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Consimer Advocacy Group, Ine. (“PIE&_ntiff") and, La Quinga Corporation, Lg Quinta Inng, Inc,,

and La Quintg Pmpeﬂies, Inc. (“Defendanl's”}. Appearances are ig the record, The Conrt,

having considered e documents filed in connection with this matay and the argumenys of

252495 et 82q.}.

B. This Court hgg considered the Consent Judgment apd determined that it Tepresents a fajr,

reasonable, and adequate setilement between Plainfs and Defendants,
L. The Proposed Settlement provides that Defendants wiji-
* Provide Proposition 63 WAIings; angd
* Pay Plainﬁﬂ‘ SSG,&G{_}._G{] for jts attormey fegs,

2. ~ The court _graﬁts the Motion to Approve [Proposed] Stipulated Consent Judemeny _

Judgment ig appropriate and reasonable under Califorpia law given the totg] fees and
€osts incurred by Plaimiff ang its counsel of record i Prosecuting this action as 1o
Defendants;

d. | The terms of the Consent Judgment are in the public interest COnSistent with

Health and Safety Code section 25249.7, subdivision {d} and
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e, Plaintiff adequately representad the public interest in entering into the Consemt

Judgment.

JUDGMENT

1. The Court approves the [Proposed] Stipulated Consent Judpment, an executed copy of

which is arlached as Exhibit A, as the Judgment of this Court resolving this action
between plaintiff, Consumer Advocacy Group, .]’_nc., on one hand, and defendants, La

Quinta Corporation, La Quinta Inns, Inc., and La Quinta Properties, Inc., on the other.

2. The Cowrt Clerk is to enter this Judgment as the Judgment of the Court as to defendants,

La Quinta Corporation, La Quinta Iﬁns, Inc., and La Quinta Properties, Inc.

3. LaQuinta Corporafion, La Quinta Inns, Inc., and La Quinta Properties, nc. are

dismissed with prejudice from this action.

4. Except as otherwise set forth in the Consent Judgment, ail parties shall bear their own

attorney fee_s and costs.

Dated: *S/:? 2008
S /f !p @/Miﬁ/

THE HONORAB LLIALK
HIGHBERGER E OF THE SUPERIOR |
COURT

3

MR DG MENT AND ORDER APPROVING PROPOSITION 65 STIPULATED CONSENT
JUDGMENT BY CONSUMER ADVOCACY GRDUF INC'. AND LA QUINTA CORPORATION
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1. INTRODECTION
LT Plamtiff. Consumer Advocacy Group, Inc. {"Plaintif™ or "CAG™, on ite gep
oehalf and as a representative of the People of the Siale of California, s a non-profit public

nterest corporation.

1.2 Defendants. La Quinla Corporation, La Quinta Jons, Inc., and La Quinta

Properties, Ine, {"La Quinta” or "Defendanis”) own, operate and/or manage numerous hotels
| under the La Quinta brand throughout the State of Califomia. - In addition, certain of the La
(Juinta hotels are operated as frenchises in California franchised by La Quinta (the
“Franchizees™). Collectively, all of the hotels and the Franchisces are referred to as the “La
Quinta Defendants™. .

1.3 Covered Properties. The properties gwned, operated or managéd by La Quinta

Befendants are referred to collectively as the "Covered Properties.” The Coversd Properties

are identified i Exhibit A to this Consent Judgment.

14 Proposition 63, Health and Safety Code Sections 25249.5 et seq.

("Proposition 63") prohibits, among other things, a company consisting of ten or more
employees from knowingly and intentionally exposing an individual to chemicals that are
known to the State of California to cause cancer, birth defects and other reproductive harm
without first providing a clear and reasonable warning to such individuals, Exposures can
occur as a result of a consumer product exposure, an occupational exposure or an
enviTonmental f:xp;:-sure.

1.5 Proposition 93 Chemicals. The State of California has officially lsted various

chemicals pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 252498 as chemicals known to the
Staie of Califormia to cause cancer and/or reproductive toxicity.

1.6 Pirst Wave of Proposition 65 Cases. Before suing under Proposition 63, a

plaintiff must first give the defendant a 60-day notice of the violations. Since approximately

1998, plaintiff CA (G has sent 60-day notices to 2 number of indunstries, incleding the hotel

industry, throughout the Staie ulleging violations of Proposition 635 and Section 17200 et seq.

;: of the Businass and Professions Code (the "Unfair Competition Act™). The notices, in

2
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general, were based on alleged exposures to CONSWMETS, Customers, guests, emplovess and

¢ membars of the general public {c tobaccoe and/or tobaces products aind/or secendhand tobacco

smoks. ki 1995 a trial court in Los Angeles County Superior Court ruled that the 60-day

| notices in these cases were inzdequate and dismissed the cases, The Califomiz Court of

Appeal upheld the lower court's ruling on appeal.

1.7 Judicis] Covneil Coordinated Proccedmps. The second wave of cases, based on

new 60-day notices, include claims against hotels, gas stations, min{ maris, and drugstores,
among others, and allege secondhand smoke exposnres as wall as exposuress to tobaces and
tobacco products. These cases have been desmed complex and are proceeding in Los
Angeles County Superior Court as Judicial Council Coordipated Proceeding No. 4182
{("CCP 4182"). Most of the cases in JCCP 4182 have been filed by Consumer Advocacy
Group ("CAG"). Most, if not al, of La Quinta Defendants' Cgvered Properties are the subject
of lewsuits brought by CAG in JCCP 4182, The foIInwﬁg two jawsuits brought by CAG

| fnclude Ta Quinta Defendants a.I.ldf_m Coverad Properties:

(1) Consumer Advocacy Group, Inc. v. Vagabond Inns, Vagabond Inc., Imperial
Hotels, and La Quinta Inns, formerly Sen Francisco County Supsrior Courl
Case No. 312622, filed hune 2, 2000
(2} Consumer Advocacy Group, Inc. v. Hilton Corporation, Vagabend Inns, La
Quinta Inns, Starwood Hotels and Resorts, Kintetsu Enterprises Company of
America, La Quinta Hotel Corporation, Pacifica Hosts, Inc., Accor North
America Corporation, Los Angeles County Superior Court Case No. BC
276355, filed June 22, 2002;
Collectively, these two cases are referred to as the "CAG Lawsuits," The CAG Lawsuits
allege viclations of both Proposition 65 and the Unfair Cﬂmpeﬁﬁun Act. Om March 20, 2602,
the Court granted & motion for judgment on the pleadings filed by La Quinta Defendants,
dismissing the first of the CAG lawsuits filed by CAG against Lz Quinta on June 2, 2002, in

its entirety with prefudics due to iﬁadequate notice in the first CAC action identifed shave,

3
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r Since that date, CAG has fled new &0-day notices and a new or amended corlaint apainst

the Lz Quinta Defendants,

1.8 Plaintifi’s 60-Dey Notice, More than sixty days prior to filing suit in this

action, Plaintiff CAG served on the La Quinta Defendants a docurnent entitled "Amended 60
Day Notice of Intent to Sue Under Health & Safety Code Sections 25249.6" (the "Notices™.

| The Notices are attached heretc as Exhibit B. The Notices stated, among other things, that

Plamtff believed that La Quinta Defendants wers in violation of Proposition 65 fu.
knowingly and intentionally exposing COnsumers, customers, and employees of the Coverad

Properties, as well as the public, fo certain Proposition 65 Hsted chemicals, Among those

Froposition 65 noticed chemicals were tobacco products, lobaceo smoke and secondhand

tobacco smoke (and their constituent chemicals), (collectively "Noticed Ch.emil.:;ais”). This
Consent Judgment covers only those specified Noticed Chentisals,

1.9 LaQuinta Defendants’ Answer. La Quinta Defendants fiied a fimely answer in

“the CAG Lawsuits dsnying cach .and.eve:ry allegation set forth m the CAG Lawsuits and

asserting numerous affirmative defenses,

L10  The McKenzie Group Lawsuit. On May 31, 2002, Consumer Defense Group
and The McKenzie Group {(“CDG/TMG™) filed a lawsuit in the Superior Court of the State of
California for the County of Qrange entitled Consumer Diefense Group and The McKenzie
Group v. La Quinta Fans, Inc., E}range County Snperior Court Case No. 020000133 nantng
La Quinta Inns, Inc., and La Quinta Corporation as defendants {the "CDG/TMG Lawsuit").
In addition to the alleged Proposition 65 violations, the CDG/TMG Lawsuit includes

allegations of violations of the Unfair Competition Act. On October 2, 2002, CDG and TMG

filed an add-on petition to coordinate the CDG/TMG Lawsuit with JCCP 4182, CDG/TMG's
add-on petition was granted on October 2, 2002.

L1l Purposg of Cousent Judement. In order to avoid continued and protracted

lingation, Plaintiff CAG and La Quinta Defendants wish to resolve certain tobacco exposure
issues raised by the Notices and the CAG Lawsoits and the CDGTMG Lawsuit, pursuant to

the terms and conditions described herein. s entering into fhis Consent Judgment, both

K|
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Plaintiff CAG and La Quinta Defendants recognize that this Consent Tudgment is . fall and
final settlement of all claims related to tobasco procucts, tobacee smols and secondhand

tbaces smoke (and thejr censtitient chemicals), that were rmised or that conld have besn

raised in the Notices and the CAG Lawsuits. In addition, in entering into this Consent

Judgment, both Plaintiff and L.a Quinta Defendants recognize that this Consent Judgment iz a
full and final settlement of ali such Noticed Charnicats claims that were raised r:sr-that cotuid
have been raised in the CDG/TMG Lawsuit, because the seitlement of the CAG Lawsnits
mois any and all claims ir the CDG/TMG Lawsuit and because CDG and TMG have agreed
to dismiss the CDG/TMG Lawsuit against the La Quinta Defendants. Plaintiff CAG and La

Quinta Defendants also intend for this Consent Judgment to provide, to the maxinnm extent

pertitted by law, res fudicata provection for La Quinta Defendants agamst all other claims

based on the same or similar allegations as to the Noticed Chemicals.

1,12 No Admission. La Quinta Defendants dispute that they have violatec

"Proposition 63 as described in the Notices and the CAG Lawsnits. In iﬁaﬁcular, La Quinta

Defendants contend that no warning is required for the exposures Plaintiff alleges. Plaintiff

disputes the La Quinta Defendants’ defenses.

Based on tie foregoing, nothing contained in this Consent Jedgment shall be construed
as an adnussion by Plaintiff or La Quinta Defendants that any action that La Quints

‘Defendants may have taken, or failed to take, violates Proposition 65 or any other provision

of any other statute, regulation or principal of common law, mcluding withowt [imitation the
Unfair Competition Act. La Quinia Defendants expressty deny any alleged violations of
Proposttion 63 and/or the Unfair Competition Act.

1.13  Effective Upon Final Determination. Lz Quinta Defandants' willingness to

enter into this Consent Tudgment is based upon the understanding that this Consent Judgment
wiil folly and ﬂnaﬂy resolve all claims related to tobacco products, tobacco smoke and

secondhand tobacco smoke {and their constituent chermicals), brought both by Plainiitt CAG
and by CDG/TMG, and that this Consent Judgment will have res judicata =ffect to the extent

5
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allowed by law with regards to both the Propesition &5 allegations and the Unfur

| Competition Ast allegations.

This Consent Judgment will have no force and effect unless and untl (1} the-

CDGTMG Lawsuit is distmssed with prejudice us to the La Quinta Defendants, and {ii} any

) litigation by any third party regarding the CAG Lawsnits andior the validity of this Consent

fudpment 15 fully and finally resohved in La Guinta Defendants' favor, inciuding any and all
appeals. |
2. JURISDICTION
2.1 Subject Matter Jurisdiction. For purposes of this Consent Tudgment only,

_Plﬂll]t’iff and La Quinta Defendants stipulate that this Court hes Junsdmtmn over the

allegations of violations contained in the CAG Lawsuits,

2.2 Personal Junisdiction. For purposes of this Consent Judgment only, Plaintiff
and La Quinta Defendants s:ipulate that this Court has persanal juris;_ii_m_:[on over the La
Quinta Defendants as to the acts allagcﬂ m the CAG Lawsuits,

2.3 ¥emue. Venue is proper in the County of Los Angeles for reschution of the
allegations made int the CAG Lawsnit.

2.4 Junsdiction to Enfer Consent Judgment. This Court has Jurisdictior to enter

this Consent Judgment as a fuil and final settlement and resolution of the allegations
contamed it the Nﬁtices,' the CAG Lawsnits and of all claims that were or conld have been
raised based on the facts alleged therein or arising therefrom. This includes allegations
relating to both Proposition 65 and the Unfair Competition Act.
3. INNUNCTIVE RELIEF:
CLEAR AND REASONABLE WARNINGS
3.1 Environmental and Occupational Exposure Warnings. With regard to the

alleged exposures to the Noticed Chemicals, La Quints Defendants cither have posted and
agree to continie fo maintain, or will post within ninety (90} days {ollowing the entry of

Judgment, & warning including substantialiv the iollowing language at the primary points of

6
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eniry af each of the Covered Propertics under La Quinta's control and on the SINDICYess
bulletin board or inside of the amnlovess' handbook:

WARNING:

This Facihty Containg Chernicals Known to the State of California to Cause

Cancer and Birth Defects or Other Reprodustive Harm.

La @ﬂnta Defzndants further agres to contimze to maintain a warning with
substantially the following language at every location at sach of the Covered Properties under

La Quinta's control where smoking is permitted. including either inside of any guestroom that

' is designated for smokers or at the clevator landings on each floor with designated gmoking -

Io0ms;
- WARNING:

This Area is 2 Designated Smoking Area. Tobacco Smoke is Known to the

State of California to Cause Cancer and Birth Defects or Other Reproductive
Each of the waming signs in this Section 3.1 shall conform with the reguiations for alcoholic
beverage warning signs in terms of aize and print {22 Cal. Code of
Regulations §126D1(bY WD) and shaﬂ be located where they can be easily seen. The
provision of said warnings sﬁali be deemed to satisfy any and all obligations under
Proposition 65 by any and all person(s) or entity(yes) with respect to any and all
environmental 2nd occupational exposures to Noticed Chemicals. The warnings described in
this Section 3.1 may be combined with other information on a single sign and may be
provided by the same media and in the same or similar format in which other hotl
mformation is provided to guesis, emplovees and to the public.

32 Consumer Product Warning. La Quinta Defendants have been in compliance
with Proposition 455 warning requirements relating tc censumer product exposures wilh
respect to tobacco prodacts becanse they or their gifi shdp opérators/lessees post, and have
posted, wamings at the Covered Properties; and La Quinta is not legally responsible for the

conduct of their Zift shop operators/Lessees. La Quinta Defendants aETEE 1O condanue ot take

7
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reasonable steps io assure that their gift shop operators/iessees main‘ain a waring at those
Covered Froperties under La Quinta's contro] where cigars. cigarettes, and other tebacoo
products are sold. For those Covered Properiies under La Quinta's control, the following
warnmng shall continus to be prominently displayed at or near the point of sale of such.
products:

WARNING:

Tobacco Products Contair/Produce Chemicals Enown to the State of California

to Cavse Canger and Birth Defects or Gther Reproductive Harm,

The warnings set forth in this Section 1.2 shall be displayed at the retail outiet with such
CORNSHiCEOUsness, as compared with other words, statements, designs, or devices as to render
the warningg likely to be read and understood by an ordinary individual under sustomary
condifions of purchase or use, consisient with Tiile 22, California Code of Regulafions,
Section 12601{b)(3).

3.3 Complisnes.” Is Quints Defendants' compliance with paragraphs 3.1 and 3.2 is
deemed to fully satisfy La Quinta Defendants’ obligations under Proposition 65 with respect
to any exposures and potential exposures to Noticed Chemicals in all respects and to eny and
all person(s) and entity(ies). La Quinta Defendants’ compliance with paragraphs 3.1 and 3.2
will not relieve them of any obligation to continue to provide the statutorily spproved
warnngs for alcohol,

3.4 Future Yaws or Repulations. In lieu of complying with the requirements of

Paragraphs 3.1 and 3.2 hereof, if: (a) any future faderal law or regulation which governs the

warning provided for herein preemipts state authority with faspect to said warning; or (b} any
futore warning requirements with respect to the subject matter of said paragraphs is proposed
by any industry association md approved by the State of California, or (c) any future new
stafe law or regulatior specifying 2 specific warning for hotels with respect 1o the subject
matter of said paragraphs, La Quinta Defendants may comply with the waming obligations
set forth in paragraphs 3.1 and 3.2 of this Judgment by complying with such future federa or

state jaw or regulation or such firhrre WA reGuirsment upon notice 4o Plajntiff

8
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3.5  Statutory Amendment to Proposition 65. In the even: that there 15 & statniory or

cther amendmeant 1o Proposition 63, or regulatons are adopted pursuant ta Propogition 43,
which would exempt La Guinta Defendants, the "Released Pars; ties,” se defined at paragraph
4.2 below, or the cIasc. to which La Quinta Defendants belong, from providing the warnings
described herein, ihen, unon the adoption of such statutory amendment or regulation, and o
the extent provided for in such stalitory amendment or regulation, La Quinta Deferdants
shall be relieved from its obligation to provide the warnngs set forth herein,
4. RELEASE AND CLAIMS COVERED
4.1 Effect of Judgment. The Fudgmient is a full and Snal Jjudgment with raspect to

any claims regarding the Nc- 1ced Chemnicals asserted in the CAG Lawsuits againsi the

Released Parties and each of them, and the Notice against La Quinte Defendants rigarding

the Covered Properties, mcluding, bt not hmited to: (a) claims for any violations of
Proposition 65 by the Released Parties and cach of them including, but not limited 10, clzims
arising from consurper product, environmenial and cccupational exposures o the Noticed
Chemicals, wherever occurtmg and to whomever ocourring, through and mcluding the date
upont which the Judgment becomes final, including any and ali appeals; (b) claims for
violation of the Unfajr Competitior Act (Cal. Bus. & Prof. Code § 17200, ef seq.) arising
from the foregoing circumstances, including, bui not Kmited to, Plaintiff CAG's asserted right

to injunctive and monetary relief* and (c) the Released Partjas' comtinuing responsibility to

provide the warnings mandated by Proposition 63 with respect to the Noticed Chemicals,

42  Releage. Except for such rights and obligations ag have been created nnder this
Consem Judgment, Plaintiff, on its own behalf and bringing an action "in the public interest”
pursuant o Califormia Health and Safety Code Section 25249, 7{d), and “acting for the peneral
public" purauant to California Business and Professions Code Section 17205, with respect to
the matters regarding the Noticed Chemicals alleged in the CAG Lawsuits, does hereby fally,
completely, finally and forever release, relinguish and discharge: {(a) La Quinta Corporation,
La Quinta Inns, Inc., and La La Quinta Properties, ine., {bj the past, present, and future OWners,

lessozs, sublessars, managers, franchisees and operators of, and any others with any interest

9
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m, the Covered Properiies, as related to the Covered Properties, and {c) the respective
offiers, directors, shareholders, affiliates, agents, employees, aitomeys, successors and

s55igns of the persons and entities described in (2) and (b} immediately above {collectively

| (8}, (b}, and {c} are the "Relensed Pasties"} of and from any and all clatms, actions, causes of

action, demands, rights, debts, agreements, promises, liabilities, damages, accountings, costs
and expenses, whether known or unkoown, suspected or unsuspected, of every nature
whatsoever which Plaintiff has or may have against the Released Parties, arising directlv or
mdirectly out of any fact or circumstance occurring prior to the dats upen which the
Tudgment beeomes final, including any and all appeals, relating to aiif:gij violations of the
Unfar Competidon Act and/or Proposition 65 by the La Quinta Deferndants and/or the
Franchisees, and their respective agents, servants and emplayees, being hereinafier reforred to |
as the "Released Claims." In sumn, the Released Claims include any and all allegations made,

or that could have been made, by Plaintiff with respect to the Noticed Chemicals relating to

"Proposition 65 and the Unfair Competition Act, telating 1o the Covered Propertiss,

43 Tnient of Parties. It 1s the intention of the Parties to this release that, upon enby

of judgment and conclusion of any and al} appeals or litigation relating to {1} this Consent
Judgment itself, and (ii) the CAG Lawsuits themselves, fhat this Conscnt Judgmen* shall be
elfective as a fill and final accord and satisfaction and release of each and every Released
Claim, In fartherance of this intention, Plaintiff acknowledges that it is familiar with

California Civil Code section 1542, which provides as follows:

A GENERAL RELEASE DOES NOT EXTEND TO CLAIMS WHICH THE
CREDITOR DOES NOT ENOW QR SUSPECT TO EXIST IN HIS FAVOR
AT THE TIME OF EXECUTING THE RELEASE, WHICH IF KNOWN BY
HIM %EESTD}II{AVE MATERIALLY AFFECTED HIS SETTLEMENT WITH
THE DEBTOR. :

Plamtiff hereby waives and relinquishes all of the rights and benefits that Plaintiff has, or may
have, ander Californiz Civil Cods section 1542 {as well as any similar rights and bensfits
which they may have by virtue of any statute or rule of law in any other state or territory of
the United States). Plaintiff hereby acknowledges that it may hereafter discover facts in

addition $o, or differen: from, those which it now knows or behieves to be true with respect to

10
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the subject matter of this Consent Judgment and the Relsased Claims, but that -

| motwithstanding the foregoing, i is Plaintiffs intentinn hersby to fally, finaliy, compieiely

and forever settls and rolease each, every and all Released Claims, and #hat in furtherance of

such intention, the release herein given shall be and remain in effect as a full and complete

. general release, notwithstanding the discovery or sxistence of any such additional or different

facts.
4.4 Plaintiff's Ahility to Represent Public, Plaintift hereby warranis and represents

to La Quinta Defendanis and the Released Parties that (a) Plainiiff has not previously
assigned any Released Claim, and (b) Plaintiff has fhe night, ability and power to release each

Released Claim.

4.5 NoFurther Force and Effect. Plaintiff and La Quinta Deferdants hersby |

request that this Court enter judgment puzsuant to this Consent Fudgment. In connection
therewith, Plaintff and La Quinta Defendanis waive their right, if any, to a hearing with

‘respect to the entry of said judgment. In the event that () this Court denies the joint motien

to approve the Consent Judgment brought by Plaintiff and La Quinta Defendants pursvant to
Health & Safety Code Section 25249, 7, as amended, {ii} a decision by this Court to Approve
the Consent Judgment is appealed and overtumed i the California Court of Appeal or the
California Supreme Court; (1) this Court (or any appellate court hearing the matter) fails to
dismiss with prejudice the CDG/TMG Lawsnit as against the La Quinta Defendants or fiv) a
third pasty files Titigation to contest the vahdity of this Consent Judgment or against either .
Plaintiff and/or La Quinta Defendants relating to this Consent Judgment, then upon notice by
any party hereto to the other party hereto, this Consent Judgment shall not be of any further
force or effect and the parties shall be restored to their respeclive rights and obligations as
though this Consent Judgment had not been executed by the parties,

La Quinta Defendants expressly reserve the right, upon notice to Plantiff, to withdraw

from this Consent Judgment until such tme as (1) the CDG/TMG Lawsnit is dismissed wit,

prejucics as 0 all La Quintz Defendants and (i) any third-party litigation regarding the CAG

i1
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Lawsuits and/or the validity of this Consent Judgment is fully and finalty resolved in La
Quinia’s faver, including any and =1l sppeals.
5 ATTORNEY'S FEES AND COSTS

3.1 Payment tp' Yeroushalimi & Associates. In an effort to delray CAG's expert fees

and costs, cosiz of investigation, attorney's fees, or other costs incurred relating to this matter,

defendants shall pay o the firm of Yeroushalmi & Associates the som of {ifty thonsand and
s1x handred dollars ($50,600.00). This amount shall be pard within ten {10} days following

-the latrer of (i) entry of a final judgment, including any and afl appeals, approving this

Consent Judgment and (ii) entry of a final judgment, mcluding any and ali appeals
disrussing the CDG/TMG Lawsuit as against alf La Cminta Defendants.
6. PRECLUSIVE EFFECY OF CONSENT JUDGMENT

6.1  Entry of Judemeni. Entry of judgment by the Court pursnant to this Consent

Judgment, inzer afia; .
(i) Constitates full and fair adjudication of all cigi&:s" ag;ﬁnst La Quinta
Defendants, including, but not limited to, all clajms set forth i the A Lawsuiis, haged
upon alleged violaticns of Proposition 63 and the Unfair Competition Act, as well as any
other statats, .prﬂvisimn of common taw or any theory or issue which arose from the alieged
fatlure to provide warning of exposure 1o tobaceo products, tobacco smoke and secondhand

tobacco smoke (and their constituent chemmcels), which may be present on the Coverad

Properties identified in Exhibit A and referred to in paragraph 1.3 and which are known to the

State of California to cause cancer, birth defects, and/or other reproductive harm

{i1)  Bars any and all ofher persons, on the basis of res Judicata and the
doctrine of mootness and/or the docirine af collateral esicppel, from prosecuting against any
Released Party any claim with respect to the Noticed Chernicals alleged in the CAG

Lawsuits, and based upon alleged violations of {a} Praposition 65, (b) the Unfair Competition

Act, or (¢} any other statute, provision of common law or any theory or issue which arose or

arises from the alleged failure to provide wamning of exposure to tobacco products, tobacgo

siteie and secondhand tobacco smoke (and their constuent chemicals), which may be

iz
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present on the Covered Properties identified in Bxhibit A and referred to in paragrapd 1,3 and

wiilch are known to the State of Culifornia 1o cause cancer, bivth defecis, and/or other

reproductive harm,
7. DISPUTES UNDER THE CONSENT JUDCGMENT
7.1 Disputes. In the event that a dispute arises with respect to either party's

compliance with the terms of this Consent Judgment, the Parties shal} meet, either in person

! orby telephone, and endeavor to resolve the dispuie in an amicable manner. No action may

be taken to enforce the provisions of the Judgment in the absence of such a good faith effort
to resofve the dispufe prior to the taking of such action. in the event that legal proceedmas
are initiated to anfurcc the provisions of the Judgment, however, the prevaiiing party in such
proceeding may seek to recaver its ¢osts and redsonable atiorney's fees. Asused i the
precedmg sentence, the term "prevailing party” means a party whe is successful in obtaining
relief more favorabl—:: to 1t than the relief that the other party was amenabie to providing
during the partlﬂs good faith artempt to rasc:ﬂve the dispute that iz the subject of such
enforcement action.
8. THIRD-PARTY LITIGATION

§.1  Duty to Cooperate. In the event of any litigation, mecluding but not linsited ‘o
opposition to entry of the Consent Judgment by this Court and any ot all appezls relating
thereto, instituted by a third party or governmenta) entity of official, Plaintiff and La Quinta
Defendants agree 1o affirmatively cooperate in all efforts to defend agamst any such
Litigation,

9. NOTICES
9.1 Mﬂn Notice Reguired. Any and all notices between the parties provided for

or permitted under this Consent Judgment, or by law, shall be in wtiting and shal! be deemed
duly servad:
{1) When personaily delivered to a party, on the date of such delivery; or

i3
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(il  When sent via facsimile to a party at the facsimile mumber set forth
below, or 1o such other or finther facsimile number provided in & notice sent under the terms
of this paragraph, on the date of the transmission of that facsimile; or

(1ix) . When deposited in the United States mail, certified, postags vrepaid,
addressed to such party at the address sst forth below, or to such other or further address
provided in a notice sent under the terms of this paregraph, three days following the depasit
of st:ch notice in the mails. |

Notices pursnant to this paragraph shall be sent to the parties as follows:

(a)  Ifto Plaintiff:

Reuben Yernushalmi
Yeroushalmi & Associates
- 3700 Wilsknre Boulevard, Suite 430
Los Angeles, CA 90010
Facsimle Number; 213-352-3430

{b}  If to Defendant La Quinta International, Inc.:

Mark M, Chloupek, Generai Counsel
La Quinta Corporation
/o L{) Management LLC
909 Hidden Radge, Suite 600
Irving, TX 75038
Facsimile Number; 214-492-6500

COpY to:

Scoft A Kmuse

Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher

333 South Grand Awvenue, Suite 4630
Los Angeles, CA 90071

Facsimile Number: 213-229-6970 .

or to such other place as may from time to time be specified in a notice to each of the parties
hercto given pursuant to this paragraph as the address for service of notice on such party.
10. INTEGRATION

10.1  Integrated Writing. This Consent Judgment constitutes the final and complete

agreement of the parties hereto with respect to the subject matter hersof and supersedes all
Prior or contemporaneous negoiiations, promises, covenants, agreements or representations

concerning any matters direetly, indivectly or coliaterally relatsd io the sublect matter of this

14
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Consent Judgment. The Parties herete have sxpressty and intentionally included in this

Consent Judgmeni all eollateral or additions] esresments which may, In iy manner, iouch or
413 e ¥

relaie to any of the subject matter of this Consent Judgment and, therefore, all promises,

covenanis and agresments, collateral or otherwise, ars included herein and therein. It is the
e s

mntentjon of the parties to this Consent Judgment that 1t shall constitute an integration of all
their agreemenis, and each understands that in the event of any subsequent lidgation,
conroversy or dispute concerning any of its terms, conditions or provisions, no party hereto
shall be permitted to offer or introduce any oral or extrinsic evidence concerning any other
collateral or oral agreement between the parties not inchuded herein.

11, TEMING

7.1 Time of Egsencé” Time is of the essence in the performancs of the terms

2. bE}MPLIANCE WITH REPORTING REQUIRFI\*TENTS
12.1" " Reporting Forms: Presentation to ;-"Lttomev General. The parties agree to

comply with the reporting form requirements referenced in Health & Safety Code
§25249.7(f). Pursuant to the new regulations promuigated under Health & Safety Code
§25249.7(f), Plaintiff presented this Consent Judgment to the California Attorney General's
office upon receiving all necessary signatures. It was then presented to the Superior Court for
the County of Los Angeles. forty-five (45) days later,
13. COUNTERPARTS

13.1  Counterparts. This Consent Judgment may be signed in counterparts and shalf
be binding upon the parties hereto as if all of said parties executed the original hereof. The
parties agree that the delivery of facsimile and/or electronic signatures shall be acceptable and
shall for all purposes be deemed to have the same force and effect as original stgnatres.

) 14, WAIVER

14.1  No Warver. No waiver by any party herete of any provision hereof shall be

deemed to be a waiver of any other provision hereof or of any subseguent breash of the same

o1 any other provision hereof.

13
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i5. AMENDMENT

151 in Writing This Consent Judgment cannot be amended or modified except by 2
writing exeouted by the parties hereto that expresses, by its terms, an intention o modify this
Congent Judgment.

16. SUCCESSORS -

16.]  Binding Upon Sucoessors. This Consent Judgment shall be binding wpon and
mure to the benefit of, and be enforceable by, the parties herefo and thei respective
administrators, frustees, executors, personal representatives, successors and permitiad assigns.

17. CHOICE OF LAWS
7.1 California Law Applies. Any dispute regarding the interpretation of this

_Consent Judgment, the performance of the parties pursnant to the terms.of this Consent. - - .. o ..

Judgment, or the damages accruing to a party by reasar of any breach of this Consent
Judgment shall be determined under the laws of the State of Califomis, without reference io
principies of choice of Jaws. - '
18. NG ADMISSIONS

8.1 Settlement Cannot Be Used as Evidence. This Consent Judgment has been
reached by the parties to aveid the costs of prolonged litigation, By entering into this
Consent Judgment, neither Plaintiff sor La Quinta Defendants admit any issue of fact or law,
nclading any violations of Proposition 63 or the Unfair Competition Act. The settlement of
claims herein shall not be deemed to be an admission or coneession of liability or culpability
by any party, at any time, for any purpese. Weither this Consent Judgment, nor any docoment
referred to herein, nor any action taken to carry out this Consent Judgment, shall be construad
83 giving rise to any presumption or inference of admission or concession by La Quinta
Defendants as to any fault, wrongdoing or Liubikity whatsoever, Neither this Consent
Judgment, nor any of its terms or provisions, nor any of the negotiations or ofher proceedings
connected with it, nor any other action taken 1o carry out this Consent Judgment, by any of
the parties hereta, shall be referred to, offered as evidence, or receivad in svidencs in aily

pending or futare ¢ivil, criminal or adminietrative action or proceeding exceptmoz

16
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proceading te snforce inis Consent Jedgment, 1o defend against the assertion of the Released
Clasms or as ctherwise requived by law.

| 19, REPRESENTATION

1.1 Construction of Cepsent Judgment. Plaintiff and Ea Qninta Defendsnts each
acknowledge and warrant that they have been represented by independent counsel of their
own selection in comnection with the prosecution and defense of the Lawsnits, the
negotiations leading to this Consent Judgment and the drafting of this Consent Judgment; and
that in interpreting this Consent Judgment, the terms of this Consent Judgment will not be
construed either in favor of or agamst any party hereto.

20, Eafl":ntU’I‘H{J!'11‘1113_5‘3!([‘1\Dﬂ'«l
20.1  Authority 1o Hnter Consent Judgment. Fach of the signatories hereto certifies

that he or she 15 anthorized by the partv he or she represents to enter into this Consent

Judgment, to stipulate to the Judgment, and ic execute and approve the Judgment on behalf of j

the party represented.

Dated: December 2 /, 2007
CONSUMER ADVOCACY GROUE, INC.

4
By L7 & !/A'A Cara, Vit

&
CONSUMER ADVOCACY GROUP, INC.

- ¥ o
Dated: Decenrber— 2007

LA QUINTA CORPORATION,
LA EI]]NTA INNS, INC., AND
LA QZI JINTA PROPERTIES, INC.

By

La Qunta Corproration,
ia Quinta inns, Inc., and
La Quinta Properiies, ine. -

17
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- ihe narty represented;

procesdimyg to enforee this Consent Judgment, to defend apainst the assarfion of the Rateasad
Clsinis or a8 otherwise required by law.

| 19. REPRESENTATION

19,1 Construction of Consent Judement. Plaintiff and La Qinta Defenda's each
acknowledge Iand warrant that they have been represented by indzpendent counsel of their
own selection i connection with the prosecation and defense of the Lawsuits, the
tegotiations leading to this Consent Judgmant and the drafiing of this Consent Judgment; and
that in interpreting this Consent Judgment, the terms of this Consent Judsmant will not be
construed either in favor of or against any party hereto,

20. AUTHORIZATION

- 20:1- Authority to Enter Consent Judgment. Each-¢!{he signatories hereto certifiss™ -

that he or she 1s authorized by the party he or she represents to enter into this Consent
Judgment, to stipulate to the Judgment, and to execute and approve the Judgment on bshalf of

Dated: December |, 2007

CONSUMER ADVOCACY GROUP, INC.

By

CONSUMER ADVOCACY GROUP, INC.
Dated: December __, 2007 '
LA QUINTA CORPORATION,

LA QUINTA INNS, INC., AND
LA QUINTA PROPERTIES, INC.,

By

Lz Quinta Corporation,
La Cuinta Inns, Ine., and
La Quinia Properties, Inc.

17
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Approved as to form:

bpet o ¥
Dated: Deesmber 2207

Dated: Decemner 21, 2007

10343478 1.00C

YERCQUSHALMI & ASS0CIATES

By, .~ e

Reubpr f‘l’ea:mlahg];gj_,_,.._--f ~
A i'.'S‘ for Coitsumer Advocacy
(Group, Inc

Gmsc;m, DUNN & CRUTCHER LLP

. e

",
™,

hS

"'.
.

~ Scott A. Kruse
Attorneys for La Qumta Coiporation,
La Quinta Inms, Inc., a.nd La Qumw

- Proneriies, Inc.

18
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. . La Quinta Inn
3232 Riverside Drive
Bakersiield, CA 93308-6346

. La Quinia Inn & Suites
46200 Landing Pkwy,
Fremont, CA 94538-6463

. La Cumta Inn
2926 Tulars
Fresno, CA'93721-1440

. La Quinta Inn & Suites
- 3555 Inland Empire 2lvd.
Ontario, CA 91764-4908

La {Quinta Inm
14572 Sand Canvon Avenue
[rvine, CA 92618

. La Carinta Inn
1513 South Coast Drive
Costa Mesa, CA 92626-1529

La Quinta Inn
3 Centrepointe Drive
La Palma, CA 90623

. La Quinta Inn
2180 Hilltop Drive
Redding, CA 96002-0512

. La Qumta Inn
200 Iibbopm Streat
Sacramento, CA 95%41-2515

La Quinta inn
4604 Madison Avenue
Sacramento, A& U3841-25]15

EXHIBIT A

1ist of Covered Propesties

{Pagc 1 of' 2 Pages)

11. La Qmiera o
205 Bast Hospitaiity Lane
San Bernardino, CA 92408-3411

12. La Quinta Inn
150 Bonita Road
Chula Vista, CA 91910

13. La Quinta Inn
1G] 8BS Paseo Montdl
San Diego, CA 92129
14. La Quinta Inn

&30 Sycamore Avenue
. Vista, CA 92083-7910.

15, La Chints Inn
20 Aarport Blvd.
S. San Francisco, CA 94080-6515

16. La Quinta Inn
2710 West Mareh Lane
Stockton, CA 95219-6571

—
]

. La Cnunta Inn
5815 Valentine Road
Veniura, CA 33003

15, La Qunta lnn & Suites
New Los Angeles Avenne
- Moerpark, LA 93021

19. La Quinta Inn & Suites
5429 West Century Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90045

20. La Qunta Inn & Suiies
2721 Hotel Terrace
Santa Ana, T4 Q2703




[
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21.Lz Quinta Inn & Suites
1732 Clesmentine Street
Anaheim, CA 92802

22.La Quinta Inn & Suites
1113] Folsom Blvd.
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

1003520901

EXHIBIT A
List of Covered Properties

(Page 2 of 2 Pages)

23, La Quintz Inn & Suites
1320 Newbury Road
Thousand Oalks, CA 91320
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. { i
smaking, (1) any employees, regardless of the employees’ oscupﬂtiﬁfi and job task {&.g., se¢ description
of ocoupations and tasks mentioned above), who have been and are entering or passing through other
areas/rooms designated for smoking including, put not limited to, outdcor enirances, outdoos corridors,
other areas, whare smoking iz permittad by the violators, and where smoking has been and {5 pecurring.

*  LCertain employees entering or pessing throwgh lobbies, ballways, and gorridors, where snch areas
are affeeted by emole that permestes, migrates, and travels from nearby or adjacen? areas 2nd
roDIGs desiguated for smmeldng:

Such empioyees include: (1} reasonably foreseeable employses (i.e., see description of ocerpations and
1azks mentioned above), who pass throngh or enter [obbics, hallways, and corridors (that are nsarby or
adjacent to or on the floor where areas or rooms desipnated for smoking are located), and where such
areag are affected by the tobaceo smoke (that originates from rooms and sreas designated for smoking)
which permestes, migrates, and travels through the openings of doors and windows and through other
structural openings of the areasfrooms designated for smoking into the said lobbies, hathways, and
corridors.

In the ebove-mentipned location(s) and areas/rooms designated for smoking by the viclators, smoking has besn
and is cceurring in the said location(s) end ereas‘roems by rooms guesis regiztered 8t rooms desipriated for
smoking and by smokers at siher areas designated for smoking. As sueh, cortain employees deseribed above have
been and are being exposed 1o tebecre sioke resutiing from smeking that kas been or is ocourring af the
viglators' premises, in-the-manner elaborated above. Therefore, the violstor=-Bave besn zud are unlawhuliy
exposing the above-mentioned exposed employess o robaece smoke and itz constituent chemicals zs fisted below
and dasignated bty the Stare of California io cavse caneer and reproductive toxicify, pursuant & California
Code of Repulations, fitle 22, section 12000, becauss the violators fifled 1o first give ciear and reasonzhle
werning of that fact in the exposad employees described above (Health & Safety Code Section 25248.6).

The route of exposure for Occupational Exposures 10 the chemieals listed below, by the exposed employees
described above, have been and are from tobaceo smoke (in the smoke designated aress/rooms and afiected areas
as describe-abowve) throuph inhalation, mesning that fobaccs smoke has been and is being bresthed in via the
ambient air by the sxposed persons causing inhalaiion contact with their mouths, throsts, bronchi, ssophegi, and
lungs. The exposure of tebacce smoke and its constitnent chemicals as listed below to the mouths, throats
bronchi, esophagi, and lunps predictably generate risks of capcer and reproductive toxicity to the exposed
employess described above.

This notice nlleges the vielotion of Proposition 65 with respect to cccupationat exposures governed by the
Califtenia State Plap for Occupational Safety and Health. The State Plan incorporates the provisions of
Proposition 65, es spproved by Federal OSHA on hume 6, 1997,

This approvel specifically placed certain conditions with regard to occupational exposures on Proposition @5,

including thel i does not apply to (a.) the conduct of mamifacturers ovcurring outside the State of Califoinis; and

{(b.) emplayers with less than 10 empluyess, The approval also provides that aa employer may use any means of
compliznes in the general hazard communication requirements to cerply with Proposition 63. 1t also regoires
that supplemental snforcement be subject to the mpervision of the Califorsie Occupational Safety and Health

Administration. Accordingly, any settlement, tivil compiaint, or substantive court orders in this matier must be

submitted to the California Attorney General. :

ENYIRONMENTAL Eﬂﬂﬁ'lﬂlEﬁ

While in the course of doing business, each and every day, at the foilowing peographical locations):

Nee The Loeation of The Sourcs of The Exposure on the attached Exhibit A
during the time pericd referenced above, the viclators have been and are Anowingty and imtentionally ¢xposing
certain persons and ths public (e detaiied description beiow) to rebacce smoke and ifs constituent chamicals a3
listed betow and designaied lry the State of Califormia 1o canse eancer ané reproductive toziciey, pursuant to
California Code of Regulations, title 22, section 12000, withowr first giving clear and reasonable warming of that

A/5(2002 Page: 1




. [ . i
fact 1o such persons and the pribhic (Health & Safery Codo Sertion 25249.6).

The source of exposure includes tobacco smoke and its sanctituent chemicals as listed below at the lecation of the
source of the exposure on: the aftached Fxkibit 4. Specifically, the exposurs to certain persons including, byt not
limited fo, the violators’ customers, room guests, and visitore (see firther detailed descriplion below) took place
in the following zreas: in areas and room:s designaied for spoking: in the iobbies, haliways, and indoor/outdoar
corridors that ere adjacent of nearby or on the floors whers rooms or areas fesignated for smeking Cheraimafier,
“rooms or areas designated for smoking™ or its esuivalent refers {6 areas where sinoking has been permitied by
the viojators) are geographically tocatad at the location of the sowrce of the exposire on the aftached Exhibit 4.
The persons exposed to the s2id chemicals t the said location(s) inchude, but are not Bmited to, the reasonably
foroseeable persons corresponding to the following ipe of persens expased ar common choracteristics af
Jocilitier or sources af exposure:

- ®  Certain persons eatering guest rooms designated for smoking and/or areas designated for smoking,
where smoking has beer or Is occurring by smokers:
These persons who enter the above mentioned areas nclude but are not Jimited to any reasonakly
foresecable persons who have been and are being exposed o 1obaeco smoke by entering or passing
through the said areas. Such persons who enter the above-refersnced areas may mclude, bot are not
timited to. violators” room guests, customers (héretnafter “customers™ refsf o patrons of the violators,
other than room guests, going to and {eaving from other perts of the hotel within ihe violators” premise),
visitors of the room guests and customers, and delivery persons (who are not afffliated with the violators -

~ botare providing a servies to the customers or room guests or visitors of'the room’ guests at the areas
within the violeiors’ premiss). Furtheimore, and more specifically, the follerwing persons have becn snd
ate being exposed to fobacre smoke in the ebove referenced areas: (1) the viclators™ new hotel goests
checking into 2 room designated for smoker sfier a prior guest had smoked inside the same room, (2) a
- guest’s visitor and companica (including childven, fnfants, ate.), (3) and other Teasonably foresecable

persuns entering such 2 roem {e.2., food delivery porsoas that are not affiliated with the vioiators), wher: -
such persons have been and ere sntering such a room while smoking has been or is esurTing.

» Certain persons entering or passing throagh lobbies, haliway, and corridors, wheye such aress are
affected by smoke that permeates, migrates, and travels from nearby or adjacent arcas and rooms
designated for smoking:

Such persons include: (1) reasonably foreseeable persons (Le., the viotators’, customers, HOm guesis,
visitors of costomers and room guests, and aforementioned defivery persons), who pass through or enter
lobbies, haibway, anid corridors (that are nearby or edjacent to or on the floor where arees or resms
desipnated for smoking are locaged), and where suck sreas are affected by the robaceo smoke (that
originates from rooms and areas designated for smoking) whick permeates, migrates, and travels throngh
the openings of deors and windows and through cther structural openings of the rooms and areas
designated for smoking into the said lobhies, hallway, and ecorridors.

In the above-mentioned location(s) and sreas/rooms designated for smoking by the violators, smoking has been
and is oceurring in the said location(s) and areasfrooms by room guests registered af rooms designated for
smoking and by smokers at ather areas designoted for smoking, As such, certain persons described above have
been and are being exposed 1o fobacco smeke resulting from smoking that has been or is ocenrring at the
violators’ premises, ia the manner elaborated above. Therefore, the violajors have been and are unlawfully
exposing the above-mentioned exposed persons to tobacce smoks and its constitucnt chemicals ax listed below
and designated by the State of California to cause cancer and reproductive toxiclty, pursuant 1o California
Code of Regulations, fitle 22, section 12000, becanse the violators faifed to Jirst give clear and reasonable
warning of that fact to the expossd persons described above (Health & Safety Code Section 25249.6).

The route of exposure for Environmental Expestires to the chemicals Hsed below, by the 2xposed persons
described above, have been and are from tobacce smake (in the smoke designated areasfrooms and affected areas
as descrihﬂ—abuve}_ﬂtmugh inkalation, meaning that tebaceo susoke kas been and is being breathed in via the
ambiefit air by the exposed persons causing inbalation contact with their mouths, throats, boochi, saophag, and
lungs. The sxposure of tebacce smoke and its constituent chemicals as listed helow to the moeuths, throats,
bronchi, esaphagi, and hmgs predictably generate risks of capcer and reproductive toxicity to the exposed

PROP 85 ROTICE: 85-Cay Motice (¥ Intert To Sue AMB2002 Page;

-
=+



persons described above.

For each such type and rneans of axposure mentioned-above, the violators have expoged and age axposing the
above referenced persons tor :

TOBACCO SMONE CARCINOGGENS

. . 1]

1 {4-Aminodipheny]) Arzenic ({eorganjc arsemic Dhhenzlz hlanthracene MNitrozodietiylamine
comounds)

i, I -Dioelryibydrazine Benz[z]anthracene Ditenz[a jecridio: W-MNitrosodi-n-butyline
{LDME} ;
1,3-Buadiena Brenzene Dibenpo[etlprene M-Mitrosomalbyvicthvlaming

1-Nephthyiarrin: Benzofs]mcne Dibeneod{a hmmeac M-Nitrozomorpholine
2-Maphthylemins Benzo[bflucramthens Dibenacle, lipvrenc N-Hiirostnonicotn:
2-Hitropropane Benzofj)fucranthens Efbenzola.lipyrene N-Mitrpsopiperidiae
4=Aminabipbheniyl BenzolElfuoranthens Bichiorxdiphemyltriciloroethane [ N-Nitrosopyreolidine

(DBT)
TH-Cibenzofe gleatbaznle Cadrminm . Formaldehyde (zes) Onho-Anizidine
Acoaldehyds Captan Hydrazine Onhyg-Tojuidine
Acctamide - Chromium (heavabont | Lead and jead componrds  Urerhane (Bthyt carbamate)
compounds) : '
Actyloriitriie Chrysams Micke! and eertain nickel
| cpmpoinds
Anjling - v ;. Dibenods hlapeidine N-Nitrosodicthanoktnine ]
REPRODUCTIVE TOXINS
. . ¥

Arsenic (incrgumic Ohcides) Carbon mopexide 1 MEcotine Lrethane
Cadwiore ' Lead Tolusne .
Cerbon dimibfide j j .

Proposition 63 (Health & Safety Code Section 25249.7) requires fnat notice and intent to sue be given io the
vielator{s) 60 days before the suit is filed, With this letier, Conswmar Advocacy Group, Inc. gives notice of the
allzged violations to the violators and the appropriate sovemnmental authorities. In absence of muy action by the
appropriate governmental anthorities within 60 days of the sending of this notice, Consumer ddvocacy Group,
Ine. may file suit. This notice covers all violations of Proposition 65 that are currently known 1o Cansumer
Advececy Group, Inc. from information now available to ft. With the copy of this notice submitted to the
violators, a copy of the foliowing is atached: The Safe Drinking Water and Toxle Enforcement Act of 1986
{Froposition 63): A Simmmary.

Note: Consumer Advocacy Group, Inc., m the interest of the public, is determined to resclve this matter in
the least rostly manner and one whick would be heneficial to afl parties invelved. In order to enconrage
the expeditious and proper reselution of this matter, Consumer Advacacy Group, Ine. is prepared to forgo
all mopetary recovery incinding penalties, resfitmtion, and attorney fees and costs In the event that the
aeticed facility adopts a complete “smake-free® policy (end thus discontinning the roomsfareas desipoated
for stnolking), v

Dated:  April 5, 2002 L N

Thaue ~r £ -
By: LR, \

. -~ REUBEN YEROUSHALMI,
" Anorney for '
Consumer Advocacy Growp, Int.
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EXHIBIT A

THE LOCATION OF THE SOURCE OF THE EXPOSURE
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5318 VALENTINE ROAD
VENTURA, Ca 23003

[315 SOUTH COAST DRIVE
COSTA MESA, CA 926248

4604 MADISON AVE.
SACRAMENTO, CA 95841

205 EAST HOSPITALITY LANE
SAN BERMARDING, CA 92400

2710 WEST MARCH LANE
STOCKTON, CA 95219

20 AIRPORT BOULEVARD
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94080

2926 TULARE STREET
FRESNO, CA 93721

3232 RIVERSIDE DRIVE
BAKERSFIELD, CA 93308

156 BONITA RCAD
CHULA VISTA, CA 91910

630 SYCAMORE AVENUE
VISTA, CA 92083

14972 SAND CANYDN AVENUE
IRVINE, CA 92618

10185 PASEQ MONTRIL
SAN DIEGO, CA 92126

2183 HILLTOP DRIVE
REDDING, CA 95002

200 MBBOOM STREET
SACRAMENTO. CA 95814

3 CENTERPOINTE DRIVE
LA PALMA, CA 90623
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1555 INLAND EMPIRE
ONTARID, CA 91764

46200 LANDING PARKWAY
FREEMUONT, CA 94538

FROE B4 NOTIGE: Exnibit A
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CFFICE OF EMIRQMLENTAL HEALTH
HAZARD AGSTIE ST
CALIFCRMS ENARDIVENTAL PROTECTCN AGENCY

THE SAFE ERIFNIMNG WWATER AND TOMC
EMFORCERERT ACTION £355
[PROPOETECOE ESE 5 SEMRAARY

Tra folving) Enmery has been prepared by e OES of Twimnmmerie!
Healtn Hazed fasessment, e lead agerncy for e Inplememtaton of te Salk
Dirirkdng Waior and Toade Enfoveement Ach of 1086 {oommordy knoam we
“Propeeiiion 657 A copy of e surmary rod ba incduded 85 an atashment
o wy o= of wislsfon seved upon Bn alleged violetor of the Ad: The
wITYTEY pkTEa hasio infemation sbout the prrviziom of the i, avd &
irdanded o zone only 8% & comanient sowta of general hkrmation. Bk nol
irdendad & provids s(thoratiog guidance: an e mearing o gepication ol e
lwr. The repder 3 diecied o the sisiie and Bs impleoneniing ey dationedzee
citainne: baiow for fartar indomatan.

Progiesifiet 85 appears by Calionia low s Haalth and Saiety Bade Secions. |

25248 5 ffirctioh 25240,93, Regulsiers thet provdde mone speeifn puklancs n
cormpRerms, end thal spodily procadues 1o B fobowed by tha Sie # cerying
Ul Certain aspecte of M lmw, et found in TRa 22 of ther Cafiomta Code of
mmﬂ:zmwim

“HATEDEEPRD‘PDEH‘MHREEURE?

Thee “Govemnors List.” Froposiion 85 requines the Sowvenmrio mitssh 8 sl of
chermieals et am known (o the Sl of Colionta o cause cancer, of bih
dafecls or o¥er repmduciive fanm. This it st be updated o legal onoa B
year, Cver G50 chesmicals hane bearr Bsied a5 of May 1, 1866, Oriy these
. chemicalks that ars o the B8 o -mpustsd uer s per Poadreszes WEs
prodine; bse. fekeIsa, OF dheTwBe enpags nooachites Imahdng thoss
chemizals izt copphy wilh e followng

Claar and Ressenable Womings, A business s morad b wam @ perzon
before fmowholy and Inentiorally® smosng thal pessn b g lisled cemical,
The Wamhg given Mot ba "omar and masonalia™  This meara that the
WRTIhG mesifh ceamy make ko thet the dhemica wobhad B leoen 0
faliGR Cancer. oF bidh dafacts o ¢ther reprodictive hamm; amd [2) be ghan i
such 4 vy izt 3 will effecively reach the person before ha of she & spgeed
Exposures e Eempt fom e waring el i fey ooow 23 han
ety mndtis b the it of fisting of the charmical,

Protifion Fom cschampes inlo dicking water. A busingss most nel mowingly
dischane o reease 3 Exihd chaonicd o waler or oo Bnd where t pesses or
probably wil fass into & sotires of dinkirg water. Dischames e exempt dom
Brls pebcLingerian i ey vezse oo fhian wwenly menths ofier twe date of Nely of
the chemizt

PRES PROPOSITION 85 PROVIDE ANY EXERPTIONS?
You The law exemphe

Gevemmert:| aganves and publc waler Utes. AE agsnces of s federd,

State or o} povemmen, a5 wall as andities aperating pUgAc waler sysEmS, |

M CHETTL

Brminénses nah nime O fewer empinyees_  Mether e weming requiement
T Ehe discharge prnhdiitiars appbas to & buginess thel emplops 2 tatal of Mna
o fewer emrgioyess,

Spoaures that pese ne sgficant sk of cncsc Fo chemists hat am Ested
8% kmn In the Shts to ceuse cancer  [ercinopens”), 8 weming i not
reduirpd i The ndoess can demitisiale that he eqosue poure at o byl
that poses “no sgrificant iek.” ThE mesns et Me exposie & clodsbed o
raul B el mopre then one axoees caes of canosr o R0 nghvinusls
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espesed owar & TOwear ietives The Propostion 65 eepulations ety spedhic
T sipriftart risk” Meveds for move than 25T Rsled cedmyens

Bpoauee ot wll! @otes nh shashaiie mpaduciie offes A 9,000 ez
B leved I question. For dhamieals oo b Bha Siats by cause Kb dejeps or
o epdoctive namn eprmcheciieg toxkeenEs", @ sosing B Lok egded §
e bugngsr San demponsirats hat the exposue wll pockace no chsenatle
effecl, even 2t 1,000 fmes the kol in quistiion. In afiar words, the deval of
xpasiia Ul be boiow the Tie observebio effect iovel (NOELL" deidert by 3
1,000 exfety or unemrielmly fechor. Toe 'no cheervable glfed vel 5 the
highest dose level which has mot been acsodated with an obsenable powerse

repmcscthve ardeysanrmentad affect,

Digchame had oo met resol in & “sigedics! anmunt of the dsted chemical
endering inbo any sotee oF diitkdng watin: The pookiaien fom disdames mo
drrnking wiber doks hat appiy I the dechamer s abis to denonstrade: ) a
“sigrificant arount” of the Tt chamical Ran nod, doe nof, of w8 ot e any
dinhdng water stiitz, enc et e dischame comples with & oder applicatie
tma, eoukeBons, pemriis, mopdemesn or attens A Usgndcanl amount!
means any detactable ermoenl, except an amaunt et wold mest te ho
skEicart ffsk” or ro nbesvabic sfect toat 0 an ncdhadual wem expcee 1o
such an smourd 1 dnkiag waber. :

RO 12 PROPOSTIION 65 ENFCRCED?

ﬂaﬂhebmugﬂbypﬁﬂlﬂpﬂﬁﬂamnﬂwFLﬂ:ﬁcmmanm
prendding nofien of e aleged vidalan o the Altomey Genersl, the epprapiste
Highd attomey and city slirmay, and e hsiness acraeed of e volstion
The nofa i provids rfcrmation v alow ihe et o assess
the notme of the alleged viclsbon A nofce mwet camply wilh e okemneom.
and procadural reuidmentts speciied in eouans{Tia 22, Califomda Code of
Requiasang, Secinn 1260%. A miate party moy ol posue an ek e
achon racly wdet Proposiion 65 o of the gowemments! oftcias nored
Zove rilfabes en acian within sty &y of the notoe,

A besinegs fmnd to ke In vickion of Proposmon 65 k& subied 1o il cencties
of up o §2,500 per day v cach viofation mammmuuslnﬁsma}rm
crized by a coum of R K siap oonyriting e woRbion

Conkect the Offca of Ervironmental Faath Hazard Assescment's
Propestion 25 Inplamandetion Cfe al {518 44589600,

FRO00.  Cheicale Reqimed by Shate or Faderal Law o
Heve besn Tagied {67 Potential fo Camme
Cancar or Reproductive Toudelty, bt Which
Hawa Mot Bacn Adactetely Textad fo Reguined.

{a} Thz Sake Cyirkdng Wealer and Tende Enforcemert At of 1856 reqeoes
e Gowestiof 10 publizh a3 35 of chemicals Exmally required by sbe o federe)
afatdes o have tesfing for GiRs By o Paproducive Seaiely, Ut thal the
sigte’s quaihed cwperts have nal found b have been atequolsdy fecied as
oyt [HeaRh amd Siafiaty Code 2T248.506),

Redrdem ghould note a chemical fat aleady ey teen desormind &
Enovm ke he stale lo cacse c3noer or reprooucive lodcty iz not included i the
Itowdng |ty a8 equisny eddBowd festing fir et pafioulr todeotogicd
endpoirt, Howener, the "dats gap™ mey comewe b edgl, far porpases of he
Sxte or fodsrdl agemcys mQUnenis, Addind nfomation on Ba
mﬂwm s o testing ey ke cBlained Fom e epecic agency idertiod

f} Chermicals required o be lested by the Coloria Cepartmend of
Pesicide Regulation.

The B Dafect Prwenton At of 19B4F5 250 mandates thal fe
Cabirnia Deparmen of Featicils Remyation (C0FR) review dhromis iesicalogy
shedies sugponlng e regabsion of  pestisdal actee  Ingeevlients.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I am ver the age of 18 and not a party io this caze. Iam a resident of or employed in the county where the
mailing cecamred. My business addregs ie 1700 Wilshire Boulsvard, Suite 436, Loa Angeles, TA 59016

I SERVED THE FOLLOWING:

1y &3-Day Natice of Intent to Sue Under Heslth & Safety Cods Section 252496

2y Exhibit A; Dist of Allegec Violators® Nemes end Locations
3} Certificaie of Merit: Health and Safety Code Seetion 25249.7(d)

4y Certificate of Merit: Health and Safety Code Section 25249.7(4) Attoracy General Copy (omly sent

to Atiorey General's Qffice)
31 The Safe Drinking Water and Toxic Enforcement Act of 1586 (Proposition 65} A Summary -

by enclosing a true copy of the same in a sealed envelope sddressed to each person whose name and address is
shown below and depositing the covelope in the United States mail with the postage fully prepaid.

Date of Mailin o

2 / "? f 1as P F!ana of ailing:

Los Angeles, T4

NAME AND ADDRESS OF EACH PERSON TO WH'DM DOCUMENTS WERE I'riA.ILED

v
Alleged Vinlaiors
La Qrumta lans La Crints fnns
P23, Bow 2636 509 Hidden Ridge, Saite 600
San Amtonie, TX 7RS¥ Trving, TX 75633 . i
ATTRE Exgit Cowtry, Predidénd """ "F° .7 7 |- 'ATTH: Freneis Cash, President " J
¥
Government Agenries
L o Ean Franctspo Ciy Aomozy
At Conndy Distrie] Amomey Sncramemin Comity Dzt Atomey :
1225 Fallen ¢, Room 909 PO Box 749 & Lo Cartion 8. Goodiel Fiac,
Oaltand, CA 612 . Sﬂﬂfnm CA S55I2-0749 Gan Francisco, 0A 94102
Fresno Cranty Bistict Atimmey mﬂdmmﬂﬁmu mr:;mm Coumty DIstrict
:ﬁ:“g%ﬁ? 1000 316 M Mounkzin View Ave £5D Bryant 51, Rm 512
: ! S Bemnardino, CA4 524)5-0004 Sen Francizeo, CA #1035
Kem Coamty Distriet Attorney g‘}“ %ﬁw San Josquin County Distriet Arterney
1215 Travun Ave. li'g'ﬂmﬁ““m PO Box 990
Bakerzfisld, A ?‘;}3'0! San Ok 03101 - Stocktor CA S50
Offiee of the Attorney Gesrrat San Dhisges Counky Tisrict Attgmey Ventare County Disin ot Attomey
PO, BOX TH550 330 W_ Broadeway, Ste 1300 3005 Victaria Ave
Dadand, CA 36120580 Sany Picma DA 52101-3803 Vinburg, A 73000
Orange Comnty District AHomey Shasta Cowmty Digtrics Atomey )
P Box R0E 1525 Court 52 3rd Floor

Bams Ann, CA G202

Fedding, CA 96001 -1632

I declare under penaity of periury under the laws of the Smate of California that ihe forcgeing is ir.l.'lf: and correct.

Dhated: L}j‘?/i o2 2

by B Lo s

Bnap Keith Andrews
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