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METZGER LAW GROUP 
A PROFESSIONAL LAW CORPORATION 
RAPHAEL METZGER, ESQ., SBN 116020 
KATHRYN A. SALDANA, ESQ., SBN 251364 
401 E. OCEAN BLVD., SUITE 800 
LONG BEACH, CA 90802-4966 
TELEPHONE: (562) 437-4499 
TELECOPIER: (562) 436-1561 
WEBSITE: www.toxictorts.com 

Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
Council for Education and 
Research on Toxics ("CERT") 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, CENTRAL CIVIL WEST 

COUNCIL FOR EDUCATION AND ) 
RESEARCH ON TOXICS, a california ) 
corporation, acting as a private ) 
attorney general in the public ) 
interest; ) 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

STARBUCKS CORPORATION, a 
Washington corporation; et al., 

Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-' 

CASE No. BC435759 
Consolidated with Case No. 
BC461182 
Assigned to the Honorable Elihu 
Berle, Dept. 323 

CONSENT JUDGMENT 
DEFENDANT LUBERSKI, 
HIDDEN VILLA RANCH 

AS TO 
INC., DBA 

CONSENT JUDGMENT AS To DEFENDANT LUBERSKI, INC., 
DBA HIDDEN VILLA RANCH 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1. OnMay9, 2011, the Council for Education and Research on Toxics ("CERT") 

filed acomplaintfor civil penalties and injunctive relief for violations of Proposition 65 in the Superior 

Court for the County of Los Angeles. CERT's complaint alleges thatthe Defendants failed to provide 

clear and reasonable warnings that ingestion of coffee would result in exposure to aciy !amide, a 

chemical known to the State of California to cause cancer. The complaint further alleges that under the 

Safe Drinking Water and Toxic Enforcement Act of 1986, Health and Safety Code section 25249.6, 

also known as "Proposition 65," businesses must provide persons with a "clear and reasonable 

warning" before exposing individuals to these chemicals, and that the Defendants failed to do so. 

1.2. Luberski, Inc., dba Hidden Villa Ranch, was not named as a Defendant in 

Plaintiff's original complaint. However, on June 21, 2012, CERT served Luberski, Inc., dbaHidden 

Villa Ranch, with "Notice of Proposition 65 Violations" consistent with the present lawsuit and 

thereafter named Luberski, Inc., dba Hidden Villa Ranch, as a defendant in this lawsuit under its true 

name. Luberski, Inc., dba Hidden Villa Ranch is hereinafter referred to as "Settling Defendant." 

1.3. Settling Defendant is a corporation that employs more than 10 persons, or 

employed l 0 or more persons at some time relevant to the allegations of the complaint. 

1.4. Settling Defendant at one time offered coffee for sale as part of its business. 

However, Settling Defendant has offered satisfactory proof that during the relevanttime period for this 

lawsuit, it did not manufacture, distribute, or offer coffee for sale in the State of California and that it 

does not presently manufacture, distribute, or sell coffee as part of its business in any state. 

1.5. For purposes of this Consent Judgment only, the parties stipulate that this Court 

has jurisdiction over the allegations of violations contained in CERT's complaint and personal 

jurisdiction over Settling Defendant as to the acts alleged in CERT's complaint, that venue is proper 

in the County of Los Angeles, and that this Court has jurisdiction to enter this Consent Judgment as 

a full and fmal resolution of all claims which were raised in the complaint based on the fucts alleged 

therein. 

1.6. CERT .and Settling Defendant enter into this Consent Judgment as a full and 

final settlement of all claims that were raised in the complaint (except as specified in Paragraph 9 .1 ), 

1 
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DEA HIDDEN VILLA RANCH 
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arising out of the facts or conduct alleged therein. Settling Defendant has expressly waived its statute 

of limitations defenses with respect to the claims alleged in CERT' s complaint. By execution of this 

Consent Judgment and agreeing to be bound by the ultimate judgment with respect to injunctive relief 

in this case, Settling Defendant does not admit any violations of Proposition 65, or any other law or 

legal duty. Except as expressly set forth herein, nothing in this Consent Judgment shall prejudice, 

waive or impair any right, remedy, or defense that CERT and Settling Defendant may have in any other 

or in future legal proceedings unrelated to these proceedings. However, this paragraph shall not 

diminish or otherwise affect the obligations, responsibilities, and duties of the parties under this 

Consent Judgment. 

2. DEFINITIONS 

2.1 "Covered Products" means all coffee beans or grounds, flaked, instant or freeze-

dried coffee, or any other packaged coffee that is sold in any establishment in the State of California, 

including in restaurants, coffee houses, and retail speciality stores owned and/or operated by Settling 

Defendant ("Company Restaurants") or restaurants, coffee houses, and retail specialty stores owned 

and operated by third parties pursuant to franchise or license agreements with Settling Defendants 

("Franchise Restaurants"). 

2.2 "Effective Date" means the date upon which this Court enters this Consent 

Judgment 

3. INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 

3.1. Settling Defendant agrees to be bound by the final judgment rendered in this 

case with respect to providing warnings for Covered Products. 

3 .2. Settling Defendant will comply with the final judgment rendered in this case for 

all Covered Products sold into California beginning no later than ninety (90) days afterreceipt of notice 

of entry of the final judgment 

3.3. Nothing in this Consent Judgment requires that warnings be given for Covered 

Products sold outside the State of California. 

II 

II 
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