U.S. Departme nt of Labor Office of Administrative Law Judges
O'Neill Federal Building - Room 411
10 Causeway Street
Boston, MA 02222

(617) 223-9355
(617) 223-4254 (FAX)

I ssueDate: 03 July 2007
Ca® No.: 2007~S0OX-00025

In the Matterof:

RICHARD FORREST
Complanant

V.

ALTUS PHARMECE UTICAL S,INC.
Respondent

Appearances

Kevin G. PowergRodges, Powers& Schwartz),
Boston,Massachusett$or the Complainant
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FINAL ORDER APPROVING SETTLEMEN T AND DISMISSING COMPLA INT

This proceedingarisesfrom a complant of discriminationfiled underSection806 of the
Comorateand Crimind Fraud Accountability Act of 2002, Title VIII of The SabanesOxley Act
of 2002 18 U.S.C.A. 8 1514A (West 2004) (the “SarbanesOxley Act”) and the procedurd
regulatiossfoundat 29 C.F.R.Part 1980(2004). By letter daied Januay 17,2007,the Regional
Administratorfor the U.S. Depatmentof Labor, OccupationalSafetyandHealth Administration
(“OHA"), actingasagent for the Secretaryof Labor (“ Secretary), notified the Complainantof
the Secretary’spreliminay finding that there was no reassonablecauseto believe that the
Regondentviolated the Sabanes-Oxley Act. By letter datedFebruay 13, 2007, which was
received by the Office of Administraive Law Judges(*OALJ”) on February16, 2007, the
Complainantfiled a notice of appeal of the Regional Administrator’'s determinationand
requesed a de novoheaing before an Administraive Law Judge(“ALJ”) pursuantto 29 C.F.R.
§1980.106.

Prior to the openingof the hearing,the partiesfiled a Joint Motion For Approvd Of
SettementAgreementAnd To Dismiss Complant With Prgudice on July 2, 2007. Attacheal to



the patties’ motion is an Agreenent and Gereral Releasewhich the paties hawe designateds
confidential. The partieshaveredacted from the consideratiorparayraphof their settlemet the
specificamountsof the consideratia to be paid by the Respondentandthey requestthat their
settlemenbereviewed with thisinformationredacted.

| have carefully reviewed the terms of the Setlement Agreement. Both paties are
representedby counsg and the redactionof the considerationamountsdoes not predude
effective review. The parties’ agreemat appearso bein compliance with the law and doesnot
containany provisionsthat are contraryto the purpogsard policiesof the Sarbans-Oxley Act.
The Setlement Agreanent also appearsto be fair, adeguate and reasonable. A settlanent
appovedby anadministative law judgeshdl constitutethe final order of the Secretaryandmay
be enforcedin a United Stateddistrict court pursuanto 29 C.F.R.881980.111(epnd1980113.
Accordingly, it is ORDERED tha:

(1) The SettlenentAgreenentis APPROVED.

(2) The parties’ Agreenent and General Rdease is designatd as CONFIDENTIAL
COMMERCAL INFORMATION under 29 CF.R. 8 70.26, and shall be afforded the
protectionsthereunder.

(3) Thecomplaintis DISMISSED with prejudce.

(4) Thehearingcurrently se to conveneon Septembefl7,2007is CANCELED.

SO ORDERED.

_a_

DANIEL F.SUTTON
AdministrativeLaw Judge

Boston,Massachusetts



