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Plaintiff’s attorneys are very experienced in class action litigation. In 2007, in
a case in which the undersigned was very active, the law firm obtained an extremely
favorable appellate opinion on Unfair Competition Law issues in an automobile
defect class action, Hunter v. General Motors Corporation, 2007 WL 4100084,
Attorney Scott Leviant of the firm writes a widely followed blog on complex
litigation.® |

e. F.R.Civ..P. 23(b)(2), Defendants Acting Generally Toward the Class:

Toyota has acted the same towards the entire class. Toyota’s “Interim Notice”

is the same for the entire class.

II1. CONCLUSION
The purpose of this application is to save lives. That is the reason we have

spent dozens and dozens of hours on it. That is the reason plaintiff brings it. That is
the reason the Court should grant it. / Q;’
Dated: December 21, 2009 R .

Ira Spiro A

of Sp1ro Moss LLP///
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