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1 traffic.”
2 b. Loss of vehicle control by drivers has been repeatedly recognized as
3 a cause of serious and fatal crashes. As recently as September of this year, the
4 National Highway Traffic Administration [NHTSA] noted the role of driver
5 distraction and loss of control in crash causation. “Distraction from the primary
6 task of driving could present a serious and potentially deadly danger. In 2008,
7 5,870 people lost their lives and an estimated 515,000 people were injured in
8 police-reported crashes in which at least one form of driver distraction was
9 reported on the crash report.” NHTSA urges drivers: “Avoid conditions that lead
10 to a loss of control.”
11 c. Toyota’s recommendations could lead to out-of-control, distracted
12 driving situations that present ‘serious and potentially deadly danger’ to occupants
13 of the involved Toyota vehicle and those of other vehicles on the highways. as
14 well as bicyclists and pedestrians
15 d. Toyota’s instructions to “pull back the floor mat and dislodge it from
16 the accelerator pedal” could not possibly be accomplished without a diversion of
17 the driver’s vision and attention for at least several seconds, totaling even into
18 minutes if the driver has to try more than once, which is likely under the stress of
19 this emergency. This is a forced diversion away from the driving task and
20 attention to the stream of traffic. NHTSA has found that glances away from the
21 roadway totaling “more than 2 seconds for any purpose increase near-crash/crash
22 risk by at least two times that of normal, baseline driving.”
23 e. The dangers presented to occupants of vehicles disabled in traffic or
24 along the sides of busy highways have been long recognized.
25 f. A California court found that “stalling, under almost any
26 circumstances, presents an unreasonable risk to automobile safety and to the safety
27 of occupants of any such automobile. It would defy common sense and the weight
28 of the evidence to find otherwise.” (October 11, 2000 Alameda Superior Court
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