41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

486,

47.

48.

Toyota breached its duty of reasonable care to Plaintiff and Class Members by
failing to recall the Subject Vehicles at the earliest possible date and instead
blaming the defect on a much less dangerous supposed “floor mat” defect.
Toyota breached its duty of reasonable care to Plaintiff and Class Members by
failing to exercise due care under the circumstances.

As a direct and proximate result of Toyota’s negligence as set forth in the preceding
paragraphs, Plaintiff and Class Members have sustained and will continue fo
sustain the loss of use of their vehicles, severe emotional distress, economiclosses,
consequential damages and other damages and are entitled to compensatory
damages, and equitable and declaratory relief according to proof.

Toyota's egregious misconduct alleged above warrants the imposition of punitive
damages against Toyota to prevent such future behavior.

COUNT 1l
REDHIBITION

Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference each of the preceding allegations as
though fully set forth herein.

As stated with more particularity herein, Defendant embarked on and carried out a
common scheme of marketing and selling Subject Vehicles, falsely and deceptively
representing that the Subject Vehicles were safe and reliable.

Defendant’s practices resulted in Plaintiff and members of the Class purchasing the
Subject Vehicles, but not getting perceived benefits of a safe and reliable vehicle.
Defendant's practices further resulted in Plaintiff and members of the Class
purchasing Subject Vehicles without understanding the true nature of Defendant's

product.
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