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‘COMPLAINT




| Plalntlffs New Jersey Department of Envrronmental Protectlon (“DEP”) and the’ |
Administrator of the New Jersey Spill Compensatlon Fund (“Admmlstrator”) (collectlvely, “the ,
Plalntlffs”) having their pnnc1pal offices at 401 East State Street in the City of T renton County
of Mercer, State of New Jersey, by way of Complamt against the above-named defendants (“the ,
Defendants”), say: ‘ o ’ |

: STATEMENT OF THE CASE

S Plamtlffs bring thrs civil action pursuant to the Spill Compensation and Control
" Act (the “Spill Act”), N.J.S.A. . A. 58:10-23.11 to -23.24, and the common law for rermbursement
of the cleanup and'removal costs and damages they have incurred, and w111 mcur, as a result of
dlscharge of hazardous substances at the BASF/Inmont site located in the C1ty of Hawthome, '
Passalc County The costs and damages the Plaintiffs seek include the damages they have
}incurred and w111 incur, for any natural resource of this State that has been, or may be 1nJured as
a result of the discharge of hazardous substances at the BASF/Inmont site, and to compel the
Defendants to perform, under plaintiff DEP's oversrght or to ﬁlnd plalntrff DEP's performance
of any further assessment and restoration of any natural resource that has been, or may be
m]ured as a result of the dlscharge of hazardous substances at the BASF/Inmont site.

THE PARTIES

| 2. Plaintiff DEP is a principal department vvithin the Executive Braneh of the State

government vested with the authority to conserve and protect natural resources, protect the
env1ronment prevent pollutlon and protect the pubhc health and safety N.J.S.A. J S. A 13: 1D 9.

| 3. In addltlon the State is the trustee for the beneﬁt of its citizens, of all natural

, resources w1th1n its Junsdlctlon for which plamtlff DEP is vested with the authorlty to protect

this public trust and to seek compensation for damages to the natural resources of the State.




N.J.S.A. 58:10-23.11a. |

4. ~ Plaintiff Admm1strator is the chief executive officer of the New Jersey Spill.
Compensatlon Fund (“the Spill Fund”) N.JS.A. A 58 10-23.11j _] As ch1ef executlve ofﬁcer of the |
Sprll Fund, plaintiff Admrmstrator is authonzed to approve and pay any cleanup and removal
costs plaintiff DEP incurs, N J.S.A. 58:10-23.11f.c. and d., and to certlfy the amount of any |
clarm to be pa1d from the Spill Fund N.J.S.A. 58:10-23.11j.d.

5. Defendant.BASF Corporatlon (“BASF”) is a corporation orgamzed under the
laws of the State of Delaware with a principal place of business located at 100 Campus Drive,
Florham Park, New Jersey. ,

6 | In 1964, BASF Aktiengessellschaft (“BASF AG”), a corporation of the Federal
Republlc of Germany, acqulred the assets of United Cork Companies, a New York corporation,
w1th the surviving entity bemg Badische Products Corporatlon (“Badishe Products”), also aNew -
York corporation. , | :

’ 7. In January 1968, Badische Products merged with BASF Colors & Chemicals, thus
: becoming BASF Corporation, a New York corporation. |
8. In December 1970, BASF Corporation merged with Wyandotte Chemical
" Corporation, 'thu’s becoming BASF Wyandotte Corporation, a Michigan corporation. |

9. In Decemberl985, Badische Corp., a Delaware corporatiOn, merged with BASF
'Wyandotte Corporation and several other companies to form Inmont Corporation (“Inmont”) a

Delaware corporation and simultaneously changed the surviving entlty s name to 'BASF

Corporation, a Delaware corporation, defendant BASF herem




10. Defendant Umted Technolog1es Corporation (“UTC”) is a corporatron '
organized and exrstmg under the laws of the State of Delaware wrth 1ts pnncrpal place of g
busrness located at One Frnancral Plaza Hartford, Connecticut 06103 |

1 l ’ Inmont was a wholly—owned subsrdlary of defendant UTC

12. Defendant BASF acqulred Inmont from defendant UTC through a stock
pnrchase agreement‘in 1985, and is the successor-in-interest to Inmont. |

13. Defendants “ABC Corporations” 1-10, these names being fictitious, are
- entities whose identities cannot be ascertained as of the filing of this Complaint, certain'

of which are corporate successors to, or are otherwise related to, defendant UTC,
, defendant BASF, and/or their predecessors,"including Inmont.
14, Defendants “John Does” 1-10, these names  being fictitious, are
1nd1v1duals whose 1dent1t1es cannot be ascertained as of the filing of this Complaint,
 certain of whom are partners officers, directors, respons1ble corporate OfﬁClalS and/or
| shareholders of, or are otherwise related to, defendant UTC, defendant BASF, one or
more of the AlBC Corporations Defendants, and/or their predecessors, including Inmont.

AFFECTED NATURAL RESOURCES

Ground Water
- 15.  Ground water is an extremely important natural resourCe for the people of
‘New J ersey,‘ supplyrng more than 900 million gallons of water per day, which provides
more than half of New J ersey’s population w1th drinking water. .
16.  Not only does ground water serve as a source of potable water it also
serves as an integral part of the State’s ecosystem.

~17.  Ground water provides base flow to streams and other surface water




'bodies‘and inﬂuences surface water'quality, wetland ecology, and the health of aquatic
ecosysterns. | 4 |

18. Ground water also prov1des cyclmg and nutrient movement prevents salt
water intrusion provides ground stablhzatron, prevents smkholes and prov1des_ ‘

mamtenance of critical water levels in freshwater wetlands

19.  Ground water is also used for commerc:lal mdustnal and agricultural
purposes.
20.  There are morethan 6,000 contaminated sites in New Jersey that have -

ground water confirmed to be contaminated with hazardous substances.
Surface Water
21 Approximately 850 million gallons of surface water per day supplies
nearly half of New Jersey’s population with drinking water.

22. | ”Surface water in New Jersey is also used for commercial, recreational,
| agncultural and industrial uses, such as coollng water and eleetricalgeneration, boating,
ﬁshing, swimming, irrigation, and transportatlon of goods and services.

23. | ‘_The tourist and recreation industries, which are vital to the economy of
this State, depend on clean waters and beaches.

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS

24. The BASF/Inmont site consists of approx1mately 16 acres of real property -
located at 150 Wagaraw Road City of Hawthomne, Passaic County, this property being
also known and desrgnated as Block 12, Lot 7, on the Tax Map of the City of Hawthorne,

(“the BASF/Inmont Property”) and all other areas where any hazardous substance




discharged there has become located (colleCtively, “the BASF/Inmont Site”), ‘Ivs‘/hich
plaintiff DEP has designated as Site Remediation Prograrm Interest No. 006771. | |
25. The BASF/Inmont Property is ‘bordered on the ’south by the Passaic River; -
26. The groundWater systern beneath the BASF/Inmont\Site c‘onsistisﬁof two
aquifers; an overburden aquifer and a bedroek aquifer.f Ground uvater in fhe: overburden
- aquifer iﬂows :south to the Passaic River. | e k
27. Ground weter in the lovrer oortion of the bedrock aquifer flows both south
toWard the Passaic River and north—northwest toward a municipal water productlon well
ﬁeld which flow mlgrates dependmg on the purnping condltlons at the local municipal
well field.
; -28. Ground water in the upper portion of the bedrock aquifer ﬂowe toward the
Passaic River, the rate of which ﬂowkvaries depending on localy well pumping eonditions.k
29, - Prior to 1946, the BASF/Inmont Property was part of a larger 25-acre tract
of land owned by the Weidman Company (“Weidman”) which began developing the
property for 'Water produetion in 1910. |
30, By 1912, Weidman had installed 47 bedrock wells on the 25-aores
bproperty, which wells ranged in depth from 300 to 400 feet and had an average combined
yield of 5, OOO OOO gallons per day. | |
31, Nine of the water production Wells Weidman 1nsta11ed were located on the

BASF/Inmont Property, and were used for drinking andmanufacturing untilqthe 1950s.

3. In 1946, Inmont purchased the 16 acre BASF/Inmont Property.




33.  In 1985, defendant BASF acquired Inmont and the thervBASF/Inrnont
' ,Property from defendant kUTC, and, as of the ﬁling of this Complaint, defendant BASF
continues to own the BASF/Inmont Property.

| 34. : Dunng the time that defendants UTC . and BASF and/or therr .
divrsion/predecessor Inmont, owned the'BASF/Inmont Property, hazardous substanees,
as deﬁned 1n M 5’8:10-2’3.11b., were t'discharged" there within the'rneaning of
N_L_S__A ‘58:10-23.11f.b,(2), which substances included nitrobenzene, aniline,' benzene,
trichloroethylene, tetracnloroethylene,;l,2,4-triehiorobenzene, and cnlorobenzene. |

35. | Inmont 'produced dyestuffs dyestuff intermediate, pigrnent intermediates, :
spec1a1ty polymers and chemlcals at the BASF/Inmont Property

©36. In 1967 Inmont cease producrng orgamc chemicals at the BASF/Inmont
‘ Property, and, in 1974, stopped manufacturrng dyestuff there.

37. -~ From 1974 through 1988, Inmont, and later defendant BASF, continued
‘rnanufacturing pigments, aqueous dispersions, and flush bases at the BASF/Inmont
Property. | | |

38 Inmont, as a division of defendant UTC, and defendant BASF, doing
business as‘ ‘BASF/Inmont, engaged in chemical manufacturing = activities at the
BASF/Inmont Property, which aotivities involved the generation, storage, handling, and
disposal of "hazardous substances," as deﬁned in N.J.S.A. 58:10-‘23 .‘1 1b, certain of which

were "discharged" there within the meaning of l_\I_J_S_A_ 58:10323.141b.,,which substanoes

included nitrobenzene, aniline, benzene, trichloroethylene, tetrachloroethylene,’ 1,2,4-

‘trichlorobenzene, and chlorobenzene.




39.  In 1982, Inmont retained consultants’ to conduct anfinvestigation of
possible chemical contarnination of thebedrock aqoifer underlying the BASF/Inmont ’
Property. |

J 40.  Inmont’s investigation That revealed the preSence of measurable' anmUnts | Vi '
of hazardous substances in the ground water underlying the BASF/Inmont Sitei and
proposed to plaintlff DEP that additional 1nvest1gat10n was needed which proposal "

: vplalntlff DEP approved in November 1983

41'. In August 1984 Inmont completed the second phase of the groundwater‘.
investigation, the results of which further revealed and delineated the contamrnants in the
ground vvater and soils at the Site. i

42. Defendant BASF’s 1985 acquisition of Inmont and the BASF/IYnmont i

Property triggered defendant UTC’s . obligations under the Enwronmental Cleanup
Responsrbihty Act ("ECRA") now known as the Industrial Site Recovery Act (“ISRA”)
N.J.S.A. 13:1K-6 to -14..
j | 43.  In July 1985, defendant UTC entered into an Administrative Consent
Orderl(“ACO”k) with plaintiff DEP, which required defendant UTC to investigate the
natilre and extent of the contamination, at the BASF/Inmont Site, and to remediate the
contamination. , |

44.  In September 1985, defendant UTC submitted a sampling and analysis

| plan (“SAP”) to plaintiff DEP, in Which defendant UTC outlined its plan to investigate :
the nature and extent of the groundwater contamination at the BASF/Inmont Site.
| 45. I 1993, defendant UTC completed the remedial investigation,the results 5

~of which revealed the. presence of various hazardous substances exceeding plaintiff




DEP’s eleanup criteria in the soils and ground water at the BASF/lnmont Site, which
substances : included ’nitrobenzene ~ aniline, benzene, trichloroethylene,
tetrachloroethylene 1,2, 4—trlchlorobenzene and chlorobenzene

46, In September 1993, - defendant UTC submltted its Remedial Action .
B Workplan (“RAW?”) to plaintiff DEP, in which defendant UTC outhned the proposed
remedial alternatives for the BASF/Inmont Site. | |
| 47. - The remedlatlon UTC proposed in the RAW and which plaintiff DEP
approved pnmanly provided for the excavation contaminated soils, and the constructlon,»
operatlon and maintenance of a groundwater extractlonr treatment, and mjectlon systemf
con31stmg of elght pumping wells capable of operating at a flow rate of 210 gallons per ’
‘minute (“gpm”), with the extracted eontamlnated water being treated at an on-site
treatment plant with a capacity of 260 gpm. :

48.  Defendant UTC began. operating the groundwater treatment systemw in
1997, and has also excavated contaminated soils at the BASF/Inmont Slte |

49. | On April 12 2001, defendant UTC submitted a proposed Class1ﬁcat1on :
Exception Area (“CEA”) to plaintiff DEP for the BASF/Inmont Site, which excludes
designated ground water from use as a potable water source within the boundaries of the
~ BASF/Inmont Property for an indefinite duration.

50. Plamtlff DEP requlred that the vertical extent of the CEA be increased to a
depth of 250 feet and that the horizontal extent of the CEA be increased 200 feet to the
west Defendant UTC subsequently revised its CEA proposal as requested by plaintiff
DEP, Wthh proposal plaintiff DEP approved 1 in October 2003.

51. Although defendant UTC has initiated the remedlatron of the




BASF/Inmont Site, the ground water and soils, and surface water remain contaminated.

FIRST COUNT :
Spill Act
52. Plamtlffs repeat each allegatlon of Paragraphs 1 through 51 above as
: though fully set forth in its entlrety herein. |

53, Each defendant is a "person" within the meaning of N.J.SA. J SA. 58:10-23. 11b o

54. Plaintiff DEP has incurred, and will continue to incur, costs as a result of
the discharge of hazardous substances at the BASF/Inmont PrOperty.

55. "  Plaintiff Administrator may certify, for payment, valid claims made
against the Spill Fund conoerning the ‘Site, and, futther, has approved, and may continue
to approve, other appropriations for the BASF/Inmont Site. | |

56. Plaintiffs have incurred, and will continueto incar, costs and damages;

,i’ncluding lostvalue and reasonable assessment costs, for any natural resource of this
~State that has been, or may be, injhred by the discharge of hazardous substances at the
BASF/ Imhont Property.

| 57. The costs and damages the Plaintiffs have incufred, and ’will incur, for the
BASF/IhIhont Site are "cleanup and removal costs" within the meaning of N.J.S.A.
- 58:10-23.11b. |

58.  The Defendants are dischargers, and/or the successor-in-interest to the
dischargers of hazardous‘substances at the BASF/Inmont Property, and are liable, jointly
and severally, w1thout regard to fault for all eleanup and removal costs and damages |
including lost value and reasonable assessment costs that the Plaintiffs have 1ncurred

 and will incur, to assess, mitigate; restore, or replace, any natural resource of this State

10




that has rbeen or may be, injured iby the discharge of hazardous substances at the ‘
’BASF/Inmont Property N.J.S.A S A 58:10-23. llg c. |

’ 59. ~ The Defendants, as the owners, Or as a successor-in-mterest to the owners .
of the BASF/Inrnont Property at the time hazardous substances were diseharged there :
~also are persons otherwise responsrble for the drscharged hazardous substances and are
liable, Jomtly and severally, without regard to fault for all cleanup and removal costs and
damages including lost value and reasonable assessment costs, that the Plalntrffs have
incurred, and will incur, to assess mitigate, restore, or replace, any natural resource of
this State that has been, or may be, injured by the discharge of hazardous substances at
the BASF/Inmont Property. N.J.S.A 1.S. A 58: 10 23.11g.c. (1)

60.  Pursuant to N.J.S.A. 58:10-23.11u.a.(1)(2) and N.J.S.A S A. 58: 10 23. llub
plaintiff DEP may bring an action in the Superior Court for injunctive relief, N.J.S.A.
58:10-23.1 1u.b.(l); for its unreimbursed investigation, cleanup ,and removal - costs,
including the reasonable costs of preparing and successfully litigating the action, N.J.S.A.
58:10-23.l lub.(2); for natural resource restoration and replacement ycosts, N.J.S.A.
'58:10-23.11u.b.(4); and for any other unreimbursed costs or damages plaintiff DEP
incurs under the Spill Act, N.J.S.A. 58:10-23.11ub.(5). |

| 61. Pursuant to _I\L.LS_A 58:10-23.11q., plaintiff Administrator is authorized
to ’bring an action in the Superior Court for any unreimbursed costs or damages paid from -
the Spill Fund. s '

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, plaintiffs DEP and Admrnlstrator pray that this Court

a. . Order the Defendants ‘to reimburse the Plaintiffs, jointly and severally,

1




VWitkhout regérd to fayilt, for all cleanup and remo_val costé and‘ damageé, including
lost value and reasonable assessment‘ cbsfs, fhat the Plaintiffs have i’nc‘urred"fof’
any natural resource of fhis State injured By the discharge of hazardoﬁs ksu>bsta‘nces =
- at the BASF/Inmont Property, with applicab'kle‘ intéfesf; L |
b ; ‘Enter declarafory judgment against the Defend‘ants, jointly and éevérally,
| without regard to fault, fqr all cleanup and removal costs and damagés, including
‘ 1ost valué ahd réasoﬁéble assessmént costs, that the Plaintiffs will inéur for any
natural reéource of this State injured by the discharge of hazardous substances at
the B'ASF/Inmoht Property;
c.  Enter judgrnent against the Defendants, jdintly and severallly, without
r¢gard‘t40 fault, compelling the ,Defendants to compensate the citizeﬁs of New
Jersey for the injury’to their natural resourcés as. a result of the discharge of
‘hazardous substanées at the BASF/Inmont ~rPkroperty, by performing, under :
Plaintiff DEP's ovefsight, orkfunding Plaintiff DEP's performancé of, any ﬁirther ‘
asseésment kand compensat_ory restoration of any natural resource injured by the |

discharge of hazardous substances at the BASF/Inmont Property;

- d. | Award the Plaiﬁtiffs their costs and fees in this action; and
e.  Award the Plaintiffs such other relief as this Court deems appropriate.
SECOND COUNT |
Public Nuisance -

~ 62.  Plaintiffs repeat each allegation of Paragraphs 1 through 61 above as
‘though fuily set forth in its entirety herein.

63. Ground water and surface water are natural resources of the State held in l

12




trust by the State.

64.  The use, enjoyinent and e‘xistence of uncontaminated ,natufal resources isa
right commbn to the ge’neral public. » |

65 The confamination of ground water ahd surface watefvat the BASF/Inmont
Site cénstj‘rutes a physical invasion of pﬁblic property ahd' an unreasonable and
substantiél ‘irylterfe,r'enCe:, bdth actqal and ,potential, with the ,exercise of the pu‘blic'syr
common right to these natural resources. |

66. - As long as ground waterb ahd/or surface water remains contaniinated dueto
the Defendants' conduct, the pubiic nuisance continucs. |

67. | Until the ground water and surface watér are restored to their pre-injury
quality, the Defendants are liablé for the creatiéh, and continued ,maintenance, ofa publié ;
nuisance in Contraw)ention of the public's comrﬁon right to clean ground water and surface
: Water.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, plaintiffs DEP and Administrator pray that this Court:

~a. Order the Def‘endantéy to reimburse the Plaintiffs for all cleanup and

' rerhoval costs and dafnéges, including lbst value and reasonable assessment costs,

that thé Plaintiffs have incurréd’ for any natural resource of thisr State injured by

: the discharge of hazardous substances at thé BASF/Inmont , Property; Wifh
épplicable‘ interest; |

b. Ente’rr declafatory judgm‘entr against the Defendants for all cleanup and |

“removal costs and damages, including lost value aﬁd reasonable assesémeﬁt costs,

that the Plaintiffs will incur for any natural resource of this State injured by the

13




discharge of hazardous substances at the BASF/Inmont Property;

c. Enter Judgment agaxnst the Defendants cornpelhng the Defendants to
compensate the crtrzens of New Jersey for the i mjury to their natural Tesources as a
result of the discharge of hazardous substances at the BASF/InmontProperty, by' ‘
performing, under Plaintiff DEP's ‘oversight, or ﬁmdingp Plaintiff - DEP's.
performa’nce of, any further assessment and compensatory restoration of any

natural - resource mjured by the dlscharge of hazardous substances at the, :

BASF/Inmont Property,

d. Award the Plaintiffs their costs and fees in—this action; and k

e.  Award the Plaintiffs such other relief as this Courtdeems appropriate.
' THIRD COUNT |
‘ Trespass

68. | Plaintiffs repeat each allegation of Paragraphs 1 through 67 above as
though fully set forth in its entirety herein. |

v69. ’ Ground water and surface water are natural resources of the State held in
 trust by the State for the benefit of the public. :
’ 70. The Defendants are liable for trespass, and continued trespass, since the
~ time hazardous substances were first discharged at the BASF/Inmont  Site by the
Defendants and/or their predecessors. | |

71. As long as ground water fa_nd/or surface water remain contaminated, the
Defendants' trespass continues. | ’

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs DEP and Administrator pray that this Court:

14




- a. Order the Defendants to reimburse the Pla1nt1ffs for all ! cleanup and
-removal costs and damages mcludmg lost value and reasonable assessment costs,
that the Plalntlffs have incurred for any natural resource of this State 1n]ured by
the discharge of ,hazardous substances at the »BASF/Inmont Property,‘ ‘With
applicable interest; | |
h. - Enter declaratory judgment against the Defendants for all ‘cleanup and”

: :removal costs and damages, including lost value and reasonable assessment costs,

r‘ that the Plaintiffs will incur’for any natural resource of this State injured by the
discharge of hazardous substances at the BASF/Imnont Property;

¢ Enter judgment against the Defendants, compelling the l)efendants to
compensate the citizens of New Jersey for the injury totheir natural resources as a
result of the discharge of ‘hazardous substances’ at the BASF/Inmont Property, by
| performing, under Plaintiff DEP's oversight, or funding Plaintiff DEP's
performance of, anyv'further assessment and compensatory restoratiOn of any

natural resource injured by the discharge of hazardous substances at the

BASF/Inmont Property;
d. Award the Plaintiffs their costs and fees in this action; and
e. Award the Plaintiffs such other relief as this Court deems appropriate.

RICHARDSON, PATRICK, WESTBROOK LAW OFFICES OF JOHN K. DEMA, P.C.
& BRICKMAN, L.L.C. Attorneys for Plaintiffs :
~ Attorneys for Plaintiffs : r

Byzﬂo»ﬂ\ YV ‘ Y

|

“Gordon C. Rhea, Esq. Jo@{K. DB@EU

15




Special Counsel to the Attorney General ' Spec1a1 Counsel to the Attorney General

| Dated: B KT j - Dated:
"COHN  LIFLAND | PEARLMAN PETER C. HARVEY

HERRMANN & KNOPF LLP k ATTORNEY GENERAL OF NEW J ERSEY
: Attorneys for Plaintiffs , Attorney for Plaintiffs

Barry A. Knopf, &q ST Brendan Ruane
Special Counsel to the Attorey General Deputy Attorney General

Dated: , = : ’ : Datcd: 7/2?//}’

DESIGNATION OF TRIAL COUNSEL o
Pursﬁant to R. 4:25-4, the Court is advised that Gordon C. Rﬁea, thn K. Dema,
Barry A. Knopf, Leonard Kaufmann, and Scott E. Kauff, Speciai Counsel to the Attomey
General, are hereby designated as trial counsel for the Plaintiffs in this arction.

- CERTIFICATION REGARDING OTHER PROCEEDINGS AND PARTIES

~ Undersigned counsel hereby certifies, in accordance with R. 4:5-1(b)(2), that thé
matters in' controversy in this action are not the subject of any other pending or
éontemplated action in any court or arbitration proceéding known to thé Plaintiffs at thié
timé, nor is any non-party known to the Plaintiffs at this time who shouid be joined in this
action pursuant to R. 4:28, or who is subject to joinder pursuant to R. 4:29-1. If,
r howevér, aﬁy such non-party or new issue, including claims to recover other cleanup and
removal costs, later becomes known to the Plaintiffs, an amended certification shall be |

filed and served on all other parties and with this Court in acco‘rdancé with R. 4:5-1(b)(2).
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RICHARDSON, PATRICK, WESTBROOK

& BRICKMAN, L.L.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

Tl

Gordon C. Rhea, Esq.

Special Counsel to the Attorney General

Dated:
 COHN  LIFLAND
HERRMANN & KNOPF LLP

- Attorneys for Plajigtiffs
meys for Plajg

Foog

!

By: ,; /

PEARLMAN

Barry A. Kinop¥ Esq. V \\/]

Special Counsel to the Attorney Géneral

“Dated:
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LAW OFFICES OF JOHN K. DEMA P. C
Attorneys for Plalntlffs

o % / |

(o K. Dema, Esgr__/ ~

Special Counsel to the Attorney General

Dated: -

PETER C. HARVEY
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF NEW J ERSEY
Attorney for Plalntlffs

vBy: | /%/

Brendan Ruane
Deputy Attorney General

Dated: < / 2 /J.S ,




