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{| hereafier as the “Settling Defendants™). AQUA TRI (“AQUA™), CHEM LAB PRODUCTS.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1~ This Consent Judgment is entered into by and between plaintiff, Consume
Advocacy Group, Inc. (referred to as “CAG” or “Plaintiff”), acting on behalf of itself and in thd
public interest, and defendants, OREQ CORPORATION (“OREQ™), POOLMASTER, INC
(“POOLMASTER”), and VALTERRA PRODUCTS, INC. (“VALTERRA™) (referred to

INC. (“CHEM LAB”), LESLIE'S POOLMART, INC. (“LESLIE’S”), POOL WATER
PRODUCTS (“PWP”), and HOME DEPOT US.A., INC. (*"HOME DEPOT”) are also
defendants in the Action, and are referred to hereafter as the “Released Defendants.” The
Settling Defendants and the Released Defendants are sometimes collectively referred to herein as
the “Defendants.” CAG and the Settling Defendants are sometimes collectively referred to
herein as the “Parties.”

1.2 Defendants

Defendants are California businesses that each employ 10 or more persons.

1.3 Products

Each Defendant is and at all times mentioned herein was a manufacturer or distributor of
consumer products designed for testing the concentration of chlorine in swimming pool water

including but not limited to the following:

Manufacturer / Distributor Product

Oreq Corporation #1 OTO Solution for Chlorine Test ; POOL
STYLE TESTING SOLUTIONS

Home Depot US.A, Inc. I Indicator Solution by Pool Shop®

Poolmaster, Inc. Poolmaster® Orthotolidine OTO Indicator
Solution

Agqua Tri and Pool Water Products | All Clear™ 2-Way Test Kit

Chem Lab Products, Incorporated | KEM-TEK Pool & Spa Accessory Reagent

Y
i

CONSENT JUDGMENT [RROPESEBH-




[

S S 0 T S TR S SRR Y T ot U SOV
[ S S = =T - - B T N U S N U S N0 S —"
P W

26
27
28

L - o L O - PN N %

Refill, Product # 485 and KEM-TEK Pool Care
System Pool & Spa Accessory 3-Way Test Kit,
Product # 439

Leslie’s Poolmart, Inc. Leslie’s Pool Test Kit, Indicator Solutions,

replacement for dual type test kit, product #18-

682

Oreq Corporation : poolpals water maintenance dual test kit, product
# TK405C

Valterra Products, Inc, blue devil™ OTO (Orthotoldine), packaged in a

2 ounce clear plastic dropper container with a
yellow cap and blue devil Test Kit Refil]
Solutions OTO & Phenol Red, 1/2 Oz. Bottles
(for 3-Way), Carded, product #87212C

Hereinafier, the above-mentioned products shall collectively be referred to as “Covered

Products.”

1.4 Listed Chemicals

141 33-Dimethylbenzidine (ortho-Tolidine) is listed pursuant to Health and

{} Safety Code sections 25249.5, et seq. (“Proposition 65) as known to the State of California to

cause cancer.
142 3,3-Dimethylbenzidine dihydrochloride is listed pursuant to Proposition

65 as known to the State of California to cause cancer.

1.5 Notices of Violation

On December 6, 2006, June 28, 2007, October 2, 2007 and/or November 9, 2007, CAG
served the Defendants with 60 day notices of alleged violations of Health & Safety Code section
25249.6 concerning OTO and OTO Salt in Covered Products (the Notices™). No public
prosecutor is diligently prosecuting the claims set forth in the Notices.

1.6 Complaints

3
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1.6.1 On June 19, 2007, CAG filed a Complaint for civil penalties and
injunctive relief alleging violations of Proposition 65 in the Alameda County Superior Court]
Case No. RG07331650, against defendants, OREQ, HOME DEPOT, and POOLMASTER.

1.6.2  On March 4, 2008, CAG filed a second Complaint for civil penalties and
injunctive relief alleging violations of Proposition 635 in the Alameda County Superior Court]
Case No. RG08374636, against defendants, AQUA TRI, PWP, CHEM LAB, LESLIE’S, OREQ,
and VALTERRA. On November 7, 2008 Case No. RG07331650 was consolidated with Case
No. RG08374636.

1.6.3 CAG filed a First Amended Complaint (“FAC”) against Defendants on o
about July 29, 2014. The FAC alleges, among other things, that Defendants violated Proposition
65 by failing to give clear and reasonable warnings of exposure to 3,3'-Dimethylbenzidine
(ortho-Tolidine) and 3,3'-Dimethylbenzidine dihydrochloride from the Covered Products.

1.7 Consent to Jurisdiction

For purposes of this Consent Judgment only, the Parties stipulate that this Court has
jurisdiction over the allegations of violations contained in the FAC and personal jurisdiction over
Settling Defendants as to the acts alleged in the FAC, that venue is proper in the County of]
Alameda and that this Court has jurisdiction to enter this Consent Judgment as a full settlement
and resolution of the allegations contained in the FAC and of all claims which were or could
have been raised by any person or entity based in whole or in part, directly or indirectly, on thg
facts alleged therein or arising therefrom or related thereto.

1.8 No Admission

This Consent Judgment resolves claims that are denied and disputed. The Parties enter
irtto this Consent Judgment pursuant to a full and final settlement of any and all claims between
the Parties for the purpose of avoiding prolonged litigation. Nothing in this Consent Judgment
shall be construed as an admission by the Parties of any material allegation of the FAC or the

Notices {each and every allegation of which Defendants deny), or of any fact, conclusion of law,

4
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issue of law or violation of law, including without limitation, any admission concerning any
violation of Proposition 65 or any other statutory, regulatory, common law, or equitable doctrine,
or the meaning of the terms “knowingly and intentionally expose” or “clear and reasonable
warning” as used in Health and Safety Code section 25249.6. Nothing in this Consent Judgment,
nor compliance with its terms, shall constitute or be construed as an admission by the Parties of
any fact, conclusion of law, issue of law, or violation of law, or of fault, wrongdoing, or liability

by any Defendant, its officers, directors, employees, or parent, subsidiary or affiliated

1| corporations, or be offered or admitted as evidence in any administrative or judicial proceeding

or litigation in any court, agency, or forum. Defendants expressly maintain that all of their
products (including but not limited to the Covered Products), are properly labeled and

completely safe for their intended use, a contention which CAG expressly denies. Furthermore,

i] nothing in this Consent Judgment shall prejudice, waive or impair any right, remedy, argument,

or defense the Parties or any Defendant may have in any other or future legal proceeding, except
as expressly provided in this Consent Judgment.
2. DEFINITIONS

2.1 “Covered Products” means and is limited to the Covered Products as defined in
Section 1.3 above.

2.2 “Effective Date” means the date that this Consent Judgment is entered by the
Court.

2.3 “Notices” means the 60-Day Notices of Intent to Sue pursuant to Proposition 63
defined above.

24  “OEHHA” means the State of California’s Office of Environmental Healt
Hazard Assessement.

25 “OTO” means 3,3-Dimethylbenzidine (ortho-Tolidine), which is listed pursuan

to Proposition 65 as known to the State of California to cause cancer.

5
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1lor distributing into California, any of the Covered Products that are manufactured after the

i| Products, as compared with other statements or designs on the label, as to render it likely to be

11 the user not to let skin or clothes come into contact with the pool test kit solution and that the cap

2.6  “OTO Salt” means 3,3-Dimethylbenzidine dihydrochloride, which is listed
pursuant to Proposition 65 as known to the State of California to cause ctancer.
3. COMPLIANCE - WARNING

3.1 Settling Defendants agree, promise and represent that they shall be permanently

enjoined from manufacturing for sale in California, directly selling to a consumer in California|

Effective Date without first providing a clear and reasonable wamning as follows:
“WARNING: This product contains a chemical known to the State of
California to cause cancer.
or ini the alternative:

"WARNING: This product contains chemicals known to the State of California to
cause cancer, birth defects or other reproductive harm.

The warning shall be prominently affixed to or printed upon the label of the Covered

read and understood by an ordinary purchaser or user of the product, in conformity with OEHHA
regulations in effect at the time this Consent Judgment is executed.

3.2 In addition to the requirements of Section 3.1, Settling Defendants agree to provide,
on the product label, instructions or other documents or packaging accompanying the test kits

that are manufactured after the Effective Date that will be sold in California, language instructing]

must always be used with the test kit vial and not to cover the test kit vial with fingers during

use,

4. SETTLEMENT PAYMENT
4.1 Payment and Due Date: Within thirty {30) days of the Effective Date and in full
and complete settlement of all monetary claims by CAG related to the Notices and to the claims

that were or could have been asserted in the FAC, including but not limited to all attorney’s fees,

&
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1| Advocacy Group, Inc.” in the amount of one thousand two-hundred and fifty dollars ($1,250),

' payments.

costs, legal expenses, as well as any additional expenses involved in CAG seeking Court
approval of this Consent Judgment, the Settling Defendants shall make payment totaling five
hundred thousand dollars ($500,000) as follows:

411 Civil Penalties: The Settling Defendants shall make payment of five
thousand dollars ($5,000), to be apportioned in accordance with Health & Safety Code section
25249.12(c)(1) and (d), with 75% of these funds remitted to the State of California’s Office of
Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (“OEHHA”) and the remaining 25% of these
penalty monies remitted to CAG as provided by Health & Safety Code section 25249.12(d).
The Settling Defendants shall issue two separate checks for the penalty payment: (a) one check
made payable to “OEHHA” in the amount of three thousand seven-hundred fifty dollars

(83,750) representing 75% of the total penalty; and (b) one check made payable to “Consumer
representing 25% of the total penalty. Two separate 1099s shall be issued for the above

4.1.2 Payment In Licu of Civil Penalties: The Settling Defendants 'shall pay
five thousand dollars ($5,000) in lieu of civil penalties to “Consumer Advocacy Group, Inc.’’
CAG will use this payment for investigation of the public’s exposure to Proposition 65 listed
chemicals through various means, laboratory fees for testing for Proposition 65 listed chemicals,
expert fees for evaluating exposures through various mediums, including but not limited to
consumer product, occupational, and environmental exposures to Proposition 65 listed
chemicals, and the cost of hiring consulting and retaining experts who assist with the extensiv
scientific analysis necessary for those files in {itigation, as well as administrative costs incurred
during the htigation, in order to reduce the public’s exposure to Proposition 65 listed chemicals
by notifying those persons and/or entities believed to be responsible for such exposures an
attempting to persuade those persons and/or entities to reformulate their products or the source o
exposure to completely eliminate or lower the fevel of Proposition 65 listed chemicals, there’by

addressing the same public harm as alleged in the instant Action. Further, should the Court

7
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41 ninety thousand dollars ($490,000) shall be paid to Yeroushalmi & Associates, as CAG’s

{costs, attorneys’ fees, expert fees, and any other costs incurred as a result of investigating|

{{Hills, California 90212. Yeroushalmi & Associates shall provide its federal tax idenditification

] Defendants, their parents, subsidiaries, successors, affiliated entities that are under common

require it, CAG will submit under seal, an accounting of these funds as described above as to
how the funds were used. The checks shall be made payable to “Consumer Advocacy Group)
Inc.” and delivered to Reuben Yeroushalmi, Yeroushalmi & Yeroushalmi, 9100 Wilshira
Boulevard, Suite 240W, Beverly Hills, California 90212.

4.1.3 Reimbursement of Attorneys’ Fees and Costs:  Four hundred and

attorneys, for expenses incurred, including but not limited to, reasonable investigation fees and|

bringing this matter to trial, contesting the defense judgment on appeal, negotiating a settlement
in the public interest, and seeking and obtaining court approval of this Consent Judgment. The
check shall be made payable to “Yeroushalmi & Associates” and delivered to Reuben

Yeroushalmi, Yeroushalmi & Yeroushalmi, 9100 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 240W, Beverly

number to the Settling Defendants prior tosuch payment.
5. CLAIMS COVERED AND RELEASED

5.1 CAG, acting on behalf of itself and in the public interest, hereby releases

ownership, directors, officers, employees, attorneys, shareholders (“Defendant Releasees™), and
all of their downstream distributors, wholesalers, customers, retailers, franchisees, cooperative
members, licensors, licensees (including without limitation the Released Defendants), and any
other person or entity to whom they directly or indirectly distribute or sell the Covered Products
(“Downstream Defendant Releasees™), from any alleged or actual violation of Proposition 65
that has been asserted by CAG in the public interest in its Notices and FAC regarding the allege

failure to warn about exposure to OTO and/or OTO Salt in the Covered Products manufactured,
distributed and/or sold by Defendants prior to the Effective Date. Defendants’ compliance wit

this Consent Judgment constitutes compliance with Proposition 635 with respect to OTO and

OTO Balt in the Covered Products.
8
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} about exposure to OTO and OTO Salt in the Covered Products manufactured, distributed or sold
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11 behalf of itself, its past and current agents, representatives, attorneys, successors, and/or
il assignees, provides a general release for all actions, causes of action, obligations, costs,

expenses, attorneys’ fees, damages, losses, claims, liabilities and demands of any nature,

{| as follows:

5.2 CAG on behalf of itself, its past and current agents, representatives, attorneys
successors, and/or assignees, and in the public interest, hereby waives all rights to institute of
participate in, directly or indirectly, any form of legal action, and releases all claims, including,
without limitation, all actions, and causes of action, in law or in equity, suits, Eiabiiitics;
demands, obligations, damages, <costs, fines, penalties, losses, or expenses (including, but not
limited to. investigation fees, expert fees, and attorneys' fees) of any nature whatsoever, fixed or
contingent, against Defendants, Defendant Releasees, and Downstream Defendant Releaseed

arising from any violation or alleged violation of Proposition 65 regarding the failure to warn

by Defendants prior to the Effective Date.

5.3 CAG also, in its individual capacity only and not in its representative capacity, on

character or kind, known or unknown, suspected or unsuspected, arising out of the Covered
Products manufactured, distributed and/or sold by Defendants prior to the Effective Date. CAG

acknowledges that it is familiar with Section 1542 of the California Civil Code, which provides

A GENERAL RELEASE DOES NOT EXTEND TO CLAIMS WHICH THE
CREDITOR DOES NOT KNOW OR SUSPECT TO EXIST IN HIS OR HER FAVOR
AT THE TIME OF EXECUTING THE RELEASE, WHICH IF KNOWN BY HIM OR
HER MUST HAVE MATERIALLY AFFECTED HIS OR HER SETTLEMENT WITH
THE DEBTOR.

CAG, in its individual capacity only, expressly waives and relinquishes any and all rights
and benefits which it may have under, or which may be conferred on it by the provisions of
Section 1542 of the California Civil Code as well as under any other state or federal statute o

common law principle of similar effect, to the fullest extent that it may lawfully waive suc

5
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4| Plaintiff shall dismiss with prejudice the Released Defendants.

3 compliance by first class mail and facsimile at the address listed below for the allegedly non-

| complying Party. The alleged non-complying Party thereafter shall have thirty (30) days from

rights or benefits pertaining to the released matters. In furtherance of such intention, the release
hereby given shall be and remain in effect as a full and complete release notwithstanding the
discovery or existence of any such additional or different claims or facts arising out of the
released matters.

5.4 Upon full payment of the amounts set forth in Section 4 of this Consent Judgment|

6. ENFORCEMENT OF CONSENT JUDGMENT

6.1 The terms of this Consent Judgment may only be enforced by the Parties hereto
and, except as specifically provided herein, shall not create any rights in favor of non-
signatories. In the event that a Party hereto thinks that another Party is not complying with this

Consent Judgment, it shall serve written notice stating the factual basis of such alleged non-

receipt of the written notice to provide a written response contesting the alleged non-
compliance and/or to cure the alleged non-compliance without incurring any fines, costs,
penalties, or liabilities (including attorneys’ fees and or costs related to such alleged non-
compliance). Should Defendant provide evidence to CAG that it has directed removal of the
product from sale in California within 30 days of CAG’s notice identifying such Covered
Product, CAG -shall take no further action to enforce the terms of this Consent Judgment, and
Defendant shall have no further obligation to CAG monetary or otherwise. If the issue of
compliance is not resolved to either Party’s satisfaction within thirty (30) days following the
expiration of the original thirty-day notice period, then the Party may seek to enforce the terms
and conditions contained herein by noticed motion or order to show cause before the Superior
Court of Alameda County.
6.2 in any proceeding brought by any Party to enforce this Consent fudgment, such -

Party may seek whatever fines, costs, penalties, and/or remedies as may be provided under

1o
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{| null and void, and the actions shall revert to the status that existed prior to the execution date of

14 negotiation, documentation, or other part or aspect of the Parties’ settlement discussions, shall

I whether to modify the terms of the Consent Judgment and to resubmit it for approval.

applicable law or this Consent Judgment. The prevailing Party in any such proceeding shall be
entitled to its reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs.
7. ENTRY OF CONSENT JUDGMENT
7.1 CAG shall prepare and file a motion seeking approval of this Consent Judgment
pursuant to California Health & Safety Code § 25249.7(f). Upon entry of the Consent Judgment,
CAG and Defendants waive their respective rights to a hearing or trial on the allegations of thd
FAC.
7.2 Ifthis Consent Judgment is not approved by the Court: (a) this Consent Judgment

and any and all prior agreements between the Parties merged hercin shall terminate and become

this Consent Judgment; (b) no term of this Consent Judgment or any draft thereof, or of the

have any effect, nor shall any such matter be admissible in evidence for any purpose in this

Action, or in any other proceeding; and (c) the Parties agree to meet and confer to determine

8. MODIFICATION OF JUDGMENT
8.1 This Consent Judgment may be modified only upon written agreement of thd
Parties and upon entry of a modified Consent Judgment by the Court thereon, or upon motion of
any party as provided by law and upon entry of a modified Consent Judgment by the Court.
8.2 Any Party seeking to modify this Consent Judgment shall attempt in good faith to
meet and confer with the other Party prior to filing a motion to modify the Consent Judgment.
9. RETENTION OF JURISDICTION
9.1 This Court shall retain jurisdiction of this matter to implement and enforce the

terms of this Consent Judgment.

11
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| prior to its submittal to the Court for approval. No sooner than forty five (45) days after thd

41 the parties may then submit it to the Court for approval.

Jj of the Parties with respect to the entire subject matter hereof and any and all prior discussions,

|| otherwise, express or implied, other than those contained herein have been made by any party

10.  DUTIES LIMITED TO CALIFORNIA

10.1  This Consent Judgment shall have no effect on Covered Products sold by
Defendants outside the State of California.
11. SERVICE ON THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

t.1 CAG shall serve a copy of this Consent Judgment, signed by the Parties, on the

California Attorney -General so that the Attorney General may review this Consent Judgment

Attorney General has received the aforementioned copy of this Consent Judgment, and in the

absence of any written objection by the Attorney General to the terms of this Consent Judgment|

12. ATTORNEY FEES

12.1  Except as specifically provided above, each Party shall bear its own costs and
attorney fees in connection with this action.
13.  ENTIRE AGREEMENT

13.1  This Consent Judgment contains the sole and entire agreement and understanding
negotiations, commitments and understandings related hereto. No representations, oral or

hereto. No other agreements not specifically referred to herein, oral or otherwise, shall be
deemed to exist or to bind any of the Parties.
14, GOVERNING LAW
14.1  The validity, construction and performance of this Consent Judgment shall be
governed by the laws of the State of California, without reference to any conflicts of law
provisions of California law. |
142 In the event that Proposition 65 is repealed, preempted, or is otherwise rendere

inapplicable by reason of law generally, or if any of the provisions of this Consent Judgment are

12
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1] the law, and shall have no further obligations pursuant to this Consent Judgment with respect to,

1| shall be interpreted to relicve any of the Defendants from any obligation to comply with any

| Consent Judgment and this Consent Judgment is the result of the joint efforts of the Parties. Thid

rendered inapplicable or are no longer required as a result of any such repeal or preemption, or
rendered inapplicable by reason of law generally as to the Covered Products, then any Defendant

subject to this Consent Judgment may provide written notice to CAG of any asserted change in

and to the extent that, the Covered Products are so affected. Nothing in this Consent Judgment

pertinent state or federal law or regulation.

4.3 The Parties, including their counsel, have participated in the preparation of this

Consent Judgment was subject to revision and modification by the Parties and has been accepted
and approved as to its final form by all Parties and their counsel. Accordingly, any uncertainty
or ambiguity existing in this Consent Judgment shall not be interpreted against any Party as a
result of the manner of the preparation of this Consent Judgment. Each Party to this Consenf
Judgment agrees that any statute or rule of construction providing that ambiguities are to be
resolved against the drafting Party should not be employed in the interpretation of this Consent
Judgment and, in this regard, the Parties hereby waive California Civil Code § 1654.
15. EXECUTION AND COUNTERPARTS

15.1  This Consent Judgment may be executed in counterparts and by means of
facsimile or portable document format (pdf), which taken together shall be deemed to constitute
one document and have the same force and-effect as original signatures.
16. NOTICES

16.1  Any notices under this Consent Judgment shall be by personal delivery or First

Class Mail

Ifto CAG:

Reuben Yeroushalmi

i3
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Yeroushalmi & Yeroushalmi

9100 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 240W
Beverly Hills, CA 90212
(310)623-19206

If to Oreq Corporation:

Jess L. Hetzner

Oreq Corporation
42306 Remington Ave.
Temecula, CA 92590

With a copy to:

Stephen L. Marsh

McKENNA LONG & ALDRIDGE LLP
600 West Broadway, Suite 2600

San Diego, California 92101-3372
Telephone: 619.236.1414

If to Poolmaster, Inc.:

Lee Tager

Poolmaster, Inc.

770 Del Paso Rd.
Sacramento, CA 95834

With a copy to:

Stephen L. Marsh

McKENNA LONG & ALDRIDGE LLP
600 West Broadway, Suite 2600

San Diego, California 92101-3372
Telephone: 619.236.1414

If to Valterra Products, Tnc.:

George Grengs

Valierra Products, Tne.

15230 San Fermnando Mission Blvd,, #107
Mission Hills, CA 91345

With a copy to:
Stephen L. Marsh

McKENNA LONG & ALDRIDGE LLP
14
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11 Name: Wﬂm__ﬂame:

600 West Broadway, Suite 2600
San Diego, California 92101-3372
Telephone: 619.236.1414

17. AUTHORITY TO STIPULATE

17.1  Each signatory to this Consent Judgment certifies that he or she is fully

{} authorized by the Party for which he or she has-signed to enter into this Consent Judgment and

to execute it on behalf of and bind that Party.

1{ AGREED TO: AGREED TO:

Date: 0&//{//6~ , 2014 Date: ,2014

Title: P :.re (/7(‘00/ Title:
CONSUMER ADVOCACY GROUP, POOLMASTER, INC.,
INC.
AGREED TO: AGREED TO:
Date: 2014 Date: 2014
Mame: MName:
Title: Title:
OREQ CORPORATION VALTERRA PRODUCTS, INC.
15
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600 West Broadway, Suite 2600
San Diego, California 92101.3372

Telephone: 619.236.1414
17. AUTHORITY TO STIPULATE
17.1  Each signatory to this Consent Judgment certifies that he or she is fully
|{ authorized by the Party for which he or she has signed to-enter into this-Consent Judgment and
to execute it on behalf of and bind that Party.
1l AGREED TO: AGREED T0:
9
{| Date: L2014 Date:_#-1%-2 015 o614
Name: Name: NLO {%
J
1| Title: Title: PRe<ipest
CONSUMER ADVOCACY GROUP, POOLMASTER, INC,,
INC.
AGREED TO: AGREED TO:
Date: , 2014 Date: 2014
Name: Name:
Title: Title:
OREQ CORPORATION VALTERRA PRODUCTS, INC.

5

CONSENT JUDGMENT [PROPOSED]




[y

[T IS N - Y, T SR Y
3 i

600 West Broadway, Suite 2600
San Diego, California 92101-3372

Telephone: 619.236.1414

17. AUTHORITY TO STIPULATE

7.1  Each signatory to this Consent Judgment ceitifies that he or she is fully

to execute it on behalf of and bind that Party.

AGREED TO:

{ Date: 2014

1] Name:

U Title:

CONSUMER ADVOCACY GROUP,
INC.

AGREED TO:

Date: 2014

Name:

Title:

OREQ CORPORATION

4 authorized by the Party for which he or she has signed to enter into this Consent Judgment and

AGREED T0:

Date: L2014

Name:

Title:
POOLMASTER, INC.,

AGREED TO:

Dae: 4—7/5 JEET AT
/Jw W

Name: 54:3497’5{/ @’ er15s

Title: ff&’éiéﬁ@”f

VALTERRA PRODUCTS, INC,

CONSENT JUDCMENT [PROPOSED]




(%]

Lad

“se

-1

W |

ALE

i
e

‘i

84 West Broadwas Nyjtye Toim
San MHeeo, Calitornia 92 1013372
bedephone: 689 236 1414

(7. ACTHORETY TOSTIPELATY
(70 Fach sgnuory i Consent Padomwnt eomfifios it e or she o Dl
srctiorized by the Pargy o which he or she Bias vt e erior inte th s Coment Judment awd

ot 1on bedadl o wed Dad ihas Pans

AGRERDY O SR Yes
4 Dt C 26 55 B . Ela
Samwe. NET ) o
Tathe: sl
CONSUMER ADVOUACY GROUP, | BOoOl M ASTER NG
NG
AGREED fz) AUREED By

2o/
Date:__¢€ *ﬁ'ﬁ ( , /j Daic. I

\, LR

2(,»”’""

\(}i-il,ij(,('JRI’()R.J\IH‘;?Q T ALTRRA RO O TR

I3

CONSENT H DGMENT {PROFOSER




[,

[ [ [ [\ s et [ - [ [— — — — [
St B - [l Ko 00 ~3 N A o (W] o b
. " . e A

25
26
27
28

o« - S - L ¥ T - O o1

ORDER AND JUDGMENT

Based upon the stipulated Consent Judgment between the Parties, the settlement is

approved and judgment is hereby entered according to the terms herein.

Dated: “741\/ 2015
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J ug{?, ‘Superiogf(l‘ourt of the State of California
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GEORGE C. HERNANDEZ, JR.
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