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Reuben Yeroushalmi{ (SBN 193981} F H E E
Daniel D, Cho (SBN 1054(19} San Franciace C;:-“‘::?r;-' Supanor Sour

2 |Ben Yeroushalmi (SBN 232540)

3 | YEROUSHALMI & AssOCLATES 3% 0 8 2010
9100 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 610F
4| Beverly Hills, CA 90212 . Bk OF THE COURT
Telephone:  (310) 623-1926 e
5 ||Facsimile: (310} 623-1930
6 Attormeys for Plaintiff, Consumer Advocacy Croup, Inc.
7
% SUPERICGR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
!
9 l' COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO — UNLIMITED %
10 Z
CONSUMER ADVOCACY GROUFP, INC., CASE NQ. CGC-09-494165 @ i
L1 Yin the public interest, a
2 Plaintiff, APPROVE CONSENT JUDGMENT BETWEEN
13 CONSUMER ADVOCACY GROUP, INC. AND
v, SAWYER PRODULTS, INC.; MEMORANDUM
14 OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT
SAWYER PRODUCTS, INC., a Florida THEREOF; DECLARATION OF RETBEN
15 Y corporation, and DOBES 1-20: YEROUSHALMI
16 Defendants. { BropesedCensent igment-and [Respusedi-Order
17 - thereta-are-being fled conmurentiyderevith—
18 Hearing Date: QOclober 6, 2010
Hearing Time: 9:30am.
19 Fudge/Department: Hon. Buseh, Dept, 301
20 Complaint filed: MNovember 4, 2008
22 PL.EASE TAKE NOTICE THAT on October 6, 2010 at 9:30 a.m. in Department 301 of the
23
above-entifled Court, located at 400 MeAllister Sweet, San Francisco, CA 94102, Plaintiff Consumer
24
25 Advocacy Group, Ine. will move for a judicial order approving the Proposed Stipuated Consent
26 Judgment between it and Defendant Sawyer Praducts, Ine. This matter arises under Proposition &5,
27
28 1

MOTION TO APPROVE CONSENT JUDGMENT RETWEEN CONSUMER ADVOCACY GROUP, INC., AND
SAVWYER PRODUCTE, TNC.
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i Telephone: © (213) 382-3183
| Facsimile:  (213) 382-3430 -

. CONSUMER ADVOCACY GROUP, INC,, i Ca5ENO, CGC-09-494 169

' SAWYER PRODUCTS, INC,

KEFE
725t
REUBEN YEROUSHALMI (State Bar No. 19398 I

Yeroushabini & Associales

3700 Wilshire Boulevard, Suire 4800
Los Angeles, Califomia 90010

Counsel for Plainsi# Consumer Advocacy Group, Inc. |

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

CouNTY OF SaN FRANCISCO

Plaintiff, [PROFOSED] CONSENT JUDGMENT

(fealth and Safeiy Code § 25249 a1 seq.)
V.

Deifendants,

! “Flaintiff"}, & non-profit foundation orgenized under Califormia’s INon-Profi! Punlic Benefit

1. INTRODUCTION

L1 Plictiff: The Plaiatiff is Consumer Advocazy Group, Ine. ("CAG or

Corporation Law, CAG is dedicated o, among ofher causes, protecting the eavizonment,
mproving kuman health, and supporting snvionmentaly sound practices.
1.2 Defendant: The Defendant is Sawver Products, Ene., ("Sawyer™. ]
L3  The Parties: Plaintiff and Defendant sre sometimes sefored fo herein in the

singular a5 a “Party” and collectively as the “Parfies.”

[FROPOSED] COMEENT JUDGMENT
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14  The Aciion: This action {"Action”) Is brought under Proposition 65, +he pupuiar |
aame for California®s Safe Drinking Water angd Toxie Enforeement Aot of 1986, Cal Hewith amil
Safety Code 3extion 252495 o seg. (sometimes referred fo as “the Act™. Dlaintff praceeds |
urder Section 25249.7(d) 25 a “person in the public interegt,” Sclely for purpeses of this Consent
Judgment, the Pariies stipulate that Plaintiff*s Notices of Intent to Sue, listed 2t Exhibit A 1o this
Consent Judgment and attechad at Tabs 1-2 thereto {“Plaintiff"s Notices™) were served upol the
Defendant ard upon public prosscutors, including the Attorsey General ard 217 district attorneys
and city stiorneys suthorized to prosesuts an action to enforce the Act, accompanied by
certificates of merit, in compliance with Ssetion 25249 HAY1) of the Act. Plaintiff is allowed to
proceed purstant to Section 25249.7(d%(2), because none of thoze pubtit prosecators commenced
&0 action pursuant to Plaintffs Netises.

15 The Complaing: On Aprl 9, 2010, Plaintiff fled 5 complaint against Defandant |

in e Superfor Cowt for the City and County of Sen Franciseo {(*Complaim™) alleging that |

Defendant violated Proposition 65 by exposing individuals in Caiifosnia to the chermical known as !
cl-n-propyl isocinchorteronate (the “Coverss Chemical™),, which hae been designated under the

Act a8 “lmown to fhe State of California to cause cancer” within the maaning of Secnidn

25249 8(b), withow! providing Proposition 65 WaITiNgs 1o such individuals as elleged o be |

required under Section 232406, According to the Complaint, the alleped exposuce to the
Covered Chemical ocours when individuals in Califomia use or apply certain insect repellant
products that are manufactued, packaged, diztribuited, marketed and/or sold by Defendan: for use
in Celifornia. These produsiz are identified with specificity in Plalutif’s Notices and the
Complaint, and such products, as identified in Plaintif’s Notices, &re referred o n:uﬂectivc]}f.
herein as the “Covered Products,”

1.6 Jurisdictiom: Solely for purposes of this Consem Judgment, the Parties stipulaic |
that the Court has personal jurisdiction over Dsfendant as to the acts alleged in the Action; that

venue is proper in the City and County of San Prancisco: that the elaims in the Astion oregent ¢

. . . |
live controversy as to the application of Proposition 65 to the Coversd Products and the Covered |
L

Chemical taerein; that this Count has jurisciction o enter this Consent Judgment as & tesolution of
2 |

[PROPOSEDT COMSENT JUDEMENT |
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] individual, exe¢ept as provided in Section 25420.10." Section 25240 10(c}, under the heading

- based on evidence and standards of comparable scientific vaiidity to fie svidence and standards

2
eft claims alleged iv the Action: ard that the Court shall remin jurisdietion to implement the |
Consent Judgmenr,

1.7 The Standard for Determining Whether Propasitisn 65 Warnings Arei
Required:  Ssction 25249.6 of Proposition 65 provides that “[jo persoa in the course of
business shall knewingty and intentionajly expose arry mmdividual to a chernical knowa to the siate

to cause cancer or reproduciive toxicity withour first giving clear and reasonable waming to such

“Exemptions from Waming Requirement,” provides that Section 25249.6 “shall ot apply™ to an i
“exposure {or which the persen responsthle can show that the eXpOsure poses no significant risk i
assuming Hietime exposure at the level is question for substances known 10 the state %o cause
vancer, and that the exposurs will kave no observable effect assurning exposare at one thowsand

{1000} times the [evel in question for substances known to the state to cause rearcductive toxicity,

which form the scientific basis for the listing of suck chemical . . . .k any actior, brought to
enforce Section 25249.6, the burden of showing that an exposure meets the criteria of this
subdivision shall be on the defendant™ Proposition 65 thus raakes it unfawi for a person
subject 1o ihe Acr to expose an individual in California o a Proposition 65-listed chemtical
withowt first prorviding a Proposition 65 viarning umless an exemption to this requirement epplies.
Where the defendant asserts an exemption becanse the alleged sxposure iz benasth the leva| that
world require a warning, the burden of proof is on the defendant to establish that the sxemption
applies, _

1.8  Settlement: The first of Plaintiffs Noties to Saveyer was Izsued In July 3, 2008;

the second was issued in July 1, 2009, The Parties began engaging in informal discovery shortly ,
thereafter, and have been engaped in settlement negotiations since that time. As a result of this [
exchange of informaiion, the Parties agres on some spects of the allegations, but disagres as to
several other aspects, and thus disagres as to whether Defendant has vialated Praposition 63,
Speeificatly, the Parties agree that eack of the Covered Products contains the Covered Chemical,

and thar Defendant hes not distributed Proposition 635 warnings with respect to the Covered
-3
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on which the Plaintiff and Defendant disagree, the Parties have agreed, subject to the approval of ¢

i

E

- including Proposition 63 or any other statute, regulation, or common law requirement seisted o

s ;i
?/z?’f/zwo |

Sroducts, Defendant disputes, however, that the manefecture, packaging, distribuiinn, marketing, '
sale or use of the Covered Products results in the exposure of individuals in California (or
elsewhere) to the Covered Ciemical in amounts, if any, that would require 8 waming under
Propositon 63, Defendant also msserts ather affirmative defenses. In suppert of 718 assertions,
Defendant, through its counsel, has presented scieptific evidence to demonstrate that an:,r‘
expesire ic the Covered Chemical thar results from any reasonably anticipated uss of the
Covered Products, in the words of Section 25249.10(c), “poses no significent :isk sssuming
lifetime expasure at the level in question for substances known o the state to cause cancer ... |
based on evidence and standards of comparsble scientific velidity to the evidence apd siandards
which form the scientific basis for the listing of such chemical . . . ." Plaintiff disputes
Defendant’s assertions. In support of its position, PlaintfT has presentad evidence to diamuies
Defendant’s evidence with respect to the use of the Covered Chemical in products similar to T.ht%
Covered Produets, and asserts that this evidence alss demonstrates that Defendant’s evidence
with respeet 1o the Covered Chemical and Coversd Products does not satigfy Deferdant’s burden .'
under Section 25249.6. Therefore, in order w avoid prolonged liigation and the weasts of private

and judic'.is] resources ther would arise from prosecuting, defending, and adjudicating the issues

tire Cowt, to compromise their disputed claims and defenses, and have amered ino a settiement
agreement, the terms of which are smbodied in this Censent Judgment. .
L8 Ne Admissions: Neither the Consent Judgmenr nor any of its nrovisions shalt be

construcd as an admission by any Party of any fact, finding, issue of law, or vioiation of jaw,

exposwre o the Covered Chemical or other chemicals listed under Fropasition 65 from toe
Coversd Products. By sxewwring this Consent Judgment, and agreeing to provide the reliaf and .
remedies speciiied herein, Defendant does not sdmit that this Action is not pre-empted by Federat i
law, or that Defendant has commitied any violations of Proposition €5, or any other law ar l=gal

duty, and. further, speeifically deny that they have comenitted any such violatiohs. Kather,

Defendant maintains that ali Covered Produms distributed, marketed andfor sald by Defendant in
-4 i
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Defendant’s obligations to make changes to the labeis for any Covered Produets under this’
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California heve at all times been in compliance with Proposition 63, MNothing in this Consent

Tudgment shall prejudice, waive, or lmpair any rght, remedy, or defense that Plainti anri

Defendant mey have in any other or i firturs legal proceedings wrrelated to these provesdings.
Blefendant reserves all of its rights and defenses with regard o any claim by any parson undsr
Proposition 65 or otherwise. Nevertheless, this peragraph shail not diminist or otherwise affect
the obligations, responsibilities, walvers, relesses, andfor dutles provided for under this Consent

hidgment. N

2. INJUNCTIVE RELIEF
In the spirit of settlemeant and compromise, Sawyer has agreed 10 {a) change the precautionary
statemcnts on the label for this product tc include the follewing starement. “Wash tioroughiy

with soap and water after handling, and before eitting, drinking. chewing gum, wsing fobacce,

or using the toiler” and (b) add the following statement to the use instructions: “Wash fands .
with soap and water prompily afizr wse,” and (¢} enhanee the use insumotion &t subparagraph (b} 1
by use ol bold print end/er & pictogram, ar Defendant’s option. The Partiss acknowlzdge that no
changes to the label or labeling for any Covered Products that are the subject of this Copgent
Judgment can be made except as permitted by certain federal and Celifornia ageneies in their
implﬂmmtatinn- af state and federal laws, other ﬂlja_n Proposition 65, that repulate the

manufacturs, sale, iabeling, distribation and use of these Coversd Froducts, and further that

Consent Judgment are as follows: (1) within 60 cays fol:owing notice tha: this Consent Judgement
hzs bten approved and has becoms a final order of the Court, notifyving the applicable federal and I
Califomia agencies of the proposed changs o the nse instrusfions o the label; end {2 within 120 :
days following the delivery of such netification to the applicable federal and Celifomia sgencies,
include such changed nse irstructions en the first production run of the label of such Covered
Froduct after the notification of such chanped use instructions has been submited to the
appliceble federal and California agencies, provided thar Defendanr shall oot be required to re-

tabel or recall ary Covered Product in the strearn of commierce a1 the time this Consent Judgemen:
-5-
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t fom those approved previousiy by such faderal and Califomia agencies prive 1o the approval of

- end California labeling requirements as sush labeling requirements are interprefed by the

(A
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Is approved and that Defendant shal] not be: required to change the use inswructions on the labe)

such change by such agencies, and further provided that Defendant is not required by federal ori
California state agencies 1o generate tesing data or subumit data or reformulate is Cove.redf
Product(s} to sapport its changed use instructions. Under no circumstances shall this Consent ;
Fedgraent be interpreted to require Defendant to make sny other applications or secure gny othsr i
approvels from federal or state agencies remarding the labeling (including specifically the use
mstructions or warmings thereon) for the Coversd Produectis), on any other aspect of its {thein)
manufacture, distribution, sale or use of to distribute any Covered Product in viotation of feceral

pplicable federal or Califimnia agency.

3. MONETARY PAYMENTS

3.1 Total of Paymenis: In setfement of this matter, Defencant has gpreed o make
monetary payments {otaling $25,000 (Twenty-Five Thousand Diollars), s described in parapraphs
3.2and 3.3 below.

3.2 Pavment In Liew of Civil Pepalties: Within thirty (30) days following notice of
approval and entry of this Consent Judgment by the Court, Defiendant shall pay $5000 in the form ,'
of & check made payable 1o “Consurmer Advocacy Group, Ine.”” CAG will use the payment for
such projects and ourposes related to environmental protection, worker neslth and safety, or!
reduction of bumen exposure to hazardous substances {inchuding administrative and litgation
costs arising from such projects), us CAG may choose. The check shall be defivered 1o- Reuben
Yeroushalmi, Yeroushalmi & Assoimes, 9100 Wilshire Boulevard, Sulte 610E, Beverlvy Hills,
Califormia 90212,

33  Reimbnrsement of Attorneys Fees and Costs: Within thirty (30} days following
notice of approval and entry of this Consent Judgment, Defendent shall pay $20,600 in the form
of & check made payable & “YEROUSHALM) & ASSOCIATES” a5 reimbersement far the

inrvestigation fees and costs, testing costs, TXperL wilness fees, atworneys fass, and other litigation ;
-6-
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refated to the Actorn.

\ Consent Tudgment is a full, final, and binding resolwion between the Plaintiff, acting on behalf of

,?/g*g*/zm’ &

L |

nosts and expensss. The check shall be delivered by overnight delivery to: Reuben ‘:’er;ausha.lm[, i

Yeroushelmi & Associarzs, 9100 Wilshire Bouleverd, Suite $10E, Beverly Hills, California
w0212,

4. WAIVER AND RELEASE OF AL CLAIMS
41  Waiver And Reloase of Claims Against Defendant: As to those merers raised

in this Action, the Complaint, or in Plalatiff’s Notices (whether as 1o Covered Products or &s to

Covered Chemical, and without regard 0 any potental disputes about the adequacy of such |
Maotices), and any related acﬁnns, Plaintiff, on behelf of the pereral publie, hereby relea.sesti
Defendant and waives any clajms against Defendam for injunctive relief or damages, penaities, '
fines, sanctions, mitigation, feez (including fees of aftoeneys, sxperts, and others), costs, expenses :
or any other surn incurred ¢ claimed, for ary claims under Proposition 65 or any relassd actions |
arising from the sale, distibution or use in Califomia of any Covered Produsts or Covered
Chemical, inciuding all cleims that may arise from the acts alleged in the Plaintiff's Noticas or the

Complaint.

4.2  Defendant’s Waiver And Retease Of Plainiiff: Defendamt hershy releases
Plaintif from end waive any ciaime agsins: Plaintiff for wmjunciive relief or damages, penalties, i
1

fines. sanctions, mitipation, fees (lacleding fees of attorneys, experts, and others), costs,:

EXenses, or any other sum inctured or claimed or waich could have heen claimed for matters
43  Matiers Covered By This Consent JudgmentRelease of Future Claims: This

itself and on behalf of the genaral public in the public intsrest parsuent to Health ang Sufety Code
Section 25249.7(d}, and Defendant, as 1 all claims arising from Defendant's allsged faifure 1o
provide c¢lear, ressoneble, end lawful wamings of expesure to the Covers¢ Chemical
Compliasce with the terms of this Consent Judement resolves any issne, now a3d in the futurs,
concerning corpliance by Defendant with existing reguirements of Proposition 65 o provide

tiepr end reasontable warnings about exposure to the Coversd Products only.

ST
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4 other custorners of such suppliers of fae Covered Chemical, provided thai such customers identify

JEf |
Zéﬁ“éﬁm

4.4, Waiver Of Civil Code Section 1542; This Consent Judgmmenr iz intended az a &1
seftiement and compromise of all claims arisiog out of or relating to Plaintiffs’ Notives and/or the ?
Actlon regarding the Coveved Products, except & et farth herein. No claim iz reserved as
between the Parties herete, and each Party expressly waives any and all rights which jt may have

under the provigions of Section 1542 of the Civil Code of the Swate of California, which provides:

“A GENERAL RELEASE DOES NOT EXTEND TG CLATMS
WHICE THE CREDITOR DOES NOT ENOW OR SUSPECT TO
EXIST IN HIS FAVOR AT THE TIME OF EXBCUTING THE
RELEASE, WHICH IF KNOWN BY HiM MUST HAVE
MATERIALLY AFFECTED HIS SETTLEMENT WITH THE
BEETOR,”

48.  For purposes of this paragraph 4., the terms “Plainfiff’ snd “Defeadsnt™ are
defined as follows, The tarm “Plamtff” inclades the Piaintiff as defined st paragraph 1.1 gbove,
and also includes its members, subsidiaries, suceessors, and assigns and s direciors, officers,
agents, altoraeys, representatives, and emplovees. The term “Defendant™ includes the Defendart,
as that term is defined in parmgraph 1.2 above, and also includes its corporate 2ffliatas, including :
any and afl corporate pdrmls and subsidiaries and their dirsctors, officers, BRerts, attomeys,

representatives, employses, licensors, heirs, predecessors, successors, and assigms, their suppliers,

distibutors and customers of any Covered Eroduets that contain the Covered Chemical, and any

themselves 1w Plaintiff within sixty {60) days following the approval of this Agresment, and agree 1
10 include on the kabel(s) for the Covered Products the use Inslructions described at paregraph 2. |

5. MODIFICAYION OF CONSENT JUDGMENT
This Consent Judgmyent may be modifed from time to time by EXDPFess WIIHen agreerment

of the Parties, with the approval of the Court, or by an order of t4s Court in accordance with faw.

3.1 The Parties recognize in parficular that a Defendant or ary other person engazed i |
tre manwfacture, distribution or sale of 2 Covered Product may apply to tae Office of Healtt: -
Hazard Assessment for 2 Saf¢ Use Determination (“SUD™) indieating that a Proposition 55;:

warnimg is not required for any of the Covered Products or & substentially similar product that !
S8 ’

PROBOSED: COMSENT JUGEMENT |
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comaing & Covered Chemical. If such & person should abtain such sn SUD, then the Defendant i

shali be entitied 10 submit evidence 1o CAG demonstreting that the Covered Froduc:, or for any

other substantially similer product vsed, manufastored and/or sold by Defendant eomes within the

scope of the SUD does not require & Proposition 65 warning, or that differant functive relief |
undey Proposition 65 is apprapriate.

32 CAQ and the Defendanr shali have nirery (90) days from the date on which the
Defendant submiiz such evidence to CA(T in which w confer and decids concarning whether |
modify the infunctive relief provisions of this Consent Judgment. [ the Parties agree that the
Covered Products, or for any other additional products used, manufactured andior sold by the
Defendant come within the scope of the SUD, then they shall jointly move the Conrt for such
modidcation,

353 I[fthe Partics are unable w agres, then the Defendant may file a motion with the ;
Court seeing the elimination or modification of the injunctive relief peovisions of tis Consent
Tudgment, baged on the SUD.

5.4 Subsecugns 3.1 through 5.3 of this paragreph shell not apply to fre monetary reliel
sections of this Congent udgment.

5.5  The Aftommey General shall be served with notee of anv proposed medification to

this Consext Fudgment at least fiftsen {15) days in 2dvance of its consideration by the Court.

. ENFORCEMENT OF CONZENT JUDGHENT

6.1  The Parties may. by motion or other application before this Courl, and upen notice
having been given 1o al} Partizs in accordance with paragreph 10 bedow, nnless weived, enfores
the tenms and conditioes of this Consent Judgment 2nd seek whatever fines, costs, penaities, or
remedies are provided by law. The vrevailing party on any such mﬂﬁi.:.-n or application shall be

entitled to recover reasonable attomeys’ fees and costs,

6.2  The Parties may enforce the terms and condiions of ihis Consent Sudoment
pursuant to paracragh 6.1 only after the complaining pasty has first given thimy (30) davs notice §

10 the Party allsgediy failing to comply with the terms and econditions of the Conseat Judgment |

5. |

[PROPOSED] CONSENT JUDGMENT l
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end has attempied, in an open and good faith manner, to resolve such Farty™s alleged failure o

comply,

7. GOVERNING Law

7.1 The terms of this Consent Judgment shal) be coverned by, and construed in
atcordance with, the laws of the State of Celiforaia,

7.2 The Partics have participated jointly in the preparation of this Consent Judgrment
and this Consent Judgenent is the rsult of the joint sfforts af the Parties. This Consen: Judgment
wa3 subject to revision and modification by the Parties and has been accepted and approved asto |
its rinal form by a)] Parties and their counsel, Accardingly, any uncertainty or aebiguity exisdng
in this Consent Judgment shall not be interpretes against any Party as a result of the manner in
which tais Consent Judgment was prepared. Each Party 1o this Consent Judgment agrees that any
statute or ruie of construction providing that ambiguities are to be resolved against the drafting
party showid not be empioyed in the interpretation of this Consent Tudgment and, in this regard,

the Parties hereby watve the applications of California Civil Code Section 1654,

B. ENTIRE AGREEMENT

This Consent Judgment constimies the sole and entire egreement and understanding
betwean the Partisg with respecl to the subjest matter bersof, and any prior discussions,
negotiations, commiments, or understandings retated therero, if &ny, are hersby merged herein |
and thersin, There are no warranties, representations, or other apreemems betwsen the Partias,

except 83 expressly sef forth herein. No répresentatons, oral or ntherwise, express or implied,

athet than those speeifically referrad to herein, shall be desmed to exist ¢r bind any of the Partiss
hereto. No supplementation, modification, weiver, or termination of this Consent Judgment shall :
he binding unless executed in writing by the Party 1o be bouad thereby, No waiver of any of the
provisiems of this Consert Tudgment shail be desmed or shall constitite a waiver of acy of the
other provisions hersof, whether or not similar, nor shall such waiver consttute a continuing

Waiver.

=10
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i 9, NOTICES

. stipulate otherwise, in writing).

boto 1] Cal Code Regs § 3004 tofon the Celifomia Attorney Genersl's Office.

fEEL
ez e

All notices or comespondence 1o bs giver pursuant o this Consent Judgment shall be in |
writing and shall be personally delivered or sent by first-class, registered, ceniified mail, overnight
courter, andéor vie facsimile transmission (with presentation of facsimile teanmmission
confirmation} addressed 10 the Parties as fillows:

Far Plsintiff: Yeroushalmi & Associates
Attn: Reuber Yeroushatmi
21060 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 61GE
Beverly Hills, California 90212

For Defendant:: MeKenna Long & Aldridge LLP
. Attn: Stanfey W, Dandfair

101 Celifornia Street, 41% Floor

San Frangisco, California 94111

The contacts and/or addresseés above mey be amendsd by giving notice to all Perties to this

Consent Judgment,

.  CoURT APFROVAL

The Court shell ejther approve or disapprove of this Consent Judgment in s entirety, i
without alteration, delstion or amendment, unless ctherwise so stipulated by the Parties and their
counsel. If the Court spproves of this Consent Judpment, then the terms of this Consent
Judgment ave incorporated into the terms of the Court's Qrder,

Plaintiff will prepars and file a motion to approve this Consent Judgmant in full, and shall i
take all reascnable measeres 10 snswe that it is entered withow deiav, In the event thet the Court |
deciines to aporove and ocder entry of the Consent Judgment witheut any vhange whatsoever, this
Consent Judgmént shall become nult and void upon the eiection of sither Party and Lpon writtan

notice to all of the Parties to the Action pursuant to the notice provisicns hersir (unless the Parties

If the Court enters this Consert fudgment, Plainiifl shail, within ten {10} workiag days

thereafter, electronically provide or otherwiss serve a copy of It and the report required pursusnt

-1 -
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' respective Parties and have r=ad, undersicod, and agree to all of the {ermis and conditions of tls ;

| 12, COUNTERPARTS/FACSIMILE SIGNING

IT 18 SO STIPULATED:

| Daicd: & fr:’a /1o CONSUMER ADVOCACY GROUP, INC.

11. AUTHORIZATION

The undersigned are suthorized to exscute this Consent Judgment on behelf of their

Congent Indgment,

This Consent Judgment may be executed in ane or more counterparts, sach of wihich shall

be deemed an original, and all of whick, whan taken together, shall constitute ons and the same |
document. Al signatures' need not appear on the same pege of the document and signarres of -

the Parties ansmitted by facsimile shall be deemad binding.

lyw H Marcas

{WName)

,P/E'_F tdent

(Title)

Dated: o e¢ / P28 zold SAWYER PRODUCTS, INC,

Y

{Signaiuts)

frerm T s g e |
(hame}

/%éfr_béﬂ o
{Title)

[FROPOZED] COMSENT JUDEMWMENT -



Ll

o = T - S O

| DatedL!{ #z 34 Zﬁ’&’

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Dated: 812 [0 4 —
REUBEN YEROQUSHALMI \

COUNSEL FOR DEF
Propucrs, INC.

iT Is 8O ORDERED:

In accordance with the stipulatien of Plaimtiff and Defendants, the Court herehy |

Inzorporates the terms of the Comsent Judgment into this (rder, If g pary violates the pronvisions

of this Consent Judgment, this Cowrt retains jurisdiction over this marter.

Deted: Hj*{[tg

E SUPERIOR COURT

" PETER S, BUSCH

SFTALV RS T

[PROPOSEDT COMSENT JUDGMENT




