
County of Rockingham)

CERTIFICATION OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that, on October 25, 2023 | served a copy of the foregoing, by electronically
delivering a copy to BOTH Defendant’s attorney’s address, Mark F. Sullivan, 27 Front Street,
Exeter, NH 03833, exeterlaw@aol.com

/s/Edward Farley



mailto:exeterlaw@aol.com

Upon review of the facts plead in this Amended Complaint, the core facts concerning
"minimal contacts" remain unchanged. A one-time online purchase and sale transaction
is not sufficient, or reasonable, to vest the Court with personal jurisdiction over the
defendants. Although the plaintiff asserts some limited exchanges with the defendants
about servicing or repairing the car - that is not enough to establish personal jurisdiction
over Florida defendants.

Motion denied. See prior order. Case dismissed.

(2.

Honorable David W. Ruoff
December 18, 2023

Clerk's Notice of Decision

Document Sent to Parties
oNn 12/18/2023



AP PENDIX E Petitioﬁer’s Amended Complaint, see Appendix D,

Dated October 25, 2023



AP PENDIX F Petitioner’s Complaint dated May 3, 2023
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File Date: 5/3/2023 5:15
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E-Filed Docum

THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

JUDICIAL BRANCH
http:/imwww.courts.state.nh.us

Court Name: Rockingham - Superior Court

Case Name: Edward Farley v. Prime Auto Center LLC, et al.
218-2023-CV-00566

Case Number:
(if known)

- COMPLAINT
Requested: Jury Trial (as allowed by law) [] Bench Trial
1. Plaintiffs Name Edward Farley
Residence Address 472 Wallis Rd, Rye, NH 03870
Mailing Address (if different)
Telephone Number (Home) (Mobile) (603) 502-5039

2. Defendant's Name Prime Auto Center LLC

Residence Address 1800 South Cecngress Avenue, Palm Springs, FL 33406
Mailing Address (if different)

[See Attachment(s), item 'Additional Defendants(s)']

3. First thing that happened (in one sentence):

Claim amount: $39,870.87. Defendants grossly (specifically worded in advertisement)

deceptively advertised, sold (via internet) and shipped (via their carrier) a one

owner vehicle (2010 Mercedes GLK 350 4Matic) to the Plaintiff via his expert

upholstery expert (John Carrigan Portsmouth, NH expert witness) who was to install

heated seat pads (unrelated to sale).

4. Second thing that happened (in one sentence):
Upon arrival at the Mr. Carrigan's shop, both he and the Plaintiff noticed the

vehicle had overwhelming cigaratte smoke oder and burn damage to the interior

(advertised as 1 owner non smoker), obvious collision damage to right and rear

(advertised as no previous collision damage) and very significant other items that

were duly discovered by Mercedes dealership.

5. Third thing that happened (in one sentence):

The Plaintiff immediately demanded a refund from the Defendant's manager (Fredirico

A Magalhaes) and that he pickup the said vehiclele and return all relevant monies

(including shipping). Fredirico refused to refund shipping but did agree to restore

vehicle to advertised condition which he and the Defendants failed to honor through

multiple communication efforts.

Continue on using separately numbered paragraphs (attach additional sheets if necessary).

NHJB-2688-Se (07/01/2018) Pagte 10f2
This is a Service Document For Case: 218-2023-CV-00566
Rockingham Superior Court
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Case Name: Edward Farley v. Prime Auto Center LLC, et al.

Case Number:

COMPLAINT

For the reasons stated in this Complaint, | request that the Court issue the following orders:
A. Describe the orders you want the Court to make:

Invoke the relevant New Hampshire Long Arm Statute (RSA 510:4), and

Accept proper statute of limitations 3 years (Bill of Sale 05/08/2020) and discovery

of vehicle's condition received well after during delivery, and

B. Al other relief the Court deems fair and just. [Se® Attachment(s), 'Item A' (continued)]

Edward Farley /s/ Edward Farley 5/3/23

Name of Filer Signature of Filer Date
(603) 502-9039

Law Firm, if applicable Bar ID # of attorney Telephone

472 Wallis Rd e.farley@yahoo.com

Address E-mail

Rye, NH 03870
City State Zip code

NHJB-2688-Se (07/01/2018) Page 2 of 2
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Attachment Page _1  (of _1 )

To Complaint

Additional Defendants (s)
Defendant #1
Officer or Authorized Agent: Ubiratan Marinho Jr Marinho, Jr

Defendant #2
Name: Ubiratan Marinho, Jr
Residence Address: 1800 Madison Avenue, Apt D8, Bridgeport, CT 06606

Additional Claim Details

6. In discovery time reviewing more of the vehicle that required servicing,
the Plaintiff found many other significant specifically worded grossly mis-
advertised defects that required Mr. Carrigan, a local Mercedes dealership
and a local auto body shop to diagnose and restore. In all, the Defendants
failed to honor their advertisement directly linked to their contract Bill
of Sale

7. In all, the total deceptive trade restoration costs totalled $13,290.29.
As this was a knowingly and wilfull deceptive trade violation per RSA 358,
common law and federal law), the Defendants are liable for 3x deceptive cost
damages totalling $39,870.87 plus court fees.

8. The Defendant stopped communicating.

Item A (continued)
Accept proper jurisdiction per Long Arm Statute, and

Invoke NH Deceptive Trade Practice Statute (RSA 358A) and or its
commo/federal law equivelent for knowingly and wilfully deceiving and award

3x actual related damages, and

Invoke contract law violations and hold Defendants 100% accountable for all
relevant expenses the Plaintiff incurred, and ALL other relief the Court

deems fair and just.

If the item that this Attachment concerns is made under penalty of perjury, all statements in this Attachment are made under penalty of perjury.
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BILL OF SALE

OATE:___5/08/2020 sTOCK#__812006

{BUYER INFDRMATION: = SELCRBEORMAVION: —
o PRIME AUTO CENTER, LLC

B e 1800 SOUTH CONGRESS AVE
RYE, NH 03870 COUNTY- ROCKINGHAM &%ﬁg}s& FL 33406 \
oL aTave O # NHL{BOBB4E58 wrate: NH ©oxr.oate: 4/24/23
p.oa.: 04/24/64 SALESPEREON: —
(VEHICLE INFORMATION:
YEAR: 2012 COLOR {: N: WDCGGBHB2CF812006 srack: 812006
MAKE: MERCEDES-BENZ COLOR2: sSTVIE: 350 4MATIC o &
| moneL: GLK BooY: 4DR WMILEAGE: 111729 TRARS: AUTO

{3 Ifthis box in checked, the venicia Tl you ara GiFchising has been liobnsed, registarsd, or used 3 & taxiosb, puiics vahisle, o Chort-tarm-lsass vobiicie,

it & vehicls that s rabuil or assammbied (rom parts, is » KR <, ghder i, mplica, sireel rod, cisiarm vahide, has been mpurchesad by & manufaciurer
unger Fiordda's Lamon Law (Fle. Stal, ch. 881), o¢ 15 & £000 vehide

. (indiczie prior LsRs, brads oF types)
%HWE i ~ SETTLEMENT ]
* : GCOLOR: " - =
CAKE: . ] VEMICLE PRICE| 9,805.09
MOOEL: BoaY; Pradelivery Service Fee [sse NOTE 1] | 48500
i , BURTOTAL{ 10,300.00
BALANCE OWED TO: Sales Tax: N/A
Titla Fes: ) ) __boo
qumm §0.00 GOO0D THROUGH: Lipense Fee: _ ) 0.00 |
ALLOWANCE: $0.00 QMOTED &Y. Remigtration Fee: "” " 000
Trensfer Fee! 006
|INSURANCE INFORMATION: Temp Tag Fee: 0.00
COMPANY:
| priowm: 7 FOUCY £ ) ~ JPayofonTradedn: N/A
{ comraey: ) _ ] —
STRERT:
CITY, STATIL 28
| /
REMARKS:
_ , T YOTALDUE| 10,300.00
NOYE §. T charpe represents costs and prafil Lo the deelor for erna such ax inpecting, TRADEAN ALLOWANGE N/A
ceaRing, antt adjuetng vakicies, and praparing dotumants rolieid 10 the sala. -
WARRANTY DISCIAIMER: peeosT)___NA
Unless Seliar provides & wiitten waranty, of entsrs into & service DOWN PAYMENT] 10,300.00
contract within 90 days from the date of this contrsct, this vehicls i
being sotd “AS I8 ~ WITH ALL FAULTS" and Ssfier makss no tien, I .
opress of implisd, on the wvehick, and t,h':! will be no implied TOTAL CREDIT| 10,300.00
wammanties of merchaniability ot of filness § particular purpose. =
Te's dischaimer does ot aftect anty warraniies by the vehicle manifacturer, Selier | @ Cawh O Fnonce BALANCEDUE] ~ 0.00
nmmm‘mammmymnrmmmhamymﬁn‘ra—mm—mmm‘mﬁth:nw
connecion with tha gaie of the vehide and the related products snd services. DoV financa *-r—-“-;:-r-ﬂh:d“; ‘
ONIN AL IXSCLOGUR i VENICLES ( Tra information ha window form for (hia vehicle b | .
CONTRA -l b JEEL Hrey - “m”" any ¢ “mn hmmm-&":'h.sﬂhm 7 Gufa pera compradorss
Ge vehicitos uxados. La hvlormaciSn que ve en ol fonnuiaro de mmmnmmmumm.umﬁm
wmmaumg-mm:mmmmmnhmmﬁmmumaw. .

Buyer hereby doctares that hefshe Ia of lagat age 1o transact bustiness and hat no unfair inducemsnt hat hesn made by Seflsr. ‘This

agroemunl and the rolsted documents that Buyer signs conlamporancously with this agreement, including amy fetad instatment ontra

iontam the rilite sgreemar betwosn Buyer and Seder and cancols and suporsades any prior egreement inziuding oral agreemants retatng
" to the sate of the motor vehwels. Any change lo this agreamen must be in wriling and Selier mustsign it

s0820 X 7’:/ soB0 X

Acented by Adhoitzed RepreseTimeve Of Seder | e Buayar = Dels CoBuyer 7 Da\o
FZHFL-B08 riaw C5NY ©2019 Fraaes Compraing, W0,




Office of ‘
‘ L, ‘ 10 Roure 125
Clerk of Superior Court BRENTWOOR, NH
Rockingham County

MAILING ADDRESS

) Rockivorad County COuRTHOUSE
Fennerm M. Haooan, CLERK PO Bux 1258
Pariici 13. Tousa, DEruTy CrLErk Kmgsyon, NH 03848-1258

May 2, 2023

Edward Farley

472 Wallis Rd

Rye NH 03870

Dear Mr. Farley:

Re; Farley v Prime Auto Center LLC et al

The Court is retuming the complaint received today’s date, and ask that you re-
file electronically through file and serve,

if you have any questions do not hesitate to contact the Court at 1-855-212-1234.

y truly yours,

hnifer M. Haggar,Clerk .

fsp
enc
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BILL OF SALE

DATE:  5/08/2020

STOCK#__ 812008 -

d| e |PRIME AUTO CENTER, LLC
Eduord N G Feriey | 1800 SOUTH CONGRESS AVE
RYE, NH 03870 counTy; ROCKINGHAM ?9%'23?””:65" Fl 33406
o A2 ot 561-429-424
nrmTatE@# NHL 180664858 sTate: NH oxv.oame: 4724723 |
ooa.: 04/24/64 jsmesPERSON: _
¥ MATION:
YEAR: 2012 COLOR 1: VIN: WDOGGBHB2CF212006  sTock: 812006
|Maxe: MERCEDES-BENZ  COLORZ sTvViE: 350 4MATIC cn: 6
| eoEL: GLK poby:  4OR sneace: 111729 ~ TRANE: AUTO )
3 1Fthés b is civacked, the vehicia that you arc girchasing hes been Foensed, registered, ar used es @ taxicab, polics vehicks, of ghort-term-easc vehide,
is & vehide that is rebulf or assambled from parts, is o M} ear, glider ik, replica, atreat rod, cisiom valide, has been repurchasad by @ manufacturer
. 7mn‘ef7‘Fpﬁdn‘= Leamon Law (Fia, ST, ot 691), or i & food vetide — - findicete prior uses, brands or tymes)
TRADE S NEQRRATION: BETTLEMENT —~ :
JYEAR: COLOR: ‘ e G ANnE
Mg  MLEAGE: - _ veMicie price| 9,805.00
{mooes: noav, Pradefivery Service Fee [sse NOTE 1] | 495.00
VIN: 7 7 SURTOTAL| $0,300.00
“ BALANCE OWED TQ: 58598 T m: ‘Nf& |
!i Tile Foo: i |
BALANCE OweD: § 0.00 GO0D THROUGH: License Fes:_ _0.00
Iaowaece:  $0.00 QUTED BY: Registration Fae: 0.00
' Tronsfer Fee: 0.00
l | Temp Tag Fee: 0.00
coucy s | Payoft on Tredodin: NiA Y
{compasty:
CITY, STATE, 2P:
|REMARKS:
| . ~YoTaL ouel 10,300.00 |
NOTE 1 Vi charge represents costs and profit 40 the dosicr fr iiems euch o3 inspecting, TRADE-IN ALLOWANGE NIA
Gearing, and adjustng wehices, and preparing documens ralates 10 the Rale. . - - —
= : : 13 RS NA |
Unfess Sefier provides a written wartanty, or enters into a service DOWN PAYMENT] 10,300.00
coniract within 00 days fron the daie of this contmct, this vehichs is - -
baing aold “AS {8 — WITH ALL FAULTS" and Sefler makes no warrantles, § : — -
lexpress or Emplied, on the vehicie, and there will m no implied TOTAL CREDIT 10,300.00
warranties of merchantabifity or of fifness for » parficuiar purpose. F=———=_ " = - -
This descismer does not affect any warranties by the vehicie mgmwm Seller | @ Cash Q Finanoe ___ BALANCEDUE - 0.00|
{nelther assimes nor suthorizes any othes person 10 assume for & any Gabity in ¥ sneced, plasts ess your matsiiment sales comract for informmtich
] cannaction with the gale of the vehide and the related products and senvices. st finance CheFgs, ALEEnGs, mﬂt‘fg—ﬂl‘ww mm G!j"ﬂ-,i ‘
SCLOSURE GTATEMENT {JSED VERICLES GNLY) The information you Bes an the wirsiow form for (hie vehicle i paet of this
ormetion on the window form ovarridek any cont provisions In the comtract of esie. fipanish Transtatan: Gufa para compragores
ée vaticulos usedow, La informacién que ve en wl formiilario ds la mﬁnmpmnﬁmmbﬁmpmwmm contrets, La informacién
dol formutario dela nills duis & efecta toda dispoaichin en contrasio contenids an ¢f contrMo de vanta,

Buyer heraby derteres that hefsha ia f Isgel age to \ransact businees and tat no unfalr inducement has been made by Seller. This
agroement and the reisted documents that Buyar signs contemporancously with his agreament, ingluding any retall instalment cantract,
sontain the afiliie egreemand botween Buyer and Selier and cancels and supersedes any prior ggraement ey ing oral ggreements relating
to the: 581 of the matot vehicle. Any change to this agreemen mus! be in writing and Seller must sign i, .

z,

Ta?

X

SioBra0 X

Acceptet by Authorized Represantative of Seter Date
IF2F1-BOS e, 06ME

€201 Fraper Comprofing, 0,



N INVOICE Invoice No. 453577

Bow Auto Parts P T AP iia
FISITRY 3A ~ BOW. ===
Bow, NH 03304 T
v o g COrdar # 133241752
603-224.8400 Glaim Number Date 23 Fch 2021
800-‘-4‘54-314 v Custarar POR Time 16:47:49 EST
603-224-4042= FAX Custarnar RO# Balesperson  edoy
Contact © EDDY G03-502-0630  Sabes Type Cazh Sale
= tnvaice To : - 8iiip To —
| \ALUED RYE cuSTOMER VALIED RYE CUSTOMER
RYE, NH | RyEun
\
Delivery Cauntar Sale T LTI B
Stogh # __Part Dascription B _ e Pyich
PO #581683 2012 MERCEDES GLK-CLASS Whoeed 170080
204 Type: (GLKI5), 17x5 {epare) 8504
VIN: WDCRGEHITRFRA1070
Vehicie Color; Unknawn
Pert Commenis: SPARE .
Diacount ~46.00
Sub Tatal: 125,00
PaymenisiCredite Allocation History Taxd: 0.00
022021 Payment: Crac2 Cord 4004 42800 —_— 004
. Talal: 128,00 Totsd: 125,00
Armnant Cgo; 0.00 )

— Invoice Tarms — - S
THANK YGU FOR YOUR ORDER.....WE APPRECIATE YOUR SUSINESS!

Daw Auln Paris hag. 8 3.98% Cash Dlscount pre-priced into all ltams st hordcas. Any purchose mede with & credit cnrd will farmave e
Wacourd and be dispiayed e & *Non-Cash Cherge® an yir reoelpt.

RETUR‘NQ; ARE ACCEPTEL WITHIN 30 DAYS OF PURCHASE AND MUST DE IN SAME CONDITION AS TIME OF SALE WITH NG SIGNS
CF USE OR INSTALLATION.

BOW AUTO HAS A STANDARD § MONTH WARRANTY ON ALL DF‘OUR‘JN STOCH PARYS..AND OFFERS EXTENDED WARRANTIES
INCLUDING LABOR......

FOR COMPLETE WARRANTY TERMS AND INF(Q... RLEASE VISIT WWW BOWAUTOPARTE COM & CLICK ON WARRANTY TAB ON TGF
QF HOME PAGE! '
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‘ BEACH, FL 33415 bl 05
“ SEROICE QUESHioNg s il Vimed1:00 Meeded by 01;00
“ CALL &1-683-0021 Fre) '
Sastomn: Home f’htm 1420241
e s.is Phone:  G51~09-4245
S . B !
WA SHONE. FL 306 (L)
Yeur Make ' Mode 1 i
po12 MERCEDES BENZ aLK3so
Licenss Style Gtock/Units
PR IMEAUTO4 Boon UTILITY
!ll teages VIN

YDCGGSHB2CFS 12008

Purchase Order#

'ﬁl-'tt ggi{'r";’e#@; Kit MR
T e e e
71% "S8d @06 9.68
.00 2.99 a.0m 9.0
Tocknlclan 10
1840-061
Tachnician Notes
VEHICLE PRE-INSPECTION
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mu §r112,|§~ Cracked .
ren: Seats
gy
= i
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faductible Baid: 0.00
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381451 Promised:17:00 0BAPR21  *INVOICE®  DUPLICATES PAGE T

K Ala%slzxp; Motorcars / .Reng Locations:
385 Broadway, Rte. 1 North = = = =
i ¥ Mercedes-Bontg of Natick Mercedes-Benz of Baston
Lynnficld, MA 01940 , 253 North Main Sreet 259 McGrath Highway
781-386-9700 Netick, MA 01760 Somerviliz, MA (2145
_— S08-655.83 STH60-2100
ww. herbchambers.com 5086555330 A
Mercedes-Benz
[coronnm nit - Jepmurs ategon “Tranea. (vCicT Dast erGicE Al
1012871 , 3729 RENAN MARCHET IB61Y 06 Aor 2023 1381451
PEUNLY RATE LIZEREE WL O NG, "Iecmn s soce grHEm .
— .00 ﬁ, * ) )
[EDWARD FARLEY VFARM LI T WEOAGE tH ) hen FAR OUT
{672 WALLIS RD 12 MLT GLK350 4MATIC _ 112081 1112086
N .72 {ve MENTEATIER M) o Jesirvonr pay FEF SATE
RYE, KH 03870-2243 B GaHB20r812008 35 Bec2011 |
C3dA 1 ATXHESS ) T NG Ly ;lwm PERFON 0. DsTe j WA fih,
emalt| e tadey@yahoo.comihome 1603-502-9039, 03 Mar 2021 122 D i
dia] TOL 2uTResE 4T, |eemvnrs ENG:SHF,‘L“ef 1
LINE OPCODE TECH TYDE HOUES T ] ' LisT NET  TOTAL
. CUSTOMER STATES THE HEADLINER IS HANGING DORN
60 IKTERIOR TRIM T
3874 CPM _ 525.00  525.060
1 204-£90-72-50-7TK25 HEADLINER , 9¢0.00 . 877.20 €77.20
PARTS : £9%.20 LABOR:  52%.06 ‘QTHER: Q.00 TOTAL LINE A: x402.20

Headiiner damaged from cigarette smoke, delaminating and stained,
from serious cbserved water roof leak into-cabin, dash, and seats..
*Necessary replacement. Noted on the 8/28/2020 invoice.
AFFEPTRERER A AN AN NS TS SIS ERNAGTIVNANS R SRR R R ER R RGD
B CUSTOMER STATES THE VEHICLE VIBRATES WHEN ACCELERATING, UNDER LIGHT
ACCELERATION, PEELE LIKE A TRAMSMISEION MOUNT
1.0 DRIVEABRILITY ’

1874 CPM 1920.00 1720.00°

2 204-24G-20-17-64 ENGINE MOUNT 240.80 240,80 481.860

3 221-240-05-18 RUBBER MOUNTING 121,980 123,50 121.90C

i 000-9920-25-52 NUT | i4 .00 14 .00 14,00

2 129-990-04-10 BOLT AND WASHER ASSY. 11.8¢C 11.90 23,80

PARTS ; 641,30 LABCR: 1720.00 OTHER: 0.00 TGTAL LINE B: 236%1.30°

Cir obgerved to have excessive vibration, bucking and knocking

| aoices ip center of car during zceeleration. .biscovered excessively .

Worn moter mounts and transwission mount. Aggresaive dY¥iving the cause.,.

*Hocensary replagement. T
-&ir‘r,iwwww*****ﬁ‘ivﬁﬁ"&ﬁwﬁ****‘iw*tt#*-tiéttﬁn‘ttki******‘wwt

> CUSTOMBER STATES THE RIGHT FRONT TIRE SENSOR DOES NOT RERD

MB] MOUNT & SALANCE 1 TIRE, SET PRRSSURES

1§74 CBM . .. . 40,00 40.00
1 000-$05-72-00 TIRE PRESSURE SENSOR 21543 215.42 215.42
1 C00-401-59-04-54 VALVE NUT "5.53 5.53 5,53
10 REFLACE SENSOR, LBARN TO COMTROL UNIT . .
3874 CBM 14.00 34,00
WARTS : 220.95 LABOR: 74.00 OTHER: 6.0¢ TOTAL LINE C:' 294,95

Right fromt TBMS sensor found in Right Front wheel. *Necessary ,
repiacement ©o extinguish dash light and alert driver fox safety of
tire inflarion.

g
.

Mleass - [ICHECK €K NO, | 1 | oesengmon TOTALE
Clvisa CIMASTERCARD P
CIANEX CcHaRGE [JOTHER prr )
~——HANE VOU FOR CHOOSING FLAGSHIP MOTORCARS =
' TV Craem
T CHAGES
uis mi-mwm
[ T
[ 30
Emwrontroiy Complweoa . = —
Pt o AP HOA EREAT (o W) PAEASIIR 10 (B, SCNTAE, FYIRVDD, 013 anam e dire ] 8 U7 9 Boarawd eaelnanis 1 R wrakemsraty PLEASE PAY THIS AMDUNT
Wi rEedes g ctwrge 120 ermiraTRE (EaThaTon i e SaTISFARy 18 TadRE a4 TiNiR e o W10 13 OA £3TTET ERT v pitexathon of
— 14 wydrrerati. B

CUSTOMER COPY
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PAGE 2
E'Slﬁa %Shlr}) A {}‘l oﬁgrcﬁgsnh Orir Other Mercedes-Benz Locations:
g TQ? way, e ort Mercodes-Benx of Natick  Merceodes-Bene of Bostosi
Lynnfield, MA 01940 153 North Min Strecl 259 MeGrath Highwiy
781-596-9700 Natick, MA 01762 Samerville, MA 02145
o S0B-655-5380 GiT-GHG-4100
wisy herbehambers. coni _ ‘
Mercedes-Benz
frusicutnea, B SEWACE aTNEGR ] “Fraawn, Jremceoere [rwoctse
1092814 i , 2729 RENAN MARGCHET 1861y 10§ ] ]
%T.g.a«n UTEVSE MG ‘mm. GOLON W ETIER (e 2, |
EDWARD FARLEY i‘[;gugn‘wﬁ{,n i WILLAAE % WLEAGT DT
472 WALLIS RD 12 MLT GLK350 AMATIC 112081 112086
- 0- " L . REHTIERATION #D. OOLIVETY DATE . v AEFIC DATE
WD AITNRSZ 11HL PO S b PRG0N NG pATR Lalile i
emaill e fadfey@yshao comlhome ] 3-502-8038 I 03 Mar 2021 |22 Dac 2011
e e TEL EENGE PR T cowvers ENG:S.5_Liter 1
LINE OPCODE TECH TYPE HOURS LI8T NET TOTAL
D CHRCK SBARE TIRE INFLATOR
E5 ACCESSORIES
ig74 cPM .00 0.400
1 000-563-15~02 COMPRESSOR 279,590 279.5890 275.5C
EARTS 279.50 LABOR: 0.00 QTHER: .00 TOTAL LINE D: 272,50
Infiatable Spare tire found worn to limits and had an extreme
blowout hole through cord structure. Inflatable compressoxr found
missing. *Necessaxry replacement. [Customer supplied like new used speare
tire to reduce costs).
‘ﬁﬁ*ﬁ&tw*t****ﬁ‘i‘éii‘iii*l’a&"w*_***t‘ﬁ‘b@*i'iii“t‘ﬁrl-‘wwi\'*t*#**‘h*“i
L? CUSTOMER STATES THE LEPFT TAIL PIPE STICKS OUT AND HANGS LOWER THAN
! THE RIGHT SIDE
14 BEXHAUST
3874 CPM 169.00 16%9.00
PARTS ¢ 0.0¢ LABBOR: 16%.00 COTHER: 0.00 TOTAL LINE E: 169.00
Cer found in previcus invoice with ccllision damage to right aide
and rear af vehicle., Left rear mu®fler was poorly adjusted/imstaliled
| and required heating and maneuvering to fit properly. *Necessary
repair. Rear Bumper cover needs repiacement, customer will have an
auvtohody shop replace all parts as necessary per prior noted eollision
. damage on the 08/28/2020 invoice. ' 1
AR ERRE TR RAANNA TN E LSS RSP RAANAAANNRTNARENT IR SR TAINNNN |
ji' CUSTOMER STRTES THE HEADLINER IS DRMAGED, DELAMINATING ‘
60 INTERIOR TRI¥M .
| 3674 CPM 8.00 0.00
PARTS 1 6.00 LABOR: 9.08 OTHER: .00 TOTAL LINE F: 0.00.
Requires replacement at a total of £1402.20 plus tax. See line A,
AR EOF LT ANNNWN AN S PRI ERA I NANEAANREERFN ISR ISR TANWNNN
I CIG LIGHTER DOBS NOT CHRRGE
82 TRIM ELECTRICAL
3874 CPM B5.060 £5.00
1 000000-004205 FUSE LINK 7.65 7.65 7.65
] 1 000-906-3%-00 CIGARETTE LIGHTER 92.50 92.50 82.50
PARTS : 3100.315 LABOR: 85.00 OTHER: © 0.60  TOTAL LINE G: 185.15
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38145% Promised:17:00 06APR21 *|INVOICE* DUPLICATE & PAGE 3
Flagship Motorcars ‘ - ‘
5 R u te. ] 4 | = — ”
385 Ba:ogdway, Rte. 1 North Mercedenttons of Netiek  Mercedes-Beaz of Baston
Lynnficid, MA 01940 253 North Mafn Street 259 MeGrash Highmey
781-596-~ Netick, MA 01762 Somervitle, MA (2145
781396 ‘”m ‘ ) S08-6$8-5350 6176654100
wiine, hierbchambers.com o N
Mercedes-Benz
[ratgurs s, o eemescs avatn ] o TAGAD, eIsE RATE
10128 3729 RENAN MARCHET IB61Y 06 Ap - |
HOSLY RATE, LGRS WO K, el | SRR
EDWARD FARLEY gﬁ?mman ryrgegh h VEEACE AT
472 WALLIS RD 12_pMLE ] D AMATIC 1112081 112086
X3 L L X 7.1 £, i LR _ # BY TA! WReE QATE
RYE, NH 03870-2243 W CGGBHBILFS12006 55 g 2011 |
FuisL ACOPERS CELL PONE. o lwn [ L) 10, GeTE an £xF,
el | e tarley@vahoo, 601 ‘ 6023-602-9038 03.Mar 2021122 Deg 2G11}
TLL tme N fess ausmemerr [eoarants ENG:D.5_Liter 1
LINE OFCODE TECH TYPE HOURS ' ~ LIST NET  TOTAL
Cizarette/Auxiliary outlet. Worm fyom overuse and waiey damage.
*Neceusary replacement. _
iiﬁ‘w****'ﬁv*’wﬁﬁtéééiww****'&wtwt-f*%‘*tB'!Qiiﬂ'*'!f*‘***“i*v***iﬁ
b STERRING COLUMN TRIM iS MISSING
60 INTERIOR TRIM )
3874 CBM 169.900 169,90
5. 204-680-731-08-8051 COVER 76.75 78.7% 78.75
PERTS 1 76.75 LABOR: 169.00 OFHER: 0.60 TOTAL LINE H: 247.75
Steering column is trim Sound ¢amaged beyond repair frxom water
damage Tound peuring behindé dash. *Neceosgary replacement
t‘t****wwiﬁftsl***ﬁw*****‘*ﬁtr‘gﬁ‘.‘ﬁiﬁwt*ﬂ**'ﬁ*Wﬁ***ﬁ‘ﬁ'ﬂ!'ﬁ‘f\i
T CUSTOMER STATES THE BLOWER DOES NOT WORK, CHECR TOR DAMAGE
85 ACCESEORIES ,
3874 CBM 528.00 525.00
i 1 207-540-18-50-6¢ FUSE BOX 273.05 273.05 .273.05.
R ARTS 273.05 LAROR: - §25.00 OTHER: 0.00 TOTRL LINE I+ T28.05
Blower motor not funcitioning, Found auxiliary fuse box fault and
biower motor fault, water damage. *Necegsary replacement . (customer
supplied OEM Bosh blower for reduced costs}
i I AL ZXE XX i3s3 2L 2 2 2k 0 ol SRAERVTER R R A ANRANN AT FkSERR Y
Yo+ CUSTOMER STATES 'THAT SZAT RATL TRIMS RRE BROKEW, PLEASE INSPECT
60 INTERICR TRIM
3874 CPM , 168.00  169.00
1 204-912-20-20-9051 COVERZMNG 19.50 19.80 12.50
3 204-919-26-20-9051 COVERING . 16.45 16.45 16.45
[PARTS « 35,95 LABOR: 169.00 CQTHER: G.G0 TOTAL LINE J:@ 204..95
Left and Right front seat rail trim are eithex hroken or missing. ‘
Brittle. *Necessary replacement.
| tﬁ‘**ik**ww'a*ttgtiiat*‘**t**ﬁbw'&*‘tﬁ‘év!éé&b@ﬁﬁttt**%ﬁﬁi"tﬁtt
K** CUSTOMER APPRCVED REPAIRS 10 LEAKING CENTRIFUGE COVER
08 LEAXS .
3874 CBM 7 A 169.00 1€9.00
i 272-010=-06-31 HOUSING COVER W COUPLING 108.75 108.75 108.75
PARTS 108.75 LABOR:  1€3.00 OTHER: 0.00 TOTAL LINE K: 277.7%
ClcasH CICHECK  CK NO. 1 '|_oescairmon _TotaLs
Clvisa [IMASTERCARD m::;:,m -
ClamEX CICHARGE - [OOTHER Y —
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Flagship Motorcars
385 Broadway, Rie. | North

PAGE 4

Qur Other Mercedes-Benz Locations:
Mezcedos-Berr of Natick Meroedes-Benz of Boston

Lynafield, MA 01940 253 Noeth Main Streel 259 McGmily ‘E!i@hv::y
FR1. Q" ] Narkck. MA 0§7680 Sameeville, MA 02145
781-596-9700 $08.655-5350 GYT-66-4100

v, herbchambers.com

Mercedes-Benz

'tnl‘i&"l‘."ﬂ LN

T FIRCE ATAZER Y fevaccomt . [MOmse
191281 4;123@5@9 | MARCHET 17861Y 06 Apr2021 1381451
usiy asre “[ucFues s, lm 'EN CCLOR pes: ETOCC 1 STONE MG
EDWARD FARLEV ‘?,ES,“MWN ) Qg;nmm L EGRE DUT
472 WALLIS RD 2 WMLT GLK350 4MATIC , 1 1,2031 1 :3&35
1 y SR . CELITITY DETE M EEILT oA
RYE, NH 03870-2243 - O CGEANBACFS12006 |22 Dee 2011 .
G s Imnsmmr RO, QATE S 15, o
nihome 603-502-8039 ] _ 1oa Mmer 2021 122 Dag 2011
B, fSHTTG £ cowurTs £NG;3,5_Liter 4
LINE OPCODE TECH TYPE HOURS , _ LIsT NET TOTAL
Bngine centrifuge cover leaking badly. *Necessary replacetienc.
rhh AN AR A E CEPERENNNERR P I EEREE S L TSI AR S R A0 &
T+ RECLACE RERR BRAKE PADS, ROTORS AND SENSORS
RDR SEPLACE RERR BRAXE PRDS, ROTORS AND SENGORS ) ]
3874 OBM _ . 362.50  362.%50
2 000-423-~09-12-07 BRAKE DISK, VENTED 87.50 87.50 175,00
5 290-4231-0:i-T71 BAN HEAD FIT BOLT 13,13 13.13 26 .26
1 007-420-62-20-90 T& DISK BRAKE PAD-STARPRRETS 81.243 81.23 §1.23
5 211-540-17-17 BRAKE WEAR SENSOR _ 16.80 16.80C 16.89
FARTS : 29%,29 LABORE: 162.50 OTHBR: ¢.Cc0 TOTAL LINE L: 661.7%
Rear brakes found beyond wear limits. *Necessary replacement.
*EEREY [ETTTEEX RS R S X2 2 2 3] *#**f*'&’ﬁ‘*‘*tw***éﬁﬁ"'ttti’e**’ﬁi‘**
pir ¢ MOUNT & BALANCE 4 TIRES-RESET PRESSURES
MB4 MOUNT & BALANCE 4 TIRES-RESET PRESSURES .
3874 CRM 164¢.00 180.00
IPRRTS ¢ g.00 LABOR: 160.00 CTHER: 9.049 TOTAL LINE M: 160.00
Tires are found to have excessive bhelt wear from age and aggressive
driving. Car is unstable with curzent rires. all ¢ tiree replaced with
new. *Necezgary replacement. (Customer supplied 4 Kew Bridgestone tires
to conserve cosha..
P TP T YIS I T R L L L LS FECHEBER R BRI AN NN NI NN
v e CUSTOMER REQUESTS INSPECTION OF TRANSMISSION OIL FOR ARY
CONTAMINENTS AND TO INSPECT THE DRIVESHARFT FOR ANY WEAR
10 DRIVEABILITY
igr4 CPM . 168.00 i88.400
DARTS : 0.06 LABOR: 169.00 OTHER: 0.00 TOTAL LINE N: 1€9.00
Car has slipping autematic txamemission, does not shift smoothly,
bucks and siips during acceleraticn, likely cont ributing te
damaged/worn engine ang transmission mMoOunts. Fauné excessively dirty
transmigsion fluid, lew quentity and diagnose fault as torque converter
damage. Cost $3832.37. *Necessary replacement. {(Customer chooses pote
have RAMCO replace item with used part to conserve costs
AR ANETAAFEEE AR AR RANN TR LS FEHCRERRERERTANR VAT A A INIT
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Flagship Motorcars .
385 Broadway, Rte. 1 North e -ng;:e‘:fex&”"f:“ﬂ L:f;‘:f’f‘ﬂmm
s . ; k rretdes-Hefsy oF Mol 1ere ne ai
Lynnfield, MA 01940 252 Nasth Muin Seree 299 McGrath Hsghway
781-596-9700 Narick, MA 03760 Sareredlle, MA 02145
wivw. herbchambers. cont H08-655-5350 BA7-666-410D

Mercedes-Benz

LELRTOMOS k1)

/1 {awce anveon ObE RATE A0 T

101281 3720 BENAN | ' 814 ,

i ALY NATE W= pemste ] L0 STCOE 00K M,

EDWARD FARLEY S TR gt

472 WALLIS RD 312081 1 ;

[ &70- 3 : BEVERY GATE #2 E£01EE DATE

RYE, NI 03870-2243 oeaty 53 Dec 2011

T ) _ Joru miane lsu;r. L] g natt Juan g op

emaillg fartev@yphoo.co ¢ 1803-502-9030 03 Mar 2021 122 Dec 2073

TE, uTur [TIL SAHESS KAT. covwenit ENG3.6_Liter 1

LINE OSCODE TBCH TYFE ROURS LIST NET  TOTAL

| 00 RQUICK SERVICE o oa

9% CPM o 3 - 0.00 0.00

PARTS : 0.0¢ LABCOR: ¢.00 CTHER: 0,00 TOTAL LINE O: ¢.090

! Overall, the carva condition shows aggressive qrming"and ]

negieccful maintenance of the car as a whole. Smoker damage. interior
water damage, including wirimg and dashkbosrd. Engine leaks and mount
damage. Transmissicon torgue converter and mount damage. All 4 tires and
spare tire werc deamaged. Right gide and rear of car sustained colligion
damage. Buyer claims he purchased the car used == a one owner vehicle
with 111978 miies (approximately less than iQd miles since purchase).
tn order to drive the vehicle safely and without neglectful repair, the
high service costs are a neceggity.
‘ *:G#vﬁw»tf&iei‘.éwwt**t.&iotticiiww#*i*‘kw‘t\#ttt*“ii‘!ttiatiﬁ‘**
ne+ TQUCH UP PRINT FOR CU63AMG LAST 8 COF YIN: DR748775 PRAINT OODE: 733
00 QUICK SERVICE | )
29 CPM 0.00 0.00
L i, 000-986=23~50-2799 PAINT PIN . - 35.00 35.00 35.00
ICARTS ¢ 38.00 IABOR: .00 OTHER: 4.00 TOTRL LINE P: 35,00
-ti*w'ﬁ'ww**‘ﬁf-ﬁﬁﬁ'tt**i\i‘»&**‘ttté-&iﬂ'm!ttiii&ﬁ******f#wwttﬁ@:!

ENVIRONMENTAYL COMPLIANCE CHARGE 45.95
ClcasH ClcHECK €K NO. { 1 BESCAIPTION TOTALS
CIvIsA [IMASTERCARD —— - g 4226'30
Clamex CJCHARGE C30THER — _2949.89 | o5

THANK YOU FOR CHOOSING FLAGSHIP MOTORCARS [ i S . AR 0.00.
: vAChLASTOY £5eEX B 45.9 B
T o ¥ 7292.34
-~ T i ﬁnmmtau::’l: $ . ‘O‘OL
Cramrmas ‘“lm,’ fE0S FAS | $ 184A-37
e i Ve ‘w?mﬁism‘:ﬂmm E] B LEERED CIRETETIY by 6 RADIYTE T FLEAZE PAY THIS AMOUNT ) -
Pr- g gt ”:sm:*?'f‘f‘ ﬁ%@%’mﬁﬁ&aﬁé‘m;‘mmmmpj ‘ ] $ 7476.71
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Flagship Molorcars
385 Broadway
Lynnfield . MA 01940
(TR1) 596-97T(4

Customer Information:
Edward Farley
(XWX XXX-X039

Description of ProductServices

Sgwiue Parfarmed

Payment Dretails;
Paid On: Tuesday, April 06, 2021 12:50 PM

Credit Card; XXXXXXXNKXN 8007 cxp XX.

XXX

Card Type: AMEX

Payment Type: Ingenico-Swipc
Confirmation #: 503119 '

Denler Associate: Reagn MARCHET

Cashier: Renan MARCHET
THANK YOU!
Fiagehip Motorears

RECEIPT

' Tnvoice Detsils:
Invoice £: MEQUTANTKY

Invoice Date: Tuesday, April 06, 2021 12:50
PM

Répair Order/Ref #: 381451

Amannt

% 747670

Customer Signature

- -

Processed by nwKoorman cBiidge Payments



NORTH ATLANTIC AUTOBODY & REPAIR
58.1.AFAYETTE ROAD

PO, BOX 733, 7
NORTH HAMPTON, NEW HAMPSHIRE 03842
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10006 NORTH ATLANTIC AUTOBODY & REPAIR
556 LAFAYETTE ROAD
PO, BOX 151,
NORTH HAMPTON, NEW HAMPSHIRE 03568
(603) 964-9442  FAX (503) 0648871
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Automotive Refinements
Pantisss DENT Removas ¢ INTERIOR REPATR » PaInT Touca Ur
603.498.2077 ® RO.Box 752 « Rye Beach, NH 03871
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We appreciate your buginess Thank You. TOTAL
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| REPAIRORDER

Auto One Automotive Refinements
141 Banfisdd Road, Unlt # 9

Portsmeiath, NH 03801

{60G} 3194374

e EJ F -1‘- | PHONE: DATE: (8120100 |

VIN#HWwn C 68Uk alelr 8l 3:@@ 4|

PARTS LABOR

PR T = i

| 1 I7
[7¢28] 7.5

7200 (&

: ﬁ%zy- -
o o 1%l TOTAL 24y S G,

4&”




' REPAIRORDER

Auto One Automotive Refinements
141 Banfleld Road, Unit # 9

Parismouth, NK 03801
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Edward Farley
472 Wallis Rd

Rye, NH 03870
603-502-9039

e.farley@yahoo.com

February 5, 2025

Clerk’s Office
U.S. Supreme Court
One First Street,

NE Washington, DC 20543
Dear Clerks,

Please find attached my Motion to Leave to Proceed in Forma Pauperis, Petition for Writ of
Certiorari and Appendices.

Thank you so much for guidance this week.

Sincerely, ‘

>

Edward Farley
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