52.  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. §§ 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.

53. 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. FJC-R-96-2.

54. 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.

55. Plaintiffs also have asked for treble damages under the OCSPA and the
ODTPA. When a plaintiff seeks treble damages, the Court also may consider treble
damages in determining the amount in controversy. Cancino v. Yamaha Motor Corp.,
494 F. Supp. 2d 664 (S.D. Ohio 2005).

56. Defendants contend that the named Plaintiffs and the putative class are

not entitled to any relief, however, given the size of the proposed class and the breadth
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