
SUMMONS
(ctTActoN JUD|C|AL)

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT:
(AVISO ALDEMANDADO):

CARLTON FORGE WORKS, INC., AEROCRAFT HEAT TREATING
CO,INC., ANAPLEX CORPORATION, and ROES 1-100

YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF:

LO ESTA DEMANDANDO EL DEMANDANTE):

DORIS NICHOLS, INthc PUbIiC INIETCSI, RIGOBERTO PENA,IVAN
PENA AS INDIVIDUAL PLAINTIFFS, ANd DOE PLAINTIFFS 1'1OOO

The name and address of the court is:
(El nombre y direrci1n de la corte es):

Los Angeles Superior Court
111 N. Hill Street, Los Angeles CA. 90012

The name, address, and telephone number of plaintiffs attorney, or plaintiff without an attorney, is:

{Et nombA, la directi1n y el ntmero de tel$fano det abogado del demandante, o del demandante que na tiene abogado, es):

Kurt S. Bollin, Esq., 1506 Oak St., "D", S.Pasadena, CA 91030 1{347)944-5973

DArE:,Feb. o. t0tfifa 0 g ?il17(recna) f trr
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apond within 30 days- Read the information

below.
you have 30 CALENDAR DAys after this summons and legal papers are served on you to file a written resp-onse at this court and have a copy

served on the plaintiff_ A letter or phone call will not proteci yoir. your written response nnust be in proper legal form if you want the court to hear your

case. There may be a court form that you can use tor youir'esponse. you can nno tnese court forms and more information at the california courts

onlineseff-Help cenler(vvv|w.couftinfo,a.gov/setfrielp\,your'countylarivlibrary,orthecourthousenearestyou. lfyoucannotpaythefilingfee,ask

the court clerk for a fee waiver form. lf you do not file your responr" on tirne, you may lose the case by default, and your wages, money, and property

may be taken without further warning from the couri.
There are other legat tequirements. You may want to call an attorney right away lf you do not know an attomey, you may want to-call an ?ttomey

refurral service. If you cannot afford an attomey, you may be eligible foi fret legallervices from a nonprofit legal services program- Y,ou can locate

these nonproffl groups at the Catifomia Legal Services w*t sitJ(***. Iawhetpcalifomia org], tJrg-CqlrJornia Courts Online Self-Help Center

(www.cauttinfo.ca.gov/seltuelp), or by contacting your tocaicourt or county bar associationl NorE: The court has a statutory lien for waived fees and

costs on any setlement or arriiration award of $10,000 or more in a civi! case. The court's lien must be paid before the court will dismiss the case'

iAWsOl Lo han demandado. Si no responde dentro de 30 dias, la cofte puede decidir en su contra srh escuchar su version Lea la informaci6n a

continuaci6n.-- ibr; io D;AS DE cALENDARto despues de que te entreguen esta citaci6n y papetes legales para presentat una respuesta por escito en esta

.,rte y hacer gue se entregu; una copia at demaidante. {Jni carta o una llamada telefonica no to protegen. Su respuesfa por escito tiene que estar

en fohato b$al conecto ii desea que procesen su caso en la cofte. Es poslble que haya un formulario que usted.pueda usar para s, respuesfa-

puede encontrar esrosformulaios'de la cone y miis informaci'n en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes de Califomia 6,'/ww.sucorte.ca.gov), en la

bibtioteca de teyes de su condado o en la cofte que le quede m6s erca. Si no puede pagar Ia cuota de presentacion, pida al secretario de la cotte

que Ie de un faffnutario ae ex-inaon de pago de'cuatai. Si no presenta su respuesfa a tiempo, puede perder el caso por incumplimiento y la cofte le

padrd quitar su sueldo, dinero y bienes sin mds advertencia.' Hay otros requisifos legales. Es recomendable que ltame a un abogado inmediatamente. Si no conoce a un abogado, puede llamar a un seNicio de

,.*i"ion a abogados. Si no puede pagar a un abogado, es posibte que cumpla con tos requisitos para obtener servicios legales gratuitos de un

programa de Srvrcros tegates sin inis Ae lucro. iuede encontrar estos grupos sin fines de lucro en el sitia web de Califomia Legal Services,

lwiw.tawhetpcalifomia.orgJ, en el Centro de Ayuda de tas Cortes de Califomia, fwww.sucorte.ca .gov) o poni6ndose en contacto con la cofte o e!
'coteglo 

Oe abogados tocaies. AVISO: por ley, ia corte tiene derecho a reclamar las euotas y los castos exentos par impanet un gravamen sgbre

cuaiqrie, recufieraei'n de $10,A0A o mds de valor recibida mediante un acuerdo o una concesi'n de arbitraie en un caso de derecho civil. Tiene que

pagar el gravamen de la corte antes de que la carte pueda desechar el caso.

CASE NUMBER:rrv;;;a";g'6b00$4

@mans, use Proof of Service of Summons (torm PaS-ala).)
(Para prueba de entrega de esta eitati6n use el formulanb Proof of Service of Summons, (POS-010)).

NOTICE TO THE PERSON SERVED: You are served
1, T--l as an individual defendant.
2. f-- as the person sued under the fictitious name of (specify):

3 n on behalf ot (specify):

under' f?-l CCP 416 10 (corooration)

n OOf qA.Za (oErunct GorPsratien)

[-l CCP 416.4A (asoociation er PartnerEhiP)

l-l other (sPecitY)
4 ' l^y n=-c^tzt dol,rra-. ^.^ lan+a':!; F- J- J - \--"-]

il
i_l

CCP 415 5C (nrincr)

OOP 41 6.70 (conooruatee)

CCP 416.90 (authorlzed Person)

Fom Adopted for MandatorY Us
Jud!cial CouFCii o{ Calirornia
SUM-1st lReY JulY 1, 2ooel

Code oi Civil Pra@dure SS 412.20, 465
w'tiJ,, cauftinrt ca g?iSUMMONS
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IHSTRUCTIOI.IS ON HOW TO COHPLETE TTiE COVER $HEET

To plaintiffs afid otlers Fiting First Papers. lf you ar-e filing a first paper (ior example. a camplaint) in a civil case, you must

mmptete and fite, aiong wth to;r firstpaper, the ci4i case cov.-r saeet contained on pag€ 1 This infannatian rvili be used to compile

staiistics aboui ihe types a# numbers of cases filed. You must complete items 1 ihrough 6 oo the sheet ln lem 1 ' you must check

one box fof the case type that besi descnbes the case. lf fre case fits both a general and a moi'e specifie I}-pe of case lisied in item 1"

check fiie more speci{ic one. tt tte case has muitiple causes oi action, check ure rox that best indicates lhe Primary cause of-action'

To assist you in ccmpieting the sheet, exarnples of tf'te 
"e.". 

tnat be{ong rrnd€r each case type in item 1 are provided belo"i A cover

sircet must be fited onty wrtn your initial paper Failure ts frie a cover sh;el with flre firsl paper fiied in a ivil case may subject a party'

its counsel, oI both to sancticns under r.:ies 2.30 and 3.220 of the Calilomia Rules of Court'

To Farties in Rute 3.740 coll€ctions cases. A "collecticns cas" under rule 3.740 is defined as an action for recovery of money

owed in a sum stated to be c€rtain that is nol mcre than $25,000, exclusiy-e of interesi afld attomey's fees, arising frsm a transaction in

wirichproperty,services.ormoneywasacquiredsncieo,t. Acol!*ction.€sedoesnotincludeanactionseekingthefollowing: (1)tort

damages, (2) punitive damages, {3) reccvery ol real property, (4) recavery of personal prcperiy' .or (5) a prejudgment writ of

attachment. The identificatid ot a'case as a rule 3 z+o'coitecrions case on thrs fosn means that il wilt be exempt frorn the general

time-for-servie requiremefits and case managernent rules, unless a defendant files a responsive pleading- A rule 3 740 colleciions

case will be subject to the requirements for service and obtaining a ,iudgment in ruie 3.740.

To parties in complex cases. in cornpiex cases only, parties must also use the civil case cover sheel to designale whether the

case is complex. li a plaintlff beleves the case is cornp-lex under rule 3.400 of the catifornia Rules of court, ihis must be indicated by

ccrnpteiing the appropriate bcxes in rterns 1 and 2. lf a plaintiff designates a.cas€ as ccrnplex, the cover sheet must be served with the

complaini on al] parties to the acticn. A defendant may file and sirve no later than ihe time of its first appearance a joinder in the

piarntiffs designaiion, u co,rnt*r{usignation that the case is not comp}ex, or, if the piainiiff has made no designation, a designatioft that

ihecase E complex. cAsETypEsANDEXA#PLES
Auto Tort contraci Provilionally cornplsx civil Litigation (cal.

Auto (22Fpersonal tnlurylProperty Breich of Cont'acUWar.'anty (06i Rules af Ccutt Rulg3 3'{OH'403}

Damagen/vlongful Dealh Breach of Rentelaease AntitrusuTrade Regulation (03)

Uninsured Motorist (40) (if t s 
- - C*t'"6 {nol unlawfui detaine{ Construdioil Defu.tr t10)

case invotves an trninstred or wingfu!-evidion) Claims lnvoMng Mass Tort i4C)

fiatang daimsub,,e{t fo ContracUwarraity BredFseil*' Sec'urilies Litigation i28)

arbitrabo1, check thts ten Plairfifr {nd ;raud or neg"igen'E) Environmental/Taxlc Torl (30)

ifisteac of Ai.)ta) ' "c'ri Negligent Breacn of contractl lnsuranrx Coverage claims

otherPuPD,wD(PeBsBarlnjuryrWarrarrtybising{romprovissona,|ilawole*.
Property Darnegorulrlrtngtul Daath, 

^^,,Olher 
Breacfi o{ Contra'vwarranty case 4'pe 

"*ed 
abaYe) 141)

Tort Collections (e.g., money owed, open Enfolcemettt of Judgrnent

Asbestos (04i book ac'coints) iDgi Eniorc€ment ofJudgmeilt (20)

Asbestos Property Damage Coitection Cas+-Selier Plaintig Abslact of Judgment {Out of

AsbestosPersonallnjury/otherPromissoryNote/collectio'}sCounty)Case Canfesslon ofJudgrftent {rlcl -
wrongful Death in*ur"nd"CJu"r, ge $ot provisianall! domesl,c rekiionsj

Product LEbility (ncd asbe$os tf
lax'n/efivlronmDrltal) 124) coropiex'i i18) sisier Stde Judgmerd

Medicat Malpradice t4s) 
t'-' Auto Subrogation Administratve Agency Auard

Me(licalMalpfadic+-oihe!'Coverage{notunpaidtaxes)
Physicians & surgeons other colttaci (37) Petltior'cettification of €ntry of

Olher Professional Health Car€ Conttactuai Fraud Judgment on Unpaid Taxas

L4slpracie 
rEarur vdrc 

, , _ otne. ccnlraci Dispute otherEn orcement of Judgmcrt

Orher PIIPD/1#D i23} Rsrl Property
Prernises Liabiliiy ie.g., sllp Eminent Domai&'/lnvetse Hiscellaneoos Civil Complaint

and latn 9 ' )nir 
condemnation i14i RICO (271

rntentional Bocily inir:rylPoilAo *tongful Eviction (33i otn?o?;3ot?ilt inot spec;fied

(e.g , assautt. vafidaFsm) Other Real Prclperty 1e.9. quiel titie) (26) Declaratory Relief Gnty
lnientbnal ln llction of lYnt of Possession of Real Prcpe(y fniunctive Re,ief Onty inor;-

EmoI+nal Disiress Mortgage Foreclosure narassmentj
Negligeni lnfliction of Ouiet Titie Mechanics Lien

Emolional Distress Cther Reai Propetry (n{}i erriifts}t Ctfrer- Comme;-cial Crmplaint
Ot|.,er PI/PDIV\ID dumalr, landlarc$enafit o{ Case (,rcn-lod&6 n-ccfipie:<;

Non-PlIPDrl,llD {Other} Tort - foredos$re.l Othe{ Ci*icamplair}i
Business Tort{Jniair Busirress lJalawful Detainer lnan-ts.inoi_compiex)

Pracilce (07) Cammeruial {31,: Hiscallaneous Giyil Petition
Civil Rights {e.9.. disc.rffiinalioll, Residential (32) Partnership and Corporate

fale areJr\ inat Civ;! rlilcq /18.1 ti:t?a a2a? !rv1-\l! .*l lttlt,i l-- :,.-:..."a r?l:
lrarassfient {0&} drugs, chect*. ittis iiem; otfie{sc$e. Other Petilisn (not specifie{j

Defamation {e.g., slandet, iibel) repoft as Commercia! ar Rssjderfrst abovel {43)
{13} Judieial Review Civli l{arassmErit

iraud ii5l Aiset Forieitufe (15) Woftptac? \lolence
ri,ieiiecLuai iriii,eiiy i1a:r i'ei;{i,iii ne. fuL;;iai';i; *iYa;J i lir tEerl}epenlentAco,i
?rtiessional Neqligeflce i25r $tii cf Mandate {021 Ab,",'t?

Legal Maipractic€ lVrrt-Adm,nistra{ve Mafi{lar*us Electtan Contest
Olfier proiessional Malpeactice !n riFMartdamus on Llmitsd Co{^jft Per,tion for Hane Change

(noi fiedical ar legalj C€se Uat!€r Pedtion fs Reliei From L.ie
diifrer Non-PL'PD;VvD Tort i35l lirriH)ther L,rniieo Couri Case Ciaim

E:npbyrn*nl Revierv -ii.rr CiYii i"€i.t;.jl,]
Wrongf{l iBrminatjqn {36} *u.}CrJLdlcial RBylEw (39}
OtF€r Erfiplor"nent (15i Revbw of Health Ofirer Order

Nolic€ of AppeaFLabol
Ccmmissioner Alpcqil_

,tt* 
Paqazcil



SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFGRNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

AI-TERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTISN {ADR} INFORMATION

Fgl. a.iditrcr:a1 ADR i-for.n:atien and irrn-ls vlsli the Cc*{ A.DR'.,..,eb appi,cat,on at www.!asuperisrEoufi.org icilck cl ADRi'

Tne plarntif:fpetrt;oner shaii s=rve a ccpy cf t::;s iorn'r on €ach deietda*t lesponie*1 aior:g rviih ths ctn'pia;rt iCivii cnlyt,

What ls ADR:
Altern*tive Dispr*ie Resojutlo- 1ADR: is ihe iern: i;sed io desclb*. ali the stier *pt;on* a',,ail*ble i*r sefii:ng e Clspu'ie rs]*;c'* cnc* iraC to bs
settieii i;: coi;f. ADR proc*sses. such as arbitret:ln, rrsdjetior. reutrai evaiuatio*-i. and seiti=i'li+nt coiriererte ere iess fqr*-:eith*r e {5'Jri

procsss ar;ct prof ci* opp*rtunities lor pafi+s ifi feech ar ag!'eeixert :*ir-.g a prsbien:-soiving approacr.

T;t*re are n:any dtf,ereirt klrrds of ADR. .A.ii oiti-r*r^* u{lize a '*eutrej''. an in'ipeitral persoi'}. ia ci+clde tne case o. reip ire pa{;;s reach an

agre=me*t.

Arbitration:
li.l alb;trail+;:. a ,*eut:'ai pa:'sen caiied e* "alhi;.raior" hears algur:ents a*d erliCence *cr:: each srd+ and th*l deiiC+e ti:e or-iicor::e cf ir*
cilsp*te,,{rbitratio::islessJ'.crn:ai thanatral,ardti-:erui*eaisr,.rdenceareofienreiax+C, Arhitratianmayb*e:tl:er"'b:nci "€ or
"ncirbir:dr::g'Eindirgarbitratisnrn+airsii:aiiheparii+swa.vgtheirr:ghiioatr-iai anriagteetoaic*p,ttheerb:tratofsdeiisorasfrai.
fuc*bindi,tg arbitrai;sn mea*s tlat tr'':s partre* a;'e i:e+ io teq';est a irlal ritney cla fiot ac.spl the arbitrator's deiisicfi.

Cases for l,YhlEh Artitratisn hilay Be Approprlate
Arh:traiio;.1 is b+st fer cases rvheriti':e par*--= trani an+i*er peis$i: ts Cecid+ ihe outccr::e oi theii *isp:.:te itr ti:e:= but i$cu'l* iiiEe ts
av*cj th+ formaiity, trr*e. a*ci exper:se oi e triai. it may *!so b+ appropriaie ior compiex rnahers ru;here the pariies u;a:rt a decls!cr'
r..a(er 1.rro has tla r f,g or expel,e'ce ' tne s'..b;ect r-rattsl oi tne C'spute
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Kurt S. Bollin, Esq., SBN. 134578

Law Office of Kurt S. Bollin
1506 Oak Street-D
South Pasadena, CA. 91030

Tel: 1 (34|.944-5973
Facsimile: I {626) 399-0144
kurt@bollinlaw.com

Attorney for PLAINTIFFS

DORIS NICHOLS, In the Public Interest,

RIGOBERTO PENA, IVAN PENA AS

INDIVIDUAL PLAINTIFFS, ANd DOE
PLAINTIFFS 1.1OOO,

PLAINTIFFS,

vs.

CARLTON FORGE WORKS, INC.,
AEROCRAFT HEAT TREATING CO,
INC., ANAPLEX CORPORATION, and

ROES 1-100.

DEFENDANTS.

SUPEzuOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COTINTY OF LOS ANGELES

coHp&ffihlf,Hffi &sFv
effitffiEe.$&L Ft["Hffi

Superior esriFt 6f Salifornia
Goi.rnty mf l"r:* &ng*!es

r[B 0 g 201i

"utxi&erlSferk

, ffieputy

8C6500$4
CASE NO.

IRELATED TO 8C644520 AS TO
ANAILEX CORPORATIONI

COMPLAINT FOR DA]VIAGES.

I. DISCHARGE TO DRINKING
WATER (CA HEALTH AND SAFETY
coDE 525249.s)
2. FAILURE TO WARN (CA HEALTH
AND SAFETY CODE 925249.6)
3. CONTINUING TRESPASS
4. NEGLIGENCE
5. FRAUDULENT CONCEALMENT
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D0RIS NICHOLS, hereafter.}IICHOLS,, oT..NICHOLS PLAINTIFF,,IN thE PUbliC INtETESI, ANd

RIGOBERTO PENA, IVAN PENA, hereafter as "INDfV'IDUAL PLAINTIFFS" And "DOE

PLAINTIFFS,, 1-1000 to be name dlater,collectively "ALL PLAINTIFFS" (unless specifically complai

as otherwise) complain against CARLTON FORGE WORKS, INC.' AEROCRAFT HEAT TREATING

CO., INC., and ANAPLEX CORPORATION; collectively "DEFENDANTS." Al1 PLAINTIFFS are

informed and believe, and based upon information and belief, allege that:

THE PARTIES

1. Doris Nichols, is dedicated to the protection of the environment while being a resident or

visitor of Los Angeles, San Diego and Ventura County, CA and exposed to Proposition 65, ("Prop 65")

chemicals in her own town. She is a teacher and interested in enforcement of &e private attomey general

statutes to effectuate these environmental goals via Prop 65 codified in CA Health and Safety Code secti

25249.5, et seq.

2. INDTVIDUAL PLANTIFFS RIGOBERTO PENA , IVAN PENA all rCSidE ANd/OT hAVE

resided in the City of Paramount, County of Los Angeles and at the time of sustaining the damages

complained of herein, have been the owners, lessees, renters and/or occupants of certain real property

located near or around DEFENDANTS'Facilities in Paramount, California.

3. The DEFENDANTS are, and at all times herein mentioned, registered with the California

Secretary of State as a Califomia Corporation with headquarters located at Paramount, California ("the

Facilities').

4. DEFENDANT CARLTON FORGE WORKS, INC., (*CARLTON") was, and at all times

herein mentioned is, the owner and operator of the Facility located at7743 Adams St., Paramount, CA

9A723. This Faciiity is a multi-building complex including but not limited to equipment for metal heat

treating, metal coating treatment, metal polishing, anodizing, metal fabricating and production equipment.

5. DEFENDANT AEROCRAFT HEAT TREATING CO, INC., (..AE,ROCRAFT,,) WAS, ATTd

all times herein mentioned is, the owner and operator of the Facility located at 15701 Minnesota,

-2-
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paramount, cA. This Facility is a multlbuilding complex including but not limited to equipment for

metal heat treatin g,metalcoating treatment, metal polishing, anadizing,metal fabricating and production

equipment.

6. DEFENDANT ANA?LEX CORPORATION, ("ANAPLEX") was, and at all times herein

mentioned is, the owner and operator of the Facility located at 15547 Garfreld Ave, Paramount, Ca 90723'

This Facility is a multi-building complex including but not limited to equipment for metal heat treating,

metal coating treatment, metal polishing, anodizing, metal fabricating and production equipment'

7. The CARLTON Facility employees ten or more people'

8. The AEROCRAFT Facility employees ten or more people'

9. The ANAPLEX Facility employees ten or more people.

10. CARLTON, AEROCRAFT and ANAPLEX caused to be utilized, dumped, released and

deposited and continues to utilize, dump, release and deposit toxic Prop 65 chemicals, including without

limitation, Hexavalent chromium, also known as Cr VI, in various Cr VI compounds, Arsenic (inorganic

compounds), Cadmium and cadmium compounds, Cobalt metal powder, Lead and lead compounds and as

residues of these metals used ixla#from the Facilities, and continue this illegal conduct alleged herein in

connection with the use of these Facilities in that each and every day is a separate violation of statute.

11. A11 PLAINTIFFS are informed and believe that al1 DEFENDANTS and each of them are

responsible negligently, intentionally and/ar in some actionable manner, for the events and happenings

referred to herein, and caused arrd{or continue to cause injuries and damages thereby to the regional air

within the Los Angeles County area of the South Coast Air Quality Management District, ("AQMD).

DEFENDANTS, as alleged, have caused ambient air damages and regional water damage, both surface

water including, but not limited to Lake Mathews and groundwater. including but not limited to the Los

Angeles Basin Plan (Coastal Plain) aquifer; either through each DEFENDANT'S own conduct or through

the conduct of its agents, servants or employees. or due to the ownership, maintenance or control of the

instrumentality causing the damages/injury, or in some other actionable manner.

12- INDIVIDUAL PLANTIFFS are also tax payers of the county of Los Angeles and the state

of California, (*CA").

-3-
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13. AIl INDrVIDUAL PLANTIFFS have suffered cognizable damages, including but not

limited to having to buy hundreds of dollars per year of bottled water as a result of the alleged illegal

conduct by DEFENDANTS.

TIfi ACTIONS OF DEFENDANTS

14. DEFENDANTS have, since at least December 5, 2}ls,utilized Hexavalent chromium, also

known as Cr VI, in various Cr VI compounds, Arsenic (inorganic compounds), Cadmium and cadmium

compounds, Cobalt metal powder, Lead and lead compounds in its metal treatment and fabrication

business at DEFENDANTS' Facilities in Paramount, CA. DEFENDANTS have utilized these listed by

the State of Califomia chemicals under Prop 65 which has caused the subsequent release by

DEFENDANTS at their Facilities and this continuing act has taken place for decades. The released

chemicals via contaminated air and particulate has trespassed offthe DEFENDANTS Facilities onto or

into property owned by PLAINTIFFS andior where they have resided in the adjacent downwind

residential communities including but not limited to Paramount, CA and all adjacent towns and

communities.

15. The INDIVIDUAL PLAINTIFFS private property is or was located adjacent to the

DEFENDANTS Facility's property lines. The principal flow of contaminated air referenced above came

from the DEFENDANTS properfy as DEFENDANTS unlawfully released toxic chemicals into the

environment. Other persons with their families (including children), and their domestic animals, includi

dogs while enjoying the outdoors at Paramount Skate Park, Salud and Paramount public parks in and

around DEFENDANTS Facilities were also exposed to the above chemicals while using these public

places fbr recreational purposes. All PLAB{TIFFS have had and continue to have an interest in the public

safetv and secr-rritv a-t all public nlaces includins Paramount Skate Park. Salud and Paramount rrark. and

the use of a public park should have been free frorn environmental contamination caused b1-

DEFENDANTS.

16. These releases b1' DEFENDANTS caused the contamination of the Public Parks'n'ater

supply and vegetation" all propert.v of the Cit.v of Paramount or Cor-rnt.v of Los Angeles via wet and dr,r,'

depositing of particulates/contaminants released at DE,FENDANTS Facilities. The contarnination of other

C O&TPLAINT IJOR DAMAGES
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adjacent City and County owned and private property, including Doe PLAINTIFFS' property' was caused

by further polluted water and air migration.

17. These unpermitted releases of contaminated air and waters, where they may pass onto any

surface or onto land where they may pass into any source of drinking water (Los Angeles Aquifer),

whether surface water or groundwater in violation of CA Health and Safety Code section25249.5 is

compounded by DEFENDANTS failure to disclose or wam of the discharges which is prohibited by

statute, CA Health and Safety Code $25249.6.

lg. All PLAINTIFFS allege that DEFENDANTS have intentionally and/or negligently breac

theirdutyofreasonablecare,violatedstateandfederallaw,andviolatedenvironmgotalsafetyregulations.

DEFENDANTS have caused numerous, sudden, recurring and continuous occtrrrences of excessive toxic

emissions and discharges, with each occurrence being separate and/or continuing in nature, having

injurious effects to person and property of INDIVIDUAL PLAINTIFFS herein alleged. DEFENDANTS'

conduct has been willful, wanton and despicable, carried out with a conscious and/or reckless disregard of

INDTVIDUAL PLAINTIFFS' riehts and well-being and continues to subject INDIYIDUAL PLA

to cruel and unjust hardship, by conduct including but not limited to these egregious acts:

a. All PLAINTIFFS are informed and believe that the DEFENDANTS are a part of an industry

group that has kept the real health dangers of their chemical use from the populous solely for the purpose

of profits. This is reflected in the CA Oifice of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment, ("OEHHA")

multi decade lorvering of the drinking water Maximum Contamination Ler.'el, ("MCL") fbr hexavalent

chromium compounds and the recent Public l{ealth Goal, ("PFIG") adopted b1'the CA. Dept. of Public

Health. ("DPH") in 2011 regarding the carcinogenic dangers of,the chemical b,v ingestion.

h. The DEFENDANTS have fi.rrther concealed the fact that the soils" air ancl water near their

facilities is contaminated r,vith Cr VI at levels greater than the current EPA Regional Screening Ler.el.

("RSI-") for soils impacting groundrvater. the current OEHHA Prop 65 NSRL inhalation limit per day and

the above PHG.
19. The Air T'orics "Hot Spois" Infcnnation and Assessment Act (AB 2588. 1987, Ccnnelll')

[hereinafter "statute"] was enacted in September 1987. Uncier this statute. stationary sources llacilitiesl are

-5-
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requfued to report the types and quantities of certain substances their facilities routinely release into the air

The goals of the Air Toxics ,,Hot spots" Act are to collect emission data, to identiff facilities having

localized impacts, to ascertain health risks, and to notift nearby residents of significant risks. Emissions

interest are those that result from the routine operation of a Facility or those that are predictable, including

but not limited to continuous and intermitted releases, process upsets, or leaks.

20. The statute required: toxic air emissions fToxic Air Contaminants, (TAC's)] from stationary

sources be quantified and compiled into an inventory according to criteria and guidelines developed by the

Air Resources Board (ARB); that each Facility be prioritized to determine whether a risk assessment must

be conducted; and that risk assessments be conducted where required. Additionally, and in strict

conformity with Legislative intent, this statute required that the public be notified of signifrcant risks

posed by nearby facilities, and that emissions posing a significant risk be reduced.

21. The ARB was required to develop a progmm to make the emission data collected under the

"Hot Spots" Program available to the public. The AQMD was to make health risk assessments available

for public review for all releases in the localized soutlern counties of Californi4 including but not limited

to Los Angeles County. AQMD was to also publish annual reports summarizing the health risk assessme

program, rank fucilities according to the cancer risk posed, identify the facilities posing nor-cancer health

risks, and describe the status of the development of control measures. However, DEFENDANTS' silence

regarding these risks (in direct violation of the purpose of the statute and to the detriment of persons in the

local and adjacent environment, and specifrcally INDIVIDUAL PLAINTIFFS) preveated such assessment

and reporling regarding DEFLNDAT\ 1S Facilities until 2016. tiee AQiVtD ''Expanded lvlonitonng ot'

Ileqavalent CI-rromiu:r:r in Pararnou:rt Assessn:snt cf Initlal Data.". Nor- .1, 2015 p1:. I r''-htre it rt-es

reported: "The highest measurements (up to 26 ngr'm3) rvere detected near the sites..." and that

monitoring had ibund Cr VI "'Air Pollution" {Jct 15-Nov i4" 2016 at ''350 times normal ievels'"; or in

excess of the current Prop 65 NSRL inhalation limit of 0.001 pgida;-.

COMPLAINT FOR TJAMAGES
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22. Accordingly, All PLAINTIFFS have had no basis for claiming and did not know that

DEFENDANTS have discharged toxic materials, including but not limited to Cr VI compounds, until

Aug. 2016, at the soonest. Before Aug. 2016, All PLAINTIFFS lacked any means of knowing, and

through the exercise of reasonable diligence could not have known, that DEFENDANTS had

contaminated the ambient air with toxic materials, including but not limited to Cr VI compounds. Only on

or after Aug. 2016, did All PLAINTIFFS come to know that DEFENDANTS had contaminated the

ambient air of Los Angeles County and beyond with toxic waste materials that DEFENDANTS had

released in their normal business activities. Due to the DEFENDANTS' constant handling and illegal

discharge of hazardous substances and acutely hazardous materials, and the failure to avoid releases of

toxic substances into the atmosphere and environment, DEFENDANTS are obligated to institute

reasonable care and compensation plans to halt, prevent and correct injuries to INDIVIDUAL

PLAINTIFFS' real and personal property, health, and economic interests.

23. Due to their proximity to the Facilities with contaminated soils it was foreseeable that

INDIVIDUAL PLAINTIFFS would be injured by the discharge of carcinogenic substances into the

atnosphere and environment surrounding the Facilities.

24. INDTVIDUAL PLAINTIFFS have, due to the acts of the DEFENDANTS, suffered injury to

their real property and personal properfy, including domestic pets, including without limitation dogs, and

cats, in their homes or apartments and fixtures and personal property contaminated or damaged by

DEFENDANTS' acts, in that on numerous occasions' toxic chemicals and particulates precipitate or

migrate onto their residences.

25- DEFENDANTS, through their negligent and wrongful acts, have repeatedly and

unreasonably invaded each INDIVIDUAL PLAINTIFFS'rights to undisturbed occupancy of their

residences, have repeatedly trespassed through excessive emissions and discharges of various particulates

onto INDIVIDUAL PLAINTIFFS' real and personal properties, have repeatedly invaded INDIVIDUAL

PLAINTIFFS' right of privacy by way of these injurious, unreasonable, and excessive emissions and

discharges, have caused continuing darnage to INDIVIDUAL PLAINTIFFS' persons and real and

personal properties.

-7-
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26. Those INDIVIDUAL Pl.Ati\iTIFFS rvho or,vn real propertv have. due to the acts of the

DEFENDANTS. sufi'ered and/or continue to suffer stigma damages and advertising injury due to the

creation of an unfair, competitir.e disadvantage by r.vay of diminution of property value as compared u'ith

similarl,v situated unatfected real property. INDIVIDUAL PI,AINTIF'FS have suffered emotionai distress.

discomflort, inconvenience, and other adverse and unnatural reactions due to knou.ledge that their

economic interests are being impaired b.v the DEFENDANTS, and that they are unable to prevent this

injury tiom occurring.

27. In order to compensate INDIVIDUAL PLAIN-|IFFS for damages sufl-ered due to

DEFENDANTS' acts. each I]'{DMDUAL PLAINTIFF requires. among other things, that

DEFENDANTS pay the past aml future costs of obtaining medical care. respiratory therapy. and

toxicological examinations and diagnoses in order to ascertain and treat the nature and extent of the

iniuries suffered due to the noxious emissions ernanated from the F-acilities, w-ith INDIVIDUAL

PLAINI'IFFS retaining the freedom of choice relative to choosing their experts. Many of these costs

w-ould not be cor.ered by INDIVIDLfAL PLAINTIFFS' health care insurers. and if covered, may unfairll'

result in increased premiums. Additionall.v, INDIVIDUAL PLAINTIFFS seek compensation for the

inconvenience. discomfort, and emotional distress suffered due to the impact of the DEFEI'{DANTS'

injurious acts which have caused shock. nausea, dizziness and other adverse reactions due to the severitl"

and terror of emissions intruding into their residences and living areas. F-urther. INDIVIDUAL

PLAINTiFFS. seek compensation for: the diminution in the economic value of their personal and real

property'and the emotional distress caused b1-the dirninution: residential soil and air space testing and

monitoring. and remediation and repairs to real and personal propert,v damaged by DEFENDANTS. 'l'o

the extent that adverse reactions to DEFENDANI-S' emissions have caused a loss of income or earning

-.-..-,.-i+.' t\rrlI\III-\T'AI Dr \r\r'!-I[I]('r!.,-....,-1..- .,.rr]:..r1 .:iii::fl;:lh: J:;i:l:.v!.t/d!i!,i r r. \ iri a Ia i, - !t- i i.! !l' I r il a U GaJ.' Jvt^\ !v^_-t- !1jJ!'

28. 'I'hese releases of Toxic Air Contaminants fTAC'sl into the ambient air are the same toxic

ch*mir:;ils. Ci.csolr ed :olids, anC !iq,-ri.ds ernla.ining Cr \''l that pass intn or clrt{r :lurf.1ce wa{s$ of the State

and rvere released bv DFiF'EI.IDAI,''TS without waming. reporting or National Pollution Discharge

E,limination System, ("NPDES") pennits.

COMPLAIh'T FOR DAMAGES
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29. venue is proper inthe Los Angeles county superior court because: the DEFENDANT

Facilities are located in paramount california; DEFENDANTS have violated one or more laws as alleged

herein in Los Angeles County; INDTVIDUAL PLAINTIFFS are located in Los Angeles County.

30. Since at least December 7,2A15 DEFENDANTS failed to provide those persons that

visited or passed the immediate vicinity to its Facilities and INDTVII)UAL PLAINTIFFS still living

adjacent to the Facilities with a clear and reasonable warning regarding all known carcinogens and

reproductive toxins among prop 65 chemicals and other known Toxic Air Contaminants being

released from the Facilities. These exposures occur on and near DEFENDANTS Facilities to all

persoos in the adjacent environment without warning as delineated at Title 27 CCF.g2560l' et seq.

31. As a proximate cause of DEFENDANTS' violations of Health and Safety Code $

25249.5 et seq,DEFENDANTS are liable to the state of CA for the penalty prescribed by law per day

and/or per discharge in excess of the statutory limit and every day is a separate violation-

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION:
DISCHARGE TO DRINKING WATER

PROPOSITION 65, H&S CODE 825249"5
(By NICH0LS)

32. PLAINTIFF NICHOLS re-alleges and incorporates by reference as if specifically set forth

herein Paragraphs 1 through 31 inclusive.

33. NICHOLS is informed and believes, and based upon such information and belief alleges,

that DEFENDANTS use an#or have used toxic and dangerous Prop 65 chernicals including Cr Vi, Arsenic

(inorganic compounds), Cadmium and cadmium compounds. Cobalt metal por,r-der. Lead and lead

compounds from their F'acilities, and that the use of these chemicals, combined rvith toxic releases from

satd i-auiiiitcs lnlu ttie Br'uUilov\alcr. stiti. O(,1.n pUOilr.l ilfid prl\aig. anlOleni alI. tlUcaicns LIJJUCdtti SUliaLc

wa.rrr ancl the surrounding environrnenr. 
-l'hese 

discharges of Cr VI alone har,e also contamina-t-ed dnnkins

rvater absent discharge permits or threaten sources of drinking w'ater of the state in violation of Health and

-9-
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safety code gg25 249.5,2524g.g(b) (2) and2524g.11 (e). These sources are all surface water 
1 including'

but not limited to, Lake Mathews, the Los Angeles Basin (Coastal Plain) aquifer and both the CA

system and colorado River system. scientific analysis of the cr vI isotope ratios found in the widespread

Cr VI damage to the environme nt24171365 is continuing to identifu all the areas of California that

DEFENDANTS Cr VI particulate has migrated to.

34. As a proximate result of the acts by DEFENDANTS, the All PLAINTIFF's have been

exposed/endangeredlthreatened by carcinogenic/reproductive toxicant chemicals in drinking water in

excess of the OEHHA cumulative PHG threshold of 0.02 parts per billion (ppb) for Cr VI by ingestion,

dermal and inhalation exposures during shower or swimming, et al.

35. On Dec. 5,20|6NICHOLS sent the required 60-day notices of Prop 65 violations to public

agencies responsible for enforcement of these environmental laws and to DEFENDANTS or their

agent for service, informing them that their Facilities were discharging Prop 65 chemicals including

carcinogens and reproductive toxins.

36. Further those DEFENDANTS rvere discharging said chemicals to sources of drinking water

and/or releasing these listed chemicals into the air where they ma1'threaten sources of drinking rvater after

rvet or dry fallout of the atmosphere.

37. Said 60-daJ'notices r,r'ere filed with the CA Justice Depattment for Prop 65 enforcement.

and the Los Angeles. Orange, Riverside and San Bemardino Count,v District Attornel' Offices. Neither of

those first.iurisdictional agencies chose to enforce the statute w'ithin said 60-day period pursuant to Health

and Safbty Code section252a9.7 lc). PLAIN I lt.'F NTCHULS is now r.vithin the authority ot Health and

\qll,rr ('n,1.. Sail-lq " 
/d I i{r n!y,..',1+ lh+ dischr"r'.. r'irr!rtinn rq 5r1r1 i;!i ! h. lf rr -.).:]\:--.\!,!i-:-.--,.r\J,:',:.',5!t..t.

- 10-
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3g. PLAINTIFF NICHOLS seeks to collect civil penalties against DEFENDANTS for

discharge violations under prop 65; specificaliy Health and Safety Code $$ 25249-7 (b) (1) and25249'9 b'

(2).

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION:
FAILURE TO WARN

PROPOSITION 65, H&S CODE 25249.6

@y NICHOLS )

39. PLAINTIFF NICHOLS re-aileges and incorporates by reference as if specifically set forth

herein Paragraphs 1 through 38 inclusive.

40. Since at least December 5,}}LS,DEFENDANTS failed to provide those persons in the

immediate vicinity to the DEFENDANTS' Paramount Facilities with a clear and reasonable warning

regarding all known carcinogens and reproductive toxins among Prop 65 chemicals discharged as required

by statute. These exposures occur on and near the Facilities to others in the adjacent environment without

adequate u'arnings.

4l. PT,AINTIFF NICHOLS alieges that the DEFENDANTS have released toxic chemicals.

required narnings, in violation of Prop 65 on numerous occasions since at least Dec. 5. 2016" including

numerous dates in October and November of 2076 and as the recent Jan. 3 1,2017 AQMD air concentration

map sholvs, and that the.v also did so on numerous occasions prior to that time period. As such

DEFENDANTS r.l.ere required to give rvarnings in a conspicuous manner in accordance rvith Health and

Safety'Code $ 25249.6; as delineated at l'itle 27 CCR $25601 et seq.

42. More egregiousiy' as the record liom AQMIJ circa 2U1.3-2017 now shou's that the

D|IFENDAN'IS have knorlingl:,'ald intcntionatrl-..'relea:*d seiC Prop 55 chcmical:r r.-ilhoL:1 giving the

required clear and reasonable 'uvarnings to those in the adjacent communitv of Paramount.

4j. DEFENDAN i S'recenr emissionsi'discharges have caused vioiations olthe above statule

and make them iiable for the penalty' prescribed by law-per dav, per exposed individual. and every day is a

COMPI-AIb,IT FOR. DAMAGES
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separate r.iolation. I-lealth and Sat'ety Code sa-vs at $25249.10 (c) that the level of exposure that is exempt

must be proven b1'the DEFENDANTS to not pose any:

"significant risk assuming (a) lifetime of exposure at the level

in question for substances knowa to the state to cause cancer..."

44. Further $25249.10 (c) requires that the DEFEI'iDANTS prove that the OEHI{A "PHG" of

.020 ufi- in drinking water is not the proper I{SRL for w-arning requirements via the pathrvay"s of

inhalation. dermal ancl ingestive exposLrres collectivell'- as it is lorverthanthe cuffent 10 ppb N,ICL.

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION
(Continuing Trespass)

(BT, INDIYIDUAL PLAINTIFFS)

45. A11 INDIVIDUAL PLAINTIFFS incorporate herein by ref-erence, as if set forth in full each

of the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 44. inclusive, herein above.

46. DEFENDANTS. and each of them. as herein before alleged in detail, constifute and

continue to constitute unlauful trespass and interference with, and invasions of ThIDIVIDUAL

PL,r\INTIFFS' rights to possession of their property. in that those acts were done and are done u'ith the

substantial certainty that they' nould result and do result in damage to others and w'ould resuit and do result

in the entry of foreign. toxic, and carcinogenic matter onto the real propert-v ou'ned, leased andlor occupied

or previousl -l' occ Lipi ed b-,-' IN DIV tD LIAL PLAINI'I FF S.

17. INDIVIDLIAI- PI-AINTIFFS are informed and believe, and based thereon allege. that the

trespass is continuing and reasonablv abatable bv reasonable means and at reasonable costs.

48. As a proximate result of thc' trespasses committed b1' the DEFENDAN IS bi' and through

r!-.'- 11: .... I:.-.,. .. .,..r,.,".. :,.. l\..'IllVtf)! r\l I\! 1!\"lll't'q1.,. .,.|-c..,, I :.!.,,,,.;,lli._lt.t-.i. v.^r-vrJ. U(rJ-.-.5- driL. .r'-:.,dE,r^C. eC!rr!J- l.\Ur I llrt - It- t 1.. lt. \ I lt r -, lrctL

suff-er injuries to their persons. their mental and emotional heaith, their earning capacities, their propert.v

anel tlreir economic interests. all as ntleged herein" and have sut'fered and continue to suffer {it.th.t menial

-12-
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and emotional distress as a result of the loss of use of their real and personal property. A11 of the above

damages will be established according to proof.

49. The aforementioned conduct of the DEFENDANTS by and through their officers, directors

and managing agents, in intentionally and recklessly using their dangerous and hazardous materials and

substances at the Facility in the immediate vicinity of INDIVIDUAL PLAINTIFFS' persons and properties

and the DEFENDANTS intentionally and recklessly allowing and continuing to allow emissions of these

hazardous materials and substances into INDMDUAL PLAINTIFFS' property and INDIVIDUAL

PLAINTIFFS' environs ri/as and is intended to cause i"j"w to INDIVIDUAL PLAINTIFFS, or ia the

alternative, was and is willful, wanton and despicable conduct carried out with a conscious disregard to

INDMDUAL pLAINTIFFS' riehts and well-being and subjected and continues to subject INDIVIDUAL

PLAINTIFFS to cruel and unjust hardship so as to justi& an award of exemplary and punitive damages in

sum to be determined at time of trial.

TOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION
(Neelieence)

(Bv ALL PLAINTIFFS)

50. All PLAINTIFFS incorporate by reference, as if set lbrth in fuIl. each of the allegations

contained in paragraphs 1 through 49" inclusive. herein above.

51. As herein before alleged in detail, because of the proximit.v of the II'{DIVIDUAL

PLAINTIFFS to the Facilities the DEFENDAI{TS or.ved and owe a duty to INDIVIDUAL PLALIi'|IFFS to

conduct their activities at the Faciliq' in a reasonably safe and lawful manner. The Defendants had a legal

dut-"- to use due care and the-v breached that dutl.by reckless envirorunental safet-v practices and the use of

poL-r emicsion er:ntrol eqrrinment. therehv ea.,:sing said hreaeh ot-tha.t dlttr,. and the nrcrrimats cause of the

resitlting air, soil and r.later contaminaticn a1leged. This reckless aad negligent conduct has car"rsed injury to

INDIV|DUAL PLAINTIFFS' persons, their mental and emotional health, their drinking water supplies.

their animals' health- their oroperty and their economic interests.

-l3-
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52. Further NICHOLS alleges that the conduct of all DEFENDANTS, and each of them, as

described herein constitutes other violations of law, including but not limited to: Health and Safety Code

g$41700, 424A2 et seq,25249.5,25249.6and at least AQMD District Rules 20t,2A2 and402. Each of

these violations constitutes negligence under the theory of 'negligence per se''

53. The acts of the DEFENDANTS by and througlr their officers, directors and managing

agents, as herein before alleged in detail, constitute violation of the duty of ordinary care and skill owed by

DEFENDANTS tO All PLAINTIFFS. ThE INDIVIDUAL PLAITIFFS hAVE SUffErCd ANd CONtiNUE tO

fiyther mental and emotional distress as a result of the diminution of their property values.

DEFENDANTS' conduct alleged herein and above was and is willful, wanton and despicable, carried out

with a conscious and/or reckless disregard of INDIVIDUAL PLAINTIFFS' rights and well-being and

continues to subject INDIVIDUAL PLAINTIFFS to cruel and unjust hardship so as to justifu an award of

exernplary and/or punitive damages in a sum to be determined at the time of trial.

FITTH CAUSE OF ACTION
(Bv ALL PLAINTIFf,'S and Those Similarlv

Situated Doe PLAINTIFFS)
For Fraudulent Concealment)

54. All PLAINTIFFS incorporate herein by reference, as if set forth in full, each of the

allegations contained in paragraphs I through 53, inclusive, herein above.

55. As set forth hereinabove, DEFENDANTS had both an implied and statutory duty to wam

Doe PLAINTIFFS and INDIVIDUAL PLAINTIFFS concerning the nature ofthe emissions from their

Facility, under Health and Safety Code Section25249.6. DEFENDANTS' failure to so wam constitutes a

concealment of material information with the intent to deceive All PLAINTIFFS and cause them to refrain

from taking steps to protect themselves, their property and &eir families. Further, in failing to warn and

thereby concealing the toxic nature of their emissions. DEFENDANTS intendedthatAll PLAINTIFFS

would refrain &om reporting DEFENDANTS' conduct to relevant authorities or taking lesal actior for

-t1-
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daurases or other relief. ln the altemative. this conduct is aiso tangible proof of negligence and "negli

per se', as ro the NlcHoLS claims in the public lntelest. DEFENDANTS' conduct alleged herein rvas and

is r,r,ilitul, wanlon ancl despicable. carriecl out lr'ith a conscious andlor reckless disregard of INDIVIDIIAL

pLANTIFFS rights and r,vell-being and conrinues to subject NDIVIDL]AI- PLAINTIFFS to cruel and

uniust hardship so as to justifJ' an alrard of exemplar,v and punitive damages in a sum to be determined at

the time of trial.

56. In reliance on DEFENDANTS' faihrre to warn or apprise Al1 PLAINTIFFS of the extent of

DEFENDANTS' conduct and to toxic nature of their emissions. All PLAINTII-FS reasonably'believed.

until recentll,. that it lvas safb fbr their persons and prope()'to remain in the vicinitl'of the Facilities- and

the paramount Public Parks. and therefbre did not take steps to protect themselves, their property. nor iegal

action until recentll.

57. A11 PLAINTIFFS allege this fraudulent concealment became more purposeful after the state

of CA, via the CDPH and OEHHA, adopted Cr VI as an ingestive carcinogen in 2011 and as a reproducti

toxicant in 2012. The DEFENDANTS combined post 2012 "unreasonable risk" conduct that is and was in

violation of CA. Health and Safety'Code $42402.3 (a)-(b) as complained of herein. rvas created by the

composite dermal. inhaiation and ingestive danger of Cr VI now combined r.r,ith the reproductive danger as

recentl-v identifi ed b-v regulators.

58. All PLAINTIFFS allege this egregious conduct has only increased the continuing liability

damages as the DEFENDANTS r.villfirli1'and intentionalll'concealed from INDIViDtIAI- PI-ANTIFFS

and ali Doe PLAIN I lt i- S or others similariy situated in at least the l,os Angeies L.ount-Y air basin their real

rJ!rcl':arr,"-s {i-!r-ri!,!irrns).'I'hc rccent go\-rrn:xr-:rirr1 lesting aeljacenl tr-- the DFF-}..\D-\NTS Fa:ilitie-r conf'!n:r.-s

that prior emission reports to AQMD, et ol w-ere a false record in violation of $,12402.4 fbr the purposes of

csnceairnent ii'om those persons that required the intbmration. I)iscol'er1 is continuing.

-t 5-
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1. For general damages according to proof;

2. For special damages according to proof;

3. For the diminution in the value of INDIVIDUAL PLAINTIFFS'

4. For exemplary or punitive damages according to proof;

5. For civil penalties according to proof as to Public Interest violations under Prop 65;

6. Attorneys' fees pursuant to Cal. Code of Civ. Pro' $ 1021.5;

7. For toiling of all applicable statutes of limitations by continuing violations;

8. For costs of suit incurred herein; and

9. For such other and further relief as the Court deem proper.

DEMAND FOR JTJRY TRIAL

The issues complained of herein and damages exceed the jurisdictional minimum ofthe Superior

Court. All PLAINTIFFS hereby demand atial by ju.y.

I)ated: Feh.9- 2(^t!7

59. All PLAINTIFFS allege that this concealment was also f or the purposes of DEFENDANT

and other illegal dischargers evading the cost of cleanup of the environment. NICHOLS research has found

a small enough group of environmental violators that have specifically discharged the Cr VI at issue and

that this group meets the "Enterprise Liability" threshold to be a goup sharing liability in a proportionate

share. The DEFENDANTS Enterprise Liability $oup will be more fully delineated as discovery continues.

WHEREFORE, ALL pLAINTIFFS pray judgment against each individual DEFENDANT as follows:

S. Bollin, Esqi
Ationre,r ibr ALL PLAiNl iFi'S

- 16-
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