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Stephen Lire, Esq., (CSB# 188241)
LAW OFFICES OF STEPHEN TTRE, PC
1518 Six th  Avenue
San Diego. CA 92101
Telephone: 619-235-5400
Facsimile: 619 -235 -5404

.4 t t o r n ey's .fo r P I ai n t if.f. l.faur e e n P ar ke r

MAUREENPARKER,

Plaintiff

F .,rj* or '* lupcrr., jn D

DEC o 7 ?Bt?
By: ff. trNDSEy-C0OpEB, DepW

-**T 'ii ''lt piii ?t*i!t

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORI..{IA

COLTNTY OF SAN DIEGO

LINLINIITED CIVIL JURISDICTI OI\

CASE NO.:
37 -2012-000960 I g-CU-NP -CTL

P*e)StDl ORDER APPROVTNG
STIPULATION AI{D ORDER RE:
CONSENT JUDGMENT

''IMAGED FILE''

Date: Decemb er 7 r 20Lz
Time: 08:30AM
Dept. C-65

THE CclfMas COMPANY, rNC.
K.MART CORPORATION
and DOES I - 25 INCLUSIVE

Defendant.

) Judge: Hon. Joan M. Lewis

) Action Filed: April 23,2012
)

Plaintitf, Maureen Parker and Defendants, The Coleman Company, Inc. having

agreed through their respective counsel that judgment be entered pursuant to the terms of the

Stipulation and Order Re: Consent Judgment entered into by the parties, and attached to the

Judgment pursuant to the terms of the Stipulation and Order Re: Consent Judgment as Exhibit

After consideration of the papers submitted and arguments presented, the Court finds that the

IPROPOSTDI ORDER APPROVI\ t IG STIPULATION AND ORDER RE: CONSENT JUDGMENT
I
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settlement agreement set out in the attached Consent Judgment meets the criteria established by

Health & Safetv Code \25219.7. in that:

a) the health hazard u-arning required by the Stipulation and

Jtrdgment complies r,vith Health & Safety Code $252a9.7;

b) the reimbursement of fees and costs to be paid pursuant to

Stipulation and Order Re: Consent Judgment is reasonable

la'uv: and

Order Re: Consent

the parties'

under California

c) the civil penaltl' amount to be paid pursuant to the parties' Stipuiation and

Order Re: Consent Judsment is reasonable

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJLTDGED Al{D DECREED that pursuant to Code of Civil

Procedure$664.6. judgment is entered in accordance r.vith the Consent Judgment attached hereto

as Erh ib i t  1 .

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated:

/
i

tf'1
i- .qy'l/ '

JU
t.

tpRoposEDl oRDER APPROVING STIPULATION AND ORDER RE:
2

E oF rHE seru nrEco"m$ffidFW$unr

CONSENT JUDGMENT



EXHIBIT 1



i

2

J

/1+

J

6

,1

6

\ t

l 0

il

T 2

t -
I J

l 4

t 5

t 0

1 7

1 8

r 9

20

2 1

22

1 ' l
L J

1 A

2 5

2 6

21

2 8

STEPHEN URE, ESQ,
LAW OFFICES OF STEPHEN URE. PC
1518 Sixth Avenue
San Dicgo, CA 92101
Telephone: 6 I 9-23 5 -5400

Attorncys for Plaintiff, lvlaureen Parker

\,IALREEN PARKER.

THE COLE]\4AN CON{P;\NY, INC.

Defendant.

SUPER]OR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

Case No: 3 7 -2Al 2-000960 I 9-CU-NP-C]'L

Plaintiff,
L|NLIMITED JUR i S DICTION

STIPULATTON RE ENTRY OF
CONSENT JUDGMENT AS TO
THE COLEMAI{ COMPANY. I}{C.

Complaint Filed: April 23,2012

Judge: Honorablc Joan M. Lewis

Dept. C-65

1
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l . TITRoDLICJIO_N

l. l  The Part ies

This Stipulatron and [Proposed] Order Re Consent Judgment ("Consent Judgnlent") is

hereb,v entered iuto b_v- and benrc,cn \{aureell Parker actrng on behalf of the public interest

(hereinafter,,parker") ancl The Colcman Company, Inc., (hereinafter o'Colemot"), with Parker

an,J Colenrall collectively referrcci to as the "Parties" ancl each of them as a "Pafi!'." Parker ls 2)n

rn,Jividual resiclilg i1 California rvho seeks to prcimote awarcness of exposures to toxic chemicais

and rmprov,e human health tr1, reciucLng or eljnrinatinghazardous substances containcd in

cons'rller prcrclucts. Cole man employs ten or more persons and is a person in the course of doing

business for purposes of Plopositron 65,Cal. Health & Safery Code $r\ 25249.6 et scq.

1.2 Al legat ionsandRepresentat ions

parker allegcs that Coleman has offered for sale in thc State of California and that

C.lcuran's customcrs. K-1,[art Corporation (' 'Krnart") arnong othcrs, have sold in Caiifonria.

r.r,histles containing lcacl, ancl that such sales have not been accolllpanied by Proposition 65

'u,arnings. Lead is irsteri under Proposition 65 as a chemical knor.l 'n to the State of California to

cause canccr and birth defects or other reproductive harm. Parker has cited LPC 076501904925

as a specihc cxample of the Colcman whistles that arc tire subject of her allegations.

For purposes of this Consenl Judgment ouly, Coleman rcpresents that: 1) L]PC 076501904925 is

marketed as a brass rvhistle itern manufactured for and distributed to Kmafl and otircrs by

Coleman. 2 ) Colcman ts an inclirect, r,vholly-ou,necl subsidiary of Jarden Corporation, and 3)

Coleman obtaincd resr results lrom an international third-parry laboratory in October 2010

indicating that the exemplar itern dicl not contain cletectable levels of lead and had no reason to

belreve that the i tem contained lcad unti l  receiving Parkcr 's test results in Decembcr 201 I '

parker rcpresents that her inclependent testing confirmed by two independent iaboratories

that leaii \\,as prcsent and accessiblc rn amounts that ivould expose users to lead in excess of the

allowable sal'e harbrlr nuruber frrr lead, 0.5 uglclay for reproductive toxiciry and for carcinogens

15 ug,dav oral, as cstablishecl by Califbrnia office of Envirrlruleutal Health Hazatd Assessment'

$ gs http' i rwrv\,. o ehha. ca. goViprop6 5 /pd flr2 0 l 2 s tatlrsReportJ une.pdf

ai#iil-; noN * aSnslJii rr-Ccn'rnr*i
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1.3 Product Descr ipt ion

The producrs that are covered by this Conscnt Judgment are defined as whistles containing

lead ii,l i ich are manufacttrred for and distributed by Colcman and sold by Krnart and othcr

retirilers in Califomra u,hether as standaloire items like [JPC 076501904925 or as parts of sets

containing othcr products jn addition to rvhistles. All such u,histles shali bc referred to herein as

the "Products. "

1.4 l io t icesofVio lat ion/Compla int

On rtr about August 22.2()1 1, Parkcr scn,ed Coleman, Krnart, and all public enfrrrcement

agencies ei igiblc to init iate Proposit ion 65 actions on behalf of the Peoplc of the State of

Califbmia \vlrh a docunrent entitied "60-Day Notice of Violation" (thc "Notice") that provjded

Cirlernan, Krrarr, aucl such public en{brccrs w'ith notrce that alieged that Coleman and Kmart

\\'cre in aiiegecl r'iolation of Proposjtion 65 for failing to rvarn consumers and customers that the

protlucts exposed usel's in California to iead. No public enforcer diligently prosecutcd the claims

thru:&iened in the Notice u'ithin sixry day's plus sen,icc time relative to the provision of the Notice

to tircm by Parker. such that Parker filed a complaint in thc matter as captioned above on March

5.  20 12 ( ' 'Compla int" . ; .

1.5 Stipulation as to Jurisdiction/No A.d$.il$igp

For purposes of this Consent Judgment only, the Parties stipulate that this Court has

jurisdictioll ovcr Coleman as to the allegations cotrtained in the complaint filed in this matter. that

\,'erlue is proper in the Count; of San Diego, and that this Court has junsdiction to approve, elttor,

and el'ersee the clforcement of this Consent Judgmetrt as a fulI and final binding resolution of a1l

clairns r,,. hich wcre or could have been raised in the Complaint based on the f'acts alleged therein

anr1, 'or in thc Notices.

Colcman ,Jenies thc'ntaterial allegations contained in Parkcr's Notice and Ccxnplaint and

naintains rhat it has not violatecl Proposition 65. Nothing in this Consent Judgment shall be

construed as an aclmission by Colenran of any fact, t-inding, issue of law, or violation of law; nor

sirall compliance rvith thrs Consent Judgmcnt constirute or be construed as an admission by

Colclran of an1, fact. finding, conclusion, issue of law, or violation of law, such being specifically

.  r .  r  -  r t ^

\ 1 - - i l l ) + l i

STIPULATION RE CONSEN]"T JLTDGMENI'
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dcnied bv Coleman. Horvever. this section shall not diminish or otherwise affect the obligatious,

responsibilities. and duties of Coleman under this Consent Judgment.

1.6 Effective Date

For purposes of this Consent Judgment, the term "Effective Date" shall mean the date this

Consent Judgment is cntered as a 3udgment of the Court.

For purposcs of this Consent Judgment, the term "Execution Date" shall lnean the datc

tlus Consent Judgmcnt is signed by all parties in Clause l2 below'

2. INJUIT{CTIVERELIEF:\YARNINGSAND,RHFQRIIUI-ATION

In a case alleging f'arlure to wam, a settlement that provides for the giving of a clear and

rcilsonable warnilg, r.vhere there had been no u'arning provided prior to the sixfy-day notice, for

an exposure that appcars to require a waming, is presumed to confer a significant benefit on the

public. If there is no evidencc of an exposure for which a warning plausibly is required; there is

no pi ibl ic benetl t ,  e\,en i f  awanring is given. I f  the rcl ief consists of rninorortechnical changes in

the lalguage, appearance, or location of a waming in a maruter that is not likcly to significantly

increase its visibility or effectivcness in communicating the rvarning to the exposed persons, there

ls no srgnificant public bene{rt. Where a settlernent sets forth a standard or fonnuia fbr when a

given procluct requircs a 'uvarning, supporting evidence should show that at least some of thc

producrs in controvcrsy in the action either are, or at some tinic were, above the warning level, or

the exrstelce of thc stanclard or fonnula itself may not establish the existence of apublic bcnefit-

cal .code Regs.,  r i t .  1 I  $ 3201(2) (b) (1).

2.1 Reformulation Option. The Products shall be dcemed to comply with

proposition 65 with rcgard to lead and be exempt from any Proposition 65 warning requircments

for lead if componcnts of the Proclucts from rvhich exposures to lead may arise, including solder

usecl in tire proclucts, meet the follorving criteria: (a) alloys from lvhich the components are made

shall have no iead as all intentionally-added constifuent; and, regardless of intent, (b) the alloy

from i,,.hich the comporlcllts are made and solder used in the Products shall have a iead content by

rveight of no ntore than 0.01 0,6 ( I 00 pzrrls per million, or " I 00 ppm") which complies rvith the

stricrest standard for lead in chiidren's iteins as established by the US Consumer Product Safety

s r - i l  i ) + i -
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Cornmission, See 16 CFR Pan 1500.90, and signif icantly reduces the iead content in the

Prodtrcts. lvhich Parker contends \4'erc in excess of 0. lon lead.

Coleman may'compl,v rvith the above requirements by relying on information obtained

from its suppliers. provided such rehance is in goocl faith, Obtairung test results showing that the

icad content is no nlore than 0.01?'0, using a method of sufficient sensitivity to estabfish a limit of

quantificariou (as distinguishcd from detection) of lcss than 100 ppm shall be deemed to establish

good taith reliance, providcd that Colernan does not receive later test results indicatrng that lead

ar. or r11 excess of. I 0[) ppm has been detected in a component of or solder used in the Products.

2.2 Warning Opt ion.

Pursuant to California Code of Regulations, trtLc 27 , - 25603 .2 (a), a Proposition 65

r'r'aming message nrusL inciudc the following languagc fbr consumer products that cotttain a

cleulcal klorvn to tire state to causc reproductive toxicity: "WARNING, This produot contains a

cherntcal knoun to the State of Califbnla to cause birth defects or other reproductive hann."

The Parties hereto agree that Products that do not meet thc spccitications set forth in

Sectiop 2.1 aboyc shal l  be acconiparr ied by a warning in compliance with $ 25603 .2, as described

above. The r.vanlng rcquirements shall apply only to: (1) Products that Colernan manufacftIres

or causes to be manulacturcd after the Effective Datc; and (2) Products manufactured. distributed,

marketed. sold or shipped for sale or use inside thc State of California. Wamings reqttircd

hcreunde r- 2.2 shall be providcd on the Products rvithin ten ( l0) days of Execution Date .

Where utilizeci as an altemative to meeting the cnteria set forth in Sectiott2.l, Coleman

shall provide rhe w.arning language set forth r,vith the unit package of the Product.s. Such warning

shali be prorlinently affired to or printed on each Product's label or package or, if not the labei or

package of each Prociuct, thcn dispiayed on box, bin, or shelf fiom which the Product is ofl'ered

tbr sale in Californla \\,ithin ten ( I 0) days of the Execution Date. If printed on the labcl itself. the

l,,,aming shall be containeci in tire same size font and santc section that states other safety

r,,arnings. if any. conceming thc use of tlie Product. If no other warnings are present then p'rrinted

in a conspicuous location and in same size font as other printcd rvords such to be noticed hy the

normal user of thc: product. Coleman may continue to utilize, on all ongoing basis, unit packaging

5

s'ilplriiiroi ni boxiir'r:i' nncH,mxr
sf--r I I 5-112
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contairling substantir,'e11, the samc Proposition 65 wamings as those set forth in herein. but onl,v

to t6e ertenr such packaging nraterials have aircady been printed within ninety clays follorving thc

Eifect ive Date

The Parties also rEoognize that the rcquirements set forth in sections2.2 above are not the

exclusiye metliocls of provrciurg a rvarning under Proposition 65 and its implcmenting reguiations

ancl that the1, ma1: or mav not bc appropriate in other circtlmstances.

If Propositron 65 u'arnings for lead or lead compounds should no longer be required,

Colcman shail hayc no firrther waming obligatiolls pursuaut to this Consent Judgment. Exc:ept as

pror rded in Section 2.1 above. in the event that Coieman ceascs to irnpiement or modif ies thc

u, 'amrngs requircd under this Consent Judgmcnt (because of a change in the law or otherwisc),

Coleman shali proyide u,ritten notice to Parker (through counsel) of its intent to do sri. and of the

basis for its intent, tro lcss than thrrty (30) days itl ad,,'ancc,

3.

\\ 'rth regarcl to all claims that have been raised or which could be raised r,vith respect to

faiiure to u,arn pursuant to Proposition 65 with regard to lead in the Products, Coleman shall pay

a ciyi l  pena1ry'of Si,00[) pursuant to Hcalth and Safefy Code section 25249.7(b), to be

apportioned in accorclance r.r'rth Califonria Health & Saftty Code $ 25 192, with 15% of thcse

funds relnitte,l to the State of Clalifomia's Otfice of Envirotlnental Health Hazard Assessmcnt

and the rL:mainlrlg 25?o of rhe penally remitted to Parker, as provided by Califoniia Healih &

Satety 'Cgcle: \  252-19.12(d)  and the inst ruct ions d i rect ly  bc low.

Coieman sSaii issue t.,r,o separate checks for the penalty payment: (a) one ctreck matlc

pay,able to ,,OEHHA'' (tar identillcatron number: 68-02844S6) in an atnouut representing 1Soft, af

thc tcrral penalt l , ' ( i ,e.,  5750.00); ancl (b) onc check in an amount representing25% of the total

penaltl. (i.e., 525t).00) made pavable drrectly to Parker. Colentan shail mail these payments

r.l.ith,rn fifteen cla.vs tollowing rhc Etfective Date. to the following addresses rcspectively,

prol,r,Jing a cop-v of its checks ancl transmittal letters tcl Parkcr's counsel at that tirne as well:

6

s"iPLr;iirin nr fousENf iu;e#i i
s i - 3 1 i 5 . i 1 2

PA\'I 'TENTS PURSUANTIO HEALTH & SAFETY CODE $2s249.7(b
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Proposrtron 65 Settiement Coordinator
Califbrnia Depafimcnt of .lustice
151 5 Clay Strcet ,  20" '  F loor
Oakland. CA 94612-1113

i\{aureen Parkcr
C;'O Larv Otfrces of StePhen LIre, PC
1518 Six th Avc.  San Diego,  CA 92141

4. LEIIIBURSEn{E}iT OF FEES AND COST$.

The parties reached an accord on thc compensation due to Parker and her counsel utrder

rhe privare attorney gellcral doctrine and pnnciples of contract larv. urtder these legal principles,

Colcman shail reinrbursc Parker's counsel for t'ees and costs. incurred as a result of investigating,

Lrringing this rnarter ro Colenian's attentiou, and negotiating a settletucnt in the public interest. A

collremporaneous record of counsel's tirne and expense dedicaled to prosecuting this oase is

attachccl i1 suppoft o f the fecs herein. Such fees are proper and reasonable under the private

attorncy general doctnne. Colcrnan shal l  pay Parker's counsel $31,500.00 for al l  attomeys' fees.

expel1 and investigation fees, and related costs associatcd u,ith this matter and thc Notice.

floleman shalj u,ire said nronies to the "Law Offices of Stephen Ure, PC. Trust Account" (tax

identificatiol numbcr .12- 1641613). Thc Law Offices of Stephcn Ure. PC. will provide Coleman

r,r,ith r,l'ire instrrrcrion ancl tax iclentification informatioti ou or bcfbrc the Etfective Date' Othcr

than the pa),nlent rcquired hereunder, each side is to bear ils olvn attorneys' fees attd costs.

5.  RELEASE OF ALL CLAIMS

5.1 Release of Colernan and Dorvnstrg,q.m 9J,9,fp,nl-erq

parker. op behalf of herself ancl in thc public interest. releases Colcman and each of its

dorvtrstream distributors, u,holesalers. liccnsors, licensees, auctioneers, retailers (includillg' but

pot limited tt'r, Krnart), fianchisees, dealcrs, custonters, owners. purchasers, Llsers, parent

cornpanres. corpo;ate affil iates, sribsidiaries, and their respective officers, directors, attorneys,

rcprcsentatives, sharehoiders, agents, and empioyees, and sister and parcnt entities (collectiveiy

.,Rclcasees",1 tiom all ciaims for violations of Proposition 65 up tluough the Effective Date based

on exposure to leaci from thc Products as set forth in her Notice of Violation. Compliance with

the terms of this Consent Juclgmcnt constifutes compliance rvith Proposition 65 witlt respoct to

i
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exposures to lead kom the Products.

In addition to the foregoing, Parker, on behalf of hcrsell her past and culrent agcnts,

representativcs. attorneys, and successors and/or assignees. and noi tn her representative capacify,

hcrcby rvaives all nglits to instirute or par-ticipate in. directly or indirectly, any form of legal

action and releases arly othcr Claims that she could make against Coleman or its Releasees arising

up to the Effective Datc rvitir respect to violations of Proposition 65 based uporl the Products.

With respect to the forcgoing rvaivers and rcieases in this paragraph, Parker hereby specifically

w'aivcs any and all rights ancl beneiits which shc now has. or in the future may have, conferred by

rirruc of the provisions of Scction 15.12 of thc Cali fbrniaCivi l  Code, whichprovides as fol lows:

A GENEfu\L RELEASE DOES NOT EXTEND TO
CLz\lMS WHICH THE CREDITOR DOES NOT KhIOW OR
STJSPECT TO EXIST IN HIS FAVOR AT THE TIME OF
EXECUTING THE RELEASE, WHICH IF KNOW{ BY
HIM MUST F{AVE MATERIALLY AFFECTED HIS
SETTLEMENT WITH THE DEBTOR.

5.2 Colcman's Release of Parker

Coleman waives any and all claims agairist Parker, her attomeys and other representatil 'es,

frrr an1, and ail actions taken or staternents tnade (or those that could have been taken or rnade) by

Parker and hcr attornevs and othcr representatives. rvhethcr in the course of investigating ciaims

or otherr,visc sceking enforcement of Proposition 65 against it in this matter, and/or with respect

to the Products.

6. SEVERABILIT\ 'AND NIERGER

lf, subscquent to the e.recution of this Conseut Judgment, any of the provisions of this

dtrcurnent are held by a court to bc unenforceable, the validity of the enfclrceable prov.isions

rernaining shall not be adversely atl-ected.

This Consent Judgment contains the sole and cntire agreement of the Partics and any and

ali pnor negoriations and understandurgs reiated hereto shall be deemed to have been mcrgcd

q.,ithin jt. No reprcsentations or terms of agreement other than those contained herein exist or

have been made by an;, Parr:- with respect to the other Parly or the subject matter hereof.

s 1 - i i  l 5 ; 1 1 2
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7. GO\-ERNING LAW

The terms of this Consent Judgment shall be governed by the laws of the State of

California and appl), within the Statc of Califomia. Compliance with the tenns of this Consent

Judgment resoh,'es anf issue, now or in the future, rvith the requiretnents of Proposition 65 with

respec.t to alleged exposures to lead arising from the Products. Irt the event that Proposition 65 is

repealed err rs othen,isc rendered inapplicable by reason of lar.v generally. or as to the Products,

the,n Colernan shall provide r.vritten notice to Parker of any asserted change in thc larv. and shall

har. e no fi"rnher obiigations pursuant to this Conscnt Judgment with re specl to, and to thc c'xtent

that. the Products are sLr atlected.

8. ) ' IOTICES

Unless specificd herein, all correspondcnce and notices required to be providcd pursuant

ro rhis Consent Judgrnent shall be in rvriting and personally delivered or sent by: (i) hrst-class,

(registered or certified maii) rcfurn receipt requested; or (ii) overnight courier on any parfy by the

other part,v at the follovi ing addrcsses:

For  Co le lnan:

\ ' {arc P. Clements
\"ice- Presidctrt, Liti gation
21ll  East 37th Street N
wichita. KS 67219

\\'ith a copl' to

Wrl l iam F, Tarantino. Esq.
Iv{orrisort & Focrster LLP
425 \'larket Street
San Francisco, Cahfbrnia 94105

and

For Parker:

Stephen Lire
Lau, Offices of Stephen [Jre, PC.
1518  S ix th  Avenue
San Dieeo.  Cal i forn ia 92i01

iirptnailoN Rr 43l.;;* nrcrunxr
st--3 i 15'1i 2
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Any' parn. tiom timc to time. may specify in u,riting to the other parfy a change of address to

r,r,,hich all notrces and other communications shall be sent.

9. COUNTERPARTS: FACSIN,IILE SIGNATURES

This Consent Judgment mai; be executed in counterparts and by facsimile, eacir of i.vhich

shall be dccmcd an onginai. and all of rvhich, when taken togcthcr, shall constifute one and the

salne documcnt .

10. ('o\'lPLl,L\^('lr \\' l l ' l I.-HPALTH *-S-AJ,ETY 99pn S,2s]'!,q-.7{ f')

Parker agrccs to comply rvith the requirernents set lorth in Califomia Health & Safety

Cocle 515219.7(t) and to pronlptly bring a motion for approvai of this Consent Jr.rdgrnent.

Coleman agrccs tt'r cooperate r,vjth Parker and support Parkcr's motion for approval.

In thc cvent the Court does not grant Parker's motion fbr approval of or enter this

Consent ,ludgmenr w'ithrn one (1) year after it has been fully"executed by the pafties, the parties

shali meet and confer as tc (and jointly' agree on) whether to modily the language or appeal the

rulrng. If the parries do not .lointly agree on a course of action to take, then thc casc shail proceed

in its normal course on the tnai court's calendar and Parker's counsel shall relund Colcmart the

fraynlent provided pursuant paragraph ,1 in ftil l w'ithin thirty (30) days of Coleman providlng

\\ ' l t t icn not iae therer-, f .

I1 .  } IODIFICA TION

Ttus Consent Judgrnent may be modificd only by ftlrther stipulation of the Parties and the

approval of the Courl or Lrpon the granting of a motion brought to the Court by either Party-

72. AUTHORIZATION

Thc undersigned are authorized to erecute thrs Consent Judgment on behalf of their

respeciivc Parties and har,'e read. understood and agrce to all of the terms and condttions of this

docuurctrt.

1 0
iin u; frry RE collsaxi JLtDG,irENf 
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APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Dated:  October  16-2012

Dated: October 16. 2012

TT IS HEREBY SO STIPULATED:

AGREED TO:

Date:

IVIAUREEN PARKER

IvIORRISONI d{ FOERSTER LLP

Il)',--
wiih"i F, f#i;;t*"*
Attorneys for Defendant,
THE COLEViAN COMPANY. INC.

LAW OFFICES OF STEPHEN URE,. PC

Stephen Ure, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff,
MAUREEN PARKER

AGREED TO:

Date:

CofuAffi,rr.IC
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