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District of California is significantly better suifed geographically for cases anticipated to involve
witnesses and evidence from Japan, the location of Toyota’s parent corporation.
L Background®

On September 29, 2009, Toyota issued a safety advisory related to the risk of floor mat
entrapment of accelerator pedals in certain Toyota models. Toyota determined that an unsecured
or incompatible driver’s floor mat has the potential to interfere with, or entrap, the accelerator
pedal, which may make the vehicle difficult to control or stop. Shortly after issuing the safety
advisory, Toyota instituted a voluntary recall of all affected Toyota vehicles (the “Floor Mat
Recall”). In January 2010, as part of Toyota’s ongoing investigation into possible causes of
unintended acceleration, Toyota determined that there is a possibility that certain accelerator
pedal mechanisms may mechanically stick in a partially depressed position or return slowly to
the idle position, and issued a second voluntary recall related to accelerator pedals (the “Pedal
Recall”).

Numerous cases stemming from these voluntary recalls have been filed against Toyota.
Although the specific theories advanced in these lawsuits may differ, all of the cases relate to the
issue of unintended acceleration and are appropriate for consolidation. For example, some
actions assert that unintended acceleration is caused by alleged defects in Toyota’s floor mats or
accelerator pedals, while others claim that unintended acceleration is caused by an alleged defect

in Toyota’s electronic throttle control systems (“ETCS-i”),4 and many cases assert all three

3 3P.M.L. Rule 7.1(b) requires responses to averments in motions to be made in numbered paragraphs that
correspond to the number of paragraphs of the motion to which the responsive paragraph is directed. Plaintiff Lane,
however, did not, as required by J.P.M.L. Rule 7.1(2), make averments in numbered paragraphs in her motion or
accompanying brief. Therefore, Toyota is unable-to comply with J.P.M.L. Rule 7.1(b).

4 In vehicles with ETCS-i, electrical sensors detect the position of the accelerator pedal and relay this information to
a.central computer that regulates the engine’s functions (the “Engine Control Module” or “ECM”), The ECM uses
this information to determine how much to open the throttle, which, in turn, causes the vehicle to accelerate. Some
plaintiffs have alleged that electro-magnetic radiation can interfere with ETCS-i causing the vehicle to suddenly
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