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Larry W. Lee (State Bar No. 228175)

Kristen M. Agnew (State Bar No. 247656)

Nicholas Rosenthal (State Bar No. 268297)

DIVERSITY LAW GROUP, P.C.

515 S. Figueroa Street, Suite 1250

Los Angeles, CA 90071

(213) 488-6555

(213) 488-6554 facsimile

lwlee@diversitylaw.com

kagnew@diversitylaw.com

nrosenthal@diversitylaw.com
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO
SAN BERNARDK‘TD DISTRICT

FEB 2 8 2023

BY ff?

LES, PUW

Attorneys for Plaintiff and Aggrieved Employees

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO

CARLOS CRUZADO, as an individual

and on behalf of all others similarly

situated,

Plaintiffs,

vs.

ONTARIO T, INC., a California

corporation doing business as JOHN
ELWAY’S CROWN TOYOTA; and

DOES 1 through 50, inclusive,

Defendants.

Case No.2 CIVSB2027249

[Assigned to the Hon. David Cohn, Dept. S-26]

[PW] AMENDED ORDER AND
JUDGMENT

Date: February 22, 2023

Time: 9:00 am.
Dept: S-26

Complaint Filed: December 10, 2020

Trial Date: Not Set
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[PROPOSED] AMENDED ORDER AND JUDGMENT
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Plaintiff Carlos Cruzado (“Plaintiff”) and Defendant Ontario T, 1nc., doing business as

Elway’s Crown Toyota (“Defendant”) (Defendant and Plaintiff together, the “Parties”) have

entered into the Joint Stipulation ofPAGA Settlement and Release of Claims (“Settlement

Agreement” 0r “Settlement”) to settle the above-captioned action subject to the Court’s approval.

This matter is now before the Court on Plaintiff’s Motion t0 Approve Settlement

Agreement Pursuant to the Private Attorneys General Act. The Court has read, heard, and

considered all the pleadings and documents submitted, and the presentations made in connection

with the motion which came on for hearing on February 22, 2022.

NOW THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED:

The Court hereby approves the Parties’ proposed Settlement and hereby enters FINAL

JUDGMENT based on the terms set forth in the Parties’ Settlement in favor of Plaintiff and the

PAGA Settlement Members in the amount of $264,000.00. Of this, $80,000.00 is awarded as

attorneys’ fees paid t0 Plaintiff’s Counsel, $9,454.15 is awarded as costs paid to Plaintiff’s

Counsel, $10,000.00 is awarded as a service award to Plaintiff, and $3,000.00 is awarded as

administration costs paid to the Settlement Administrator.

This Judgment incorporates by reference the definitions in the Settlement Agreement, and

all terms defined therein shall have the same meaning as set forth in the Settlement Agreement.

This Judgment is entered as part of a Settlement and the Court has made no findings of

liability or provided any notice ofPAGA violations.

As a result 0f this Judgment, Plaintiff and the PAGA Settlement Members are barred

from prosecuting any of the claims covered by the Released Claims by PAGA Settlement

Members, as defined in the Settlement Agreement, against Defendant and the Released Parties.

Pursuant to the terms 0f the Settlement Agreement, all undeliverable or otherwise

uncashed Individual PAGA Payments to PAGA Settlement Members expired 180 days after the

postmarked date of their initial mailing. As of the check cashing deadline (September 17, 2022),

a total of forty-five (45) checks, totaling $4,025.55, remain uncashed. This amount shall be

distributed t0 the Legal Aid at Work as dictated by the Settlement.

This Judgment is intended to be a final disposition in its entirety of the above captioned
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action. Without affecting the finality of this judgment in any way, the Court retains jurisdiction

of all matters relating t0 the interpretation, administration, implementation, effectuation, and

enforcement of the Settlement pursuant to C.C.P. § 664.6.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

DATED:

/’
t

/
.»‘

K ADM 7
HONTISAVID COHN
SUPERIOR COURT 0F CALIFORNIA
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PROOF OF SERVICE

(Code of Civil Procedure Sections 1013a, 2015.5)

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ]

]ss.

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 515 S. Figueroa Street, Suite

1250, Los Angeles, California 90071.

On February 21, 2023, I served the following document(s) described as: [PROPOSED]

AMENDED ORDER AND JUDGMENT on the interested parties in this action as follows:

Spencer W. Waldron

swaldr0n@fisherphillip5.00m

Fisher & Phillips

2050 Main Street, Suite 1000

Irvine, CA 92614

Attorneysfor Defendant Ontario T, Inc.

X BY ELECTRONIC MAIL: by personally sending a true and correct copy

of the above-described document(s) to the party(ies) listed above or on the attached mailing list

from the e-mail server diversitylaw.com, to the electronic transmission address of the recipient(s)

indicated above or on the attached mailing list. I certify that said electronic transmission was

completed and that all pages were received by the party(ies) identified herein or on the attached

mailing list.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the

above is true and correct. Executed on February 21, 2023, at Los Angeles, California.

M j
ErikaM
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PROOF OF SERVICE


