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numerosity requirement is met in this case. The plaintiff class before us is
approximately 15,000 in number.”); see also Gay v. Waiters’ and Dairy Lunchmen’s
Union, 549, F.2d 1330, 1332 n.7 (9" Cir. 1977) (noting, in a case where 184 potential
class members had been identified, that “[clertification of a class under Rule 23 has
been granted many times on lesser numbers than in the present case”).
b. Toyota’s misconduct has created numerous questions
of law and fact common to the Class.
There are numerous “questions of law and fact common to the [C]lass,” Fed. R.
Civ. P. 23(a)(2), including the following:

1) Whether Defendants knowingly sold Class Members vehicles that were
defectively designed, tested, manufactured, assembled or developed;

2) When Defendants became aware of any defects in the design, testing,
manufacture, assembly or development of vehicles sold to Class
Members;

3) Whether Defendants violated their duty to disclose to Class Members the
truth about risks associated with the design, testing, manufacture,
assembly and development of its vehicles;

4) Whether Defendants breached the warranty of implied merchantability by
selling Class Members vehicles that were defectively designed, tested,
manufactured, assembled or developed,

5) Whether Defendants misrepresented the true cause of defects in vehicles
owned by Class Members once those defects became apparent;

6) Whether Defendants negligently breached duties that they owed to every
Class Member, including the duty to provide a safely designed and
manufactured product, and the duty to warn of defects of which they were

aware;
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