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« Understand and document the effects of unintended acceleration as
they impact controllabilily of the vehicle; and

« Document potential difficulties experienced by the operator while
attempting to regain control of the vehicle.

23. A section of the NHTSA report entitted “Analysis of the Effects of
Unintended Acceleration on Vehicle Control,” also supports this action under the
Consumers Credit and Protection Act. The agency's analysis began as follows:

The safety consequences of an unsecured rubber floor mat
trapping the accelerator pedal with the vehicle in gear can be
severe. With the engine throttle plate open, the vacuum
power assist of the braking system cannot be repienished
and the effectiveness of the brakes is reduced significantly.
During trapped throttle acceleration testing, several methods
to defeat acceleration proved effective bul not necessarily

intuifive. (Emphasis supplied).

24.  The engineering analysis described the first redundancy as follows:

"Application of the brake — Significanl brake pedal force in excess of 150 pounds was
required lo slop the vehicle, compared to 30 pounds required when the vehicle is
operating normally. Siopping- distances increase.d from less than ‘200 feet to more than
1,000 feet. This required brake pedal force is beyond the physical capabilities of most
drivers." (Emphasis added). This indicates a pressing need for an electronic or
mechanical failsafe.

25. On September 29, 2009, following the widespread publicity surrounding
the apparent sudden acceleration of a 2009 Lexus ES350 that resulted in a four-fatality
crash near San Diego, California, Toyota issued a "Safety Advisory,” saying that the
company had “taken a closer look” at the potential for the acceleralor to get "stuck in the

full open position” due to interfering floor mats. The advisory stated that the company
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