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Edwin Aiwazian (SBN 232943)

Arby Aiwazian (SBN 269827)

Joanna Ghosh (SBN 272479)
LAWYERS for JUSTICE, PC

410 West Arden Avenue, Suite 203
Glendale, California 91203

Tel: (818) 265-1020 / Fax; (818) 265-1021

Amir Nayebdadash (SBN 232204)
Heather Davis (SBN 239372)
PROTECTION LAW GROUP LLP

136 Main Street, Suite A

El Segundo, California, 90245

Tel: (424) 290-3095 / Fax: (866) 264-7880

Attorneys for Plaintiff and the Class

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
 FOR THE COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO |

THEREASA CARROZZELLA, individually,
end on behalf of other members of the general
public similarly situated;
Plaintiff,
V8.
BASALITE CONCRETE PRODUCTS, LLC,

" an unknown business entity; end DOES 1

through 100, inclisive,
Defendants,

Case No.: 34-2017-00220214-CU-OB-GDS

Honorable David De Alba
Department 41 :

CLASS ACTTON

JEROPORED] FINAL APPROVAL

ORDER AND JUDGMENT

Date; February 21, 2020
Time: . 11:00 a.m,
Department: 41

Complaint Filed: October 6, 2017
Trial Date:

None Set
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This matter has come before the Honorable David De Alba in Deparltment 41 of the above-
entitled Court, located at the Gordon D. Schaber Sacramento County Courthouse, 720 9th Street,
Sacramento, Calfironia 95814, on Plaintiff Thereasa Carrozzella’s (“lentlﬂ”) Motion for Final
Approval of Class Action Seitlement, Attorneys’ Fees, Costs. and Service Payment (“Motion for
Final Approval™). Lawyers for Justice, PC and Protection Law Group LLP.nppcared on behaif of
Plaintiff and Carothers Disante & Frendenberger LLP appeared on behalf ;of Defendant Basalite
Concrete Products, LL.C (“Defendant”). '

On August 20, 2019, the Cowrt entered the Order Granting Prelmﬂnf:y Approval of Class
Action Settlement (“Preliminary Approval Order”), thereby preliminarily approving the settlement
of the above-entitled action (“Action™) in accordance with the Joint Stipul:ation of Class Action
Settlement (“Settlement.'.' “Agreement,” or “Settlement Agreement™), whlch, together with the
exhibits attached thereto, set forth the terms and conditions for settlement of the Action.

Having reviewed the Settlement Agreement and duly considered thc parties’ papers and
cral argument, and good cause appearing,

THE COURT HEREBY ORDERS. ADJUDGES, AND DECREES AS FOLLOWS:

1. All terms used herein shall have the same meaning as deﬁLed in the Settlement

Agreement and the Preliminary Approval Order.

2. This Court has jurisdiction over the claims of the Class Meui:nbers asserted in this
proceeding and over all partics to the Actioh. I '

3 The Court finds that the epplicable requirements of Califomia Code of Civil
Procedure section 382 and California Rule of Court 3.769, ef seq. have been|satisfied with respect
to the Class and the Settlement, The Court hereby makes final its earlier provisional certification
of the Class for settlement purposes, ag set forth in the Preliminary Approvall Order. The Cless is
hereby defined to inelude: ;

all current und former hourly-pald or non-exempt employees whb worked for
Defendant-in California at any time from October 6, 2013 to August 20, 2019
(“Class” or “Class Members”). i
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4, The Notice of Class Action Settlement (“Class Notice™) thét was provided to the
Class Members, fully and accurately informed the Class Members of all m:aterial elements of the
Setilement and of their opportupity to participete in, object to or eomme%nt thereon, or to seek
exclugion from, the Settlement; was the best notice practicable under the circ;.umstances; wag valid,
due, end sufficient notice to all Class Members; and complied fully with the laws of the State of
California, the United States Constitution, due process and other apphcable law The Class Notice
fairly and adequately described the Settlement and provided the Class Membars with adequate
instructions and a variety of means to obtain edditional information. !

5. Pursuant to California ]aw, the Court hereby grants final appxioval of the Settlement
and finds that it is reasonable and adequate, and in the best interests of the (élass as a whole. More
specifically, the Court finds that the Settlement was reached following meeirungful dlscovery and
investigation conducted by Lawyers for Jusﬂce. PC and Protection Law Group LLP (togcther,
“Class Counsel™); that the Settlement is the result of serious, informed, adversarial end arms.
length negotiations between the parties; and that the terms of the Settlement are in all reSpects fair,
adequate, and reasonsble. In so finding, the Court has considered all of ﬂ;e evidence prescntcd,
including evidence regarding the strength of Plaintiff’s claims; the risk, exfaense, and complexity
of the claims | presented; the likely duretion of further litigation; the m;nount offered in the
Settlement; the extent of investigation and discovery completed; and the e:épeﬂmu and views of
Class Counsel. The Court has further considered the absence of objections. o the Settlement, and
that there were only two (2) Requests for Exclusion submitied by Class Members, Accordingly,
the Court hereby directs that the Seftlement be affect;:d In accordance with the Seitlement|.
Agreement and the following terms and conditions. j

6. A full opportunity has been afforded to the Class Members to participate in the
Final Approval Hearing, and all Class Menibers and other persons wishing ,to be beard have been
heard, The Class Members also have had a full and fair opportunity to ext!lude themselves from

the Settlement. Accordingly, the Court determines thet all Class Members who did not submit a

Members") are bound by this Final Approval Order and Judgment, %

timely and valid Request for Exclusion to the Seftlement Administratc‘:r (“Settlement Class
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7. The Court findg that payment of Settlement Ad.ministratiod Fee in the amount of
$8,000 is appropriate for the services performed and costs incurred and to bef incurred for the notice
and seftlement administration process. It is hereby ordered that the Setl{lement Administrator,
Phoenix Settiement Administrators, shall issue payment to ifself in the :amount of $8,000, in
accordance with the Seftlement Agreement. |

8 The Court finds that the Service Payment sought is fair and rl:asonable for the work
performed by Plaintiff on behalf of the Class. It is hereby orderei that the Settlement
Adn;inistfaﬁqr issue pamnt in the amount of $10,000 to Plaintiff for :her Service Payment,
according to the terms set forth in the Settlement Agreement. '

9. The Court finds that the request for attol:neys’ fees in the a'.mount of $656,250 to

Class Counsel falls within the range of reasonableness, and the results achiieved Jjustify the award
sought, The réqﬁested attorneys’ fees to Class Counsel are fair, reasonablé, and appropriate, and
arc hercby approved. It is hereby ordered that the Seftiement Adminlstrato:r issue payment in the
amount of $656,250 for &ttorneys' fees, in accordance with the Settlement @g;rcemem, as follows:
$393,750 to Lawyers for Justice, PC and $262,500 to Protection Law Group LLP,
_ 10.  The Court finds that reimbursement of actual litigation costs and expenses in the
amount of $34,574.54 to Class Counse! is teasonable, and hercbjr approved, Itis ht-zrcby ordered
that the Settlement Adminisirator issue payment in the amount of $34,5 74.5;4 to Class Counse! for
reimbursement of actual litigation costs and expenses, in acc'ordanceé with the Seitlement
Agreement, as follows: $10,301.18 to Lawyers for Justice, PC and $24.273%.36 1o Protection Law
Group LLP, A {

11, The Court hereby enters Judgment by which Settlement Class Members shall be
conclusively determined to have given e release of any and all Releasg!.d Claims against the
Released Parties, as set forth in the Settlement Agreement and Class Notico%.

12. It is hereby ordered that Defendant shall fund the Settlement within thirty (30)
business days after the Effective Date, in accordance with the mELhodology: and terms set forth in| -
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the Settlement Agreement.
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13. It is hereby ordered that the Seu!ement.Aduﬁnistrator sball distribute Individual
Settlement Payments to Settlement Class Members within ten (10) busine%s days of Defendant’s
funding of the Maximum Settlement Amount, in aocorcianoe with the matliodology and terms set
forth in the Settlement Agreement, o | |

4. Itis ordered that funds associated with any and all Individual Settlement Payment
checks issued to Settlement Class Members that have not been cashed of deposited within one
hundred eighty (180) celender days from the date on which the check?; are issued, shall be
transmitted to Legal Aid st Work, | |

15.  Aficrentry of'this Final Approval Order and I udgment, pursu!ant to California Rules
of Court, Rule 3.769(h), the Court shall retain jurisdiction to construe, innerpret, unplemcnt, and
enforce the Settlement Agreement and this Final Approval Order and .l‘udgmem, to hear and
resolve any contested challenge {o a claim for seftlement benefits, and fo supervise and adjudlcaie
any dispute arising from or in connection with the distribution of settlemenft benefits.

16.  Notice of entry of tﬁis Final Approval Order and Judgmen? shall be given to the
Class Members by posting a copy of the Final Approval Order and J;udgment on Phoenix
Setflement Administrators’ website for a period of at least sixty (60 ca]en!dar days afleg the date
of entry of this Final Appro i '

Dated: 2 /3 /
7
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