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26, Plaintiff is informed, believes and thereon alleges that Toyota
eliminated all reports claiming that the sudden acceleration occurred for “a long
duration” or more than a few seconds when it reported complaint dates to the
NHTSA. Toyota eliminated all reports in five broad categories when responding
to NHTSA’s request regarding an investigation of reports of sudden acceleration
involving 2002 and 2003 Lexus ES and Camry models, including all cases in
which the drivers said they were unable to control a runaway engine by applying
the brakes,

27.  During all relevant times, however, Toyota had full knowledge of the
numerous complaints regarding its vehicles, that such vehicles were susceptible to
incidents of sudden, unintended acceleration, and thus, that such vehicles posed a
significant risk of injury and death to vehicle occupants, other motorists, and
pedestrians,

28, On August 28, 2009, a 2009 Lexus ES350 vehicle, driven by
California Highway Patro‘lman Mark Saylor, and carrying his family, experienced
an instance of unintended acceleration, Mr. Saylor's brother-in-law called 911
from the back seat of the vehicle and said “the accelerator is stuck . . . we’re
approaching an intersection.” Moments later, the Saylor family was dead.

29.  The national attention garnered by this tragedy caused Toyota to
finally publicly acknowledge that unintended acceleration was an issue in Toyota
vehicles, yet, it still attempted to minimize the damage.

30.  Inresponse to the sudden-acceleration debacle, on or around October
30, 2009, Toyota began mailing, to 3.8 million owners' of its cars, a notice
required by the National Traffic and Motor Vehicle Safety Act.® It states: “Toyota

has decided that a defect which relates to motor vehicle safety exists” in specified

H“Owners” also includes and incorporates any leased vehicles by any lessee.

*49 U.S.C. §§ 30101, er seq.
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