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the plaintitfs, detendants other Toyota (acilities and counscel located cisewhere in the Uniled
States. I'or these reasons, the Panel should not seleet the Central District of Califomia to be the
transferee district.

VI. THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF KENTUCKY DOES NOT PROVIDE A MORE
APPROPRIATE TRANSFEREE DISTRICT.

Plamtifts in the case of 41 Viviano, et al. v. Tovora Motor Enginecring & Manufacturing
North America. Inc., et ol., (E.D. Ky} (“Viviano Plaonhits™y recently Giled their own opposition
challenging the transfer of this action to the Central. District ol Calilomia, See Viviano
Opposition. While the Fiviano Plaintiffs cormrectly point oul many ol the disadvantages of
transferring the case to the Central District of California, the Graves plaintills suggest that the
docket in the LCastern District of Kentucky should not be selected over the Soutlicru District of
West Virginia. The Eastern District of Kentucky has 4 heavier docket than that in the Southemn
District of West Virgina.

The Eastern District of Kentucky had 2,400 filings in 2008. Judicial Case Load Profile,
relevant portions attached as Ex. 2. [t also had a greater numbecr of cases per judgeship, with 436
total and 313 of thesc reported as civil casc. /d The Eastern District of Kentucky also reported
73 civil cases, ar 5% of its civil docket as over three years old. In addition, 36.7 % of jurors
were not scleeted or subject to challenge. fd. These facts show that the Southern District of
West Virginia has a more favorablc docket for the litigation. Moreover, the Viviano casc has not

advanced as far in its litigation as Graves and Alberto.

CONCLUSION

For all of the foregoing rcasons, Respondents respectfully move for the consolidated

cases to be transferred to the Southern District of West Virginia.
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