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KINGSLEY & KINGSLEY, APC 
ERIC B. KINGSLEY, Esq. (SBN 185123) 
eric@kingsleykingsley.com 
LIANE KATZENSTEIN LY, Esq. (SBN 259230) 
liane@kingsleykingsley.com 
ARI J. STILLER, Esq. (SBN 294676) 
ari@kingsleykingsley.com 
ZACHARY D. GREENBERG, Esq. (SBN 331501) 
zach@kingsleykingsley.com 
16133 Ventura Blvd., Suite 1200 
Encino, CA 91436 
Tel: (818) 990-8300, Fax (818) 990-2903 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs and the Proposed Class 
 
 
 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES – SPRING STREET COURTHOUSE 

ROCHELLE ANTHONY, an individual, on 
behalf of herself and others similarly situated, 

PLAINTIFF, 

v. 

CITIZEN WATCH COMPANY OF 
AMERICA, INC.; and DOES 1 thru 50, 
inclusive, 

DEFENDANTS. 

CASE NO.  20STCV00171 
 
[Case Assigned for All Purposes to Hon. Maren 
E. Nelson in Dept. SSC-17] 
 
[PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING 
PRELIMINARY APPROVAL OF CLASS 
ACTION SETTLEMENT, APPROVING 
NOTICE, AND SETTING DATE FOR 
FINAL APPROVAL HEARING 
 
Date:   March 3, 2021 
Time:  9:00 a.m. 
Dept.:  17 
 
Complaint Filed:   January 3, 2020 
FAC Filed:                  March 9, 2020 
Trial Date:    None Set 
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The Motion for Preliminary Approval of Class Action Settlement (“Motion”) filed by 

Plaintiffs Rochelle Anthony and Travenia Morris (“Plaintiffs”) came regularly for hearing before 

this Court as duly noticed.  After consideration of all the papers filed in connection therewith, the 

arguments of counsel, and all other matters presented to the Court, the Court hereby makes a 

preliminary finding that the proposed class action settlement is fair, reasonable, adequate and in 

the best interests of the settlement class.  Good cause appearing therefor, the Court GRANTS the 

Motion and ORDERS as follows: 

1. The terms of the settlement reached by Plaintiffs and Defendant, as set forth in the 

Settlement Agreement, are hereby preliminarily approved as being fair, reasonable and adequate 

to the members of the Settlement Class, subject to further consideration at the final approval 

hearing after the distribution of the notice to the members of the Settlement Class as provided in 

paragraph 6 of this Order.  The Court notes that class members’ release of claims arising under the 

Fair Labor Standards Act (“FLSA”) is a material term of this settlement agreement and 

acknowledges that putative class members who do not opt-out of the class settlement will be 

deemed to have waived FLSA claims as well as state law claims. 

2. The following settlement class is preliminarily approved for settlement purposes 

only, and is referred to herein as the “Settlement Class”: any and all nonexempt California 

employees of Citizen Watch Company of America, Inc. who received overtime pay or a meal or 

rest break premium in the same pay period in which they received a shift differential between 

January 3, 2016 and December 27, 2020.   

3. The Court makes the following preliminary findings for settlement purposes only: 
 

A. The Settlement Class, which consists of approximately 64 persons, is so 
numerous that joinder of all members is impracticable; 

 
B. There appear to be questions of law or fact common to the Settlement 

Class for purposes of determining whether this Settlement should be 
approved; 

 
C. Plaintiffs’ claims appear to be sufficiently typical for settlement purposes of 

the claims being resolved through the proposed settlement; 
 
D. Plaintiff appears to be capable of fairly and adequately protecting the 

interests of the Settlement Class Members in connection with the proposed 
settlement; 
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E. Common questions of law and fact appear to predominate over questions 
affecting only individual persons in the Settlement Class for the purposes 
of approving this settlement. Accordingly, the Settlement Class appears to 
be sufficiently cohesive to warrant settlement by representation; and 

 
F. Certification of the Settlement Class for settlement purposes appears to be 

superior to other available methods for the fair and efficient resolution of 
the claims of the Settlement Class. 

4. The Court appoints Kingsley & Kingsley, APC, as counsel on behalf of the 

Settlement Class (“Class Counsel”) for purposes of settlement only. 

5. Plaintiffs Rochelle Anthony and Travenia Morris are hereby appointed as 

representatives of the Settlement Class (“Class Representatives”) for purposes of settlement only.  

6. The Court appoints ILYM Group, Inc. as the third-party settlement administrator. 

7. The Court approves as to form and content the “Notice of Class Action Settlement” 

(“Notice”) attached as Exhibit 1 hereto. 

8. The Court authorizes mailing of the Notice to the Settlement Class Members by 

first-class United States mail in accordance with the Settlement Agreement and the implementation 

schedule set forth below. The Court finds that the dates selected for the mailing and distribution 

of the notice, as set forth in the following implementation schedule, meet the requirements of due 

process and provide the best notice practicable under the circumstances and shall constitute due 

and sufficient notice to all persons entitled thereto. 

9. The Court orders that pursuant to the California Private Attorneys General Act, 

Labor Code §§ 2698, et seq. (“PAGA”), statutory notice of this Settlement has been and will 

continue to be given to the Labor & Workforce Development Agency. 

10. A hearing to consider and determine (i) whether the Settlement Agreement should 

be finally approved, (ii) whether Class Counsel’s application for attorneys’ fees and costs should 

be approved, and (iii) whether the application for a Class Representative incentive award should 

be approved, is hereby set for ___________________ 2021 at _:__ a.m. 

11. The Court sets the following deadlines: 

Deadline for Defendant to provide Class 
Information to Settlement Administrator 

7 business days after entry of Preliminary 
Approval Order  
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Deadline for Settlement Administrator to 
mail Notice to Settlement Class Members 

10 business days after receiving Class 
Information from Defendant 

Deadline for Class Members to opt out of or 
object to the Settlement (“Response 
Deadline”) 

45 calendar days after Notice Packets are 
mailed by the Settlement Administrator to 
Settlement Class Members 

Deadline for Class Counsel to file Motion 
for Attorneys’ Fees and Costs and Motion 
for Final Approval of Class Action 
Settlement 

 
______________________________ 

12. The Court expressly reserves the right to adjourn or continue the final fairness 

hearing from time to time without further notice to members of the Settlement Class. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

 

DATED: _____________________  _____________________________________ 
      JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT 

 

 

 

 

 

 



EXHIBIT "1"
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(PROOF OF SERVICE) 
[CCP 1013(a)(3)] 

 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

    

 I am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of California.  I am over the age of 18 years 
and not a party to the within action.  My business address is 16133 Ventura Boulevard, Suite 1200, Encino, 
California 91436. 
  
 On February 5, 2021, I served all interested parties in this action the following documents described 
as: [PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING PRELIMINARY APPROVAL OF CLASS 
ACTION SETTLEMENT, APPROVING NOTICE, AND SETTING DATE FOR FINAL 
APPROVAL HEARING by placing a true copy thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope addressed as 
follows: 
 
Ashley Farrell Pickett 
Ryan C. Bykerk 
Bryan W. Patton 
Matthew J. Weber 
farrellpickett@gtlaw.com 
bykerkr@gtlaw.com 
pattonbw@gtlaw.com 
webermat@gtlaw.com 
GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP 
1840 Century Park East, Suite 1900 
Los Angeles, CA 90067 
 
[  ] (BY MAIL) I am "readily familiar" with the firm's practice of collection and processing 

correspondence for mailing.  Under that practice it would be deposited with U.S. postal service on 
that same day with postage fully prepaid at Encino, California in the ordinary course of business.  
I am aware that on motion of the party served, service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation 
date or postage meter date is more than one day after date of deposit for mailing in affidavit. 

 
[XX] BY ELECTRONIC MAIL THROUGH CASE ANYWHERE: On interested parties set forth on 

the attached service list. 
 
[XX] BY ELECTRONIC MAIL TRANSMISSION: I caused the document to be send to the persons 

at the e-mail address(es) listed on the attached service list.  I did not receive, within a reasonable 
time after the transmission, any electronic message or other indication that the transmission was 
unsuccessful. A pdf copy of which was sent via email to the below email address(es). 

 
[XX] (STATE) I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the above 

is true and correct.  
 
 Executed on February 5, 2021, at Woodland Hills, California. 
 
 
 

      
                  Michelle A. Tanzer 
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