
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF DEKALB COUNTY 
STATE OF GEORGIA 

WATERFORD PARK, LLC and PS 
ENERGY GROUP, INC., Assignees of 
J K COMPLEX, LLC, 

Plaintiffs, 
Civil Action File 

v. 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
GEORGIA, INC., a Georgia Corporation, 

No. 10CV13242-4 

Defendant. 

PLAINTIFFS' RESPONSES TO DEFENDANT'S SECOND INTERROGATORIES AND 
SECOND REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND THINGS 

Plaintiffs, by their undersigned counsel and pursuant to O.C.G.A. §§ 9-11-26 and 34, 

respond to Defendant's Second Interrogatories and Second Requests for Production of 

Documents as follows: 

I. SECOND INTERROGATORIES 

General Objections 

1. This is an action on a lease and a counterclaim for constructive eviction, breach of 
contract, attorney fees, and declaratory judgment. To the extent the Interrogatories seek 
documents or information beyond that required or allowed, that exceed the scope of permissible 
discovery, or impose obligations upon Plaintiffs greater or different than those imposed by the 
Georgia Civil Practice Act, Plaintiffs object. 

2. Plaintiffs object to each Interrogatory to the extent it requests information and/or 
documents that are subject to the attorney-client privilege, that it constitutes trial preparation 
materials or work product, or that it is otherwise privileged, protected from, and/or not subject to 
discovery. Nothing contained in these answers is intended or should be construed as a waiver of 
the attorney-client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege or 
doctrine. 

3. Plaintiffs object to each Interrogatory to the extent it seeks information not in 



the knowledge, possession, custody, or control of Plaintiffs. 

4. Plaintiffs object to each Interrogatory to the extent it seeks information 
and/or documents that are irrelevant, immaterial, and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the 
discovery of relevant or admissible evidence. 

5. Plaintiffs' responses set forth below are made without waiving in any manner (1) the 
right to object to the use of any answer for any purpose, in this action or any other actions, on the 
grounds of privilege, relevance, materiality or any other appropriate grounds; (2) the right to 
object to any other request involving or relating to the subject matter of the answers herein; and 
(3) the right to revise, correct, supplement, or clarify any of the answers provided as may be 
warranted by ongoing prosecution of this action. 

6. In answering these Interrogatories, Plaintiffs have made a reasonable inquiry of those 
persons most likely to possess information responsive thereto and has conducted a reasonable 
search of those records in its possession, custody or control where information requested would 
most likely be maintained. To the extent Defendant request that Plaintiffs respond further, 
Plaintiffs object on the grounds that the Interrogatories are overly broad, unduly burdensome, 
unreasonable, and oppressive. 

7. Plaintiffs object to each Interrogatory to the extent it purports to require Plaintiffs to 
identify each document which is responsive to an interrogatory when documents are produced as 
they are kept in the ordinary course of business. Such a requirement is unduly burdensome, and 
Defendant may not impose that requirement pursuant to the Georgia Civil Practice Act or the 
laws of the State of Georgia. 

8. Plaintiffs object to each Interrogatory to the extent it requires Plaintiffs to provide 
information or documents that may be obtained by Defendant from another source that is more 
convenient, less expensive, or less burdensome. 

9. Plaintiffs object to each Interrogatory to the extent it is ambiguous, overly broad, 
unduly burdensome, vague, oppressive, impossible to answer fully, and/or harassing. Plaintiffs 
will attempt to answer each request to the best of their ability based upon their understanding of 
any such request, if possible. 

10. Plaintiffs object to each Interrogatory to the extent it calls for the disclosure of 
information outside the scope of the time, place, subject matter, and circumstances of the 
occurrences mentioned in the Complaint, Answer, and Counterclaim. 

11. Plaintiffs object to each Interrogatory to the extent that it seeks information that is a 
trade secret or other confidential research, development, or proprietary information. 

12. Each and every answer below is made subject to the foregoing General Objections, 
regardless of whether a general or specific objection is stated in the answer to a particular 
Interrogatory, and Plaintiffs do not waive any General Objections not referred to in a particular 
answer. 
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Responses 

1. Please state whether Marjorie Knight of John Hardy or any of their representatives or 
agents disclosed instances of flooding or water intrusion into the building at 4480 North 
Shallowford Road prior to your purchase of the property and any measures taken by the previous 
owners to repair or prevent recurrences of same. 

Response: Prior to the purchase of the subject property, Marjorie Knight (Seller) and Steve 
Rowland (maintenance) told Plaintiffs that water had come into the subject premises during the 
September 2009 floods. Plaintiffs were further advised that the issues causing the September 
2009 water intrusion were resolved and there had been no further water intrusion issues. There 
was no disclosure by Marjorie Knight of John Hardy or any of their representatives or agents 
regarding any other prior flooding. Ray Douglas who handled the inspections for Plaintiffs 
confirmed that there was no mention of water intrusion other than those happening during the 
Sept 2009 rains. 

2. Please identify by name and address the water removal service that was called to 
address the water intrusion at 4480 North Shallowford Road in May of 2010. 

Response: Maintenance Services of Georgia (contact information provided previously). 

3. I f the elevator at 4480 North Shallowford Road was ever out of service from April 9, 
2010 to December 31, 2010, please state the date(s) and the service provider used to repair the 
elevator. 

Response: August 26, 2010 to September 30, 2010. Fujitec America, Inc. Attached are copies 
of emails between Bill Dehlman of Fujite, Plaintiffs, and Defendant regarding this issue. 

II. SECOND REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND NOTICE TO 
PRODUCE 

General Objections 

1. This is an action on a lease and a counterclaim for constructive eviction, breach of 
contract, attorney fees, and declaratory judgment. To the extent the Interrogatories seek 
documents or information beyond that required or allowed, that exceed the scope of permissible 
discovery, or impose obligations upon Plaintiffs greater or different than those imposed by the 
Georgia Civil Practice Act. Plaintiffs object. . 

2. Plaintiffs object to any Request to the extent it seeks information or documents that 
are irrelevant, immaterial, and/or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of relevant or 
admissible evidence. 

3. Plaintiffs object to any Request to the extent it seeks information or documents that 
contain confidential, proprietary and/or trade secret information belonging to Plaintiffs. 
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Plaintiffs will only produce such information pursuant to entry of an appropriate protective order, 
and if such information is not subject to any other objections. 

4. Plaintiffs object to any Request to the extent it is vague or unintelligible. Plaintiffs 
will attempt to respond to each Request to the best of his ability based upon his understanding of 
any such request, i f possible. 

5. Plaintiffs object to any Request to the extent it seeks information or documents within 
Defendant's possession, custody or control. 

6. In responding to each Request, Plaintiffs made a reasonable inquiry of those persons 
most likely to possess information responsive thereto and has conducted a reasonable search of 
those records in its possession, custody or control where information requested would most 
likely be maintained. To the extent Defendant requests that Plaintiffs respond further, Plaintiffs 
object on the grounds that the Request is overbroad, unduly burdensome, unreasonable, and 
oppressive. 

7. Plaintiffs reserve the right to supplement his responses as additional information and 
documents become available to him and to use such information and documents at any hearing 
or proceeding, including the trial of this or any other action. 

8. Plaintiffs' responses set forth below are made without waiving in any manner: (1) the 
right to object to the use of any response for any purpose, in this action or any other actions, on 
the grounds of privilege, relevance, materiality or any other appropriate grounds; (2) the right to 
object to any other request involving or relating to the subject matter of the responses herein; and 
(3) the right to revise, correct, supplement, or clarify any of the responses provided below as may 
be warranted by Plaintiffs' ongoing pursuit of this action. 

9. Each and every discovery response below is made subject to the foregoing 
General Objections, regardless of whether a general or specific objection is stated in the response 
to a particular Request, and Plaintiffs do not waive any General Objections not referred to in a 
particular response. 

Responses 

1. Please produce any and all invoices, canceled checks, or other evidence of expenses 
incurred by Plaintiff (s) in connection with water intrusion into the building at 4480 North 
Shallowford from April 9, 2010 to April 15, 2011. 

Response: Payments were made through online banking, so there are no cancelled checks. 
Plaintiffs did not own this building on April 9, 2010. It closed April 20, 2010 so Plaintiffs do not 
have access to anything earlier than that. We have previously provided all invoices in 
connection with the May 2010 intrusion. There was one other incident in March 2011. The 
pump motor burned out and we had to have the pump replaced. There was some water that came 
in through the back door. Perimeter Maintenance wet vacuumed the area and treated the carpet. 
Aaron Plumbing replaced the pump. The plumber who replaced the pump advised that the pump 
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