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Reuben Yeronshalmi (SBN 193981)

Daniel D. Cho (SBN 105409) _

Ben Yeroushalmi (SBN 232540) F g‘

Yeroushalmi & Associates San Eranclece County Superiar Court
3700 Wilshire Blvd., Smie 480

Los Angeles, CA 50010 UAY - § 2008
Telephome:  213-382-3183

Facsimile:  213-382-3430 GORDO PABIcL, Clerk
Email: lawfimn(@yeroushalmi.com ' EY: 2 -
Attorneys for Plaintiff, ' Peputy Clerk

Consumer Advocacy Group, Ing.

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

CONSUMER. ADVOCACY CASE NO, CGC-07-464039

GRQUP, INC.,, in the interest of @ _

the Public, ~ROPSSED} CRDER APPROVING
SETTLEMENT BETWEEN CONSUMER

Plainiif, ADVOCACY GROUP, INC. AND
CENTRAL ROOFING COMPANY
Y.
EEN COOPER ROOFING AND Place: Dept. 301

GUTTER SYSTEMS, et al., Date:  April 25, 2008

Time: 9:30 a.m.

Defendants,
Action Filed: June 9, 2007

)

)

)

)

)

)

) Tudge: Hon, Peter Busch
)

)

}

g

3 Trial date: Not sef
) :

On April 25, 2008, at 9:30 a.m., the Honorzble Peter Busch, in Department 301, of this
Court, heard the motion for judi.cial approval of seitlement of acfion between plaintiff,
Consumer Advocacy Group, Ine. (“CAG™), and defendant, Central Roofing Company
{“Central”). Appearances ere in the record. The Court, having considered the documents filed
it connection with this matter and {he argurnents of connsel, hag arrived at the following

conclusions and 50 ORDERS:

1

[PROPOSED] ORDER. APPROVING SETTLEMENT GETWEEN CONSUMER ADVOCACY GROUP, INC.
AND CENTRAL ROOPING COMPANY
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The Proposed Settlement represents a fair, masomhle, and adequate settlement, providing
that Central will:
+ Change its business practices to reduce exposures of Proposition 65-listed chemicsls to
its employecs and the public;
» Provide occupational warnings that satisfy the “clear and reasonable™ warning
requirement under Proposition 65,
s Pay CAG 515,000 for its aftomey fees and costs; and
= Pay $5080 to an entity, CAG, in lieu of a civil penalty.
The court grants the motion in its entirety pursuant to Health and Safety Code section
25249.7, subdivision (£)(4) after finding that:
a. CAG followed all procedural rules in seeking approval of the Proposcd Settlement;
b. The Proposed Settlement properly requires Proposition 65 compliant warnings for
extant exposures to Proposition 65-listed chemicals;
¢. The mandated award of $15,000 in attomey fees is appropriate and reasonable under
California law given the total fees incurred by CAG in prosecuting this action;
d. The mandated payment of $500 to an entity, CAG, in lieu of a civil penalty is proper
pursuant to California Code of Regulations, title 11, section 3203, subdivision (b);
¢. The terms of the Proposed Settlement are in the public infercst consistent with Health
and Safety Code section 252497, subdivision (d); and

L. CAG represented the public interest in entering into the Proposed Seftlemeni.

Dated: MﬁY-QZﬂE&Hﬁ@ @

SUPERIOR COURT

% &b4 039 5
EONSUMER_ MPVOLACY v. KEN COOPER ROVE (NG
[PROPOSEDY] ORDER. APPROVING SETTLEMENT BETWEEN CONSUMER. ADVOCACY GROUP, INC.
AND CENTRAL RGOFING COMPANY
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YEROUSHALMI & ASSOCIATES

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
REGREN yRROTSLALMI WILSHIRE PARK PLACE
BEN TEADTEHALML 3700 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD, SUTTE 430
TaRHDA Hagasoy LOS ANGELES, CA 20010-2905
FoRETA RAER TELEPHONE (213) 3523153 MAY 0 5 2008

FACSIMILE (213} 382-3430

Thursday, May 01, 2008
VIATLS, MAIL

Clerk of The Honorable Peter Busch
Jan Francisco Superior Court-Unlimited
400 MoAllister St

Dept. 301

Sem Francisco, C4A 94102

Re:  Consmmer Advocacy Group, Inc. v. Ken Cooper Roofing and Guiter Systems, et
al

Case # CGCO7464039

Dear Court:

Enclosed please find the proposed order approving seftlement between plaintiff,
Consumer Advocacy Group, Ine., and defendant, Central Roofing Company, heard on
April 25, 2008, line 11. Pursuant to Californiz Rules of Court, rule 3.1312, 1 delivered

the proposed order to the other party for approval as conforming to the court’s order—ses
enclosure. I received no responses from the other patty. Please also find an SASE.

Sincerely,

B i Qo

Brian Keith Andrews

cc.  David Kim, Esq,

EXHIBIT "A"
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YEROUSHALMI & ASSOCIATES

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
ZED#EH YERDTFTALMET WILSHIEE FAREK FLACE
pepe et i S 3700 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD, SUTTE 430
IRIANMEEITEANDEEYE LGSANGEI.ES, C&gﬂuln_zm
TELEPHONE {2137 382-3183
FACSIMILE {217} 332-3430
Thursday, April 24, 2008
VIAFACSIMILE AT 6503.573.9680
David Kim, Esq. - - -
Gresne Chanvel Deascalso & Minoiett
155 Bovet Road, Suite 780
San Mateo, CA 94402

Re:  Consumer Advocacy Grot.rp Inc, v. Een Cooper Roafing and Guiter Systems, ¢f
al,; Case No, CGC-07-464039

Dear Mr. Kim:

Enclosed, plsase find the Court’s tentaiive reling approving the settlement between
Consumer Advecacy Group, Inc. and Central Roofing Company. Pursnant to California
Rules of Court, rule 3.1312, please review the enclosed [proposed] order concerning this
motion. Please contact me have you questions or concerns, of if you or your ¢lient desire
changes to, or have objections to the content of, the [proposed] ordear.

Sinecerely,

Brian Kenh Andrews



