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JOINT STIPULATION AND SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 
 

Subject to final approval by the Court, this Settlement Agreement is between 
Plaintiff Joseph Jimenez (³Plaintiff´), on behalf of the Class (as defined below) and 
Defendant Makita U.S.A., Inc. (³Defendant´).  Plaintiff and Defendant collectively are 
referred Wo in Whis AgreemenW as Whe ³ParWies.´  
 
I. DEFINITIONS 
 

In addition to the other terms defined in this Agreement, the terms below have the 
following meaning: 
 

A. Administration Costs:  The costs incurred by the Settlement Administrator to 
administer this Settlement, which is currently estimated at $4,500.00, shall not 
exceed $5,000 and  shall be paid from the Qualified Settlement Fund.     

 
B. Agreement, Settlement Agreement, Joint Stipulation, or Settlement:  The 

seWWlemenW agreemenW reflecWed in Whis docXmenW, WiWled ³JoinW SWipXlaWion and 
SeWWlemenW AgreemenW.´ 

 
C. Attorney Fee Award:  The amount, not to exceed 35% of the Gross Settlement 

Amount or $213,500, finally approved by the Court and awarded to Class 
Counsel. The Attorney Fee Award shall be paid from the Qualified Settlement 
Fund and will not be opposed by Defendant.   

 
D. Class:  All hourly-paid or non-exempt employees employed directly by Makita 

U.S.A., Inc. within the State of California during the Class Period, excluding 
those persons that have signed release agreements.  

 
E. Class Action:  The putative class action lawsuit filed by Plaintiff Joseph 

Jimenez on June 4, 2020, entitled Joseph Jimenez v. Makita U.S.A., Inc., Case 
No. 20STCV21732 in the State of California, Los Angeles County Superior 
Court and the First Amended Complaint to be filed by not later than September 
15, 2021.  

 
F. Class Counsel:  Douglas Han, Shunt Tatavos-Gharajeh, and Chancellor Nobles 

of Justice Law Corporation. 
 

G. Class Data:  The Class Data means information regarding Class Members that 
Defendant will compile from its available, existing, electronic records and 
provide to the Settlement Administrator.  It shall be formatted as a Microsoft 
E[cel spreadsheeW and shall inclXde:  (i) each Class Member¶s fXll name; (ii) 
each Class Member¶s lasW-knoZn address; (iii) each Class Member¶s Social 
Security and Employee ID number, if any; and (iv) the Class Member¶s releYanW 
dates of employment. 

 













 
 7 of 22 

If the Settlement does not become effective, Defendant reserves the right to 
contest any issues relating to class certification, liability and damages. 

 
D. Appointment of Class Representative.  Solely for the purposes of this 

Settlement, the Parties stipulate and agree Plaintiff shall be appointed as the 
representative for the Class. 

 
E. Appointment of Class Counsel.  Solely for the purpose of this Settlement, the 

Parties stipulate and agree that the Court appoint Class Counsel to represent the 
Class. 
 

F. Settlement Disbursement. Subject to the terms and conditions of this 
Agreement, and the approval of the Court, the Settlement Administrator will 
disburse the Gross Settlement Amount as follows: 

 
1. To the Plaintiff, Joseph Jimenez.  In addition to his respective Individual 

SettlemenW Share, and sXbjecW Wo Whe CoXrW¶s approYal, Plaintiff Joseph 
Jimenez will receive up to Five Thousand Dollars and Zero Cents ($5,000) 
as a Class Representative Enhancement Payment.  The Settlement 
Administrator will pay the Class Representative Enhancement Payment out 
of the Qualified Settlement Fund.  Payroll tax withholdings and deductions 
will not be taken from the Class Representative Enhancement Payments.  
An IRS Form 1099 will be issued to Plaintiff with respect to his Class 
Representative Enhancement Payments.  Plaintiff shall be solely and legally 
responsible to pay any and all applicable taxes on the Class Representative 
Enhancement Payment and shall hold harmless Defendant, Class Counsel 
and the Released Parties from any claim or liability for taxes, penalties, or 
interest arising as a result of the Class Representative Enhancement 
Payment.  In the event the Court does not approve the entirety of the 
application for the Class Representative Enhancement Payment, the 
Settlement Administrator shall pay whatever amount the Court awards, and 
neither Defendant nor the Settlement Administrator shall be responsible for 
paying the difference between the amount requested and the amount 
awarded.  If the amount awarded is less than the amount requested by 
Plaintiff, the difference shall become part of the NSA and will be distributed 
to Participating Class Members.  In the event that the Court reduces or does 
not approve the requested Class Representative Enhancement Payment, 
Plaintiff shall not have the right to revoke the Settlement, and it will remain 
binding, nor will Plaintiff seek, request, or demand an increase in the Gross 
Settlement Amount on that basis or any basis. 
 

2. To Class Counsel.  Class Counsel will apply to the Court for, and 
Defendant agree not to oppose, a total Attorney Fee Award not to exceed 
thirty-five percent (35%) or $213,500 of the GSA and a Cost Award not to 
exceed $25,000.  The Settlement Administrator will pay the Court-approved 
amounts for the Attorney Fee Award and Cost Award out of the Gross 































IV. EXECUTION BY PARTIES AND COUNSEL

The Parties and their counsel execute this Agreement.

Dated: 2O2I JOSEPHJIMENEZ

Dated: Auqust 31 ,2021 IITAKITA U.S.A.,INC.

Dated:
qlnl

.202t

Douglas Han, Esq.

Dated:Alq , bl ,2021
,J

Attorneys for PlaintiffJoseph Jimenez, on behalf of
themselves and all others similarly situated

LC

Stephanie P. Alexander, Esg.
Atfomeys for Makita U.S.A., Inc.
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PROOF OF SERVICE 

1013A(3) CCP 
 

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 751 N. Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 101, 
Pasadena, CA 91103 and my electronic service address is mking@justicelawcorp.com 

  
On October 1, 2021, I served the foregoing document described as  

JOINT STIPULATION AND SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 

for the following case: Jimenez v. Makita U.S.A., Inc.       
LWDA/Court Case No.: LWDA Case No.: CM-791526-20 

Court Case No.: 20STCV21732  
Los Angeles County Superior Court  

 
on interested parties in this action by electronically submitting as follows: 
 
State of California 
Labor & Workforce Development Agency 
800 Capitol Mall, MIC-55 
Sacramento, California 95814 
 
 
[X] BY ELECTRONIC SUBMISSION 
 Pursuant to California Senate Bill No. 836, I caused the documents described above to be 

electronically submitted by and through the procedure stated on the website of the State 
of California Labor and Workforce Development Agency. 

 
[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 October 1, 2021, at Pasadena, California. 
 
  
        
                                                                              ______________________________ 
    
                             Madeline King  
 
 
 
 


