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DEA. More than 60-days have passed and no designated public enforcer has prosecuted the 

allegations set forth in the Notice. 

1.5. Complaint 

On or about October 17, 2014, Shefa LMV tiled a complaint in the Los Angeles County 

Superior Court against New World Imports alleging, inter alia, violations of Proposition 65, based on 

the alleged exposure to Cocamide DEA contained in certain products sold in California without first 

providing clear and reasonable warnings in violation of California Health and Safety Code section 

25249.6. The action is titled, Shefa LMV, LLC .v. New World Imports, Inc,, Case No. BC561056. The 

action was subsequently transferred to the Alameda County Superior Court and added to the 

coordination proceeding styled, Proposition 65 Cocamide DEA Cases, JCCP 4765. On or about 

February_, 2015, Kneipp was added to Shefa LMV LLC v. New World Imports, et al., thereby 

adding it to the Proposition 65 Cocamide DEA Cases. 

1.6. No Admission 

Kneipp denies the material, factual and legal allegations contained in Shefa LMV's Notice and 

Complaint and specifically denies that the Covered Products required a Proposition 65 warning or 

otherwise caused harm to any person. Kneipp maintains that the Covered Products were sold in 

Califomia in compliance with all laws. The parties have entered into this Consent Judgment in order 

to settle, compromise and resolve disputed claims and thus avoid prolonged and costly litigation. 

Nothing in this Consent Judgment shall be construed as an admission by Kneipp or by any of its 

respective officers, directors, shareholders, employees, agents, parent companies, subsidiaries, 

divisions, affiliates, franchises, licensees, customers, suppliers, manufacturers, distributors, 

wholesalers, or retailers, of any fact, finding, conclusion, issue or violation of law, fault, wrongdoing, 

or liability, including without limitation, any admission concerning any alleged violation of 

Proposition 65, nor shall compliance with this Consent Judgment constitute or be construed as an 

admission by Kneipp of any fact, finding, conclusion, issue or violation of law, fault, wrongdoing, or 

liability, the same being specifically denied by Kneipp. This Consent Judgment shall not be offered or 

admitted as evidence in any administrative or judicial proceeding or litigation in any court, agency or 
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Alisa Fried

Managing Member






