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122. As a proximate result of the pattern of rackecteering engaged in by
Defendants, members of the class suffered damage to its property, including decreased
valuc to their vehiclcs, loan and mortgage payments made on dangerously defective
vehicles, repair costs, increased insurance deductibles and insurance, and the cost of
loaner or replacement vebicles. Members of the class do not allege that this claim applies
to any personal injurics that class members sustained because of Defendants’ conduct.
Howcver, the claim does apply to cconomic damage caused.

NINTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(Strict Product Liability)

123. Plaintiff re-alleges and incorporates by reference all preceding paragraphs
as if Tully set forth verbatim herein.

124. Toyota is a manufacturcr and supplier of automobiles,

125. The automobiles that were leased or purchased by Plaintiff and that were
supplicd by Toyota failed o comply with Toyota’s representations, as alleged above, that
the vehicles were safe, reliable and that they would accelerate and decelerate as users
would reasonably expect.

126. The auomobiles supplied by Toyota were defective because, as alleged
above, they arc subject to rapid acceleration without notice and without the ability to
slow or stop the vehicle.

127. The vehicles were defective in design and manufacturc because when they

left the hands of Toyota they were more dangerous than an ordinary consumer would

expect.
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