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vi.  Does the Act require that all the information specified in section
30119 be in a single notice?

vii.  Does the Act require that a second notice can be used only for the
purpose provided in section 30119(e)?

viil. Did Toyota violate section 30119 of the Act by not including in
the notice “(3) the measures to be taken to obtain a'remedy of the defect or
noncompliance” and/or by using a second notice to do so, and using a second
notice for a different purpose other than provided fbr in section 30119(¢e)?

ix.  Did Toyota violate section 30119 of the Act by not including in
the notice “(4) a statement that the manufacturer giving notice will remedy the
defect or noncompliance without charge under section 30120 of this title”
and/or by using a second notice to do so, and using a second notice for a
different purpose other than permitted by section 30119(e)?

X. Did Toyota violate section 30119 of the Act by not including in
the notice “(5) the earliest date on which the defect or noncompliance will be
remedied without charge, and for tires, the period during which the defect or
noncompliance will be remedied without charge under section 30120 and/or
by using a second notice to do so, and using a second notice for a different
purpose other than permitted by section 30119(e)?

C. Typicality: Plaintiff seeks exactly the same relief, injunctive and
declaratory relief, as he seeks for the rest of the class, no more, no less. Plaintiff, like
all the class members, is entitled to a statement in compliance with section 30119 of
the Act.

d.  Adequacy: Plaintiff is an educated, very reliable family man.** He has
held the same job for 39 years, and has lived in the same California county his whole
life.

* Baldisseri decl., 9 5, 6.
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