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44. A section of the NHTSA report entitled “Analysis of the Effects of
Unintended Acceleration on Vehicle Control,” also supports this aclion under the
Consumers Credit and Protection Act. The agericy’s analysis began as follows:

The safety consequences of an unsecured rubber floor mat trapping the

accelerator pedal with the vehiele in gear can be severe, With the engine

throttle plate open, the vacuum power assist of the braking system cannot

be replenished and the effectiveness of the brakes is reduced significantly.

During trapped throttle acceleration testing, several methods to defeat

acceleration proved effective but nol necessarily intuitive. (Emphasis

supplied).

45. The engineering analysis described the first redundancy as follows:
"Application of the brake — Significant brake pedal force in excess of 150 pounds was
required to stop the vehicle, compared to 30 pounds required when the vehicle is
operating normally. Stopping distances increased 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.

46. Oun Septecmber 29, 2009, following the widespread publicity surrounding
the apparent sudden acceleration of a 2009 Lexus BS350 that resulted in a four-fatality
crash near San Diego, California, Toyota issued a “Safety Advisory,” saying that the
eompany had “taken a closer look™ at the potential for the accclerator (0 get “stuck in the
full open position” due to interfering floor mats. The advisory stated that the company
would soon be recalling eertain 2007 — 2010 Camrys and Lexus vebicles, 3.8 million in
all, to address the issue -- the largest automobile recall in Toyota’s history and the sixth
largest in United States history.
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