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Shaun Setareh (SBN 204514) 
  shaun@setarehlaw.com 
Thomas Segal (SBN 222791) 
  thomas@setarehlaw.com 
Farrah Grant (SBN 293898) 
  farrah@setarehlaw.com 
SETAREH LAW GROUP 
9665 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 430 
Beverly Hills, California 90212 
Telephone (310) 888-7771 
Facsimile (310) 888-0109 

Attorneys for Plaintiff  
ADAN ORTIZ 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN MATEO 

UNLIMITED JURISDICTION 

ADAN ORTIZ, on behalf of himself, all others 
similarly situated, and the general public, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

STAFFMARK HOLDINGS, INC., an Ohio 
corporation; STAFFMARK INVESTMENT, 
LLC, an Ohio Limited Liability Company; 
WALMART, INC., an Arkansas Corporation; 
and DOES 1 through 50, inclusive, 

Defendants. 

 Case No. 20-CIV-01733 

PLAINTIFF’S NOTICE OF ENTRY OF 
JUDGMENT  

Dept: 23 
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TO ALL PARTIES AND TO THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD: 

On August 22, 2023, the Court entered its order and Judgment Granting the Motion for 

Approval of PAGA Settlement, attached hereto as Exhibit A. 

Dated:  August 23, 2023 SETAREH LAW GROUP

    /s/ Farrah Grant 
SHAUN SETAREH 
THOMAS SEGAL 
FARRAH GRANT 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
ADAN ORTIZ 
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Shaun Setareh (SBN 204514) 
shaun@setarehlaw.com 

Thomas Segal (SBN 222791) 
thomas@setarehlaw.com 

Farrah Grant (SBN 293898) 
farrah@setarehlaw.com 

SETAREH LAW GROUP 
9665 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 430 
Beverly Hills, California 90212 
Telephone (310) 888-7771 
Facsimile (310) 888-0109 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
ADAN ORTIZ 

FILED 
SAN MATEO COUNTY 

AUG 2 2 2023 

Superior 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN MATEO 

UNLIMITED JURISDICTION 

ADAN ORTIZ, on behalf of himself, all others 
similarly situated, and the general public, 

Plaintiff 

VS. 

STAFFMARK HOLDINGS, INC., an Ohio 
corporation; STAFFMARK INVESTMENT, 
LLC, an Ohio Limited Liability Company; 
WALMART, INC., an Arkansas Corporation; 
and DOES 1 through 50, inclusive, 

Defendants. 

Case No. 20-CIV-01733 

Assigned for All Purposes to the Honorable V. 
Raymond Swope, Department 23 
3(10 P MEA/T s.-id 

IPROPOSED] AMENDED ORDER 
GRANTING APPROVAL OF PAGA 
SETTLEMENT; Jam ' 

[PROPOSED) ORDER GRANTING APPROVAL OF PAGA SETTLEMENT; JUDGMENT 

Shaun Setareh (SBN 2045 14)

Tilaun@setarle(hlaw.c02m
F I L E D

omas Sega SBN2 2791) - i

thomas@setareh1aw.com
SANMATEO COUNTY

Farrah Grant (SBN 293898)
farrah@setarehlaw.com AUG 2 2 2023
SETAREH LAW GROUP
9665 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 430
Beverly Hills, California 90212
Telephone (310) 888-7771
Facsimile (310) 888-0109

Attorneys for Plainti‘
ADAN ORTIZ

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOR THE COUNTY OF SANMATEO

UNLIMITED JURISDICTION

ADAN ORTIZ, on behalfofhimself, all others Case No. 20-CIV-01733‘
similarly situated, and the general public,

Assigned forAll Purposes to the Honorable V.
Plaintzi Raymond Swope, Department 23

3UD 6WAIT
vs. ABIENDED ORDER

GRANTING APPROVAL 0F PAGA
STAFFMARKHOLDINGS, INC., an Ohio SETTLEWNT;W
corporation; STAFFMARK INVESTMENT,
LLC, an Ohio Limited Liability Company;
WALMART, INC, an Arkansas Corporation;
and DOES 1 through 50, inclusive,

Defendants.

W ORDER GRANTING APPROVAL OF PAGA SETTLEMENT; JUDGMENT
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-FPROPOSElit ORDER AND JUDGMENT 

TO ALL PAR l'IES AND THEIR COUNSEL OF RECORD: 

The Court, having considered the Motion for Approval of PAGA Settlement and the Declaration of 

Shaun Setareh filed in support thereof, HEREBY ORDERS the following: 

1. Each party is to bear its own attorneys' fees and costs associated with the dismissal 

except as set forth herein; 

2. Plaintiff has exhausted all administrative remedies required to bring the PAGA claims 

asserted in this litigation and is authorized to act as a private attorney general with respect to the PAGA 

claims being released under the proposed PAGA settlement (the Released Claims); 

3. The proposed PAGA Settlement, attached to the Declaration of Shaun Setareh in 

Support of Joint Stipulation Requesting Approval of Settlement Pursuant to the Private Attorneys 

General Act of 2004 as Exhibit 1, is approved and adopted as a reasonable compromise of the asserted 

PAGA claims pursuant to California Labor Code section 2699(1); 

4. The Court grants in part and denies in part Plaintiff's motion for attorney fees, 

enhancement award and reimbursement of litigation costs as set forth below; 

5. The Court awards attorney fees in the amount of $550,000; 

6. The Court awards reimbursement of litigation costs in the amount of $11,766.40; 

7. The Court awards Plaintiff an incentive award in the amount of $5000; 

8. The Court awards the Settlement Administrator costs in the amount of $8,400; 

9. The Court approves Alliance for Children's Rights as the cy pres recipient; 

10. This settlement approval order and judgment has full resjudicata effect and is final and 

binding upon Aggrieved Employees regarding the Released Claims. See Arias v. Superior Court, 46 

Cal.4th 969, 986 (2009) ("Because an aggrieved employee's action under the Labor Code Private 

Attorneys General Act of 2004 functions as a substitute for an action brought by the government itself, a 

judgment in that action binds all those, including nonparty aggrieved employees, who would be bound 

by a judgment in an action brought by the government"); Baumann v. Chase Inv: Servs. Corp., 747 F.3d 

1117, 1122 (9th Cir. 2014) ("PAGA has no notice requirements for unnamed aggrieved employees, nor 

may such employees opt out of a PAGA action"). Accordingly, any further proceedings regarding the 

1 
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ORDER AND JUDGIVIENT

TO ALL PARTIES AND TI-EIR COUNSEL OF RECORD:

The Court, having considered theMotion for Approval ofPAGA Settlement and theDeclaration of

Shaun Setareh led in support thereof,HEREBYORDERS the folloWing:
a

I

1. Each party is to bear its own 'attomeys' fees and costs associatedwith the dismissal

except as set forth herein;
l

I

2. Plaintiffhas exhausted all administrative remedies required to bring the PAGA claims

asserted in this litigation and is authorized to act as a private attorney generalwith respect to the PAGA

claims being released under the proposed PAGA settlement (the Released Claims);

4

, 3. ‘The proposed PAGA Settlement, attached to the Declaration of Shaun Setareh in

Support'of Joint Stipulation Requesting Approval ofSettlement Pursuant to’ the Private Attorneys

General Act of2004 as Exhibit 1,- is approved and adopted as a reasonable compromise ofthe asserted

PAGA claims pursuant to California Labor Code section 2699(1);
ml

I

4. .The Court grants in part and denies in part Plaintiff’s motion for attorney fees,

enhancement award and reimbursement of litigation costs as set forth below;

I

The Court awards attorney fees in the amount of $550,000;

The Court awards reimbursement of litigation costs in the amount of $1 1,766.40;

The Court awards Plaintiffan incentive award in the amount of$5000;

The Court awards the Settlement Administrator costs in the amount of $8,400;
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The Court approves Alliance for Children’s Rights as the cy pres recipient; s

10. This settlement approval order and judgment has iiill resjudicata effect and is' nal and

binding upon Aggrieved Employees regarding the Released Claims. SeeArias v. SuperiorACourti, 46

Cal.4th 969, 986 (2009) ("Because an aggrieved employee's action under the Labor Code Pfrivate

Attorneys General Act of2004 mctions as a substitute for an action brought by the government itself, a

judgment in that action binds all those, including nonparty aggrieved employees, who would be bound

by a judgment in an action brought by the government"); Baumann v. Chase Inv: Servs. Corp. , 747 F.3d

1117, 1122 (9th Cir. 2014) ("PAGA has no notice requirements for unnamed aggrieved employees, nor

may such employees opt out ofa PAGA action"). Accordingly, any further proceedings regarding the
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Released Claims by Aggrieved Employees are hereby enjoined; and 

11. This Court retains continuing and exclusive jurisdiction for purposes of addressing: (a) the 

interpretation and enforcement of the terms of the Settlement; (b) matters relating to the administration of 

the Settlement; (c) such post-Judgment matters as may be appropriate under Court rules or as set forth in 

the Settlement; and (d) injunctive relief against any other proceedings on the PAGA claims of Aggrieved 

Employees in any other case, in light of the settlement and judgment regarding the Released Claims in the 

instant action. See Arias v. Superior Court, 46 Ca1.4th 969, 986 (2009). 

FOR GOOD CAUSE SHOWN, IT IS SO-ORDERED AND JUDGMENT IS ENTERED IN 

ACCORDANCE WITH THE ABOVE. £16.'440 Sh '511- '"'12
serve. •Arvn,,1 Ale ticbcoe ~n o o•P 01/49 ms-it cl vd01, 

service t" 1441°4
DATED:  g/AA/A S 

-Ppr Honorable V. RaymollCn:.

Sk:elE S. WEINER 

SAN MATEO SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 

2 
-PROPOSEETORDER GRANTING APPROVAL OF PAGA SETTLEMENT; JUDGMENT 

H
gB

O
N
U
I-
w
ar
—
‘O
KO

O
O
Q
O
N
U
I-
FW

N
r-
‘O

Released Claims by Aggrieved Employees are hereby enjoined; and

11. This Co‘urt retains continuing and exclusive jurisdiction for purposes ofaddressing: (a) the

interpretation and enforcement ofthe terms ofthe Settlement; (b) matters relating to the administration of

the Settlement; (c) such post-Judgmentmatters as may be appropriate under Court rules or as set forth in

the Settlement; and (d) injunctive reliefagainst any other proceedings on the PAGA claimsofAggrieved

Employees in any other case, in light ofthe settlement and judgment regarding the Released Claims in the

instant action. See Arias v. Superior Court, 46 Ca1.4th 969, 986 (2009).
z

FOR GOOD CAUSE SHOWN, .IT IS SO'ORDERED AND JUDGMENT IS ENTERED IN

ACCORDANCEWITHTHEABOVE. Plemh‘ shall Mamednahlb €IL snJ
serve Rama! Nov-tow? Mg OP Jvdgmht Includms

DATED: -W a

. {for a Honorable V. Raymond Swope
SANMATEO SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE
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PROOF OF SERVICE 

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 
and not a party to the within action.  My business address is 9665 Wilshire Blvd, Suite 430, Beverly 
Hills, CA 90212. 

On August 23, 2023, I served the following document(s) described as 

on all interested parties in this action: 

Susan M. Steward  
ssteward@aalrr.com  
Barbara S. Van Ligten 
BVanLigten@aalrr.com  
Kieran D. Hartley  
Kieran.hartley@aalrr.com 
ATKINSON, ANDELSON, LOYA, RUUD 
& ROMO,  A Professional Law Corporation  
12800 Center Court Drive South, Suite 300  
Cerritos, CA 90703-9364  
Counsel for Defendants  
STAFFMARK HOLDINGS, INC. and 
STAFFMARK INVESTMENT LLC 

LABOR AND WORKFORCE 
DEVELOPMENT AGENCY (LWDA): 
serviced electronically via online filing 
system.

Robert J. Herrington 
herringtonr@gtlaw.com 
Matthew R. Gershman 
gershmanm@gtlaw.com 
GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP 
1840 Century Park East, 19th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90067-2121 
Counsel for Defendant 
WALMART INC.

[X]  (BY E-MAIL OR ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION) Based on a court order or 
an agreement of the parties to accept service by electronic transmission, I electronically served the 
document(s) to the persons at the electronic service addresses listed above. 

[X] (STATE) I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California 
that the above is true and correct. 

Executed on August 23, 2023, at Beverly Hills, California. 

_____________________________________ 
           Diana Maytorena 

PLAINTIFF’S NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT 
 

/s/ Diana Maytorena
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