Michael Freund SBN 99687

Law Offices of Michael Freiind CONE
1915 Addison Street sus ORIGINAL 2EOPY
Berkeley, CA 94704 oty oF o hGaliom
Phone: (510) 540-1992 | geles
Facsimile: (510) 540-5543 . NOV 03 201
E-Mail freund1@aol.com _

} o John A, Cfafke, Exacut : .
Attorney for Plaintift ﬂwb Bﬁ utive Oﬁicgrlc&;
Center for Environmental Health <P 20 T g,

- COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

CENTER FOR ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH, .
a California non-profit corporation CASENO. BC 444682

CONSENT JUDGMENT
Plaintiff '

VS,

EXIDE TECHNOLOGIES
and DOES X,

Defendants,

L INTRODUCTION

11 oOn_8/30/10 , Plaintiff Centef for Environmental Health (“CEH), acting as a
private attorney general and in the public interest, filed a Complaint for Injunetive and
Declaratory Relief, and for Civil Penalties, in the Los 'Angelas County Superior Court against
Defendant Exide Technologies (“Exide™). CEH and Exide shall be referred to collectively as the







1.5 Lead was listed pursuant to Proposition 65 as a chemical known to the State of
California to capge cancer on October 1, 1992, and as a chemical known to the State of

California to cange reproductive toxicity (developmental, female and male) on

February 27, 1987.

for this Consent J udgment to provide, to the maximum extent permitted by law, res Judicarg and

collatera} estoppel protection for Exide against all other claims based on the same or similar

allegations contained in CEH’s Notice of Violation and CEH’s Complaint,




¢ivil, criminal or administrative action or proceeding, except in a proceeding to enforce this
Consent Judgment ¢ntered by the Court, to defend against the assertion of the released claims, or
as otherwise required by law. However, this baragraph shall not dimihish or otherwise affect the

obligations, responsibilities and duties of Exide under the Consent Judgment entered by the

Court,




II. JURISDICTION AND. VENUE

For purposes of this Consenf Judgment only, the Parties stipulate that this Court has
jurisdiction over the subject matter of this action and personal Jjurisdiction over the Parties, that
venue is proper in the Superior Court of the State of California for the County of Log Angeles,

and that this Court has Jurisdiction to enter thig Consent Judgment as a fig]] and final judgment in

accordance with the terms set forth herein,

II. INJUNCTIVE, RELIEF

3.1 Lead Emissions Contro

3.2 AQMD Lead Reduction Measures

As further consideration for thig settlement, Exide also consents to CEH being allowed to bring
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an action, if necessary, to enforce the completion of lead reduction measures as set forth in
Exhibit C, provided that (1) any change in schedules or requirements approved by the District or

the Hearing Board shaii amend automatically and without further proceedings the obligations
enforceable by this Provision, and (2) Plaintiff shall be given notice of any change that requires
- approval of the Hearing Board. The cost of these measures and the generator insta.llation
exceeds five hundred thousand dollars ($500,000).

3.3 Clear and Reasonable Warnings _

- Within sixty (60) days following receipt of notice of entry of this Consent J udgment, Exide
shall provide the following warniags pursuant to Proposition 65:

() Exide shall provide a one-time zﬁailed or delivered warhing in English and Spanish via
posteard or letter to those residents and businesses in the eXposed area identified in the updated
isopleth map _depicting the area of expos_uré identified by the Aermod model, as depicted in
Exhibit D. The content of the mailed warning shall be in substantially the same form and content
as set forth in Exhibit E.

(b) Subsequent to the one-time mailed or delivered warnings, Exide shall provide quarterly
warnings by publication. The initial notices shall be placed in the Eastside Sun, LA Opinion,
Watts Times and Southwest Wave. -Subsequent notices shall be placed in newspapers identified
by the Government Advertising Department of the Daily Journal Corporation of tl;e California _
Newspaper Service Burean, The size of notices shall be determined by the California Newspaper

Service Bureau’s Govermnment Advertising Department, and in no case less than 2 columns wide

D depicting the area of exposure identified by the Aermod model. The warnings shall be in
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English and Spanish, The-warnings shall be located in the Metro seciion or local news section,

(¢) Exide shall be responsible under this Consent Judgment to review and, if appropriate,
modify the size of the isopleth area to be warned three (3) years aﬂer entry of this Consent
Judgment, Meteorological data from the Central Los Angeles station shall be used unless more
appropriate data becomes available in Exide’s judgment. Ifa change in the warning area is
warranted, Exide shall provide all information necessary for such modification to CEH within
ninety (90) days of making a change in the warning area.

(d) Exide shall post at jts facility Proposition 65 warnings in English and Spanish in locations
that are prominent and conspicuous such that the signs are likely to be read and seen by Exide’s
workers and other persons entering the facility, The signs shall state the following (or
equivalent language compliant with the statute);

WARNING. This area contains bhemicals knownr to the State of California to cause cancer, and birth

defects or other reproductive harm, ADVERTENCIA, Esta 4rea contiene materiales quimicos que se

conoce en el Estado de California como causante de cancer, defectos congénitos y otros dafios al sistema

reproductivo.,

IV. SETTLEMENT PAYMENTS

In full and final satisfaction of all claims alleged and matters released herein under
Proposition 65, including but not Iumted to CEH’s costs of Imgatlon attorney’s fees and ali
other recoverable expenses, and any penalty Iiability, Exide shall make a total payment of
$90,000.00, payable within fifteen (15) business days of Exide’s receipt of Court approval of this

Consent Judgment. Unless otherwise specifically provided, each party shall be responsible for its
own costs and attorney fees. Said pPayments shall be for the following:

(2) $4,500.00 as civil penalties pursuant to Health & Safety Code Section 25249.7 (b) (1) of
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which 75% shall be payable to the Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment
(“OEHHA”) in the amount of $3,375.00 and 25% sha]l be payable to the Center for
Environmental Health in the amount of $1,125.00. Exide’s payment 0 OEHHA shali be
sent to CEH who shall immediately forward the check to OEHHA. along with a copy of the
transmittal letter to Exide.

(b)$35,154.00 payable to the Center for Environmental Health for the following: $24.974.00
in lieu of additional cjvil Penalties and $10,.1 80.00 as reimbursement of CEH’s out of pocket
cxpenses. The payment in liey of additional cml penalties shall be used by CEH to continue
its work protecting people ﬁ'on__] €xposures to toxic chemicals, As part of this work, CEH
intel_lds to regularly review future lead emissions from the Exide facility. In addition, as part
of its Community Environmental Action and Justice Fund, CEH will use fifty percent of such
funds to award grants to grassroots California-based envnonmental _}llSthG groups working to
educate and protect people from exposures to toxic chemicals. The method of selection of
such groups can be found at the CEH web site atwww.ceh.org/justicefund.

CEH’s Tax Identification No. is 94-3169008.

(c) $50,346 payable to Michael Freund ag reimbursement of CEH’s attorney’s fees and costs.

Exide’s payments shall be mailed to the Law Office of Michael Freund

V.RELEASE AND CLAIMS COVERED
This Consent Judgment entered by the Court is a final and bmdmg resolution between, CEH
acting on behalf of itself and the general public, and E}ude of any and all claims, known or
unknown, that have been or could have been asserted by CEH against Exide in the Notice
Letters or Complaint , up to and including the date of entry of this Consent Judgment, including,

but not limited to, any claim for failure to warn or deficient warnings for environmental and
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including the date upon which this Consent Judgment becomes final. Except for such rights
and obligations as have been created under this Consent Judgment entered by the Court, CEH,

on its own behalf and bringing an action “in the public interest” pursuant to California Health

hereby fully, completel_y, finally and forever release, relinquish and discharge Exide and its
barents, subsidiaries, affiliates, divisions, subdivisions, officers, directors, sharehdlders,
employees, agents, attorneys, successors and assigns (“Released Parties”) of and from any and
all claims, actions, causes of action, demands, rights, debs, agreements, promises, liabilities,
damages, accountings, costs and expenses, whether known or unknown, suspected or
unsuspected, of every nature whatsoever which CEH on it own behalf and bringing an action
“in the public interest” hag or may have againét the said Released Parties, arisiqg directly or
indirectly out of any fact 6r__circumstance occurring prior to the date_: upon which the Consent
Judgment becomes final, related to alleged violations of Proposition 65 by Exide.

It is the intention of the Parties to this release that, upon entry of judglnent and conclusion of

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
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HER MUST HAVE MATERIALLY AFFECTED HIS OR HER SETTLEMENT WITH
THE DEBTOR.

CEH, on its own behalf and bringing an action “in the public interest”, hereby waives and
relinquishes all of the rights and benefits that CEQ has, or may have, authority to waive or
relinquish under Caleorma Civil Code section 1542, CEH hereby acknowledges that it may
hereafter discover facts in add:tlon to, or different from, those which it now knows or believes to
be true wnh respect to. the subject matter of this Consent Judgment entered by the Court and the
released claims, but that notwithstanding the foregoing, it is CEH’s intention hereby to fuily,
finally, completely and forever settle and release each, every and all released claims, and that 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 existence of any such additional or
different facts. CEH hereby warrants and represents to Exide that (a) CEH has not previously
assigned any released claim, and (b) CEH has the right, ability and powerto release each
released claim.

VI. CONTINUING OBLIGATIONS
Nothing herein shall be construed as diminishing any continuing obligations Exide may have

to comply with Proposition 65 now and in the future,

VII. SEVERABILITY OF UNENFORCED PROVISIONS
In the event that any of the provisions hereof are held by a court to be unenforceable,

the validity of the enforceable provisions shall not be edversely affected.
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VHI. ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENT

CEH or Exide may, by motion or order to show cause before the Superior Court of Los
Angeles County, enforce the terms and conditions contained in the this Consent Judgment

entered by the Court,

IX. APPLICATION OF JUDGMENT

9.1 This Consent J udgment entered by the Court shall apply and be binding upon Exide, and
inure to the benefit of Exide, its subsidiaries, affiliates, divisions, subdivisions, officers,
directors, shareholders, employees, agents, attorneys, successors and assigns, and be binding
upon and inure to the benefit of CEH, CEH’s rﬁembers, and CEH’s directoré, officers,
employees, agents, successofs, attoméys and assigns.

9.2 This Consent Judgment shall apply to and be binding upon plaintiffs and the general
public on whose behalf they are acﬁ'ng pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 25249.7(d)
and upon Exide. The terms of this Consent Judgment pursuant to the reponing form
requirements referenced in California Health & Safety Code § 25249.7(f) wére submitted to the
California Attorney General’s office by the Plaintiff prior to the entry of this Consent J udgment
by the Court. A cbpy of this Consent Judgment has been served on the Attorney General’s office

together with advance notice of the parties’ intent to present it to the Court for entry as a final

judgment.

X. MODIFICATION OF JUDGMENT
This Consent Judgment entered by the Court may be modified only up_dn written agreement of
the Parties and upon entry of a modified Consent Judgment by the Court thereon, or upon a

regularly-noticed motion of any Party to this Consent Judgment as provided by law and upon

entry of 2 modified Judgment by the Court.
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XT. RETENTION OF JURISDICTION

This Court shall retain jurisdiction of this matter to enforce, modify or terminate this

Consent Judgment.

XII. AUTHORITY TO STIPULATE TO THIS JUDGMENT
Each signatory to this Consent Judgment certifies that he or she is fully anthorized by the
Party he or she represents to enter into this Consent Judgment and to execute it on behalf of the

party represented and legally to bind that party.

XIII. NON CONFIDENTIALITY

The terms and conditions of this Consent Judgment entered by the Court shall not be

confidential.

XIV. COURT APPROVAL

This Consent Judgment shall be effective only after it has been executed by the Court.

Otherwise, it shall be of no force or effect and cannot be used in anty proceeding for any purpose.

XV. EXECUTION IN COUNTERPARTS
This Consent Judgment may executed in counterparts and transmitted by electronic means or
by facsimile, each of which taken together shall be deemed to constitute one and the same
instrument. |
XVI. NOTICES

All notices required to be given to either Party to this Consent Judgment by the other shall be

sent to the following agents:
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FOR CENTER FOR ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH:

Michael Green, Executive Director
Center for Environmental Health
2201 Broadway, Suite 302
Oakiand, CA 94612-3023

Michael Bruce Freund, Esq,
Law Offices of Michael Freund
1915 Addison Street

Berkeley, CA 94704
Telephone: (5 10) 540-1992
Facsimile: (510) 540-5543

FOR EXIDE TECHNOLOGIES:

Plant Manager

Exide Technologies
2700 S. Indiana Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90023

With a copy to:

Head of Global Environment, Health and Safety
Exide Technologies _
13000 Deerfield Parkway, Building 200

Milton, GA 30004 '

And

Robert L. Collings, Esq.

Schnader Harrison Segl & Lewis LLP

1600 Market Street, Suite 3600

Philadelphia, PA 19103-7286 _

Telephone: (215)751-2000

Facsimile: (215)751-2205
XVIl. GOVERNING LAW

The validity, constryction and performance of this Consent Judgment shall be govemed by

by the laws of the State of California,
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XVIII. DRAFTING

The terms of this Consent Judgment have been reviewed by the respective counsel for the

Parties to this settlement prior to its signing, and each Party has had an opportunity to fully
discuss the terms with counsel, The Parties agree that, in any subsequent interpretation and

construction of this Consent Judgment entered th;-reon, the terms and provisions shall not be

construed against either Party.
- XIX. ENTIRE AGREEMENT

This Consent Judgment shall constitute the entire integrated agreement of the parties. No

prior or contemporaneous connnmﬁéations or prior drafis shall be relevant or admissible for
purposes of determining the meaning or extent of any provisions herein in any litigation or any

other proceeding,

XX. | GOOD FAITH ATTEMPT . TO RESOLVE DISPUTES

In the event a dispute arises with respect to either party’s compliance with the terms of this
Consent Judgment entered by the Count, the Parties shall meet either in person or by telephone
and endeavor to resolve the dispute in an amicable manner. No action may be ﬁléd in the
absence of such a good faith attempt to resolve the dispute beforehand. In the event an action is
filed, however, the prevailing party may seek to recover costs and reasonable attorney’s fees. As
used in the preceding sentence, the term “prevailing party” means a party who is successful in
obtaining relief more favorable to it than the relief that the other party was amenable to providing
during the parties’ good faith attempt to resolve the dispute that is the subject of such
enforcement action, |
XXI. PRECLUSIVE EFFECT OF CONSENT JU])GMENT

The entry of this Consent Judgment by the Court inter alia:
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(a) Constitutes full and fair adjudication of all claims against Exide and the released parties,

including, but not limited to, all claims set forth in the CEH lawsuit and notice letters, based
upon alleged violations of Proposition 65, which arose from the alleged failure to provide

warning of exposure to lead; and

(b) Bars any and all other persons, on the basis of res judicata and/or the doctrine of

arises from the alleged failure to provide warning of exposure to lead.

XXII. REQUEST FOR FINDINGS, APPROVAL OF SETTLEMENT AND ENTRY
OF JUDGMENT

(a) Find that the terms and provisions of this Consent Judgment represent a fair and
equitable settlement of al] matters raised by the allegations of CEH’s Complaint, that the matter
has been diligently prosecuted, and that the public interest is served by such settlement; and

(b)  Make the findings pursuant to Health & Safety Code § 25249.7 (£) (4) and approve the

Consent Judgment.
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IT IS SO STIPULATED:

DATED: Q’b .5 , 2010 EXIDE TECHNOLOGIES

o P

Bruce Cole, Pr‘&eident, Tiansportation Americas
Exide Technologies

DATED: _8/A% 2010 CENTER FOR ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

By: W Cf,
MicHael Green, Executive Director

Center for Environmenta! Health
APPROVED AS TO FORM:
DATED: % ZS , 2010 SCHNADER HARRISON SEGAL & LEWIS LLP
RoBert L. Coilings for
Schnader Hamrison Segal & Lewis LLP
Attorneys for Exide Technologies
DATED: 7/ 7 2010 LAW OFFICES OF Mi UND
/ 7 By: 2 7%
Michael Freund

Attomey for Center for Environmental Health
IT IS SO ORDERED:

Dated: . 2010

JUDGE, SUPERIOR COURT

CONSENT JUD

GMENT




IT IS SO STIPULATED:

DATED: ﬁ'b ' ’5 , 2010

DATED: B/A 2010

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

DATED: @%LB_, 2010

DATED: 7/ 2/ 2010

EXIDE TECHNOLOGIES

o B DL

Bruce Cole, President, Transportation Americas
Exide Technologies

CENTER FOR ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

o M2/

Miclbel Green, Executive Director
Center for Environmental Health

SCHNADER HARRISON SEGAL & LEWIS LLP

By 7M
Robert L. Collings for

Schnader Herrison Segal & Lewis LLP
Attorneys for Exide Technologies

LAW OFFICES OF wmmm
By: 2

Michael Freund
for Center for Envi ‘Health

*
IT IS SO ORQERED: ‘4%? €
Dated: L{ [‘ 5 , 20107 W ﬁ@"

\

JUDGE, SUPERIOR COWRT

RONALD M. SOHIGIAN
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MICHAEL FREUND
ATTORNEY AT LaAW
1915 ADDISON STREET
BERKELEY. CALIFORNIA $5704-1101

et

TEL Sicvsa0-t00

PAX 310/540-5343
EHATL FAEUND TS|

September 8, 2008

Jerry Brown, Attorney General
Edward Weil, Supervising Deputy Attomey General
1515 Clay Street, Suite 2000

Ozakland, CA 94612-1413

Steve Cooley, District Atiorney

Los Angeles District Attorney®s Office
216 W, Temple Street

Room 345

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Rockard J. Delgadillo, City Attomey
Los Angeles City Attorney

300 City Hall Bast

200 N, Main Street

Los Angeles, CA 900312

Re: Notice of Violation
Dear Prosecutors;

I represent the Center for Envitonmental Health (“CEH"), a non-profit California
cotporation whose primary mission is to prevent and reduce toxic hazards to uman health
and the envitonment. This lefter constitutes notification that Exide Technologies, located at
2700 South Indiana Street, Los Angeles, California $0023, has violated the waming
Tequirement of Proposition 65, the Safe Drinking Water and Toxic Enforcement Act

(commencing with section 25249,5 of the Health and Safety Code).

In particular, this companyhas exposed and continues to expose numerons ifidividuals
within the surrounding area fo the following chemicals subject to Proposition 65: lead,
listed as a male and ferale developmental reproductive toxicant on February 27, 1987 and
lead and lead compounds listed as carcinogens on October 1, 1992, The time period of this
violation comumenced one year after the listed dates, The route of exposure has been
primanily through inhalation; however additional exposures may atise through dermal
contact with, or ingestion of, these chemicals, The general geographic location of the
unlawful exposure to the residential cornmunity and cccupational area lies within a radius of
approximately .75 miles from the facility.

Proposition 65 requires that a clear and reasonable wartiing be provided prior to exposure
to certain listed ohemicals. This company is in violation of Proposition 65 because it failed



wprnﬁdeawarningmpﬂsomresidingandwdrkiﬁginthsareamundmg’ the facility
that they have been and continue to be exposedﬁo-ﬂ:eseﬁmdchenﬁcals. {22 C.CR. section

ealth and Safety Code section 25249.6.) Moregver, based on the exposure involved, we
believe the method of warning should be ”... g notice mailed or otherwise delivered 1o each
Occupant in the affected area. Such notice shall be provided at east onge in any three-month
period.” (22 C.CR. section 12601 (@) (1) (B)). . :

Proposition ssmmﬂmnbﬁmmmmmmbegimmmmeo-daysbeﬁm
the suit is filed, With this letter, CEH gives nofice of the aﬂeged violation to the noticed

AppendixA,hasbemprovidedtothenoﬁeedparty; ‘

X you have any q:iaaﬁons, please contact my office at your ealiest convenjence,
Michael Freund

v MichaelGreen&CamHnesz,CEH_



CERTIFICATE OF MERIT

Health and Safety Code Section 25249.7 (d)
1, Michael Freund hen;-;by declare: |
L. This Certificate of Merit accompanies the attached Notice of Violation in which it i
alleged that the party identified in the Notice has violated Health and Safety Code Section
25249.6 by failing to provide clear and reasonable warnings.
2. Tam the attorney for the noticing party Center for Envitonmental Health (“CEHY)
. 3. CEH s & not-profit Califomia corporation whose primary mission is to prevent and
reduce toxic hazards to hurman heaith and the environment.
4. The Notice of Violation alleges that the party identified has exposed persons in and
around Los Angeles, California to lead and lead compounds. Please refer to the Notice
of Violation for additional details regarding the alleged violations.
3. 1have consulted with a scientist with more than 23 years of experience in chemical
exposure issues. The consultant has the appropriste experience and expettise regarding
the exposure issues in this case. The consultent has reviewed facts, studies or other data
regarding the emissions of Jead and lead compounds and the location of receptorsto the
noticed party. These facts, studies ot other data overwhelmingly demonstrate that the
* party identified mmNoﬁwmmbymﬁmmmmwmem
chemicals. |
6. Based onmy consultaﬁo;l with an experienced consultant in this field, it is clear that
there is sufficient evidence that human exposures exist from exposure to these chemicals
from the noticed party. Purthermore, as a result of the abovs, Iha;ve conciuded that there

is a reasonable and metitorious case for the private a&tion. T understand that “reasonable




- eedible basis that all elements of the Plaintiff’s case can be established and the
information did not prove that the alleged violator will be able to establish any of the
affirmative defenses set forth in the statute,

including the information identified in Health & Safety Code Section 25249.7 (b) (), 1.¢.,
(1) the identity of the persons consulted with and relied on by the certifier, and (2) the
facts, studies or other data reviewed by those persons,

Dated: September 8, 2608 W

Michael Freund
Attorney for Center for Environmental
Health
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11, 2008 I served the within:

Notice of Violation and Certificate of Merit (Supporting documentation pursuant to
11 CCR section 3102 sentto Attorney General only)

Attorney General’s Office : Rockard J. Delgadillo, City Attorney

Attn: Prop 65 Coordinator 800 City Hall Bags

1515 Clay Street, Snite 2000 200 N. Main Street
Ozkiand, CA 94612 Los Angeles, CA 90012
Steve Cooley, District Attomey Thomas Wideman

Los Angeles Distriot Altorney’s Office Exide Technologies

210 West Temple Strest 2700 8. Indiana Ave,
Room 18-709 Los Angeles, CA 90023
Los Angeles, CA 90012

I, Michael Preund, declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.
Executed on September 11, 2008 at Berkeley, Califomia./ _

-Michael Freund
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Primary Components

New Caterpillar, Mode] C15 Diesel Standby Generator Set.
Rated 500kW, with fan, 60Hz, 3 phase, 277/480 volt at 1800 RPM.

Generator includes standard equipment and accessories listed in the
attached bill of materiajs,

New CTG Caterpillar Antomatic Transfer Switch, Open Transition,
1200 amp, 3-pole, 4160 volt, 60 Hz, 3-phase, 4-wire, housed in a NEMA
1 enclosure, with MX150 exerciser. '

New CTG Caterpillar Automatic Transfer Switch, Open Transition,
800 amp, 4-pole, 277/480 volt, 60 Hz, 3-phase, 4-wire, housed in a
NEMA | enclosure, with MX150 exerciser.

Install includes:

Set 2 generators in place and bolt down, including crane charges.

Set 2 ATS’s in place and bolt down,

300kw: Rework conduits feeding MCC-11.

Run 2-4” conduit with 3-500 mem each from S00kw to new ATS,
750kw: Run one 2” conduit from 750kw unit to new ATS.

Move motor wiring in existing distribution panel to accommodate
Separation of panel,

Separate two end motor contro! buckets to be fed by ATS switch.
Provide normat power to ATS from existing 4160 volt distribution pane].

To be performed by Exide:
All permits and fees, and construction of concrete pads for generators,
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EXHIBIT C

ﬂ*



REMAINING POLLUTION CONTROL, EQUIPMENT REQUIREMENTS UNDER
SCAQMD HEARING BOARD ORDER IN CASE 3151-21

Exide shall instait Negative Pressure on the RMPS Building,

a. . Asaninterim measure, Exide shall use APC 13 (C156/C157) to achieve negative
pressure on the RMPS Building while a permanent enclosure also with negative
pressure is designed and constructed, Exide shall submit complete applications to
the District for the alteration of APC 13 (C156/C1 57) and the exhaust system
within five days of the date of this Agreement, and complete this interim project
within 30 days of receiving all required permit approvals from the District. The
building shail achieve & negative pressure of 0.02 mm of Hg,

b. Exide shall increase ventilation at the Corridor Door of the RMPS building,
Exide shall complete thig project within 60 days of receiving all required permit
approvals from the District.

c. Exide shal construct 2 new building or modify the existing RMPS structures so
that the RMPS and the materia] handling area which is adjacent to the RMPS
meet the physical requirements for total enclosure. The construction of the new
building or modification to the existing building shall be in accordance with the
total enclosure standards of 40 CFR 63 Subpart X and all current building codes.
In addition, the total enclosyre shall be vented to an air pollution control
System(s), shall be maintained under a negative pressure of at least 0,02 mm of
Hg, and the indraft velocity through ail openings to the outside shall be at least
300 feet per minute, at all times, Upon completion of construction of the
enclosure building, Exide shall install and maintain not less than three (3) separate
pressure differential gauges inside the new RMPS Containment Building as
follows:

1. Leeward wall inside of the RMPS Building in accordance with 40 CFR 63
Subpart X.

1. The inside_ wall of the building opposite the leeward wall.

iii.  Aninside wall location defined by the intersection of a line perpendicular
to this wall and within Plus or minus ten (1 0) meters of the midpoint of a
straight line between the two other monitors described in Subparts (c)(i)
and (c)(ii) of this condition, For the purpose of this condition, the
midpoint monitor shall NOT be located on the same walls as any of the
other two monitors described i this condition. The exact location of the
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midpoint monitor shall be based on Exide’s discretion so long as
compliance with the limitations in this condition is achieved,

V. All work shall be performed within 180 days of receiving all permit
approvals from the District. The permit shall provide that Exide may

d. The permit shall further provide that each building pressure differentia)
monitoring system shall be equipped with a continuous chart recorder that js
Operating at ail times,
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EXHIBIT D

REVISED ISOPLETH MAP USING THE AERMOD MODEL
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EXHIBITE
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PROPOSITION 65 MAILED OR DELIVERED WARNING

EXIDE TECHNOLOGIES EMITS LEAD INTO THE AIR FROM ITS BATTERY
RECYCLING FACILITY LOCATED AT 2700 INDIANA STREET, LOS ANGELES,
CALIFORNIA 90023, YOU ARE BEING EXPOSED TO LEAD AT A LEVEL
DETERMINED BY THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA TO REQUIRE A WARNING.
LEAD IS A CHEMICAL, KNOWN TO THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA TO CAUSE
CANCER, BIRTH DEFECTS OR OTHER REPRODUCTIVE HARM. FOR MORE
INFORMATION YOU MAY CONTACT

(323) 262-1101 EXT. 239,

. Exide Technologies emite plomo al aire desde sy planta ubicada en el 2700 Indiana St.,
Vernon, CA 90058, Usted esta expuesto a niveles de plomo que ¢l estado de California
requiere que se de una advertencia. El plomo es un quimico que el estado de California
reconoce como causante de cancer, defectos congénitos y otres dafios al sistema

reproductivo. Puede llamar a} (323) 262-1101 259, para recibir mas informacion.,
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EXHIBIT F
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PROPOSITION 65 PUBLICATION WARNING

FOR MORE INFORMATION YOU MAY CONTACT EXIDE AT (323) 262-1101 EXT.
259.

EXIDE TECHN OLOGIES OPERA UNA PLANTA DE RECICLAMIENTOQ DE
BATERIAS EN 2760 S. INDIANA STREET, VERNON, CALIFORNIA, LA CUAL
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