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Plaintiffs in all of the dozens of recently-filed actions claim to be owners or lessees of Toyota
and Lexus automobiles subject to voluntary safety recalls related to the potential unintended
acceleration of their vehicles.

To date, at least two motions and numerous responses seeking coordinated treatment of
these cases have been filed with the JPML, and Toyota has been notified that the Panel will
consider centralization of these cases at the next Panel Hearing Session on March 25, 2010. See
Feb. 23, 2010 Notice to All Counsel Involved, attached hereto as Exhibit A. The need for
coordination of these actions is compelling: the various proposed classes are overlapping and
involve potentially millions of vehicle owners: the complaints contain similar allegations arising
from the same recalls; similar pretrial matters will be presented in each case; and numerous
groups of plaintiffs’ counsel have requested consolidation. Plaintiffs” Complaint is virtually
1dentical to at least five of the initial eleven cases that the JPML will consider in March, as well
as to numerous other cases that have been filed around the country.”

Given the strong likelihood that these cases will be transferred into a MDL, the need for a
stay of this action to promote the purposes of coordinated MDL treatment is equally compelling,
Any action by this Court prior to such transfer would be wasteful of the Court’s valuable judicial
resources and would create the possibility of inconsistencies in the adjudication of dozens of
overlapping class actions. Toyota, therefore, requests that this Court stay all proceedings in the
present case until the JPML has ruled on consolidation. Indeed, other federal courts have already

granted stays in two similar actions in which Toyota and counsel from six firms representing

2 Plaintiffs’ action, just like five of the eleven actions currently pending before the JPML, seeks damages for breach of implied warranty based
on an alleged defect in the Electronic Throttle Control System {“ETCS-1") of Plaintifts” Toyota.
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