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in a later notice. It provides that all the information is to be in a single notice. The Act
does provide for a second notice, but not for the purposes Toyota is using it. Section
30119(e) provides as follows for a second notice:
(e) Second Notification.— If the Secretary decides that a notification sent by a
manufacturer under this section has not resulted in an adequate number of motor
vehicles or items of replacement equipment being returned for remedy, the

Secretary may order the manufacturer to send a 2d” notification in the way the
Secretary prescribes by regulation.”

Toyota violates the Act by not including all the section 30119 information in its notice,
and by using a second notice for a different purpose.

5. This is an action against Toyota’s United States subsidiaries, all but one
California corporations, for equitable relief under the California Unfair Competition

Law, to require them to correct this notice and comply with the Act.

SOME DEFINITIONS

6. In this pleading:
a. “Toyota” means all the defendants, as a group and individually.
b. “Covered Cars” means the Toyota and Lexus cars and trucks referred to in

Toyota’s notice. They are, according to Toyota’s website:
« 2007 - 2010 Camry
* 2005 — 2010 Avalon
* 2004 — 2009 Prius
* 2005 — 2010 Tacoma
* 2007 — 2010 Tundra
+ 2007 — 2010 ES350
« 2006 — 2010 1S250 and IS350
7.  The allegations in this pleading are made without any admission that, as to

any particular allegation, Plaintiffs bears the burden of pleading, proof, or persuasion.

5> «2d” is how the statute reads
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