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Attorneys fbr'Plaintiffan'd Aggrievéd' Employees

_

SUPERIOR COURT OFTHE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOR THE COUNTY ()F SAN BERNARDINO

CARLOS CRUZADO. as an individual

and 0n behalfofall others similarly

situated,

Plaintiffs.

vs.
'

ONTARIO T; INC. 'a
California

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

'

DOES 'l 'thrO'ugh'SO, inclLlsi-ve,'

Déféndant's.

Case No; (‘IVSBZOZ724Q

[Assigned lo lhc-
l Iron. David Cohn. Dept. 5-26] .—

I[W ORDER AND JUDGMENT ,

Date: February 22.‘ 2022
Time: [0:00 am.

__

Dép'l‘: 8-26

Complaint Filed: Decem ber l0. 202Q
Triél Date: Not Set"

l

IPROI’OSlilH ORDER .\\'l) .ll I)(I.\lli\”l‘



PlaintiffCarlos CrU/adb ("Plzlinlifl") zihd Defendant Ontario T. lnc.. doing business as

E-lwfiy’s Crown ToyOta (“Defendant‘fi (Defendant and Plaint'if‘f'togcmer, the “Parti.es”) have

entered 'into the Joint Stipulation 0f PAGA Settlement and Release ofClaims (“Settlement

I

Anleement" 0r Settlement )Io settle the above--capti0ned action subject t0 the Court s apploval

This matte: is no“ helorc the C om! 0n Plaintiff‘s Motion t0 Applove Settlement

Agreement Pursuant Io the Private Attomeys Genelal Act The Court has read heald and

considered all the pleadinUs and documents submitted. and the presentatiOns made In connection

with the motion which came on- tor hearing 0n February 22, 2022.
I

_

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

The Coun hereby approves the Parties proposed Settlement and hereby enters FINAL

JUDGMENT based 0n the Ielms set fonh In the Parties Settlement m fgor 0f Pylfintiffand the

PAGA Settlement Members in the amount 0f$264,000.00. OfthisfSfiOéfiOQtis awarded as

attorneys' fees paid Io l’luinlil‘l‘s (‘MnscL $9. 45—1. 15 is awarded as costs paid to Plaintiff‘s-

Counsel $10 000. ()0 15 muu‘dcd us a sen icc award to Plaintiff and $3 000.00 Is awarded as

administration casts paid 10 Ihc Sclllcmcnl Mimlmsllatm
I

This ludumcm interpolates b) relencnce the definitions 1n the Settlement Agleemenl and
-

_al_l- tgl‘lns dehned_1hcrein shall have I‘he 5211116 meaning asset forth _in the Settlement Agreement.

'i‘his Judgment is entered as part ol‘a Scltlemcnt_and the Cdurt hés made no findings of

liability Qr provided any notice Qt‘PAQA viplations.
z . I

I

As a-resullt 0fthis_.ludgmcm. Plaintifl‘and the BAGA Settlement Members fire barr-ed

from prosecuting any ot‘thc claims covered b)‘ the .Released Claims by [SAGA Settlement

Members. as defined in Ihc Sclllcmcnl Agreement. against Defcndant and thc Released Parties.

'I‘Iiis'JudgmcnI
_i:s intended to bea final disposition -in 'its entirety 0fthe abo'v'eAcapt'ioned

action Without affecting the tmalih 0t this judgment 1n any way, the Count retaInSJunsdlcllon

0f all mattels rclalinu 10 Ihc inlerpnclalion administration implementation effectuation and

enforcement 0t the Settlement pursuant t0 C.C.P. § 664.6.
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