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Reuben Yeroushalmi, SB# 193981

Daniel D. Cho (SBN 105409)

Ben Yeroushalmi (SBN 232540) ORIGINAL EILED
YEROUSHALMI & ASSOCIATES '

9100 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 610E

Beverly Hills, CA 90212 AUG 3 02010

Telephone: (310) 623-1926 .

Facsimile: (310) 623-1930 LOS mivGaELES
SUPERIOR COURT

Attorneys for Plaintiff
CONSUMER ADVOCACY GROUP, INC.

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

CONSUMER ADVOCACY GROUP, INC,, in CASE NO. BC 425417
the public interest,
- * ORDER APPROVING
Plaintiff, STIPULATED CONSENT JUDGMENT
BETWEEN CONSUMER ADVOCACY
V. GROUP, INC. AND LIL’ DRUG STORE
PRODUCTS, INC.

LIL’ DRUG STORE PRODUCTS, INC., AN
Iowa corporation, and DOES 1 to 20, ([Proposed] Consent Judgment is being filed

concurrently herewith)

Defendant.
Hearing Date: August 26, 2010
Hearing Time: 8:30 a.m.
Hearing Place: Department 74

Complaint filed: November 5, 2009

TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD:

On August 26, 2010 at 8:30 a.m., the Honorable Judge Teresa Sanchez-Gordon heard the
Motion for Judicial Approval of Consent Judgment Between Consumer Advocacy Group, -Inc.
(“Plaintiff”) and Lil’ Drug Store Products, Inc. (“Defendant™). Peter T. Sato appeared personally on
behalf of Plaintiff Consumer Advocacy Group, Inc. James A. Geocaris appeared personally on
behalf of Defendant Lil’ Drug Store Products, Inc. The Court, having considered the documents filed
in connection with this matter and the arguments of counsel, has arrived at the following conclusions

and SO ORDERS:

1

[PROPOSED] ORDER APPROVING STIPULATED CONSENT JUDGMENT BETWEEN CONSUMER
ADVOCACY GROUP, INC. AND LIL’ DRUG STORE PRODUCTS, INC.
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Dated:

The Court grants the Motion for Judicial Approval of Consent Judgment Between Plaintiff
and Defendant in its entirety pursuant to California Health and Safety Code section 25249.7,
subdivision (f)(4).
The Court approves tkie [Proposed] Stipulated Consent Judgment, which Plaintiff and
Defendant have submitted to this Court for approval pursuant to Proposition 65 (Cal. Health
& Safety Code §§25249.5, et seq.) after making the following findings:

i The Court finds that the warnings to be given are clear and reasonable;

ii. The attorneys’ fees are reasonable; and

iii. The settlement payment in lieu of civil penalties is reasonable.
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The Honorable Teresa Sanchez-Gordon
Judge of the Superior Court

TERESA SANCHEZ-GORDOMN
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[PROPOSED] ORDER APPROVING STIPULATED CONSENT JUDGMENT BETWEEN CONSUMER
ADVOCACY GROUP, INC. AND LIL’ DRUG STORE PRODUCTS, INC.




