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assertions were false, misleading and deceptive since the Recalled Vehicles are not
safe as they may contain a defective accelerator pedal mechanism causing sudden
acceleration, potentially resulting in death.

54.  Toyota’s unfair methods of competition associated with the misleading
advertising that its Recalled Vehicles are safe to operate deceived or was likely to
deceive the purchasing public.

55. By misrepresenting that its Recalled Vehicles are safe to operate,
Toyota violated Cal. Civ. Code §1770(a), as they represented that the Recalled
Vehicles were of a particular standard, quality or grade when they were of another,
advertised products with the intent not to sell them as advertised or supplied
products that were not in accordance with previous representations. See Cal. Civ
Code §§1770(a)(5), (7), (9), (14), and (16).

56. As a result of Toyota’s acts of unfair competition or unfair or
deceptive acts or practices detailed above, pursuant to Cal. Civ. Code §1780(a)(2),
Toyota should be enjoined from continuing to employ the unlawful methods, acts
and practices alleged herein to prevent any further harm to other members of the
Class.

SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION
(Violation of Cal. Civ. Code § 1709)

57. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege all preceding paragraphs as if fully set
forth herein.

58. As set forth in detail above, Toyota produced, manufactured,
advertised, distributed and sold the Recalled Vehicles as being safe to operate,
when, in fact, they may contain a defective accelerator pedal mechanism causing
sudden acceleration, potentially resulting in death.

59. Toyota, through its advertising, marketing and other promotion of their
Recalled Vehicles as being safe to operate, when they, in fact, were not, made
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