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ROSE, KLEIN & MARIASLLP

DAVID A. ROSEN (State Bar No. 101287)
d.rosen@rkmlaw.net

801 S. Grand Avenue, 11™ Floor

Los Angeles, California 90017-4645

(213) 626-0571 :

(213) 623-7755 Fax

Attorneys for Plaintiff, Environmental Research
Center, A California non-profit Corporation

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS AN GELES,V CENTRAL DISTRICT

ENVIRONMENTAL RESEARCH CENTER, | Case No. BC 526478
A California non-profit Corporation, '
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT
Plaintiff,
Date:  July 21,2014
vs. ’ Time: 8:30 am.
TAO OF WELLNESS, a California Assigned for All Purposes to:
Corporation, et al., Hon. Richard L. Fruin, Dept. 15
Defendant. Action Filed: November 1, 2013

TO ALL DEFENDANTS AND THEIR ATTORNEY OF RECORD
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on July 21, 2014, judgment was entered in the
above entitled action between plaintiff and defendants, TAO of Wellness, et al.. A true and

correct copy of the Judgment is attached hereto as Exhibit A.
DATED: July 21, 2014 ROSE, KLEIN & MARIAS LLP

By: \

David A. Rosen®
Attorneys for Plaintiff, Environmental Research
Center, A California non-profit Corporation

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT
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Attorneys for Plaintiff Environmental Research Center

Tudith M, Praitis, Esg. {SBN 151303)

Sidley Aushn Ly

555 W 5% Street, 40% Floor o0
Los Angeles, CA 90013 e
Telephone: {213) 896-6637 %.@ 1 @;\b{

Facsimile: (213) 896-6600

Attorneys for Defendant Tac of Wellness Santa

A Professional Acupuncture Corporation #k/a 88 of Welmess
Tap of Wellness Pasadena, A Professional Acupuncture
Corporation; Traditions of Tao Corporation DBA

* The Wellness Store, Wellness Living, The Wellness

Living Store; Tao of Wellness Newport Beach, A
Professional Acupunciurs Corporation

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

ENVIRONMENTAL RESEARCH CENTER, )  CaseNe. BC 525478
a California non-profit ecrporation, )
)
Plaintilf, )

v | 3 Health & Safery Code Section 25249.5 et seg

TAO OF WELLNESS, a California )
Corporation, et. al )
)
Defendani. 3
)

i INTRODUCTION
1.1 OnNovember 1, 2013 Plaintiff Environmental Research Center {“ERC™), & non-proii

corporation, as a private enforcer, and in the public interest, initiated this action by filinga
Complaint for Injunctive and Declaratory Relief and Civil Penalties pursuant to the provisions of

Cal, Health & Safety Code Sections 25249.5 et seq. (“Proposition 657), against Defendants Tao of

Dage 1 Caneent Indoment ERC v Tao of Wellness
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Wellness Samta Monica, A Professional Acupmmcture Corporation ¥k/a Tao of Wellness and Does 1-
10. ERC subsequently amended the complaint to add Tao of Wellness Pasadena, A Professional

Acupuncture Corporation; Traditions of Tag Corporation DBA The Wellness Store, W eliness

Living, The Wellness Living Store; Tao of Wellness Newport Beach, A Professional Acupunchire

Corporation (“Defendants”™). Defendants colleciively shall be referred to ag “TOW™ or

“Iﬁafendants”; individual Defendants may be specified by name herein and each defendantisa
“Defendant.” ERC and TOW are referred fo indi%idualiy as a “Party” or collectively as the
“Parties” Bach Defendant also is a “Party.” In this action, ERC alleges that certain products
manufactired, distributed and/or sold by TOW contain lead, a chemical listed under Proposition 65

as a carcinogen and reproductive toxin, and that such products expose (California consumess to lead

at o level requiring a Proposition 65 warning. The 32 products subject to this Comsent Judgment

{collectively “Covered Products™) aze set forth in two Notices of Violations, one dated July 9, 2012

and one dated November 15, 2013 {collectively, the “Notice of Viclations™), and are listed in Exhibit A

(which is ipcozparaiad into this Consent Judgment). TOW commenced a process of re-labeling and re-
branding of the Covered Products, commencing before the first Notice of Violations and continuing
has been pending. Thus, Covered Products shall mean and inchude, current, former

while this action

and fature Iabeled versions of the Covered Products listed on Exhibit A. (Covered Producis shall mean

and include only the finished products, namely, final pre-packaged produéts ready and labeled for

smmediate consumer use or consumption and available for purchase without a preseription from 2

TOW clinic, store, or via fhe internet. Covered Producis shall not include custom-biended,

individually prescribed, or individually dispensed products for patients seen or treated at any TOW

wellness clinfe.

12  ERC is a Califomia non-profit corporation dedicated to, among other causes, helping

safeguard the public fiom health hazards by reducing the use and misuse of hazardous and toxic

chemicals, facilitating a safe environment for consumers and employees, and encouraging cofporate

responsibility. ERC has diligently prosecuted this matier and is seitling this case in the public

interest,
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13 Tao of Wellness, a Califomnia Corporation, is a business entity that af the fime of the

first Notice of Violations issued employed fen or more persons. This Defendant presenily employs

fewer than ten persons. This Defendant has modified its nams to Tao of Wellness Santa Monica, a

Professional Acupuncture Corporation. All Defendants presently employ fewer than fen persens.

1.4  The Complaint is based on alleged violations contained in the Notice of Violations

that BRC served on the California Attorney General, other public enforcers, and on TOW. Atme

and correct copy of the Notices of Violations is attached hereto as Exhibit B. More than 60-days

have passed since the Notice of Violations were mailed and no pubiic enforcement entity has filed a

cemplamt against TOW with regard to the Covered Products or the alleged violations.
1.5  ERC’s Notice of Viclations and the Complaint allege that nse of the Covered

Products exposes persons in California o lead without first providing clear and reasonable warnings,

in violation of California Health & Safety Code Secton 25249.6. TOW denies all material
ained in the Notice of Violations and Complaint and specifically denies that the

allegations cont

Covered Products require a Proposition 65 warning or otherwise cause harm to any personn. TOW

expressly denies it has violated Proposition 65 due to the purchase of the Covered Products by ERC.

1.6  The Parties have entered into this Consent Tudgmest in order to. seitle, compromise

and resolve disputed claims and thus avoid prolonged and costly litigation. Nothing in this Consent

Judgment shall constitute or be constroed as an admission by any of the Parties, or by any of their
fficers, directors, shareholders, employees, agents, parent companies, subsidiaries,

respective o

divisions, affiliates, franchises, licensees, customers, suppliers, disitibutors, wholesalers, or retailers,

of any Tact, conclusion of law, issue of law, viclation of law, faulf, wrongdoing, or liability,

inchiding without limitation, any admission concerning sny alleged violation of Proposition 63;

provided, however noﬂ:mcr i1 this Section 1.6 shall affect the enforceability of this Consent
Judgment.

1.7  Except as expressly set forth herein, nothing in this Consent Judgment shall prejudice

waive or impair any right, remedy, argument, or defense the Parties may have in any other or fuhme

legal proceeding unrelated to these proceedings.
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1.8  The Effective Date of this Consent Judgment shall be the date on which it is entered

as a Judgment by this Court.

Z. JURISDICTION AND VENUE

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

surisdiction over the allegations of violatiens contained in the Complaint and personal jurisdiction
eged in the Complaint, that venue is proper in Los Angeles County, and

a fizll and final resolution of all

over TOW as to the acts all
that fhis Court has jurisdiction to enter this Consent Judgment as

clairns which were or could have been asserted in this action based on the facts alleged in the Netice

of Violations and the Complaint.
INJUNCTIVE RELIEF, REFORMULATION, TESTING, AND WARNINGS

31 Any Covered Products manufactured after the Effective Date that TOW thereafter

3.

sells in California, or TOW distributes for sale into Caﬁfomial, must include a warning as provided

in Section 3.2 if the exposure to the California consumer exceeds 0.5 micrograms of lead per day,

assuming consumption in accordance with the largest recommended dosage on the Iabel instructions.

Thizs obligation 1o wain shall be effective only during those times any Defendant emnploys ien or

more persons. By way of clarification, if any one Defendant employs ten or more persons, then the

obligations of this Section 3.1 apply to that Defendant dunring such time that Defendant employs ten
OT TNOTE PETSOns.

33  Clear and Reasonable Warnings. Ifany Defendant is required to provide a

warning for Covered Products pursuant to Section 3.1, then that Defendant shall provide the
follovwing waming as specified below:

[California Proposition 65] WARNING: This preduct contains lead, a chemieal known

[to the State of Czlifornia] to cause [eancer and] birth defecis, or other repreductive

haini

! As nsed in this Consent Judgment, the term wgistributes for sale inta California” means to directly shipa Coversd
Product into California for sale in California or to sell a Covered Producttoa disiributor that TOW knows will sell the

Covered Product in California,
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The term “cancer” shall be nsed in the wertting only if the maximum daily dose recommended on the

label contains more than 15 micrograms of lead per day, assuming consumption in accordance with

the largest recommended desage on the label instructions, The words “California Proposition 657 '

may be inclnded at TOW’s option. The word “WARNING” shall be in all capital letters and in bold]

print and, if nsed, the words “California Proposition 657 shall be in bold print.
33 A Defendant must elect one or more of the following warning options, if a waming is

required under Section 3.1:

(2) The waming may be prominently affized fo or printed upon the container, packaging or

tabel of the Covered Product so as to be clearly conspicuous, as corapared with other words,

statermnents, or designs on ‘the Iabel, packaging or container, as 10 render the warning likely to be read

and understood by an ordinary purchaser of user of the product mmder customary conditions of

purchase or use of the product. The warning shall be at least the same size as other health or safety

warnings.
(b) Ifa Defendant sells 2 Covered Product via the nternet for delivery to an address in

California, the warning shall either be as provided for in this Section 3 3(a), or prominently set forth

on the invoice, 5o as to be clearly conspicuous, as compared with other words, statements, oT designs

on the invoice, as to render the warning likely to be read and wnderstood by an ordinary purchaser.

(c) The waming may be provided by a shelfsign ora notice at a kiosk, so long as such sign

or notice clearly identifies the product or products to which the warning applies and the notice is of a

size and placed in a location as to be clearly conspicuous io 8 CONSWRET mmder customary conditions

of purchase.
4 SETTLEMENT PAYMENTS

41  In full and final satisfaction of all potential civil penalties, payment in lieu of civil

penalties, attorneys’ fees and costs {which includes, but is ot limited to, filing fees and costs of

attorneys, experts, investigators, and testing the Covered Producis), Defendants {or any one of them)

shail remit a total payment of $48,000.00, to ERC, by check or money order, payable within 15
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business days of receiving the Notice of Eniry of this Consent Judgment. The payment shall be

apportioned as follows:

47 $7,848.00 as civil penaliies pursuant 10 California Health & Safety Code section

25248.7(b)(1). Of this amount, $5.886 shall be jiayabla to th
5, and $1,062.00 shall be payable to ERC. California Health &

e Office of Environmental Health

Hazard Assessment (FOEHHA

Safety Code §§ 25249,12(c)(1) & (d). Defendants (or any one of them) shall send both civil penalty

payments to BRC’s somnsel. ERC’s counsel shall forward the civil penalty payment to OEHHA, and

send a copy of the fransmittal lefter 10 comnsel for Defendants.

43 $25,752.00 payable to ERC, as reimbursement to ERC for (A) reasonable costs

associated with the enforcement of Proposition 65 and other costs incnrred as a result of work in
bringing this action.

4.4 $14:400.00 shall be payable to David A. Rosen as reimbursement of ERC’s attormey’s
fees and costs.

45  Defendants (or any one of them) shall mail or deliver the above payments fo David A

Rosen or ERC, by check or money order, using the addresses stated in the Notice provision below.

ERC shall provide taxpayer ; dentification information to counsel for Defendants 10 allow the

payments to be processed.

5. MODIFICATION OF CONSENT JUBGMENT
51  This Consent Judgment may be modified only by: (a) written agreement and

stipnlation of the Parties; (b) upon entry of & modified consent judgment by the Court; or {c} as

provided in Sections 5.2 and 5.3.

52 I TOW seeks to modify this Consent Judgment nnder Section 5.1, then TOW must
provide wiiiten notics to ERC of its intent (“Notice of Intent™). T ERC seeks to meet and confer

regarding the proposed modification in the Notice of Intent, then ERC must provide written notice io

TOW within fhirty days of receiving the Notice of Intent. ¥ ERC notifies TOW ina timely manner

of ERC’s intent to meet and confer, then the Parties shall mest and confer in good faith 2s required

in this Section. The Parties shall mest in person within 30 days of ERC’s notification of its intent fo




meet and confer, Within 30 days of such mesting, if BRC disputes the proposed mo dification, ERC

ghall provide to TOW a written basis for its position. The Parties shall continue fo meet and confer

for an additional 30 days in an effort to resolve any remaining disputes. The Parties may agree in

writing to different deadlines for the meet-and-confer period.

52 Where the meet-and-confer process does not lead to a joint motion or application in

support of a modification of the Consent Fudgment, then either Party may seek judicial relief oniis

own, In such a situation, the prevailing party may seelt to Tecover costs and reasonable attomey’s

foes incurred from seeking the modification, as allowed by applicable law. Any motion o modify

this Consent Judgment also shall be served on the Office of the Attorney General of the State of

California.
6. RETENTION OF JURISDICTION; ENFORCEMENT OF CONSENT JUDGMENT
61  This Court shall retain juz'ﬂdicﬁeﬁ of this matter to enforce, modify, or terminate this
Consent Judgment.
62  Only after it complies with Section 10 below may any Party, by motion or application

for an order to show cause filed with this Court, enforce the terms and conditions contained in this

Consent Judgment. The prevailing party may request that the Court award its reasonable atiorneys’
fees and costs associated with such motion or application.

7. APPLICATION OF CONSENT JUBGMENT

This Consent Judgment shall apply o, be binding upon, and benefit the Parties, and their

respeciive officers, directors, shareholders, and the predecessors, 5UCCESS0TS, and assigns of the

foregoing and binding on ERC on its own behalf and in the public interest as set forth in Section 8.

This Consent Judgment shall have no application to Covered Products which are not sold fo

Califormia consumers. This Consent Judgment shall terminate without further action by any Party |

when TOW no longer manufactures, distibutes, of sells all of the Covered Producis and all of the

Covered Products previously “distributed for sale in California” have reached their expiration dates

and are no longer soid.

BINDING EFFECT, CLAIMS COVERED AND RELEASES

g‘
81  This Consent Judgment is a full, final, and binding resolution between ERC, on
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behalf of itself and in the public interest, and Defendants, and each of them, of any alleged violation

of Proposition 65 or its implementing regulations for failurs to provide Proposition 65 warnings of

osure to lead from the Covered Products, and fully resolves all claims that have been or could

BXp
ng the date of emdry of

heve been asserted in this action against any Defendant, up to and includi

Judgment, for failure to provide Proposition 65 warnings for the Covered Products re garding lead.

ERC, on behalf of itself and in the public interest, hereby releases and disch

and their respective officers, directors, shareholders, employees, agents, parent companies,
icensees, custormers distributors,

arges each Dedendant

subsidiaries, divisions, affiliates, suppliers, franchisees, 1

wholesalers, retailers, and all other upsiream and dowasiream
assigns of any of them {collectively,

entities in the distzibution chain of any

Covered Product, and the predecessors, SUCCESS0IS and

“Released Parties™), from any and all claims asserted, or that could have been asserted, in this action

arising from or related fo the alleged failure to provide Pronosition 65 warnings for the Covered

Products regarding lead.

8.2  ERC, on behaif of itself only, hereby releases and discharges the Released Parties
from all known and wnknown claims for alleged violations of Proposition 65, or for any other
statutory or commen law claims arising from or relating to alleged exposures to lead and lead
4 Products as set forth in the Notice of Viclations. It is possible that other

compounds in the Covere
the Notice of Violations or the

elaims not known to the Parﬁesvaﬂsiﬂg out of the facs alleged in
relating to the Covered Products will develop or be discovered. ERC, on behalf of

Complaint and
Sections 8.1 and 8.2 above may include

itself only, acknowledges that the claims releazed in
snknown claims, and nevertheless waives California Civil Code section 1542 as to any such

unknown claims. California Civil Code section 1542 reads as follows:
A GENERAL RELEASE DOES NOT EXTEND TO CLAIMS WHICH THE CREDITOR
DOES NOT KNOW OR SUSPECT TO EXIST 1N HIS OR HER FAVOR AT THE TIME
OF EXECUTING THE RELEASE, WHICH IF KNOWHN BY HIM OR HER MUST
HAVE MATERIALLY AFFECTED HIS OR H{ER SETTLEMENT WITH THE DEBTOR.
ERC, on behalf of itself only, aclnowledges and understands the significance and

consequences of this specific waiver of Califorma Civil Code section 1542.

8.3  Compliance with the terms of this' Consent Judgment shall constiiute compliance by

any Released Party with Proposition 65 with respect fo alleged exposures to lead contained in the

Covered Products. Covered Products already sold or distributed by TOW prior to the Effective
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Date may be resold or distributed by any person without the warning specified in Section 3.2,

g4  ERC, onihe one hand, and Defendants, on the other hand, release and waive ail

claims they may have against each other for any statements or actions made or undertaken by themi

in connection with the Notice of Violations or the Complain; provided, however, that nothing in

Section § shall affect or limit any Party’s right to seek to enforee the terms of this Consent

Judgment.
CONSTRUCTION OF CONSENT JUDGMENT, SEVERABILITY

this Consent Jndgment have been reviewed by the

g,
g1 The terms and conditions of

respective counsel for the Parties prior to its signing, and each Party has had an opporfunity fo fully

discuss the terms and conditions with its comnsel. In any subseguent inferpretation or construction of

#His Consent Jadgment, the terms and conditions shall not be consirued against any Party.

97  Inthe event that any of the provisions of this Consent Judgment is held by a court to

ve mmenforceable, the validity of the enforceable provisions shall not be adversely affected.

106, GOOD FAITH ATTEMPT TO RESCLVE DISPUTES

Tn the event a dispute arises witli respect to either party’s compliance with the terms of this

Consent Judgment entered by the Court, the Parties shall mest either in person or by telephone and

& dispute in an amicable manner. No action or motion may be filed in the

ahsence of such a good faith attempt to resolve the dispute beforehand. In the event an action or

motion is filed, however, the prevailing party may seek 1o recover cosis and reasonable attorney’s

fees.

11. GOVERNING LAW
The terms and conditions of this Consent Judgment shall be governed by and consivued in

accordance with the laws of the State of California.

12.  PROVISION OF NOTICE

All notices required by this Consent Judgment shall be sent by first-class, registered, or

certified mail, or overnight delivery, T the following persons. Courfesy copies of commmumnications

via e-mail also may be sent, but the delivery date shall be the date of actual receipt by the addressee.
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For Environmental Res eareh Center:

Chris Heptinstall, Executive Director
Frvironmental Research Center

3111 Camino del Rio North, Snite 400
San Diego, CA 92108

David A. Rosen, Esq.
Rose, Klein & Marias LLP o

“807 South Crand Avenue, 119 fioor
Los Angeles, CA 50017-4645.

For Taso of Wellness:

Judith Praitis, Esg.

Sidley Austm LLp

555 W 5% Strest, 40™ Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90013

Ms. Emm Wang
Tac of We]}ness
9875 Santa Monica Blvd. Su:f[e 300

Sarta Monica, CA 50404,

13. COURT APPROVAL
131 If this Stipulated Consent Judgment is not approved by the Court, it shall be void and
have no foree or effect.

132 ERC shall comply with California Health & Safety Cods section 25249.7(f) and with

Title 11 of the California Code Regulations, section 3003,
14. EYXECUTION AND COUNTERPARTS

This Stipulated Consent Judgment may be execuied in comnterparts, which taken together

ghall be deemed to constitute one document, A facsimile or ;pdf signature shall be construed as

valid as the original signafure.
15. ENTIRE AGREEMENT, AUTBORIZATION

151 This Consent Judgment contains the sole and ertire agreement and understanding of

the Parties with IuSpeﬁt 10 the entire subject matter hereof, and any and all prior dasc&sszons,

negotiations, commitments and ymderstandings related hereto. Mo representations, oral or otherwise,

express or implied, other than fhose contained herein have been made by any Party. No other

agresments not sgeciﬁaaﬂy referred to herein, oral or otherwise, shall be deemed 10 exist or to bind
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any of the Parties.
2 159 Fach signatory io this Consent Tudgment cerfiffes that he or she is fully snthorized by
37 the Party he or she represents 10 stipuiate to the trms and conditions of this Consent Tadgment, to
4 exger into aud execute s Consertt Indsment on behelf of the Party represented, and legelly to hind
3 thgt Party to this Consent Tudgment. The undersigned have read, ymnderstand and agres to all of the
& | termns and conditions of this Consent Judgment. Except as explicitly provided herein, each Parky
7 shall bear its own fees and costs.
3
1T IS B0 STRULATED:
Q
i0 ENYIROCNMENTA RESEARCH CENTER
11 )
12 Dated; é’%?’/ﬁfif &
i3
14
TAQ OF WELLNESS SANTA MONICA
150} & PROFESSIONALS TNCTURE CORPORATION
FA/A TAQ OF W%LNES
L
17 L o pe 5 [4] 12
Bl mige £» P
19
70 TAD OF WELLNESS PASADENA, A
PROFESSIONAL ACTPURCTURE CORPORATION
21
N = e N SR VLU
23 4 Tle: '}5 abd AJ '
24
TRADITIONS OF TAQ CORFPORATION DBA
25 || THE WELLNESS STORE, WELLNESS LIVING,
2% THE WELLNESS Lgﬂ
4 (Z 2 » Dated: é—[a}{ “‘é‘
2 8 o L 1 &

é Consent Judgment ERC v, Teo of Wellness
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TAC OF WELLNESS NEWE ORT BEACH, A
PROFESSIONAL ACUPUNCTURE CORPORATION

’%’77 Dagted: S”[GL [ [

- - I S T+ I

Title: Pm ¢ Fi“’"‘.'r

APPROVED ASTO FORM:
Rose Kletn & Marias LLEP

Tiated:

David A. Rogen, Counsel for Ervizonmental
Reszarch Center

gidley Austin, LL®

Dated:

Tadih M. preitis, Counsel for Tiefendants

— <5y oeeert Judement BRC v. Tao of Wellness
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1 Tiile:

TAO OF WELLNESS NEWPORT BEACH, A
PROFESSIONAL ACUPUNCTURE CORPORATION

Tated;

Title:

ARPROVED AS TO FORM:

SO :
David ARosen; Cotnsel for Environmenta

Research Center

Sidley Austin, LLP

J‘f
s ;, } R
' Dated:

Judith %/Praii;ﬁs, Counsel for Defendants
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JUDGMENT

Based npon the Parties’ Stipulation, and good cause appearing, this Consent

Judgment is approved and judgment is hereby entersd according to iis terms.

IT IS SO ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED.

Dated: JU%' 2 37(?1@4

Tudge, Supener Com“t Df aheS’faie
of California

LARD L FRLAN, R
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EXHIBIT A — COVERED PRODUCTS

All sizes, forms, packaging and labeiing of the following:

1. The Weliness Living Siore Traditions of Tao Exquisite 8kin

5. Traditions of Tao The Wellness Living Store B-Slim

Traditions of Tao The Wellness Living Store Five Elements of Health
Traditions of Tao The Wellness Living Store Dragon Male

Tao of Wellness Super Clarity
Traditions of Tao The Wellness Living Store Internal Cleanss

Tao of Wellness Perpetual Shield

Tao of Wellness Passages Plus

5

6.

7. Tao of Wellness Enduring Youth

8

2.

10. Traditions of Tao The Wellness Living Store Abundant Energy

11. Tao of Wellness Dura-Bone

12, Trédi‘tians of Tao Immunity

13. Traditions of Tao Indigestion

14. Wellness Living Acid Stomach

15. Wellness Living Arthritis/Joint

16. Wellness Living Hair Nurfure

17. Wellness Living Feminine Desire
18. Wellness Living Colon Clear

19. Traditions of Tao Bloat

90. Wellness Living Women's Wellness
1. Wellness Living Yang Exhavstion
92, Tao of Wellness High Performance

23. Traditions of Tao Yin Exhanstion

24, Traditions of Tao Nausea
25. Traditions of Tac Herpease

25. Traditions of Tao Blood Builder

27, Traditions of Tao Muscle Sirength
28. Traditions of Tao Acne/Blemish
56, Traditions of Tao The Wellness Living Store Calm-Fort/Slesping
30. Wellness Living Nausea

31, Wellness Living Herp-Ease

32. Weliness Living Acne/Blemish
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EXHIBIT B—JULY 9, 2012 NOTICE OF VIOLATION LETTER
-md NOVEMBER 15, 2013 NOTICE GF VIOLATION LETTER
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PROOF OF SERVICE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

SS.

| am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of California. |1 am over the age
of 18 and not a party to the within action. My business address is 801 S. Grand Avenue,

11th Floor, Los Angeles, CA 90017.

OnMay 27,2014, | served the foregoing document described as Notice of Motion and
Motion to Approve and Enter [Proposed] Proposition 65 Consent Judgment: Declarations
of David A. Rosen and Chris Heptinstall; [Proposed] Stipulated Consent Judgment;
[Proposed] OrderCase Management Statement on all interested parties in this action by

placing
[X] aftrue copy 1] the original-

thereof enclosed in sealed envelopes addressed as follows:

See Attached
[X](BY MAIL, 1013a, 2015.5 C.C.P.)

| am readily familiar with the firms practice for collection and processing correspondence for
mailing. Under that practice, this document will be deposited with the U.S. Postal Service
on this date with postage thereon fully prepaid at Los Angeles, California in the ordinary
course of business. | am aware that on motion of the party served, service is presumed
invalid if postal cancellation date or postage meter date is more than one day after date of

deposit for mailing in affidavit.

[X] (STATE)
I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the

above is true and correct.

[] (FEDERAL) /
| declare that | am employed in the office of a member of the , of this Court at

e

whose direction the service was made.

Executed on May 27, 2014, at Los Angeles, f

DEB GORMAN
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ERC vs. Tao of Wellness, etc., etal.
BC 526 478

Judith Praitis, Esq.

Amy Lally, Esg.

SIDLEY AUSTIN LLP

555 W. 51 Street

Suite 4000

Los Angeles, California 90013

ERC
Environmental Research Center (ERC)

3111 Camino Del Rio North #400
San Diego, CA 92108

Office of the California Attorney General
Prop 64 Enforcement Reporting

1515 Clay Street, Suite 2000

P.O. Box 70550

Oakland, CA. 94612-0550

TAO of Wellness, efc.
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PROOF OF SERVICE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

SS.

I am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State‘of California. | am over the age
of 18 and not a party to the within action. My business address is 801 S. Grand Avenue,

11th Floor, Los Angeles, CA 90017.

On July 21, 2014, | served the foregoing document described as Notice of Entry of
Judgment on all interested parties in this action by placing

[X] atrue copy [ the original

thereof enclosed in sealed envelopes addressed as follows:
See Attached
[X](BY MAIL, 1013a, 2015.5 C.C.P)

| am readily familiar with the firms practice for collection and processing correspondence for
mailing. Under that practice, this document will be deposited with the U.S. Postal Service
on this date with postage thereon fully prepaid at Los Angeles, California in the ordinary
course of business. | am aware that on motion of the party served, service is presumed
invalid if postal cancellation date or postage meter date is more than one day after date of

deposit for mailing in affidavit.

[X] (STATE)
| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the

above is true and correct.

[] (FEDERAL)
| declare that | am employed in the office of a member of the bar of this Court at

whose direction the service was made.

Executed on July 21, 2014, at Los Angeles, a i

DBRA GORMAN
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ERC vs. Tao of Wellness, etc., et al.
BC 526 478

Judith Praitis, Esq.

Amy Lally, Esq.

SIDLEY AUSTIN LLP

555 W. 5" Street

Suite 4000

Los Angeles, California 90013

ERC

Environmental Research Center (ERC)
3111 Camino Del Rio North #400

San Diego, CA 92108

Office of the California Attorney General
Prop 64 Enforcement Reporting

1515 Clay Street, Suite 2000

P.O. Box 70550 -

Oakland, CA. 94612-0550

TAO of Wellness, etc.




