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APPENDIX A Decision of New Hampshire Supreme Court upholding 

denying Motion to Reconsider dated November 7, 2024

j



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
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Sherri L. Miscio, Supreme Court 
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APPENDIX 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 plaintiffs 
proposed amendment did not cure defects identified in its earlier dismissal of 
the plaintiffs 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 8s 
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
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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 plaintiffs 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 plaintiffs argument that Lee v. Frank’s Garage & 
Used Cars, Inc, compelled a different result. It was the plaintiffs 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

3



purposeful availment and the facts pleaded in the plaintiffs 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 plaintiffs 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
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THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 
JUDICIAL BRANCH

http://www.courts.state.nh.us

Rockingham - Superior CourtCourt Name: 
Case Name: 
Case Number:

(if known)

Edward Farley v Ubiratan Marinho, JR, et al

218-2023-CV-00566

MOTION: Motion to Reconsider

j | Edward Farley am filing this motion on my own behalf
AND/OR
I am a person authorized by court rules to appear on behalf of another in this case. I 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, I 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.
& ORo
o
% I 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.
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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:
I state that on this date I 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| I state that on this date I am sending a copy of this document as required by the rules of the 
court. I 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. I am mailing or hand-delivering copies to all other interested parties.

12/28/23/s/ Edward FarleyEdward Farley
DateName of Filer Signature of Filer

(603) 502-9039
Law Firm, if applicable Bar ID # of attorney Telephone

e.farley@yahoo.com472 Wallis Rd
Address E-mail
Rye, NH 03870
City State Zip code

FOR COURT USE ONLY

Upon review. Motion Denied.

3 Honorable David W. Ruoff
5-o
O

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, I 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, 2 14, 63 P.3d 
607, the Defendant's actions satisfy the requirements of New Hampshire's 
long-arm statute 510.4.
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, II 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.I 16 Having applied the two-part test enunciated in In re W. 
A., 2002 UT 127, I 14, 63 P.3d 607, it is concluded in memorandum that

The Defendant's QUALITY CONTACTS with New
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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 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.

(the Appeal from the Fourth District Court) reversed

Service Information

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: 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, 
[ ] or mailing by U.S. mail,
[ ] or hand-delivering a copy of this document to:
Other party: Prime Auto Center LLC
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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:
I state that on this date I 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:
13 I state that on this date I am sending a copy of this document as required by the rules of the 
court. I 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. I am mailing or hand-delivering copies to all other interested parties.

12/28/23Isl Edward FarleyEdward Farley
DateName of Filer Signature of Filer

(603) 502-9039
Law Firm, if applicable Bar ID # of attorney Telephone

e.farleySyahoo.com472 Wallis Rd
E-mailAddress

Rye, NH 03870
City State Zip code

FOR COURT USE ONLY

Upon review. Motion Denied.

Honorable David W. Ruoff 
January 10, 2024

Clerk's Notice of Decision 
Document Sent to Parties
on 01/11/2024
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APPENDIX D Decision of New Hampshire Trial Court dismissing per 

jurisdiction, dated December 18, 2023



me Date: 10/27/2023 «:5U 
Rockingham Superior Cc 

E-Filed Docum

State of New Hampshire 

Judicial Branch 

Rockingham Superior Court 

Case 218-2023-CV-00566

| 1st AMENDED COMPLAINT 

| PURSUANT TO 

|DECLARATORY
Ubiratan Marinho, Jr (l) | judgment in 

And
Prime Auto Center, LLC | and for unfair

|business practices 

jury trial requested | per consumer
_____________________| PROTECTION

Edward Farley
v

|CONTRACT LAW FRAUD

(2)

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 Plaintiffs location from pre­
sale to post sale.

Upon the car’s arrival to the Plaintiffs 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 Plaintiffs 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. If 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 Plaintiffs 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 quantity of 
the contacts with the state, but 'rather IS Satisfied upon the quality and nature' of 
the minimum contacts and their relationship to the claim asserted." Arguetto v. 
Industrial Woodworking Mach. Co., 838 P.2d 1120.1123 (Utah 1992)
(quoting International Shoe, 326 U.S. at 319.66 S.Ct at 159-601: see also 
Starways, 1999 UT 50 at 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. Tf^f 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.H 16 Having applied the two-part test enunciated 
in In re W.A., 2002 UT 127. If 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 RS A 
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 Plaintiffs 1st 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

I, Edward Farley, am the Plaintiff in the above-entitled action. I 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, I 
believe it to be true. I 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

I hereby certify that, on October 25, 2023 I 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.

Honorable David W. Ruoff 
December 18, 2023

Clerk's Notice of Decision 

Document Sent to Parties
On 12/18/2023



APPENDIX E Petitioner’s Amended Complaint, see Appendix D,

Dated October 25, 2023



APPENDIX F Petitioner’s Complaint dated May 3, 2023
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THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 
JUDICIAL BRANCH

http://www.courts.state.nh.us

Court Name: 
Case Name: 
Case Number:

(if known)

Rockingham - Superior Court

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

COMPLAINT
Requested: Kl Jury Trial (as allowed by law) □ Bench Trial

1. Plaintiffs Name Edward Farley
Residence Address 472 waiiis Rd, Rye, nh 03870
Mailing Address (if different) 
Telephone Number (Home) (Mobile) (603) 502-9039

2. Defendant’s Name Prime Auto Center LLC
Residence AddreSS 1800 South Congress 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 (Frediricoi1

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

3 (including shipping). Fredirico refused to refund shipping but did agree to restoreS'i</>ffl vehicle to advertised condition which he and the Defendants failed to honor through
3 multiple communication efforts.cn

S
co

Continue on using separately numbered paragraphs (attach additional sheets if necessary).
NHJB-2688-Se (07/01/2018) Page 1 of 2

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

http://www.courts.state.nh.us


Case Name: Edward Farley v. Prime Auto Center LLC, et al.
Case Number:_______________________._____________________
COMPLAINT
For the reasons stated in this Complaint, I 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

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

5/3/23Isl Edward FarleyEdward Farley
Name of Filer Signature of Filer Date

(603) 502-9039

Law Firm, if applicable Bar ID # of attorney Telephone
e.farley@yahoo.com472 Wallis Rd

Address E-mail
Rye, NH 03870
City State Zip code

3
3-
O

o
fl
o

3
iI
COo
%
2cn
3co

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

mailto:e.farley@yahoo.com


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.

O?c.ao
3

i(/>
%
CO<na
CD

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



1

film) 30-304
HW:iSH)4SJ»4Mi {ttUittWMMl! CEtl: (tu) 4!£-5«4 [ia;4U»UMM]aii:

(«1] 43D-J71I (TKltttUISuj
iaca sovis cokshess «s palm sphiucs fi 3S4C8 
® i«rr»tfi¥»i*,.n£aiaiLiaM|(«imju.Tita(rfiai

4 8 CENTER ,
Cornel

\
K$t*B «>*;** Lfc *ftSUU5 eiWANCk COfcTACTW

“•■^r=sssr-*>*«tit**tp**r$
I

i

' i i.medS!ia»3aoa^,w

2012 MERCEDES-BENZ 6LK GLK 350 4MATIG
i

J$t Ai'i ’Cs ?$% "fi
nec(-4*. MUASf7 • *&>?£** SOLD 111,488

■ EKJUlSt 9TE»U3-*3
SMA”. DEALERSHIP

"'tT
?*1<s IHi&sise*' UssNunt* .fV- m. FhcreSV Sw -1 ftwio S«J prnut m»» ntomajer, aaaiii 

»li Kl i Merc«sttO*» Out out 350
40A tit?

***, 11
"• ‘ -V

I %U» , .

[ WVlOflflismtuzm)
itnesttfo&a

tttWTTHk '

i SE«BEK«I

“HggsiSF-i

I.
. !

i

i
mm MiitfMituy. cwwuuom

'iV&KJ

Wmb
liylt; •a’a^ cMuti 4hwnr ^iir $jy

IIN9404MWkcEIH)
CttarierUJer:

■iogtlB: ai.i vs fcltarxxr Color. '.axi
Interim fault: Waiter

otaxis

astjueitvoi

fuels i ■ :Gboi-m. siotfc DEAlEftlNFO
ma VIM:

PliiME AUTO CENTER*SisjtiPriiiK «ntuK5 9 lffldSoum gant*^ 

Ihtt09i^aosaoc^,ium>v

t

i
* 4 -



rht pas* • li nut ihtgt and aa^Sai. 11a Water sis wait ir-imaud aid b am dm itu ucMiat H

c3anr.a»m«i»,Tt«ir»fBmta»na-jB«ryonec«jf.'lhiiwl«i«iit>f»«ocraiteLltntirtByhin 
tMdMcMi&lonltecarmipcntoui^MEadtlyancriiiiolBn'.AiiElnlqmtlnfekidudBlMSXJB " 

rt-ii vtfufr ccmpwtifr« nwt>»y.T>Q atan pea itaajn najdBUIganpwimnljKM mnsdatt 
mMw, .

a.'«hfmyn, BgE£ogfc2flfi0taaftttlnipmiDus

• *M*»T*A

\
\t

II (https://www.facebook.com/primeautocenterfl)
• (https://WWW.YOUTUBE.COM/CHANNEL/UC2GH9FDEOOPOQV1 BQJS1P9Q)

i«ff - O PhhiN iytBi»rw»MiiR &&&/*** XCtttUZ ant? s MMMniMW T»im ltd («Mhhv{ UJ

\

i

https://www.facebook.com/primeautocenterfl
https://WWW.YOUTUBE.COM/CHANNEL/UC2GH9FDEOOPOQV1


BILL OP SALE DATE: 5080020 STOCK* 812006
BUYER INFORMATION: l!

PRIME AUTO CENTER, LLC 
1800 SOUTH CONGRESS AVE 
PALM SPRINGS, FL 33406 
S61-423-4241

Edward N G Parley 
472 Wali:S Rd 
RYE, NH 03870 
mm:

\COUNTV- ROCKINGHAM
oil 603-502*9033 mom-. 

oj-Wtate to * NHLi89684858 MATliNH exp. oat* 4/24/23 
o.an.: 04/24/64 OALEan-raon.
VEHICLE MEOmAAnON:
YEAR: 2012
MAKE: MERCEDES-BENZ

WDCGGBHB2CF812006 STOCK: 812006 
350 4MATIC

COLOR!:
COLOR St:
ROOT: 4DR

□ If this box is tfwcksd, ths vmlrla Csd you are ourchwlna has barn ioenstd, reglstarad, or used a* a taxicab, pdlcc wMiloM, or short-torm/aasc vehicle. 
U a vehldt that is rsbuW «r tturrltotf from parts, is sift car. #der W, npOia. street rod, oasorn vehlde, his hem npinhaiad by • manuNourer 
under Fbridi's Laron Law (Be StoLch. 6*t),ortes Eood ybMOc^ IMftase prior urn, hwndi or W»i)

vm-.
6CYUSTYLE:

TRANS: AUTOMILEAGE: 111729MOSEL: GLK

SETTLEMENTTRAPE4M WFOWMAYIOW: 
YEAH:
HAKE:
MOOEL:

couon:
NDLEAOE:

9,805.00VEHICLE PRICE

Pratel/very Service Fee [«*• NOTE 1] 495.00
SUBTOTAL 10,300,00

h
vm:

N/AeAUMCEOWEDfO: Sales Tax;
Title Fee:
LJoeneeFee:balance owefe 60,00 

ALLOWAUCS: $0.00
GOOOTHRCWGM:
OMOTEOflY: Regatralfon Fee:

Transfer Fee:
0.00Temp Tag Fee:INSURANCE ^FORMATION: 

COMPANY:
AetNT:
FH0NlL‘
LFH HQlflBl MFOPMATiaM:
COMPANY.
snmr: 
cirr.atAmsP5-

Payoff on Traded:POLICY*

/
REMARKS;

TOTAL OilE 10,300,00
ROTE 1. TIM rswga mastenfs coals ami profs to ihe dealer tar Sams waft as inmecftos, 
oaanino, mil adjusihs vawaaa. ana pacarlno itaeumanis iQMdfl to CM sN».
WABWAHTV DllCLAIIgft:
Unlaaa Setter provides a written warranty, or antara Into a aefViee 
contract wtfldn 90 days from th* data Of dila conrrset, UY* vaMcte is 
being sold "AS IS - WITH ALL FAULTS' and Setter mafias no wsrrsnUaa, 
express or knpliad, on tha vehicle, and than «4H be no tanfflod 
warranties of merchantability or of fttnoaa for a partlctAar purposa.
Trie dbdteimar doee not affect any warranties by the vehicle rrsnufadurer. StSer 
neither ssaumes nor suthorlxe* any other oonmn to aaeume for B any flabiity in
connection wHh the aatoofthevetette and die rotated produta and services. ..........

SjjffiHatgiftESiSWSgO^^
*V*fct*osuimk*. UMterm-l6* tlirtr»todadl*pOGtelowGficttnlfiocof!»plBiAnPMUiM»PWvmia._ ---------- —
Huver hAmbv Hodbv^ that h®/W*» k 6/ feQBl ea« ta transact butlnMA and that no unfair inAioemant has bean myte fay Seflsr.ires

' toihesoteoflhe motor veheto. Any change to this agroometo must be in wrhlnq and Setler must sign «

N/ATRADE-IN ALLOWANCE

I N/Adeposit

10,300.00downpayment

TOTAL CMPfT 10,300,00
0.00BALANCE DUEHI Cato □ finance

*■» nuallisara mas contoto Nr jiasiiMjuii»r

S/0BI20MM/20 x
Accepted by AUttwrtiBdRipresBntoB* of Seder 

rZJCl-RRS re. CS/I9

DataCo-BuyerDaisBuyerDMb
eeoia fnawcwrdn* **•



Office of
Clerk of Superior Court 

Rockingham County

10 Roirrn ] 25
BRENTWOOD, NH

Mailing address 
ROCKTN'OKAM COUNTY COOMHOUSB 

PO Box 1258
Kingston. NH 03 84 S-1258

Jennifer M. Haggar, Clerk 
Kotwcb D. Touma, Dewtjt Cwwk

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 returning 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.

Haggar,Clerk
fsp
enc
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STOCK*: 8120065108/2020BILL OF SALE •DATE:
SELLER INFORMATION;BUYER INFORMATION:
PRIME AUTO CENTER, LLC 
1900 SOUTH CONGRESS AVE 
PALM SPRINGS, PL 33406 
561-428-4241

Edwsnl N S Fartey 
472 Wales Rd 
RYE, NH 03870
HOME:

COUMYY; ROCKINGHAM
cell: 500-502-9039 WORK: 

HUBTATID* NHU89B84858 STATE; NH exp. oAm 4/24/23 
O.0.B.: 04/24/64 SALESPERSON:

VEHICLE WIFOWMATtPN;
YEAR; 2012 COLOR!;
MAKE- MERCEDES-BENZ COLOR*
WOOEU QLK BObV: 4DR MILEAGE: 111729 IRAfiS: AUTO
o If Ws tan is checked, the vNitete fhsj you are slKhMing lw be® loensed, registered, or usedas a taxicab. police waWde. w; sbwl-Rm-teaso vm&> 
U is a vehicle (hat is nM « easeeftMtom parts, fa ail! car, tfldar He. replica. street red, «*am veNWe, N*

WDCGG8HB2CF812O06 STOCK: 812008 
STYLE: 350 4MAT1C
VlJi:

6CVU

uniter Rpilda's Lemon Law (Re, Stst oh. W1), or is s tood vehtete
SETTLEMENTTRADC-M MFORltATION:

9,805.00COLOR:
MILEAGE:
S43DY:

VEHICLE PRICEYEAR:
MAKE:
MODEL: PredeUverv Service Fee [*** KOTE 1j 495.00

10,300.00SUBTOTALWN:
IN/ABALANCE OWED TO: Sates Tax:
0.00TiHaFoo:
0.00Uoenst FeetBALANCE OMEBi S 0.00 

ALLOWAMPE: $0.00
GOOD THROUGH: 
QUOTED BY; Registration Fee:

0.00Transfer Pe«:
0.00Temp Tag Fee*

COMPANY;
AG*NT:
PHONE:

N/APayoff or> Trado-in;POUCVf:
t JEM HOLDER INFORMATION:
COMPANY:
STREET:
CITY, STATE, IB*

REMARKS;

10.300,00TOTAL DUE

N/ATRADE-IN ALLOWANCENOTE!: TWS marge represents <®*te and prats to me doelcrtor Hems Midi«» 
aearfloQ. »rd adjuadrtfl wftlclg*, and preparing documents rawed to (Ire ewe._________
WARRANTY DISCLAIMER:
Unless Sorter provide* a written warranty, or enter* Into a 
contract wtfhin 90 days from the data of ©its contract, this vahleto k* 
being sold "AS IS - WfftN ALL FAULTS" and Setter makes me warranties. 
express or bnolisd, on the vehicle, and thane WlB iba no Impnied 
warranties of mnrehantabirity or of fibres* for a parttartsr purpote 
This {gsetekmar does not effect my warranlies fay the vehicle mewifactufer, Sefter 
neither assumes nor authortxos any other person to assume for B any flabTrty m 
cannaefltm With the sale of tho vcldcte and the related pmdurii and services,___
OOMTOACTtlAA aaCLOSUHE STATEMENT (USED VEHICLES ONLYlThf UlforwlCIC_____ ananian lrerr -..................... ....

det fanraitarto da Is ventinBI* ddl* attl etecte IWt* dIBpnitcMw en pwitrstio contonlda an el centrste diwsu, ..... ..... , . 1
Buyer hereby derSSBs tkrtZm is of age fa transact ^SenfSitSS

N/ADEPOsrr
DOWN PAYMENT 10,300.00

TOTAL CREDIT 10,300,00
BALANCE DUE Q.OOO Ceih □ Rnanae ____________________

» Mint pt—1 #*» ynur itMBllBMBt «*M» LMMitl A» 
mu M* on the wfcwkm tom tor (hi* vehlci* h pwt or tWi

Intarratcldn

x:. 5/06/20 Xsitia/20 x. Date
©2010 r«MrConxri*i3, Me.;

Cb-SuverDotsBale BuyerAccepted by Auihortzad Renre&cnttfve of Sever
PZ-HrBCa mu. OG/10



INVOICE Invoice No. 453577
Bow Auto Parts 

' ‘.317RT3A 
B<*v, NH 03304 BOW*r£Bl-T*

Order »
Claim Number
CUSIOnrer PQ# 
Ciiitnmnr SO#
Contact

1333417/2603-224-8400 
800-464-314 > 
603-224-4042= FAX

Gate 
Time
Salesperson eddy

EDDY fiK)-5()2-&93B Seles Typo Cash Sale 
-i — Sltlp To —: 

23 Ft* 2071 
16:47:41 EST

— Invoice To

VALUED RYE CUSTOMER 
R¥fi,NM VALUED RYE CUSTOMER 

RYE, NH

Delivery Gaunter Sale I

Stock'4 Part DgBcrlpilon Price
PO #98163 2&12 MERCEDES GLK-CLASS Wheel 

2S* Type?{GLK3&9}, 17*6 (EpareJ 35MJ 
VIN: WDCQG6K37BPM1670 
Vehicle CiAir Unknown 
Part Cmnmsnla: SPARE
OlSCOUM

170:03

-46,09
126,00SuUTolal:

Paynwnfe/Credils Allowtlw History 
02®3/21

Tart: 0.03
Payment Orafi Cart 4034 »2S.0Q 0.03Ta*2:

Talol: 
Ainncml Due;

126,00 Total: 125.00
0.00

- Irwei&e Terms ..... . ..... —----------------------------- ------------ ........................................................................................................

THANK YOU FOR YOUR ORDER.... .WE APPRECIATE YOUR BUSINESS!

Dow Auin Parts Pas a &IK Cash Discount pneipriced into all Items asst awvfesfc Any purchase made WHS' a credit ici*rd wfli remove Bn 
dfseaurt and bo displayed as a ■Nwi-Cash Charge" an your receipt

RErWdS ARE^A^^TIED WITHIN 3S DAYS OF PURCHASE AND MUST BE IN SAME CONDITION AS TIME Or SALE WITH NO SIGNS 

H'CLUOlNG orSTANDAR° S ®^°N7H WARRANTY ON ALL OF OUR IN STOCK PARTS ..AND OFFERS EXTENDED WARRANTIES

FOR COMPLETE WARRANTY TCRMS AND INFO., PLEASE VISIT WVW.iOWAUTOPARTS.COM A CLICK ON WARRANTY TAB ON TOP 
OF HOMS PA(3*£:f

t



AutoGlass

HMHU
•* GUI SH8H2H **

tkfcl flats OCrMiZD 11:17AH
taxm******fcail TlartUOD Ikuiiit by 0(iQQ
WatOZt

irsUatr: &5S:
Wot tone; 661-d3-4MS 
IwUnfcrf: MUB

(Q6164.1ZS6S)

6S1'420*42«l'r*d

BSSm!>JU SWWS, FI 33«6
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PAGE fDUPLICATE 5♦INVOICE*Premised;} 7‘,00 06APR21381457
I

Flagship Motorcars
385 Broadway, Rte. 1 North 
Lyimfidd, MA 01940 
781-596-9700 
m\w. herbchambevs. com

Oat Other Mercedes-Benz locations:
Meroedts-Sai* of Bojtor. 

259 MeGrWti, HigHwlJ' 
SsraerviJIs, MA 02145 

ftil-MiMlOO

Mercedra-Bci® <if Natick 
253 North M)iti Street 

Nttick, MA CII7M 
5084554150

Mercedes-Benz
jilfsWPtOATf
log Aor 2021
: 0&J&

jTAJjlJO.
ITM1V

Inc* ho.

IfffttRf AimscnCtreHA**i nil 3814513729 ftBNAMMARCHET301281 »o*T«*i«rsp!iai-KtnaHa.i«un.v(uTf
SLSQ ttir/iK; cur*f>X*6i mEDWARD PARLEY 

472 WALLIS RD 
RYE, NH 03870-2243

YTJlAlitttEIWaWL
112QM112083.
ft srrY^f SLATS3[4«E;iwt - „

z2 Pec 2011wbcGGSH^CraiSOOB
PAAh tV*.fin. owTtPS

803-502-9039 
eewwoara 1

22 Pee 2011rw*t-«Hrrt 63 Mm 2023[home‘^TO.cytPe^i'tsT,G.
TCI MCWS

totalPETLIST
is kassim m

60 INTERIOR TRIM 
3874 CPM

1 204-690-72-50-7K2S HEADLINER 
PARTS- 877.20 LABOR: 526.00 -OTHER:; 0.00
Headliner damaged from cigarette smoke, delaminating 
from serious observed water roof leak into^cacin, aasn, ana sears.. 
“Necessarv replacement. Noted on the 8/26/2020 invoice. ..^

^ *#*•*»****« *********•«« ********************** *****•'**
THE VEHICLE VIBRATES WHEN ACCELERATING, UNDER LIGHT

525.00
877.20

1402.20
525.00 

900.00 877.20
TOTAL LI1CE A:

acceleration, peels like a transmission mount
10 DRIVEABILITY 

3874 CPM
2 204-240-20-17-64 ENGINE MOUNT 
1 221-240-05-18 ROBBER MOUNTING
1 000-990-25-52 NUT .
2 129-990-04-10 BOLT AND WASHER ASSY.

PARTS: 641.30 LABOR: 1720.00 OTHER: .9-00 ,
Car observed to have excessive vibration, bucking and knocking 
noises in center of car during acceleration.-Discovered excess-ye_y_ 

and transmission mount. Aggressive driving the cause

1720.00 
481,60 
121,90 
14,00 
23.80 

2361,30’

1720.00 
240 .80 
121.90 

14,00 
11.90

240.80 
121,90 

14 .00 
11.90 

TOTAL LINE B:

*worn motor mounts
Hoccaeery **?* ************* ******* A************ **•'•************
CUSTOMER STATES THE RIGHT FRONT TIRE SENSOR DOES,NOT READ 

HB1 MOUNT & BALANCE 1 TIRE, SET PRESSURES 
3.874 CPM

I 000-905-72-00 TIRE PRESSURE SENSOR 
1 000-401-59-04-64 VALVE NUT 

10 REPLACE SENSOR, LEARN TO CONTROL UNIT 
3874 CPM

PARTS: 220.95 LABOR:Right front TPMS sensor found in Right Front wheel. *Necessary 
replacement to extinguish dash light and alert driver ...or safety of. 
tire inflation. --- --------- —

C
40.00

215.42
5,53

. 40.00 
215.42 

5,53
34.00 

TOTAL LINE C s''

' 215'. 42 
" 5.53

34,00
294.950.0074,00 OTHER:'

TOTALSecssniynoMQCHECK CK NO. J 
□MASTERCARD 
OCHARGE

:iOCASH
OviSA
□AMEX

U4«AY3©.T

PAflTS
□ OTHER

WHUK

THANK YOU FOR CHOOSING FLAGSHIP MOTORCARS 'WM: «3»rO

VSaiLA'TTCi.M.'^fcMi*

iSinfitMOd

list CrXWTfrvYT***^
CkKcrrr •mist**

&wronfT^rijf
mt9 lr*t fesam n MIVMM ««Jt ffif, KhrtrU ***<
* ha/ (h»>s« ts: ffstriwevill YwWtoiw iiitsi cu cWSWi »1i3*

nat 6c ti *¥ ■ tafMd estirtS* »■ P whuwalf
3«*l isi situ t» wr «ar«n »»t fit pMfsraifan tf PI EASE 'PAY THIS AMOUNT

tilt rfirfr*
CUSTOMER COPY



•INVOICE* PAGE 2DUPLICATE 6Promised:! 7:00 06APR21381451

Flagship Motorcars
385 Broadway, Rte. 1 North 
Lynnlield, MA 01940 
781-596-9700 
Mvw.kei'behatnbers. com

■Our Othttr Merctdes-Bem bocatinni:
M««-ndt3-Bcni «f Boston 

259 McGfatfs at?h»'»y 
Somerville. MA 02145 

617-666-^100

of Natick
JJ3 North Main StiCCI 

Nmicfc. MA 01763 
SOB-6S5-S3S0

Mercedes-Benz
3SVDTC so. 
3B14S1

Kvmcc 9*nfa(3 irfi.
T861Y

SCIWCICilSlCut* SO.
Oft Apr7071317$ REMAN MARCHET101 28*i r eoimCEVUM2,Hnuxv**tt.

O.OQ
EDWARD FARLEY 
472 WALLIS RD 
RYE, NH 03870-27,43

VliCAQC orjranucMcmYEjeaw^«£Wviill 11208611208117. MLT GLK3S0 4MAT1C
WDCGGSM82CF812008

9rtffWSC!L*Tt'12 0^2011
WAft Ot*.RG- WitHaiti ttSSC*t:PU- PMnt«wrAi,*i77nr3i

etn nil t e.f s f lev ($> vaHoo.coin I home__
‘ ta»Ufr«5S.*fT.

?7 Dftft 201103 Mar 2021B03-B02-9039 
ccwsBMts EfOG:3.5_Uler 1ItlPIWf

total*NETLISTLINE OPCODE TECH TYPE HOURS 
D CHECK SPARE- TIRE INFLATOR 

E5 ACCESSORIES
3874 CPM

1 000-503-15-02 COMPRESSOR 
FARTS: 279.50 LABOR: 0,00 OTHER:
Inflatable Spare tire found worn to limits and had sn extreme 
blowout hole through cord structure. Inflatable compressor found 
missing. •‘Necessary replacement. (Customer supplied like new usea spare 
tire to reduce coats).

• •«*******★**★**»«*i***************** * * * * * ***** *+***++**

0.00
279.50
279.50

0.00
279.50279.50 

TOTAL LINE D:0,00

S CUSTOMER STATES THE LEFT TAIL PIPE STICKS OUT AND HANGS LOWER THAN. 
THE RIGHT SIDE 

14 EXHAUST 169.00
169.00

169,003874 CPM
PARTS) 0.00 LABOR: 169.00 OTHER:-
Car found in previous invoice with collision damage to right side 
and rear of vehicle, Left rear muffler was poorly adjusted/installed 
and required heating and maneuvering to fit properly, *Necessaxy 
repair.' Rear Bumper cover needs replacement, customer will have an _ 
autobody shop replace all parts as necessary per prior noted collision 
damaqe on the 08/20/2020 invoice,

P CUSTOMER STATES THE HEADLINER IS DAMAGED., DELAMINATING 
60 INTERIOR TRIM 

3674
0.00 LABOR;

TOTAL LINS S:0.00

0,. 00 0,00
0.00CPM TOTAL LINE F:

Requires replacement at a total Of $1402.20 plus tax. See line a, 
**»♦#*,**-************ ***■ ***<#******.,**•#*■ ****** * *>*.«*♦***

3 CIG LIGHTER DOES NOT CHARGE 
S2 TRIM ELECTRICAL 

3874 CPM
1 000000-004205 FUSE LINK 
1 000-906-33-00 CIGARETTE LIGHTER 

100.15 LABOR:

0.000.0.0 OTHER:PARTS:

$5.00 
7,6S 

92,50 
185.15

05.00 
7,65 

92.50
7.65 

92,50 
TOTAL LINE G:[PARTS t 85.00 'OTHER: 0.00

T0TAI.SPS5CBB»TIOW□cash
□visa
Qamex

□CHECK CK NO. 1
□MASTERCARD
□CHARGE

1
PASTSootm m Midi uB

thank you for choosing flagship motorcars •pjnrri»ta4*i

tfOftUMeSilA Qimm

rettx U*J£ik

Cunim Spun

Cifrlitr/fMitUi CompTuYGi
. nrjauu fcs At***«3 tf ts t tewmi rtwtrK* * **
fttitcritt « ImrU trc oil taw #* #M1»w 't -H ttfwn iw** PMaiestM tf

liieyiwe

fUEAK pay -pus AMOUNTMini tesarana wtra on i 
<«fA|f, Ar# tta^c in wrAvnrrmt vjrvi+tf i« Kit

tf*r

CUSTOMER CORY. .** «*»- * 1 i+ I**..****"»■



PAGE 3DUPLICATE 5•INVOICE*Promised: 17:00 0GAPR213814S1

Oar Other Mercedts-Bcm LuMlIonvFlagship Motorcars
385 Broadway, Rtc. I North 
Lynnfictd. MA 01940 
781-596-9700 
»vivw». herbchambers. com

Mntedes-BciK offloslon 
2.5? McGr«h Higtmmr 
Soms^vISX. MA 02145' 

617.6654100

Merwiks’Bffli ef Nufiek 
253 Worth Main Sired 

Kill cl', MA 01760 
508-655-5350

Mercedes-Benz
tmuKCDATS

flfi Anr 2021 aftldBI
& ^ ^c t jjgg. yf,

ItAB*©.ilsmvc:
b77Q REMAN! MAFLCMfl

jUCEA^f NO.

rVTTDMr^ <o. iTseiv
101283 rMMjyMTS.

,0fl vl£aci o^rr
112081EDWARD FARLEY 

472 WALLIS RD 
RYE, NH 03870-2243

YSAftfAMUrmiCBSi 1120861? Ml.T GLK350 4MAT1C. m EtnvrSf CATS
SWaoiiVVOCGG8HB2CP812006

WAR W.PC, OATSUtirtPtrwoyI cm
lfina-fiQ2-ao39
‘ towain EN6;3-S_Ltrer 1

22 Dee 2C11na Mm 2021rufu.A£t*E2a
tsrt'.ail I R.fflrlev@yahoO.CQim I hPtPfi
lTLf------------ |m aaiftE9B c*t

--------- —11 i... ii iiTg-T

worn from overuse end water damagi,
♦Necessary ^^*5;*****^****w—^—*♦♦*—**•*—** 

K 5TUERIWG COLUMN TRIM IS MISSING

Tti MTM

NET TOTAL

SO INTERIOR TRIM 
3874 CPM

1 204-680-73-08-9051 COVER
78,75 LABOR; 169.00 OjHER: ,

cr column is trim Sound damaged beyond repair j.rom waterfoi*R3^pouriDi^behind^dash^:NeceMary^r^lacement^^^^

STATES THE BLOWER DOES NOT WORK, CHECK TOR DAMAGE 
85 ACCESSORIES

3874 CPM1 207-540-18-50-64 FUSE BOX
273.05 LABOR: 525.00 OTHER; 0.00 ,

Blower motor not functioning. Found auxiliary *«se box Jfeult ^
blower motor fault, water damage. ♦Necessary xeplacem..n„. (customer 
sunn lied OEM Bosh blower for reduced costs) ,.*.».*.*****,••«,*

******************** #.*♦«♦******* ****** **************
!♦♦ CUSTOMER STATES THAT SEAT RAIL TRIMS ARE BROKEN, PLEASE INSPECT 

60 INTERIOR TRIM
3874 CPM _a __1 204-9IS-20-20-90S! COVERING H'fc

I 204-919-26-30-9051 COVERING . Iff,
PARTS- 35,95 LABOR: 169.00 OTHER: 0.00 TOTAL LINE J:
Left and Right front seat rail trim are either broken or missing. 
Brittle. *KGces * * * * * *f?****♦*?* ****** *****♦*.******«** ***********

K** CUSTOMER APPROVED REPAIRS TO LEAKING CENTRIFUGE COVER 
06 LEAKS

169.00
78,75

247,75
169.00
78.7578.75 

TOTAL LINE H:0.00PARTS: 
Stearin 
damage
I CUSTOMER

£25.00
.273.05
798.05

525-00 
27 3 - 05273.05

TOTAL LINE I:FARTS:

169.00 
19 ,50 
16.45 

204.35

16 9.00 
19.50 
16.45

169.00
108.75
277.75

169,00 
108.75 108.75

0,00 TOTAL LINE K:
3874 CPM

I 272-010-06-31 HOUSING COVER 1? COUPLING
169.00 OTHER:108.75 LABOR:PARTS:: TOTALSdescription

I□CHECK CK M0. [
□ MASTERCARD
□charge

THANK YOU FOR CHOOSING FLAGSHIP MOTORCARS

□CASH
□visa
□AMEX

IA£I AMC4M1

PARTS
□OTHER nii-UL USf

naCLi-MgyB

ssfil Er»*«US

U& fc3»vM7»mPJ*£t
if^wrasa. ms i t»*

CrtvVsn^flriS1 C-SfUfT^nc?
im. ««. mm -mi* in, «*■«■- «*•«•«* *» ' ™ *•I„ -n—« MfsOJM r.t.n **• rr.W.1. iM-t. » CM MW W «■ **»«■«* cl

lH eralitjrtMTJ. _________________ __

I'lEASE PAY TWS AUMHJKT
imt mmi '• 

sMt -Ttrtr.tctt

CUSTOMER COPY

mailto:R.fflrlev@yahoO.CQ


PAGE 4DUPLICATE S•INVOICE*Promised: 17:00 06APR2138145?

Out Other Mercctle-t-Senz locations'Flagship Motorcars
385 Broadway, Rte. i North 
Lyimfietd, MA 01940 
781-596-9700 
www.herbcftamifeK.cofA

MerocdL-J-Bcni Of Bpsiflit
259 McOmth Hif?iw*y 
Sns«mlk. MA 02145 

sn-adMioo

MarCHta-Beiffi of Nirtitk 
2S3 .North Main Street 

N»i'cfc,MAOI7G0 
S08-655-S3SO

Mercedes-Benz
NVCfCI*fvaxi ©Ml

Oft Anr 7021 .381461
’ town «EWeusirciW

5*9 se..trance Aaviso*Ctt«1«M4Cn KU, 1T861Va?P9 RENAN MARCHET 
ugfiuf m-121201 IrCHi.MSUfl'H*™

0.00, Mitnrcis mCeKnut
EDWARD FARLEY 
472 WALLIS RD 
RYE, NH 03870-2243

ttwiwAtcmsDn 1120661120811 7 MLT GLK3B0 4MATIC
'wD0gSShB^2CF81 2006

m gwwnt oATtZOJVtOT OAT!
22 Dec 2011
RflOiTi:IwuteosoKCfX

S03.5Q2-9038 
conuifvu £NG;3,5 Liter 1

22 Dec 201103 Mm 2021SUA «
rnnn;Ha.faf!i itSyahpp.com i her

jit, suanns ct-m w*
TOTALNETL.1NB OPCODE TECH TYPE HOURS -^la^ement1*Engin* cer.«i£ugj>cov.r>lMkinSibadly.>;K»c?Ra^rep;j:«e;;.

3874 CPM
2 000-423-05"12-07 BRAKE DISK, VENTED
1 0 0 7 -42 0-62 -2 0 -90^T£~DI SK_BRAKE PAD-STARPARTS
1 211-540-17"17 BRAKE WEAR SENSOR 

PARTS: 299.25 LABOR: 362,50 OTHER: 9.00
Rear brakes found beyond wear limits. Necessary replacement.

***** «■«**■★★•* •'*******•■*****'*'*’*'*** **** ********
4*«- MOUNT & BALANCE 4 TIRES-RESET PRESSURES

MQ/. MOUNT & BALANCE 4 TIRSS-FJESET PRESSURES 
3874 CPM

PARTS: 0.00 LABOR: 160.00 OTHER: , ,
Tires ere found to have excessive belt wear from age and aggressive 
driving. Car is unstable with current tires. All 4 vires replaced With 
new. ^Necessary replacement. (Customer supplied 4 New Bridgestone vires
to cone r i**,*i**#+-*,e:n.*»e'*,*******'***'***'*"*****,*r*,******J**1"******

362.50
115.00

26.26
81.23
16.80

661.75

362.50
87.50
13.13
81,23
16.80

87.50 
13.13 
81.23 16,80 

TOTAL LINE L:

160.00 160.00
160.00TOTAL LINE K:0.00

CUSTOJCER REQUESTS INSPECTION OP TRANSMISSION OIL FOR ANY
CONTAMINANTS AND TO INSPECT THE DRIVESHAFT FOR ANY WEAR 

10 DRIVEABILITY
PARTS: IVoi LABOR: 169.00 OTHER: °,00 TOTAL LISE JO:
Car has slfppincr automatic transmission, does not shift snootniy,as5j^s*ais12**n2si2a sas.‘sssrsa5v»«sgt«transmission fluid, lew quantity and diagnose fault as torque^converter 
damage. Cost $3832.37. *Neceesary replacement, (Customer chooses to 
have AAMCQ replace item with used part to conserve *

**• ************ *************** ************** *********** 
o** additional notes for repair overview______

□check ck no. i 
□mastercard
□CHARGE

THANK YOU FOR CHOOSING FLAGSHIP MOTORCARS

N*»

165.00 
169,DO

169.00

TOTAISdescription
]□cash

□visa
□AMEX

(A*S*,AMWCt

MfiTSOOtHIR ,SJB,iS&..USS

wJKir «!» n

u£35 EWFWhMO
ttixrxer S«r*?4*? uriltii

CcniYttifc-i PUEA6E PAY fHtS AMOUNTi knrt ee*Yr»pgr n n mmYcmtrntPf 
BA il««t ccrxvn let tn vft»lr¥iv* ¥

CUSTOMER COPY

http://www.herbcftamifeK.cofA


PAGESDUPLICATE 5•INVOICE*Promised:l7:G0 06APR21381451

Flagship Motorcars
385 Broadway, Rte, 1 North 
LyttilfieM, MA 01940 
781-596-9700 
m ww. lu'rbcluvnhers. com

Our Other Mereedts-fimz LofcUonsr
MerctdO-Bcn* of IBoitOO 

259 McGrath H^hwty 
Snpervlllc. MA 02145 

6!7-6fiMiOD

MtrcMiirs-Hetn. of Nalidt 
153 N'orfh Main Sereol 

NaMLMAOIW! 
J08-«5-5350

Mercedes-Benz
liHtfOtCEpan
be Apt 2021

TAG. WO.ffnVtCt
RFNAW MARCH ET 381451CL-ffTOMC* *?* ree tvioi gai hjstct* »r Wt *»-teamUIEI3E. K0.HCMt-V RATI

WtXA&l OVTnm«» w»EDWARD FARLEY 
472 WALLIS RD 
RYE, NH 03870-2243

VSAW4ifWn0Ei
12 MLT GLK36Q 4MATIC.
W0CGG8mTcF8120Q6

112086112081
Bfggaon

*.«*««*
JO Dec 2011i-O n*rtilLfSc PCTTS59numoNF m Mar 2011tVwurtiTir**

em 
t?l «rwf

gft?tRn2.fl038
kxwi«:s EN6t3.5_Li{C» 1| (i I [evi r.WJAUCS* KT.

TOTAL
0,00
0.00

NETLISTLINE OPCODE TBCH TYPE HOURS
00 QUICK SERVICE 

99 CPM
PAR'f’S: 0.00 LABOR: 0.00 OTHER i _ . . .
Overall, the car?s condition shows aggressive arxving and .

S8fSS^iSS3S.“5ias,eS«*S^il: £$S
. feil?r^5lap^“l- euvt
In -order to drive the vehicle safely and without neglec-iul repair, t 
high oervice^costs^re^^ecessity.^^^#^^^^^.ft##_4,^#^

C63AMG LAST 8 OF VIN: DA748775 PAINT CODE: 798

0.00
TOTAL LINE 0:0.00

F** TOUCH UP PAINT FOR 
00 QUICK SERVICE 

99 CPM
1 000-986-23-50-9799 PAINT PIN __15_.°?TMr -

0.00
35.00
35.00

0.00
35.00

PARTS:
ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE CHARGE 45.95

TOTALSPtHSCaiPTION
OC-HECK CK NO. f 
O MASTERCARD 
OCHARGE

I□CASH
□visa
□AMEX

6 4296,50
$ 2949.89

Q.00 
0.00

PARTE
□OTHER i„ ,

THANK YOU FOR CHOOSING FLAGSHIP MOTORCARS T~ 45795
5 7292.347

^tCiiiMtaifi h*iJd

T^niCsKBfft

0,005ill! CPB04StetX«*l

8 184.37Cwrxfrat ffritv* fttiri fjut

PL*ASS PAY ttllfi AMOUNT $ 7476.71
Afi.cmiww nnpv



Flagship Motorcars
385 Broadway 
Lyonfteld, MA 01940 
(781) 59<5-97{K>

RECEIPT

Invoice Details: 
Invoice #: M6QUTANTKV 

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

Customer Information: 
Edward Farley

PM

Repair Order/Ref #: 38145!(XXX) XXX-XQ39

AmountDescription ofProduct/Services

$ 7476.71Service Performed

Payment Details;
Paid On; Tuesday, April 06,2021 12:50 PM 
Credit Card; XXXXXXXXXXXB0O7 cap XX 
/XXXX
Caid Type: AMEX
Payment Type: Ingcrtbo*Swipc
Confirmation#: 503119
Dealer Associate: Renan MARCHET
Cashier: Renan MARCHET

Customer Signature

THANK. YOU!

Processed by myKftarran cBrldgc Payments:Flagship Motorcars



NORTH ATLANTIC AUTOBODY & REPAIR
Se.WFAYETTEROAD 

P.O.BOX m.
NOSTll HAMPTON. NEW HAMPSHIRE 05»32 

{©03)964-6442 FAX (BOS) 654-6671
DATEPH&tE:WMG

crffSTREET

MODELUfttiECOLORtrw

mmm poeivwed enoooMtmmm-nirrraAJiowMD.

ADJUSTOR1M$UMH&£GQ

DESCRIPTION OF DAMAGE
l
2
8
4 I

8
6
?
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
is
l<?
20 '.L
21 i

pstCE CVWs-31. W»t 9
TNs c!nai»o« repsn In bawd spun ouf 

dutufcjdlttsbcdlefsflf yoiif vehicle and lines 
net rnurirs than llemlssti stew.
0«So‘<5ftfS>', erhlirnnal damage v/.'il bo 
dfs:cuem«oise ilw wtsr>. Is op«fM(* irpand 
adtl.iDnal ecpalm «iI be idd.ira'J. Ne vtfllcn 
Of iyisifld laOTnidy on rust itruax.
Rspeim wiE be nnbfl* fcf you as ow»*«. If you 

Sana! Intend hr pay wth ytruf erarti tufid'j, 
plant* itutn car.sfn tbs Insurance Krnasny 
can Solver ihabshedt to ynu p> si™ m pna 
14J your vehkle. 411 repairs mi« b§ pa d In full 
belya Put vohete vril bo lelensed.

I j a Ennhnldrr la niimud en the Insjfaitca 
ehMS. »«fr ehdarseiwit irbat Ins ntjlnlned. 

Wa am proud of cur lecliblo'asM ttind Itelr 
balder nudity erafamamthto-Thnidc you tx 
leilftSMsaaivtiiWJ.

AethoraaBon X_______________________

SaODVlASOS UVTBvl

$WlAME lAtiDS jirj 11

3PAlWI L4JOS utrs > *
$MICH. LABOR

*ptit r.'A'is
6Body MARS

9stmt

s10WNG
RV, C9-»*r«» >ei
-ramraxz vasfodlicosa $

$vos

TOTAL t



0006 NORTH ATLANTIC AUTOBODY & REPAIR
56 iapasbttbboad 

P.O.BOX 751 .
NORTH HAMPTON. NEW HAMPSHIRE 0SSG8 

(605)964-9448 FAX (603)964-6871
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.Automotive "Re-piMoments
Paintless Dent Removal • Interior repair • Paint Tough Up 

603.498.207? * EO. Box 752 * %; BtaA, NH 03S71
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.Automotive Refinements
Taintless Dent Removal * Interior repair • Faint Touch Ur 

<503.498,2077 * m.Vtox75l*Rs{eBwixr'm £6871

BO. $
Customer.

Address 
City __ 2iP-.State

HAKEMODEL AMWWTDESOimONCOLORSTOCK# YEAR
' <

L 'i

\

I

TOTALU% appnciatv your bntfnest. Thank H>w.



V.
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.Automotive Hefinements 

Paintless Dew Removal * Interior repair • Paint Touch Up 
603-498.2077 • P.O.Box T52 * Rye ilendt, MH (&8T1
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[ REPAIR ORDER

Auto One Automotive Refinements
141 Canfield Road. Unit # 9 
Portsmouth MH 0300i 
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REPAIR ORDER

Auto One Automotive Refinements
141 Banfletd Read, Unit # 9 
Paris mouth, NH 03801 
{403)3194076
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Edward Farley

472 Wallis Rd

Rye, NH 03870

603-502-9039

e.farley@vahoo.nnm

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

mailto:e.farley@vahoo.nnm

