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L. INTRODUCTION

1.1 On or about August 31, 2010, Plaintiff David Steinman (“Plaintiff”) as a private attorney
general and in the public interest filed a Complaint for Injunctive and Declaratory Relief and
Civil Penalties against Defendant The Procter & Gamble D’isﬁ*ibul_:ing LLC (“Procter &
Gamble”). The Complaint alleges that Procter & Gamble violated Health and Safety Code
section 25249.6 of the Safe Drinking Water and Toxic Enforcement Act of 1986 (also known as
“Proposition 65,”) through the sale of the hair care product undér the name Pantene Pro V Nature

Fusion Shampoo (“Covered Product”) by failing to provide a clear and reasonable warning.

%
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1.2 The Complaint is based on allegations contained in a Notice of Violation dated August
31, 2010 served on the California Attc;mey General, other public enforcers and Procter &
Gamble. A true and correct copy of the Notices of Violation is attached hereto as Exhibit A.
1.3 Plaintiff David Steinman is an individual interested in the enforcement of Proposition
65. _ _

.l 4 Defendant Procter & Gamble is a business entity that elhploys ten or more persons in.
the course of doing business for purposes of Proposition 65. |

L5 The Parties enter into this Consent Judgment in order to achieve a full settlement of
disputed claims between the Parties as alleged in the Complaint for the purpose of avoiding
prolonged and expensive litigation. Plaintiff David Steinman has diligently prosecuted this
matter and is settling this case in the public interest.

1.6 Procter & Gamble denies the material factual and legal allegations contained in
Plainﬁﬁ’s August 31, 2010 Notice of Violation and Complaint and maintains that the Covered
Product that Procter & Gamble has manufactured, distributed or offered for sale or use in
Catifornia have been and are in compﬁance with all laws, including Proposition 65. Nothing in
this Consent Judgment shall be construed as an admission by Procter & Gamble of any fact,
issue of law or violation of law, nor shall compliance with this Consent Judgment constitute or
be cogstrued as an admission by Procter & Gamble of any fact, issue of law or violation of law,
at any time, for any purpose. Nothing in this Consent J udgment shall prejudice, waive or impair
any right, remedy or defense that Procter & Gamble may have in any other or further legal
proceedings. Nothing in this Consent Judgment or any document referred to herein, shall be
construed as giving rise to any presumption or inferenée of admission or concession

by Procter & Gamble as to any fault, wrongdoing or liability whatsoever.
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II. JURISDICTION AND VENUE
e _ :
2.1 For purposes of this Consent Judgment only, the Parties stipulate that this Court has

jurisdiction over the subject matter of this action and personal jurisdiction over the allegatlons of
violation contained i in the Notice of Violation and Complaint and personal jurisdiction over the .
Parties as to the facts-alleged in the Complamt that venue is proper in this Court, and that this

Court has jurisdiction to enter a Consent Judgment pursuant to the tertns set forth herem

IIl. INJUNCTIVE RELIEF -REFORMULATION AND TESTING
X

3.1 Reformulation of Covered Products

3.1.1 Asof January 1, 201 1, Procter & Gamble shall not manufacture for sale in .
California and for sale to a third party for retail sale in California any Covered Product that
contains more than 10 ppm of 1,4-dioxane, allowing for normal analytlcal variability as defined
by the quality control methodology set forth in Exhibit B. To the extent Procter & Gamble is in
compliance with the obligations imposed by Sections 3.2 and 3.3 of this Consent Judgment, no
Proposition 65 warning shall be required, except as specified therein.

. 3.2 Clear and Reasonable Warning

3 2 1 In the event that Procter & Gamble obtains mformatlon, through a source other
than the testing set out in section 3. 3 of this Consent Judgment, that one or more lots of Covered
Products manufactured afier January 1, 2011, for sale in California or for distribution to a third
party for retail sale in California contains more than 10 pom of 1, 4-dioxane, Procter & Gamble
shall have thirty (30) days after receipt of the data, product specifications including product lot
code information, and analysis substantxatmg such levels in which to verify such information.
Heremafter, this date shall be referred to as the “verification date.” If the information is

demonstrated o be accurate, through te_sting following the protocol specified in Exhibit B,
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Procter & Gambile shall take steps to ensure that further production lots of the Covered ?roduct
contain nb more than 10 ppm of 1, 4-dioxane, allowing for normal analytical variability as
defined by thc quality control me_thoiiology set forth in Exhibit B. IfProctcr & Gamble cannot,
within ninety (9 0) days of the verification date, ensure that the Covered Product contéins no
more than 10 ppm of 1,4-dioxane, allowing for normal analytical variability as defined by the
quality control methodology set férth in Exhibit B, then within 120 days of the verification date,
Procter & Gamble may elect either to discontinue the distribution for sale in California of that
specific product or to provide a clear and reasonable warning on any such lotsin Procter &
Gamble’s possession which are intended for sale within California with the following language:
“WARNING: This product contains a chemicé_l known to the State of California to cause
cancer.” |
In the event that this warning is required, the warning shall be prominently aﬁxed to or
printed on the container, cap, label or unit package of the Covered Product so as to be clearly
conspicuous, as comparéd with other statements or designs on the label as to render it likely to be
read and understood by an ordinary purchaser or user of the product.
3.3 Testing | |

3.3.1 Commencing no Iﬁter than thirty (30) days after thé Notice of Entry of Judgment is
served on Prbcter & Gamb'le,. the company shall undertake testing of the Covered Product.
Procter & Gamble shall, on a quarterly basis, randomly sclect at least three (3) samples of the
- Covered Products for testing to conﬁrm that the Covered Product conforms to the reformulation
standard set out in section 3.1. If any sample yields a test result of greater than 10 ppm of 1,4~
dioxane, then Proctér & Gamble will retest the §ame product in duplicate.to determine the impact

of normal analytical variability, and Procter & Gamble will also test two (2) additional
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fifteen (1 5) business days of receiving the Notlce of Entry of Consent Judgment. Said payments
shall be for the following;

A, $7,500.00 as civil penalnes payable to the California Office of Environmental Health Hazard
Assessment (“OEHHA™) and $2,500.00 payable to Freedom Press pursuant to Health & Safety
Code Section 25249.12. Upon receiving Procter & Gamble’s civil penalty, plamtlff’s counse]

shall provide Procter & Gamble with a copy of the transmittal letter of the funds sent by
Freedom Press to OEHHA

B. $29,238.00 payable to Freedorn Press which includes:
i) activities directly related to the investigation and research of consumer products in the \
marketplace that may contain Proposition 65 listed chemicals, the purchasing, organizing and
Storage of these products, the testing of those products for 1,4-dioxane, formaldehyde, lead and
other toxic chemicals, research ; into altematwes to the use of toxic chenncals and the promotion
of those alternatives, the enforcement of Proposition 65 and post settlement activities including
organization expenses for press conferences, travel, and post-event activities; and
if) reimbursement of out of pocket expenses of $282 00 . The Tax Identification No. for Freedom
Press is 95-4736088.
C. $10,762.00 payable to hriichae1 Freund as reimbursement of David Steinman’s attorney’s
fecs in the amount of $10,312.00 and for reimbursement of costs in the amount of $450.00.
Procter & Gamble’s payments shall be mailed to the Law Office of Michael Freund.
V. RELEASE AND CLAIMS COVERED

This Consent Judgment is a ﬁJll ﬁnal and bmdmg resolution and release between David
Steinman, acting in the public interest pursuant to Health & Safety Code Section 252497 (@)

and Procter & Gambie, and each of jts parents, subsidiaries, affiliates, divisions, subdivisions,
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distributors, wholesalers, customers, officers, directors, shareholders, employees, agents,

the handling, use or consumptlon of the Covered Product, or any other claim based on the facts
orconduct alleged in the Complamt as to such product. Procter & Gamble wauves any claims
against David Stemma.n, his agents, Tepresentatives employees, attorneys, successors and
assigns and representatives (“the Releasees™) for all actions or statements made or undertaken by
the Releasees in the course of seeking enforcement of Proposition 65 in this Action.

It is the intention of the Parties to this release that, upon entry of this Congent Judgment by
the Court, this Consent Judgment shall be effective as a full and final accord and satlsfactlon and
Release of every released claim up to and including the date of entry of the Consent Judgment. In
furtherance of this intention, Plaintiff acknowledges that he is fam.iliar with California Civil
Code section 1542, which prevides as follows:

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

David Steinman, on his own behalf and on behalf of his past or current agents,
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representatives, employees, attorneys, successors and assigns, hereby waives and relinquishes al]

the foregoing, it is David Steinman’s intention hereby to fully, finally, compietely and forever

settle and release eaéh, ever_{r and all released claims, and that in furtherance of such intention,

VI. CONTINUING OBLIGATIONS
CONTINUING OBLIGATIONS

Nothing herein shall be construed as diminishing Procter & Gamble’s continuing obligations
to comply with Proposition 65, Furthér, in the event of any allegation of failure to comply, both

parties-shall use best efforts to resolve such differences prior to seeking judicial intervention.

VII. SEVERABILITY OF UNENFORCEABLE PROVISIONS
\

In the event that, after entry of this Consent Judgment in its entirety, any of the provisions
hereqf are subsequently held by a court to be unenforceable, the validity of the enforceable

provisions shall not he adversely affected.
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V. ENFORCEMENT OF CONSENT JUDGMENT
T eeeeesens 22 LONSENT JUDGMENT

David Steinman may, by motion or as otherwise provided for enforcement of Judgments, seek
| relief from this Superior Court of the State of California to enforce the terms and conditions
- contained in this Consent Judgment aﬁer its entry by the Court,
IX APPLICATION OF CONSENT JUDGMENT

This Consent Judgment entered by the Court shall apply to, be binding upoil and inure to the
benefit of Procter & Gamble, its parents, subsidiaries, affiliates, divisions, subdivisions, officers,
directors, shareholders, eniployees, agents, attorneys, suppliers, manufacturers, successors and
éssigns, and upon David Steinman on his own behalf and on behalf of the general pubhc and the

public interest, as well ag Mr. Steinman’s agents, representatlves, employees, attorneys,

Successors and assigns,

X. MODIFICATION OF CONSENT JUDGMENT

This Consent Tudgment entered by the Court may be modiﬁed only upon written agreement
of the Parties and upon entry of a modified Consent Judément by the Court thereon, or upon a
regularly noticed motion of any Party to the Consent Judgment as provided by law and upon
entry of a modified Congent Judgment by the Court.
XI. RETENTION OF JURISDICTION | |

This Court shall retain jurisdiction of this matter to enforce, modify or terminate the Consent
Judgment, . |
X11. AUTHORITY TO STIPULATE TO THIS CONSENT JUDGMENT

K

Each signatory to this Consent Judgment cerhﬁcs that he or she is fully authorized by the

Party he or she represents to enter into this Consent Judgment and to execute it on beha]f of the

party represented and legally to bind that party.
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XUI. COURT APPROVAL

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

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

XIV. EXECUTION IN COUNTERPARTS
ﬁ“-_-——_‘_—

This Consent Judgment may be executed in Counterparts and/or by facsimile, which taken

together shall be deemed to constitute one document,

XV. NOTICES

All notices required to E;e given to either Party to this Consent Judgment by the other shall be
sent, via either (a) ﬁrét—class, registered, certified mail, return receipt requested, (i) overnight
~ couriet, or (111) personal messenger to the following agents:
FOR DAVID STEINMAN;:

David Steinman
120 N. Topanga Canyon, Suite 107,
Topanga, CA 90290

Michael Bruce Freund

Law Offices of Michael Freund

1915 Addison Street Berkeley, CA 94704
Telephone: (510) 540-1992

Facsimile: (510) 540-5543

FOR THE PROCTER & GAMBLE LLC;

Joseph P. Suarez

The Procter and Gamble Company
. Legal Division, $9-115 GO

299 E. Sixth Street

Cincinnati, OH 45202

Carolyn Collins

NIXON PEABODY LLP

One Embarcadero Center, 18th Floor -
San Francisco, CA 9411 1-3600
Telephone: (415) 984-8200
Facsimile: (415) 984-9300
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XVI. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

David Steinman agrees to comply with the reporting form requirements referenced in
California Health & Safety Code §25249.7(6) B
XVIL GOVERN]NG LAW

The validity, construction and performance of this Conscnt Judgment shall be governed by
the Iaws of the State of California.
XVIIL DRAFTING

The terms of this Consent .Iudgme-nt have been reﬁewed by the respective couﬁsel 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 thereon_, the terms and provisions shall not be
construed against either Paﬁy. :
XIX. GOOD FAITH ATTEMPT TO RESOLVE DISPUTES

In the event a diépute atises with respect to either party’s compliance with the terms of this
Consent Judgment entered by the Court, the Parties shall meet eithér in person or by telephone
and endcavof to resolve the dispute in an amicable manner. No action or motion may be filed in
the absence of such a good faith attempt to resolve the dispute beforehand. In the evenf an action
or motion is filed, however, the prevailing party may seek té r¢cover costs and reasonable
attorney’s fees. Asused in the precediné sentence, the term “prevailing party” means a party
who is successful in obtazmng relief more favorable to it than the rehef that the other party was
amenable to providing durmg the parties’ good falth attempt to resolve the dispute that is the

subject of such enforcement action.
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XX. ENTIRE AGREEMENT

This Consent Judgment contains the sole and entire agreeﬁent and understanding of the
Parties with respect to the entire subject matter hereof, and any Iand all prior discussions, f
negotiations, commitments and ﬁndemtandings related heréto. No repi‘esentatiqns, oral or
otherwise, express or implied, other than those contained herein have been mads by any party
hereto. No other agreements not specifically referred to herein, oral or otherwise, shall be deemed

to exist or to bind any of the Parties,

XXI1. REQUEST FOR FINDINGS, APPROVAL OF SETTLEMENT AND ENTRY OF
CONSENT JUDGMENT '

This settlement has come before the Court upon the request of the Parties. The Parties request
the Court to fully review this settlement and, being fully informed regardi'ng the matters which are
the subject of this action, to: | |
(1) Find that the terms and provisions of this Consent Judgment represent a fair and
equitable settlement of ali matters raiged by the allegations of the Complaint, that the matter has
been diligently prosecuted, and that the Public interest is served by such settlement; and
(2) Make the findings pursuant to Healr.h & Safety Code § 25249,7 .(t) (4), approve the
Settlement and approve this Consent Judginent.

IT IS 8O STIPULATED: GAMBLEDISTRIBUTING LLC
Dated: . /4

—Steven W. Miller o
The Procter & Gamble Distributing LLC
Vice President and Assistant Secretary

Dated: ' . 2011

David Steinman
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. Parties with respect to the entize subject matter hereof, and aﬁy and all prior discussions.
fegotiations, commitments and understandings related hereto. No representations, oral o
otherwiss, express or implied, other than those contajned hereinha.ve been made by any party
hereto, No other agreements not specifically mferted to herein, oral or otherwise, shall be
desmed to extat or to bmd any ofthe Parties,

the Court to fuuy review this settlement and, being fully mfonned regarding the matters which
are the subject of this action, to

(1) Find that the terms and provisions of this Consent Judgment represent a fair and
.Wu.ltable settlement of all matters raised by the allegations of the Complaint, that the matter has
been diligently Prosecuted, and that the public interest is aerved by such settlement; and
(2) Make the findings pursnant to Health & Safety Code § 25249.7 (£) (4), approve the
Settlement and approve this Consent Judgment.

ITIS SO STIPULATED:I THE PROCTER & GAMBLE DISTRIBUTING LLC
Dated; _ 2011
E.J. Wunsch
The Procter & Gamble Distributing LLC
~ Vice President and Secretary
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APPROVED AS TO FORM: _

Dated: M 27 2011

Dated: ﬂﬂf!’ RG- , 2011

IT IS SO ORDERED:
Dated: //(&}q [2Z_,2011

| NIXZ PEABODYLLP

Carolyn Collin§
Attomey for Defendant
The Procter & Gamble Distributing LLC

LAW OFFICE OF MICHAEL FREUND

Michael Freund
Attorney for Plaintiff
David Steinman

it g,
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CERTIFICATE OF MERTT
Health and Safety Code Section 25249.7 (d)
I, Michael Freund hereby declage:

is alleged that the party identified in the Notice has violated Health ang Safety Code Section
25249.6 by failing to provide clear and reasonabe wamings, |
2. Iamthe atiorney for the noticing party David Steinman, M. Steinman is a committed

4. Based 0n my consultation with an ei:perieneed scientist in this field, the results of laboratory
. testing, a5 well as the published studies op 1,4-dioxane, it is clear that there js sufficient evidence

that human exposures exist flom exposure io the product from the noticed party. Furthermore, as



Dated; August 31, 2010 : .
 Michael Fremnd
Attorney for David Steinman




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
 Tam a citizen of the United States and 5 resident of the County of Alameda. 1 am
over the age of eighteen years and not a party to the Within-entiﬂed action; my
business address is 1915 Addison Street, Berkeley, California 94704, On August 31,
20101 served the within: |

- Notice of Violation and Certificate of Merit (Supporﬁﬁg documentation pursuant to
11 CCR section 3102 sent to Attorney General only)

on the parties in said action, by placing a true copy thereof enclosed in 2 seated
envelope with postage thereon fully prepaid, in the United. States Post Office mail
box in Om Califom_ié to said parties addressed as follows:
See Attached Service List
L Michacl Freund, declare under penslty of perjury that the foregoing is true and
Executed on August 31, 2010 atBérlgeley, Califomnia.

N~

Michael Freund




- Distrct Attorney of Alameds County
1225 Fallon Strest, Room gop -

- District Attorney of Colusa County
547 Market Street

Colusa, CA $5032

Jistrict Atomey of Contra Costa
‘Qunty
- 27 Ferry Street

fartinez, CA 04583

)lsimtAttomey of Alpine County
- OBox248 '
' ﬂaf’klaeville, CA 88120

-- Jistriet Attomey of D Noite County
. 160 H Street, Ste 17
rescent City, CA 85631

Jistrict Attomey of Amador County
08 Court Street, # 202
- 8ckson, CA 95847 -

5 County Center Drive
-Jrovitle, CA 95065

Vistrict Attomey of Ei Dorade County

. 15 Main Street
lacerviile, CA 95687

Jistrict Attomey of Calaveras County
91 Mountain Ranch Road
an Andreas, CA 95249

Istrict Attomey of Frasno County
220 Tulare Street, # 1000
resno, CA 83721

District Attomey of Glenn County
POBox430 = .
Willows, CA 85988

Distriot Attomey 6f Kings Gounty -

- 1400 West Lacay
- Hanford, CA 83238

DismétAﬁomey"of Lake Couhty
255 N. Forbes Strest
Lakeport, CA 95453

District Atiomey of Humboldt County
825 5™ Street .
Eureka, CA 95501

District Attorney of Imperia County

. 939 Main Street

Ef Centro, CA 82243

blshict Attomney of Lassen County
220 8. Lassen St, Ste 8
Susanvilie, CA 86130

Districtﬁtbomey ofinyo Cbunty
PO Drawer D |
Independence, CA 93526

District Aftomey of Las Angeles County
210 W. Temple Street, Room 345
Los Angeles, CA 80012 '

District Attomey of Madera County
209 West Yosemite Ave,
Madera, CA 93637

District Attomney of Kern County
1215 Truxtun Ave,
Bakersﬁeu, CA 93301

- District Attoney of Mong County

PO Box 817
‘E_Iridgeport, CA 93517

District Attorney of Mariposa County

- PO Box 730

Meriposa, CA 95338

District Attbmay of Monterey County
230 Church Street, Bdg. 2
Salinas, CA 93901

Dish'ict Attornay of Mendosino County

-PO Box 1000

Ukiah, CA 985482

District Attomey of Napa County
231 Parkway Maii
Napa, CA 84559

District Attomey of Merced County
2222 WP Street
Merced, CA 95340

~ District Attomey of Nevada County

110 Union Street

. Nevada City, CA 059508.2503

District Aﬁbrney of Orange County
401 Civic Center Drive West
Santa Ana, CA 92701

District Attorney of Modoe County
204 8. Court Street
Alturas, CA 961014020



- Dittrict Attomey of Placer County
2501 North Lake Bivg,
* Tahoe Clty, CA 08145

" Ditrict Afioiney of San Bemanding Cty
316 N. Mountaln View Ave.
8an Bemardino, CA 82418

: District Attormiey of Plumas County
: 520-Main Strest, Room 404
Quiney, CA 95974

District Attomey of San Disgo County
. 330 West Broadway, Suite 1220
- San Diego, 92101

Diﬁﬁict_ Attomey of Riverside County
- 4075 Main Street ' -
‘Riverside, CA 892501

'- District Attorney of San Francisco
County -

850 Bryant Strest, Room 326 -

San Franciseo, CA 84103

District Attorney of Sacramento County
801 *G* Strest '
Sacramento, CA 85814

District Attomey of San Joaquin County
PO Box 980 -
Sﬁocl@n. CA 85201

' District atiomey of San Luis Obispo
- County

1050 Monterey St, Room 450
San Luis Oblspo, CA 53405

District Attorney of San Benito County

419 Fourth Strest, 2" Fioor
“Hollister, CA 88023

. 400 County Cfr,, 3" Floo

District Attomey of San Mateo County

Redwood Ciy, CA 94063

District Attomey of Siera County
Courthouse, PO Box 457 :
Donleville, CA 95938

DWAﬂDrney of Santa Barbarg
County
1105 Santa Barbara Street

 Santa Barbara, 83101

District Attorney of Siskiyoy County
PO Box 986
Yreka, CA 98097

Distiict Attomey of Solano County
675 Texss Street, Sutte 4500
Fairfield, CA 84533

DistrictAﬂnmyofSanta Clarz County

70 West Hedding Street, West Wing
San Jose, CA 95110

DlétrictA&omey of Santa Cruz County

. 701 Oceen Street, Room 200
Santa Cruz, CA 85080

1525 Court Street, Thirg Floor
Redding; CA 96001-1832

District At&:mey of Stanislays County

800 11" StreetRoom 200

PO .Box 442 _
-‘Modesto, CA'85353

Distnct Attorney of Sutte'r County

448 Second Street

Yuba City, CA 85591

District Attorney of Ventura County

- 800 South Victoria Ave.

Ventura, CA 93008

District Attomey of Tehama County
PO Box 519

Red Bluff, CA 96080

Dlst:ic_t,Atbomey of Yolo County
301 Second Street
Woodland. CA 95895

District Attomey of Trinity County
PO Box 310

11 Court Street

Weavenville, CA 95093

District Attorney of Yuba County
216 Fifth Street

~ Marysvills, CA 95801

District Atoney of Tulare County
221 8. Mooney Ave., Room 224

© Visalia, CA 83201

District Attomey of Tuclumne County
423 No. Washington Strest
Sonora, CA 85370 % -

San Jose City Attomey’s Office
200 East Santa Clara Street .
8an Jose, CA 95113

Los Angeles City Attomey’s Office
800 City Hall Bast _
200 N. Main Street

Los Angeles, CA 80012



" San Diago City Attomey’s Office
. 1200 3° Ave. # 1620 .
 San Diego, CA 92101

- San Francisco City Attomey’s Office
- Gity Hall, Roam 234
" ‘8an Francisco, CA 84102

California Attomey Generals Office
Atin: Proposition 85 Coordinator
1515 Clay Street, Sulte 2000

PO Box 70550

- Oakiand, CA 84612

. Alan Lafley, cgo

The Procter and Gamble
Distributing 13c

Procter & Gamble Plaza
Cincinnati, og 45202



EXHIBIT B
PROTOCOL

Summa_;z of Method:

An aliquot of sample (~1 g) is accurately weighed into a vial with 5 ml, water and one gram of
sodium sulfate. Internal standard (5 upg 1.4-Dioxane-d8) is added. The vial is capped and heated

GCMS Conditions

Instrument: Agilent 5973N

Column: 25 m x 0.20 mm HP-624, 1.12 micron film _

Column Temp: 40 ¢ (bold 3 min) to 100 *C g 10 °*C/min, then to 180 C at 25 *C/min (hold
Smin)

Injector Temp: 220 ¢

Mass Range: Selected jon monitoring: masses 43, 58 and 88 (dioxane): 64 and 96 (dioxane-d8);
1.72 cycles per second

Quality control shall include at 2 minimum

1. Calibration using a blank and 4 standards over the range of 0.5 to 10 micrograms of 1,4-
dioxane with a regression fit R squared >(.995. _

2. A method blank analyzed just prior to the samples must be free of 1,4-dioxane (<1 ppm)

3. Continuing calibration standards should be analyzed after every 10or fewer samples, and the
Tesult must be within 10% of the initial calibration. -

4. With each batch of 20 or fewer samples, one of the samples must be analyzed in duplicate and
as a spiked sample. QC Jimits for duplicates which exceed 5 PPm is <25% relative percent
difference. QC limits for spiked samples is 75-125% recovery when the amount spiked is greater
than or equal to the background in the unspiked sample, '
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