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the geographical center of its manufacturing facilities and
suppliers, most of which are located in the eastern part of the
country. A copy of the map is attached as Exhibit A.
¢ The extent of Toyota’s operations in Kentucky is further
demonstrated by the fact that its direct investment there exceeds
$5 billion, almost twice the amount invested in any other state.
See Exhibit B.
These factors support transfer to the Eastern District of Kentucky. See, e.g In re
Fretted Musical Instruments Antitrust Litig., 657 F. Supp. 2d 1379, 1381 (J.P. M L.
2009) (transferee forum selected in part because two defendants were
headquartered there and another had a manufacturing facility there); In re Air
Crash Near Medan, Indonesia, On September 5, 2005, 544 F. Supp. 2d 1379, 1380
-81 (JP.M.L. 2008) (transferee forum selected in part because it was located
midway between defendants’ headquarters); In re CertainTeed Corp. Roofing
Shingle Prods. Liability Litig.,474 F. Supp. 2d 1357, 1358 (J.P.M.L. 2007)
(transferec forum selected in part because defendant was headquartered there); /n
re Amer. Cont. Corp. Sec. Litig, 130 FR.D. 475,476 (J.P.M.L. 1990} (same).
Third, because the bulk of Toyotla’s manufacturing and engineering
operations are located in or supervised by employees in Kentucky, most of the
relevant witnesses and documents likely are located there. Consequently, a court
in Kentucky is particularly well-suited to oversee the discovery process. The

Eastern District of Kentucky, moreover, likely is the best forum for the

convenience of the witnesses and parties. This is particularly so since, with the
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