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condition?

d. What did Toyota fail to do that would have ameliorated the defective
condition?

e. What did Toyota fail to do that would have ameliorated the number or
severity of the crashes, injuries, and deaths that have resulted from defective condition?

f. What is the proper injunctive and declaratory relief for Toyota’s violation
of the Unfair Competition Law?

g. What are the proper measures of restitution for Toyota’s violation of the
Unfair Competition Law?

h. What would have been the cost to Toyota to manufacture the Subject
Vehicles so as to sufficiently protect against unintended acceleration?

i. What would have been the cost to Toyota to manufacture the Subject

Vehicles with smart pedal technology?

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(Additional Class Action Claim Against All Defendants for Injunction and

Declaratory Relief for Unlawful, Fraudulent, and Unlawful Practices in
Violation of the California Unfair Competition Law)

67. Plaintiff incorporates paragraphs 1 through 49.

69. NHTSA has a legislative mandate to issue motor vehicle safety standards.
Toyota, like all manufacturers of motor vehicles, is required to adhere to the standards.
The purpose of the standards is to protect the public against unreasonable risk of crashes
occurring as a result of the design, construction, or performance of motor vehicles.

70. Toyota, like all motor vehicle manufacturers, is required to certify that its
vehicles comply with all the standards, and must place on its vehicles a manufacturer’s
certificate of compliance with all the standards. A motor vehicle manufacturer may not
issue the certificate if, in exercising reasonable care, the manufacturer has reason to

know the certificate is false or misleading in a material respect. Toyota placed the
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