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42. On January 26, 2009, Toyota issued a press release announcing that it
would suspend sales of vehicles effected by the Worn Accelerator recall until-a
remedy was available.

43. On January 27, 2010, Toyota announced on its website that the
following additional models were being added to the Floor Mat Interference recall:

e 2008 —2010 Highlander

e 2009 —2010 Corolla

e 2009 —2010 Venza

e 2009 — 2010 Matrix

e 2009 — 2010 Pontiac Vibe
This development increased the total number of vehicles subject to the Floor Mat
Interference recall by 1.1 million, to a total of 5.3 million.

44. Thus, to date, 5.9 million vehicles have been effected by one or both of
the recalls: 5.3 million vehicles related to the Floor Mat Interference recall, plus
2.3 million vehicles related to the Worn Accelerator recall, less 1.7 million vehicles
effected by both recalls. -

45. Given the approximately 2,000 instances of unintended acceleration
since 2001, and Toyota’s knowledge of many or all of the instances, Toyota should
have aggressively investigated the cause of the unintended acceleration and
developed a remedy. Toyota failed to do either, evidenced by the fact that the first
recall wasn’t implemented until 2009, eight years after instances of unintended
acceleration first began.

46. Toyota also failed to notify vehicle owners effected by the Worn
Accelerator recall. Toyota announced the recall via press release. However,
Toyota has not contacted owners by mail or other direct means. In light of the
seriousness of the danger, Plaintiff seeks injunctive relief requiring Toyota to
provide direct notice to owners effected by the Worn Accelerator recall, similar to

the direct mail notice used in the Floor Mat Interference recall.
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