CONSUMER DEFENSE GROUP ACTION
950 South Coast Drive, Suite 220
Costa Mesa, CA 92626
Telephone: (714) 850-9390
Facsimile: (714) 850-9392

60 Day Notice of Intent to Sue 1* Centennial Bank Under
Health & Safety Code Section 25249.6

Consumer Defense Group Action, a California corporation (hereinafter “CDG” or the “Noticing
Party”) hereby gives Notice of Intent to Sue Under Health & Safety Code Section 25249.5 (the “Notice”)
to Tom Vessey, CEO of 1" Centennial Bank (hereinafter referred to as “1ST CENTENNIAL” or “the
Violator”), as well as the governmental entities on the attached proof of service. The Noticing Party
must be contacted through Anthony G. Graham at the above address.

This Notice is intended to inform 1ST CENTENNIAL that it has violated Proposition 65, the
Safe Drinking Water and Toxic Enforcement Act (commencing with Health & Safety Code Section
25249.5) (hereinafter “Proposition 65") by failing and refusing to post clear and reasonable warnings at
each of the facilities listed on Exhibit A hereto (which are owned/managed by 1ST CENTENNIAL )
(hereinafter “the Facilities”) that 1ST CENTENNIAL permits the smoking of tobacco products at the

Facilities, which exposes customers, v1s1tors and employees to tobacco smoke in the areas where smoking
is permitted.

Summary of Violation:

Proposition 65 requires that when a party, such as the Violator, has been and is knowingly and
intentionally exposing its customers, the public and/or its employees to chemicals designated by the State
of California to cause cancer and reproductive toxicity (“the Designated Chemicals”) it has violated the
statute unless, prior to such exposure, it provides clear and reasonable warning of that potential exposure

to the potentially exposed persons (Health & Safety Code Section 24249.6). Tobacco smoke is one of the
Designated Chemicals. .

The Violator, in the ordinary course of business, controls much of the conduct and actions of its
customers, visitors and employees at each of the facilities listed on Exhibit A to this Notice (hereinafter,
“the Facilities"). One of the actions the Violator controls is whether or not to allow its customers, visitors
and employees at each of the Facilities to smoke cigarettes and cigars. At certain designated areas at each
of the Facilities the Violator has prohibited smoking and has posted signs barring smoking in those areas.
The Violator strictly enforces that prohibition.

However, the Violator has also specifically chosen to allow its customers, visitors and employees
at each of the Facilities to smoke cigarettes and cigars in certain areas. Those areas are the entrances to
the Facilities and the areas surrounding the partially-covered/uncovered ATM machines where the
Violator conducts business at the locations in the attached Exhibit A. In those areas the Violator has
chosen to allow its customers, visitors and employees to be exposed to tobacco smoke via the breathing of
second hand tobacco smoke and via contact with their skin and clothing. The Violator has however
specifically chosen to ignore the requirements of Proposition 65 and has failed to post clear and
reasonable warnings at those areas so that its customers, visitors and employees, who may not wish to be



exposed, can be warned that, upon e;ufering and/or using the bank facilities in those areas, they may be
exposed to tobacco smoke.

Persons representing CDG have personally visited each of the Facilities during July/August, 2005
(hereinafter referred to as the “Invesugatlon Period”). During those investigations CDG discovered that
the Facilities are owned and/or managed by 1ST CENTENNIAL, and that 1ST CENTENNIAL has more
than nine employees. Those investigations showed that 1ST CENTENNIAL has chosen to allow its
customers, visitors and employees at each of the Facilities to smoke tobacco products, and has
specifically chosen to allow smoking in certain areas. Those areas are the entrances to the Facilities and

the areas surrounding the ATM machines where the Violator conducts business at the locations in the
attached Exhibit A.

In the Facilities and areas noted 1ST CENTENNIAL has chosen to allow its customers, visitors
and employees to be exposed to tobacco smoke via the breathing of second hand tobacco smoke and via
contact with their skin and clothing. Evidence that the smoking of tobacco products was taking place and
had taken place at the noted areas at the Facﬂltles was seen by the investigators for CDG at the Facilities
during the Investigation Period, mcludmg persons seen smoking in these areas and the presence of
cigarette butts on the ground in those areas. The presence of such smokers, the mgarette butts on the
ground as well as the presence of c1garette dlSpOSdl receptacles/ashstrays in those areas is evidence of the
knowledge of 1ST CENTENNIAL that such actlvmes occurred in those areas and were permitted by it.

The investigation by CDG at the Facilities showed that 1ST CENTENNIAL has specifically
chosen to ignore the requirements of Proposition 65 and has failed to post clear and reasonable warnings
in the areas noted above where smoking is permitted so that its customers, visitors and employees, who
may not wish to be exposed, can be warned that, upon entering any of those areas, they may be exposed

to tobacco smoke, a chemical known to the State of California to cause cancer and/or reproductive
toxicity.

It is clear therefore that for the entire. perlod of time that 1ST CENTENNIAL has owned and/or
controlled the Facilities pl’lOI‘ to the Investlgatlon Period, 1ST CENTENNIAL has failed to post clear and
reasonable warning signs at the Facilities in comphance with Proposition 65. Given that the maximum
period of potential liability pursuant to Proposmon 65 and Business & Professions Code §17200 (which
are the operative statutes pursuant to which a complaint will be filed against 1ST CENTENNIAL) is four
years, this Notice is intended to inform 1ST CENTENNIAL that it has been in violation of Proposition 65
from the time period from four years prior to the last date of the Investigation Period noted above, for
every day upon which 1ST CENTENNIAL owned and/or controlled any Facility listed on Exhibit A.

The written reports prepared by the investigators for CDG, prepared contemporaneously with the
investigations conducted during the Initial Investigation Period, together with supporting photographic
and other evidence from the Facilities, has been prov1ded to the Office of the Attorney General
responsible for Proposmon 65 cnforcement

Environmental Exposures:

While in the course of doing business, at the locations in the attached Exhibit A, for up to four
years prior to 01/31/02, the Violator has been and‘is knowingly and intentionally exposing its customers
and the public to tobacco smoke and other chemicals listed below and designated by the State of
California to cause cancer and reproductive toxicity without first giving clear and reasonable warning of
that fact to the exposed persons (Health'& Safety Code Section 24249.6). The source of exposures is
tobacco smoke. The areas where exposures occur‘are the entrances to the Facilities and the areas



surrounding the ATM machines where the Violator conducts business at the locations in the attached
Exhibit A. '

Occupational Exposures:’

While in the course of doing business , at the locations in the attached Exhibit A, for up to four
years prior to 01/31/02, the Violator has been and is knowingly and intentionally exposing employees of
the violator to tobacco and tobacco smoke and other chemicals listed below and designated by the State of
California to cause cancer and reproductive toxicity without first giving clear and reasonable warning of
that fact to the exposed person (Health & Safety Code Section 25249.6). The source of exposure includes
tobacco and tobacco smoke at the locations in Exhibit A. Employees include and are not limited to
security personnel, maintenance workers, service personnel and administrative personnel. Such exposure
takes place in the areas where exposures occur are the entrances to the Facilities and the areas

surrounding the ATM machines where the Violator conducts business at the locations in the attached
Exhibit A. ‘

The route of exposure for OCChpétional Ekposures and Environmental Exposures to the
chemicals listed below has been inhalation, ingestion and dermal contact with tobacco smoke at the
locations in the attached Exhibit A. In other words, via the breathing of tobacco smoke and contact with

the skin at those locations. For each such type and means of exposure, the violator has exposed and is
exposing the above referenced persons to: -

SEE ATTACHED LIST OF CARCINOGENS/TOXINS

Proposition 65 requires that notice and intent to sue be given to the violators (60) days before the
suit is filed. With this letter, Consumer Defense Group Action gives notice of the alleged violations to
the Violator and the appropriate governmental authorities. This notice covers all violations of Proposition
65 that are currently known to Consumer Defense Group Action from information now available to them.
CDG continues to investigate other Facilities owned and/or managed by the Violator and reserves the
right to amend this Notice to include additional Facilities and/or exposures. With the copy of this notice

submitted to the violations, a copy is provided of “The Safe Drinking Water and Toxic Enforcement Act
of 1986 (Proposition 65): A Summary.”

Dated: February 20, 2006

By: m (:f&\l"*
Anthony G. Gr'aﬁﬁ,\ﬁﬁl.' )




Tom Vessey /CEO
1% Centennial Bank
218 E. State Street
Redlands, CA 92373

EEXHIBIT A

1st CENTENNIAL BANK

218 E. State Street

10 Pointe Drive, Suite 130

Redlands, CA Brea, CA

92373 92821

355 W. Grand Ave. 15622 Arrow Hwy
Escondido, CA Irwindale, CA
92025 91706

27645 Jefferson Ave. Ste. 116
Temecula, CA
92590

78-000 Fred Waring Drive, Suite 100
Palm Desert, CA
92211




LIST OF CARCINOGENS

Acetaldehyde Acetamide

Acrylonitrile 4- Aminobiphenyl
(4-Aminodiphenyl) Aniline

Ortho-Anisidine Arsenic (inorganic arsenic compounds)
Benz[alanthracene Benzene

Benzo[b]fluoranthene Benzo[j]fluoranthene
Benzo[k]ﬂ_uovranthene Cadmium

Captan | Chromium (hexavalent compounds)
Chrysene Dichlorodiphenyltrichloroethane (DDT)
Bibenz[a,h]anthracene TH-Dibenzo[ c,g]carbazole |
Dibenzo[a,é]pyrcne Dibenzo[a,h]pyréne
Dibenzo[a,ilpyrene Dibenzo[a,l}jpyrene
1,1-Dimethylhydrazine (UDMH) Formaldehyde (gas)

Hydraziné | [ ead and lead compounds
1-Naphthylamine 2-Naphthylamine

Nickel and certain nicke] compounds 2-Nitropropane
N-Nitrosodi-n-butylamine N-Nitrosodiethanolamine
N-Nitrosodiethylamine N-Nitrosomethylethylamine
N-Nitrosomorpholine -Nitrosonornicotine
IN-Nitrosopiperidine N-Nitrosopyrrolidine
O’rﬁho-Tbluidinc Tobacco Smoke

Urethaﬁé (Ethyl carbamate) | A

LIST OF REPRODUCTIVE TOXINS

Arsenic (inorganic Oxides) Cadmium

|carbon disulfide Carbon monoxide
ad Nicotine

Toluene Tobacco Smoke

rethane




_ CERTIFICATE OF MERIT
Health and Safety Code Section 25249.7 (d)

L, Anthony G. Graham, hereby declare: |
1. . This Certificate of Merit accompanies the attached sixty-day notice(s) in which it
is alleged the parties ident_iﬁgd in-...the.'notic,eé have violated Health and Safety Code section
25249.6 by fmlmg to provide clear and reasonable warnings.
2. Tam member of the State Bar of California, a partner of the law firm of Graham
& Manm, LLP and attomey for notmmg pm'ty Consumer Defense Group Action.
3. I have consulted w1th one or morc persons with relevant and appropriate
‘experience or expertise who has reyiewed facts, studies, or other data regarding the alleged
exposures to the ljs,tcd_',c],;em;cals;‘that are.the subject of the action.
4, Basgd ;Qn;ghq;_i_nfqnngﬁgn, Qb_gajned tnrough tnose consultatidn‘s, and on all other
information in m}; possession, I belieye there:is a reasonable and;me_ritorious case for the private
“action. I understand that “reasona,ble and. mentonous case for the private action” means thnt the
information provides a credible basis, that all elements of the plaintiffs’ case can be estabhshed

and the information did no'g prove that the alleged violator will be able to establish any of the

affirmative defenses set forth in the statute. .



5. The copy of this _Ccrtiﬁcate of Merit served on the Attorney General attaches to it
factual information sufficient to eétablis_h the basis for this certificate, including the information
idenﬁﬁed in Health and Safety Code section 25249 J(h)(2), ie., (1) the identity of the persons
consulted with and relied on by the certifier, and (2) the facts, studies, or other data reviewed by
those persons.

1 declare under pcnaity of pgrjury unde;r the laws of the State of California that the

~ foregoing is true and correct. Executed at Cogta Mesa, California on February 3, 2006.

A G
QU”




A-ppen‘

OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
HAZARD ASSESSMENT . '
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

THE SAFE DRINKING WATER AND TOXIC
ENTFORCEMENT ACT OF 1986
(PROPOSITION 65): A SUMMARY

The following summary has been P"!Pmd by the Office of Environmen-
1a) Health Hazard® - Assessment, the lead agency for the implementation
of the Safe Drinking Water and Toxic Enforcement Act of 1986 (com-
monly known as wproposition 657), A copy of this surmmary must be in-
cluded a5 an atiachmen! 10 anY notice of violation served upon analleged
violator of the AcL. The: summary provides basic informaticn about the
visions of the jaw, and is mundedtoacm:onlyn a convenient source

of general: .information. Jt is po: intended 10 provide. authoritative guid- -
ance on the meaning OF or spplication of the law, The. rudu-is directed 10

.the statute andits lmpleﬂwﬂlml ngullnom (lee clutions bc\w) for fur- .

mcr-inlmmnion.

(ST A

.':'Praposxuon 55 IPPM in Cllifomll Ilw B Hea!lh md Sl.fgty Codc Sec-
Lions 25249.5 through- 252409,13, Regulations that provide momspedﬁc
.guidance on compliancs, ! and that specify procedures 1o be followed by
- the Staie in carrying out ‘ceruin.aspects of the law, ave found in Tide ‘.’.2
- of the Cﬂlforma Codc of Regulations, Sections 12000 through 14000

wEEEe
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WHATDOE PROPOSmON 63. R.EQUIRE?

[

The wGovernor's Ust-” PI'DPG‘“W 55 mﬂlﬂ tbsovmmpnbush
) 1mofchmi=1summmﬂwﬂu&mofcmfornhmaman-
cer, or birth defects or other reproductive barm. This list must beupdated
" at least m,r.nywpover 550 chemicals have been lisied as of May 1,
" 1996, Only those chemicals that are on the list are regulnted under this
\zw. Busincsses that procuce, usc, release of otherwise. engage in activi-
ries involving mode“chemiclll must comply with the following: -
AN KR RO Ve VR
Clear ond rea.tonﬂble warnings. A busines: is required 1o-warm s person
before “knowinigly and" imentionally™ exposing that person 1o & lisied
chemical. The warning givenmustbe “clearand reasonable.” This means -
* \nat the warning mist (1)clearly make knowri that the chemicil involved
i1 known Lo Ehlise CANCEDY or birth defects 67 other feproductive barms snd
" (2)be giymm such a way thatit will effectively reaéhithe pgnon before
he or she is eX|
ment if they ocour
chemical. .

Jest uun twelve rmmlhs afier the daie of listing or

o FTI

Prohibltion from, d.s_ghnrzu into drinking walér. A bu
“knowingly | dnschme'or “release a listed chemical into w
where It passes o Probnbly will pass into asotirce of dnnldn; waier, Dis-

charges are exempt from this requirement If they occut less than twenty
months afier the daie of lisung of the chemical,

DOES PROPOSIT ION 65 PROVIDE ANY EXEMPT IONS ’
Yes. The llw uempl!-

Gonrnmcnwl a:ﬂl“" and public water urilitiez. Al agencies of the
federal, State of Jocs) :°V=mm=m.. as well asentities openung public wa-
\£T syBicTs, BT : |
Businesses wuh ,.im orfnver ¢mplo_n¢x Ndlher I.he w:mmg require-
men! nor the discharge prohibition applies 10 a busin:ss um :mploys a
1ol of nine or fewer cmployees.

Exposuta wre exempt from thé waming requires 'Pmpo

Exposures that po‘niﬁtam risk of cancer, For chemicals thatare
lisied 2s kpown (o ¢ lo cause cancer (Marcdnogens™), 2 waming

is nol required if the business can dermnonstrate that the'

at 3 leve) that poses “no significant risk.” This means uc:xpt:: :,,;ZE

is calculated to result in nol mare than one excess case of cancer in
100,000 individuals exposed over & 70-yeur lifetime. The Proposition 65
reulaions identify specific “no significant fisk™ levels for more than
250 lisied carcinogens. .

[y

Erpnmre: thatwill produce no obscrvuble reproductive ¢ ¢ffectat 1,00«
rimes the level in guestion. For chemicals known Lo the Sute 1o caus:
binh defects or oiber reproductive harm (reproductive Loxicants™),

waming is not required if the business can demonstrate that the cv.posu:
will produce po cbservable effect, even &1 1,000 times the level in ques
ton. 1o other wmﬂs the level of exposure mustbe below the “no obscr~
“able cﬁec( Jevel (NOEL) divided by a 1,000-fold safety oruncenaine
" factor, Th: “no. obscmb\c :ffect level” is the highest dose level whic

has nol. hecn usocnwd with an observable ldversc tcprod
vdopm:nul effect.. uctive of e

hqrg_gs l.hnl do Ml mulx in- a “xign(ﬁcnm cmount" ‘of the liste

chemical enering | lnlo any source of dnnking waler. Toe prohibitio
fmm dsschqcs into dnnhng “Waler does nol lpp\y if the discharger
able 1o demonstrate uuu“nglﬁﬁummm ‘of the lisied chemical h-
m\.doemm.orwmno\:m:r any. th’mkingwwmmmdmlmc di
. charge complies with all other spplicable liws, r:gu\mous permiits, T
. quirgmens, of, orders. ‘A “significan! amount™ micans’ any deteciat
smount, except an imoun! that would meet the “no ngmﬁcuu risk"”

2,710 observable, .effect” el AT an indwiduﬂ were exposcd to'such -

) - R RS
PRx¢s ..

HOW Is PROPOSITION 65 ENFORCED? oo
s i AT

Enfow:men is caried ool through civil hwmiu 'nme lzwsuiu may
. brought by the Anomey General,-any distriet atlomney ior ceruin Gty
tomeys'(those'in ciiesivith a population eceeding 750,000). Lawst
may aiso b proughit bY pnvne parties scting in the pubhc inwerest,
only afier prov‘din; noue: of the alleged violation tothe Anomey Ger
al,then ne dumel auorney anddty snomey , and the business
cused of um-:o\nuan.ﬂ?hc notce must pnmde adequate infonmatio:
aliow the recipient 10asiess the nature of the alleged violation. A nc
rmust comply withthe it_\forrmﬁonlndpmeedmﬂ requirernemus speci

in regu\-uom (T' Ue 22, C-JH ornil Cnde ol Regulations, Secuon 129

A the go :mmeml omcm \ed
on whhin llxly K“lys‘o i . 1% not above init’

'FOR FURTHER INFi OR.MATION. .

Contact the Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment’ s
osition 65 lmplemenation Office u 516) MS—-6900

§ 14000. Cheriicals Required by State or Federal Law
Have Been Tested lor Potential to Cause
Cencer or Reproductive Toxicity, but whi

Have Not Been Adequate T
Requir QL ly Tested As

(a) The Sefe Dnnkmg Wner ind Toxic Enforcement Act of )
quires the Governor to publish a list of themicals formally requ
siaie ot federal lgcn:u:: 10 have testing for earcinogenicity or re)
tive toxicity. bul thil the staie's qualified expens have not found
bccn adequately \tsied a3 Tequired (Health and Safety Code 2524

' Pnge 199
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Keaders ShOUIQ DOLE & ~oro- 07 =0~ = —ymymus vy UeIEIACU &
known Lo the state lo caus€ CANCE °”=pr'0_ducuv: \oxicily is not mc¥udcd
inthe following lising as Yequining Id.c‘huoml ll':‘slmg for l}'n\ parucu.lu
\oxicological endpoint, HOWEVE the dﬂ.lﬂ B may conlnue Lo exist,
for purposes of the siate o Jederd eecy's rquirements, Addidonal in-
formation on the requirerHEnts for testing may be obtained from the spe-

. : 3 bdow. .
mf;;)a%:?::n\:;:ﬁ::“cd 10 be tesied by the California Depanment of
Pcs%: :g!x%l:;:;npm venton A.scl of 1984 (SB 950) mandates that the
Cajifornia Depanment of Peslicide ,}CE"!‘L‘D“ (CD_P_R) I’CVi'CW ch.roni.c
1oxjcology sudics supporinE the registration of pesticidal active ingredi-
cows. Missing orunaceeptable studies are identificd as dats gaps. The stu-
dies are conducizd Lo fulfill generic dfuf requirements of the Federal h.
wricide, Fungicide, and Rodemiicide Act (FFRA), which is
sdministered by the U.S.- Envu'c_mmmu] ‘Plo%zcl.ltm Apgency. The studies
wre reviewed by CDPR sccording o guidelines and sundards promul-

ated under FIFRA. Thus, older swdics may not mezt current guidclines.
B The exisienee of 2 dal® BlP_le compound does not indicalz & wotal
1ack of information on Lhe GATCInogenicity or reproductive Loxicity of the
compound. In some cases., $RfOrmation cists in the openscientific liera-
wre, but SB 950 requires specific 'ddllm.nll mform:uot‘x. A datagap does
ot necessarily indicate that 80 Gncopenic or reproductive hazard exists.
For Lhe purposes of this list. @ data gap is still considered o be present un-
4] the study is reviewed gd found to be acceptabic. -
Following isa listing of SB 950data gaps for oncogenicity, reproduc-
Sion, and temiclogy studies for the first 200 pesticidal active ingredients.
" This 1ist will change as dats gaps arcfilled by additional data or replace-
. ies. -
" For ;:?-pom of this sectiOf "0 MOUSC™ means oncogenicity in mice,
“onc ral” means oncogenicity in rats, “repro™ means reproduction, *1en
sont” means ieratogenicity in rodents, “iera rabbit™ means teraogenic-

1IX | O]IC Suosuanees Lon o0 4 health effecs wesy
cyciohexanc and glycidyl metach have been compieted -.n: m%?'é,"?'
ranmental Protection Agency'ireview ©f Uhe Lesting program dats i Cum:r;u, :\.
derway, .

. {d) Chemicals required whe lested by the United States
1l Protection Agency, Office of Pesticide Programs
The U.S. Environmenual Prolection Agency (EP A) is responsible for
the regulation of pesticides under the Federa Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA) FIFR A requires EPA 10 register pestoiges
based on daia adequale Wwdemonstrale thatthey will not result in unres.

sonable adverse effecisopeople ©f the environment when used in accor.
dance with their EPA-approved labels.

1n 1988, FIFRA was umended to strengthen EPA®
1y authority and responsibiliies o reregisier pesticides repy :
10 1984 10 ensure they meel \0day's stringent sciemific uij“::\:) -
standards, Rercpistration require s regiswants 1o develop up—io-date d:?a
bases for each pesticide active ingredienl As pan of the reregistration
process, modifications may be mnade 10 registrations, labels o wl
to ensure they are proiective of hurman health and the environmeny. Algo
rerepisiation reviews will identify any pesticides where regulatory =
lion may be necessary o deal With unreasonabie risks . EPA has been, di-
recied (o accelerate the reregistration process 3o that the emirc N
is completed by 1997. The 1988 amendments set out a f; "t—phucplm‘ .
ule 1o accomplish this sk with deadlines applying to both Pﬁﬁdd:‘dm‘
istrants and the EPA. These smendmems RTCrequiring a substanuial n::,:
ber of new swdies 1o be conducted and old stadies Lo be reforman | for
EPA review 1o ensure they are adequmie, EPA may, in the request
additiona! data or information to further evalume any concems over the
safery of pesticide products.
The chemicals listed below are those for which data
or inadequate 1o chancizrize. oncogenicity, '

Environmen.

s pesticide regulae-

arc unavailable

\srogenicity, or reprogoc.
tive effects potenual. For purposes of this section,, -Fm-- ,?uz oncogen.
ity in rabbi. o jcity, “1era”™ means tenlogenicity, and “repra” means reproductive wxic-
Chemical Testing Neaded ity.
. . o0C TaL, repro, ters rodent Chemical Dala Requiremenys
onc ral, ‘onc mouse, lapru wen . one en
Chloroneb d Alkyl imidazolines \ena
i rodeny, tera rubbit Ametryn repro, en
4-Aminopytidine . onc, reprn, teTa
Fepro, onc ral h
PCP . . onc » 4-T-Amyiphenol ong, repro
Peoolcum disdllaes, aromssic voden e T Aquashade onc, repro, tera
. = beresiedbythe Uniwdls : . Bensulide . oug, Tepre, tera
(c) Chemicals required 10 00 s"’ nited States Environmental | penzisothinzoline-3-o0e o, Yepro, \exa
" prowection Agency, Office Of Toxic Subsiances. R Brodifscoum, Tepro
Under Section 4(s) of the Toxic S:;Pmnce: Contral Act, testing of a Bromonitrostyrene \en
chernical is required when that chemical may present an unreasonable | pysgn T repro
risk, or is produced in substantial quantities and enters the environment
in substantial quantities, of MY havesignificant or substantial human ex- Chlorfureno! methyl wn
. L apaon . . - " Chiorophacinone enn
F‘::P‘-‘ rposes of this s6eU9%: er3” means \erslogenicity, “riox” means Chioropicrin o
reproductive oxicity, “onc MEANS Oncogepicity. Chromaied arsenicals en
Chemical Testing Needed : gydmm thrin :,lcpm “n
Alyl (C12-13) plycicy) ether x: o DCNA - Tep, e
Amyl methy! ether Dibromodicysnobuane en
Bisphenol A diglycidyl ahet onc, nox D'Eclclop—mﬂtyl onc, ey
Dicroiophos ouc, repro
Cycioboxanc® nax, iera Dihalodialkylhydantoins onc, repro, T
- Dimethepin oo, repro, vea
Glysidy! methacrylae® Dimethyldithiocarbamate onc, repro, e
" Di and its compounds
nox, e DoCEp wn
1,6~Hexamethylene diisocysnstt Diphacinone and sals onc, repro, e
Npiethy) i one, nox, e Diphenylamine onc, e
e Dipropyl isocinchomeronaie Tepro
Phicnol Diuron : one
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Chemical .
Do:l'mc '
_Endo(hul and salts

Ethofumecs$ie
mox yqum

ch.hion
Fenvilerait
Fluwvalinate .

HYdmy—lfﬂlhy‘dlmoww

|
mmc Iulf“ﬂ .
xodme-w‘“““"‘ iodide
Jprodionc

Do K
onc, reprs, iena

ong, repro, ke

Daws Requirements
one, repro

e
onc
wen
onc, ien

e L
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A MMWOA‘L Enﬁu mwww,
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Fsubsection CoY (S, -n-\(dmd 12-23-54, Submined 1o O/
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8 [
Cu'::edunﬂl.l (Reginer 85, No, §2) s o m

N eqiti.

11. Amendment filed 1-30~577; operative 1-30-97. Sn\mdmdlpOALIorpr
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Animal bioassay data s admissible and generally tndicstive ol paten-
unJF:, :f:cul:p‘c:‘,:: ::; UL;:S regulation, substances arc present occupationally
when there is g possibility of exposure either as a resull of normal work

peralions or & reasonably foreseeable emergency resulting from work-
o‘ucc pperations. A reasonably foreseeable emergency is one which a
f!:asonnb\c person should anticipaie based on usual work conditions, &
subsiance's paricular chemical propenties (e.g., potential for explosion,
[ire, reacti vity), and the potential for human health hazards, A reasonably
{oresecable emergency includes, but is not limited 10, spllis, fires, explo-
sions, cquipment {ajlure, rupre of containers, or fallure of control
equipment which may of do resultin a reicase of 2 hazardous substance
into the workplace. .

(b) Administrative ProcedurcFollowed by the Director for the Devel-
ppment of the Initia} List. The Dll'cf:lor shall hold a public hearing con-
cerning the initial list. The recon will remain open 30 days afier the pub-
lic hearing for additional wrilen commenL. Requests to exempt a
substance in a particular physicl sule, volume, or concentration from
the provisions of Labor Code sections 6390 10 6399.2 may be made at this
ume. 1 no comments in ogpolinonwsuchlmqnulmmudc al the pub.
lic hearing of received during the comment period, or i the Director can
find no valid rcason why the request should not be considered, it will be
incorporaicd during the Director's preparation of the list

Afier the public comument period the Director shall formulste the ini.
tial list and send it 1o the Standards Board for approval, A fier receipt of
the list or a modified list from the Standards Board, the Director will
adopt the list and file with the Office of Administrative Law.

(c) Concenuration Requircmeal In determining whether the concen-
urstion requirement of & substance should be changed pursuan! 1o Labor
Code section 6383, the Director shall consider valid and substantial evi-
gence. Valid and substantia) evidence shall consist of clinical evi
or woxicological siudics including, but not limited 1o, animal biod:;?y

\ests, shori—ierm in vitro 1515, and human epidemiciogical studies. Upon -

adoption, a fegulation indicating the concentration requirement for a sub-
siance shall consist of a footnote on the list :

(d) Procedures for Modifying the List. The Direcior will consider peti-
tions from any.member of the public o modify the list or the concentra-
ton requirsments, pursuant 10 lhe procedures specified in Government
Code section 11347, 1. With petitions to modify the list, the Dirccror shall
make any Recessary deletions or additions in accordance with the proce-
gures herein se forth for establishing the list The Director will review
the existing list at lcast every two years and shall make any necessary ad-
ditions or delctions in sccordance with the procedures herein set forth for
establishing the list '

(¢) Critctia for Modifying the List. Petiions 10 add or remove & sub-
siance on the list, mudily the concentration level of a substance, or refer-
ence when a panicular substance is present in a physical state which docs
not pose any human health l_'xsk must bc accompanied with relevant and
sufficient scientific data which may include, but is not limited 10, shon~
\erm 1e5Ls, animal studies. human epidemiological studies, and clinical
daw. Il the applicant docs not include the compleie content of a refer-
cncod study o other document, there must be sufficient information 10
permit the Direciar 1o idcnlif_y and c_tbu.in the refercnced material, The pe-
liLioner Bears the burden of justifying any proposed modification of the
list.

“The Dircoor shall considﬂ: all evidence submitied, including negmtive
and positive evidence. All ewdc-nc: must be based on properiy designed
siwdics for toxicological c!idpomu indicating adverse health effecus in
humans. ¢.g.. carcinogenicity, mutagenicity, neuroloxicity, organ dama-
ge/clleas. : . .

For purposes of this rcg\lhuon: snimal data is admissiblc and general.
ly indicative of puml.ixl‘eﬂ'ecu in humans. T .

The absence of a panicular caicgory of siudics shall not be used 1o
prove the absence of risk.

. ration of the occupational applications of the Calif

\nherent 1nscnsitivities, resulls must be reevaluated in light of
the limits of sensitivity of each study, it tesi design, and the protocol fol.
lowed,

in cvaluating different results among proper \ests, as a general rule
positive results shall be given Tore weight than negative resulis for pur-
pases of including a substance on the listormodifying the listin reference
\0 concentration, physical state or volume, 5o that appropriate informa-
tion may be provided regarding those positive results. In cach case, (e
relative sensitivity of each Lest shall be s factor in resolving such ‘con-
flicts, :
NOTE: Authority cited: Scction €380, Labor Code. Reference: Section:
£330, 6380.5, 6382 and 6383, Labor Codc. = e

HisToRY
1. New anticle S (seation 337) filed 11-5-41; effective
(Regiswer 81, No. 45).

1. Amendment of subsection (d) filed 1 -15-2): effective

Government Code section | 1346.2(d) (Reqisizr 87, Na. 3)

3. Editorial correction of HISTORY 2, (Regisier91, No. 19),

thinicth day thereafie

ugon filing pursuani 1o

}338. Speciel Procedures for Supplementary Entorcement
of Siste Plan Requirements Concerning
Propesilion 65, .

(2) This sectionseis forth special procedures: i
the Lerms of the approval by the United States Dc'?ﬁ:lry :rurmx‘:l’tnk‘:‘:rynn:
California Hazard Communication Sundard, pertaining o the incorpo
and Toxic Enforcement Act (hereinafier Pmposiu:zsl).s: :c??ortt':
62 Federal Regisier 31159 (June 6, 1997). This approval specificall
placed cenain conditions on the enforcement of Proposition 65 with n
gard to occupatonal caposures, including that it does not spply 1o b
conduct of manufacturers occurring outside the Stave of California. An
person ing “in the public interes™ pursuant 1o Health and Safe
Code § 25249.7(d) (hercinafier “Supplemental Enforcer™) or any dinri
allorney or city siomey Of proseculor pursumnt to Health and Safe
Code § 25249.7(c) (hereinafier “Public Prosecutor™), who alieges the ¢
istence of violations of Proposition €5, with respeci 1o occupational ¢
posures as incorporated into the California Hazard Communication Su
dard (hereinafier “Suppiemenual Enforcement -Mauer™), shall comy
with the requirements of this seclion. No Supplemenal Enforcem
Maner shall proceed excepl in compliance with the requiremenus of 1
seclion.

(b) 22 CCR § 12903, setting forth specilic requirements for the comt
and manner of service of sixty~day notices under Proposition 65, in
fect on April 22,1997, is sdopied and incorporated by reference. l;'x »

- tion, any sixty=day nolice concerning a Supplermnenul Enforcement b

er shall include the following simement:
4“‘ntis notice alicges Lhe violauon of Proposition 65 with respea: Lo
cupational exposures governed by the California Suaie Pian [or Oco
tional Safcty and Health. The Stz Plan incorporaies the provisior
Proposition 65, s approved by Federal OSHA on June 6, 1957, Thi:
proval specifically placed cenain conditions with regard 1o occupati
cxposurcs on Proposition 63, including that it does not apply 10 the
duct of manufacturers occurring oulside the Suate of Californie. Th
proval also provides that an employer may use the means of compli
in the general hazard communicalion requirements o comply with |
osition 65. I lsorequires that supplemental enforcement is subject !
supervision of the Califomia Occupational Safety and Health Adn
usiion. Accordingly, any sctuement, civil complaint, or subsu
coun orders in this matier must be submitied 10 the Auomey Gen
(c) A Suppicmental Enforcer or Public Prosecutor who comme:
Supplcmenttl Enforcernemt Maier shall serve a file—endorsed o
the complaint upon the Atlorney General- within en days alier filin
the Coun. '
(d) A Supplcmenual tinforeer or Public Prosecuor shall serve uy
Auorncy General u copy of any motion, or oppesilion \0 a muRi
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I'am over the age of 18 and not a party to this case. Iam a resident of or employed in the county

where the mailing occurred. My business address is 950 South Coast Drive, Suite 220, Costa Mesa,
California 92626.

I SERVED THE FOLLOWING:
1.) 60-Day Notice of Intent to Sue Under Health & Safety Code Section 24249.6

2) The Safe Drinking Water and Toxic Enforcement Act of 1986 (Proposition 65): A
Summary (only sent to violators)

by enclosing a true copy of the same in a sealed envelope addressed to each person whose name

and address is shown below and deposing the envelope in the United States mail with the postage fully
prepaid:

Date of Mailing: February 20, 2006
Place of Mailing: Costa Mesa, California

NAME AND ADDRESS OF EACH PERSON TO WHOM DOCUMENTS WERE MAILED:

Tom Vessey /CEO
1* Centennial Bank
218 E. State Street
Redlands, CA 92373

California Attorney General
(Proposition 65 Enforcement Division)
1515 Clay Street, 20th Floor

Oakland, CA

San Diego City Attorney San Diego County District Attorney
1200 3rd Ave. Ste. 1620 330 Broadway

San Diego, CA 92101 " san Diego, CA 92101

Los Angeles City Attorney " Los Angeles County DA

200 N. Main St. N.E. 210 W. Temple Street, 18th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90012 Los Angeles, CA 90012

Riverside County DA San Bernardino County DA

4075 Main St., 1% FL 316 N. Mountain View Av.
Riverside, CA 92501 San Bernardino, CA 92415

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the
foregoing is true and correct.

Dated: February 20, 2006 : L/\ M
JA “




