24. Plaintiff avers that such itemized statements, which were not provided as required by 73
P.S. § 1957 also include technicians' notes of diagnostic procedures and repairs, and Defendant's
Technical Service Bulletins relating to this vehicle.

25. Plaintiff avers the vehicle has been subject to additional repair attempts for defects and
conditions for which Defendant's warranty dealer did not provide the notification required by 73
P.S. § 1957.

26. Plaintiff has and will continue to suffer damages due to Defendant's failure to comply
with the provisions of 73 P.S. §§ 1954 (repair obligations), 1955 (manufacturer's duty for refund
or replacement), and 1957 (itemized statements required).

27.Pursuant to 73 P.S. § 1958, Plaintiff seeks relief for losses due to the vehicle's
nonconformities, including the award of reasonable attorneys' fees and all court costs.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully demands judgment against Defendant in an amount
equal to the price of the subject vehicle, plus all collateral charges, attorneys' fees, and court

costs.

COUNT I
MAGNUSON-MOSS (FTC) WARRANTY IMPROVEMENT ACT

28. Plaintiff hereby incorporates all facts and allegations set forth in this Complaint by
reference as if fully set forth at length herein.

29. Plaintiff has or may have resorted to Defendant's informal dispute settlement procedure,
to the extent said procedure complies with 16 CFR 703.

30. Plaintiff avers that the Federal Trade Commission (FTC) has determined that no
automobile manufacturer complies with 16 CFR 703. See, Fed. Reg. 15636, Vol. 62, No. 63
(Apr. 2, 1997).

31. Plaintiff is a "Consumer" as defined by 15 U.S.C. §2301(3).
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