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discussed in detail the need for an order to preserve parts being removed from recalled Toyota
vehicles as Plaintiffs are alleging defects beyond the safety issued currently acknowledged by
Toyota. Ms. Gilford asked if 1 was referring to “mats” and | elaborated to on preserving all parts
removed from recalled Toyota vehicles repaired or modified and specifically mentioned throttle
and accelerator wires, brake components, floor mats, rings, sensors, and other parts that are
and/or will be required for expert examination and analysis in this action. I specifically discussed
that while Toyota has admitted to mechanical defects, Toyota has yet to acknowledge electronic
defects and that the parties must preserve and examine parts removed from recalled vehicle for
purposes of investigation, analysis, and prosecution of this action.

5. During the cordial call with Ms Gilford, I suggested a stipulated order in lieu of a hearing
and she advised she would like to review the pleadings and application. Ms. Gilford provided
her email and I promptly email the Complaint, Ex Parte Application, and other documents or
papers filed in this action. A true and correct copy of the email to Ms. Gilford is attached as
Exhibit A.

6. Ms. Gilford responded via email suggesting Plaintiffs refer to the NHTSA website for
information, mentioning the growing number of lawsuits, stating she opposed the TRO. See,
Exhibit A.

7. I responded to Ms. Gilford that Plaintiff shall proceed with the TRO in view of the
refusal to preserve evidence by Toyota, and the new probe launched yesterday by federal
regulators. See, Exhibit A.

8. I have submitted a Notice of Appearance before the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict
Lftigation (JPMDL) in MDL 2151. The JPMDL clerk today advised that two parties have filed
motion re coordination in MDL 2151 (Toyota) and no hearing is on calendar. The Clerk also
advised that the motion for transfer in MDL 2215 (Toyota Motor Sales Litigation) has been
withdrawn.

9. It is Plaintiffs’ current intention to promptly seek certification of this action, and to seek
coordination of all federal actions for pretrial proceedings before the Central District of

California where Toyota is headquartered and this action is pending.
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