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SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF PRELIMINARY APPROVAL 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Plaintiff Antonesha Hoshaw (“Plaintiff”) sought preliminary approval of the Joint Stipulation 

for Class Action Settlement.  On November 2, 2020, the Court issued its Observations and 

Requirements identifying several concerns the Court wanted addressed prior to preliminary approval.1  

Upon receipt of the Court’s Observations and Requirements Plaintiff met and conferred with 

Defendant Sutherland Healthcare Solutions, Inc. (“Defendant”) (collectively, the “Parties”) to address 

each of the concerns. (Supp. Han Dec., ¶ 3).  Parties have prepared a proposed Amended Joint 

Stipulation for Class Action Settlement2 (“Amended Settlement”), revised the Notice of Class Action 

Settlement and Hearing Date for Court Approval (“Class Notice”), and submits supplemental 

declaration to address the Court’s concerns. (Id.)  

II. THE COURT’S CONCERNS IN THE TENTATIVE RULING HAVE BEEN 

ADDRESSED 

1.   Amended Settlement Modifies the Effective Date Definition.  

The proposed Amended Settlement modifies the definition “Effective Final Settlement Date” 

to make the settlement effective upon the funding of the settlement and the date the final approval of 

the Settlement cannot be appealed. (See Declaration of Douglas Han “Han Dec.” Exhibit 2, redlined 

version of the Amended Joint Stipulation for Class Action Settlement at §I.N.)    

2.   Amended Settlement Allows an Additional 10 Days for Any Re-Mailed Notices. 

Section III.K.2.c has been modified in the proposed Amended Settlement provides for an 

additional 10 days from the Response Deadline to provide a Request for Exclusion, Object or to 

dispute the number of workweeks.  (See Han Dec. Exhibit 2 at §III.K.2.c.) 

3.   English Language Notice is Sufficient. 

The Class Members are a group of call center employees that provide support to its members in 

enrollment, education and verification of health benefits and options. (See Han Dec. at ¶ 5.) Class 

 
1 Attached as Exhibit “1” to Supplemental Declaration of Douglas Han (“Supp. Han Dec.”) is a true and correct copy of the 
Court’s Observations and Requirements. 
  
2 The Parties are seeking client signatures and will provide the fully executed version as soon as all of the signatures are 
secured.  






