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i. Whether Defendant violated the MCPA, and/or its contract and/or express and/or
implied warranties by providing vehicles with the undisclosed unreasonable risk of sudden
unintended acceleration;

il. Whether class members are entitled to damages and/or restitution, plus costs,
interest, and attorney fees;

1ii. Whether restitution and/or damages should be paid by Defendant intoa common
fund for the benefit of the Class.

25. Typicality (Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(a)(3)). Plaintiff purchased a new 2007
Toyota Camry and, therefore, is a member of the Class and her claims are typical of the claims of
other Class Members. Like all Class Members, Plaintiff has been injured by Defendant’s
common wrongful practice of charging for reimbursement for purported tax against that portion
of monthly wireless bills representing internet access fees and/or for state taxes against amounts
paid by customers for federal fees.

26. Adequacy of Representation (Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(a)(4)). Plaintiff will
fairly and adequately represent and protect the interests of the Class. Her interests are coincident
and not antagonistic to those of Class Members. Plaintiff has retained Counsel that are
competent and experienced in litigating class actions and have no conflicts in undertaking this
litigation.

27. Class certification under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 23(b)(1),
(2), (3). ~——(b)}(3) Due to the uniformity of the injuries experienced by Class Members and the
predominance over individual issues of common issues of fact and law, a class action is superior
to all other available means for the fair and efficient adjudication of the controversy.

(b)(1)Adjudication of individual claims would be prohibitively expensive for individual Class
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