48.  Denied as a conclusion of law to which no affirmative response is required.

49.  Denied as a conclusion of law to which no affirmative response is required.

50.  Denied as a conclusion of law to which no affirmative response is required.

51. Denied as a conclusion of law to which no affirmative response is required. To
the extent that a further affirmative response is required, after reasonable investigation, -
answering-defendant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
* - truth or falsity of the averments in this paragraph and, therefore, said averments are denied.
52.° - Denied as a conclusion of law to which no affirmative response is required.. -

'53. © Denied as a-conclusion of law to which no affirmative response is required: To -

- the ‘extent that a further affirmative ‘response is required, after reasonable -investigation, =

answering defendant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the-
- truth or falsity of the averments in this paragraph and, therefore, said averments are denied.
54, Denied as a conclusion of law to which no affirmative response is required.
“WHEREFORE, Defendant, Toyota Motor Sales, U.S.A., Inc., demands judgment in its -
favor and against plaintiffs. "
NEW MATTER
55. - Plaintiffs’ claims may be barred by the applicable statute(s) of limitations.
-56. - Plaintiffs’ Complaint fails to set forth a cause of action upon which relief can be
granted.
+57.  Plaintiffs may have failed to give timely notice of any alleged breach of warranty -
as required by law.
"58.  The alleged nonconformities do not substantially impair the use, value or safety of

the vehicle in question.
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