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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN
SOUTHERN DIVISION

IN RE CHRYSLER-DODGE-
JEEP ECODIESEL®
MARKETING, SALES
PRACTICES, AND PRODUCTS
LIABILITY LITIGATION

CONSUMER COMPLAINT
AND
JURY TRIAL DEMAND

This Document
Relates to:

ALL ACTIONS

ANDREW ROGERS, et al., on behalf of
themselves and all others similarly
situated,

Plaintiffs,
V.

FIAT CHRYSLER AUTOMOBILES N.V,;
FCA US LLC; SERGIO MARCHIONNE,
FORMER CEO OF FCA, FIAT and FIAT
SUBSIDIARIES and CHAIRMAN OF FCA
and FIAT SUBSIDIARIES, DECEASED,
AND HIS SUCCESSOR, MICHAEL
MANLEY; VM MOTORI S.p.A.; VM
NORTH AMERICA, INC.; ROBERT
BOSCH GmbH, and ROBERT BOSCH
LLC,
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Plaintiffs herein described bring this action on behalf of themselves and all others similarly
situated, against (1) the Defendants collectively referred to as “Fiat Chrysler”: FCA US LLC
(“FCA”), Fiat Chrysler Automobiles N.V. (“Fiat”), and Sergio Marchionne (“Marchionne”); (2)
the Defendants collectively referred to as “VM Motori”: VM Motori S.p.A. (“VM Italy”’) and VM
North America, Inc. (“VM America”); and (3) the Defendants collectively referred to as “Bosch”:
Robert Bosch GmbH (“Bosch GmbH”), and Robert Bosch, LLC (“Bosch LLC”). Plaintiffs allege
the following based upon information and belief, the investigation of counsel, and personal

knowledge as to the factual allegations pertaining to themselves.

INTRODUCTION

1. This nationwide action arises out of an international race to the bottom. Fiat
Chrysler, a rival of automaker Volkswagen struggling to compete on the world stage, sought to
grab a piece of the U.S. “clean” diesel market with 2014-2016 EcoDiesel® trucks marketed under
the Jeep Grand Cherokee and Ram 1500 model names (the “Subject Vehicles”). But like
Volkswagen, Fiat Chrysler fought dirty. That is, like Volkswagen did with its “clean diesels,” Fiat
Chrysler concealed from regulators and consumers alike that the EcoDiesel® trucks were far from

“Eco.”

2. As the Environmental Protection Agency (“EPA”) has since discovered, Fiat
Chrysler, by and through FCA, concealed emission treatment software features in the Subject
Vehicle engine’s diesel controls on applications for EPA Certificates of Conformity (“COCs”)
and California Air Resources Board (“CARB”) Executive Orders (“EOs”). This hidden software,
designed and implemented by Bosch GmbH and Bosch LLC, allowed the Subject Vehicles to

“pass” emission testing and obtain COCs and EOs so that Fiat Chrysler could import and sell the
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Subject Vehicles in the U.S. and California, respectively. Once on America’s roads, however, the
emission controls are de-activated or severely restricted such that the Subject VVehicles spew much
higher amounts of polluting nitrogen oxides (“NOx”) than permitted by law.

3. On January 12, 2017, the EPA issued a Notice of Violation (“NOV”’) against Fiat
and FCA for failing “to disclose [eight] Auxiliary Emission Control Devices (AECDs)” in the
2014-2016 FCA Ram 1500s and Jeep Grand Cherokees.! In the NOV, the EPA explained that,
despite having the opportunity to do so, Fiat and FCA failed to refute that the “principal effect of
one or more of these AECDs was to bypass, defeat, or render inoperative one or more elements of
design installed to comply with emissions standards under the [Clean Air Act].”

4. The same day, CARB publicly announced that it, too, had notified Fiat and FCA
of its violations after detecting the AECDs in their 2014, 2015, and 2016 Jeep Grand Cherokee
and Ram 1500 EcoDiesel® vehicles. CARB also said Fiat and FCA failed to disclose the devices,
which can significantly increase NOx emissions when activated. “Once again,” observed CARB
Chair Mary D. Nichols, “a major automaker made the business decision to skirt the rules and got
caught.”?

5. The U.S. has since sued FCA, Fiat, VM ltaly, and VM America for violating the
Clean Air Act (“CAA”) and applicable regulations, seeking injunctive relief and civil penalties.®
As the U.S. has found, “one or more of these undisclosed software features, alone or in

combination with one or more of the others, bypass, defeat and/or render inoperative the [Subject]

LEPA’s January 12, 2017 Notice of Violation to Fiat Chrysler Automobiles,_

https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2017-01/documents/fca-caa-nov-2017-01-12.pdf.
2EPA News Release, EPA Notifies Fiat Chrysler of Clean Air Act Violations (Jan. 12, 2017),
https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-notifies-fiat-chrysler-clean-air-act-violations.

% United States v. Fiat US LLC, et al., No. 2:17-cv-11633-JCO-EAS (E.D. Mich. filed May 23,
2017) (Dkt. No. 1). The action has since been transferred to this Court for coordination with this
MDL.



www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2017-01/documents/fca-caa-nov-2017-01-12.pdf
http://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-notifies-fiat-chrysler-clean-air-act-violations
http://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-notifies-fiat-chrysler-clean-air-act-violations
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Vehicles’ emission control system, causing the vehicles to emit substantially higher levels of NOXx
during certain normal real world driving conditions than during federal emission tests.”

6. American consumers were caught in the middle of Fiat Chrysler’s scheme.
Consumers have been wary of diesel engines as a relic of the past: noisy and spewing thick, toxic
smoke. This was an understandable concern. A byproduct of diesel combustion is NOx, a pollutant
linked with serious health dangers and climate change. Seeking to expand the diesel market in the
U.S., large automakers in the late 2000’s sought to reimagine diesel for regulators and consumers
alike. For its part, Fiat Chrysler touted its “EcoDiesel” technology as the best of both worlds: a
“green” alternative to gasoline with reduced emissions coupled with diesel’s benefits of greater
torque, power, and fuel efficiency. Fiat Chrysler extracted a premium for these “EcoDiesel” trucks,
selling them for thousands of dollars more than the cost of otherwise-comparable gasoline trucks.

7. Contrary to its public representations, and concealed from consumers and
regulators alike, Fiat Chrysler secretly programmed its EcoDiesel® vehicles with hidden software
features that significantly reduced the effectiveness of the NOx reduction technology during real-
world driving conditions. As a result, the Subject Vehicles emitted harmful pollutants at levels that
were illegally high and far in excess of what a reasonable consumer would expect from an “Eco”
vehicle. Plaintiffs confirmed that the Subject Vehicles produced NOx emissions at an average of
222 mg/mile in city driving (four times the Federal Test Procedure (“FTP”) standard of 50
mg/mile) and 353 mg/mile in highway driving (five times higher than the U.S. highway standard
of 70 mg/mile). In many instances, NOx values were in excess of 1,600 mg/mile—more than 20
times governmental standards.

8. Compounding this problem is the interplay between performance and emissions in

41d. at | 2.
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diesel engines. Fiat Chrysler could not achieve the fuel economy and performance that it promises
for the Subject Vehicles without cheating on emissions—a fact that it concealed from consumers
around the country.

9. Fiat Chrysler did not act alone. At the heart of the diesel scandal is Bosch. Bosch
GmbH and Bosch LLC, along with CEO Volkmar Denner (“Denner”), were active and knowing
participants in the scheme. Bosch designed, created, and tested the electronic diesel control
(“EDC”) units that allowed Fiat Chrysler to “pass” emission tests for its COC and EO applications.
Bosch went so far as to boast that the “2014 Jeep Grand Cherokee features a Bosch emission
system compliant with the most stringent emission regulations in the world. From fuel tank to
tailpipe, Bosch is pleased to equip this vehicle with top technologies to give consumers a great
driving experience requiring fewer stops at the pump.””® Bosch has since, however, acknowledged
its role in the creation of defeat devices in certain Fiat Chrysler diesel vehiclessold in the European
Union (“EU”). VM Italy and VM America also knowingly participated in the scheme by designing,
manufacturing, and calibrating the “EcoDiesel” engines in the Subject Vehicles.

10. On behalf of themselves, the Nationwide, and the respective State Plaintiffs,
Plaintiffs hereby bring this action for violations of the federal Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt
Organizations Act (18 U.S.C. § 1961, et seq. (“RICO™)); the federal Magnuson-Moss Warranty
Act (15 U.S.C. § 2301, et seq. (“MMWA”)); common law fraud; and the consumer laws of all 50
states and the District of Columbia.

11. Plaintiffs bring this action individually and on behalf of all other current and former

®> Bosch Announces Clean Diesel Technology On 2014 Jeep Grand Cherokee, PRNewswire
(Jan.24,2013),http://www.prnewswire.com/news-releases/bosch-announces-clean-diesel
technology-on-2014-jeep-grand-cherokee-188243051.html;http://us.bosch-press.com/
tbwebdb/bosch-usa/enUS/PressText.cfim?CFID=61223175&CFTOKEN=a16399a1447f6b98-
4B6F7D4B-A8E6-F415F31B16EOE13CB96A&Nh=00&Search=0&id =532
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owners or lessees of the Subject Vehicles as defined herein. Plaintiffs seek a buyback program for
the Subject Vehicles, monetary damages (including treble damages under RICO), pollution
mitigation, business reforms, and injunctive and other equitable relief for Defendants” misconduct
related to the design, manufacture, marketing, sale, and lease of the Subject Vehicles, as alleged in
this Complaint. Plaintiffs are also entitled to a significant award of punitive or exemplary damages,
given that Defendants deliberately deceived Plaintiffs, disregarded their rights to make free and
informed consumer choices, damaged them economically, and used them as unwitting puppets in

a scheme that impaired the public health for the financial betterment of Defendants.

PARTIES
I. DEFENDANTS

A. Fiat Chrysler Defendants

12. Defendant FCA US LLC (“FCA”) is a Delaware limited liability company.
Defendant Fiat Chrysler Automobiles N.V. (“Fiat” or, together with FCA, “Fiat Chrysler”) is
FCA’s corporate parent. Fiat’s predecessor, Fiat S.p.A., began its acquisition of FCA’s
predecessor, Chrysler Group LLC, in 2009 and completed it in January 2014, at which time
Chrysler Group LLC became a wholly-owned indirect subsidiary of Fiat and was renamed FCA
US LLC. FCA’s principal place of business and headquarters is located at 1000 Chrysler Drive,
Auburn Hills, Michigan 48326.

13. FCA is a motor vehicle manufacturer and a licensed distributor of new, previously
untitled motor vehicles. FCA (like its predecessor, Chrysler) is one of the “Big Three” American
automakers (with Ford and General Motors). FCA engages in commerce by distributing and selling
new and unused passenger cars and motor vehicles under the Chrysler, Dodge, Jeep, Ram, and Fiat

brands. Other major divisions of FCA include Mopar, its automotive parts and accessories division,
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and SRT, its performance automobile division.

14. FCA has designed, manufactured, imported, distributed, offered for sale, sold, and
leased two models of vehicle for which the EcoDiesel® option is available—the Ram 1500and
the Jeep Grand Cherokee—with the knowledge and intent to market, sell, and lease them in all 50
states, including California. Moreover, FCA and its agents designed, manufactured, marketed,
distributed, warranted, sold and leased the Subject Vehicles in California and throughout the
United States. Dealers act as FCA’s agents in selling automobiles under the Fiat Chrysler name
and disseminating vehicle information provided by Fiat Chrysler to customers.

15. Fiat, the corporate parent of FCA, is a Dutch corporation headquartered in London,
United Kingdom. Fiat owns numerous European automotive brands in addition to FCA’s
American brands, including Maserati, Alfa Romeo, Fiat Automobiles, Fiat Professional, Lancia,
and Abarth. As of 2015, Fiat Chrysler is the seventh largest automaker in the world by unit
production.

16. Subject to a reasonable opportunity for further investigation or discovery, Plaintiffs
allege that Fiat employees oversaw or were responsible for approving elements of design and/or
strategies related to emission compliance for the Subject Vehicles. Fiat also imported into the
United States, sold, offered for sale, introduced into commerce, or delivered the Subject Vehicles,
with the intent to market or sell them in all fifty states, including California.

17. Fiat Chrysler developed and disseminated the owners’ manuals, warranty booklets,
product brochures, advertisements, and other promotional materials relating to the Subject
Vehicles, with the intent that such documents should be purposely distributed throughout all fifty
states, including California. Fiat Chrysler is engaged in interstate commerce, selling vehicles

through its network in every state of the United States.
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18. Defendant Sergio Marchionne (“Marchionne”) was the CEO and Chairman of
FCA, the CEO of Fiat, and the Chairman and/or CEO of several other Fiat subsidiaries, including
FCA ltaly S.p.A., the Italian subsidiary of Fiat headquartered in Turin, Italy at the time and,
Michael Manley as his successor and current CEO. Since 2004, Mr. Marchionne was the CEO of
Fiat S.p.A., the predecessor of Fiat, and thus, oversaw Fiat’s acquisition of both VM Motori and
Chrysler Group LLC, the transformation to the current corporate structure, and the creation of
FCA. Mr. Marchionne made numerous public statements on behalf of Fiat Chrysler concerning
the Subject Vehicles, their EcoDiesel® engines, and their emissions and performance
characteristics. In addition to managing and controlling FCA, Mr. Marchionne had a home in the
United States, regularly transacted business in the United States, and regularly promoted Fiat
Chrysler in the United States. Mr. Marchinonne has since passed away and his successor is current
CEO Michael Manley.
B. VM Motori Defendants

19. Fiat also owns several auto parts manufacturers, including Defendant VM Motori
S.p.A. (“VM Italy”), an Italian corporation headquartered in Cento, Italy, which designs and
manufactures diesel engines for automobiles, including the Subject Vehicles. Fiat partially
acquired VM ltaly in early 2011 by purchasing a 50% stake, and took full ownership by acquiring
the remaining 50% from General Motors in October 2013.

20. Defendant VM North America, Inc. (“VM America” or, together with VM ltaly,
“VM Motori”) is or was a Delaware corporation and wholly-owned subsidiary of Fiat. VM
America existed, at all relevant times, to support VM Italy customers and activities in North
America. VM America’s principal place of business is located at 1000 Chrysler Drive, Auburn

Hills, Michigan 48326. Both VM Italy and VM America conduct business at that address and
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report to management at both VM Italy and VM America, including while working on the Subject
Vehicles.

21. VM ltaly transacts business in the United States. VM Italy employees have been
physically present in Auburn Hills, Michigan, while working on engine calibration and air
emissions issues related to the Subject Vehicles. Some VM America employees working in Auburn
Hills are also employees of VM Italy. VM Italy employees in Italy communicated regularly about
the Subject Vehicles with the VM America and VM lItaly employees located in Auburn Hills. VM
Italy also communicated frequently with FCA about the Subject Vehicles.

22. VM Motori designed, manufactured, calibrated, and delivered the EcoDiesel®
engine system for inclusion in the Subject Vehicles, knowing and intending that the Subject
Vehicles, along with their engine system, would be marketed, distributed, warranted, sold and
leased throughout all 50 states, including California.

C. Bosch Defendants

23. Defendant Robert Bosch GmbH (“Bosch GmbH”)—a German multinational
engineering and electronics company headquartered in Gerlingen, Germany—is the parent
company of Defendant Robert Bosch LLC (“Bosch LLC” or, with Bosch GmbH, “Bosch”), a
Delaware limited liability company with its principal place of business located at 38000 Hills Tech
Drive, Farmington Hills, Michigan 48331.

24, Both Bosch GmbH and Bosch LLC operate under the umbrella of the Bosch Group,
which encompasses some 340 subsidiaries and companies. VVolkmar Denner (“Denner”) is the
Chairman and CEO of Bosch GmbH and leader of The Bosch Group. Denner has been Chairman
and CEO of Bosch since July 2012, after decades of working in Bosch’s Engine ECU Development

division, managing the development and sale of automotive engine computers, such as the EDC
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units that were installed in the Subject Vehicles.

25. The Bosch Group is divided into four business sectors: Mobility Solutions
(formerly Automotive Technology), Industrial Technology, Consumer Goods, and Energy and
Building Technology. Bosch’s sectors and divisions are grouped not by location, but by function.
In other words, Mobility Solutions includes knowledgeable individuals at both Bosch GmbH and
Bosch LLC. Regardless of whether an individual works for Bosch in Germany or the United States,
the employee holds him or herself out as working for Bosch. This collective identity is captured
by Bosch’s mission statement: “We are Bosch,” a unifying principle that links each entity and
person within the Bosch Group.

26. Mobility Solutions is the largest Bosch Group business sector. In 2014, the first
full year of Subject Vehicle sales, it generated sales of €33.3 billion, amounting to 68% of total
group sales.

217. The Bosch Group is one of the leading automotive suppliers globally. In 2015,
Mobility Solutions generated sales of $9.5 billion in North America alone.

28. Bosch embeds sales and engineering personnel at customer offices and facilities
throughout the world, including automakers like Fiat Chrysler, to work directly on the design, sale,
calibration, and configuration of the parts it supplies.

29. Bosch operates 70 locations in the United States, with over 31,000 employees. One
of these locations is the Bosch LLC Research and Technology Center North America in Palo Alto,
California. One of Bosch’s research focuses there is application-specific integrated circuit (ASIC)
design and MEMS (microelectromechanical-system) technology. These technologies are used in
a variety of automotive applications. Bosch LLC also operates Research and Technology Centers

in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, and Cambridge, Massachusetts.
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30. Bosch developed, tested, configured, manufactured, and supplied the EDC Unit 17,
which is the EDC system used in the Subject Vehicles, knowing and intending that the Subject
Vehicles, along with the device, would be marketed, distributed, warranted, sold and leased
throughout all 50 states, including in California. As set forth in detail herein, at all relevant times,
Bosch, VM Motori, and Fiat Chrysler worked collaboratively to program the EDC Unit 17 in the
Subject Vehicles.

31. From at least 2005 to 2015, Bosch and its employees were knowing and active
participants in the creation, development, marketing, and sale of engine and emission control
software designed to evade emission requirements in vehicles sold in the United States. These
vehicles include the Ram 1500 EcoDiesel® and Jeep Grand Cherokee EcoDiesel®, as well as
diesels made by other automakers such as Volkswagen, Audi, and Porsche.

32. Bosch participated not just in the development of these devices, but also in the
scheme to prevent U.S. regulators from uncovering their true functionality. Moreover, Bosch’s
participation was not limited to engineering these devices. In fact, Bosch marketed “clean diesel”
technology in the United States. Bosch was therefore a knowing and active participant in the
scheme or common course of conduct with Fiat Chrysler and VM Motori and others to defraud
regulators and consumers in the United States.

1. PLAINTIFFS
33. For ease of reference, the following chart identifies the representative Plaintiffs and

the state(s) in which they reside and purchased their Subject Vehicles:

Plaintiff - First |Plaintiff - Last [State of State of Model Make/Model
Name Name Residence Purchase Year

Dodge Ram 1500
Michael Barton Batman A 1A 2015 EcoDiesel

Jeep Grand Cherokee
Andrew Rogers Cco Cco 2014 EcoDiesel
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Jeep Grand Cherokee

Andrew Rogers co KY 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Andrew Steele SC SC 2015 EcoDiesel
Andrew Curtis & Jeep Grand Cherokee
Mimi Elizabeth Reid SC OR 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Andy Twork M MI 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Anne Anderson MN MN 2015 EcoDiesel
Arnold Construction Co., Inc. Dodge Ram 1500
NY NY 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Arturo Nieves VA VA 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Autry Hall AL FL 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Bert Dodge NY NY 2014 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Bill Bilicki OH OH 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Brad W. Lines AZ NE 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Brenda Dokmonovich NE NE 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Brent Smith MN Ml 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Brent Cole TX KS 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Brian & Meredith |Quimby KS KS 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Brian & Kim Way AR AR 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Brian Barker KS KS 2016 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Brittney & Chad Olsen NE NE 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Bruce Bolen KS Cco 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Bruce Carr IL IL 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Bruce Hassevoort Ml Ml 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Bryan Thompson M Ml 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Camelo Guzman M Ml 2015 EcoDiesel
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Dodge Ram 1500

Carl Davis VA VA 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Carl Wilburn TX TX 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Casey Sauerhage IL TN 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Chad Kaltenbach SD SD 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Chad & Jennifer  [Johnson MN MN 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Changping Wei FL FL 2016 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Charles Foschini FL FL 2014 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Terrance Piper PA PA 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Chris Samuelson ND IL 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Huegerich Farms IA 1A 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Huegerich Farms IA 1A 2016 EcoDiesel
Christopher & Dodge Ram 1500
Michelle Guggemos MN MN 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Christopher Fehr SC SC 2014 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Clay Cooper OK FL 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Heather Aragon NM NM 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Dan Healy Wi Wi 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Dan McMahon MD MD 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Daniel Smith AZ AZ 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Danny Hill SC SC 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Danny Farrell NY NY 2016 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Danny W Harris Il Ml Ml 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Dariusz Kulon IL IL 2016 EcoDiesel
Samantha
Mountford & Jeep Grand Cherokee
Darrin Iliges VA VA 2015 EcoDiesel




Case 2:18-cv-13838-DML-MKM ECF No. 1 filed 12/11/18 PagelD.33 Page 33 of 1016

Samantha
Mountford & Dodge Ram 1500
Darrin Iliges VA VA 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
David Mitchell VA VA 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
David Scales NJ NJ 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
David Duncan NC NC 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
David Sexton MO MO 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
David A Green KY KY 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
David S Wergen OR ID 2016 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Deborah & Calvin [Stafford TN TN 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Deborah & Calvin [Stafford TN TN 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Debra Severson MT OK 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Dennis Tubridy NY NY 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Derik Fairchild FL AL 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Derrick Sillivan MT OR 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Dominick Bianchi FL FL 2016 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Don & Jackie Walker OK OK 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Donald Moore NY NY 2015 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Donald & Brenda [Keith IL IL 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Donald & Brenda [Keith IL IL 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Donavin Auld NC NC 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Doug Merrell AZ AZ 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Douglas Thooft MN MN 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Douglas Bay co KS 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Dozier Holton Browning FL FL 2015 EcoDiesel
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Jeep Grand Cherokee
Dustin Grate NV NV 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Dylan Dzuck WA WA 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Edward Dampf IL IL 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Edward Carrier NH NH 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Eric Becker KS KS 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Eric Busch MO MO 2014 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Erica L Jeansonne LA LA 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Erick Lore NY NY 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Felix Gonzales TX NC 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Frank Deguzman TX AZ 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Frank & Lisa Meyers OR OR 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Gary Wainwright AR AR 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Gary Huffman KY KY 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Gary & Lauri Rowland WA WA 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Gary Riddle uT uT 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Gerry Tassell IL IL 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Greg Long KS NE 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Gregory Erwin OH KY 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Henry Lawson NY NJ 2014 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Jack London MA MA 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Lee Todd & Jackie [Terry NC NC 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
James Steer Jr. 1A 1A 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
James Lines 1A 1A 2015 EcoDiesel
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Dodge Ram 1500
James Bell WI LA 2016 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
James Fox SC NC 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
James & Linda Watkins ID KS 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
James Newell MO MO 2015 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
James Chapman MT MT 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
James F. Emerson Jr VA VA 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jared Korn WI WI 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jason Downs SC SC 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jason Fitzgerald LA LA 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jay Printup NY NY 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jeff Schoonover co co 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jeffery Weier Wi Wi 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jeffrey Bax MO MO 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jeffrey & Brandon [Woodall FL FL 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Ueffrey Michener PA PA 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jeremy Hornack FL FL 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jim Zinda MT MT 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jimmy & Rene Flippen OK OK 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Joe Laverdiere IL IL 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
John Donohoe NE NE 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
John Lazore NY NY 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
John Lance OK OK 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
John McGarry NY PA 2016 EcoDiesel




Case 2:18-cv-13838-DML-MKM ECF No. 1 filed 12/11/18 PagelD.36 Page 36 of 1016

Jeep Grand Cherokee
John Neumayer FL CcT 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jonathan Proctor PA PA 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jordan Turske OH OH 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jose Mejia NC NC 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Joseph McCrumb M MI 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Joseph Hyte Johnson AZ AZ 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Joshua Turner Ml Ml 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Joyce Ciccone NJ NJ 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Justin Davis AR AR 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Justin Mays KY KY 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Ken Trousdale co co 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Ken Sharpe PA PA 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Kenneth Nunez LA LA 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Kevin Morrison FL FL 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Kevin Massey AR AR 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Kim Hall NC VA 2015 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Kimberly Miller OH OH 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Kimela Bryant SC SC 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Kris Shephard OR ID 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Lance Popwell LA LA 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Larry Sosamon IL IL 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Larry Maxa ID ID 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Lennard Loupe LA LA 2014 EcoDiesel
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Dodge Ram 1500
Leslie James Preston co Cco 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Loren Heideman OR OR 2015 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Louie Romero NM NM 2015 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Lucas Lopez TX TX 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Luke David LA LA 2015 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Marie & Verl Robbins uT uT 2015 EcoDiesel
Seghetti d/b/a R
& B Outdoors, Dodge Ram 1500
Mark Inc OR OR 2016 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Mark Deemy AZ AZ 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Michael Thomas IL IL 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Michael Balzhiser NY NY 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Michael DiVona FL FL 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Michael Janssen MO MO 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Michael Stuart MO MO 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Michele Carrano AZ NJ 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Mike Stevens SD SD 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Mike Kolsch NV NV 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Mike Mccloskey WA WA 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Mike Blizinski NY NY 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Mike Doherty NH VT 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Miklos Toth NV ID 2015 EcoDiesel
Monte Paul & Jeep Grand Cherokee
Devera Jean Oberlee FL Ml 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Morgan Green PA PA 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Neil Durrant ID ID 2016 EcoDiesel
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Dodge Ram 1500

Paul Kearney WA WA 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500

Peter Ammirati NY NJ 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500

Peter Vigue MT ID 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500

Randal & Virginia [Smith NV NV 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500

Randall Holdaway FL FL 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500

Randall Peterson IL IL 2015 EcoDiesel

Jeep Grand Cherokee

Randall Long NV NV 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500

Randy Sturzenbecher SD SD 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500

Randy and Angie |Reed OK OK 2015 EcoDiesel

Jeep Grand Cherokee

Ray Falk NY NY 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500

Raymond L White KS NH 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500

Alan Stcyr VA VA 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500

Rex Hale OK OK 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500

Richard Bradley TN TN 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500

Richard Carr FL FL 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500

Richard Smith KY KY 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500

Richard Gange WA OR 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500

Robert Theser OK AR 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500

Robert Redman OH OH 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500

Robert Kroener AZ AZ 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500

Robert Graaf MO MO 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500

Robert Morris KS Wi 2015 EcoDiesel
Berenguer- Dodge Ram 1500

Roberto Serrano FL FL 2016 EcoDiesel
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Dodge Ram 1500
William Johnson SC SC 2014 EcoDiesel
Ron Hayden & Dodge Ram 1500
Ashley Suran OH OH 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Ryan Holker MN MN 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Ryan Scott OH OH 2015 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Sara Batchelor MO MO 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Scott Franzel M MI 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Scott Milne WA ID 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Scott Fick PA PA 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Sean Conran CT CT 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Sean Conran CT CT 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Sherri Collins FL FL 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Slade D Howell AK AK 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Stephen Swanson FL FL 2016 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Steve Conklin Cco Cco 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Steven Fitzgerald FL FL 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Steven Seaberg VA VA 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Steven Chauvin FL LA 2014 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Teaguer Terrell uTt uT 2014 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Terri Turnbull A A 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Thomas Spalding AZ AZ 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Thomas Kosinski TN TN 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Thomas J. & Gilbert[Madonna PA PA 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Tim Byrd LA LA 2016 EcoDiesel
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Dodge Ram 1500

Tim Ciampoli MO MO 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Timothy P Woodson OK OK 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Todd Barrios LA LA 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Todd Barrios LA LA 2014 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Tom & Sherri Catlin IL IL 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Tommy H Brown ID ID 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Wade J Lackey OK OK 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
William Padrick Jr. FL FL 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
William Wheeler NC FL 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Alan Wright TN TN 2014 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Amy Mccarthy PA MD 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Brandon Alexander [LeBrun LA LA 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
David Meunier VT VT 2015 EcoDiesel
Gary Luster & Dodge Ram 1500
Phyllis Marie Anderson FL MI 2014 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
James Mikles AR OH 2014 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Jason Trotter OK OK 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
John Stork OK 1A 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Matthew Luckett FL FL 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Russell and Joella ([Tabaka IL IL 2016 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Stephen Joseph Podolak MD PA 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Tony Hutchison OK OK 2015 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
William Akins Cco Cco 2014 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Andrew Thomas NC NC 2014 EcoDiesel
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Dodge Ram 1500
Angelo Huerta OK OK 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Bill Plagianakos PA SC 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Brent Burton MT ND 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Brent Burton MT ND 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Brian Ashworth FL FL 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Brian Delaney NV NV 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Brian Kicak GA GA 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Brian Lewandowski Wi Wi 2015 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Brooks H. Moore MO MO 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Carl Barber OH OH 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Chad Carter IA 1A 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Chad Koep MN SD 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Chad Koep MN SD 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Charles Lauziere NJ NJ 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Charles Piazza IL IL 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Chuck McClaugherty OR WA 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Daniel & Traci Ramsey KY OH 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Daniel & Laura Zamora OR OR 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Dean Allmon FL FL 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Derrick Jack MO MO 2015 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Don Lange NY NY 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Eric Vera NE NE 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Gilder Whitlock FL FL 2015 EcoDiesel
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Dodge Ram 1500
Gordon Shrader NE AZ 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Greg Griebel Wi Wi 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Greg Shea KY KY 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Gregory Fenstermaker NY PA 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Harold Joseph Piele NV NV 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Janie Pooler LA LA 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jeff Kays OK OK 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jim Heiser IL IL 2015 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Jody & Cinidy Danielson WV wv 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Joe Elco NY NY 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jon Elsasser SD SD 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Joseph Hyte Johnson AZ AZ 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Josh Francis IL MO 2015 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
K.C Moore KS KS 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Kenyon Shephard (6[0] co 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Kurtis Melin SC NC 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Larry Brown MO MO 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Lauren Steff NY NY 2016 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Laurence Carroll MT MT 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Levent Altunova MT MT 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Levi Kimsey AR AR 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Lloyd Howard OK OK 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Marc Hopton OH OH 2016 EcoDiesel
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Dodge Ram 1500
Matt Buck IL IL 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Michael Boales AZ AZ 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Michael Morrison OH OH 2015 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Michael Sherfey VA VA 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Nicky Herrington FL FL 2016 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Norbert Kucharek NY NY 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Patti & Robert Fobia PA PA 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Paul Kearney WA WA 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Peter Cacoperdo FL FL 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Peter Cacoperdo FL NY 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Ray Falk NY NY 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Robert Allen FL FL 2015 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Robert Anderson WI SD 2014 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Robert Peck NV NV 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Robert Yakimchick Ml Ml 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Robert J Phillips NV uT 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Ronald Macdonald FL FL 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Samuel Gross AZ AZ 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Timothy Rosenberg NY NY 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Todd Bierk MO MO 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Tony S. Conley KY KY 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Stephen Cimilluca NY NY 2016 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Donald Wacek OR OR 2015 EcoDiesel
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Dodge Ram 1500
Marvin Rambel AZ AZ 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Ernest Hodgdon FL FL 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jeffrey Greenwood FL FL 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jared Nagel Wi Wi 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Brandon Crookes FL FL 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Robert Bell FL FL 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Kilo & Natalie Varble ID ID 2016 EcoDiesel
Young d/b/a Dodge Ram 1500
Steve Wrecker One OH OH 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jeff & Terri Robinson MO TN 2015 EcoDiesel
Patrick Hair & Jeep Grand Cherokee
Angelica Eller SC SC 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Harry Potter NC NC 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Nathan Baisley FL FL 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Ronald MacDonald FL FL 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Nick Butters uT uT 2016 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Geirge S Leblanc LA LA 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Roy McKenney DE DE 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Timothy Shanks IA A 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Judy & Ronald Simmons FL FL 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Rick Bunch NV NV 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Richard Rausch A 1A 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Alfred Herrera Cco Cco 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Nathan Dakota Hale TN TN 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Troy Zapara AZ HI 2014 EcoDiesel
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Dodge Ram 1500

Anthony Stockdale PA PA 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Cody Langlois CcT CcT 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Donald & Linda Lamson WA WA 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Noel Vazquez co Cco 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Russell Grieff PA PA 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Blenda Bowman TN TN 2015 EcoDiesel
James Johnson & Dodge Ram 1500
Michael Bolton NY NY 2014 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Howard James Garel uT Cco 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jason VanLoo MO MO 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Gerald & Sharon  |Parker FL FL 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jimmy Steen FL FL 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jason Reigelsperger OH OH 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Joey Lea & Mark  [McVane OR ID 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jason Mull Cco ID 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
John A Barone NY NY 2014 EcoDiesel
Steven Phillip & Dodge Ram 1500
Pamela Fulford Krol NC NC 2016 EcoDiesel
Jared Watson & Dodge Ram 1500
Lisa Todd MT MT 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Dean Beck NE NE 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Alex Lopez ID NV 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Steven M Pender FL FL 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
John Meech LA LA 2014 EcoDiesel
Christopher & Dodge Ram 1500
Jacob Brown M Ml 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Al Schellinger Wi Wi 2015 EcoDiesel
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Dodge Ram 1500

Jeffery Weislocher MO MO 2014 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Jorge Villarreal Cco co 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jorge Villarreal Cco Cco 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Angela Christensen AK AK 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Robert & Reena Carnes WA WA 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Sarah Miller PA PA 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Robert Wasilchuk NV NV 2015 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Janelle & Bryan Wiggins FL FL 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Benjamin D. Crifasi Jr LA LA 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Ray Reynolds NC NC 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Allen Keith Peacock FL FL 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Clinton T. McKinney ND ND 2014 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
George Anthony PA PA 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Patrick Diggin SC NC 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Scott Jones SD ID 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Elizabeth & Bryce |Godwin LA LA 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Larry & Daina Wilhelm AR AR 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Harlan Latusek MN MN 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Harlan Latusek MN MN 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Joe Castro Cco CcO 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Ken Kroschel co Cco 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Robert W. Ford CcT CcT 2015 EcoDiesel
Thomas Goodyke & Jeep Grand Cherokee
Julie Bowers M Ml 2014 EcoDiesel
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Dodge Ram 1500
Rick Nash WA ID 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Healther & Lewis [Cleaver KY KY 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Sergey Oleynik WA WA 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Emile J. LaPointe LA LA 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Brad & Kelli Erickson WA OR 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Gabriel M Haugland IA 1A 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Ralph Coers WA WA 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Gary & Tracy McKeever OK OK 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Wendell Espeland KS MO 2016 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Jason & Natalie Ysker MN MN 2014 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Anthony Barbato NY MD 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Myron & Linda Billiot LA LA 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Ben Doney OR OR 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Thruman & Rose  [Dickey AZ AZ 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Angeline & Stephen|Connaghan PA PA 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jacob Herron NM OK 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Dion Kampa WI Wi 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Osvaldo Romero FL FL 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Matthew Deavers SC SC 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Duane Gleason PA PA 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Robert Elie FL FL 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jerry Martin KY KY 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Billy & Joseph Welch AR AR 2015 EcoDiesel




Case 2:18-cv-13838-DML-MKM ECF No. 1 filed 12/11/18 PagelD.48 Page 48 of 1016

Jeep Grand Cherokee

Manuel & Michael [Gonzalez FL FL 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Christopher Vigil TN TN 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Michael Carrano NJ NJ 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
John T. Nickel KS KS 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Susan Burkland PA PA 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Christofer Askervold FL FL 2015 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Gus Demetriades NC NC 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Paul Webster Messner, Jr. Ml Ml 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Scott Platko OR OR 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Cody P. Privette MN MN 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Brent Burton LA LA 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Randy Tomlinson MT LA 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Roger Hinton KS MO 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Roger Hinton KS MO 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Gabriel & Audrey |McConnell A 1A 2016 EcoDiesel
Kyle Schmitting & Jeep Grand Cherokee
Kamile Kevliciute NC NC 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
William J. Hoak, IlI NY NY 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Scott McCrea OH OH 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Carl Lachance NC NC 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Sean Condry MO MO 2015 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Ronda Stratton OH OH 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
James Hadley IL IL 2015 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Bo-Michael M. Apele WA WA 2015 EcoDiesel
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Dodge Ram 1500
Bo-Michael M. Apele WA WA 2014 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
John Rory Carreon AZ AZ 2015 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Arturo Torres NV NV 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Brian Ellis NC NC 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Douglas Mettenburg AR AR 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Michael Shane Williams MD MD 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Donald Scales NY NY 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Lucky Easley KY KY 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Erik Angelo AZ AZ 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
David & Gisela Martinez FL FL 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Brad Robertson WA WA 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Alan Sjoberg M Ml 2014 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Bastian Schroder NJ WI 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Bruce & Vickie Sulc VA NC 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Steven James Rust LA LA 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Michael Gides (6[0] co 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Richard Watters Ml Ml 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Donald Long IL IL 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Timothy Leathers FL FL 2015 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Steven G Parnitzke Wi Wi 2014 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Joseph Dick-Griffith FL TN 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Lee & Inna Halpert PA PA 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Derick Gurney NY OR 2014 EcoDiesel
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Dodge Ram 1500
David Kizzia AR AR 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Sean Perryman 1A 1A 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jose Mercado NY uT 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Debra Ann Guderjahn MT ND 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Tyrone & April Malambri NC NY 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Dean Kohanyi PA PA 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Michael James Wolbert ND ND 2016 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Steve E. & Sheryl |Ridenour OK OK 2014 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Mark Warren MO MO 2014 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Ken Hauck MO MO 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Kent Gibbons IA IA 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Matthew Litterell OK OK 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Glenn Stahl WI WI 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
David Coop (6[0] co 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Larry Brown MO MO 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
eff Mely LA LA 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Brett Wayne KY KY 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Michael & Deborah [Eilert KS KS 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Diane & Larry Wilhelm AR AR 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Mark & Lucretta  [Kinder MO MO 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Heath Minyard AR AR 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Nathan Townsend TN TN 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Martin Mannion FL FL 2015 EcoDiesel
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Dodge Ram 1500
Lisa Marie Murphy MN NE 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Clinton Moxey NV NV 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Marko Seget SC OH 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
William Coleman M MI 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Donald Harrell NC NC 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Kim Watson OK OK 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jamie Walker Wi Wi 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Cale & Jami Duerstein Wi TN 2016 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Kevin Keefer VA VA 2016 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Stephanie Cromley NJ NJ 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Matthew Dean WA WA 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Amy & David Campbell MN Wi 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Alvin McCoy ID ID 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Robert Morris uT uT 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Robert Morris uT uT 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Robert Morris uT uT 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Kevin Ruehle NJ NJ 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Kevin Crew AL AL 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
John Corbin AL AL 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Robert Mayer AL MS 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Robert Southern AL AL 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Micah Hill AL GA 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
James \Washington AL AL 2015 EcoDiesel
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Dodge Ram 1500

Quinn Breland AL AL 2015 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Mike Shelton AL TN 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Greg Cain AL NC 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Randal Stephens AL AL 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Alonzo Thomas Stone FL AL 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Tyler Bridgeman AL NC 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jimmy Yeager MS MS 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Scott Langley MS MS 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Chris Breaux MS TX 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Curtis and Debbie |McDaniel MS MS 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Tammy Frazier MS MS 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Bobby Wallace MS MS 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Clifton Bailey MS MS 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Edward Jones MO MO 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Roger T. Ingram MS MS 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Greg Gaskins TN MS 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Christopher Bond MS FL 2015 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Beaux Martin LA MS 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Ueffrey Cook WV VA 2015 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Gregory Burnette, D.O. wv wv 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Thomas Taylor WV wv 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Dustin Louden WV wv 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Uerry Barnett wv NJ 2015 EcoDiesel
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Dodge Ram 1500
Brianna Clay WV wv 2014 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Roger Workman WV wv 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Sage Seifert WV wv 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Brandon Saddler WV VA 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Mike Rumney WV PA 2015 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Jody and Cindy Danielson WV wv 2014 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Emily K Blankenship WV OH 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jackie Lynn Clark, Jr. \AY; wv 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Roy Jones WV wv 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
James Slone WV NC 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jason Royer Wy WY 2015 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Beverley Gayle VanArkel Wy ID 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
James B. Valliere WYy A% 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Anthony Knezovich WYy WYy 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Rick Stone Wy ID 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Rick Stone wy ID 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Calvin Taylor WYy WYy 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Wayne and Becky [Bennett WYy WYy 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Allen Wallis OK OK 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jack Pudzis IL IL 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Roland Marsh NJ NJ 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Dawn & James McDonald MO MO 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Christopher Rivera Wi Wi 2014 EcoDiesel
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Dodge Ram 1500
Kent Hall TN TN 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Marcus Aaron Hemsley MD NY 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Richard & Carol Huff ID AZ 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Kyle M Griffey AZ AZ 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Calvin D. Burrus IlI NC NC 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Scott Banks NV NV 2016 EcoDiesel
Michael Shaak & Dodge Ram 1500
Susie Patterson ID ID 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Frank Fernandez NY NY 2015 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Joshua Wilson MO MO 2014 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
LaVerne Brace NY NY 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Dennis Begin RI RI 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
John & Shirley Hecker OH OH 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Donald Raymond |Dixon IA 1A 2014 EcoDiesel
Ricardo C. & Dodge Ram 1500
Michelle Calla PA PA 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Travis Ray Burwell PA PA 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Kasey & Ashley Knutson Cco Cco 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Mark Edward Harrell FL FL 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Colton Warren Shannon OR OR 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Steven Leonard MN MN 2014 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
Leslie Swartz NE NE 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Nicholas F Baglio NY NY 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Ryan Allred AR AR 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Kris A Shepherd OR ID 2015 EcoDiesel
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Dodge Ram 1500
Zachary M Marsico NJ NJ 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Pat Breitbach MT MT 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Leslie Swartz NE NE 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
David K. Schoengart KY KY 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jason Sullivan NC NH 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Thang Nguyen AZ AZ 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Zachary Gordon OH OH 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Joe R. Jones AL LA 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Jeffrey A Stracensky OH OH 2016 EcoDiesel
Jeep Grand Cherokee
David Irwin Antokal VA VA 2015 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Terry Hargis AZ AZ 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Andrew Davis MD MD 2014 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Andrew Davis MD MD 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Richard Harris AR AR 2016 EcoDiesel
Dodge Ram 1500
Michael Batdorff IL IL 2014 EcoDiesel

34. Plaintiff, Michael Barton Batman (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a
citizen of the State of lowa, residing in the City of Monticello, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about January 25,
2017, at Dan Deery Motor Co., an authorized FCA dealer in Waterloo, lowa. Plaintiff decided to
buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good

fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
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When Plaintiff went to Dan Deery Motor Co. to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate
touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that the Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants” misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
35. Plaintiff, Andrew Rogers (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Colorado, residing in the City of Colorado Springs, bought a 2014 Jeep Grand
Cherokees EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about
November 21, 2014, at Bob Allen Motor Mall, an authorized FCA dealer in Danville, Kentucky.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep
website, on which the Subject VVehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the

Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Bob Allen Motor Mall to purchase the Subject Vehicle,
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the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy
and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

36. Plaintiff, Andrew Rogers (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Colorado, residing in the City of Colorado Springs, bought a 2014 Jeep Grand
Cherokee EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about
August 11, 2018, at Perkins Motors, an authorized FCA dealer in Colorado Springs, Colorado.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the

Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Perkins Motors to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the
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sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

37. Plaintiff, Andrew Steele (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of South Carolina, residing in the City of Pawley’s Island, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram
1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about April 27,
2015, at Addys Harbor Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Myrtle Beach, South Carolina.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject VVehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the

Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Addys Harbor Dodge to purchase the Subject Vehicle,
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the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy
and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

38. Plaintiff, Andrew Curtis & Mimi Elizabeth Reid (for the purpose of this paragraph,
“Plaintiff”), citizens of the State of South Caroling, residing in the City of Simpsonville, bought a
2016 Jeep Grand Cherokee EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”)
on or about July 15, 2016, at Northwest Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Beaverton, Oregon.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep
website, on which the Subject VVehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the

Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Northwest Jeep to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the
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sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

39. Plaintiff, Andy Twork (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Michigan, residing in the City of Holton, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about May 1, 2016, at Lakeshore
Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Montague, Michigan. Plaintiff decided to
buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.

When Plaintiff went to Lakeshore Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the
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sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

40. Plaintiff, Anne Anderson (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Minnesota, residing in the City of Hinckley, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about May 20, 2015,
at Roseville Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Roseville, Minnesota.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the

Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Roseville Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram to purchase the
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Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

41. Plaintiff, Arnold Construction Co., Inc. (for the purpose of this paragraph,
“Plaintiff”), a company conducting business in the State of New York, City of Kingston, bought a
2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on
or about October 22, 2015, at Sawyer Motors, an authorized FCA dealer in Saugerties, New York.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the

Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Sawyer Motors to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the
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sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

42. Plaintiff, Arturo Nieves (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Virginia, residing in the City of Quantico, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about October 5, 2015, at Lustine
Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Woodbridge, Virginia. Plaintiff decided
to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel”
vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on
which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions
and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject

Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Lustine Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the Subject
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Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

43. Plaintiff, Autry Hall (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of the
State of Alabama, residing in the City of Brewton, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about September 29, 2015, at
Sandy Sansing, an authorized FCA dealer in Milton, Florida. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject
Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced
emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject
Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel
economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject VVehicles. When

Plaintiff went to Sandy Sansing to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
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Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
44, Plaintiff, Bert Dodge (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of New York, residing in the City of Stillwater, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about October 1, 2014,
at Nemer Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram of Saratoga, an authorized FCA dealer in Saratoga, New York.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject VVehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Nemer Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram of Saratoga to

purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel®
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attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the
advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At
the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised
only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was
Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized
emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators.
Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject VVehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she
known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was
designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the
advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests.
Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct,
and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants
not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

45, Plaintiff, Bill Bilicki (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of the
State of Ohio, residing in the City of Youngstown, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about August 1, 2015, at
Columbiana Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Columbiana, Ohio. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject VVehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Columbiana Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram to purchase the

Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
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its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

46. Plaintiff, Brad W. Lines (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Arizona, residing in the City of Surprise, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about February 27, 2016, at
Maddox Motor Co., an authorized FCA dealer in Sidney, Nebraska. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Maddox Motor Co. to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate

touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
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These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOX at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
47. Plaintiff, Brenda Dokmonovich (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a
citizen of the State of Nebraska, residing in the City of Omaha, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about July 18, 2015,
at Baxter, an authorized FCA dealer in Omaha, Nebraska. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject
Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced
emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject
Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel
economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject VVehicles. When
Plaintiff went to Baxter to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject
Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These

representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
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chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had she/he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards;
that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

48. Plaintiff, Brent Smith (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Minnesota, residing in the City of Mantorville, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about June 30, 2015,
at Alma Chrysler, an authorized FCA dealer in Alma, Michigan. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Alama Chrysler to purchase the Subject VVehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These

representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
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chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
49, Plaintiff, Brian & Meredith Quimby (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”),
citizens of the State of Kansas, residing in the City of Sublette, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about March 29, 2014,
at Marmie Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Great Bend, Kansas. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Marmie Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,

were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
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Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

50. Plaintiff, Brian & Kim Way (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), citizens
of the State of Arizona, residing in the City of McCrory, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about May 12, 2017
at Frank Fletcher Dodge Chrysler Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Sherwood, Arizona. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Frank Fletcher Dodge Chrysler Jeep to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,

were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
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Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

51. Plaintiff, Brian Barker (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Kansas, residing in the City of Haysville, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about April 9, 2016, at Eddy’s
Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Wichita, Kansas. Plaintiff decided to buy
the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Eddy’s Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the
sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the

primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
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that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

52. Plaintiff, Brittney Olsen (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Nebraska, residing in the City of Daykin, bought a 2015 Jeep Grand Cherokee
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about June 8, 2015,
at Performance Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Lincoln Nebraska. Plaintiff decided to buy
the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Performance Dodge to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate
touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons

Plaintiff chose the Subject VVehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
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Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOX at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
53. Plaintiff, Bruce Bolen (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Kansas, residing in the City of Sharon Springs, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about May 30, 2016,
at Colorado Spring Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Colorado Springs, Colorado. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Colorado Spring Dodge to purchase the Subject Vehicle,
the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy
and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know

that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater



Case 2:18-cv-13838-DML-MKM ECF No. 1 filed 12/11/18 PagelD.75 Page 75 of 1016

than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

54, Plaintiff, Bruce Carr (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of the
State of Illinois, residing in the City of Winchester, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about September 1, 2016, at Green
Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Springfield, Illinois. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject
Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced
emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject
Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel
economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When
Plaintiff went to Green Dodge to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle

could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
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above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
55. Plaintiff, Bruce Hassevoort (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Michigan, residing in the City of Holland, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about May 1, 2015,
at Zeigler Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram Fiat Alfa Maserati, an authorized FCA dealer in Grandville,
Michigan. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that
it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting
the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly,
having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials
about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Zeigler Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram Fiat Alfa
Maserati to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s
EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along
with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject
Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject VVehicle could perform as

advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits.
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Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and
unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers
and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less
for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment
system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not
achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating
emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of
Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid
less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

56. Plaintiff, Bryan Thompson (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Michigan, residing in the City of Flushing, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about November 10,
2017 at Dick Scott, an authorized FCA dealer in Fowlerville, Michigan. Plaintiff decided to buy
the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Dick Scott to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and

above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
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undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
57. Plaintiff, Camelo Guzman (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Michigan, residing in the City of Detroit, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about November 1,
2015, at Snethkamp, an authorized FCA dealer in Redford, Michigan. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Snethkamp to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with

undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
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deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
58. Plaintiff, Carl Davis (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a citizen of the
State of Virginia, residing in the City of Brookneal, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about July 1, 2016, at Billy Craft
Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Lynchburg, Virginia. Plaintiff decided to
buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Billy Craft Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the
sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission

tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
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Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

59. Plaintiff, Casey Sauerhage (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Illinois, residing in the City of Sparta, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about October 25, 2016, at Franklin
Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Franklin, Tennessee. Plaintiff decided to
buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Franklin Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the
sales associate touted the Subject VVehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOX at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission

tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
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Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

60. Plaintiff, Chad Kaltenbach (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of South Dakota, residing in the City of Martin, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about October 2, 2017
at Aberdeen Chrysler Center, an authorized FCA dealer in Aberdeen, South Dakota. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Aberdeen Chrysler Center to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to

cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
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the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

61. Plaintiff, Chad & Jennifer Johnson (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”),
citizens of the State of Minnesota, residing in the City of Winnebago, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram
1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about July 23,
2018 at Domko, an authorized FCA dealer in Northfield, Minnesota. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Domko to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to

deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
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would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
62. Plaintiff, Changping Wei (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Florida, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about March 26, 2016, at Dayton
Andrews Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in St. Petersburg, Florida. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Dayton Andrews Dodge to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate
touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or

would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
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its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
63. Plaintiff, Charles Foschini (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Miami, bought a 2014 Jeep Grand Cherokee
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about December 1,
2013, at Gateway Dodge Orlando, an authorized FCA dealer in Orlando, Florida. Plaintiff decided
to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel”
vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep website, on
which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions
and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject
Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Gateway Dodge Orlando to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the
sales associate touted the Subject VVehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission

standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
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conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

64. Plaintiff, Terrance Piper (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Pennsylvania, residing in the City of McKeesport bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about March 14, 2015,
at Jim Shorkey Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram Fait, an authorized FCA dealer in Irwin, Pennsylvania.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Jim Shorkey Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram Fait to purchase
the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes,
including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel
economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of
purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by
emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff
aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission
control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff
would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known

that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to
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de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised
towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has
suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would
not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not
concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

65. Plaintiff, Chris Samuelson (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of North Dakota, residing in the City of Washburn, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about August 22, 2017
at Wickstrom Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Barrington, Illinois. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Wickstrom Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not

comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
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during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

66. Plaintiff, Huegerich Farms (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”’), doing
business in the State of lowa, in the City of Breda, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about December 18, 2914 at
Wittrock Motor Company, an authorized FCA dealer in Carroll, lowa. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Wittrock Motor Company to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales
associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission

standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
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conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

67. Plaintiff, Huegerich Farms (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”’), doing
business in the State of lowa, in the City of Breda, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about February 9, 2016, at Team
Ford, an authorized FCA dealer in Deniso, lowa. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based
in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and
fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were
represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff
also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to
Team Ford to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s
EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along
with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject
Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as
advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits.
Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and
unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers
and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less
for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment

system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not



Case 2:18-cv-13838-DML-MKM ECF No. 1 filed 12/11/18 PagelD.89 Page 89 of 1016

achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating
emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of
Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid
less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

68. Plaintiff, Christopher & Michelle Guggemos (for the purpose of this paragraph,
“Plaintiff”), citizens of the State of Minnesota, residing in the City of Litchfield, bought a 2015
Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or
about August 3, 2015, at Litchfield Chrysler, an authorized FCA dealer in Litchfield, Minnesota.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Litchfield Chrysler to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the
sales associate touted the Subject VVehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving

conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
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economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

69. Plaintiff, Christopher Fehr (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of South Carolina, residing in the City of Charleston, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about April 14, 2015,
at Hendrick Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Charleston, South Caroling. Plaintiff decided to
buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Hendrick Dodge to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;

and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy



Case 2:18-cv-13838-DML-MKM ECF No. 1 filed 12/11/18 PagelD.91 Page 91 of 1016

without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
70. Plaintiff, Clay Cooper (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Oklahoma, residing in the City of Stroud, bought a 2015 Jeep Grand Cherokee
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about May 1, 2016,
at Jacksonville Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Jacksonville, Florida.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Jacksonville Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,

performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
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concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

71. Plaintiff, Robert J Phillips (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Nevada, residing in the City of Battle Mountain, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about July 28, 2018
at Rugged Rentals, an authorized FCA dealer in Layton, Utah. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject
Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced
emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject
Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel
economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When
Plaintiff went to Rugged Rentals to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy

without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
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result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
72. Plaintiff, Heather Aragon (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of New Mexico, residing in the City of Farmington, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle’) on or about September 24,
2015, at Advantage Dodge Chrysler Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Wickenburg, Arizona.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Advantage Dodge Chrysler Jeep to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a

direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
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Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

73. Plaintiff, Dan Healy (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of the
State of Wisconsin, residing in the City of Greenbay, bought a 202015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about February 21,
2015, at Gandrud, an authorized FCA dealer in Greenbay, Wisconsin. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Gandrud to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate

result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would



Case 2:18-cv-13838-DML-MKM ECF No. 1 filed 12/11/18 PagelD.95 Page 95 of 1016

have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
74. Plaintiff, Dan McMahon (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Maryland, residing in the City of Taneytown, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about December 16,
2016, at Musselmans, an authorized FCA dealer in Catonsville, Maryland. Plaintiff decided to buy
the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Musselmans to purchase the Subject VVehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would

have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
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75. Plaintiff, Daniel Smith (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Arizona, residing in the City of Glendale, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about November 8, 2016, at Larry
H Miller Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Surprise, Arizona. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Larry H Miller Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram to purchase
the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes,
including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel
economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of
purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by
emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff
aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission
control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff
would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known
that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to
de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised
towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has
suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would
not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not

concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
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76. Plaintiff, Danny Hill (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of the
State of South Carolina, residing in the City of Lake City, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle’) on or about April 1, 2016,
at Santee Automotive, an authorized FCA dealer in Manning, South Carolina. Plaintiff decided to
buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Santee Automotive to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate
touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOX at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

77. Plaintiff, Danny Farrell (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
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the State of New York, residing in the City of Sound Beach, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about February 15,
2015, at Smith Haven Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in St. James, New York. Plaintiff decided
to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel”
vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on
which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions
and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject
Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Smith Haven Ram to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales
associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

78. Plaintiff, Danny W. Harris Il (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a
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citizen of the State of Michigan, residing in the City of Manchester, bought a 2015 Jeep Grand
Cherokee EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about June
2, 2015, at Cueter Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Ypsilanti, Michigan.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Cueter Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

79. Plaintiff, Dariusz Kulon (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintift”), a citizen of
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the State of Illinois, residing in the City of Shorewood, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about July 29, 2016,
at Tyson Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Shorewood, Illinois. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Tyson Ram to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
80. Plaintiff, Samantha Mountford & Darin Illges (for the purpose of this paragraph,

“Plaintiff”), citizens of the State of Virginia, residing in the City of Dumfries, bought a 2015 Jeep
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Grand Cherokee EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject VVehicle”) on or about
February 8, 2016, at Lustine Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Woodbridge,
Virginia. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that
it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting
the Jeep website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly,
having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials
about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Lustine Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase
the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes,
including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel
economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of
purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by
emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff
aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission
control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff
would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known
that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to
de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised
towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has
suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would
not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not
concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

81. Plaintiff, Samantha Mountford & Darrin Illges (for the purpose of this paragraph,

“Plaintiff”), citizens of the State of Virginia, residing in the City of Dumfries, bought a 2015 Dodge
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Ram 1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle’) on or about July
10, 2015, at Lustine Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Woodbridge,
Virginia. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that
it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting
the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly,
having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials
about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Lustine Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase
the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes,
including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel
economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of
purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by
emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff
aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission
control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff
would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known
that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to
de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised
towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has
suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would
not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not
concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

82. Plaintiff, David Mitchell (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen

of the State of Virginia, residing in the City of Chesapeake, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
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EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about July 15, 2016,
at Williamsburg Chrysler, an authorized FCA dealer in Williamsburg, Virginia. Plaintiff decided
to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel”
vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on
which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions
and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject
Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Williamsburg Chrysler to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales
associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants” misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

83. Plaintiff, David Scales (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of

the State of New Jersey, residing in the City of Williamstown, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
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EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about December 5,
2015, at Mt. Ephraim Dodge Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Mt. Ephraim, New Jersey. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Mt. Ephraim to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales
associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants” misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

84. Plaintiff, David Duncan (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of

the State of North Carolina, residing in the City of Salisbury, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
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EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about June 16, 2015,
at Hendrix, an authorized FCA dealer in Concord, North Carolina. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Hendrix to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
85. Plaintiff, David Sexton (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Missouri, residing in the City of St. Louis, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500

EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject VVehicle) on or about March 3, 2014,
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at Royalgate Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Ellisville, Missouri. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Royalgate Dodge to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
86. Plaintiff, David Green (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintift”), a citizen of
the State of Kentucky, residing in the City of Owensboro, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about May 20, 2017

at Watermark Ford Nissan, an authorized FCA dealer in Madisonville, Kentucky. Plaintiff decided
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to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel”
vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on
which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions
and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject
Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Watermark Ford Nissan to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the
sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

87. Plaintiff, David S. Wergen (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Oregon, residing in the City of Enterprise, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about February 15,

2017 at Rogers Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Lewiston, Idaho. Plaintiff
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decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Rogers Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants” misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

88. Plaintiff, Deborah & Calvin Stafford (for the purpose of this paragraph,
“Plaintiff”), citizens of the State of Tennessee, residing in the City of Lewisburg, bought a 2015
Jeep Grand Cherokee EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject VVehicle) on or

about June 2, 2016, at Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram of Columbia, an authorized FCA dealer in
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Columbia, Tennessee. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s
representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient).
Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as
environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls
seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Chrysler Dodge
Jeep Ram of Columbia to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject
Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
89. Plaintiff, Deborah & Calvin Stafford (for the purpose of this paragraph,
“Plaintiff”), citizens of the State of Tennessee, residing in the City of Lewisburg, bought a 2016
Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or

about June 14, 2016, at Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram of Columbia, an authorized FCA dealer in
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Columbia, Tennessee. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s
representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient).
Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as
environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls
seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Chrysler Dodge
Jeep Ram of Columbia to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject
Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
90. Plaintiff, Debra Severson (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Montana, residing in the City of Billings, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about August 8, 2015,

at Chris Nikel Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram Fiat, an authorized FCA dealer in Broken Arrow,
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Oklahoma. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations
that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls
visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally
friendly, having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television
commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Chris Nikel Chrysler Jeep Dodge
Ram Fiat to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s
EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along
with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject
Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as
advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits.
Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and
unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers
and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less
for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment
system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not
achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating
emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of
Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid
less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

91. Plaintiff, Dennis Tubridy (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of New York, residing in the City of Ransomville, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle’) on or about August 1, 2015,

at Joe Cecconi, an authorized FCA dealer in Niagara Falls, New York. Plaintiff decided to buy the
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Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Joe Cecconi to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
92. Plaintiff, Derik Fairchild (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Cantonment, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about May 1, 2015,
at Chatham Ford, an authorized FCA dealer in Chatom, Alabama. Plaintiff decided to buy the

Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
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reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Chatham Ford to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
93. Plaintiff, Derrick Sillivan (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Montana, residing in the City of Roundup, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject VVehicle”) on or about March 15, 2017
at Legacy Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Island City, Oregon. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an

“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram



Case 2:18-cv-13838-DML-MKM ECF No. 1 filed 12/11/18 PagelD.114 Page 114 of 1016

website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Legacy Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants” misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

94. Plaintiff, Dominick Bianchi (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a
citizen of the State of Florida residing in the City of Land O Lakes, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram
1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject VVehicle) on or about October
10, 2015, at Ferman Chrysler Jeep Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Lutz, Florida. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an

“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
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website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Ferman Chrysler Jeep Dodge to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

95. Plaintiff. Don & Jackie Walker (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”),
citizens of the State of Oklahoma, residing in the City of Minco, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about May 27, 2016,
at David Stanley Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram Fiat, an authorized FCA dealer in Midwest, Oklahoma.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an

“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
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website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to David Stanley Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram Fiat to
purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel®
attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the
advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At
the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised
only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was
Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized
emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators.
Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she
known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was
designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the
advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests.
Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct,
and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants
not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

96. Plaintiff, Donald Moore (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of New York, residing in the City of Ogdensburg, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about October 16,
2014, at F.X. Caprara Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Alexandria Bay, New York. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an

“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
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website, on which the Subject VVehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to F.X. Caprara Dodge to purchase the Subject Vehicle,
the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy
and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

97. Plaintiff, Donald & Brenda Keith (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”),
citizens of the State of Illinois, residing in the City of Mapleton, bought a 2014 Jeep Grand
Cherokee EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject VVehicle”) on or about March
27, 2014, at Sam Leman Peoria, an authorized FCA dealer in Peoria, Illinois. Plaintiff decided to
buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle

(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep website, on which the
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Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Sam Leman Peoria to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate
touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOX at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
98. Plaintiff, Donald & Brenda Keith (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”),
citizens of the State of Illinois, residing in the City of Mapleton, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about March 16, 2016,
at Sam Leman Peoria, an authorized FCA dealer in Peoria, Illinois. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the

Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
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fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Sam Leman Peoria to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate
touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOX at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
99. Plaintiff, Donavin Auld (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of North Carolina, residing in the City of New Bern, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about March 27, 2018
at Riverside Chrysler Jeep Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in New Bern, North Carolina.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject VVehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low

emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
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Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Riverside Chrysler Jeep Dodge to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

100.  Plaintiff, Doug Merrell (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Arizona, residing in the City of Gilbert, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about September 1, 2015, at Larry
H. Miller Dodge Peoria, an authorized FCA dealer in Peoria, Arizona. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good

fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
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When Plaintiff went to Larry H. Miller Dodge Peoria to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales
associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

101.  Plaintiff, Douglas Thooft (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Minnesota, residing in the City of Hastings, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about April 29, 2016,
at Red Wing Automotive Group Inc., an authorized FCA dealer in Red Wing, Minnesota. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject VVehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low

emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
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Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Red Wing Automotive Group Inc. to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

102.  Plaintiff, Douglas Bay (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Colorado, residing in the City of La Junta, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about May 26, 2014,
at Eddy’s Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Wichita, Kansas. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject VVehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low

emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
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Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Eddy’s Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

103.  Plaintiff, Dozier Holton Browning (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”),
a citizen of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Gainesville, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram
1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about July 7,
2016, at Thunder Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Bartow, Florida. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject VVehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low

emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the



Case 2:18-cv-13838-DML-MKM ECF No. 1 filed 12/11/18 PagelD.124 Page 124 of 1016

Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Thunder Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

104.  Plaintiff, Dustin Grate (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Nevada, residing in the City of Reno, bought a 2015 Jeep Grand Cherokee EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about April 8, 2015, at Lithia
Chrysler Jeep of Reno, an authorized FCA dealer in Reno, Nevada. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good

fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
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When Plaintiff went to Lithia Chrysler Jeep of Reno to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales
associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

105.  Plaintiff, Dylan Dzuck (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Washington, residing in the City of Olympia, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about October 7, 2016,
at Dylan Dzuck, an authorized FCA dealer in Chehalis, Washington. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good

fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
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When Plaintiff went to Dylan Dzuck to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
106.  Plaintiff, Edward Dampf (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Illinois, residing in the City of Bonfield, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about August 1, 2015,
at Tyson Motor Corporation, an authorized FCA dealer in Shorewood, Illinois. Plaintiff decided
to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel”
vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on
which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions
and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject

Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Tyson Motor Corporation to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the
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sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

107.  Plaintiff, Edward Carrier (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of New Hampshire, residing in the City of East Kingston, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram
1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about August
20, 2015, at Foss Motors, an authorized FCA dealer in Exeter, New Hampshire. Plaintiff decided
to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel”
vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on
which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions
and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject

Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Foss Motors to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate
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touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
108.  Plaintiff, Eric Becker (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Kansas, residing in the City of Handover, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about February 1, 2015, at Davis-
Moore Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram Fiat, an authorized FCA dealer in Wichita, Kansas. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject VVehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Davis-Moore Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram Fiat to purchase

the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes,
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including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel
economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of
purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by
emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff
aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission
control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff
would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known
that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to
de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised
towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has
suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would
not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not
concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

109.  Plaintiff, Eric Busch (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of the
State of Missouri, residing in the City of Sullivan, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about September 3, 2014, at
Schicker Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Washington, Missouri. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject VVehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Schicker Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the

Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
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its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

110.  Plaintiff, Erica L. Jeansonne (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a
citizen of the State of Louisiana, residing in the City of Marksville, bought a 2014 Jeep Grand
Cherokee EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about March
30, 2016, at Sterling Chrysler Jeep Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Opelousas, Louisiana.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep
website, on which the Subject VVehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Sterling Chrysler Jeep Dodge to purchase the Subject

Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject VVehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
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economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

111.  Plaintiff, Erick Lore (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of the
State of New York, residing in the City of Lindenhurst, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about January 15,
2017 at Ity Dodge Chrysler Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Amityville, New York.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Ity Dodge Chrysler Jeep Ram to purchase the Subject

Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject VVehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
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economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

112.  Plaintiff, Frank & Lisa Meyers (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”),
citizens of the State of Oregon, residing in the City of Wallowa, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about May 18, 2016,
at Smolich Motors, an authorized FCA dealer in Bend, Oregon. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject
Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced
emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject
Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel
economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When
Plaintiff went to Smolich Motors to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the

Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
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representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
113.  Plaintiff, Gary Wainwright (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Arizona, residing in the City of Bradford, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about May 30, 2015,
at Red River Dodge Chrysler Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Heber Springs, Arizona. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Red River Dodge Chrysler Jeep to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel

economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
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among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

114.  Plaintiff, Gary Huffman (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Kentucky, residing in the City of Lexington, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about January 1, 2014,
at Rod Hatfield Chrysler, an authorized FCA dealer in Winchester, Kentucky. Plaintiff decided to
buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Rod Hatfield Chrysler to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate
touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.

These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
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Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
115.  Plaintiff, Gary & Lauri Rowland (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a
citizen of the State of Washington, residing in the City of Kelso, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about November 11,
2015, at McCords Chrysler Dodge Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Longview, Washington.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to McCords Chrysler Dodge Jeep to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject VVehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were

among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
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did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

116.  Plaintiff, Gary Riddle (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Utah, residing in the City of Highland, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about September 3, 2015, at Gary
Riddle, an authorized FCA dealer in American Fork, Utah. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject
Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced
emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject
Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel
economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When
Plaintiff went to Gary Riddle to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject
Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff

chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
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could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants” misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
117.  Plaintiff, Gerry Tassell (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Illinois, residing in the City of Mchenry, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about April 30, 2014, at Crystal
Lake Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Crystal Lake, Illinois. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Crystal Lake Dodge to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate
touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject

Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised
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and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
118.  Plaintiff, Greg Long (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of the
State of Kansas, residing in the City of Oberlin, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel® (for
the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about June 5, 2015, at Deveny Motors,
LLC, an authorized FCA dealer in McCook, Nebraska. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle
based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions
and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were
represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff
also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to
Deveny Motors, LLC to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject
Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and

above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
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undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
119.  Plaintiff, Gregory Erwin (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Arizona, residing in the City of Arizona, bought a 2015 Jeep Grand Cherokee
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about January 10,
2015, at Superior Chrysler Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Ashland, Kentucky. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Superior Chrysler Dodge to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject

Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
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cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

120.  Plaintiff, Henry Lawson (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of New York, residing in the City of Newburgh, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about October 15,
2014, at Ramsey, an authorized FCA dealer in Ramsey, New Jersey. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Ramsey to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with

undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
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deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
121.  Plaintiff, Lee Todd & Jack Terry (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”),
citizens of the State of North Carolina, residing in the City of Trinity, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram
1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about February
1, 2015, at Kernersville Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Kernersville, North Carolina. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Kernersville Dodge to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the
sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission

tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
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Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

122.  Plaintiff, James Steer, Jr. (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of lowa, residing in the City of Davenport, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about June 27, 2014,
at Browns West Branch, an authorized FCA dealer in West Branch, lowa. Plaintiff decided to buy
the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Browns West Branch to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate
touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to

deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
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would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
123.  Plaintiff, James Lines (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of lowa, residing in the City of Marble Rock, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about October 23,
2015, at Mike Molstead Ford, an authorized FCA dealer in Charles City, lowa. Plaintiff decided
to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel”
vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on
which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions
and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject
Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Mike Molstead Ford to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales
associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject

Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
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standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

124.  Plaintiff, James Bell (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of the
State of Wisconsin, residing in the City of Waumakee, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about January 29,
2018 at Hebert’s Town and Country Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in
Shreveport, Louisiana. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s
representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient).
Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as
environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls
seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Herbert’s Town
and Country Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to

deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
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would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
125.  Plaintiff, James Fox (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a citizen of the
State of South Carolina, residing in the City of Rock Hill, bought a 2014 Jeep Grand Cherokee
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about June 1, 2018 at
Abernethy Chrysler Doge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Lincolnton, North Carolina.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Abernethy Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have

purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
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comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

126.  Plaintiff, James & Linda Watkins (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”),
citizens of the State of Idaho, residing in the City of Rupert, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about June 30, 2017
at Victory Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Kansas City, Kansas. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Victory Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have

purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
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comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

127.  Plaintiff, James Newell (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Missouri, residing in the City of Pleasant Hill, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about August 2, 2016,
at State Line Dodge Ram Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Kansas City, Missouri. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to State Line Dodge Ram Jeep to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased

the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
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emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

128.  Plaintiff, James Chapman (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Montana, residing in the City of Columbia Falls, bought a 2015 Jeep Grand
Cherokee EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about
February 10, 2015, at Don K Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Whitefish, Montana. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Don K Jeep to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales
associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject

Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
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standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

129.  Plaintiff, James F. Emerson, Jr. (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a
citizen of the State of Virginia, residing in the City of Blackstone, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about September 13,
2017 at Strosnider Chevrolet, an authorized FCA dealer in Hopewell, Virginia. Plaintiff decided
to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel”
vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on
which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions
and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject
Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Strosnider Chevrolet to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales
associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject

Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
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standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

130.  Plaintiff, Jared Korn (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of the
State of Wisconsin, residing in the City of Warrens, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about September 12, 2015, at Dane
County Chrysler Dodge Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Stoughton, Wisconsin. Plaintiff decided
to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel”
vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on
which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions
and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject
Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Dane County Chrysler Dodge Jeep to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased

the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
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emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

131.  Plaintiff, Jason Downs (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of South Carolina, residing in the City of Pelion, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about October 20,
2015, at Lake Keowee Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Seneca, South
Carolina. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that
it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting
the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly,
having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials
about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Lake Keowee Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to
purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel®
attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the
advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At
the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised
only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was
Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized
emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators.

Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject VVehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she
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known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was
designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the
advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests.
Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct,
and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants
not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

132.  Plaintiff, Jason Fitzgerald (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Louisiana, residing in the City of Port Barre, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about March 17, 2016,
at Sterling Chrysler Jeep Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Opelousas, Louisiana. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Sterling Chrysler Jeep Dodge to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased

the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
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emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

133.  Plaintiff, Jay Printup (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of the
State of New York, residing in the City of New York, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject VVehicle”) on or about October 17, 2014, at Rock
City Chrysler, an authorized FCA dealer in Salamanca, New York. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Rock City Chrysler to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate
touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or

would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
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its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
134.  Plaintiff, Jeff Schoonover (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Colorado, residing in the City of Wellington, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about August 25,
2015, at Fort Collins Dodge Chrysler Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Fort Collins, Colorado.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Fort Collins Dodge Chrysler Jeep to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with

emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
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world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

135.  Plaintiff, Jeffrey Weier (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Wisconsin, residing in the City of Suring, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle’) on or about August 29, 2014, at Gandrud
Motor Company, an authorized FCA dealer in Greenbay, Wisconsin. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Gandrud Motor Company to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales
associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission

standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
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conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

136.  Plaintiff, Jeffrey Bax (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Missouri, residing in the City of California, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about February 15,
2016, at Spielers, an authorized FCA dealer in California, Missouri. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Spielers to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that

its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
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and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
137.  Plaintiff, Jeffrey & Brandon Woodall (for the purpose of this paragraph,
“Plaintiff”), citizens of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Davie, bought a 2015 Dodge
Ram 1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about June
25, 2015, at Arrigo Dodge Chrysler Jeep Sawgrass, an authorized FCA dealer in Tamarac, Florida.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Arrigo Dodge Chrysler Jeep Sawgrass to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate

during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
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performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

138.  Plaintiff, Jeffrey Michener (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Pennsylvania, residing in the City of Harleysville, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about July 28, 2014,
at Bergeys, an authorized FCA dealer in Soulderton, Pennsylvania. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Bergeys to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;

and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
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without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
139.  Plaintiff, Jeremy Hornack (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Palm Coast, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about February 1,
2017 at Murray Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram of Starke, an authorized FCA dealer in Starke, Florida.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Murray Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram of Starke to purchase
the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes,
including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel
economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of
purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by
emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff
aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission
control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff
would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known
that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to
de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised

towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has
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suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would
not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not
concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

140.  Plaintiff, Jim Zinda (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of the
State of Montana, residing in the City of Wibaux, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about April 10, 2016, at HKT, an
authorized FCA dealer in Glendive, Montana. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based
in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and
fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were
represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff
also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to
HKT to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel®
attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the
advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At
the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised
only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was
Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized
emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators.
Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject VVehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she
known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was
designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the
advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests.

Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct,
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and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants

not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

141.  Plaintiff, Jimmy & Rene Flippen (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a
citizen of the State of Oklahoma, residing in the City of Waurika, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle’) on or about September 11,
2016, at Byford Chrysler Doge Jeep Ram Duncan, an authorized FCA dealer in Duncan,
Oklahoma. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations
that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls
visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally
friendly, having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television
commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Byford Chrysler Doge Jeep Ram
Duncan to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s
EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along
with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject
Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as
advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits.
Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and
unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers
and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less
for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment
system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not
achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating

emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of
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Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid
less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

142.  Plaintiff, Joe Laverdiere (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Illinois, residing in the City of Peoria, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle’) on or about December 13, 2015, at Sam
Leman Peoria, an authorized FCA dealer in Peoria, Illinois. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject
Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced
emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject
Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel
economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When
Plaintiff went to Sam Leman Peoria to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate

result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
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have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
143.  Plaintiff, John Donohoe (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Nebraska, residing in the City of North Platte, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about June 1, 2016,
at Janssen Motors, an authorized FCA dealer in North Platte, Nebraska. Plaintiff decided to buy
the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Janssen Motors to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would

have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
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144,  Plaintiff, John Lazore (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of New York, residing in the City of Hogansburg, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about December 3,
2015, at Blevins Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Massena, New York. Plaintiff decided to
buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Blevins Dodge to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

145.  Plaintiff, John Lance (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
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the State of Oklahoma, residing in the City of Clayton, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about August 14,
2015, at Seth Wadley Auto Group, an authorized FCA dealer in Pauls Valley, Oklahoma. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Seth Wadley Auto Group to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

146.  Plaintiff, John McGarry (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
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the State of New York, residing in the City of Highland Lake, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle’) on or about April 1, 2016,
at Milford Chrysler Jeep Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Milford, Pennsylvania. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Milford Chrysler Jeep Dodge to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

147.  Plaintiff, John Neumayer (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a citizen
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of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Lecanto, bought a 2014 Jeep Grand Cherokee
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about February 16,
2016, at Acura or Avon, an authorized FCA dealer in Canton, Connecticut. Plaintiff decided to
buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Acura or Avon to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
148.  Plaintiff, Jonathan Proctor (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen

of the State of Pennsylvania, residing in the City of Irwin, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
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EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about September 2,
2016, at Kenny Ross, an authorized FCA dealer in Adamsburg, Pennsylvania. Plaintiff decided to
buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Kenny Ross to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
149.  Plaintiff, Jordan Turske (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Ohio, residing in the City of Reynoldsburg, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500

EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about October 30,
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2016, at Liberty Chrysler, an authorized FCA dealer in Pataskala, Ohio. Plaintiff decided to buy
the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Liberty Chrysler to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
150.  Plaintiff, Jose Mejia (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of the
State of North Carolina, residing in the City of Durham, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about June 19, 2017

at Capital Chrysler Jeep Dodge In Garner, an authorized FCA dealer in Garner, North Carolina.
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Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Capital Chrysler Jeep Dodge In Garner to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants” misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the

unauthorized emission control devices.

151.  Plaintiff, Joseph McCrumb (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Michigan, residing in the City of Portland, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle’) on or about September 15,

2016, at Jim Riehls Friendly Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Lapeer, Michigan. Plaintiff
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decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Jim Riehls Friendly Dodge to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission

control devices.

152.  Plaintiff, Joseph Hyte Johnson (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a
citizen of the State of Arizona, residing in the City of Vail, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle’) on or about April 4, 2014,

at Larry H. Miller Dodge Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Tucson, Arizona. Plaintiff decided to
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buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Larry H. Miller Dodge Ram to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales
associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants” misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control

devices.

153.  Plaintiff, Joshua Turner (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Michigan, residing in the City of Coahoma, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about November 2,

2015, at McFadden Friendly Motors, an authorized FCA dealer in South Haven, Michigan.
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Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to McFadden Friendly Motors to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

154.  Plaintiff, Joyce Ciccone (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of New Jersey, residing in the City of Augusta, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about July 15, 2015,

at Franklin Sussex Auto Mall, an authorized FCA dealer in Sussex, New Jersey. Plaintiff decided
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to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel”
vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on
which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions
and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject
Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Franklin Sussex Auto Mall to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the
sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants” misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control

devices.

155.  Plaintiff, Justin Davis (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Arizona, residing in the City of Junction City, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about December 19,

2018 at Cowboy Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Clinton, Arizona. Plaintiff decided to buy
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the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Cowboy Dodge to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
156.  Plaintiff, Justin Mays (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Kentucky, residing in the City of Pineville, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about May 5, 2016,
at Tim Short Middlesboro, an authorized FCA dealer in Middlesboro, Kentucky. Plaintiff decided

to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel”
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vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on
which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions
and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject
Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Tim Short Middlesboro to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the
sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

157.  Plaintiff, Ken Trousdale (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Colorado, residing in the City of Peyton, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject VVehicle”) on or about January 6, 2016,
at Colorado Springs Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Colorado Springs, Colorado. Plaintiff

decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
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“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Colorado Springs Dodge to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

158.  Plaintiff, Ken Sharpe (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Pennsylvania, residing in the City of Seneca, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject VVehicle”) on or about November 30,
2016, at Donovan & Bauer Auto Group, an authorized FCA dealer in Titusville, Pennsylvania.

Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
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“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Donovan & Bauer Auto Group to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

159.  Plaintiff, Kenneth Nunez (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Louisiana, residing in the City of Opelousas, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about February 1,
2016, at Sterling Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Opelousas, Louisiana.

Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
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“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Sterling Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

160.  Plaintiff, Kevin Morrison (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Cape Coral, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about December 14,
2015, at Douglas Jeep Chrysler Dodge Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Venice, Florida. Plaintiff

decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
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“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Douglas Jeep Chrysler Dodge Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants” misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

161.  Plaintiff, Kevin Massey (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Arizona, residing in the City of Greenbrier, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about August 29,
2015, at Red River Dodge Chrysler Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Heber Springs, Arizona.

Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
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“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Red River Dodge Chrysler Jeep to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

162.  Plaintiff, Kim Hall (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of the
State of North Carolina, residing in the City of Como, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about June 6, 2015, at Greenbrier
Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Chesapeake, Virginia. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject

Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced
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emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject
Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel
economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When
Plaintiff went to Greenbrier Dodge to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
163.  Plaintiff, Kimberly Miller (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Ohio, residing in the City of Cincinnati, bought a 2015 Jeep Grand Cherokee
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about January 23,
2015, at Northgate Chrysler Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Cincinnati, Ohio. Plaintiff decided
to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel”

vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep website, on



Case 2:18-cv-13838-DML-MKM ECF No. 1 filed 12/11/18 PagelD.183 Page 183 of 1016

which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions
and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject
Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Northgate Chrysler Jeep to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the
sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

164.  Plaintiff, Kimela Bryant (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of South Carolina, residing in the City of Monetta, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about October 22,
2016, at JT’s Chrysler Jeep Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Lexington, South Carolina.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an

“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
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website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to JT’s Chrysler Jeep Dodge to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

165.  Plaintiff, Kris Shepherd (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Oregon, residing in the City of Keizer, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject VVehicle”) on or about July 17, 2015, at Dave Smith
Motors, an authorized FCA dealer in Kellogg, Idaho. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle
based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions

and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were
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represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff
also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to
Dave Smith Motors to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject
Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
166.  Plaintiff, Lance Popwell (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Louisiana, residing in the City of Farmerville, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about November 1,
2016, at Brennan Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Ruston, Louisiana. Plaintiff decided to buy
the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the

Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
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fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Brennan Dodge to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
167.  Plaintiff, Larry Sosamon (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of lllinois, residing in the City of Saybrook, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about November 7,
2014, at Shields Auto Center, an authorized FCA dealer in Rantoul, Illinois. Plaintiff decided to
buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good

fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
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When Plaintiff went to Shields Auto Center to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate
touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOX at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants” misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
168.  Plaintiff, Larry Maxa (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Idaho, residing in the City of Weiser, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about August 31, 2016, at
Hometown Motors, an authorized FCA dealer in Weiser, Idaho. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject
Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced
emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject
Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel
economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When

Plaintiff went to Hometown Motors to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
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Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
169.  Plaintiff, Lennard Loupe (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Louisiana, residing in the City of Reserve, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about May 31, 2014,
at Riverland Chrysler Dodge Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Laplace, Louisiana. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject VVehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Riverland Chrysler Dodge Jeep to purchase the Subject

Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject VVehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
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economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

170.  Plaintiff, Leslie James (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Colorado, residing in the City of Windsor, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about May 19, 2016,
at Fort Collins Dodge Chrysler Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Fort Collins, Colorado. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Fort Collins Dodge Chrysler Jeep to purchase the Subject

Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject VVehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
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economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

171.  Plaintiff, Loren Heideman (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Oregon, residing in the City of lone, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about February 15, 2016, at Toms
Country Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Hermiston, Oregon. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Toms Country Dodge to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate

touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
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These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOX at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
172.  Plaintiff, Louie Romero (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of New Mexico, residing in the City of Santa Rosa, bought a 2015 Jeep Grand Cherokee
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about August 7, 2018
at Mark’s Casa Chrysler Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Albuquerque, New Mexico. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Mark’s Casa Chrysler Jeep to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject VVehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel

economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
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among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

173.  Plaintiff, Luke David (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Louisiana, residing in the City of Gueydan, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about August 1, 2015,
at Sterling Motors, an authorized FCA dealer in Jennings, Louisiana. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Sterling Motors to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These

representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
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chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
174.  Plaintiff, Marie & Verl Robbins (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”),
citizens of the State of Utah, residing in the City of Tremonton, bought a 2015 Jeep Grand
Cherokee EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about
August 8, 2014, at Heritage Motor, an authorized FCA dealer in Tremonton, Utah. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Heritage Motor to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the
sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the

primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
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that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

175.  Plaintiff, Mark Seghetti, d/b/a R & B Outdoors, Inc. (for the purpose of this
paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of the State of Oregon, residing in the City of Springfield, bought
a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”)
on or about February 1, 2016, at Lithia Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram Fiat of Eugene, an authorized
FCA dealer in Eugene, Oregon. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s
representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient).
Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as
environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls
seeing television commercials about the Subject VVehicles. When Plaintiff went to Lithia Chrysler
Dodge Jeep Ram Fiat of Eugene to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These

representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
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chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
176.  Plaintiff, Mark Deemy (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Arizona, residing in the City of Surprise, bought a 2014 Jeep Grand Cherokee
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about September 9,
2014, at Larry Miller Dodge Chrysler Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Surprise, Illinois. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Larry Miller Dodge Chrysler Jeep to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,

were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
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Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

177.  Plaintiff, Ronald Macdonald (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a
citizen of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Cross City, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about June 24, 2016,
at Lake City Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Lake City, Florida. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Lake City Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,

were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
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Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

178.  Plaintiff, Michael Thomas (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Illinois, residing in the City of Dwight, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about August 20, 2016, Bought it
Used from a Private Owner, in Dwight, Illinois. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based
in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and
fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were
represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff
also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff decided to
Purchase from a Private Owner, the seller touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes,
including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel
economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of

purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by
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emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff
aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission
control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff
would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known
that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to
de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised
towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has
suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would
not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not
concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

179.  Plaintiff, Michael Balzhiser (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a
citizen of the State of New York, residing in the City of Endicott, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about February 19,
2016, at Binghamton Chrysler, an authorized FCA dealer in Binghamton, New York. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Binghamton Chrysler to purchase the Subject Vehicle,
the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy
and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know

that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater



Case 2:18-cv-13838-DML-MKM ECF No. 1 filed 12/11/18 PagelD.199 Page 199 of 1016

than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

180.  Plaintiff, Michael Divona (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Callahan, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about April 20, 2015,
at Murray Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Starke, Florida. Plaintiff decided to buy
the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Murray Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales
associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know

that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater



Case 2:18-cv-13838-DML-MKM ECF No. 1 filed 12/11/18 PagelD.200 Page 200 of 1016

than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

181.  Plaintiff, Michael Janssen (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Missouri, residing in the City of Hillsboro, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about April 15, 2016,
at Lucas Smith, an authorized FCA dealer in Festus, Missouri. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject
Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced
emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject
Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel
economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When
Plaintiff went to Lucas Smith to purchase the Subject VVehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject
Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle

could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
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above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
182.  Plaintiff, Michael Stuart (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Missouri, residing in the City of Lampe, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about November 4,
2014, at Corwin Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Springfield, Missouri. Plaintiff decided to buy
the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Corwin Ram to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and

above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
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undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
183.  Plaintiff, Michele Carrano (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Arizona, residing in the City of Golden Canyon, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about July 31, 2015,
at Lilliston Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Millville, New Jersey. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Lilliston Dodge to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with

undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
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deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
184.  Plaintiff, Mike Stevens (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of South Dakota, residing in the City of Viborg, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about December 1,
2014, at Billion Auto — Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram In Sioux Falls, an authorized FCA dealer in
Sioux Falls, South Dakota. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s
representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient).
Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as
environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls
seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Billion Auto —
Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram In Sioux Falls to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with

undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to



Case 2:18-cv-13838-DML-MKM ECF No. 1 filed 12/11/18 PagelD.204 Page 204 of 1016

deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
185.  Plaintiff, Mike Kolsch (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Nevada, residing in the City of Elko, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about September 15, 2014, at Elko
Motor Co., an authorized FCA dealer in Elko, Nevada. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle
based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions
and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were
represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff
also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Elko
Motor Co. to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s
EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along
with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject
Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as
advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits.
Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and
unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers

and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less
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for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment
system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not
achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating
emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of
Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid
less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

186.  Plaintiff, Mike Mcclowkey (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Washington, residing in the City of Hoquiam, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about November 20,
2016, at Five Star, an authorized FCA dealer in Aberdeen, Washington. Plaintiff decided to buy
the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Five Star to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or

would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
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its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
187.  Plaintiff, Mike Blizinski (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of New York, residing in the City of Loudonville, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about November 11,
2015, at Lia Chrysler Dodge Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Loudonville, New York. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Lia Chrysler Dodge Jeep to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with

emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
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world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

188.  Plaintiff, Mike Doherty (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of New Hampshire, residing in the City of Dublin, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about October 22,
2014, at Summit Chrysler, an authorized FCA dealer in Brattleboro, Vermont. Plaintiff decided to
buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Summit Chrysler to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that

its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
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and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
189.  Plaintiff, Miklos Toth (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Nevada, residing in the City of Ely, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel® (for
the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about June 1, 2015, at Dave Smith
Motors, an authorized FCA dealer in Kellogg, Idaho. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle
based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions
and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were
represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff
also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to
Dave Smith Motors to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject
Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;

and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
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without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
190.  Plaintiff, Monte Paul & Devera Jean Oberlee (for the purpose of this paragraph,
“Plaintiff”), citizens of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Punta Gouda, bought a 2014
Jeep Grand Cherokee EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or
about July 15, 2015, at Son Nester Auto Group, an authorized FCA dealer in Houghton Lake,
Michigan. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that
it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting
the Jeep website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly,
having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials
about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Son Nester Auto Group to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,

and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
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direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

191.  Plaintiff, Morgan Green (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Pennsylvania, residing in the City of Scranton, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about January 31,
2015, at Scranton Dodge Chrysler Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Scranton, Pennsylvania.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Scranton Dodge Chrysler Jeep Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,

performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
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concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

192.  Plaintiff, Neil Durrant (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Idaho, residing in the City of Kuna, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel® (for
the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about June 1, 2016, at Peterson Dodge
Chrysler Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Nampa, Idaho. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Peter Dodge Chrysler Jeep Ram to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales
associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel

economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
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proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

193.  Plaintiff, Paul Kearney (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Washington, residing in the City of Edmonds, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about July 5, 2016, at
Rairdon Dodge Chrysler Keep of Kirkland, an authorized FCA dealer in Kirkland, Washington.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Rairdon Dodge Chrysler Keep of Kirkland to purchase
the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes,
including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel
economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of
purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by
emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff
aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission
control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff
would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known
that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to
de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised

towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has
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suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would
not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not
concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

194.  Plaintiff, Peter Ammirati (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of New York, residing in the City of Staten Island, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about May 7, 2016,
at Route 18 Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in New Brunswick, New Jersey.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Route 18 Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,

performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
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concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

195.  Plaintiff, Peter Vigue (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Montana, residing in the City of Superior, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about March 11, 2016, at Dave
Smith Motors, an authorized FCA dealer in Kellogg, Idaho. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject
Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced
emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject
Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel
economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When
Plaintiff went to Dave Smith Motors to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy

without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
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result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
196.  Plaintiff, Randal & Virginia Smith (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”),
citizens of the State of Nevada, residing in the City of Laughlin, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about May 31, 2018
at Jones Ram/Chrysler, an authorized FCA dealer in Wickenburg, Arizona. Plaintiff decided to
buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Jones Ram/Chrysler to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate
touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOX at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate

result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
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have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
197.  Plaintiff, Randall Holdaway (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a
citizen of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Lakewood Ranch, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram
1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about October
1, 2015, at Plaza Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Inverness, Florida.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Plaza Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject

Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
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control devices.

198.  Plaintiff, Randall Peterson (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”’), a citizen
of the State of Illinois, residing in the City of Paris, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle’) on or about August 3, 2016, at Diepholz
Auto Group, an authorized FCA dealer in Paris, Illinois. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject
Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced
emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject
Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel
economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When
Plaintiff went to Diepholz Auto Group to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would

have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
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199.  Plaintiff, Randall Long (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Nevada, residing in the City of Las Vegas, bought a 2014 Jeep Grand Cherokee
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about June 28, 2014,
at Tobin Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Henderson, Nevada. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Tobin Dodge to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

200.  Plaintiff, Randy Sturzenbecher (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a



Case 2:18-cv-13838-DML-MKM ECF No. 1 filed 12/11/18 PagelD.219 Page 219 of 1016

citizen of the State of South Dakota, residing in the City of Black Hawk, bought a 2014 Dodge
Ram 1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about
October 11, 2015, from a Private Owner. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part
on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel
efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were
represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff
also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to the
Private Owner to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the owner touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel®
attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the
advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At
the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised
only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was
Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized
emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators.
Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she
known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was
designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the
advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests.
Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct,
and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants
not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

201.  Plaintiffs, Randy and Angie Reed (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiffs”),

are citizens of the State of Oklahoma, residing in the City of Mcloud, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram
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1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about August 1,
2016, at AutoMax Dodge Chrysler Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Shawnee, Oklahoma.
Plaintiffs decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiffs recall visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiffs also recall seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiffs went to AutoMax Dodge Chrysler Jeep Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiffs chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiffs did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiffs would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiffs have suffered a concrete injury as
a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the
Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized
emission control devices.

202.  Plaintiff, Ray Falk (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of the

State of New York, residing in the City of Beaver Falls, bought a 2014 Jeep Grand Cherokee
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EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about January 26,
2018 at Gerald A Nortz Inc. Chrysler, Dodge, Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Lowville, new
York. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it
was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting
the Jeep website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly,
having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials
about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Gerald A Nortz Inc. Chrysler, Dodge, Jeep to
purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel®
attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the
advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At
the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised
only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was
Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized
emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators.
Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she
known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was
designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the
advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests.
Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct,
and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants
not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

203.  Plaintiff, Raymond L. White (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a

citizen of the State of Kansas, residing in the City of Garden City, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
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EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about January 18,
2018 at Merchants Fleet Management, an authorized FCA dealer in Hooksett, New Hampshire.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Merchants Fleet Management to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

204.  Plaintiff, Alan Stcyr (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of the

State of Virginia, residing in the City of Chesapeake, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
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(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about November 3, 2017 at Hall
Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Chesapeake, Virginia. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject
Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced
emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject
Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel
economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When
Plaintiff went to Hall Dodge to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject
Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
205.  Plaintiff, Rex Hale (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of the
State of Oklahoma, residing in the City of Vici, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel® (for

the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about July 12, 2017 at Cummins
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Chrysler, an authorized FCA dealer in Weatherford, Oklahoma. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Cummins Chrysler to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate
touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOX at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
206.  Plaintiff, Richard Bradley (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Tennessee, residing in the City of Lancing, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about July 18, 2017

at East Tennessee Ford, an authorized FCA dealer in Crossville, Tennessee. Plaintiff decided to



Case 2:18-cv-13838-DML-MKM ECF No. 1 filed 12/11/18 PagelD.225 Page 225 of 1016

buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to East Tennessee Ford to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate
touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOX at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
207.  Plaintiff, Richard Carr (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Florida, residing in the City of Jacksonville, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about December 30,
2016, at Daytona Dodge Chrysler Jeep Ram & Fiat, an authorized FCA dealer in Daytona Beach,

Florida. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it
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was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting
the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly,
having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials
about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Daytona Dodge Chrysler Jeep Ram & Fiat to
purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel®
attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the
advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At
the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised
only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was
Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized
emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators.
Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she
known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was
designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the
advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests.
Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants” misconduct,
and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants
not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

208.  Plaintiff Richard Smith (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Kentucky, residing in the City of Cecilia, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about October 31, 2015, at Swope
Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Elizabethtown, Kentucky. Plaintiff

decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
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“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Swope Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

209.  Plaintiff, Richard Gange (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Washington, residing in the City of Vancouver, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject VVehicle”) on or about April 17, 2017
at Ron Tonkin, an authorized FCA dealer in Milwaukie, Oregon. Plaintiff decided to buy the

Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,



Case 2:18-cv-13838-DML-MKM ECF No. 1 filed 12/11/18 PagelD.228 Page 228 of 1016

reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Ron Tonkin to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
210.  Plaintiff, Robert Theser (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Oklahoma, residing in the City of Colcord, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about July 28, 2016,
at McLarty Daniel Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram Fiat, an authorized FCA dealer in Springdale,
Arizona. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that

it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting
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the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly,
having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials
about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to McLarty Daniel Chrysler Dodge Jeep am Fiat
to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel®
attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the
advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At
the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised
only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was
Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized
emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators.
Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject VVehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she
known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was
designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the
advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests.
Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct,
and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants
not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

211.  Plaintiff, Robert Redman (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Ohio, residing in the City of Eaton, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about May 7, 2016, at SVG
Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Easton, Ohio. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,

reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
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Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to SVG Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales
associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

212.  Plaintiff, Robert Kroener (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Arizona, residing in the City of Scottsdale, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about September 30,
2015, at Earnhardt Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Gilbert, Arizona.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an

“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
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website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Earnhardt Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants” misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

213.  Plaintiff, Robert Graaf (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Missouri, residing in the City of Clever, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about December 29, 2015, at
Fletcher Automotive, an authorized FCA dealer in Joplin, Missouri. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,

reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
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Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Fletcher Automotive to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate
touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
214.  Plaintiff, Robert Morris (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Kansas, residing in the City of Wichita, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about December 23, 2015, at Van
Horn, an authorized FCA dealer in Plymouth, Wisconsin. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject
Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced
emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject

Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel
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economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When
Plaintiff went to Van Horn to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject
Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
215.  Plaintiff, Roberto Berenguer-Serrano (for the purpose of this paragraph,
“Plaintiff”), a citizen of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Miami Beach, bought a 2016
Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or
about April 16, 2016, at Aventura CJ. LLC, an authorized FCA dealer in Miami Beach, Florida.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject VVehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low

emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
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Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Aventura CJ. LLC to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the
sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

216.  Plaintiff, William Johnson (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of South Carolina, residing in the City of Ravenel, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about November 1,
2014, at Rick Hendrick Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Charleston, South Carolina. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low

emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
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Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Rick Hendrick Dodge to purchase the Subject Vehicle,
the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy
and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

217.  Plaintiff, Ron Hayden & Ashley Suran (for the purpose of this paragraph,
“Plaintiff”), citizens of the State of Ohio, residing in the City of Seven Hills, bought a 2016 Dodge
Ram 1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about May
5, 2018 at North Coast Auto Mall, an authorized FCA dealer in Bedford, Ohio. Plaintiff decided
to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel”
vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on
which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions

and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject
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Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to North Coast Auto Mall to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales
associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

218.  Plaintiff, Ryan Holker (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”’), a citizen of
the State of Minnesota, residing in the City of Waverly, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about July 23, 2015,
at Ray Automall, an authorized FCA dealer in Buffalo, Minnesota. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good

fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
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When Plaintiff went to Ryan Automall to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
219.  Plaintiff, Ryan Scott (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff™), a citizen of the
State of Ohio, residing in the City of Chillicothe, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about January 27, 2017 at Ryan
Scott, an authorized FCA dealer in Fairborn, Ohio. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle
based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions
and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were
represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff
also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to

Ryan Scott to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s
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EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along
with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject
Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as
advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits.
Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and
unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers
and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less
for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment
system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not
achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating
emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of
Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid
less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

220.  Plaintiff, Sara Batchelor (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Missouri, residing in the City of Saint Charles, bought a 2016 Jeep Grand Cherokee
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about June 30, 2016,
at South County Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Saint Louis, Missouri. Plaintiff decided to
buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to South County Dodge to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate

touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
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These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOX at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
221.  Plaintiff, Scott Franzel (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Michigan, residing in the City of Sandusky, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about February 1,
2014, at Tubbs Brothers Ford Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Sandusky,
Michigan. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that
it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting
the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly,
having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials
about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Tubbs Brothers Ford Chrysler Dodge Jeep
Ram to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel®

attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the
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advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At
the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised
only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was
Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized
emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators.
Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject VVehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she
known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was
designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the
advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests.
Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct,
and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants
not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

222.  Plaintiff, Scott Milne (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Washington, residing in the City of Cashmere, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about November 15,
2014, at Dave Smith Motors, an authorized FCA dealer in Kellogg, Idaho. Plaintiff decided to buy
the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Dave Smith Motors to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate
touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.

These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
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Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOX at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
223.  Plaintiff, Scott Fick (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of the
State of Pennsylvania, residing in the City of Blandon, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle’) on or about June 1, 2017 at
Savage 61, an authorized FCA dealer in Reading, Pennsylvania. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Savage 61 to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff

chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
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could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants” misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
224.  Plaintiff, Sean Conran (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Connecticut, residing in the City of Southington, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about November 1,
2015, at Papa’s Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in New Britain, Connecticut.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Papa’s Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff

did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
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that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

225.  Plaintiff, Sean Conran (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Connecticut, residing in the City of Southington, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about May 1, 2017 at
Milford Ford, an authorized FCA dealer in Milford, Connecticut. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Milford Ford to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle

could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
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above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants” misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
226.  Plaintiff, Sherri Collins (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Florida, residing in the City of Loxahatchee, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about February 10,
2015, at Napleton, an authorized FCA dealer in Lake Park, Florida. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Napleton to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and

above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
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undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
227.  Plaintiff, Slade D. Howell (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Alaska residing in the City of Anchorage, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about April 22, 2017
at Anchorage Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Anchorage, Alaska. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Anchorage Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her

Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
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designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

228.  Plaintiff, Stephen Swanson (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”’), a citizen
of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Cottondale, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about May 25, 2016,
at Palm Automotive, an authorized FCA dealer in Punta Gorda, Florida. Plaintiff decided to buy
the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Palm Automotive to purchase the Subject VVehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with

undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
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deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
229.  Plaintiff, Steve Conklin (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Colorado, residing in the City of Eagle, bought a 2014 Jeep Grand Cherokee
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about December 9,
2013, at AutoNation Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram Southwest, an authorized FCA dealer in Littleton,
Colorado. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that
it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting
the Jeep website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly,
having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials
about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to AutoNation Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram
Southwest to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s
EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along
with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject
Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject VVehicle could perform as
advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits.
Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and

unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers
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and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less
for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment
system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not
achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating
emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of
Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid
less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

230.  Plaintiff, Steven Fitzgerald (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Jacksonville, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about April 1, 2016,
at Orange Park Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Jacksonville, Florida. Plaintiff decided to buy
the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Orange Park Dodge to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate
touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to

deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
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would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
231.  Plaintiff, Steven Seaberg (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Virginia, residing in the City of Glen Allen, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about December 16,
2015, at Lustine Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Woodbridge, Virginia.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Lustine Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have

purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
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comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

232.  Plaintiff, Steven Chauvin (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Pensacola, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about August 30,
2016, at Rainbow Chrysler Dodge Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Covington, Louisiana.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Rainbow Chrysler Dodge Jeep to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased

the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
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emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

233.  Plaintiff, Teaguer Terrell (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Utah, residing in the City of South Jordan, bought a 2014 Jeep Grand Cherokee
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about September 1,
2014, at LHM Chris Jeep Dodge Ram Sandy, an authorized FCA dealer in Sandy, Utah. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to LHM Chris Jeep Dodge Ram Sandy to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have

purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
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comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

234.  Plaintiff, Terri Turnbull (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of lowa, residing in the City of Ankeny, bought a 2014 Jeep Grand Cherokee EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about November 1, 2014, at Dewey
Dodge Chrysler Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Ankeny, lowa. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Dewey Dodge Chrysler Jeep to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales
associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject

Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
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standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

235.  Plaintiff, Thomas Spalding (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Arizona, residing in the City of Phoenix, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about June 13, 2015,
at Larry Miller Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Peoria, Arizona. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Larry Miller Ram to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or

would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
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its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
236.  Plaintiff, Thomas Kosinski(for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Tennessee, residing in the City of White Bluff, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about March 30, 2015,
at Rockie Williams Premier Dodge Chrysler Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Mt. Juliet,
Tennessee. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations
that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls
visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally
friendly, having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television
commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Rockie Williams Premier Dodge
Chrysler Jeep Ram to purchase the Subject VVehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s
EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along
with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject
Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as
advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits.
Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and
unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers
and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less

for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment
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system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not
achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating
emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of
Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid
less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

237.  Plaintiff, Thomas J. & Gilbert Madonna (for the purpose of this paragraph,
“Plaintiff”), citizens of the State of Pennsylvania, residing in the City of Schwenksville, bought a
2014 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on
or about September 6, 2017 at Lansdale Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in
Montgomeryville, Pennsylvania. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on
FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel
efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were
represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff
also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to
Lansdale Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or

would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
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its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
238.  Plaintiff, Tim Byrd (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a citizen of the
State of Louisiana, residing in the City of Baton Rouge, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about December 23,
2016, at Salsburgy’s Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Baton Rouge,
Louisiana. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject VVehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that
it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting
the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly,
having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials
about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Salsburgy’s Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to
purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel®
attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the
advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At
the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject VVehicle could perform as advertised
only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was
Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized
emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators.
Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject VVehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she

known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was
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designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the
advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests.
Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct,
and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants
not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

239.  Plaintiff, Tim Clampoli (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Missouri, residing in the City of Saint Louis, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about July 17, 2018
at Weiss Toyota, an authorized FCA dealer in Saint Louis, Missouri. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Weiss Toyota to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that

its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
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and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
240.  Plaintiff, Timothy P. Woodson (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a
citizen of the State of Oklahoma, residing in the City of Duncan, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle’) on or about September 12,
2015, at Byford Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Duncan, Oklahoma. Plaintiff decided to buy
the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Byford Dodge to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;

and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
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without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
241.  Plaintiff, Todd Barrios (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Louisiana, residing in the City of Houma, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about January 1, 2015, at Southland
Dodge Chrysler Jeep Ram Fiat, an authorized FCA dealer in Houma, Louisiana. Plaintiff decided
to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel”
vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on
which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions
and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject
Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Southland Dodge Chrysler Jeep Ram Fiat to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,

and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
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direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

242.  Plaintiff, Todd Barrios (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Louisiana, residing in the City of Houma, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about January 1, 2015, at Southland
Dodge Chrysler Jeep Ram Fiat, an authorized FCA dealer in Houma, Louisiana. Plaintiff decided
to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel”
vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on
which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions
and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject
Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Southland Dodge Chrysler Jeep Ram Fiat to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,

and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
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direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

243.  Plaintiff, Tom & Sherri Catlin (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”),
citizens of the State of Illinois, residing in the City of Marseilles, bought a 2015 Jeep Grand
Cherokee EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about
November 17, 2015, at Dempsy’s, an authorized FCA dealer in Plano, Illinois. Plaintiff decided to
buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Dempsy’s to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy

without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
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result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
244.  Plaintiff, Robert Yakimchick (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a
citizen of the State of Michigan, residing in the City of Columbus, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram
1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject VVehicle”) on or about November
1, 2016, at Milosch’s Palace Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Lake Orion,
Michigan. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that
it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting
the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly,
having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials
about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Milosch’s Palace Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram
to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel®
attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the
advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At
the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised
only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was
Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized
emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators.
Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject VVehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she
known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was
designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the
advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests.

Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct,
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and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants
not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

245.  Plaintiff, Tommy H. Brown (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a
citizen of the State of Idaho, residing in the City of Pocatello, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about October 1, 2016,
at West Motor Ford, Inc., an authorized FCA dealer in Preston, Idaho. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to West Motor Ford, Inc. to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate
touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate

result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
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have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
246.  Plaintiff, Wade J. Lackey (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Oklahoma, residing in the City of Henryetta, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about June 1, 2017 at
Mike Bailey Motors Incorporated, an authorized FCA dealer in Henryetta, Oklahoma. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Mike Bailey Motors Incorporated to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject

Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
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control devices.

247.  Plaintiff, William Padrick Jr. (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a
citizen of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Okeechobee, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about March 30, 2017
at Garber Buick GMC, an authorized FCA dealer in Fort Pierce, Florida. Plaintiff decided to buy
the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Garber Buick GMC to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate
touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOX at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would

have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.



Case 2:18-cv-13838-DML-MKM ECF No. 1 filed 12/11/18 PagelD.266 Page 266 of 1016

248.  Plaintiff, William Wheeler (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of North Carolina, residing in the City of Waynesville, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram
1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about December
14, 2016, at Jerry Ulm Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Tampa, Florida. Plaintiff decided to
buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Jerry UIm Dodge to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

249.  Plaintiff, Alan Wright (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a citizen of



Case 2:18-cv-13838-DML-MKM ECF No. 1 filed 12/11/18 PagelD.267 Page 267 of 1016

the State of Tennessee, residing in the City of Eads, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about December 1, 2013, at
Collierville Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Collierville, Tennessee.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Collierville Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

250.  Plaintiff, Amy Mccarthy (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
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of the State of Pennsylvania, residing in the City of Dallastown, bought a 2015 Jeep Grand
Cherokee EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about
August 12, 2016, at Len Stoler Chrysler Dodge Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Westminister,
Maryland. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that
it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting
the Jeep website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly,
having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials
about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Len Stoler Chrysler Dodge Jeep to purchase
the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes,
including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel
economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of
purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by
emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff
aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission
control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff
would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known
that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to
de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised
towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has
suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would
not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not
concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

251.  Plaintiff, Brandon Alexander LeBrun (for the purpose of this paragraph,
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“Plaintiff”), a citizen of the State of Louisiana, residing in the City of Campti, bought a 2015 Dodge
Ram 1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about
December 2, 2014, at Shreveport Dodge Dealer, an authorized FCA dealer in Shreveport,
Louisiana. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that
it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting
the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly,
having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials
about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Shreveport Dodge Dealer to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

252.  Plaintiff, David Meunier (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
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of the State of Vermont, residing in the City of Enosburg Falls, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about June 30, 2015,
at Bokan Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in St Albans City, Vermont.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Bokan Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

253.  Plaintiff, Gary Luster & Phyllis Marie Anderson (for the purpose of this paragraph,
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“Plaintiff”), citizens of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Avon Park, bought a 2014
Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or
about June 21, 2018 at Nicks Motor Sales, an authorized FCA dealer in Kalkaska, Michigan.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Nicks Motor Sales to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the
sales associate touted the Subject VVehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

254.  Plaintiff, James Mikles (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
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the State of Arizona, residing in the City of Scranton, bought a 2014 Jeep Grand Cherokee
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about January 7, 2015,
at Medina Auto Mall, an authorized FCA dealer in Medina, Ohio. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Medina Auto Mall to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate
touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
255.  Plaintiff, Jason Trotter (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintift”), a citizen of

the State of Oklahoma, residing in the City of Sand Springs, bought a 2014 Jeep Grand Cherokee
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EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about June 1, 2014,
at South Pointe Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Tulsa, Oklahoma. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to South Pointe Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

256.  Plaintiff, John Stork (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of the

State of Oklahoma, residing in the City of Pocola, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
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(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle’) on or about November 2, 2017 at Wright
County Motors Inc., an authorized FCA dealer in Clarion, lowa. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Wright County Motors Inc. to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales
associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants” misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

257.  Plaintiff, Matthew Luckett (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen

of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Fort Lauderdale, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
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EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about May 1, 2014,
at Napleton Northlake Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Lake Park, Florida.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Napleton Northlake Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to
purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel®
attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the
advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At
the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised
only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was
Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized
emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators.
Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she
known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was
designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the
advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests.
Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct,
and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants
not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

258.  Plaintiff, Russell and Joella Tabaka (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”),

a citizen of the State of Illinois, residing in the City of Volo, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500



Case 2:18-cv-13838-DML-MKM ECF No. 1 filed 12/11/18 PagelD.276 Page 276 of 1016

EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about July 6, 2016, at
Kunes Country Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram of Woodstock, an authorized FCA dealer in Woodstock,
Illinois. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it
was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting
the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly,
having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials
about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Kunes Country Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram of
Woodstock to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s
EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along
with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject
Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as
advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits.
Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and
unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers
and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less
for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment
system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not
achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating
emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of
Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid
less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

259.  Plaintiff, Stephen Joseph Podolak (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”),

a citizen of the State of Maryland, residing in the City of Elkton, bought a 2016 Jeep Grand
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Cherokee EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about
September 24, 2016, at Country Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Oxford,
Pennsylvania. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations
that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls
visiting the Jeep website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally
friendly, having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television
commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Country Chrysler Dodge Jeep
Ram to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel®
attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the
advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At
the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised
only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was
Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized
emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators.
Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she
known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was
designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the
advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests.
Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct,
and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants
not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

260.  Plaintiff, Tony Hutchinson (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff™), a citizen

of the State of Oklahoma, residing in the City of Ardmore, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
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EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about October 1, 2016,
at Carter County Didge Chrysler Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Ardmore, Oklahoma. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Carter County Dodge Chrysler Jeep to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

261.  Plaintiff, William Akins (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen

of the State of Colorado, residing in the City of Elbert, bought a 2014 Jeep Grand Cherokee
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EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle’) on or about September 23,
2016, at Carmax, an authorized FCA dealer in Elbert, Colorado. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Carmax to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
262.  Plaintiff, Andrew Thomas (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of North Carolina, residing in the City of Raleigh, bought a 2014 Jeep Grand Cherokee

EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about December 1,
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2017 at Westgate Auto Group, LLC, an authorized FCA dealer in Raleigh, North Carolina.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Westgate Auto Group, LLC to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

263.  Plaintiff, Angelo Huerta (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Oklahoma, residing in the City of Sand Springs, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500

EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about September 9,
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2016, at Bartlesville Chrysler Dodge Ram Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Bartlesville,
Oklahoma. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations
that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls
visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally
friendly, having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television
commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Bartlesville Chrysler Dodge Ram
Jeep to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel®
attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the
advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At
the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised
only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was
Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized
emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators.
Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she
known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was
designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the
advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests.
Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants” misconduct,
and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants
not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

264.  Plaintiff, Bill Plagianakos (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Pennsylvania, residing in the City of Gettysburg, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500

EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about June 1, 2015,
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at Addy’s Harbor Dodge Ram Fiat, an authorized FCA dealer in Myrtle Beach, South Carolina.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Addy’s Harbor Dodge Ram Fiat to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

265.  Plaintiff, Brent Burton (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintift”), a citizen of
the State of Montana, residing in the City of Colstrip, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®

(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about January 1, 2015, at Kupper
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Chevrolet, an authorized FCA dealer in Mandan, North Dakota. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject
Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced
emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject
Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel
economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When
Plaintiff went to Kupper Chevrolet to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
266.  Plaintiff, Brent Burton (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintift”), a citizen of
the State of Montana, residing in the City of Colstrip, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram EcoDiesel® (for
the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about August 14, 2015, at Kelly Marie

Amatna. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that
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it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting
the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly,
having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials
about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Kelly Marie Amatna to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the seller touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy
and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

267.  Plaintiff, Brian Ashworth (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Melbourne, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about October 31,
2016, at Schumacher Automotive, an authorized FCA dealer in Delray Beach, Florida. Plaintiff

decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
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“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Schumacher Automotive to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

268.  Plaintiff, Brian Delaney (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Nevada, residing in the City of Pahrump, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about September 5, 2015, at Saitta
Trudeau Chrysler Jeep Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Pahrump, Nevada. Plaintiff decided

to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel”
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vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on
which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions
and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject
Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Saitta Trudeau Chrysler Jeep Dodge to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

269.  Plaintiff, Brian Lewandowski (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a
citizen of the State of Wisconsin, residing in the City of Cochrane, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram
1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject VVehicle”) on or about March 28,
2016, at Eau Claire Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Eau Claire, Wisconsin.

Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
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“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Eau Claire Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants” misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

270.  Plaintiff, Brooks H. Moore (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Montana, residing in the City of Jackson, bought a 2014 Jeep Grand Cherokee
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about August 21,
2014, at Morlan Chrysler, an authorized FCA dealer in Cape Giradeau, Montana. Plaintiff decided

to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel”
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vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep website, on
which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions
and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject
Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Morlan Chrysler to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales
associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

271.  Plaintiff, Carl Barber (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Ohio, residing in the City of Russellville, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about November 22, 2016, at Mt.
Orab Auto Mall, an authorized FCA dealer in Mt. Orab, Ohio. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject

Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced
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emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject
Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel
economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When
Plaintiff went to Mt. Orab Auto Mall to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
272.  Plaintiff, Chad Carter (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of lowa, residing in the City of Des Moines, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about August 1, 2015, at Dewey
Dodge Chrysler Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Ankeny, lowa. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,

reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
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Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Dewey Dodge Chrysler Jeep to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales
associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

273.  Plaintiff, Chad Koep (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of the
State of Minnesota, residing in the City of Lakefield, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject VVehicle”) on or about October 31, 2014, at Billion
Auto — Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram in Sioux Falls, an authorized FCA dealer in Sioux Falls, South
Dakota. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it

was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting
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the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly,
having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials
about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Billion Auto — Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram in
Sioux Falls to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s
EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along
with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject
Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as
advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits.
Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and
unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers
and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less
for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment
system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not
achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating
emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of
Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid
less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

274.  Plaintiff, Chad Koep (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of the
State of Minnesota, residing in the City of Lakefield, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about June 14, 2015, at Billion
Auto — Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram in Sioux Falls, an authorized FCA dealer in Sioux Falls, South
Dakota. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it

was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting
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the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly,
having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials
about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Billion Auto — Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram in
Sioux Falls to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s
EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along
with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject
Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as
advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits.
Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and
unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers
and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less
for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment
system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not
achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating
emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of
Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid
less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

275.  Plaintiff, Charles Lauziere (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of New Jersey, residing in the City of Washington, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about July 1, 2016, at
John Johnson Dodge Chrysler Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Washington, New Jersey.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an

“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
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website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to John Johnson Dodge Chrysler Jeep Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

276.  Plaintiff, Charles Piazza (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Illinois, residing in the City of Hampshire, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject VVehicle”) on or about October 1, 2014,
at Barkau Automotive, an authorized FCA dealer in Stockton, Illinois. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,

reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
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Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Barkau Automotive to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate
touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOX at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
277.  Plaintiff, Chuck McClaugherty (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a
citizen of the State of Oregon, residing in the City of Oregon City, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram
1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about March 1,
2016, from a “Private Party”. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s
representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient).
Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as

environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls
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seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to “Private Party”
to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales person touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel®
attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the
advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At
the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised
only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was
Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized
emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators.
Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she
known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was
designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the
advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests.
Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct,
and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants
not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

278.  Plaintiff, Daniel & Traci Ramsey (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”),
citizens of the State of Kentucky, residing in the City of Richmond, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram
1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about April 28,
2016, at Jeff Wyler Eastgate, Inc., an authorized FCA dealer in Batavia, Ohio. Plaintiff decided to
buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good

fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
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When Plaintiff went to Jeff Wyler Eastgate, Inc. to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales
associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

279.  Plaintiff, Daniel & Laura Zamora (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”),
citizens of the State of Oregon, residing in the City of Grants Pass, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram
1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about October
1, 2016, at Lithia Chrysler Jeep Dodge of Grants Pass, an authorized FCA dealer in Grants Pass,
Oregon. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that
it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting
the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly,

having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials
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about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Lithia Chrysler Jeep Dodge of Grants Pass to
purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel®
attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the
advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At
the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised
only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was
Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized
emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators.
Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she
known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was
designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the
advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests.
Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct,
and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants
not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

280.  Plaintiff, Dean Allmon (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Florida, residing in the City of Lake Worth, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about June 5, 2015,
at Arrigo Dodge Chrysler Jeep Ram West Palm Beach, an authorized FCA dealer in West Palm
Beach, Florida. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations
that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls
visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally

friendly, having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television
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commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Arrigo Dodge Chrysler Jeep Ram
West Palm Beach to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s
EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along
with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject
Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as
advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits.
Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and
unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers
and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less
for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment
system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not
achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating
emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of
Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid
less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

281.  Plaintiff, Derrick Jack (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Missouri, residing in the City of Springfield, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about November 1,
2017 at Corwin CDJR Fiat, an authorized FCA dealer in Springfield, Missouri. Plaintiff decided
to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel”
vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on
which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions

and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject
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Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Corwin CDJR Fiat to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales
associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

282.  Plaintiff, Don Lange (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a citizen of the
State of New York, residing in the City of Buffalo, bought a 2015 Jeep Grand Cherokee
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about March 1, 2015,
at Transitown Plaza, an authorized FCA dealer in Williamsville, New York. Plaintiff decided to
buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good

fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
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When Plaintiff went to Transitown Plaza to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
283.  Plaintiff, Eric Vera (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), citizen of the
State of Nebraska, residing in the City of Omaha, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject VVehicle’) on or about September 1, 2016, at Baxter
Ford South, an authorized FCA dealer in Omaha, Nebraska. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject
Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced
emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject
Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel
economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject VVehicles. When

Plaintiff went to Baxter Ford South to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
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Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants” misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
284.  Plaintiff, Gilder Whitlock (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Jacksonville, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about September 29,
2015, at Jacksonville CJD, an authorized FCA dealer in Jacksonville, Florida. Plaintiff decided to
buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Jacksonville CJD to purchase the Subject VVehicle, the sales associate touted

the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
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representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
285.  Plaintiff, Gordon Shrader (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Nebraska, residing in the City of Fordyce, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about June 10, 2016,
at Airpark Dodge Chrysler Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Scottsdale, Arizona. Plaintiff decided
to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel”
vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on
which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions
and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject
Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Airpark Dodge Chrysler Jeep to purchase the Subject Vehicle,
the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy

and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
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primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

286.  Plaintiff, Greg Grievel (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Wisconsin, residing in the City of Marshfield, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about June 1, 2018 at
Village Auto of Pulaski, an authorized FCA dealer in Milltown, Wisconsin. Plaintiff decided to
buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Village Auto of Pulaski to purchase the Subject VVehicle, the sales associate
touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.

These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
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Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOX at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
287.  Plaintiff, Greg Shea (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of the
State of Kentucky, residing in the City of Bowling Green, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about September 12,
2016, at Dona Franklin, an authorized FCA dealer in Somerset, Kentucky. Plaintiff decided to buy
the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Dona Franklin to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff

chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
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could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
288.  Plaintiff, Gregory Fenstermaker (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a
citizen of the State of New York, residing in the City of East Amherst, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram
1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about September
23, 2015, at Hondru Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Elizabethtown, Pennsylvania. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Hondru Dodge to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales
associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know

that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
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than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

289.  Plaintiff, Harold Joseph Piele (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a
citizen of the State of Nevada, residing in the City of Henderson, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about January 26,
2016, at Towbin Dodge, LLC, an authorized FCA dealer in Henderson, Nevada. Plaintiff decided
to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel”
vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on
which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions
and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject
Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Towbin Dodge, LLC to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales
associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know

that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
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than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

290.  Plaintiff, Janie Pooler (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Louisiana, residing in the City of Lafayette, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about April 15, 2016,
at Acadiana Dodge Chrysler Jeep Ram, Fiat, an authorized FCA dealer in Lafayette, Louisiana.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Acadiana Dodge Chrysler Jeep Ram, Fiat to purchase
the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes,
including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel
economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of

purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by
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emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff
aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission
control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff
would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known
that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to
de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised
towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has
suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would
not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not
concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

291.  Plaintiff, Jeff Kays (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of the
State of Oklahoma, residing in the City of Wilson, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about September 23, 2015, at
Carter County Dodge Chrysler Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Ardmore, Oklahoma. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Carter County Dodge Chrysler Jeep to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,

Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
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at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

292.  Plaintiff, Jim Heiser (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of the
State of Illinois, residing in the City of Kewanee, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject VVehicle) on or about November 1, 2015, at Yemm
Chevrolet Buick GMC Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Galesburg, Illinois.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Yemm Chevrolet Buick GMC Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram
to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel®
attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the
advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At

the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised
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only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was
Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized
emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators.
Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject VVehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she
known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was
designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the
advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests.
Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct,
and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants
not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

293.  Plaintiff, Joe Elco (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of the
State of New York, residing in the City of Bay Shore, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about June 1, 2015, at Atlantic
Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in West Islip, New York. Plaintiff decided
to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel”
vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on
which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions
and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject
Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Atlantic Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff

did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels
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that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

294.  Plaintiff, Jon Elsasser (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of South Dakota, residing in the City of Winner, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about December 21,
2015, at Frontier Motors Incorporated, an authorized FCA dealer in Winner, South Dakota.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Frontier Motors Incorporated to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff

did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels
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that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
control devices.

295.  Plaintiff, Joseph Hyte Johnson (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a
citizen of the State of Arizona, residing in the City of Vail, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about April 15, 2015,
at Larry H. Miller Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Tucson, Arizona. Plaintiff decided to buy
the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Larry H. Miller Dodge to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate
touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
Plaintiff chose the Subject VVehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject

Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised
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and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
296.  Plaintiff, Josh Francis (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Illinois, residing in the City of Belleville, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about April 6, 2018 at Travers
Auto Plex, an authorized FCA dealer in Eureka, Missouri. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject
Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced
emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject
Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel
economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When
Plaintiff went to Travers Auto Plex to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and

above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
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undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
297.  Plaintiff, K.C. Moore (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Kansas, residing in the City of Lawrence, bought a 2014 Jeep Grand Cherokee
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about July 25, 2017
at Laird Noller Ford Topeka, an authorized FCA dealer in Topeka, Kansas. Plaintiff decided to
buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Laird Noller Ford Topeka to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales
associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOX at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was

equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission



Case 2:18-cv-13838-DML-MKM ECF No. 1 filed 12/11/18 PagelD.315 Page 315 of 1016

tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

298.  Plaintiff, Kenyon Shephard (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Colorado, residing in the City of Evergreen, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about May 22, 2018
at Christopher’s Dodge World, an authorized FCA dealer in Golden, Colorado. Plaintiff decided
to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel”
vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on
which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions
and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject
Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Christopher’s Dodge World to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the
sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was

equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
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tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

299.  Plaintiff, Kurtis Melin (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of South Carolina, residing in the City of Spartanburg, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about April 1, 2016,
at Steve White Motors, an authorized FCA dealer in Newton, North Carolina. Plaintiff decided to
buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Steve White Motors to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate
touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
Plaintiff chose the Subject VVehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with

undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
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deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
300. Plaintiff, Larry Brown (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Missouri, residing in the City of Purdy, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about May 1, 2014, at Fletcher
Superstore, an authorized FCA dealer in Joplin, Missouri. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject
Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced
emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject
Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel
economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When
Plaintiff went to Fletcher Superstore to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to

deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
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would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
301.  Plaintiff, Lauren Steff (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of New York, residing in the City of Machias, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about July 20, 2018
at Delacy Ford, an authorized FCA dealer in EIma, New York. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject
Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced
emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject
Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel
economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When
Plaintiff went to Delacy Ford to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject
Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or

would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
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its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
302.  Plaintiff, Laurence Carroll (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Montana, residing in the City of Helena, bought a 2016 Jeep Grand Cherokee
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about February 1,
2016, at Lithia Chrysler Jeep Dodge of Helena, an authorized FCA dealer in Helena, Montana.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Lithia Chrysler Jeep Dodge of Helena to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not

comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
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during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

303.  Plaintiff, Levent Altunova (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Montana, residing in the City of Belgrade, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about March 1, 2016,
at Billion Dodge Chrysler Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Bozeman, Montana. Plaintiff decided
to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel”
vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on
which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions
and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject
Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Billion Dodge Chrysler Jeep to purchase the Subject Vehicle,
the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy
and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission

standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
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conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

304.  Plaintiff, Levi Kimsey (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Arizona, residing in the City of Ozark, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about January 2, 2018 at Whitson
Morgan, an authorized FCA dealer in Clarksville, Arizona. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject
Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced
emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject
Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel
economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When
Plaintiff went to Whitson Morgan to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that

its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
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and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants” misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
305.  Plaintiff, Lloyd Howard (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Oklahoma, residing in the City of Holdenville, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about June 9, 2017 at
Landers Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram of Norman, an authorized FCA dealer in Norman, Oklahoma.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Landers Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram of Norman to
purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel®
attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the
advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At
the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised
only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was
Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized
emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators.
Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject VVehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she
known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was

designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the
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advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests.
Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct,
and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants
not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

306.  Plaintiff, Marc Hopton (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Ohio, residing in the City of Vermillion, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about August 2, 2018 at Slimans
Sales & Service, an authorized FCA dealer in Amherst, Ohio. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject
Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced
emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject
Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel
economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When
Plaintiff went to Slimans Sales & Service to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate
touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;

and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
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without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
307.  Plaintiff, Matt Buck (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff), a citizen of the
State of Illinois, residing in the City of Prophetstown, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about August 12, 2017 at Kunes
Country Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram of Sterling, an authorized FCA dealer in Sterling, Illinois.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Kunes Country Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram of Sterling to
purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel®
attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the
advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At
the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised
only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was
Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized
emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators.
Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject VVehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she
known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was
designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the

advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests.
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Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct,
and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants
not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

308.  Plaintiff, Michael Boales (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Arizona, residing in the City of Mesa, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about May 16, 2017 at Autonation
CDJR, an authorized FCA dealer in Phoenix, Arizona. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle
based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions
and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were
represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff
also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to
Autonation CDJR to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s
EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along
with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject
Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as
advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits.
Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and
unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers
and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less
for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment
system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not
achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating

emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of
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Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid
less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

309. Plaintiff, Michael Morrison (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a
citizen of the State of Ohio, residing in the City of Willoughby, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about February 25,
2016, at Deacon’s Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Mayfield, Ohio.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Deacon’s Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a

concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
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purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

310.  Plaintiff, Michael Sherfey (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Virginia, residing in the City of Luray, bought a 2014 Jeep Grand Cherokee
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject VVehicle”) on or about March 14, 2014,
at Dick Meyers Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Harrisonburg, Virginia.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Dick Meyers Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a

concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
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purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

311.  Plaintiff, Nicky Herrington (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Jacksonville, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about January 1, 2016,
at Jacksonville CDJR, an authorized FCA dealer in Jacksonville, Florida. Plaintiff decided to buy
the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Jacksonville CDJR to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate
touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate

result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
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have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
312.  Plaintiff, Norbert Kucharek (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a
citizen of the State of New York, residing in the City of Staten Island, bought a 2015 Jeep Grand
Cherokee EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about June
1, 2017 at Island Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Staten Island, New York.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Island Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the Subject
Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel
economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were
among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff
did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels
that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject
Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to
cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased
the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with
emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-
world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance,
and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a
direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject

Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission
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control devices.

313.  Plaintiff, Patti & Robert Fobia (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”),
citizens of the State of Pennsylvania, residing in the City of Spring City, bought a 2016 Dodge
Ram 1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about June
1, 2016, at Tri County CDJR, an authorized FCA dealer in Limerick, Pennsylvania. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Tri County CDJR to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the
sales associate touted the Subject VVehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,

or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
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devices.

314.  Plaintiff, Paul Kearney (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Washington, residing in the City of Edmonds, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about July 5, 2016, at
Rairdon’s Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram of Kirkland, an authorized FCA dealer in Kirkland,
Washington. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations
that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls
visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally
friendly, having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television
commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Rairdon’s Chrysler Dodge Jeep
Ram of Kirkland to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s
EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along
with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject
Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as
advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits.
Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and
unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers
and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less
for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment
system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not
achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating
emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of

Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid
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less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

315.  Plaintiff, Peter Cacoperdo (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Port Salerno, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about December 6,
2016, at Arrigo Dodge Chrysler Jeep Ram Fiat Ft. Pierce, an authorized FCA dealer in Fort Pierce,
Florida. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it
was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting
the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly,
having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials
about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Arrigo Dodge Chrysler Jeep Ram Fiat Ft.
Pierce to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s
EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along
with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject
Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as
advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits.
Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and
unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers
and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less
for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment
system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not
achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating
emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of

Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid
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less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

316.  Plaintiff, Peter Cacoperdo (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Port Salerno, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about April 13, 2017
at Smith Haven Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in St. James, new York.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Smith Have Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have

purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
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unauthorized emission control devices.

317.  Plaintiff, Ray Falk (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a citizen of the
State of New York, residing in the City of Beaver Falls, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about September 1,
2015, at Gerald Nortz Inc., an authorized FCA dealer in Lowville, New York. Plaintiff decided to
buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Gerald Nortz Inc. to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would

have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
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318.  Plaintiff, Robert Allen (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Florida, residing in the City of Ocoee, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about December 15, 2015, at
Central Florida Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Orlando, Florida. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Central Florida Chrysler Jeep Dodge Ram to purchase
the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes,
including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel
economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of
purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by
emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff
aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission
control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff
would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known
that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to
de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised
towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has
suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would
not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not

concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
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319.  Plaintiff, Robert Anderson (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Wisconsin, residing in the City of Matoon, bought a 2014 Jeep Grand Cherokee
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about March 1, 2014,
at lverson Chrysler, an authorized FCA dealer in Mitchell, South Dakota. Plaintiff decided to buy
the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Iverson Chrysler to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

320.  Plaintiff, Robert Peck (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
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the State of Nevada, residing in the City of Dayton, bought a 2016 Jeep Grand Cherokee
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about April 19, 2016,
at Lithia Chrysler Jeep of Reno, an authorized FCA dealer in Reno, Nevada. Plaintiff decided to
buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Lithia Chrysler Jeep of Reno to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales
associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

321.  Plaintiff, Samuel Gross (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintift”), a citizen of
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the State of Arizona, residing in the City of Mesa, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about September 1, 2016, at Heggs
Chrysler Dodge Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Mesa, Arizona. Plaintiff decided to buy the
Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Heggs Chrysler Dodge Ram to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales
associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

322.  Plaintiff, Judy & Ronald Simmons (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”),
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citizens of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Milton bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about June 1, 2016,
at Sandy Sansing Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Milton, Florida. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Sandy Sansing Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase
the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes,
including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel
economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of
purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by
emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff
aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission
control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff
would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known
that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to
de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised
towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has
suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would
not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not
concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

323.  Plaintiff, Stephen Cimilluca (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”’), a
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citizen of the State of New York, residing in the City of Syracuse, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about July 1, 2016, at
Nye Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Oneida, New York. Plaintiff decided
to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel”
vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on
which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions
and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject
Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Nye Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the Subject Vehicle,
the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy
and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

324.  Plaintiff, Terry Rosenberg (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
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of the State of New York, residing in the City of Wyoming, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about March 1, 2016,
at McClurg Chrysler Dodge Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Perry, New York. Plaintiff decided
to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel”
vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on
which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions
and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject
Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to McClurg Chrysler Dodge Jeep to purchase the Subject Vehicle,
the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy
and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

325.  Plaintiff, Todd Bierk (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a citizen of
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the State of Missouri, residing in the City of Perryville, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about July 1, 2016, at
Morlan Chrysler, an authorized FCA dealer in Cape Girardeau, Missouri. Plaintiff decided to buy
the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Morlan Chrysler to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
326.  Plaintiff, Tony S. Conley (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen

of the State of Kentucky, residing in the City of London, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
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EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about December 29,
2014, at Tim Short Chrysler of Middlesboro, an authorized FCA dealer in Middlesboro, Kentucky.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Tim Short Chrysler of Middlesboro to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants” misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

327.  Plaintiff, Donald Wacek (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen

of the State of Oregon, residing in the City of Grants Pass, bought a 2015 Jeep Grand Cherokee



Case 2:18-cv-13838-DML-MKM ECF No. 1 filed 12/11/18 PagelD.344 Page 344 of 1016

EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle’) on or about April 1, 2015,
at Lithia Chrysler Jeep Dodge of Grants Pass, an authorized FCA dealer in Grants Pass, Oregon.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Jeep
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Lithia Chrysler Jeep Dodge of Grants Pass to purchase
the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes,
including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel
economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of
purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by
emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff
aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission
control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff
would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known
that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to
de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised
towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has
suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants” misconduct, and would
not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not
concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

328.  Plaintiff, Marvin Rambel (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen

of the State of Arizona, residing in the City of Tucson, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500
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EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about October 1, 2016,
at Larry H. Miller Dodge Ram Tucson, an authorized FCA dealer in Tucson, Arizona. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Larry H. Miller Dodge Ram Tucson to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

329.  Plaintiff, Ernest Hodgdon (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen

of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Lady Lake, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
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EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject VVehicle”) on or about January 1, 2015,
at Advantage Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Mt. Dora, Florida. Plaintiff
decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Advantage Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

330.  Plaintiff, Jeffrey Greenwood (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a

citizen of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Fort Myers, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
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EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about November 1,
2015, at Galeana Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Fort Myers, Florida.
Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Galeana Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants” misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

331.  Plaintiff, Jared Nagel (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of

the State of Wisconsin, residing in the City of Westby, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
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EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle’) on or about September 17,
2016, at Stevens Point Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Stevens Point,
Wisconsin. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations
that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls
visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally
friendly, having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television
commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Stevens Point Chrysler Dodge
Jeep Ram to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s
EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along
with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject
Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as
advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits.
Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and
unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers
and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less
for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment
system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not
achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating
emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of
Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid
less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

332.  Plaintiff, Brandon Crookes (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen

of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Fort Lauderdale, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
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EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about November 30,
2014, at Massey Yardley Jeep Chrysler Dodge Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Plantation,
Florida. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it
was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting
the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly,
having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials
about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Massey Yardley Jeep Chrysler Dodge Ram to
purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel®
attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the
advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At
the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised
only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was
Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized
emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators.
Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she
known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was
designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the
advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests.
Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants” misconduct,
and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants
not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

333.  Plaintiff, Robert Bell (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of

the State of Florida, residing in the City of Pensacola, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
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(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about September 1, 2016, at Hill-
Kelly Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Pensacola, Florida. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject
Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced
emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject
Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good fuel
economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When
Plaintiff went to Hill-Kelly Dodge to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the
Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
334.  Plaintiff, Kilo & Natalie Varble (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”),
citizens of the State of Idaho, residing in the City of Coeur D’Alene, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram

1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about July 17,
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2018 at Parker Toyota, an authorized FCA dealer in Coeur D’Alene, Idaho. Plaintiff decided to
buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Parker Toyota to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
335.  Plaintiff, Steve Young d/b/a Wrecker One (for the purpose of this paragraph,
“Plaintiff”), doing business in the State of Ohio, residing in the City of Columbus, bought a 2015
Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or

about November 25, 2014, at Tri-County Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in
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Heath, Ohio. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations
that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls
visiting the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally
friendly, having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television
commercials about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Tri-County Chrysler Dodge Jeep
Ram to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel®
attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the
advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At
the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised
only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was
Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized
emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators.
Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she
known that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was
designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the
advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests.
Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct,
and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants
not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

336.  Plaintiff, Jeff & Terri Robinson (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”),
citizens of the State of Missouri, residing in the City of Doniphan, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject VVehicle”) on or about October 8, 2015,

at King Cotton Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Covington, Tennessee.
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Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an
“EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram
website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low
emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the
Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to King Cotton Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants” misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

337.  Plaintiff, Patrick Hair & Angelica Eller (for the purpose of this paragraph,
“Plaintiff”), citizens of the State of South Carolina, residing in the City of Beaufort, bought a 2015
Jeep Grand Cherokee EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject VVehicle”) on or

about May 23, 2018 at Butler Chrysler Dodge Jeep, an authorized FCA dealer in Beaufort, South
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Carolina. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that
it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting
the Jeep website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly,
having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials
about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Butler Chrysler Dodge Jeep to purchase the
Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including
its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy,
were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase,
Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx
at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her
Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices
designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not
comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate
during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power,
performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a
concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have
purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the
unauthorized emission control devices.

338.  Plaintiff, Harry Potter (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of North Carolina, residing in the City of Sunbury, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about September 8,

2017 at Carolina Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram, an authorized FCA dealer in Elizabeth City, North
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Carolina. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that
it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting
the Ram website, on which the Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly,
having low emissions and good fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials
about the Subject Vehicles. When Plaintiff went to Carolina Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram to purchase
the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes,
including its fuel economy and performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel
economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of
purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by
emitting NOx at levels that are greater than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff
aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission
control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff
would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known
that it did not comply with emission standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to
de-activate during real-world driving conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised
towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has
suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would
not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not
concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.

339.  Plaintiff, Nathan Baisley (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen
of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Okeechobee, bought a 2015 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about April 1, 2015,

at Arrigo Dodge, an authorized FCA dealer in Fort Pierce, Florida. Plaintiff decided to buy the



Case 2:18-cv-13838-DML-MKM ECF No. 1 filed 12/11/18 PagelD.356 Page 356 of 1016

Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,
reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Arrigo Dodge to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate touted
the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance. These
representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons Plaintiff
chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject Vehicle
could perform as advertised only by emitting NOXx at levels that are greater than advertised and
above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
340.  Plaintiff, Ronald MacDonald (for the purpose of this paragraph, ‘“Plaintiff”), a
citizen of the State of Florida, residing in the City of Cross City, bought a 2014 Dodge Ram 1500
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle) on or about January 12,
2015, at Sun Belt Lake City, an authorized FCA dealer in Lake City, Florida. Plaintiff decided to

buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle
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(i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Sun Belt Lake City to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales associate
touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and performance.
These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the primary reasons
Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know that the Subject
Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOX at levels that are greater than advertised
and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was equipped with
undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission tests and to
deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or
would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission standards; that
its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving conditions;
and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel economy
without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and proximate
result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle, or would
have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control devices.
341.  Plaintiff, Nick Butters (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a citizen of
the State of Utah, residing in the City of Salt Lake, bought a 2016 Dodge Ram 1500 EcoDiesel®
(for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject Vehicle”) on or about July 13, 2018 at Salt Lake
Valley Automotive, an authorized FCA dealer in South Salt Lake, Utah. Plaintiff decided to buy
the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e.,

reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting the Ram website, on which the
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Subject Vehicles were represented as environmentally friendly, having low emissions and good
fuel economy. Plaintiff also recalls seeing television commercials about the Subject Vehicles.
When Plaintiff went to Salt Lake Valley Automotive to purchase the Subject Vehicle, the sales
associate touted the Subject Vehicle’s EcoDiesel® attributes, including its fuel economy and
performance. These representations, along with the advertised fuel economy, were among the
primary reasons Plaintiff chose the Subject Vehicle. At the time of purchase, Plaintiff did not know
that the Subject Vehicle could perform as advertised only by emitting NOx at levels that are greater
than advertised and above legal limits. Nor was Plaintiff aware that his/her Subject Vehicle was
equipped with undisclosed and unauthorized emission control devices designed to cheat emission
tests and to deceive consumers and regulators. Plaintiff would not have purchased the Subject
Vehicle, or would have paid less for it, had he/she known that it did not comply with emission
standards; that its emission treatment system was designed to de-activate during real-world driving
conditions; and that it could not achieve the advertised towing power, performance, and/or fuel
economy without cheating emission tests. Plaintiff has suffered a concrete injury as a direct and
proximate result of Defendants’ misconduct, and would not have purchased the Subject Vehicle,
or would have paid less for it, had Defendants not concealed the unauthorized emission control
devices.

342.  Plaintiff, George S. Leblanc (for the purpose of this paragraph, “Plaintiff”), a
citizen of the State of Louisiana, residing in the City of Erath, bought a 2014 Jeep Grand Cherokee
EcoDiesel® (for the purpose of this paragraph, the “Subject VVehicle”) on or about November 26,
2013, at Acadiana Dodge Chrysler Jeep Ram Fiat, an authorized FCA dealer in Lafayette,
Louisiana. Plaintiff decided to buy the Subject Vehicle based in part on FCA’s representations that

it was an “EcoDiesel” vehicle (i.e., reduced emissions and fuel efficient). Plaintiff recalls visiting
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the Jeep web