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: [PROPOSED] ORDER RE:
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through 150,
Date:  May 2, 2006
Defendants Time: 9:00 am.

Dept.: 136
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In the above-entitled action, Plaintiff RUSSELL BRIMER and Defendant MEMORY
COMPANY, LLC. (“Defendant”) having agreed ﬂnouéh their respective counsel that judgment be
entered pursuant to the terms of the Stipulation and {Proposed] Order Re: Entry of Consent
Tudgment (“Consent Judgment”) entered into by the above-referenced parties and éttached hereto as
Exhibit A; and after consideration of the papers submitted and the arguments presented, the Court
finds that the settlement agreement set out in the attached Consent Judgment meets the criteria
established by Senate Bill 471, in that:

1. The health hazard warning that is required by the Consent Judgment complies with

Health & Safety Code section 25249.7 (as amended by Senate Bill 471), aﬁd

2. The civil penalty amount to be paid pursuant to the parties’ Consent Judgment is

reasonable,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that judgment be entered in this case, in acc_ordance with the
terms of the Consent Judgment, attached héreto as Exhibit A.

IT IS SO ORDERED. (/u.. | ~
Dated: MAY 0 2 2008 ”“WW—-

Hon. Winton McKibben
JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT

* ORDER PURSUANT TO TERMS OF STIPULATION AND [PROPOSED] ORDER RE: CONSENT JUDGMENT
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EXHIBIT A




'RUSSELL BRIMER,

J.T. Wells Blaxicr (State Bar No. 190222)

Michael J. Hassen (Stae Bar No. 124823)

JEFFER, MANGELS, BUTLER & MARMARO LLP
Two Embarcadero Center, Fifth Floor:

San Francisco, CA 94111-3824

Telephone:  (415) 398-8080

Facsimlle:  (415) 398-5584

Arorneys for Defendant
THE MEMORY COMPANY, LLC

Dani¢l Bomstein (S Bas No. 18171 1)
Laralel S. Paras (Smie Bar No. 2033 19)
HIRST & CHANLER LLP

2560 Ninth Street

Parker Plaza, Suite 214 -

Berkeley, CA 94710

Telephone:  (510)-848-8880
Facsimile: (S10)-848-81 18

Anorneys for Plainsiff
RUSSELL BRIMER
SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF ALAMEDA - OAKLAND BRANCH
UNLIMITED CIVIL JURISDICTION
) CASENO. RG-08.203611
Plaimifr
Y,

MEMORY COMPANY, LLC; and DOES ]
through 150, :

)

)

§ |

) STIPULATION AND (PROPOSED)
) ORDER RE: CONSENT JUDGMENT
)
)
)
)
)

DM::.

This Consent Judgmem ("Agreement”) is emered into, by and between Russell Brimer
(hereinafier “Mr. Brimer™), und The Memory Company, LLC (hereinatter "Memory™) (collectively
refrred 10 as “the Parnes”) as of February 6, 2006 (the "Effective Date"). The Parties agree 1o the

following Terms and conditions:
STIPULATION AND [PROPOSED] ORDER RE: CONSENT JUDGMENT
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WHEREAS:
1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Naticmg Parry - Russell Brimer is a citizen of the stat: of California, who secks 10
prom awarensss of exposures 1 wWxic chernicals and uupmve human health by reducioy or
climinaring hazardous substances comained in consumer and industrial products,

1.2 Naticed Party. The Memory Cotnpany (vhe *Noticed Plrty”) is engnged in the
manufacrure, distribution and recail sale of glass and metal stained glass lamps.,

1.3 Natiess On December 17, 2004, Mr. Brimer served the Noriced Party and various
public enfarcement agencics with documents, entitied “60-Day Notice of Violation,” which Is
referred 1o herein as the “Notice.” The Notice alleges that Memary and certain retailers af its
products were in vnlmnn of Califomia Health & Safery Code §25249.6 by virtue of their having
distributed or otherwise offered for sale certain swined glass famps, including but not limited 10
Raders Small TYff Lamp, that contain lewd and lead compounds. Lead and lead compounds are
subsunces known fo the Siate of California 1o cause cancer and birth defects or other reproducrive
harm and are hereinafier referred 1 as the "Listed Chemicals.™

14 Coxered Products. This agreement covers any and af] smincd glass lamps atkeged to

" contain one or more of the Listed Chemicats, which are sold or offered for sale in Caiforna, (alt

such Noticed Party’s products are identificd wt Exhibit A and collectively referred to hereinafier as
the “Producis™); | _

1.5 ProweduralPosnge. On March 18, 2005, Mr. Brimer, on behalf of individusls in
Califnmhwhoaucsedlthebeeuexposed 10 one or more of the Listed Chemicals conmined in
certain Products thar Defendant offers for sala, filed & complaint entitled Brimer v Memory
Company, LLC, ¢1 al,, Case No. RG-05-203611, in the Alamoda County Supezior Coury, naming
Defendant The Memory Company, LLC as having violaied Heahh & Safety Code §25249.6. Oa
April 4, 2005, dofendant filed its answer o the complainy. On December 20, 2008, the Court ser 4
trial date of April 7, 2006. Ou Sanuary 26, 2006, the Court granied plaintiff's Morion 1o Compel
Auendance at Depasition which was filed on December 14, 2005, and ordered Defendant to pay

sanctions. This uction is referred 1o herein as the “Action”,
STIPULATION AND [PROPOSED] ORDER RE: CONSENT JUDGMENT
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1.6 Purpase of Agreemenr, The Parties enter into this Agreement as a full and final
resofution of all claims und allegations thas were or that could have been alleged by Plsintiff in the
Notices, the Action, or any furure complains and sctions against Memory based on the above-
referenced Notices or Action., and in order that the Parties may avold protraoied Iktigation on such
claims and, to he maximum exusat permitied by law, provide the Noticed Purty protection against
fimare clains pertaining fo the Products based on the same or subswentially similar allegations for
PAST acts (mdfmm)mlmgnﬂwymwmuuntmmemwmmm. This

Consent Judgment is not and Mlnovbeoonarucdumadnussimbyﬂ_wNoﬂcedhnyofw

allegarion or issue of fact or law usserted in the Notices und/or Action. The Noticed Party expressly
denies any alleged violafion of Proposition 65. However, this paragraph shall not dimish or
otherwise affect the obligmions, responsibilitics, and dusies of Notice& Party under this Conseny
Judgment ’ '

20 MNIUNCTIVE RETIEE- PROPOSITION A§ -

2.1 Wamings and Reformuiarion Ohligatians. After the Effective Date of this Consent
Judgment, the Noticed Party shall not diswibute or offer for sale any Producrs in California wnless
those Products ae reformalared pursuant t the condisions of Puragraph 2.3, az are accompanied by
& waming statemeny in accordance: with the rerms specified in subsections 2.2(s)~(d) below.

22 Cleacand Ripsomshle Wamings -

(/)  Pmductlabeling A waming Is affixed to the packaging, labeling or directly
%o or on a Product by Memory, s agent, the manufaciurer or the importer of the Products that
srs:

WARNING: The metal portians of this product contaia lead, a
chemical known 10 the state of California to cause
birth defects or other reproductive barm,
Warnings issued for Products pursuant to this subsection shal] be prominently placed with such
conspicuousness as compared with other words, statements, designs, or devices as 10 repder it likety .
1o be read und understood by an ordinary individual under customary condirions of use or purchase.
Any material changes 1o the Wahguage or formug of the warning required by this subsection shall
STIPULATION AND PROPOSED] ORDER RE: CONSENT JUDGMENT :
s
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_ only be made following: (1) approval from the California Anorncy General’s Office, provided thay

wristen notice of &7 keast fifteen (15) days is given to Plaintiff for the opportunily o comrment; or
(2) Court approval.
()  PointofSale Point of Sale wamings may be provided through one or more
signs posted at the point of sule or display of the Products that state:
ARG P s S
cause birth defeets or other reproductive harm:
[List each Product by Md name und description. )

or

WARNING: The meta) portions of these products contain lead, 8

chemical known to the stats of California to eause
birth defects or other reproductive harm. .
[List ench Product by brand name and description.)

(¢)  Conspicunusnessof Waming. A point of sale' waming provided pursuant to
subsection 2.0{s (i) shall be prominently piced whh such conspicuousness as compered with other
words, statemens, designs, or devices as 10 rendey it likely to be read and understood by an
ordinary individual under customary conditions of purchase and shall be placed or written in &
manner such that the consumer understands wo which specifie Products the wamings apply %o as 1o
minimize if a0t climinae whe chances hat an over-waming sination will srise. Any material
changes to the language or format of the warning required for Products by this section 2.0 shall only
be made following: (1) approval from the California Attomey Gencral's Office, provided that
writtea notice of at leass fifteen (15) days Is given to Plalntiff for the opportunity v camment; or (2)
Coust approval upon a proporly noticed motion.

(d)  lnemctSalee Memory shall satlsfy its warning obligations for Products that
are sold from the internet to Califomia residents, by arranging for the pravision of & waming
contalning the languagse in subsecrion 2.2(s) to be included: (a) on the website; or (5) with the
Product when ir is shipped 10 an address in California. Any wunungs given on the website shall
identify the specific Product 1o which the waming applies as well as comply with subsections {i)and

STIPULATION AND [PROPOSED) :)RDER RE:; CONSENT JUDGMENT
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(i) as applicable:

(0 luerner Weh Shes:md Pages. The waming shall be provided either (a)

<onthenmewcbpuconwhichuProducvisdlwhyed;(b)mﬂwsa‘mcwebpageasﬁ_worderfom

for a Produce; (c) on the sme page as the price for any Product; or (d) on ane or more web pages
displayed 10 & purchaser during the eheckous and ordor vonfirmasion process for sale of & Product,
The warning shall be displayed in one or more of these locations in a manser such that is calculared
To enaure tha it will be read and understood by an ordinary individual under customary conditions
of purchase of » Product prior to purchase, including through the use of the same lmguagc and
adhevence W the specificity requirements that appear in subscction 2.2(n); and

(i) Plnhar.lnmar.l.nhcl For all Products sold via the Intemer, a warning
maay be provided with the Product when ir is shipped directly w an individual'in California, by ehther:
(=) ensuring that the prodicT is properly labeted pursuant to subsection 2.2(a) above: (b) inserting &
waming card or slip of paper measuring af least 4% x 6” In the shipping carton which conmin

 wining langusge identical 10 subsection 22(a) above; or (c) tnchding the required language sct

forth i subscction 2.2(a) on the packing slip or customer invoice specifically denzifying the Product
in letrering of the same size as the description of the Product. The seller shall also inform the
consumer that he or she may renmn the Product for a full refund (mcludms shipping costs for both
The receipt and the return of the Pmdpct) within 30 Qays of his or ber receipt of the Producr.”

23 Beformulagion Smndards. Notwithstanding any other provision of this Consent
Judgment, no waming pursuant to section 2.2 shove for exposure to lead sbnllormedbepmwded
by the Noticed Party for "Reformulated Products.” Products satisfying the conditions of actinn
2.3(%) and (b) se1 forth below, qualify as Reformulased Products.

{H The Product must produce a test result no higher than
5.0 micrograms (ug”) of lead using 2 Ghost Wipe™ test applicd to &ll metal porvions of the
Product performed as ourlined i NIOSH Method No. 9100; or

()  The Product muss contaln by weight no more than onc-tenth of one
percent (0.1%) of lead in each material used in the Products (such as solder wod came).

24  Reformylation Commument. By emering into this Consent Judgmeny, Memory

STIPULATION AND [PROPOSED] ORDER RE: CONSENT JUDGMENT
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hereby agrees 10 underiake all commercially reasonable efforts to enstre that as many Products as
possible that it intends w sell in Californis on or after July 1, 2006, shall qualify as Reformulated _
Producrs. Commercially reasonable efforts shail require Memory to implement all avaiiable

reformulation measures (without violuting existing copyright, rademark or other applicable laws)

“including: (1) copmcting the supplicrs of the tifTany-style lamps, in writing, 10 request that the

Products be manufacrured with lead-fres solder or came by a daw certain; and, if the amemps noied
in number | above are unsuccessful, (2) researching other suppliers of tiffhay-style lsmps and
contacting ﬁmu.to supply Products manufacrured with lead-free solder or came.

Momory shall certify, in a report 1o Brimer on August 1, 2006, that it has underaken such
commercially reasonable efforts. Said cersificanion shall deseribe the reformulation measures 1aken
by Memory and shall identify those products which Memory i unable 1o reformulate.

3.0 MONETARY RELIEF

31 EWIAM&&MQ:W& Pursuant to Health &
Safety Code §25249.7(b), the Noticed Party shall deliver a chock for al) civil penaltivs of $10,000
made payable w "Hirst & Chanler In Trust For Russel] Brimer® and shall be delivered to Plainnfrs
counsel on ar befare February 20, 2006 af the following address:

Hirst & Chanier LLP
Attn: Larslei S. Paras
2560 Ninth Sgeet
Parker Plaza, Suin 214
Berkeley, CA 94710

0  Apparmionment of Penalties Raceived All penalty monies shal] be

apportioned by Mr. Brimer in‘accordance with Heahh & Safery Code §25192, with 75% of these
funds remitted to the Office of Euvirmments] Health Hisrard Assessment and the remaining 25% of
these penulty monies retained by Plaintf¥ as provided by Health and Safety Code: §25249. 12(d).

40  BEIMRURSEMENT OF FEES AND COSTS

4.1 The Partles acknowledge that Russell Brimer offered 1o yesolve the dispute without
reaching an agreement on the amounr of atomey”s feus and costs to be reimbursed 1o Russell

‘Brimey, therchy leaving open this issue to be resolved afier the material terms of the semlement had

STIPULATION AND [PROPOSED] ORDER RE: CONSENT JUDGMBNT
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been reached, and the agreement signed. The Parties then aftempted 1o (but did no1) reach an
accord on the compensation duc to Russell Briroer and his counse] under the ﬁvaw attormey
general doctrine codified a1 Code of Civil Procedure § 102).5 for all work perfarmed through the
Effective Date of the Agreement and reasonably 1o be performed in connection with the terms set
forth in this Agreement after the Effuﬁw Date. The parties do agree, however, thut Russell Brimer
and his counsel are entitled to their reasonable attoreys fees and costs under the prerequisites set
forth by CCP §1021.5; howeves, they disagree as to the amount of such fees. Accordingly,
following the exccurion of this Agreement, plaimifY shall make an application 1o the Count for an
sward of his expert, investigarion and aromocys fees and costs under the privare atiomey generul
docirine codified a1 Code of Civil Procedure §1021.5. .
Notwithstanding the agrecasent that platntiff and his couase] shall seek their fees and
COS1$ pursuant to this subsection, Memory and its counse} agree (1) 1o fulfill their obligation pay
sanctions to counsel for plaintiff in the xmount of $690.00 og or before February 17, 2006, a5 -
ordered by the Alameda Superior Comt; and (2) that plietiff and his counse] reserve the right vo
seck renmbursement for their un-recouped fecs and costs incurred in the discovery motion henzd on
January 26, 2006,
lnuueffmtom'remources, Mmmayelmmhvememmmdm;feem

cost issue adjudicated by binding arbitration through the American Arbitration Association or JAMS
Resolugion Services in the third pany’s San Prancisco offices so long as Memory: (1) provides
weriten aatico to Brimer of it fntent % iavoke this procedura oprion no Iave than the close of
business on February 17, 2006; (2) agress 1 pay the costs of the arbitvarion; (3) stipuiates that the
pasties will inform the arbimration service that it is the objective of the parties that the process be
completed on or before March 17, 2006; and (4) the award shall be paid within ten days of the
issuance of the decision.
50 RELEASEQFALY CLAIMS ,

5.1 M Brimer's Release of Memory. M. Brimer, by this Consent Judgment, on behalf
of himself, his agents, represenmatives, amorneys, assigns, and in the interest of the genera) public

("Reloasing Parties™), waives all rights 1o instite or panicipate in, directly or indirectly, sy form
. STIPULATION AND {PROPOSED) ;)RDER RE: CONSENT JUDGMENT




of lcgal action. and releases all claims, lishilitics, obligations, losses, costs, expenses, fines, penalties,
fees, and all rights to damages, restitution, injuactive relief, and any other fany of relief, whether
legal or equitable (collectively the “Claims™), against Memory and its direcors, officers, employecs,
parents, subsidiaries, afYilistes, customers, successors and sssigns, whether under Proposition 65 or
other swtutory law for Claims based on their alieged fuflure 10 wam about exposure 10 the Listed
Chemicals counined in any of the Products. This paragraph specifically excludes plaintiff and his
counsol’s fees and costs covered by Paragraph 4.1 shove.

52  FEinalResohmion. This Consent Judgment is a full, final and binding resolution
between Mr. Brimer, on behalf of himself and in the interest of the general public, and Memory, of
any violstion of Propositian 65 or any other ¢laim that was oy could have been asserred bued on
elleged faflure 1o warn for expasure to the Listed Chemical(s) in the Products (collecrively the
“Rojeased Clatms™), or other facss alleged in the 60-Day Notices. The partics intend compliance
with ttus Consent Judgment 1o resalve any past issue conceming vhe Products and any future issue
concerning the Products 30 long as Memory complies with this Consens Judgment) compliance with
Proposition 65 as such compliance pertatns 1o the Products st issue. fn sddition, Mr. Brimer, on
beh-lfofh!mselr. his anorncys, and his agems, watves all rights 1o instinste any form of legal action
against Memnory, its anomeys or Tepresentatives, directors, officers, employees, parents,
subsidiaries, affiliates, customers, successors and assigns for all actions or stalements made by
Memory or its anomeys or represcrtatives, in the course of respanding 10 violations of Proposition
65 by Memory alleged in the 60-Day Notices with the exceprion of seeking his fees and costs
pursuant to CCP §1021.5 and sanctions award as set forth in Pansgraph 4.1.

53  Memary's Release of Mr_RByimer. Memory, by this Consent Judgmens, watves ul!
Fights to institute any form of Jegal action against Mr, Brimer and his SOImLYS Or representatives,
for alf actons or starements made by Mr. Brimer or his attormieys or representatives, in the course of
sceking eaforcemens of Proposition 65 aginst Memary in this lingation. Provided, howevey, that
Memory shall remain free to instinge any form of legal action to enforce the provisions of this
Consent Judgment.

6.0 Memogy'aSales Das. Memory understands that the saler data provided o counsel for Mr.

STIPULATION AND {PROPOSED] ORDBR RE: CONSENT SJUDGMENT
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Brimer through the Declaration of Charles . Sizemore by Memory eascuted on December 28,
2005 are & maerial factor wpon which Mr. Brimer has relied o determine the smount of payments
made pursuant o Health & Safery Code §25249.7(b) in this Consent Judgment. To the-besy of
Memory's knowledge, the sales data provided are mue and scourate.

7.0 s-muhnu‘ T the event tha any of the provisions of this Consens Judgment 1s held by &
towit to be unenforceable, e validity of tbe enfarceable provisions shall not be adversely affected.
8.0  Anameys’Fees. In the event thar g dispute arises with mpecnow provision(s) of this
Conummdgmau(mlmg.bmmlimiwdw.dupmsmwfmmp-yuwmwbcmmmer
this Consemt Judgmerz), reasonable attomey’s fees shall be awarded 10 the prevailing party. This
provision shall not spply o the CCP §1021.5 fee procedure set forth in Paragraph 4.1.

9.0 Gawning Law. The terms of this Consent Judgment shall be governad by the laws of the
State of Culifomnla.

10. " Norices Al correspondence to Mr. Rrimer shall be mailed to:

Laralei S. Paras,
HIRST & CHANL LLP
2560N
Pwi:et Pun. Suue 214
Berkeley, CA 94710 -
Tel. {510) 848-8880

T (510).848-81)8

All correspondence 10 Memary. shall be mailed to:

1.T. Wells Blaxver (State Bar No. 190222)

Michael J. Hassen (State Bar No. 124823)

JEFFER, MANGELS, BUTLER & MARMARO LLP
Two Embarcadero Center, Fifth Floos

San Francisco, CA 94111-3824

11.0 . h § o Health de & ) mmm
acknowledge that the reposting provisians of Health & Safety Code § 25249.7(/) apply 1o this
Consent Sudgment. Counsel for Mr. Brimer shal) comply with thay Paragraph by submitting the
vequiced reporting form to, and serving a copy of this Consent Judgmens on, the Californis Atorney
General's Office,

120 Additional Post Bxecurion Aetivisics, The Partles shall mutually employ their best efforts 10

STIPULATION AND [PROPOSED] ORDER RE: CONSENT JUDGMENT
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support the entry of this Agreemeat as & Consem Judgmeny and obwin approval of the Consent
Judgmeat by the Court in a timely manner. The Parties acknowledge that, pursuant 10 Health &
Safety Code § 25249.7, 2 noticed motton is required 10 obuain judicial approval of this Consent
Judgnient, Accordingly, Plaintiff shall file & Motion 1o Approve the Agreement (“Morion™), '

 preforably as a joint motlon if the pasties can so agree. In an effort 1o achieve this objecttve, counsel

for Memary agrees fo transmit & draft of the moving papers to counsel forl’hmt!ﬁwllhmﬁmmeeu

" (19) days after the Effective Dase and the parties will endeavor 1o file 3 joint application 1o the

Court; :ﬁhemovingpnpmmnotpmndedelunnu‘mawlymm. o7 the partics cannoy
ultimately agree on the final papers 10 file. Plaintiff shall file the Motion W Approve on his own. In
the event thut any third party, wcluding the Atworaey Genernl ar any other public enforcer, objects
or otherwisc comments ta one or move provislons of this Agreement, Memory agrees to undertake
its best cfforts to satisfy such concerns or ohjections and support the terms of this Agreement.

13.0 DuuesLimitedzo California. This Consent Judgment shall have no effect on Products sold
by Memory for usc outside the Stage of Californis.

140 EntircAgreement This Consent Judgment conmins the sole and entire agreement and
understanding of the parties with respect v the_cmitc subject mauer hereof, and any and ali prior
discyssions, negoriations, commitment and uaderstandings related hereto. No sepresenTaions, ol
or otherwise, express or implied, other than those contained herein hw been made by sny pany
hereta. No other agreements not specifically referred to hesein, arel or otherwise, shall be deemed
10 exist o to bind any of the partics.

15.0 Commmlm.mu:‘auhnng This Consent Judgment may be execured i in coumerparts and
fucsimile, each ofwhlcl\ shall be deemed n orlsiml.m! al] of which, when mken together, shall
constinuie one and the same document.

160  suthorizarion. The undersignod are authorfzed 10 exceum this Consenr Judgment on behalf
of their respective partios and have resd, undersiood and agree 10 all of the teyms and condftions of
this Consent Judgmenr,

17.0 Binding Effict. This Consent Judgmens shall inure to the benefit of, and shall be binding

upon, the purtics and thelr respective agents, aiter egos, atorneys, direciors, divislons, employees, _
STIWLATION AND [PROPOSBD] ORDER RE: CONSENT JUDGMENT




—

heirs, legal predecessors, licensces, officers, parent companles, partaess, representatives,
shareholder, subsidiaries, successors, and any trustee or other oﬂimappoumd in the cvenr of
bankrupicy.

180 Represeqtation. The pasties scknowledge and warram thar they have been represamed by
counsel of their own choosing through all negotiations which preceded vhe exccution of this
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Congent Judgment,

AGREED TO: AGREED TO:
Dae: . 00 te:
RUSSELL BRIMER Qo
AFPROVED AS TO FORM: APPROVED AS TO FORM
Date: Z//p/zmé | Dae: ﬂ/’/ﬂ‘
HIRST & CHANLER LLP JEFFER, MANGELS, BUTLER &
MARMARG, LLP
B¥ ‘Wells Blax;
(4 Icr
Attoraey for Defendam 2‘['5\ ok

THE MEMORY COMPANY, LLC

EXHIBIT A

Stakued glass lamps (containing lead) including, but not linited o;

Rasders Smail T Lamp.

STIPULATION AND (PROPOSED] ORDER RE: CONSENT JUDGMENT
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Daniel Bornstein, State Bar No. 181711
Laralei S. Paras, State Bar No. 203319
Christopher Brooke, State Bar No. 238747
HIRST & CHANLER LLP
2560 Ninth Street
Parker Plaza, Suite 214
Berkeley, CA 94710
Tel: (510) 848-8880 FILED -
Fax: (510) 848-8118 : . ALAMEDA COUNTY

Attorneys for Plaintiff

200
MAR 3 2L0§7

fﬁ@mwaceum SGFEaIoR COURFUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

11

RUSSELL BRIMER,

FOR THE CITY AND COUNTY OF ALAMEDA — OAKLAND BRANCH
UNLIMITED CIVIL JURISDICTION

No. RG05203611
Plaintiff, ]| JUDGMENT
PURSUANT TO TERMS OF
STIPULATION AND ORDER RE:
CONSENT JUDGMENT

V.

MEMORY COMPANY, LLC; and DOES 1
through 150,

Date:  May 2, 2006

Time: 9:00 a.m.

Dept.: 136

Res. No.: 572793

Judge:  Hon. Winton McKibben

Defendants

Action Filed: March 18, 2005
Trial Date:  April 7, 2006
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In the above-entitled action, Pléintiff RUSSELL BRIMER and Defendant MEMORY
COMPANY, LLC, having agreed through their respecﬂve counsel that judgment be entered
pursuant to the terms of the Stipulation and [Proposed] Order Re: Consent Judgment entered into by
the parties, and after issuing an Order Pursuant to Terms of Stipulation and [Proposed] Order Re:
Consent Judgment on May 2, 2006.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND bECREED that pursuant to Code of Civil
Procedure §664.5, judgment is entered in accordance with the terms of the Order Pursuant to Terms

of Stipulation and [Proposed] Order Re: Consent Judgment.

IT IS SO ORDERED. .

Hon. Winton McKibben
JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT

JUDGMENT PURSUANT TO TERMS OF STIPULATON AND [PROPOSED] ORDER RE: CONSENT JUDGMENT
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