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jft@stonebrooklaw.com

10250 Constellation Boulevard, Suite 100
Los Angeles, CA 90067

Telephone: (310) 553-5533, ext. 1001/Facsimile: (310) 553-5536

Attorneys for Plaintiff Sunny K. Tam, on behalf of himself

and other similarly-situated employees

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

SUNNY K. TAM, on behalf of himself and
other similarly-situated employees

Plaintiff,
V.

Q TECH CORPORATION, a California
Corporation; and DOES 1 Through 10,
inclusive,

Defendants.

Lead Case No. 21STCV18635

Related Case No. 21STCV19805
ASSIGNED FOR ALL PURPOSES TO:
The Honorable Elihu M. Berle
Department SS6

CLASS ACTION

DECLARATION OF JOSEPH TOJARIEH
IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR FINAL
APPROVAL OF CLASS ACTION
SETTLEMENT

Hearing Information

Date: March 22, 2023
Time: 9:00 a.m.

Dept: SS-6

Judge: Hon. Elihu M. Berle

Complaint filed: May 25, 2021
Trial date: Not Set
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DECLARATION OF JOSEPH TOJARIEH

I, Joseph Tojarieh, am the attorney of record for Plaintiff Sunny K. Tam. I am duly
licensed to practice law in the State of California and am in good standing before the California
State Bar. I have personal knowledge of all the following facts stated in this declaration and if
called as a witness, I could and would competently testify thereto under oath:

1. I graduated summa cum laude from the Honor’s College of the University of
California, Los Angeles (UCLA) with a Bachelor of Arts degree in Political Science and History. I
subsequently received my Juris Doctor degree from Loyola Law School, Los Angeles, where I
served as a staff member and Senior Note and Comment Editor of the Loyola Law School
International Law Review.

2. I have been a practicing attorney for over 13 years.

3. I am duly licensed to practice before all state courts in California, all United States
District Courts in California, all United States Bankruptcy Courts in California, and the United
States Supreme Court. I am also an active member of the Consumer Attorneys Association of Los
Angeles (CAALA) and California Employment Lawyers Association (CELA).

4. My practice has been devoted almost exclusively to employment litigation,
including wage and hour class and representative actions. I have been appointed class counsel in
numerous wage and hour class actions in California state and federal courts, including: Mohorne v.
Church & Dwight Co., Inc. (LASC Case No. BC569117); Lopez v. Aerotek, Inc. (USDC CACD
Case No. SACV 14-00803-CIC(JCGx)); Silva v. ADJ Products (LASC Case No. BC618581);
Hernandez v. Downey Wholesale, Inc. (SBSC Case No. CIVDS1821370); Walters v. Los Angeles
County Fair (SBSC Case No. CIVDS1825109); Patton v. Midwest Construction Services, Inc. dba
Trillium Construction/Drivers (CACD Case No. 2:19-cv-08580-JFW-MAA); and Fontenette v.
Special Services for Groups, Inc. (LASC Case No. 19STCV46726).

5. I am very familiar with employment law relating to class actions, their dynamics,
and also the risks inherent in litigating a class action through certification and trial. I have the
resources, experience, and expertise necessary to protect fully and fairly the interests of the

proposed class.
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6. My office invested time and resources into this case, with payment contingent on
the outcome of this case and deferred until the end of this case. The efforts of my firm have
resulted in benefits to class members, allowing them to receive compensation for the alleged
illegal wage and hour practices. Without the efforts of my firm, the claims at issue in this case may
have gone without remedy.

7. The efforts of our office include, without limitation, interviewing Plaintiff Sunny
Tam and reviewing documents he provided; investigating Defendant’s alleged violations of
California wage and hour laws; researching theories of liability for the alleged violations;
investigating the nature of Defendant’s business, prior lawsuits, and business operations; drafting
and mailing to Defendant a letter requesting employment records pursuant to Labor Code sections
1198.5, 432, and 226(b); researching similar class action cases; and communicating with co-
counsel regarding strategies to take towards case resolution.

8. My hourly rate is currently $645 per hour. This rate is reasonable in light of my
skill and over 13 years of employment law experience. I was also approved at this rate in
September 2022 by Judge Highberger in Fontenette v. Special Services for Groups, Inc. (LASC
Case No. 19STCV46726) Moreover, my rates are supported by the Laffey Matrix, which is “a
widely recognized compilation of attorney and paralegal rate data used in the District of
Columbia, frequently used in fee award cases.” (See Bond v. Ferguson Enterprises, Inc., Case No.
1:09-cv-1662 OWW MIS, 2011 WL 2648879 at *12 (E.D. Cal. June 30, 2011.) The Laffey Matrix
has been used in California. (See, e.g., Nemecek & Cole v. Horn, 208 Cal.App.4™ 641, 650-651
(2012) [affirming award of attorneys’ fees based on the Laffey Matrix as reasonable].) A true and
correct copy of the current Laffey Matrix is attached as Exhibit 1. According to the Laffey Matrix,
for the period June 1, 2022, to May 31, 2023, the hourly rate is $829 for an attorney who is in the
11" to 19™ year out of law school. I am in my 13" year out of law school.

9. Moreover, in 2012, the Daily Journal concluded that the average hourly rate for
associates in Los Angeles is $550, while the average hourly rate for partners is $797. A true and
correct copy of the Daily Journal article is attached hereto as Exhibit 2. Given my skill and

experience, fee awards to other attorneys of similar experience in California, and the Laffey

.
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Matrix, my hourly rate of $645 is reasonable.

10.  Throughout my 25 months of involvement in this case, I have expended
approximately 17.8 hours on this matter. Therefore, based on my hourly rate of $645, my lodestar
amount is $11,481.00. I have also expended a total of $391.50 in costs. A ledger of my costs in
this matter is attached as Exhibit 3.

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

is true and correct and this declaration is executed on January 11, 2023, in Los Angeles, California.

STONEBROOK LAW

By:

JOSEPH TOJARIEH
Attorney for Plaintiff
SUNNY K. TAM
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1/6/23, 3:26 PM

matrix

www.laffeymatrix.com/see.html

The methodology of calculation and benchmarking for this Updated Laffey Matrix has been
approved in a number of cases. See, e.g.,DL v. District of Columbia, 267 F.Supp.3d 55, 69
(D.D.C.2017)

*1; % Years Out of Law Schooliy 4 is calculated from June 1 of each year, when most law
students graduate. 1;,%21-3" includes an attorney in his 1st, 2nd and 3rd years of practice,
measured from date of graduation (June 1). i;%4-7" applies to attorneys in their 4th, 5th, 6th
and 7th years of practice. An attorney who graduated in May 1996 would be in tier 1;%21-3"

12


http://www.laffeymatrix.com/history.html
http://www.laffeymatrix.com/caselaw.html
http://www.laffeymatrix.com/see.html
http://www.laffeymatrix.com/index.html
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EXHIBIT 2






EXHIBIT 3



Tam v. Q-Tech Corporation

Case Costs

# Payee Payor Description Amount

1 Case TLF Case Anywhere Invoice for System Access $121.50
Anywhere Fee during 5/10/22 -7/31/22

2 Case TLF Case Anywhere Invoice for System Access $135.00
Anywhere Fee during 8/1/22 - 10/31/22

3 Case TLF Case Anywhere Invoice for System Access $135.00
Anywhere Fee during 11/1/22 - 1/31/22

Total: $391.50
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