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CLASS ACTION ALLEGATIONS
20.  This action is brought and is properly be maintained as a class action under
Fed. Rule of Civ. Proced. 23(a) and 23(b)(2). It is brought on behalf of these classes:
A.  California Class Definition
Allindividuals, entities, and organizations who are residents of California who are
owners of any of the following: 2007 to 2010 MY (model year) Camry, 2005 to
2010 MY Avalon, 2004 to 2009 MY Prius, 2005 to 2010 MY Tacoma, 2007 to
2010 MY Tundra, 2007 to 2010 MY ES350, 2006 to 2010 MY 1S250, and 2006
to 2010 MY IS 350. “Owners” includes those who lease the vehicles. The class
does not include any judge who handles any aspect of this case, or any defendant
or executive of any defendant.
B. National Class Definition
All individuals, entities, and organizations who are residents of the United States
who are owners of any of the following: 2007 to 2010 MY (model year) Camry,
2005 to 2010 MY Avalon, 2004 to 2009 MY Prius, 2005 to 2010 MY Tacoma,
2007 t0 2010 MY Tundra, 2007 to 2010 MY ES350, 2006 to 2010 MY IS250, and
2006 to 2010 MY IS 350. “Owners” includes those who lease the vehicles. The
class does not include any judge who handles any aspect of this case, or any
defendant or executive of any defendant.
a. Numerosity: The class is so numerous that individual joinder of all members

is impracticable. There are approximately 3.8 million class members.

b. Common Questions of Law and Fact: There are questions of law and fact
common to the class. They include, but are not limited to:

1. Did Toyota violate section 30119 of the Act, which requires the
notice to contain “(2) an evaluation of the risk to motor vehicle safety reasonably
related to the defect or noncompliance™?

ii.  Did Toyota violate section 30119 because the notice, rather than

stating the true risk, contains very dangerous instructions about the risk?
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