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54.  For plaintiff Cox, his lease payment is $234.95 per month for a lease term
of 36 months. (Amended Complaint Ex. A). He leased his vehicle on November 29,
2009. Id. If he were to cease making all payments starting with his March 2010
payment, the 32 monthly payments he would not be making would equal $7,518.40. If
this amount is typical of all class members, the amount placed in controversy on the
contract reformation claim alone is $7,518.40 times 52,159 which equals
$392,152,225.60.

55.  But Plaintiffs' prayer for relief does not stop there. Plaintiffs also assert
causes of action under both the Ohio Consumer Sales Practices Act (“OCSPA”), R.C. §
1345.01, et seq., and the Ohio Deceptive Trade Practices Act (“ODTPA”), R.C. § 4165.01,
et seq., both of which provide for injunctive relief and the statutory award of attorneys’
fees. R.C. §8§ 1345.09; 4165.03. Since these statutes authorize awards for attorneys'
fees, Plaintiffs’ claim for attorneys' fees also may be considered for purposes of
calculating the $5,000,000 amount placed in controversy under CAFA.

56. As a reference point for awards of attorneys' fees in class actions, the
Federal Judicial Center conducted a study in 1994-95 entitled "Empirical Study of Class
Actions in Four Federal District Courts." The study found that the median rates for
attorneys' fees ranged from 27% to 30% of the recovery for all class actions resolved or
settled over a four year period in the four selected district courts. FJ C-R-96-2.

57. In addition to attorneys fees, Plaintiffs seek counseling for emotional
distress, punitive damages, disgorgement, and the loss in value of their vehicles due to
the recall. When all of these claims for relief are viewed in the context of the number of
recall notices to be issued to Ohio residents, the amount placed in controversy by

plaintiffs' claims clearly is in excess of $5,000,000.
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