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 Bank of the Orient
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 Ernest Go, President of Bank of the Orient (hereinafter referred to as “BANK OF THE ORIENT” 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 BANK OF THE ORIENT 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 BANK OF THE ORIENT )
(hereinafier “the Facilities”) that BANK OF THE ORIENT permits the smoking of tobacco products at

the Facilities, which exposes customers, visitors 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 entering 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 “Investigation Period”). During those investigations CDG discovered that
the Facilities are owned and/or managed by BANK OF THE ORIENT, and that BANK OF THE
ORIENT has more than nine employees. Those investigations showed that BANK OF THE ORIENT 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 BANK OF THE ORIENT 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 Facilities was seen by the investigators for CDG at the
Facilities during the Investigation Period, including persons seen smoking in these areas and the presence
of cigarette butts on the ground in those areas. The presence of such smokers, the cigarette butts on the
ground as well as the presence of cigarette disposal receptacles/ashstrays in those areas is evidence of the

knowledge of BANK OF THE ORIENT that such activities occurred in those areas and were permitted by
it.

The investigation by CDG at the Facilities showed that BANK OF THE ORIENT 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 period of time that BANK OF THE ORIENT has owned
and/or controlled the Facilities prior to the Investigation Period, BANK OF THE ORIENT has failed to
post clear and reasonable warning signs at the Facilities in compliance with Proposition 65. Given that
the maximum period of potential liability pursuant to Proposition 65 and Business & Professions Code
§17200 (which are the operative statutes pursuant to which a complaint will be filed against BANK OF
THE ORIENT) is four years, this Notice is intended to inform BANK OF THE ORIENT 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 BANK OF THE ORIENT 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 provided to the Office of the Attorney General
responsible for Proposition 65 enforcement.

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 Occupational Exposures 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

Anthody G. ha
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EXHIBIT A

BANK OF THE ORIENT
Ernest Go, President
Bank of the Orient
223 Sansome Street
San Francisco, CA 94104
1023 Stockton Street 2001 Irving Street
San Francisco, CA San Francisco, CA
94108 94122
500 Broadway Street 317 Sixth Avenue
Millbrae, CA San Francisco, CA
94030 94118
18605 E. Gale Ave, Suite 180 233 Sansome Street
City of Industry, CA San Francisco, CA
91748 94104




LIST OF CARCINOGENS

Acetaldehyde Acetamide

Acrylonitrile 4-Aminobiphenyl

(4-Aminodiphenyl) Aniline

Ortho-Anisidine Arsenic (inorganic arsenic compounds)
Benz[a]anthracene Benzene

Benzo[blfluoranthene Benzo[jlfluoranthene
Benzo[k]ﬂuofanthene Cadmium

Captan | Chromium (hexavalent compbunds)
Chrysene Dichlorodiphenyltrichloroethane (DDT)
Bibenz[a,hlanthracene “7H-Dibenzo[c,g]carbazole
Dibenzo[a,é]pyrene Dibenzo[a,h]pyrene

Dibenzo[a,i]pyrene Dibenzo[a,ljpyrene
1,1-Dimethylhydrazine (UDMH) Formaldehyde (gas)

Hydrazine 7 L ead and lead compounds
-1-Naphthylamine - - 2-Naphthylamine - -

Nickel and certain nickel compounds 2-Nitropropane
N-Nitrosodi-n-butylamine IN-Nitrosodiethanolamine
N-Nitrosodiethylamine N-Nitrosomethylethylamine

N-Nitrosomorpholine

IN-Nitrosonornicotine

IN-Nitrosopiperidine N-Nitrosopyrrolidine
Ortho-'roluidine Tobacco Smoke
Urethane (Ethyl carbamate) -

IIST 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)
I, Anthony G. Graham, hereby declare: |
1. . This Certificate of Merit accompanies the attached sixty-day notice(s) in which it
is alleged the parties identified in the notices have violated Health and Safety Code section
25249.6 by fzuhng to provide clear and reasonable warnings.
2. Iam member of the State Bar of California, a partner of the law firm of Graham
& Martin, LLP, and attorney for notxcmg party Consumer Defense Group Action.
3. ._ I have consulted w1th one or more persons with relevant and appropriate
‘experience or expertise who has reviewed facts, studies, or other data regarding the alleged
exposures to the ﬁsted_-ene;njealgfthat are.the snbject of the action.
4, Bas_ed ;qn;fghe;infqrr_n;rﬁgn, Qhrgined tnrough those consultatiens, and on all other
information in m}; possession, I belieye there.is a reasonable and meritorious case for the private
‘action. I understand that “reasonqble 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‘r prove that the alleged violator will be able to establish any of the

affirmative defenses set forth in the statute. .
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5. The copy of this _Certiﬁcate_of Merit served on the Attorney General attaches to it
factual information sufficient to establish the basis for this certificate, including the information
identified in Health and Safety Code section 25249.7(h)(2), i.e., (1) the identity of the persons
consulted with and relied on by the certifier, apd (2) the facts, studies, or other data reviewed by
those persons.

I declare under penﬂty of perjury undér the laws of the State of California that the

~ foregoing is true and correct. Executed at Costa Mesa, California on February 3, 2006.
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QFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
HAZARD ASSESSMENT
CALIFORNL A ENV IRONMENTAL PROTE.CTI ON AGENCY

HE SAFE DRINKING WATER AND TOXIC
ENFORCEMENT ACT OF 1986

('pROPOSmON 65): A-SUMMARY
The following summary has been prepared by the Office of Environmen-
12] Health Hazsrd® Asscssment, the lead agency for the implemenation
of the Safe Drinking water and Toxic Enforcement Act of 1986 (com-
. mnonly known as “proposition 657), A copy of this summary- oust be in-
cluded as an attachment Lo RAY notice of violation served upon analicged
violator of the Act. The' summary provides basic information aboul the
visions of the iaw, and s intended to serveonly as 8 convenient source
of gcnmi informatiofl- ‘J1 is pot-iniended to provide, lumonuuve guid- .

ance on the meaning OF application of the law, The reader is directed 10

the statute andits ,mplemcnung n:guhuons (w: ciistions bclow) furfur- .
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L €52 p,,.' o8 i 'cmmh tawas Hu)th hand Sd‘cty Code Sec-
“ ]:::T;J‘;:g.s uu";:ugh 25249,13, Regulations that provide more specific

.guidance on complisnce. : and that gpecify, procedures 10.be

Exposures that pomniﬁtuﬂ risk of cancer. For cbemicals thatare
\isted as kpown 0

k¢ o cause cancer (Marcinogens™), s waming
is not required if the business can dernonstrale that the' expasure oceurs

a1 3 leve) that poses “no significant risk.” This means that the exposure
i¢ calculaied to result in nol more than one cxcess case of cncer in
100,000 individuals exposed over & 70—yeurlifetime., The Proposition 65
reguistions identify specific "no significant risk™ levels (or more thar
250 listed carcinogens. .

E:rpn:urcx thatwill produce no oburvu.blc reproductive ¢ffect at 1,00¢
times the level in guestion. For chemicals known Lo the Siaie 1o caus.
birth defects or oiber reproductive harm C“reproductive Loxicanis™)

warning is not required if the business can demonStrate tha the cxposur
will produce 0o cbservable effect, even a1 1,000 times the level in ques
ton. uomcrwords the level of exposure mustbe ‘below the “no observ
“able :ﬁu:ncv:l ('NOEL). dividedbyal {000-fold safery oruncenaint
" faoror, 'I‘h: “no. observnb\c effcct level" is the h:ghc.sl dose leve] whic

bas not been associsied with an observable ldvetsc mpmducuvc o de
vdupmmul effect..

Di:charw thatdo ot resule in-@ "mntﬁcw amount of the liste

.. chemical ense ring.L into any source of drinking waser. The prohibitio

from, d.uchqr.s inlo dnnhng ‘water does nol apply if the discharger
sblz 1o demonstrate thata *significant amount™ of the listed chemical b

followed by thwmkﬂwmm\mﬂmmuwwmmdﬁmmd,
Lhe Statz in carrying o0t e:mituupecu of the Jaw, are found in Tide 22.

of the Clllfumu Code of Regulations, Sections 12000 lhrough 14000,
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wmrpoas rnarasman 65 REQ JUIRE?
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s Lill- Wﬁwﬁ nmlilﬂ theawmnpuhmh

fgﬂexﬁ;‘ that sy known 1o the Stae of Californiaio cause can-

cer or birth defects or other ve harm. ‘This list must be updated

" least onced’ yearsOver Over. 550 chemicals have been lisied as of May 1,

" 1996. Only those chsmwlh !hal are on the list are regulated under this

law. Busincsses that use, release or otherwise engagein u:.hn-
ties involving thou chemiﬂ‘l must comply with the fol\owinr

LR e AR

ilile warnings. A business is requind 10 mtpenon
?mu:r“n“kndnr;:.;::‘y +gnd'intentionally™ exposing that person 1o 8 listed
chermical, The wamni ivennumbe":\urmd ressonable,” This means -

" (hat the warriing mo st (l)ﬂuﬂy make knowri that the chiemicil involved
is known o Eause :#: or birth defects or other feproductive barm; and
 @)be givenin such s Wiy thatit will effectively reach'the person before
he or she is ex i
ment if they occur besé ihlnlwelve monnu afier the date of listing ol‘
chemical.

QN Tudian L Ve

' n from ducharre.r dinto drinking wafér." A b'

:;g)x‘l:);nd{rmmc or release 2 listed chemical inlo’

where it passes Of ably will pass into a sotrce ofdn‘

charges are exempl from this requircment if they occur les: than twenty
" months after the dau of listing of the chemical.

DOES PROPOSITION 65 PROVIDE ANY EXEMPTI O NS'
Yes. The law cxempls

Gaurnmcuu:l ngumﬂ and pubhc mucr urilities, Al agencies of the

[ederal, State or Jocal :°V=mm=nl. as well s emiues openung public wa-

e sysems, are e .
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1oul of nine or fewer eMpIOYEEs.
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; violation. In addition, the *
“ness may be ordmdby n comol’ﬁwmsl.op corrumumg x.hc violr

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION. .

Contact the Office of Enrvironmental Health Hazard Assessment’ s
osition 65 lmplemeaution Office a1 (916) 445—69@

§ 14000. Chemicals Requiredby State or Federal Lew
Heve B.een Tested for Potential to Cause
Csncer or Reproductive Toxicity, but whi

Heve Not Been Adequately Tested As
Required.
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m:i:d\?miﬂf \zc::u s canceror l’!:pr.o.ducti\m toxicity is not included
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oicology sudies supporting thergisiration of pesticidal active ingredi-
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m: nder FIFRA. Thus, alder studies may not meet aurent guidelines.
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Animal bioassay daia is admissibic and peneralty indicative of poten-
ga) effects in humans. . '

For purposes of this regulstion, :uhsu.nu:s are present occupationally
when there is & possibilily of exposure either as a resull of normal work
cperations of 3 reasonably foresecable emergency resulting from work-
place opcrations. A rcasonﬂb!y. foresecsble emergency is one which 2
reasonable person should anticipate based on usual work conditions, &
.ubstance's paricular chemical properties (e.g., potential for explosion,
fire, reactivity),and the potential for human health hazards, A reasonably
foresecable emergency includes, bul is not lirnited to, splils, fires, explo-
sions, cquipment failure. rupture of containers, or fallure of control
cquipment which may of do resultin » release of 2 hazardous substance
inio the workplace. )

(b) Adminisirative Procedurtfollc:wcd by the Director for the Devel-
opment of the initial LisL. The Due.uor shall hoid a public hearing con-
cerning the initial list. The record will remain open 30 days afier the pub-
lic hearing for aditional writen commenl Requests 1o excmpt a
substance in a panicular physical suie, volume, or concentration from
the provisions of Labor Codc scclions 639010 6399.2 may be made st this
rme. 1f no comments in opposition 1o such a request arc madc al the pub-
lic hearing or reccived during the comment period, or if the Direcior can
find no valid reason why “_‘C request should not be considered, it will be
incorporaied during the Dnucto\:‘ s preparation of the lisL.

Afier the public comment period the Direcior shall formulate the ini-

yal list and send it 1o the Stendards Board for approval, A fier receipt of -

the list of & modified Jist from the Siandards Board, the Director will
adopt the list and file #t with the Office of Adminisirative Law.

(c) Concentration Requirement. In determining whether the concen-
\ration requirement of & substance should be changed pursuant to Labor
Code section 6383, the Director shall consider valid and substantial evi-
dence. Valid and substantial evidence shall consist of clinical evidence
or toxicological studies including, but not limied to, animal bioassay

\ests, shori=erm in vitro 12313, and human epidemiological stdies. Upon -

adoption, s jegulation indicating the concentration requiremnent for a sub-
siance shall consist of 3 footnote on the it .

(d) Procedures for Modifying the List. The Director will consider peti-
vons from any.member of the public 1o modify the list or the concentra-
lion requirements, pursuant 1o the procedures specified tn Government
Code section 11347, 1. With petitions 1o modify the lisi, the Director shall
make any necessary dcleligm or addilions in accordance with the proce-
gures herein set forth for éstablishing the lisL The Director will review
the cxisting list at icast every two years and shall make any necessary ad-
ditions or delctions in sccordance with the procedures herein set forth for
establishing the list. ‘

(¢) Critcria for Modifying the List. Petitions 10 add or remove s sub-

stance on the list, mudily the concentration level of a subsiance, or refer-
cnee when a panicular subsu'ncc is present in a physical statz which does
not posc any human health risk must be accompanied with relevant and
sufficienl scientific dsts which may include, but is not limited to, shorn-
\erm Lests, animal studies. hum.a.n epidemiological studies, and clinical
gawa. If the applicant docs nol include the compiete content of a refer-
cnced stwdy or other documeny, there must be sulficient information w0
permit the Direcor o identd fy and obuain the referenced material, The pe-
litioner bcars the burden of justifying any proposed modification of the
list.

The Dircctor shall considm:lll evidenee submited, including negative
and posilive cvidence. All cvidence must be based on properly designed
swdies for toxicological cpdpoinu indicaling adverse health effects in
humans, ¢.g.. carcinopenicity, mutagenicity, neurotoxicity, organ dama-
ge/eliects. : . ;

Far purposcs of this rcgulation, animal data is admissible and genceral.
ly indicative of poicntial effects in humans. o .

The abscnee of & panicular cacgory of studics shall not be used .10
prove the absence of risk.
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inherent insensitivities, o results must be reevaluated in light of

the limits of sensitivity of each study, its tesidesign, and the protocol {ol.
lowed,

in cvaluating different results amaong proper \ests, as a geneml rule
positive results shall be given more weight than negati ve results for pu[..
poses of including a substance on the listormodifying the Vistin reference
10 concentratior, physical state or volum, t that appropriate informa.
tion may be provided regarding those positive results, In cach case the
relative sensitivity of esch test shall be s factor in resolving such 'ccm
Rics, .
NOTE: Authority cited: Section €380, Labor Code. Reference: .
6380, 6380.5, 6382 snd 6383, Laubor Cod, =t Sections 6361

HisTorY )
1. New anicie 5 (seation 337) filed 1 1-5-81; effecti irg
(Register 81, No. 45), ellective thinicth day thereahe
2. Amendment of subsection (d) filed 1-15-87: elfectve .
Governmenl Code section | 1346.2(d) (Regisier B7, No“. P°3).h filing purzuani 10
1. Editorial comrection of HISTORY 2. (Regisier 51, No. 19),

{238, SpecialProcedures tor Supplementary Enforcement

of Siate Pian Requirements Con
Proposition 65, : serning

(a) This scctionsels forth special procedures necessary 3
the lerms of the approval by the United Suies Dcpmm‘:fﬁnt‘:‘:ryo‘;nus
California Hazard Communication Standard, peruaining to the incorpo
rstion of the occupational applications of the California Safc Drinkin;
and Toxic Enforcement Act (hereinafier Proposition €5), as set fonhq'
62 Federal Regiser 31159 (June 6, 1997). This approval specifical
placed cenain conditions on the enforcement of Propasition 65 w'l‘t.h
gard 10 occupational eaposures, including that it does not apply 1o :;
conduct of manufacturers occuTTing ouuide the Suate of California Am
person proceeding “in the public interes™ pursuam 10 Health and Safe
Code § 25249.7(d) (hercinafier “Supplemental Enforcer™) orany di'xt:i
sllomey or Gity allomey OF Proseculor pursuant W Health and Safe
Code § 25249.7(c) (hereinafier “Public Prosecutor™), who alleges the ¢
isience of violations of Proposition €5, with respect 10 occupational ¢
posures as incorporated into the Califomia Hazard Communication Su
dard (hereinafier “Supplemental Enforcement . Mauer™), ‘shall oo
with the requirements of this seciion. No Supplemenull E:\fotccr:: '
::ux!:r shall proceed except in complisnce with the requiremenu of

on.

(b) 22'CCR § 12902, szting fonh specific requirements for the cont
and manner of service of sixty—day nolices under Propositon €5, in
fect on April 22, 1997, is adopied and incorporated by reference, 1y s
tion, any sixty=day nolice conceming 1 Supplemenul E.nroru:n;cm N
ter shall inciude the following sunement: ‘

*This notice alieges the violauon of Proposition
cupational exposures governed by the California S&v;ﬂnrc[:m
tional Safcty and Heaslth. The Suate Plan incorporates the provisior
Proposition 65, as approved by Federal OSHA on June 6, 1997, Thi:
proval specifically placed cerain conditions with regard 10 occlxpn%
cxposures on Proposition €3, including that it does not spply 1o the
duct of manufacwrers occurring outside the Suate of California. Th
proval also provides that an cmployer may use the means of compli
in the gencral hazard cornmunicalion requirements w comply Wil‘:\ 1
osition 65. lt alsorequires that supplemental enforcement is subject !
supervision of ithe California Occupational Safely and Health Adn
usuon. Aecc.otding\y. any sculiement, civil complaint, or subsu
coun orders in this matler must be submited 1o the Altorney Gen

(c) A Suppicmenial Enforeer or Public Proscculor who comme:
Supplcmcn.ul Enforcement Mauer shall serve a file—endorsed o
::: ccu:;:tl-um upon the Auorncy General-within ien days aficr filin

(d) A Supplemenial Einforeer or Public Prosecuor shall mwcv vy
_Aunmcy General w copy of any motion, or oppnsition \o 3 maots
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I am over the age of 18 and not a party to this case. I am 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.

ISERVED 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:

Ernest Go, President
Bank of the Orient

223 Sansome Street

San Francisco, CA 94104

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

QOakland, CA

San Francisco City Attorney San Francisco County DA
1390 Market Street 880 Bryant Street

San Francisco, CA 94102 San Francisco, CA 94103

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 \ .
Lo WA







