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JOINT STIPULATION 

1 

Alfredo Nava, Esq. (Bar No. 282698) 
Law Office of Alfredo Nava Jr., APC 
3500 W. Beverly Blvd.  
Montebello, CA 90640  
Tel: (323) 725-1151 
Fax: (855) 777-0925  

Attorney for Plaintiff LATOSHA AUSTIN 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES-CENTRAL 

LATOSHA AUSTIN, an individual; 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

VALLEY PRESBYTERIAN HOSPITAL, a 
California nonprofit public benefit corporation; 
and DOES 1 through 100, inclusive,  

   Defendants. 

Case No.: 21STCV22288 
[Assigned for all Purposes to the  
Hon. Robert Broadbelt, Department 53] 

JOINT STIPULATION; [PROPOSED] 
ORDER  
[SUBMITTED CONCURRENTLY WITH 
REDACTED JOINT STIPULATION, WITH 
PROPOSED ORDER] 
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JOINT STIPULATION  

2 

TO THE COURT, ALL PARTIES, THEIR COUNSEL OF RECORD: 

Defendant and Plaintiff Arnold Saurin have tentatively settled a class action with PAGA 

claims that substantially overlap with the PAGA claims asserted in this action, in the case of 

21STCV22597, venued in front of the Hon. William F.  Highberger. (See Exhibit A.) Thus, Plaintiff 

respectfully requests that the Court dismiss the PAGA claims asserted in this action without 

prejudice. 

The parties stipulate and agree that the Court should approve the settlement on the terms  

stated and contained, and as set forth in Exhibit B. The parties request approval of the allocation set  

forth in the agreement. In addition, the parties request that the Court  

dismiss the remaining claims and the case, with prejudice--with the exception of the paga claims 

that are dismissed without prejudice--only after the signature and entry of the  

order, and approval of the settlement as reflected in Exhibit B. The parties also request that the 

Court retain jurisdiction per CCP Section 664.6. It is so stipulated.  

Dated:  February 23, 2022  Respectfully submitted,  

LAW OFFICE OF ALFREDO NAVA JR. 

By:   
Alfredo Nava, Esq. 
Attorney for PLAINTIFF 
LATOSHA AUSTIN     

Dated:  February 23, 2022  

SEYFARTH SHAW LLP

By:   
Daniel Whang 
Attorney for Defendant  
VALLEY PRESBYTERIAN HOSPITAL



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
     EXHIBIT A 



SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
Civil Division

Central District, Spring Street Courthouse, Department 10

21STCV22597 January 18, 2023
ARNOLD SAURIN vs VALLEY PRESBYTERIAN HOSPITAL 10:00 AM

Judge: Honorable William F. Highberger CSR: None
Judicial Assistant: R. Aspiras ERM: None
Courtroom Assistant: R. Sanchez Deputy Sheriff: None

Minute Order Page 1 of 1

APPEARANCES:

For Plaintiff(s): No Appearances

For Defendant(s):  No Appearances

 

NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS: Court Order Vacating Hearing on 01/18/2023

The Court's message board posting on Case Anywhere website is as follows:

"Mindful that you have settled on a class basis and per your request, the Jan. 18, 2023 event is 
off calendar. The Court now sets a NACR re prelim status May 4,2023 at 9 a.m." 

On the Court's own motion, the Further Status Conference scheduled for 01/18/2023 is vacated . 

Non-Appearance Case Review Re Status of Preliminary Approval is scheduled for 05/04/2023 at 
09:00 AM in Department 10 at Spring Street Courthouse. 

The parties are notified via message board posting on the Case Anywhere website.



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
    EXHIBIT B 
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[PROPOSED] ORDER 

After having reviewed the parties' stipulation, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED as follows:    

The Parties’ Stipulation and Request for Approval of Settlement is GRANTED in its entirety. 

The PAGA claims are dismissed without prejudice, and the remainder of the claims and the rest of 

the lawsuit is dismissed with prejudice, with the Court retaining jurisdiction pursuant to CCP Section 

664.6.  

_________________________________________________________________________________

_________________________________________________________________________________

_________________________________________________________________________________

_________________________________________________________________________________

_________________________________________________________________________________

_________________________________________________________________________________ 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

DATED: _________________ 

By:  

THE HONORABLE ROBERT BROADBELT  
JUDGE OF THE SUPRIOR COURT
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