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_SUMMONS | ol e,
(CiTACION JUDICIAL) i oReED
NGTICE TO DEFENDANT: | A |
(AVISO AL DEMANDADO): L AME - .
— ALAMEDA COUNTY

R E CONTRACTORS C., INC.; ALLIED PAVING COMPANY; |

ALPAY, INC.; SANDERS PAVING, TNC.; (Additional Parties i MAY. 12 7008 |

Attachment form is attached) ' |
i

{1.0 ESTA DEMANDANDOD Ei. DEMANDANTE}:

YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF: h
|
CONSUMER ADVOCACY GROUP, INC., in the public interest ;

Yo have 30 SALENDAR DAYS aftar this summons and legal papers are sarved on you to flle a writien response at thils courd and have 2

i copy served on the plaintiff. A letter or phone call will not protect you. Your writien mepanse must ba in propar lagal farm i you want the
gourt to haer yout case. Thara may be a cowrt form that you can use for your rasponsa. You can find thesa court forms and more
Informailen at the Calliformis Couris Online Self-Help Center (www.courtinfc.ca.goviseifnelp). your county I library, or the courthousa
asarast you. K yoo canpod pay e filing fee, ash the cour cizek fora fee wabver form. 3 you do not flle your redponse on time, you may
logs the case by default, 2nd vour wages, money, and property may be taken witheut further waming from the court

There are other legai requirements. You may want s call an aitornay right dway. If you do not Khow an sHorney, you msy want to call an
attomey referre! service. If you cannct afford an attomay, you may e aligible for fres lagal sprdeas fram a ronproft legal sarvicas
program. You can lotate thase nonprofit greups at the Callfornla Logal Services Web site {www.lawhelpcallfomnia.crg), the Califormia
Courtz Online Sali-Help Camter (www.courtinfo.ca.gowselfhelp;, or by contacting your local court of sounty bar assogiation.

Tiene 30 DIAS DE CALENDARIC degplis o2 gue fe ettreousn esia cheeiin y papeles lagalas para prasentar Ung respuesta por egcrito
erl estd porey ¥ hacer e S8 anireaque U2 copla & femandanta. Una carta o una Namaeds felefdnice no o profegen. 5w respuesis par
egcrito ifene gue esiar en formaio fegal poreein ai desea gue pragesen St faso eh Ja corfa. Ex posible qgoe hays un formoiaric gue usted
puada uear para 50 reEpUasta.  Frede enconiter esfoz formuiados de ig core y mag itforrpacion en ef Cenfra ofe Apiraa de las Coites ts
California (www. cowrtifa.ca yowsalfMalofaspanct], an la hiblfotecs de fepes Ue u condade o en ia corle goe e goede mas tercd. 5ino
pucde pagarfa coofa de presemiacian, pida o) gecrefario e lax eorfe que Js da un formuiare de exenckin de pags de cuotes. 3f no presenia
&4 respuests a tlempo, puede pertier of case por incumplimienic y fg corfe fe padrs quilar Su sualdo, dinere p bistes sin mas adverfencia.

Hay oiras reguisins lagales. Es recomandable qua Name 2 un abogade inmediatamenfe. $§ nc conace B pn abogedn, pusde Famar s oo
servicia g2 remisiond a abegades. 5iRo prade papar & on shogads, ex pasibla gire cumpfa con los requisites para phtener servicios
letalos prattos de o0 programa de servicies fegales 3in Tees de lrore. Puede ensanirar esios grpes sin fines oe licre an &f sitio weh de
California Legal Services, fwww. lawhelpcalifomia.org), e ef Cenlro oe Ayool de las Corfas de Callfarnla,

(www, Courinio. ca. goyseineinespanald o pomidndoss e confact con fa corte o of eolagio de abopados focales.

he names and address of the court is:
CASE HUMBEER

(S nombre v direccion de e corte es): i 124
Superfor Cous of the Sute of Califoria for the County of Alameda |0 G 083868 3 6

Rene C. Davidson Alameda County Courthouse
1225 Fallon 5t, Oaldand, CA 94612

The name, address, and telephone munber of plalbifs storney, of platnf without an attorney. is:
(Ef namibre, la direceion v ef mimers de leféfano da!f shegadts del demandante. o def demandante glie no Hese abogado, ash

Ben Yeroushalmi , Yeroushalmi & Associates, 3790 Wilshire Blwd., Suite 480,
Los Anpgeles, TA 9[![!1[} 213-382-3183

LA ] : m AT,
CATE: ﬁ‘ﬁ' 1 2 m i % ‘%ﬁ‘%ﬁé&%i\’ ek, by Q*Em . Deputy

fFeché,l EXECITIVE GFFIGERCLERR, (Secrafaric) fAdiunia}

{For proct of service of this summons, use Proof of Service of Summons {forr POE-G10).) )
{Para priaka de enfoega de asta citatidn use of formulana Progf of Senvice of Summans, (POS-0100)
NOTICE TO THE PERSON SERVED: Your are sorved
EEAL ¢ 1. [ ] a= an individuai defendant,

P2 | a8 the person susd under the kotitious name of {specify)

3 1 an behalf of {&pecifv:

:  unden ___) CCP 416.10 {corporation; 1 CCP 21860 {minor)
g 3 COP 41620 idefunct comparation) G_CI'-“ 41670 {conserveies)
; i ] GCF 475.40 {essocizfion or Dartn&:shlp; CCF 418 50 (autharized naraon)
i i | i other (specifyl
4, by parsonsi delivery on foafe): Pape 1.t
Fanm Apapted for kandatomy Lae Codé of Tivii Piosadure 5§ 412.20, 465

Adizal Coancl & Celiomie a )
SUR-1DD R, Jaruam t, 2004] SUMMONS [merican Lapritler I | v DS matFoma,mm
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i_ SHORT TITLE: | CASE MUMBER:

|
i_ Ceonmrar Adveessy Group Inc, v, A E Contractors Ca., Inc., =t al. I Iz ,1:5 o % 3 % 5 g 3 6 i

INSTRUSTIONS FOR USE

¥ This form may be ussd as an attachment to a0y summons if space does not permit tha fisting of ali parfies o the sumMMan:.
2 I hiz zttachment is used, insait the follawing statement in the plalmif o defandznt ox on the summens: “Adiditional Parias
Attachrmant form i attaghed ™

Lis: agditional pasties {Check only one box, Lise 4 separafe page for agch tvpe of pary ;
[] Plaint#  [7] Defendant [_| Cross-Compiginant [ | fross-Dafendant

CALIBER PAVING COMPANY, INC.; TLG PAVING COMPANY, INC.; ALLSTAR PAVING
COMPANY, INC.; CURCIO ENTERPRISES, INC,; HALF MOON BAY GRADING & PAVING, DNC,;
NG FAULT ASPHALT, INC.; and DOES 1-100;

Sam Agaptes o Marrdabay Ues

T Adgpies e Merion ADDITIONAL PARTIES ATTACHMENT

BLMLACA(A) [P, January 1, 2007 Attachmsrt to Summons Arnerizan Legalhi, me,

wra FOATERDRNGW,com]



L5010

L i Fow oo o
| YEROUISHATLMI & ASSGCIATEER
31700 WILSHIRE BELVD.,, STTTTE 4810
108 ANGELES, CA 50010 _ E”DOE_*E’)ED
TeuRonmas: 213-382-3183 s 213-382-3430 FILED - ooy
TTORNET Fom ey LoOMSTET Advocacy Group, Ine, ALAMEDA COUNT
IBLTERIOR COURT OF SALIFORMIA, SoURTToF AT AWIEDA
smeeamoress: 1225 Falion St. . j MAY 12 2008
wne anorsss: 1225 Fallon St ' .
amvan meeeae: Dalklens, 94612 C1-ERK OF T SUFERIGR COURT
arsrcnnane: FEné€ O, Davidson Alameda County Courthonse By ___ CHEEYL GLABK .
CASE NAME: F o= Depty ";
© Consumsr Advocacy Group Inc. v. R E Contractors Co., Inc., ef a.
CIVIi. CASE COVER SHEET | Compiex Case Designation CASERLIGER
] unlimtec | Limlted _ RG0OB8386836
{Amﬂunt fAanIﬂt i E Counter D Joinder E
demanded demandad |s Fited with firat appearancs by defendant s
excestds $25.0007  $25.000 or lzss) {Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.402) peRt |

Hems 1—6 below must be complated {see insinscions on page 2L
1. Cneck one box halow for the case type that best describes this case:

Aute Tert Contrast Provisianally Complex Gl Litigatian I
E At (225 | Ereach of contractiwaranty 06y (Cal- Rules of Gaury, rules 3.400-3.403)
Unineured motarlst (43) T 1 Rule 3.740 coRections (03} (™ mstitrustTrede regutation (08}
Other PUPDWD (Parzonal Injury/Property | Other colections {0%) T ] conetrueton dedect {10}
Damagefronpful Death) Tort L] meurance coverags £18) [ mass tort 40}
!;! Ashestos 014) |:| Cther contact (37} |:! Sacurhies ltigation (28)
—_ Product liatilly {24) Real Property EnvironmentalToxic o {30) i
L Madical malpractics {45) [__1 Eminent domaln/inverse | insurance coversgs clalms anising from the
[ other PIPBIAND (23} condamnation (143 above Belad provizionally complay case :
Mg, PIPDMD (Other} Tart ' [ wirongful sviction (53) bypes 41}
Business torifunfair businsss practce (0F) [} otner redl orapery 25) Enforsemant of Judgment
] civa rights (02} Unlawiul Detainer L1 =nfarcement of jusgmant (20)
] befamation {13} [ 1 commerial {31} Miseallaneous Civil Gomplaint
LI Fraud {18) L] Resigental ¢32; L_] rico em
[ Intellectual property {19} [ ] oeugs 3) [__1 crher complaint frof specilied above) (423 .
| Professionel nanligence (25! Judicial Revies Mizcellanzous Chil Patlion i
[ Other non-PLPOMD tort {35) Lo Assetforieibura (05) Pattarshlp and Corporse govemance (21)
Eﬁ]mnt :l Fetiiion re: arbltratlon award 11} Zl fithar netifion (not speciied ahove) (4%)
Wrianatul tarmination (38} [0 writ of mandate {02)
[ ] otner smpleyment {$5) [ 1 Other judicial reviaw {38

7 Thizcase |+ 1is | |isnot compiex under rule 3,400 of the Callfornia Rules of Sourt. If the case is comiplex, mark the
factors requiring exceptional judicial managemeant:

a. E Large numbier of separately represented parties d. |:| Large number of withesses

b. [ | Extensive malion practice rising difficult ornovel  &.._ | Coordination with related actions pending in one or mare courts
izzues hat will bo time-consuming to rasolve in cthar counties, staies, or countries, of [0 3 federa: court

e [ | Substantial amount of documentary evidance : [ ] substemtist pastudgment judicial supervision

4. Remedias sought {check aif thaf apply: a.'[}zl monetary  b.ly | nonmonstary; dectaratery or injunctive refief o punitive
4. Mumber of causes of action (specifyt: One
5. This case |:| i E Is mot & ¢lass achon suil

. ] i A ECE] A
B, Ifthere animr known rglated casas, fila and =arva a notice of related M&u !2’.":._2:,..%36 T OM-015.) ‘
Date; May "4, 2008 S
Ben Yeroushalmi 3 L_ o e

TTYEE CR PRINT RALE, Ao TR T SR N TORNET 7 FaRTY)
NOTICE ) =
« Plaintiff must file this cover sheet with tha first paper fled I the action or proceading (sscept small ciaima cases or cases filed
under the Frobate Code, Farmily Cods, or Welkzre and Insfitiiions Code). {Cal, Rules of Court, ntle 3.220.) Failure to file may resut
¢ It sanciions.
= Fiig this aover sheet in addiion to any cover shest required iy iocal cour rule,
« w [ thiz case is somplex unger rule 3400 & sog. of the Sahfornla Rules of Sourt you must serve & copy of this cover shest on al!
ather parties fo the acfion ar proceeding
v Linlass ihis is 8 collactions case ender Fule 2,740 or a complex case, this cover sheet wil be used - stafistical purposes aniy.

age | of 2

£orm Angeie] lor Manceasy Usa ~ Cal. Feulag of Cour, rules 230, 3220, 340103 45,5 740
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GRAGAD [Few. July 1. 2007] WL COOTIN. SRR
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CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM
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SUNERIOR

r}q Dakland .—qanaﬂ Daﬂ.r!dsun Alameaz Couniy Gnurthm.lse r445) [

' 1 Hayward Hal of Juzlice {£47
} F-‘leasanmn Gale-SﬂhEﬂone Hati cf .!ush{:& 52

Autg Tor Ao kark {22 [ } 3 Ao o (G)
I5 thls an uninsured moiorigt case™ | lves [ Ino
Cther Pl PD S Anhestos (D! HE 75 Asghesins (B9
WD Tort Froduet fiabliity (243 ] 3% Produst liability (oo esbesios or toxic iorfrenvironmentzl) (5}
Medical malpraciice (45) 11 BT Modical malpragtics (G3)
Ciher PEPDIAWWLE ot (23} [ ] 33 Oher PYPDAND Lort {15}
Moo - PLPD S Bus tort ) unfaie bus. practica (07} [1] 78 Bue ortf unfalr bus. practice (5)
WO Tort Gl rigints (05} [ : 80 Civil Aghks 145)
Dafzmatlon {13; [1 84  Defamation {G)
Fraud [18) [] 24 Framd {G)
Intallachual proparty (15; [1] &7  Intelectuai property (G}
Professional neghpence {25 [] 50 Profeasionel negligence - non-medical [75)
Ciiner non=-FYPCYAL iort £25) [ ] 63  Other nonPIPDANT tori {5)
Triployrignl Weenglul temaliation (36} [1 35 Wonghal lerminaticn ()
Qtier employment {15} [} 85 Ctharsmployment ()
[ I #3  Labor comm award confimeation
[ ] £4  MNodee of appeat- L&
Zontract Breach confract / Winby (06) [ § 04  Breach contract Fwmiy (G)
Collectiona (09 [1 81 Collectlons {3)
Insurencs covaraga {1B] [ 1] 85 Ins. coverage - nonecomplex (G}
Dther gontract [27} [1 45 Other contract (Gh
Reai Pioperty Emninent domain f Iny Cdm {14} [ 18 Eminent domgin / nv Som ()
Wrongful eviction (32) f1 1T Wrontful eviction (G5}
Other ragl poparty (2651 [ ] 38 Oiher real propesty (G
Unlawful Detainer  |Commercial {313 i1 o Uniewful Detainer - commerncial I the deft. in posseesion
Restdential (32} [] 47 Linlawiul Detalner - residential of tha property?
Druas (38 [ ] 24 Unlawful detainer - drogs [ 1Yes [ JHNa
Judicial Review Assel forfeiure (05) 11 41 Assetlofaliere
Petifion re: arbitration ayward {11) 11 52  Pet. m; arbitration awend
Wirit aof Mandats {02] i1] 45 Wit of mandete
I this @ CEGQWA action {Publ.Res.Code secfion 21000 ateeq) [ JYes [ ] Mo
Othar Judictal ravisw (380 11 B4 (rher udicial review
Provisicnally Antitrust §f Trade regulation {03} 11 T Anlirust f Trade regulation
Camplax Canstruction defect {140) [1 82  Consingtion defect
Chalms invpiving mass ot {40 M1 TE  Clalms Invobving mass tor
Seciritias Mgation {26) [1] a1 Becurfies ltigation
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Enforcement of Enforcement of judoment (2407 [ I 19 Enforcement of judgment
Judgment [} 08 Confasslon of judgmeni
Mizg Complaint RICO (271 [} & RIGO (G)
Parnership ! Cofp. govemance {213 i 33 Partmership / Comp, Sdvsinance [F)
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ALTERNATIVE DISFUTE RESOLUTION
INFORMATION PACKAGE
Effective April 15, 2005 (Revised March 2008)

Instructions to Plaintiff / Cross-Complainant

In all geperal civil cases filed in the trial courts after June 30, 2001, the plaintiff is
required to serve a copy of this ADR information package on each defendant.

California Rules of Court, Rule 3.221 (excerpt)

(a) Court to provide information package

Each court must make available to the plaintiff, at the time the complaint 1s
filed in all gencral civil cascs, an alternative dispute resolution (ADR)
information package that includes, at & minimurv, all of the following:

(1)  General information about the potential advantages and disadvantages of
ADR and descriptions of the principal ADR processes....

(2)  Information about the ADR programs available in that court....

(3} In countics that are participating in the Dispute Resolution Programs
Act (DRPA), information about the availability of local dispute resolution
programs funded under the DRPA....

(4) An ADR stipulation form that parties may use to stipulate to the use
of an ADR process.

(b) Court may make package available on Web site....

(¢)  Plaintiff to serve information package

In all general civil cases, the plaintiff must serve a copy of thc ADR
information package on each defendant together with the complaint. Cross-
complainants must serve a copy of the ADR information package on any
new parties to the action together with the cross-complaint.

Rev. March 2405



GENERAL INFORMATION ABOUT ADR

Introduction ta Alternative Dispute Resolution

Did you know that most clvil lawsuits settle without a trial? And did you know that there are a number of ways to resolve
civil disputes without having to sue somebody? These alternalives to a lawsuit are known as alternative disputs resalution
{also called ADR). The mest commen forms of ADR are mediation, arbitration, and neutral evaluation. There are a
number of ather kinds of ADR a5 well.

In ADR, trained, impartial persons decide disputes or help parties decide disputes themselyes. These persons @ré called
neutrals. In mediation, for examgle, the neutral is the mediator. Neutrals normally are chosen by the disputing parties or
by the court. Neutrals can help parties resolve disputes without having to go to court,

ADR is not new. ADR i available in many communities through court-connacted and community dispute resolution
programs and private neutrals.

Advantages of Alternative DIspute Resolution
ADR can have a number of advantages over & fawsuit:

« ADR can be speedisr, A dispute often can be rescived in a matier of months, even weeks, through ADR, while a
lawsuit can take years.

+ ADR can save monay. Court costs, attorney fees, and expert withess feas can be savad,

« ADR can permit more particlpation. With ADR, the parties may have more chances to tell their side of the story
than in court and may have more contro! over the outcoms,

« ADR can be flexible. The parties can choose the ADR process that is best for them.

= ADR can be couparative. in mediation, for example, the parfies having a dispute may work together with the
neutral to resolve the dispute and agree to a remedy that makes sense to them, rather than work against each
other.

= ADR can raduce stress. Thers are fewer, if any, court appearances. And because ADR can be speedier,
cheaper, and can create an atmosphers in which the parties are normally cooperative, ADR iz easier on the
nerves. The parties do rot have @ lawswit hanging over their heads. For all the above reasons, many people have
reparied a high degres of satisfaction with ADR.

Because of thess advantages, many parties choose ADR to resolve a dispuie instead of filing a lawsuit Even when a
fawsLit has been fitad, ADR can be used before the parties’ posifions harden and the lawsult becomes costly. ADR has
heen used to resolve disputes even after a trial, when the result is appesled.

Disadvantages of Alternatlve Dispute Resclution
ADR may not be suitable for every dispute.

If ADR is binding, the parties normially give up most court pratections, including a decigion by a judge or jury under formal
rules of evidence and procedurs and review for legal error by an appellate court.

There generally is less oppertunity {0 find out about the other side’s case with ADR than with litigation. ADR may nat be
effective if it takes place before the parties have sufficient infurmation to resolve the dispute.

The neufral may charge a fee for his or her services.

If a dispute is nat resolved through ADR, the parties may have to put time and maney into both ADR and a lawsuit.

Lawsuits must be brought within specified periods of tima, known 23 statutes of [imitations. Partles must be careiul not to
let & statute of limitations run out while a disputa is in an ADR process.

Pev. March 2008



Three Comman Types of Altamative Dispute Resoluticn

This section describes the forms of ADR most often found in the Califomia state courts and discusses when sach may be
right far a dispute.

Mediation

In mediation, a neutral {the mediator) assists the parties in reaching a mutuslly acceptable resolution of their dispute.
Unlike lawsuits or some other types of ADR, the mediaior does not decide how the disputs is to be resolved; the parties
do.

Mediation is & cooperative prosess in which the parties work together toward a resolution that tries 19 meet everyone's
interesis, instead of working against each other where at least ong party loses. Medistion normally leads to better
relations between the parties and to resolutions that hold up. For example, mediation has been very successful in family
disputes, paricularly with child custody and visitation,

Mediation is particularly effective when the parfies have a continuing relationship, like nsighbors or business people.
Mediation slsa is very effeclive where personal feelings are getting in the way of a resclution. This is because mediation
nommally gives the parties a chance fo let out their feelings and find out how they each sea things.

Mediatich may not be a good Idea when one party is unwilling to discuss a resclution or when one party has been a victim
of the other or has unegual bargaining power In the mediation. Howewver, mediation can be successful for viclims seeking
restitution from offenders. A mediator can meet with the parties separately when there has been viclencs between them.

Arbitration

ln arbitration, a neutrat {the arpifrator) reviews evidencs, hears arguments, and makes & decision (award} to resolve the
dispute. Arbitration normally is more informal, much quicker, and less expensive than a lawsuit. Often a case that may
take 3 week to try in court can be heard by an arbitrator In & matter of hours, because avidence can be submitted by documents
{like medical reports and billa and business records) rather than by testimony.

There are v kinds of arbitration in Califomia:

{1} Private arbitration, by agreement of the parties involved in the dispute, takes place outside of the courts and is nomally
binding. In most cases, "binding" maans that the arbitrator's daclsion (award) is final and there will not be a triat or an
appeal of that decision.

{27 "Judicial arbitration” takes place within the court process and is not binding unless the parties agres at the qutset to be
bound. A party to this kind of arbitration who does not like a judicial arhitration award may fila a request for trial with the
caurt within a specifisd time. However, if that party does not do better in the trial than in arbitration, he or she may have to
pay a penalty.

Arbitration is best for cases where the parlies want 2 decision without the expense of a trial. Arbitration may be better
than mediation when the parties have no relationship except for the dispute.

Arbitration may not be a goad idea when the parties want to decide on the culcomne of their dispute themselves.
MNowulral Evalaafion

In evaluation, a neuiral {the evaluator} gives an opinion on the strengths and weaknesses of each party's evidence and
arguments and makes an evaluation of the case. Each party gets a chance te prasent his or her side and hear the other
side. This may lead to z setflement or at least help the parties prepare to resolve the dispute later on. If the neufral
avaluation daes not resolve the dispute, the partizs may go to court or try another form of ADR,

Neldral evaluation, like mediation, can come early in the dispute and save time and money.

Neutral evalualion is most effactive when a party has an unrealistic view of the disputes, when the only real issue is what
the cage is worth, or when there ara technlcal or scientific questions to be worked out.

Neutral evalugtion may not be a good idea when 1t is too soan o tell what the case is worth or [f the dispute iz about
something besides maney, like a neighbor playing loud music late at night.

R, Barch XM



Other Types of Alternative Dispute Resolution

There are several other types of ADR besides mediation, arbitration, and neutral evaluation. Some of these are
conciliation, settlement conferences, fact-finding, mini-krials, and summary jury trials. Sometimes paries will fry a
combination of ADR methods. The important thing is to try o find the type or types of ADR that are most likely to resolve
YOUT dispute.

‘The selection of a nautral is an impaortant decision. There is no tlegal requirement that the neutral be licensed or hold any
particular certificate, However, some pragrams have established qualification requirements for neutrals. You may wish to
inguire about the qualifications of any neutral you are considering.

Agresments reached through ADR nomally are put in writing by the neutral and, if tha parties wish, may become binding
contracts that can he enforced by a judge.

You may wish (o s2ek the advice of an attomey about your legal rights and other matters relaling to the disputs.

Help Finding an Alternatlve Dispute Resolution Provider in Your Gommunity
To locate @ dispute resolution program or private neltral in your community:

v Visit the Court's Webh site. The Alameda County Superior Court maintaing a list of court-connected mediators,
neutral evaluators, and private arbitrators at htip:fhewnw, alameda.coutts.ca. goviadiindsx. himl

«  Contact the Small Claims Court Legal Advisor. The srmall claime legal advisor for Alameda Caunty is lacated
at the Witey W. Manuel Courthouse, Sslf-Help Center. The phona number is 510-288-7665,

+ Vlisit the California Department of Consumer Affairs' Web site, The Cepartment of Consumer Affalrs (also called
the DCA} has posted a list of conflict resclution programs throughout the state. The list can be found at

hite:/fwwr, dea s gaviconsumermediation programs shiml

You can also call the Departrnent of Consumer Affalrs, Consumer Information Center, at 1-2800-852-5210.

=  Centact your local bar assoctation. You can find a list of local bar associations in Californla on the State Bar
Web site at
hittp #imembers.catbar.ca.govisearchiba_resulis aspxitxtan=8bdn=&County=_&District=EC assTypes=0

If you cannot find a bar association for your area on the State Bar Web site, check the vellow pages of yvour
telephone book under "Associations."

s Lockin the yellow pages of your telephone book under "Arhitrators” or "Mediators™.

s Automotlve Repalr, Smeg Check: The Callfornla Bureau of Autometive Repalr {alsc known as BAR) offers a
free mediation senvice for consumers whao are dissatisfied with an auto repair or a smoeg check, or who dispute an
involce for such services, BAR reqgisters and regulates California automofive repair facilities and licenses smaog,
lamp, and brake inspeaction stations., Learn more at
bttp: ey smogehack.ca.gov/StdPade. asp? Body=/Geninfo/Otherinfo/Mediation. him#Fthat®e20is%20a%20Media
tor or call 800-852-5210.

s Attorney Fees: The State Bar of Californla administers a mandatory foe arbifration program to resolve atiomey
fee disputes batween lawyers and their clients. The program |s an Informal, low-cost forum and is mandatory for a
lawyer if a client requests it. Mediation of attorney feas disputss may also be available in some areas of
California, Learn more at hitp.Awww. calbar. orgf2bar3arb/3arbndx.him or call 413-535-2020,

oo, bdrcl TINHR



DISPUTE RESOLUTION PROCRAMS IN ALAMEDA COUNTY

East Bay Community Mediatlon
1968 San Pablo Avenue, Berkeley, CA 94702-1612

Phone; (510} 548-2377; _Fax: {510) 548-4051

hittp:/iwww.ebem.or

EBCM is a community-based mediation program created by the union of Berkeley Dispute Resolution
Service and Conciliation Forums of Oakland. EBCM offers connseling on options and approaches to
resolving a dispute, mediation, large-group conflict facilitation, and conflict resclulion skills
workshops.

Catholic Charities of the East Bay: Oakland - Main Office
433 Jefferson Street, Qakland, CA 94607

Phone: (310) 768-3100: Fax: (510) 451-699%

http:/Awww.cech.org!

Mediators are responsible for mediation sessions involving the youth, victim and fanmly members to
work towards a mutually agreeable restitution agreement. Also, provide free workshops in anger
managemenl and mediation,

Center for Community Dispute Settlement
291 McLeoad Street, Livermore, CA 94530
Phone: (925) 373-1035; Fax: (923) 449-0943

hitp:/wrerw trivaklevmediation.com/

Provides services in Tri-Valley for all of Alameda County, Program goals are to increase the number of
court cases resolved, mediating small claims cases four days per week, and iraining youth in listening
and conflici resolution skills.

Feav. Murch 2005



ALAMEDA COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT
ADR PROGRAM

ADE Program Admipistrator

Pursuzant to California Rules of Court, mule 10.783, the presiding judge of the Superior Court of Califernia, County of
Alameda designated the Const Executive Officer to serve as ADR program administrator.

A Plaintiff may elect, the parfies may stipulate, or a judge may refer a case o Judicial Arbitration. The Judicial Arbitration
Propram Coordinater may be contacted during regular court buginess hours at {3 1} 690-2703,

The Jndicial Arbiteation Procgss

ointment of Arbitrater {must be appointed within 30 da ferral per CRO 3.815(ch(20)

—  Parties mailed list of five nurnes from which to select (list mailed within 5-10 business days after receipt of
referral).

— Each party may reject one of the names listed (10 calendar days per CRC 3.815(b) 3.

—  The adminisirator randomly appoints the arbitrators from the names remaining on the lst or if one name
remains then that name is deemed appointed (CRC 3.315(4)}.

Assignment of Case (CRC 2.817)

= Withio 15 days of notice of the appointment, the arbitrator shall contact parties in writing about time, date,
and place of the hearing. The parties shall receive at least 3¢ days notice prior to the hearing,

Hearings {CRC 3.817)

—  Must be scheduled to be completed not more than 90 days from the date the arbitrator was assigned. For good
cause shown, a Judge may continug the case beyond this 90-day period.

Awn.rd of Arbitrator

—  The arbitrator must file an award within 10 days of the conclusion of the arbitration hearing. The arbitrator
may apply to the cowt for an additional 20 days in cases of ynosual length or complexity {CRC 3.325b).

=» Within 30 days of the filing of the award, a party may file a request for trial (CRC 3.826{a)).

= The cerk mmst immediately enter the arbitration award as a judgment if no party has served and filed a
request for trial during the 30-day period after the award is filed (CRC 3.827).

Relurn of Case to Court

— Upon the filing of a request for trial, the action must procced as provided under an applicable case
management order or, if there is no pending order, promptly set for a case management confercnes.
(CRC 3.826(1)).

— When a judgment is entered, the clerk will notify all partics who have appeared in the case inchrding the judpe
10 whom the cage is assigned if there iz one (CRC 3.8%7(h)).

= If a cage is settled then cach plaintiff or other party must notify the arbitrator and the court as reqmired under
California Bules of Court, rule 31385 (CRC 3 820).

Paw, Warch 2008



SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF ALAMEDA

[ Berkeley Gourthause [ Fremont Hall of Justice 1 GatafSchencne Hall of Justice
2000 Gérar Sresd, 291, Berkeley, CA BT 35439 Pasen Padie Parkway, Framont, CA 453 5672 Gtonaridge Drive, Plessantom, Gh 34555
[J 2eorge E MeDonatd Hall of Justica ] Haywssrd HaR of Justica 1 Rend C. Davidson Courthause

2273 Shonsling Drtve, Alamada, CA 94501 24405 Arrsacior Sirest, Hayward, CA 94544 1225 Falion Streed, Qakland, CA 84612

O ey W, el Courthotiga
&1 Washingtnn Sireet, Qakland, TA 4607

Lase No.:
Plaintiff
¥&- STIPULATION FOR ALTERNATIVE
DISPUTE RESOLUTION (ADR)
Defondamt

“The partics by md throwgh their attomeys of record herchy stipulate to submit the within

controversy to the following Abtetnative Dispute Resolution pracess:

ORDER
The foregaing stipulation having been read and considerad and good cause appearing, now therefore, IT
15 80 ORDERED.
T IS FURTHER ORDERED that the matter be set for Crder Lo Show Cause Heanng RE:

Dismissal om _ at amm./p.m. in Departrment

Crated:

JUDGE OF THE SUPERICOR COURT

{SEAL)

Pav. Warch 0F



EXDORSED

KEUBEN YEROUSHALM” (SBN 193561) FI7_LTY

DANIEL D. CHEO {(SBIN 105409 AlL.aMEDA COUNTY
REN YEROUSEALNMT (SBN 232543t MAY 1 2
| YEROUSHALMI & ASSCCIATES _ 1< 2008

3700 WILSHIRE BLvD., SUITE 480 ;}LEHK EL 1HE 51 Ji’ERlﬂR COURT

LO% ANGELES, CA S0 G R
Telephone:215-382-3183 '
Facsimile: 13-382-3420

Email:  Jawfirmizyeroushalmi.com

Allorneys for Plaintiff, Consumer Advoeacy Group, Inc.

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNEA

COUMTY OF ALAMEDA-UNLIMITED

CONSUMER ADVOCACY GROUP, INC.,
m the public intsrest,

CASENC. RG083868236

COMPLAINT FOR PENALTY,
Plaintiff, INTUNCTION, AND RESTITUTION
V. Violation of Proposition 63, the Safe
Drinking Water and Texic Enforcement
Act of 1986 (Health & Saf. Code., §§

25249.5, et seq.)

R E CONTRACTORS CO., INC.; ALLIED
PAVING COMPANY; ALPAV, INC;
SANDERS PAVING, INC.; CALIBER
PAVING COMBANY, INC.; TLG PAVING
COMPANY, INC.; ALLSTAR PAVING
COMPANY, INC.; CURCIO
ENTERPRISES, INC.; HALF MOON BAY
GRADING & PAVING, INC.; NO FAULT
ASPHALT, INC.; and DOES 1-100;

ACTION 1S AN UNLIMITED CIVIL
CASE (exceeds $25,0000

'\..,.-'-.-f\_fh-f\-.-’\—f\_#\‘../\-afw\_fu\-f\nlk_Jh.-fwfw

Defendants.

COMES NOW plaintiff, Consumer Advocacy Group, Inc., who, Tor a cause of action, allegss

as follows,

1
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BACKGROUND AND PRELIMINARY FACTS

. 1r 1986, Califoraia votsrs anprovas an initiziive 1o addrezs growlng coacerns about

exposure o toxic chemicals. The Inifiative, The Safe Diririagng Water and Toxic
Enforcetren: Act of 1986, codifi=g 2t Health and Safety Code sections 252485 e sz
f*Proposition £5™), helps to protect Catifornia’s drinking water sourses from
contamination, to allow consumers to make informed choices about the products they
buy, and to enable persons {o protect themselves from toxic chemicals as they see fit.
Dropositicn £5 requires the Governor of California to publish a list of chemicals known o
the state (o canse cancer, birth defects, or other reproductive harm. Health & Saf. Code,
§ 25249.8. The I'sf, which Ihe_chmor vpdatss at least once a year, contains over 550
chemicals. Proposition 65 imposes warning requirements and otber controls that apply to
Proposition 65 listed chemicals.

All businesses with: fen or more employees that operate or sell products 1 California
must comply with Preposition 63, Under Propasition 65, businesses are: {1} prolibited
from knowingly discharging Proposition 65 listed chemicals into sources of drinking
water (Health & Saf Code, § 25248.53, and (2) required tc provide “clear and
reasonable” warnings before exposing a person, knowingly and intentionally, to a
Proposition 65 listed chemical (Health & Saf. Code, § 25249.6.)

Plaintiff, Consumer Advocacy Group, Inc. (“Plaintiff”} is 2 non-profit California
corporaiior. It brings this action in the public inferes: as defined vnder Health and Safety
Code szction 25249 .7, subdivision (d).

Dlaintiff is informed, belisves, and thercon slleges that defeidants, R E Contractors Co.,

Inc.: AWied Paving Campany; Alpay, Inc., Ssnders Pavivg, Inc.; Caliber Paving

2
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Company, inc.; TiG Paving Company, Fw.; Alistar Paving Company, Inc.; Curcie
Enterprises, Inz.; Half Moon 32y Grading & Paving, Ine.; and No Fauit Asohalt, Tne. are
and z. 2! times mentioned hereir have been Califormda Corporations quaiified o do

i et

tmsinesz it the State of Califormiz, and 2! 2% times mentioned herein have conducied

business within the State of Califommia.

. Plaintiff is ignorant of the true names and capacities of defendants sued as Does 1-100,

and therefore Plaintiff sues these defendants by such: fictitious names. Plamntiff will
amend this complaint to allege {heir tme names and capacities when asceriainzsc.
Plaintiff is informed, helieves, and thereon alleges that each Sctitiousty samed defendant
is responsible in some manner Yor the ocourrencas herein alleged and the aamages caused

thereby.

. At all times mentioned hevein, “Defendants™ include F, E Contractors Co., Inc.; Alhed

Paving Company; Alpev, Inc.; Sanders Paving, Inc.; Caliber Paving Company, Inc.: TLG
Payving Company, Inc.; Allstar Paving Company, Inc.; Cuicio Enterprises, Inc.; Half

Moon Bay Grading & Paving, inc.; No Fault Asphalt, Inc.; and Does 1-10C.

. Plaintif? is informed, believes, and thereon alleges that ai all relevant times, each

defendan was 2 person deing business within the meaning of Health and Safety Code

section 25249.11, subdivision {a), and that each defendant bas had 10 or more employees.

In 2000 and 2001, Plaintiff conducted research, from which it identified an industry-wide
praclice among California companiss invoived in paving operations, of exposing,
knowingly and intentionally, persons to the mumerous Proposition £5 listed constituents

of 2zphalt and aspbait paving produeis without first providing clear and reasonable

3
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warnings of such io the exposed persons priot io exposure. Plaintiff later Ziscemed that
Drefendants sngaged i such incustrv-vwids practice.

1. Defendants have been exposing persons, knowingly and intentionally, by nsing asphalt or
asphalt paving products, inclnding Flot Mix Asphiali, to the constiment Proposition: &5
Hsted ckemicais of sush substances without first giving clear and reasonable warning of
such to the exposed persons, it violation: of Proposition: 65. Defendants’ violations of
Praposition 65 have been ongoing anc continuous and have continved to the date of the
sigming of thie complaint.

11. Plaintiff mailed & sepatate Propogition 65 Sixty-day Notice of miten: to sue to each namad
defendant, Suck notices state;d that each respective defendant, by failing to warn nersons
of cxposures to Proposition 55 listed chemicals before exposing them, knowingly and
intentionally, tc such chemicals, hac. violated Proposition 65. CAG aiso served copies of
the notices upon the California Attorney General and the County District Attorneys and
City Attomays for each city containing a popﬁlaric-n of at 1zast 75C,000 people, for the
locations within which Defendants allegedly violated Proposition 65.

12. The Court has jurisdiction over tins lawsuit pursuant to Califomia Constitution Article
V1, Section 10, which grants the Superior Court original jurisdiction in all causes excapt
those given by statute to other trial courts. Plaintiff brings this lawsuit onder statutes that

do not specify any other basis of puisdiction.

FIRET CAUSE OF ACTION BY CONSUMER ARVOCACY CROUP, INC AT
AGAINST DEFENDANTS R E CONTRACTORS CQ., INC.: ALLIED PAVING
COMPANY:; ALPAV, INC.: SANDERS PAVING, INC.; CALIBER PAVING COMPANY,
INC.; TLG PAVING COMFPANY, INC.: ALLSTAR PAVING COMPANY. INC.:
CURCIG ENTERPRISES, INC.: HATF MOON BAY GRADING & PAVING, TNC.: NO
EAULT ASPHALT, EMC.: and BOEE 1-106 FOR VIOEATIONS OF PROGPOSITION 45,

4
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THE SAFE DRINKING WATER AN TOXIC ENFORCEMENT ACT OF 1936

<

16

17.

18.

iELTE & SAF. CODE, §§ 25343.5 T SEQ.

. Plaintiff repeais 32d incovporates by relerencze tie precsaing paragraphs of this compiaint

]

[LF]

though [ully set forln heis.

14, Planiff 1 informzd, believes, and thereon alleges that Defendants are and at ail times

mentioned here have been engaged in the business of pavicg of roads, verms, pathways,
parking lots, or other surfaces, or stripping asphall, which has entailed the use of asphalt
or agphalt paving products oz the handling of the same,

Plaintiff is informed, believes, and thereon alleges fhat Defendants have been exposing
persons, knowingly and intentionally, by deliberaiely using asphiali or aspalt paving
products or stripping tas same, to the conslitnent Propositior 65 listed chemiczls of
asphalt, withowt first giving clear and reasonable warning of such to the exposed persons
before the time of exposurs.

On or about August 29, 2004, Plaintiif sent 2 Proposition 65 S5ixty-Day Notice of Inlent
to Sue to R E Contractors Co., Inc. alleging the facts found i Paragraphs 11 and I35 of
this pleading.

O or gbout March ¢, 2006, Plaintiff sent a Proposition 65 Sixty-Day Netice of Intent io
Sue to Allied Paving Company alleging the facts found in Paragraphs 17 and 15 of this
pleading.

Cin or about March 9, 2006, Plamtiff seni a Proposition 65 Shoy-Day Notice of Intent to

Sue to Alpav, Inc. slleang the facts found i Parporanhs 11 and 15 of this pleading,
pav, 21 Bt M P =)

&
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25,

26.

On or sbowt March 3, 2006, Plaiiff seni a Proposition 65 Sixty-Day Notiee or Intent to
Sue to Sanders Paving, Inc. allegirg the facts founad 1n Paragraphs 11 and 15 o7 this

picading.

. Om or about March &, 2006, Plaint{¥ sent a Proncsition €5 Skxhv-Day Notice of Intent to

Sue te Caliber Paving Company, Inc. alleging the facts found in Paragraphs 15 and 15 of
this pleading.

On cr about March 9, 2006, Plaintiff sent a Proposition 63 Sixty-Day Notice of Intent to
Sue to TLG Paving Company, Inc. alleging the facts found in Favagraphs 1t and 15 of

this pleading.

. Om or ahout March 9, 2008, Plamtiff seni a Propositior 65 Sixty-Day Motice of Intent to

Sue to Alistar Paving Company, Inc. alleging the facts found in Paragrsphs 11 eénd 15 of

this pleading.

. On or shout March 3, 2006, Plaintiff scrit a Proposition €5 Sixty-Dav Notice of Intent to

Sue to Curcio Enierprises, Eic. alleging the fasts founé in Paragraphs 11 and 15 of this
pleading.

Om of about August 29, 20006, Plaintiff seni a Proposition 65 Sixty-Day MNotice of Inent
to Sue te Half Moon Bay Grading & Paving, Ine. alleging the facts founc in Paragraphs
11 and 15 of this pleading.

Om or about August 29, 2006, Plaintiff sent a Proposition 65 Sixty-Day Notice of Intent
to Sue to No Fault Asphalt, Inc. alleging the facts found in Paragraphs 11 and 15 of this
nieading.

Each Proposition 65 Sixty-Day Netice of Intent 10 Sus lsted above included a certificatc

of merit sxecuted by il attoresy for the noticing party, Plaintif. The certificate of merit!

a
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. Plaintif’ iz commencing this action more thai sixty days {plus five calendar days because

. Plaintift is informed, believes, and iherzon allages that neither the Attorney General nor

. Between three vears before the sending of each respective Proposition 65 Sixty-Day

staied that the attorney for Plaintiff who executed the. certificate had consulted with at
least one person with relevant and appropriate expertiss whe kad reviewed zata regarding
the exposure to Froposition 65 listed chemicals reisvamt to (s actior. Based on that
information, the sttomey for Plaintiff whe sxecuted the certificate Gelieved there was 2
reasonabls and meritoricus case for this private action, The attorney for Plaintiff attached
to the certificate of merit served on the Attorney General information sufficient tc

establish the basis of the certificate of ment.

the places of address were withir Calitorria) from the date that Plaintiff gave notice of
the allegec vivlations of Proposition: A5 to sach respactive named defendant, applicable

public prosecutors in whose Jarisdictions the violations allzgedty occwrred.

any applicable district attomey or city attomey has commenced ind 15 diligently
prosscuting an acticr against the violation,

ENVIRONMENTAL EXPOSURES

Notice of Intent to Sue and the prasent, in the normal courss of business, Defendants

conducted operations involving or relating to the paving or stripping of roads, pathways,
berms, parking lots, or other surfaces. Defendants have been knowingly and intentionally)
exposing reasonably foreseeable members of the public, including residents, passersby,
motorists, engineers, and inspeciore not employed by Defendants and found within 100

feet of where paving work was performed, to the Proposition 63 Bsted chemical

T
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. The sources of expesures are the constituen: chemicais of asphali or relatec matenals,

. The tonite of exposurs for environmental exposures hias been the inhaiation contact

. Betwzen threc years before the sending of each respective Propesition 65 Sixty-Day

. The sources of exposures incinde the constifuent Proposition 65 listed chemicals of

censtinents of zephalt or ~slated materials, inchiding Hot Mix Asphalt, without first

giving ciear and reasonable wanng of such to expossd persons.

Ly

- i

and the use ~fsnch. The locations of the exposires include ureas within 100 feet of
Deferdants’ places of business, where asphalt or asphalt products have been heated or
otherwise readied for use, to the arez along and within 100 feet of the route traveled
between said places of business and paving work sites. Persors at those locations have
brezthed in smoke and associated fumnes from asphalt or asphalt products causing coniuct

wills their mouths, throats, esophagi, and lungs. -i

Aescribed above. Exposures took place in the Californiz counties whose District
Attomeys received copies of the operative Sixiy-Day Notices. Exposures took place both
on and beyond property owned or contrelled by Diefendants

DCCUPATIONAL EXPOSURE

Notice of Intent to Sue and the present, in the normal course of business, Defendants, by
storing, heating, installing, ]aﬁng, or stripping asphalt or asphalt products, have
kmnowingty and inienticnally sxposed their employees to the constifuent Proposition 65
listed chemicals of such subtsances without first giving clear and reasonable warning of

such to therr emplovens,

asphall or materials, and the use or stripping of such substances. Bmployees of

Defendanls sustaiming sxposuras inclnde, but are not inited te, paving cortractass, flag

=
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persans, drivers, paving machine operators, or workers involved i grading and rakeng
asphali at work sites. Sxposures occurred in lecatons including storage facilines/garage
areas whers asphalt or sszhall producis were siored or readied for uss, on and in the
wiginity of work vehicles transporiing asphalt, work sites, and wreas along the routes
traveled beiwsen storage facilities/garage areas and paving work sites, by which the
agphalt or asphalt products were transported. The route of exposure for occupational
exposures to the relevant chemizals has been from: asphalt or asphalt products. ncluding
Ho: Mix Asphalt, asphalt smicke, diese! smoke, or associated furﬁes breathed in via the
ambient air &y exposed persors {anc was a direst resuit of helping apply or strip asphalt,
or being near where asphait was mixed, heated, or transported) causing imnalation coniact
with their mouths, throats, esophagi, and lungs. Emrloyees also sustained a route of
exposure of dermal contact by touching asphait with their bare skin while mixing,
heating, transporting, applying, or siripping asphait at work locations, as well as by
touching asphalt with work gloves and then touching their bare skin. Exposures cecurred
in the conmnties whose district atterneys received copies of the operative notices.

For each sush tvpe and means of exposure, the violators have exposed and are continuing
to expose the above referenced persons to:

CARCINOGENS: Benzfa)anthracene; Chrysene; Tolnene; diisocyanate;
Formaldehyde (gas); 5-Methylchrysene; Nickel and Certain Nickel Compounds;
Dichloromethane (Metﬂylme Chioride); Benzene; Lead and Lead Compounds;
Benzolblfloursnthene; BenzolkHlouranthene; Benzelzlpyreneindens(1,2,3-cd]; pyrene;
Acetaldebyde; Beryvlliam and Bervllium compounds; Arsenmic {(inorganic arseiic

compounds); Cadiminm and Cadmium compounds; Chromium (hexavaiznt compounds);

)
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Teirachlorcethylene (Ferchloroethylene); Trichioroetiylenc; ChryseneDibenz[e,if:
anthracene; Carbazeie, Dibaazofa,i]pyrene; Dibsnzo[sejpyrenc; Dibenz]z,jlacriding;
Dibenzolw.hpyrenc, Diberzn::;[a,i]p}frene; Acctaldehide; Benzfalanihracens; 1,3
Eniadiene; Diesel Frgine Dxhisust; Silica, crystaliine {airborne particies of respirablc
gize)

REPRODUCTIVE TOXINS: Toluene; Carbon Disulfide; Benzene; Lead; Mercury and
Mercury compounds; Arsenic {inorganic oxides); Cadmium; Methyl Chloride

Each Proposition 65 listad chemical listed above first appeared on the Governor’s
Proposition 65 list more ﬂmn.twenf;-,r months before Plaintiff sent a Proposition &5 Sixty-
Day Notice of intenit to sue io sach respective named defendani. Therefore, sach
Froposition 65 listed chemical was subject fully to Proposition 65 warning requirements
and discharge prohdbitions.

For the past several years, both the Attorney Geperal and Plainiiff have mvestigated and

prasecuted Asphalt Paving entities as an industry for alieged violations of Proposition 65.

Plaintiff and its coursel expended and continue to expend significant resources in trying

to bring al! members of the Asphalt Paving Industry info compliance with Proposition 65.

The Atiorney General and Plaintiff co-Titigated & previous action that resulled in 2
universal settlement with over 100 asphalt paving entities. That settlement had an
extensive opt-in period tha: allowed all paving entilies, including Defendants, tc join the
settlement and end theit continual violatione of Proposiior: 65 and their potential
liabilities for such violations. Accordingly, Delendants had many opportunities to

comply with Proposition 63.

io
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27, Tnstead, Defendants flouisd their vations evporiunities to comply with Proposition 65,

f aid chose insizac to ignore the win-win settlement agreement citered by hoth the
Attorney Censral and CAG. The sentiement would havs S=nented ali parties mvolved,
requiring Defendantz o reduce significant’y occupational and ervirsiimenial sxposures,
and tc post stataiery warnings. By choosing (o continue their viciations, Defendants
have significantly enlarged their potertia: labilities for violating Preposition 63.

PRAYER FOE RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff in the FIRET CAUSE OF AUTION demands against each defendant as
follows:
-I 1. A permanent injtnction pursnant to Health and Safety Code section 2524%.7, subdivisior (a),

and the equitable powers of the court, for the posting of statutory warnings;

2

. Penalfies pursuant to Health and Safety Code scction 25245.7, subdivision (b} of 32,500 per
day per violation;

4. Costs of suit:

n

. Reasonable attorniey f2es and costs; and

6. Any finther relief that the court may deem just and equitable,

Dared: M.;;_;.E_ _-;rh Yo
YEROUSHALMI & ASSOCIATES

/ﬂ T

r
'\.

Ben ¥ eruus"iﬁlm&-_____
Attorneys for Plantiff,
Consumer Advocacy Group, Bre..
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