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1 DECLARATION OF JEFFREY A. DINKIN
2 I, Jeffrey A. Dinkin, declare as follows:
3 1. I am an attorney duly licensed to practice before all the courts of the State of
4 || California and am a shareholder of Stradling Yocca Carlson & Rauth, LLP, attorneys for
5 || Deckers Outdoor Corporation (“Defendant”) in the above entitled action. I have personal
6 || knowledge of the facts set forth in this declaration and, if called to testify as a witness thereto, I
7 || could and would competently do so.

8 2. I give this declaration with respect to the above-captioned case (the “Guzman

9 || Case”) to support the parties’ settlement of the Guzman Case and in connection with the
10 || Court’s Class Action Case Management Order’s requirements for the Motion for Preliminary
11 || Approval of the parties’ settlement. The Preliminary Approval Motion is currently set for
12 || hearing on May 9, 2022.
13 3. A prior and separate wage and hour class action entitled Foster, et al. v. Deckers
14 || Outdoor Corporation, et al., Santa Barbara County Superior Court, Case No. 20CV03699 (the
15 || “Foster Case”) asserts similar claims to those in the Guzman Case on behalf of a class of
16 ||individuals who would also be members of the class as defined in the parties settlement in the
17 || Guzman Case. The class in the Foster Case is defined as: “all persons employed in the State
18 || of California by Deckers . . . as an hourly, non-exempt employee at any time between June 1,
19 |/2016 through November 19, 2021.”
20 4. The Foster Case received preliminary approval of a proposed class and
21 || representative PAGA settlement on November 23, 2021, including class and PAGA claims for
22 || minimum and overtime wages, meal and rest breaks, and failure to timely pay wages each pay
23 || period and upon separation of employment. The hearing on final approval of the settlement in
24 || the Foster Case is set for hearing on April 15, 2022.
25 5. The Foster Case and pending settlement in that case subsumed many of the
26 || claims in the Guzman Case as originally pled, including the class and PAGA causes of action
27 || for failure to pay minimum wages, failure to pay overtime wages, failure to provide compliant

28 || meal periods and rest breaks, and failure to timely pay wages each period and upon separation
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1 || of employment. However, the Foster Case did not subsume Plaintiff’s claims for wage
2 || statement violations, failure to pay vested vacation at the proper rate under Labor Code §
3 || 227.3, and failure to pay mandated sick pay at the proper rate under Labor Code § 246.
4 6. The parties stipulated to amend the operative complaint to eliminate the claims
5 || in the Guzman Case that were subsumed by the Foster Case settlement. The Court signed an
6 || Order approving that stipulation on March 29, 2022 granting Plaintiff leave to file their Second
7 || Amended Complaint which removed the claims that were settled in the Foster Case.

8 || Consequently, while some class members are the same in the Guzman Case and the Foster

9 || Case, the claims asserted in those cases do not overlap.
10 7. The attorneys in both the Guzman Case and the Foster Case are aware of both
11 || matters and the fact that both matters have settled and are undertaking the court approval
12 || process. I have had both email and phone communications with opposing counsel in the
13 || Guzman Case regarding the Foster Case and vice versa.
14 8. I have spoken with a representative of Deckers Outdoor Corporation and other
15 ||attorneys in my firm to determine whether any other actions exist which may assert similar
16 || claims to those in the Guzman Case on behalf of a class of individuals who would also be
17 || members of the class as defined in the parties settlement in the Guzman Case. Aside from the
18 || Foster Case, no such similar cases exist.
19 I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the

20 || foregoing is true and correct.

21 Executed this 12th day of April, 2022, at Santa Barbara, California.
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