TOYOTA and its HAAS DEALERSHIP were grossly negligent in that the conduct
complained of (a) involved an extreme degree of risk considering the probability oand magnitude
of the potential harm to others when viewed objectively from the Defendants’ perspective at the

time of their conduct, and (b) the Defendants had actual, subjective awareness of the risk

involved, but nevertheless proceeded with conscious indifference to the rights, safety or welfare

of others (such as NIKIA PICKNEY).
NIKIA PICKNEY’s harm resulted from TOYOTA’s and the HASS DEALERSHIP’s
gross negligence.
VL

ACTUAL DAMAGES

NIKIA PICKNEY seeks compensation for all elements of damage allowed pursuant to

Texas law, including but not limited to the reasonable value of medical care, both past and

future; lost wages and earning capacity, both past and future; physical pain and mental anguish,
both past and future; physical disfigurement, both past and future; and physical impairment, both
past and future.

The damages sought are within the jurisdictional limits of this Court.

VIL
EXEMPLARY DAMAGES

Some conduct is so egregious that the law requires the imposition of exemplary
damages against a Defendant, not for compensation to the victims, but rather to deter similar
conduct by the Defendant and others similarly situated; this case involves such egregious

conduct.
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