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 CONSENT JUDGMENT 

GLICK LAW GROUP, PC 
Noam Glick (SBN 251582) 

225 Broadway, Suite 1900 
San Diego, California 92101  
Tel: (619) 382-3400 
Fax: (619) 393-0154 
Email: noam@glicklawgroup.com 

NICHOLAS & TOMASEVIC, LLP 
   Craig M. Nicholas (SBN 178444) 
   Jake Schulte (SBN 293777) 
225 Broadway, Suite 1900 
San Diego, California 92101 
Tel: (619) 325-0492 
Email: cnicholas@nicholaslaw.org 
Email: jschulte@nicholaslaw.org 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Environmental Health Advocates, Inc. 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ALAMEDA 

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH 
ADVOCATES, INC., 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

GRUPO HERDEZ, S.A.B. De C.V., a Mexican 
corporation, and DOES 1 through 100, 
inclusive, 

Defendants. 

Case No.  RG21092290

AMENDED [PROPOSED] CONSENT 
JUDGMENT 

(Health & Safety Code § 25249.6 et seq. 
and Code Civ. Proc. § 664.6)  
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Settling Defendant agrees to provide EHA's counsel with a copy of the check payable to 

OEHHA, simultaneous with its penalty payments to EHA. 

Plaintiff and its counsel will provide completed IRS 1099, W-9, or other tax forms as required. 

Relevant information is set out below: 

• "Glick Law Group" (EIN: 47-1838518) at the address provided in Section 4.3;

• "Nicholas & Tomasevic" (EIN: 46-3474065) at the address provided in Section 4.3; and

• "Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment" 1001 I Street, Sacramento, CA

95814.

4.3 Attorney's Fees and Costs 

The portion of the settlement attributable to attorney's fees and costs fifty-four thousand 

dollars ($54,000.00) shall be paid to EHA's counsel, who are entitled to attorney's fees and costs 

incurred by it in this action, including but not limited to investigating potential violations, 

bringing this matter to Settling Defendant's attention, as well as litigating and negotiating a 

settlement in the public interest. 

Settling Defendant shall provide its payment to EHA's counsel in two checks, divided equally, 

payable to Glick Law Group, PC ($27,000) and Nicholas & Tomasevic ($27,000) respectively. The 

addresses for these two entities are: 

Noam Glick 
Glick Law Group 

225 Broadway, Suite 1900 
San Diego, CA 92101 

Craig Nicholas 
Nicholas & Tomasevic, LLP 
225 Broadway, 19th Floor 

San Diego, CA 92101 

CONSENT JUDGMENT
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4.4 Timing 

The above-mentioned checks will be issued within fourteen (14) days after the Effective Date 

or the date upon which Plaintiff's counsels provide Settling Defendant with their respective IRS 1099, 

W-9 , or other required tax forms, whichever is later.

5. CLAIMS COVERED AND RELEASED

5.1 EHA's Public Release of Proposition 65 Claims

For any claim or violation arising under Proposition 65 alleging a failure to warn about

exposures to Acrylamide from Covered Products or related products manufactured, imported, sold, or 

distributed by Defendants and Settling Defendant or its Subsidiaries prior to the Compliance Date, 

EHA, acting for the general public and in the public interest, releases Settling Defendant, of any and 

all liability. This includes Settling Defendant's owners, parents, partners, joint ventures, Subsidiaries, 

Licensor, licensors, licensees, affiliated entities under common ownerships, its directors, officers, 

members, agents, employees, attorneys, and each entity to whom Settling Defendant and its 

Subsidiaries directly or indirectly distribute, sell or offer for sale Covered Products, including but not 

limited to downstream distributors, wholesales, customers, retailers (including but not limited to 

Walmart Inc.), franchisees, cooperative members and licensees, ( collectively, the "Defendant 

Releasees"). In addition to the foregoing, Defendant Releasees include Settling Defendant, its parent, 

and all Subsidiaries and affiliates thereof and their respective owners, members, parents, partners, joint 

ventures, licensors, licensees, employees, agents, and assigns. Compliance with the terms of this 

Consent Judgment constitutes compliances with Proposition 65 with respect to the alleged or actual 

failure to warn about exposures to acrylamide from Covered Products manufactured, distributed, 

imported, offered for sale, sold, or distributed by Defendant Releases after the Effective Date. This 

Consent Judgment is a full, final and binding resolution of the claims under Proposition 65 that 

were or could have been asserted against Settling Defendant, its Subsidiaries and Defendant 

Releasees for failure to warn about the exposure to acrylamide in Covered Products sold prior to the 

Compliance Date. 

CONSENT JUDGMENT
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Highlight
Releasees for failure to warn about the exposure to acrylamide in Covered Products sold prior to the

Compliance Date.
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motion EHA shall draft and file. In furtherance of obtaining such approval, the Parties agree to mutually 

employ their best efforts, including those of their counsel, to support the entry of this agreement as 

judgment, and to obtain judicial approval of their settlement in a timely manner. For purposes of this 

Section, "best efforts" shall include, at a minimum, supporting the motion for approval, responding to 

any objection that any third-party may make, and appearing at the hearing before the Court if so 

requested. 

12. MODIFICATION

12.1 Modification. This Consent Judgment may be modified by: (i) a written agreement of 
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the Parties and entry of a modified consent judgment thereon by the Court; or (ii) a successful motion 

or application of any Party, and the entry of a modified consent judgment thereon by the Court. 

12.2 Notice; Meet and Confer. Any Party seeking to modify this Consent Judgment shall 

attempt in good faith to meet and confer with the other Party prior to filing a motion to modify the 

Consent Judgment. 

12.3 Change in Proposition 65. If Proposition 65 or its implementing regulations (including 

but not limited to the published "no significant risk level" for acrylamide set forth at Cal. Code Regs., 

tit 27, section 25705, subdivision ( c )(2) or any "alternative risk level" adopted by regulation or court 

decision) are changed from their terms as they exist on the date of entry of this Consent Judgment, or 

if OEHHA takes some other final regulatory action that determines that warnings for acrylamide are 

not required or modifies the standard for warnings for acrylamide, then Settling Defendant may seek 

to modify this Consent Judgment. 

12.4 Other Court Decisions. If a final decision of a court determines that warnings for 

acrylamide exposures or that enforcement of Proposition 65 claims for acrylamide exposures are 

preempted or otherwise unlawful or unconstitutional, then Settling Defendant or its Subsidiaries may 

move to modify this Consent Judgment to conform to such ruling in order to avoid unfair, 

inconsistent, or anti-competitive results. 
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