





MATERN LAW GROUP, PC

W 0 N O W Hh W N =

[ N N L T N O L O T O T S S Y S
= Y R = 2 -~ I R =SV o S - S I O N N e =

27
28

1230 ROSECRANS
AVENUE, STE 200

MANHATTAN BEACH, CA

90266

H. “Final” means: (1) that the Settlement has been finally approved by the Court and
either (1) the California Court of Appeal has rendered a final judgment affirming the Court’s final
approval without material modification and the date for further appeal has passed without further
appeal; or (2) the applicable date for seeking appellate review of the Court’s final approval of the

Settlement has passed without a timely appeal or request for review having been made.

L “Individual PAGA Payment” means the amount payable from the PAGA Fund to
each Aggrieved Employee.

J. “LWDA” means the California Labor & Workforce Development Agency.

K “Maximum Settlement Amount” means the maximum amount that Defendants

shall have to pay in connection with this Settlement, which shall be inclusive of all Individual
PAGA Payments to Aggrieved Employees, Plaintiff’'s Counsel Payment, Settlement
Administration Costs, and the PAGA payment to the LWDA. Sul:%_lcct to Court approval, the
Ma}umum Settlement Amount shall not exceed Six Hundred E‘yw(tg -Five Thousand Dollars
($6,TS 000.00). 5T
L/'T L. “Notice” means the Notice of PAGA Settlement, substantially in the form attached

as Exhibit 1, which shall be subject to Court approval and which the Settlement Administrator
shall mail to each Aggrieved Employee explaining the terms of the Settlement.

M. “PAGA” means the Labor Code Private Attorneys General Act of 2004,
California Labor Code Sections 2698 er seq.

N. “PAGA Fund” means the Maximum Settlement Amount, less Plaintiffs Counsel
Payment and Settlement Administration Costs.

0. “PAGA Period” means the period from December 21, 2011 through the date of
entry of an order by the Court in this Action approving this Settlement.

P. “Parties” means Plaintiff and Defendants.

Q. “Plaintiff” means plaintiff Liset Viamontes.

R. “Plaintiff’s Counsel” means Matthew J. Matern, Launa Adolph, and Kayvon
Sabourian of Matern Law Group, PC.
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F. Execution Of The Settlement

This Settlement may be executed in one or more counterparts and by facsimile. All

executed copies of this Settlement and photocopies thereof shall have the same force and effect

and shall be as legally binding and enforceable as the original.

G. Continuing Jurisdiction Of The Court

Pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure section 664.6, the Parties agree that the

Court shall retain jurisdiction over the Parties, and over this Settlement, in order to: (i) monitor

and enforce compliance of Settlement, and/or (ii) resolve any disputes over this Settlement or the

administration of the benefits of this Settlement.

Dated: _ 2/8/2020 o
Dated: , 2020
Dated: , 2020

Approved as to form and content:

Dated: , 2020

Sty

Plaintiff Liset Viamontes

Defendant Veronica’s Auto Insurance, Inc.

By:

Defendant Veronica Gallardo

MATERN LAW GROUP, PC

By:

MATTHEW J. MATERN
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Liset Viamontes and
Aldo Alpizar

ACTIVE/102295979.1

AMENDED SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

15 AND RELEASE OF PAGA CLAIMS




MATERN LAW GROUP, PC

O 0 I N AW e

[ e A S o B N L O L O T T
A AW = O VO N A DWW - oo

27
28

1230 ROSECRANS
AVENUE, STE 200

MANHATTAN BEACH. CA

90286

F. Execution Of The Settlement

This Settlement may be executed in one or more counterparts and by facsimile, All
executed copies of this Settlement and photocopies thereof shall have the same force and effect
and shall be as legally binding and enforceable as the original.

G. Continuing Jurisdiction Of The Court

Pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure section 664.6, the Parties agree that the
Court shall retain jurisdiction over the Parties, and over this Settlement, in order to: (i) monitor
and enforce compliance of Settlement, and/or (ii) resolve any disputes over this Settlement or the

administration of the benefits of this Settlement.

Dated: ,2020

Dated: ©2/ ¢/ 2020

Dated: @2—/ rr , 2020

Approved as to form and content:

Dated: 2/ t , 2020

Plaintiff Liset Viamontes

7
Defendant V

i cs7 J//v»—:{a

/ T— . ﬂc‘é»ff/

Defendant Veronica Gallardo .

nica’s Auto Insurance, Inc.

MATERN LAW GROUP, PC

P
" T 7 —
Ww tAun A Adolph
ftorneys for Plaintiffs Liset Viamontes and

Aldo Alpizar
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EXHIBIT 1



SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

LISET VIAMONTES, et al., CASE NO. BC502472

Plaintiffs NOTICE OF PRIVATE ATTORNEYS
’ GENERAL ACT SETTLEMENT

VS.

ADRIANA’S AUTO INSURANCE
SERVICES, INC,, et al.,

Defendants.

On [date of approval of the Settlement], the Los Angeles County Superior Court approved a
settlement of claims under the Private Attorneys General Act (“PAGA”) against Veronica’s Auto
Insurance Services, Inc. and Veronica Gallardo (“Defendants”) and Adriana’s Insurance
Services, Inc., Just Auto Insurance Services, Inc. Leon Fregoso and Adriana Gallarda Fregoso
(the “Adriana’s Defendants”). The case is entitled Viamontes v. Adriana’s Insurance Services,
Inc., et al., Case No. BC502472. This is to notify you that you have been designated to receive a
settlement award as a result of your employment with Defendants at locations operated by
Veronica’s Auto Insurance Services, Inc. in California.

In the lawsuit, Plaintiff Liset Viamontes (“Plaintiff”) alleged that Defendants violated California
labor laws by failing to provide non-exempt employees meal and rest breaks, failing to pay
minimum and overtime wages, failing to reimburse business expenses, and other derivative
claims, and sought civil penalties under PAGA for Plaintiff and other persons who were directly
employed by Defendants as non-exempt employees at locations operated by Veronica’s Auto
Insurance in California at any time between December 21, 2012 and [date of approval of the
Settlement] (the “PAGA Period”). Defendants deny any wrongdoing and all liability in the
action but have agreed to settle the matter to avoid the expense and disruption of further
litigation.

Enclosed please find a check in the amount of $[Individual Settlement Payment], which may be
cashed until [180 days from date of mailing]. The amount of your settlement check is based on
the number of pay periods you were employed by Defendants in California during the PAGA
Period. The amount constitutes payment in settlement of claims for penalties and will be
reported to the Internal Revenue Service (“IRS”) as non-wage income on an IRS Form 1099. If
you have any questions regarding tax reporting or payment, you should contact a tax
professional.

Under the terms of the Court-approved settlement, you have fully released and forever
discharged any claims that have been or could have been asserted against Defendants and
Adriana’s Defendants and their past, present, and future subsidiaries, parents, affiliates,
predecessors, insurers, agents, employees, successors, assigns, officers, officials, directors,
attorneys, personal representatives, executors, and shareholders, including their respective



pension, profit sharing, savings, health, and other employee benefits plans of any nature, the
successors of such plans, and those plans’ respective current or former trustees and
administrators, agents, employees, and fiduciaries for civil penalties under PAGA, including
claims based on alleged violations of California Labor Code sections 201 to 203, 204, 210, 221,
223,224, 225.5, 226, 226.3, 226.7, 300, 510, 512, 558, 1174, 1174.5, 1194, 1197, 1197.1, 1198,
1199, 2699, 2802, and the California Industrial Welfare Commission Wage Order, which may
have arisen during the PAGA Period.

If you have any questions regarding this award or this case, you may contact Plaintiff’s attorneys
identified below.

Matthew J. Matern
Launa Adolph
Kayvon Sabourian
MATERN LAW GROUP, PC
1230 Rosecrans Ave., Suite 200
Manhattan Beach, California 90266
310-531-1900

PLEASE DO NOT CALL OR WRITE THE COURT ABOUT THIS NOTICE.
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MATERN LAW GROUP, PC
Matthew J. Matern (SBN 159798)
Launa Adolph (SBN 227743)
Kayvon Sabourian (SBN 310863)
1230 Rosecrans Avenue, Suite 200
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266

Tel: (310) 531-1900

Facsimile: (310) 531-1901

Attorneys for Plaintiffs LISET VIAMONTES
and ALDO ALPIZAR

GOODWIN PROCTER LLP

Koray J. Bulut (SBN 230298)
Stephen Taeusch (SBN 247708)

Seth Burns (SBN 313060)

Three Embarcadero Center, 24" Floor
Sam Francisco, CA 94111

Telephone: (415) 733-6000
Facsimile: (415) 677-9041

Attorneys for Defendants
VERONICA GALLARDO and
VERONICA’S AUTO INSURANCE
SERVICES, INC.

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

LISET VIAMONTES, individually, and
ALDO ALPIZAR, individually, and on behalf
of all others similarly situated,

Plaintiff,
VS.

ADRIANA’S INSURANCE SERVICES,
INC., a California corporation d/b/a
ADRIANA’S INSURANCE; JUST AUTO
INSURANCE SERVICES, INC., a
California corporation d/b/a JUST AUTO
INSURANCE; VERONICA’S AUTO
INSURANCE SERVICES, INC., a
California corporation d/b/a VERONICA’S
AUTO INSURANCE; LEON FREGOSO, an
individual; ADRIANA GALLARDO
FREGOSO, an individual; and VERONICA
GALLARDO, an individual; and DOES 1
through 100, inclusive,

Defendants.

CASE NO. BC502472

[Assigned for all purposes to the Hon.
Kenneth R. Freeman, Dept. SS-14]

[PROPOSED] FINAL ORDER AND
JUDGMENT

Complaint Filed: March 7, 2013
Trial Date: None set

[PROPOSED] FINAL ORDER AND JUDGMENT
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Plaintiff Liset Viamontes’s (“Plaintiff”’) Amended Motion for Approval of PAGA
Settlement came regularly for hearing before this Court on March 12, 2020, the Honorable
Kenneth R. Freeman presiding. Having considered Plaintiff’s motion and all documents in
support thereof, including the Amended Settlement Agreement and Release of PAGA Claims
(“Settlement Agreement”), and good cause appearing,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED AS FOLLOWS:

1. The Court grants Plaintiff’s Amended Motion for Approval of PAGA Settlement.
For purposes of this Final Order, the Court adopts all defined terms as set forth in the Settlement
Agreement filed in this Action.

2. The Court has jurisdiction over all claims asserted in this Action, Plaintiff, the
Aggrieved Employees, and defendants Veronica Gallardo and Veronica’s Auto Insurance
Services, Inc. (“Defendants”).

3. Pursuant to the California Private Attorneys General Act of 2004 (“PAGA”),
Labor Code section 2699, et seq., the Court approves the Settlement and finds that it is fair and
reasonable and furthers PAGA’s objectives. The Court finds that notice of the Settlement has
been provided to the LWDA, in compliance with Labor Code § 2699(1)(2).

4. Upon the Effective Date, the LWDA and Aggrieved Employees, including
Plaintiff, shall have, by operation of this Final Order and Judgment, fully released and forever
discharged the Released Parties from the following Release Claims: any claims for civil penatlies
under PAGA, including claims based on alleged violations of California Labor Code sections 201
to 203, 204, 210, 221, 223, 224, 225.5, 226, 226.3, 226.7, 300, 510, 512, 558, 1174, 1174.5, 1194,
1197, 1197.1, 1198, 1199, 2699, and 2802, and the California Industrial Welfare Commission
Wage Order, which may have arisen during the PAGA Period.

5. The Court finds the Maximum Settlement Amount, the PAGA Fund, and the
methodology used to calculate and pay each Aggrieved Employee’s Payment are fair and
reasonable and authorizes the Settlement Administrator to pay the Aggrieved Employees Payment

in accordance with the terms of the Settlement Agreement.

[PROPOSED] FINAL ORDER APROVING THE
2 SETTLEMENT AND JUDGMENT
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6. The Court finds that Plaintiff’s Counsel’s request for attorneys’ fees in the amount
of $221,666.67, which is one-third of the Maximum Settlement Amount, is reasonable under the
common fund method. The Court also finds that Plaintiff’s Counsel’s request for attorney’s fees
is reasonable under the lodestar method. The Court finds that the number of hours Plaintiff’s
Counsel spent prosecuting this Action is reasonable and Plaintiff’s Counsel’s hourly rates are
reasonable and in line with rates prevailing in the community. The Court awards Plaintiff’s
Counsel $221,666.67 in attorneys’ fees to be paid from the Maximum Settlement Amount.

7. The Court finds that Plaintiff’s Counsel has incurred $22,515.13 in costs and
expenses attributable to this Action. Such costs and expenses were reasonably incurred in
prosecuting the Action on behalf of the Aggrieved Employees. The Court awards Plaintiff’s
Counsel $22,515.13 in costs and expenses to be paid from the Maximum Settlement Amount.

8. The Court approves Settlement Administration Costs in the amount of $12,000.00
to be paid from the Maximum Settlement Amount.

9. The Notice of Private Attorneys General Act Settlement attached as Exhibit 1
hereto fairly and adequately describes the lawsuit, the approved settlement, and is the best notice
practicable under the circumstances.

10. This Judgment is intended to be a final disposition of this Action as to defendants
Veronica Gallardo and Veronica’s Auto Insurance Services, Inc. only and is intended to be
immediately appealable.

11.  Nothing in this Final Order and Judgment or the settlement shall be construed as
an admission or concession by any party. The settlement and this resulting Final Order and
Judgment simply represent a compromise of disputed allegations.

12.  Without affecting the finality of this Order, this Court shall retain jurisdiction with
respect to all matters related to the administration and consummation of the settlement, and any
and all claims, asserted in, arising out of, or related to the subject matter of the lawsuit, including
but not limited to all matters related to the settlement and the determination of all controversies

relating thereto.

[PROPOSED] FINAL ORDER APROVING THE
3 SETTLEMENT AND JUDGMENT




13.  The Court directs that judgment shall be entered in accordance with the terms of
this Final Order and Judgment.
IT IS SO ORDERED.

DATED:

HON. KENNETH R. FREEMAN
JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT
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