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B.

The Requested Preliminary Injunction is Reasonable

Under the circumstances of this case, the requested injunction is reasonable. Why should

Defendants force Ohio residents to pay for cars and trucks that are unsafe and that Ohio residents

are afraid to use? Defendants should be made to take immediate steps to provide safe alternative

transportation. This is both logical and fair. Finally, Defendants, consistent with this Court’s

earlier order to preserve evidence, should. be required to preserve and protect the car that

Plaintiffs recently traded in until Plaintiffs have the opportunity to have an expert review and

examiine the ear.

CONCLUSION

For the reasons contained in this motion and memorandum, this Court should grant

Plaintiffs Motion for a Preliminary Injunction and Order that:

(1)

)

(3)

Defendants, until further notice, may not collect car payments from Ohio

residents;

Defendants may not modify or alter the car formerly owned by Mr. and Mrs.
Kamphaus until Plaintiffs have the opportunity to have an expert review and

examine the car ; and,

Defendants immediately must provide alternative vehicles for all Ohio residents
who cutrently own or lease Toyota vehicles.

11

Respectfuzly i: bmitted;

Stanley M. Cheslex.(11840)

Lead Counsel and Trial Attorney

Robert A. Steinberg (91300)

WAITE, SCHNEIDER, BAYLESS,
& CHESLEY CO., L.P.A.

1513 Fourth & Vine Tower

One West Fourth Street

Cincinnati, OH 45202

Telephone: (513) 621-0267

Facsimile: (513) 621-0262

- Email: bobsteinberg@wsbclaw.com

TOY-TQ002-06-3D-00002654



