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HAINES LAW GROUP, APC
Paul K. Haines (SBN 248226)
phaines@haineslawgroup.com
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

BRITTNEY LEGASPI, as an individual and
on behalf of all others similarly situated,

Plaintiff,
VS.

MERCEDES DIAZ HOMES, INC., a
California Corporation; MDH SPECIALIZED
CARE HOMES 1, a California Corporation;
MDH SPECIALIZED CARE HOMES 2, a
California Corporation; MDH SPECIALIZED
CARE HOMES 3, a California Corporation;
and DOES 1 through 100,

Defendants.

Lead Case No. 20STCV45683

Consolidated with Case Nos. 2INWCV00493
and 21STCV20211

[Assigned for all purposes to the Hon. Richard
L. Fruin, Degt. 15]

| AMENDED JUDGMENT
AND ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF’S
APPLICATION FOR SETTLEMENT
APPROVAL OF CLAIMS BROUGHT
UNDER THE PRIVATE ATTORNEYS
GENERAL ACT, REASONABLE
ATTORNEYS’ FEES AND COSTS, AND
ENHANCEMENT AWARD

Action Filed:
Trial Date:

November 30, 2020
None Set

[PROPOSED] AMENDED JUDGMENT AND ORDER GRANTING PAGA SETTLEMENT
APPROVAL
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[PROPOSED| AMENDED JUDGMENT AND ORDER

The Court, having read and considered the Stipulation to Amend Judgment and Order
Granting Plaintiff’s Application for Settlement Approval of Claims Brought Under the Private
Attorneys General Act, Reasonable Attorneys’ Fees and Ccsts, and Enhancement Award (the
“Stipulation™), and good cause appearing therefore, HEREBY ORDERS AS FOLLOWS:

1 The Stipulation is hereby granted.

2. Defendants shall pay the Maximum Settlement Amount of Four Hundred Sixty-
Three Thousand One Hundred Forty Dollars ($463,140.00) to the Settlement Administrator, as
required by the escalator clause in the parties’ Settlement Agreement and approved in this Court’s
September 28, 2022 Judgment and Order Granting Plaintiff’s Application for Settlement
Approval of Claims Brought Under the Private Attorneys General Act, Reasonable Attorneys’
Fees and Costs.

3. The Net Settlement Amount shall increase from $252,214.44 to $284.307.77. Of
this amount, 75% ($213,230.83) shall be paid to the California Labor and Workforce
Development Agency, and 25% (§71,076.94) shall be distributed to the Aggrieved Employees,
as set forth in the Agreement;

4. Attorneys’ fees for Haines Law Group, APC, shall proportionately increase from
$138,333.33 to $154,380.00 (one-third of the Maximum Settlement Amount), as a result of the
increase in the Maximum Settlement Amount, pursuant to the Agreement. The Court finds that
this sum is fair, reasonable, and adequate;

- Other than as set forth herein, all dates and deadlines shall be recalculated in
accordance with the funding timeline set forth in the Agreement, based on the date of entry of this
Amended Judgment and Order;

6. All other terms and provisions of the original Judgment and Order shall remain the
same.
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7 Plaintiff is ordered to submit a copy of this Order to the Labor Workforce
Development Agency within 10 calendar days after entry of this Order.
IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated: /NOV. 2% ,2022 <

Honorab e Richard L. Fruin
Judge of the Superior Court
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