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Unfair Competition Law;
k. Whether Toyota’s conduct described herein violated California’s False
Advertising Act;
1. Whether Toyota’s conduct described herein violated California’s
Consumer Legal Remedies Act;
m.  Whether Toyota’s conduct described herein violated the Magnusson-
Moss Consumer Warranty Act.
n.  The nature and extent of damages and other remedies to which the
conduct of Toyota entitles the Class members.
[Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(a)(3)] Plaintiffs’ claims are typical of the claims of the
members of the Class. Plaintiffs and all members of the Class have sustained
injury and are facing irreparable harm arising out of Defendants’ common
course of conduct as complained of herein. The losses of each member of the
Class were caused directly by Defendants’ wrongful conduct as alleged
herein.
[Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(a}(4)] Plaintiffs will fairly and adequately protect the
interests of the members of the Class. Plaintiffs have retained attorneys
experienced in the prosecution of class actions, including complex consumer
and mass tort litigation.
[Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(b)(3)] A class action is superior to other available
methods of fair and efficient adjudication of this controversy, since
individual litigation of the claims of all Class members is impracticable.
Even if every Class member could afford individual litigation, the court
system could not. It would be unduly burdensome to the courts in which
individual litigation of numerous issues would proceed. Individualized
litigation would also present the potential for varying, inconsistent, or
contradictory judgments and would magnify the delay and expense to all

parties and to the court system resulting from multiple trials of the same
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