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21.  There are questions of law and fact common to the Class, including:

a. Whether Defendants issued a recall of certain Toyota-manufactured
and designed vehicles;

b. Whether the concerned recall instructs Plaintiff and Class members to
suffer loss of use;

C. Whether Defendants have reimbursed or compensated Plaintiff and
Class members for the loss of the use of the recalled vehicles;

d. Whether the recalled vehicles are rendered worthless to Plaintiff and
Class members as a result of the recall;

e. Whether the vehicle based remedy adequately compensates Plaintiff
and Class members for their damages;

f. Whether Defendants have breached their contracts with Plaintiff and
Class members;

g. Whether Defendants have breached the implied warranty of
merchantability; and

h. Whether Defendants have been unjustly enriched.
As to Residents of Commonwealth of Kentucky:

i. Whether Defendants’ conduct regarding the marketing and sale of its
vehicles violates Kentucky Consumer Protection Act. See KRS 367.110 et seq.
22.  Plaintiff’s claims are typical of the claims of the Class members, and Plaintiff

will fairly and adequately protect the interests of the Class. Plaintiff’s interests are entirely

consistent with, and not antagonistic to, those of the other members of the Class.
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