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August 26, 2010

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL (don@donsigner.com)

Donald R. Signer

Signer Buick-Cadillac

Newark, California

Re:
General Motors LLC

Dear Mr. Signer:

Despite my letter to you dated March 15, 2010, it has come to my attention that you again have attempted to contact senior management of my client General Motors LLC (“GM”) through a number of electronic mail messages which have been referred to me for reply.

As you know, Don Signer Buick-Cadillac previously raised the utterly baseless allegations contained in your e-mail messages in an action against General Motors Corporation (now know as Motors Liquidation Company) and GMAC LLC in the Superior Court of the State of California for the County of Alameda.  After full discovery, the Court granted GMAC’s motion for summary judgment and stated its intent to finalize its tentative ruling granting summary judgment in favor of General Motors Corporation as well. Only that entity’s filing of a Chapter 11 petition in the United States Bankruptcy Court for the Southern District of New York prevented the entry of a final judgment rejecting all of your claims for lack of supporting evidence.   You subsequently elected not to appeal the judgment in favor of GMAC which rejected, among other things, your ridiculous claim that GMAC and General Motors Corporation conspired with the Internal Revenue Service to injure you and your dealership.

In any event, General Motors LLC, which acquired certain assets of General Motors Corporation free and clear of any claims against that entity, has no responsibility whatsoever to you or your now closed dealership based on alleged events that preceded the bankruptcy filing.  And, of course, your dealership’s Wind-Down Agreement executed in June 2009 includes a full release of any claims against General Motors Corporation or the “363 Acquirer,” now known as General Motors LLC.   

Finally, although GM has complied with its commitment to Congress to offer all local wind-down dealers the opportunity to submit proposals where a brand previously wound down is proposed to be re-established in a particular locale, GM’s transmission of a request for proposal package to you under cover of a letter from Dale Sullivan, Regional Business Operations Manager, is not an invitation to you to resume contacts with GM management.  Instead, if you care to submit a proposal, please send it to Mr. Trupiano in accordance with the procedure outlined in Mr. Sullivan’s letter.  Otherwise, please refrain from any further communication with GM management, which declines to communicate with you except through counsel.  Therefore, should you believe that any further communication is necessary, please direct it to my attention.








Very Truly Yours, 

                                                                                 [s]          








Gregory R. Oxford








of Isaacs Clouse Crose & Oxford LLP

