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safety feature oﬁ all new vehicles that Toyota sells in North America.' Despite this
announcement, the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration reportedly remains
suspicious of other contributing factors. !

Plaintiffs do not acknowledge that the brake override system will prevent SUA.
However, Plaintiffs do note that Toyota vehicles currently on the road in Ohio do not have the
system, and therefore, by Toyota’s own admission, lack an important safety feature to prevent
SUA.

On February 3, 2010, Ray La Hood, Director of the National Highway Safety
Transportation Administration, told United States drivers that his “advice is if anybody owns one
of these vehicles is to stop driving it and take it to a Toyota dealer becai,;se they believe they
have the fix for it.”"> Mr. La Hood subsequently modified this sage advice. However, his point
remaixxs clear. Toyota vehicles are unsafe and Toyota is more concerned ébout future sales as
.opposed to protecting the interests of current owners and lessees of Toyota cars and trucks.

ARGUMENT

I. OHIO RESIDENTS ARE ENTITLED TO A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
THAT WILL PROTECT THEIR RIGHTS AND PRESERVE THE STATUS QUO

A, Plaintiffs Satisfy the Requirements for a Preliminary Injunction
Ohio Rule of Procedure 65 (B) provides that parties may obtain a provisional remedy of a

preliminary injunction. Additionally, Ohio Revised Code § 2727.02 provides that a preliminary

1? See hitp://www.asiaone.com/Motoring/News/Story/A1Story20100218-199346 htmt (“The new brake over-ride
system to be introduced worldwide would cut engine power when the accelerator and brake pedal are depressed at
the same time. Accidents blamed on unintended acceleration have been linked to more than 30 deaths in the United
States™).

" http:/fwww.autoblog.com/2010/01/ 12/breaking-toyota-said-to-install-brake-override-systems-in-ail-c/.

2 http://wwwi.theautochannel.com/news/2010/02/03/464423 html.
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