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intended use, constitutes violations of the CFA.

10.  The Defendants’ concealment, suppression, 0missions,

misrepresentations, deceptions and unconscionable and fraudulent practices had
the tendency, capacity, and likelihood to deceive Plaintiff and the Class.

41. The Defendants intended, or consciously disregarded, that Plaintaff
and class members would rely on their concealment, suppression, ©missions,
misrepresentations, deceptions and unconscionable and fraudulent practices, so
that they would purchase the Recalled Vehicles.

42 Plaintiff and class members would not have purchased the Recalled
Vehicles, but not for Defendants violations of the CFA.

43. As a direct and proximate cause of Defendants’ wrongful conduct 1n
violation of the CFA, Plaintiff and Class Members have sustained and will continue
to sustain the loss of use of their vehicles, severe emotional distress, economic losses
and consequential damages, and are therefore entitled to compensatory damages

and equitable and declaratory relief according to proof.

COUNT 11
BREACH OF IMPLIED WARRANTY

44, Plaintiff realleges and incorporates all preceding and subsequent

Paragraphs as if fully set forth herein.

45. At the times Defendants marketed, sold, and distributed automobiles
for use by Plaintiff and Class Members, Defendants knew of the use for which the

Recalled Vehicles were intended and impliedly warranted the product to be of a

certain quality.
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