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Kane Moon (SBN249834) 
ka,ne,mc,on@m-oonyanglaw,com 

Lilit Ter-Astvatsatryan (SBN 320389) 
Iilit@mo<>J1Yangll!w.com 

MOO~ & YANG, APC 
1055 W. Seventh St., Suite 1880 
Los Angeles, C:alifomia 90017 
Telephone: (21'3) 232-3128 
·Facsimile: (213) 232-3125 

Attomeys for Plaintiff RICHARD BUL~R 

OCT O 4 2022 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF SANJOAQ1:JIN 

RICHARD )3ULMER;iildiviiiually, and.on 
behalf of all others similarly situated, 

P.laintiff, 

vs. 

KML CORP,, a Washingtoµ COiporation; and 
DOES I. throµgh IO, int:lusive, • 

Defendants. 

CaseNo.: STK-CV-UOE~ 2020-10575 

ASSiGNEDFORALL.PURPOSES TO JUDGE 
ERIN GUY CASTILLO, DEPT. JOB 

CLASS & REPRESENTATIVE ACTION 
a&c.. 

. [Pi.t:SP8Sffl)]ORDER GRANTING FINAL 
APPROVAL OF CLASS ACTION AND 
PAGA. ACTION SETTLEMENT 

Date: 
Time: 
. Department: 
Judge: 

October 4, 2022 
9:00AM. 
lOB 
Hon. Erin Guy Castillo 

Date Action Filed: December 16, 2020 
Trial Diite: Not Yet Set 
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l TO.ALL PARTffiS AND THEm COUNSEL OF RECORD: 

2 Plaintiff Richard.Bulmer ("Plaintiff') and DefendantKML CORP., ("Defendant'1 have reached 

3 terms of settlement fo:r a putative class action. Plaintiff has filed a motion for final approval of a class action 

4 settlement of the claims asserted against Defendant in this action, memorialized in the JOINT 

5 STIPULATION OF CLASS AND PAGA RELEASE BETWEEN PLAINTIFF RICHARD BULMER, 

6 ON BEHALF OF HIMSELF AND ALL OTHERS SIMILARLY SITUATED, AND DEFENDANT 

7 KML CORP. (see Declaration of Lilit Ter-Astvaisaliyan In Support of Plaintiff's Motion for Final 

8 Approval of Class Action.and PAGA Action Settlement and Release ["LTA Deel."], at Exh. 1 ). the Second 

9. Amended JOINT STIPULATION OF CLASS AND PAGA RELEASE BETWEEN PLAINTIFF 

IO RICHARD BULMER, ON BEHALF OF HIMSELF AND ALL OTHERS SIMlLARLY SITUATED, 

11 AND DEFENDANT KML CORP is referrecl to herein as the "Agreement" or "Settlement" 

12 AfterreviewingtheAgreemeni; the Notice process, and.other related docwnents, and having heard 

13 the argument of Counsel for respective parlie$; IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AS FOLLOWS: 

14 1. The Court finds that theterms ofiheproposed class action Settlement are fair, reasonable, 

15 and adequate, pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure § 382. In granting preliminary approval of 

16 the class action se:ttlementthe Court has considered the factors identified in D1111k v. Ford Motor Co.,48 

17 Cal. App. 4th 1794 (1996), as approved in Werslrba v.App/e Computer, Inc., 91 Cal. App. 4th224 (2001) 

18 and hi re Mircrosofi IV Cases, 135 Cal. App. 4th 706 (2006). 

19 2. The Court find. s that the Settlement lias been reached as a result of intensive, serious and .. . .. ,, ·•, , 

20 non-collusive arms-le11gih negotiations. The Court further finds that the parties have conducted thorough 

21 investigation and research, and the attorneys for the parties are able to reasonably evaluate their respective 

22 positions. The Court alsCl finds that settlement al this time will avoid additional substantial costs, as well 

23 ,as avoid the delay and risks il1a! WQUld be,presented by the further prosecution.of the action. The Court 

24 finds that the risks of further prosecuti.on are sul,Jsiantial. 

25 3. The parties' Settlementjs granted final ~pprpval as it meets the criteria for final settlement 

26 approval. The settlement falls within the range of possible approval as fuir,,adequate and reasonable, and 

27 appears to be'theproduct ofarm's-lengih and informed negotiations and to treat all Class Members fairly. 

28 No Class Member has objected to the Settlement. The Class meets the requirements for conditional 
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1 certification for settlement purposes only under Code of Civil Procedure § 382. 

2 4. Tl1e Notii;e of Proposed Class Action Settlement f'Notice'..') provided to the Class 

3 confonnswith the requirements ofC.ode of Civil Procedure §.382, Civil Code.§ 1781, Rules of Court 

4 3.766 and 3.769; the California and tJnited ,States Constitutions, and any other applicable law, and 

5• • constitutes tlteb est notice practicable under the circumstances, byproviding individual notice to all Class 

6 Members who could be identified through teasoriab!e effort, arid by providing due and adequate notice 

7 of the proceedings and of the matterss¢tforth therein to the other Class Members. The Class Notice fully 

~, satisfied the requ~ents of due process, 

5: Tlj.e.:f'ollc,wingpersims are certified as tiass Meinbets soieiy for the purpose of entering 

10 • •a.sc:ttlement in t!iis matter: 
·1 

11 

12 

13 

All currenfan;I former!l()urly non°exempt peraons employed ·by Defendant in the State 
o'fCalifgmia beeyeen Dc:qember 16, 2016. through February 28, 2022, (Settlement, 'I] 
12.) ,, 

6. Plaintiff ,lliclJard Bulmer 'is appointed the Class Representative. The Court finds 

14 Plaintiff's coun_selare ade.quate, as they are experienced iii wage arid ho tit class actiop.litigation and have 

15 no conflicts ofint~t with absent Settlement Class Meinbers;,and that they adequately represented the 

lo intere$ of absent.class memben; in theLitigatibn. Kane·Moon arid Lii\t Ter-Astvatsatryan of Moon & 

17 Yang, APC, iire 11ppoihted ¢1115s CbutiSel. 

18 

19 

20 

7. the Court appoints IL YM dtoup, Inc. to,actas tliel'Settlement Administrator,,.pun;uant 

to the terms set forth in the Agreement. . ,. ' ,, 

No ClassMemberre/niested excltisioii from the Class. All Class Members are bound by 

21 th~ Final Approv.al Or:d.er and associated Judgment in tlie Action. All Class Members are Settlement 

22 Class MCJJJbers. 

23 9. Upgn entry of this Final Approyal _Order .and the associated. Judgment, funding of the 

2~ .Settleµient and compensation .lo the Class Members.sliall be implemented pursuanMo the tenns of the 

25 S,e~lemenl 

26 

27 

28 

10. ln,apdition to-any recovery thanhe Plainti:ffniay receive ilJlder the Settlemeritas a Class 

Member, and in recognition of the Plaintifrs efforts on behalf of the Class, the Court hereby approves the . . . . . . . . . . . . . . I 

payment of an enhan~ent award tq :j'lairttiffinthe amount of$5,000. 
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I 11. The Court approves the payment ofattomeys' fee::; to Class Co,unsel Moon & Yang, APC, 

2 in the amount of$80,000. 

3 12. Litigation expenses are approved by the Court in the following m'nount: $12,569.27 is 

4 awarded to Moon & Yang, APC. 

5 13. 111e Court approves and order.; paymeni in the,amount ofSS,892 to IL YM Group, Inc. 

6 for perfonnance of its services as the Settlement Administrator, as set forth in .the Class Notice. 

7 14. Upon completion of administration ofthe Settlement, ihe Parties shall file a declaration 

8 stating that all amourits,payable under the Settlement have been•paid and that the terms of the Settlement 

9 have been completed. In the event that any un-cashed. or abandoned checks must be distributed to the cy 

IO . pres, the Settlement Administrator 'Will cancel the tax documents. associated with those un-cashed or 

11 abandoned checks, and the Parties will submit to the Court a revised Judgment that states the final 

12 disposition of all amounts under this SettlernCTTt, including the aggregate amount of all uncashed checks 

13 and· any accrued interest, in compliance with California Code of Civil Procedure § 384. 

14 15. 111e Court sets a non-appearance case review hearing regarding compliance with all fund 

IS distribution requirements under the Settlement ~,'I 2. f"
1 
'l-O'l-~ at. 0 •-lf f a.m., in Department 

I 6 JOB of the above-entitled Court. A declaratio)l from tl1eSettlernent Administrator regarding compliance 

17 shall be filed ·with the Court no later than five days before the non-appearance case review. No 

18 appearance by the parties is required at the Order to Show Cause hearing if the Settlement Administrator's 

19 declaration is timely file<! and the Settlement Administnitor reports tl1at all ofihe distributions under the 

20 Settlement are complete and, if needed, an Amended Judgment is submitted to address distribution of 

21 any unclaimed funds in compliance with-California Code ofCivil ·Procedure § 384. 

22 16. 111e Court approves and orders payment iri the .amount of $7,500 to tl1e Labor and 

23 Workforce Development Agency in compromise.of claims-under the Labor Code Private Attorneys 

24 General Act of2004 (Labor Code §',269.S ·et seq.). 

25 17. Once Defendant fully funds the Se.ttlernentby paying the Gross Settlement Amount and 

26 the employer sharecifpayroll taxes, Plaintiff and the Class.Members sqall have, by operation of this• Final 

27 Approval Order and Judgment, fully, finally, and forever released, relinquished, and discharged 

28 Defendant from.the released claims described in the Settlement., 
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I 18. In t1ccordance with California Rule of Court 3. 771 (b ), the parties are ordered to give no tic 

2 ofthis final Order and ihe Judgirtent to ail Class Members by posting the Order am:! the Judgment for 90 

3 calendar days on the Settlement Administrator's website, 
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Datecl: 

IT I.S SO OR.DEIIBD. 

oof-ai9u-''-f,2o).~ - ~~=--
HON. ERIN GUY CASTILLO 

SAN.JOAQUIN COUNTY SUPERIORCOURT nIDGE 
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