5.
Pollowing the subject accident, the investigating officer inspected Raley’s
vehicle, and he verified that when the brakes of the subjecﬁ vehicle were applied, the
vehicle acceleraged.
6.
Plaintiff alleges that the automobile accident and resulting damages were caused
by the sole fault of Toyota, which fault includes, but is nat limited to, the following: |

2 Manfacturing a product that is unreasonably dangerous in construction or
composition as definied by the Louisiana Products Liability Act;

b In addition to, or alternatively, manufacturing a product that is unreasonably
dangerous in design as defined by the Louisiana Products Liability Act,

c. In addition to, or alternatively, manufacturing 2 product that is unreasonably
dangerous because an adequate wamning was not provided to Raley as
defined by the Louisiana Products Liability Act; .

d. In addition to, or alternatively, manufacturing a product that is unreasanably
dangerous because it did not conform o an express warranty about the
praduct as defined by the Louisiana Produats Liability Act;

e Placing & vehicle with a faulty braking system. in the stream of commerce;

£ Any other acts of negligence, fault, and/or gtrict ligbility as revealed throngh
the discovery process

7.
At all times pertinent hereto, Plaintiff, Allstate, had in full force and effect a
policy of sutomobile insurance on the vehicle operated by Raley, and the policy of
automobile insurance provided for payment of resulting physical damage losses.
Pursuant o its policy, Allstats paid-to, or on behalf of, its insured the sum of §9,348.47
a3 3 resnlt of the subject accident.
8,
Plaintiff; Allstate, is legally and conventionally subrogated to the rights of its
insured for all amounts tendered under the subject policy; therefore, Allstate is entitled
to recover the same from the Defendant herein,
9.
Allstate reserves its right to seek the applicable policy deductible on behalf of its
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