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Category
Causal/contributing Summary of the significant underlying facts and - -
s Property| FileID Summary Toyota's Assessment . N Caption | Parties Docket No.| Date Filed|
Report c Injury or| J factors evidence
Type Fatality g
Claim
From the Field Technical Report, the customer explained he “looked down” for 3
) [ moment & when he looked back up 3gain he saw he was quickly closing on 3 vehicle ) ) L ) )
Legal CI [ The clai did his d: . The EDR did
:: ri;“ that was stopped in front of his vehicie. He stated he applied the brakes but there a da:m,mr:u:"::mu :\:‘dmdul}sadl Ascm m:mt:m The vehicle was inspected and the EDR was downloaded. The EDR
e | o= Injury No w2z o way to stop in time & he struck the right rear of the vehicle. Unknown g " m'?’ * —— o e -
Py He stated no airbags deployed during the collision event & no wamning lamps were ;“"m": ve :(“ M“'hd"";im“’d"m:h““‘ e incident to aszesz  |did not contain any data.
eport it on the dash prior to the collision event. He stated he suffered| @ roat cuze -
during the event and -
From the Field Technical Report, the Customer stated that she was involved in an
accident with her 2014 Toyota Corolla at about 11:50 in the
morning. She was driving southbound near New Haven, o
was raining and zhe was driving 3t the 2peed limit 50mph. The vemicie that ) o )
- . B [ The inspector could not communicate with the EDR, but it was
Legal Claim o ’9‘"‘ ":u“ _‘":’“"’"Nr’:n“:;““ﬁ'm' 'u:::":‘ determined that this was due to an improper connection tothe | The vehicle inspector was unable to communicate with the ACU
and Field ) Vghway. She attempting to ma ey but was uns ud module. Claimant did not pursue this clzim. The information from [and the EDR could not be downloaded. However, photographs
Technical Cras Injury No time. She collided with the rear of the stopped vehicle. She waz knocked Unkno the inspection appears to explain the communication problem.  |from the inspection show the connection to the module was
unconscious by the impact. She awoke when someane waz remaving her from the
R Without more informati bout the incde: ke C .
eport vehicle. She thinks that her head hit the steering wheel. She was transported to the ) “m.:r - on 3bout the incdent, we cannot m mproper.
local hospital Emergency Room for treatment of her injuries. The injuries include: 7Y Other amessment.
The Air Bags did not deploy. She feels the impact warranted air bag
deployment.
From the Field Technical Report, on the evening of the incident, the claimant was
the driver. With her in the right front seat, was her boyfriend. They were both
utilizing their seatbelt restraints. They had just made 3 quick run, to pick up some
£2:1 food and were on their way home, they were traveling south bound
3t Mile Marke il in Gallup, New Mexico. They were traveling 20 to
Legal Clzim 45 mph. There are two lanes in each direction, with 3 neutral lane between. The inspector was able to download the EDR, and the recorded | The vehicle was inspected, and the inspector was able to
and Field . o A they were headed zouth, there was 3 vehidle, (later determined to be 3 2010 Unknown event was fisted 3z 3 rollover event. Toyota does not have communicate with the ACU and the EDR was able to be
Technical | & o Chevy Pick Up) driving north in the neutral lane. The pickup, 3il of 3 sudden puled sufficent information about the incident to assess the data in the |downloaded. The recorded event listed was designated 3z 3 roll
Report directly into the claimant’s lane, causing 3 head on impact. The pickup driver EDR . over event.
attempted to fiee the scene, but was found 3 zhort distance, down the road.
The ciaimant and her boyfriend had to be tranzported to the hazpital, and the car
was towed from the scene. The claimant iz concered, that there were no 3irbags
deployed. Ciaimant had three of Her boyfriend
suffered {JY and now haz iz back in the hospital.
The vehicle was driven into 3 tree by 2 drowsy driver. The EDR was
Legal Claim From the Field Techical Report, the owner / driver reported the vehicie was involved downloaded and showed one EDR record to be incomplete. The |- wnd the irspector was sbic to
and Field ) in 2 collision due to falling asleep. Thiz loss of control rezulted in the vehicle two other records indicated that airbag deployment waz not e .
Crash In; N Unknown ymmunicate with the ACU and the EDR abls be
Technical v ° - colliding into 3 tree and was heavily damaged. The owner / river believe the failure " warranted. The claimants did not pursue this ciaim. Toyota does [ S~ =< """ anat wassbleto
Report of the sirbags to deploy caused injury to himself. not have sufficient information about the incident to assess the -
data in the EDR .
From the Field Technical Report, “Caller states that she was on the highway on
m and it was raining bad all day but by the time she got on the road the
S rain had stopped. Caller states that the roads were still wet. Caller states she waz
g3l Claim ) . ° ] ) o h ;
- behind the semi-truck going aprox 70-72 mph. Caller states that she went to pass The ciaimants did not pursue this daim. The EDR did not contain ) )
d Field The vehicl spected and the EDR e loaded. The EDR
:’:dm::l Crazh Inury No - the semi-truck and she iid into the semi-truck on the right passenger side which iz Unknown any data. Toyota does not have sufficient information sboutthe | ': L:«::: P anad s cown
- damaged. Caller states that the veh went up under the semi-truck on the right side incident to 3ssez: the root cause of the lack of EDR data. v data-
port and she turned her wheel to the left and ended up in the grass in middle of the
highway. Caller states that the sirbags did not deplay. Caller states that the police
adv caller to .
The EDR d to be downloaded by the Californi;
Information from CHP MAIT investigator; customer was driving the vehicle, with e ::::: ted to be con o ”:"m: I m’:h
Leeal Giaim RF pazsenger, at the time of the collision ahead. Reportedly, the subject Corolla waz, s'f:';'i:Ld o “::'E‘;,':: " o ‘:‘;N -
:ﬂ pis oy and traveling south on the freeway, 3t 60-70mph, when the traffic suddenly stopped Bazed on the report from ZF/TRW, we understand they befieve the | %7 2%~ th:‘d\i o u:mmw: m"emk" e
e Crash :Z.- No ahead. The Corolla impacted 3 Ford Expedition, puzhing it forward to rest. The Unknown evidence is consistent with EOS to the DS84. Toyota's assessment Mwl”‘;; T:e on ;d m':mﬁl sy dovs, Acdiionsily
. *y Corolta then contacted a Semi in the adjacent lane. The driver of the Carolla was s on-going. o : > . e rionaby.
port , 3nd occupant contact marks were found on the dash/instrument e e P8 e potenta
1. No airbags d in this incid &
[pane! airbags deployed in this i ent. <hort circut.
N From the Field Technical Report, the owner backed out of her garage and drove . . . o
ks?::n down the ztreet about 2 blocks. She was attempting to park and, applied the brakez x:ﬁm::sm;mt:‘;:m'dm:m::"i:&t The vehide was & nd the EDR was downloaded. The EDR
;:ch b ! Crash Injury No but the car would not stop. To avoid hitting people, she ended up hitting  tree, Unknown aimant has no "“: s 2:‘ oyora ﬂ: s ven! "f”"’:f‘“’ ez down
e e damaging the right front of her car; including the fender, door and suspension. The : ﬂ: 'hd"';smm:: 1t the incident to 3ssess the root cause  [did not contain any data.
port 2ir bags did not deploy. -
Thiz vehicle was identified by NHTSA in 3 zalvage yard and is nat
e remen e vehicie was identified by NHTSA and niiay i A W:)ecof::hm;‘mToyuu rl-::;mann m:-e -mrdemwas During the inspection nzr:'l:‘u;:pa ms_aﬁte;be )
A rash Injury No ] download the EDR. The EDR was unable to be downloaded on site and was Unknown not reported by the customer to Toyota, 2 e " unng erme
Report eomeceed oty by NHTSA, Tovato, and 25 TR ot 22-TRO. information iz known. Bazed on information from ZF/TRW, we  |resistance measurement were recorded on the PCB indicating 3
pected jo oyota. - they befieve the indicate short circuit.
EOS to the DSB4. Toyota's aszessment iz an-going.
| Thi: i e i NHTSA i 1 ird and &
¥ :""::: "I':m'd:;m: Informaty :’:bw" ﬂ': h'."de::: During the inspection at ZF-TRW the EDR was sble to be
Field Technical The vehicle was identified by NHTSA and jointly inspected by NHTSA and Toyota to “l’“ ed‘bv - or m:‘T ": e "' downloaded again. The EDR did not contain any data.
. e [ Injury No ] attempt to download the EDR. The EDR was able to be downloaded on site and was| Unknown ot reported by the customer to Toyota, 2 - :/:Rw it during the i abnormal
eport further inspected jointly by NHTSA, Toyota, and ZF-TRW at ZF-TRW. informatien iz known. B m: ont rontrom indi'ﬂ": measurements were recorded on the PCB indicating 3 potential
they befeve hort circuit.
EOS to the DSB4. Toyota's assessment is on-going. hort arcul
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