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LAW OFFICES OF MARK YABLONOVICH  
Mark Yablonovich (SBN 186670) 
Mark@Yablonovichlaw.com 
Monica Balderrama (SBN 196424) 
Monica@Yablonovichlaw.com 
Tony Roberts (SBN 315595) 
Tony@Yablonovichlaw.com 
9595 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 900 
Beverly Hills, California 90212 
Telephone: (310) 286-0246 • Fax: (310) 407-5391 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Christopher Ruiz and the Class  
 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FOR THE COUNTY OF STANISLAUS 

 
 
 

CHRISTOPHER RUIZ, on behalf of himself,  
all others similarly situated, and on behalf of the 
general public, 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 
 vs. 
 
BRONCO WINE COMPANY, a California 
Corporation; and DOES 1 through 10, inclusive,  
 
  Defendants. 

 Case No.: CV-21-005436  
 
Assigned for all purposes to John R. Mayne, Dept. 
21 
 
CLASS AND ENFORCEMENT ACTION 
UNDER THE PRIVATE ATTORNEYS 
GENERAL ACT, CALIFORNIA LABOR CODE 
§§ 2698 ET SEQ. 
 

 [PROPOSED] AMENDED JUDGMENT 
 
 
 
 
 

Electronically Filed
4/16/2024
Superior Court of California
County of Stanislaus
Clerk of the Court
By: Brenton Ratley, Deputy
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JUDGMENT  

The Court entered Judgment on July 3, 2023. All terms of the Judgment, attached as Exhibit 

A, are incorporated into this Amended Judgment, and remain unchanged except as specifically 

modified by this Amended Judgment. The Court, having read and considered Class Counsel’s 

Compliance Report, including the Declaration of Taylor Mitzner re Final Accounting, on behalf of 

Phoenix Settlement Administrators (“Phoenix”), and GOOD CAUSE APPEARING, it is hereby 

ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED as follows: 

1. This Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter of this Action and all Parties to 

this Action, including the Settlement Class, as defined in the Judgment. 

2. Pursuant to the terms of the Settlement, funds from uncashed checks shall be paid to 

the California State Controller’s Office – Unclaimed Property Fund in the name of the Settlement 

Class Member or PAGA Group Member to whom payment was issued. One hundred seventeen 

Settlement Class Member and PAGA Group Member checks, totaling $21,253.70, remain 

uncashed. Per the State Controller’s Office of Unclaimed Property – Dormancy Periods, Phoenix is 

to hold the uncashed funds for one year from the date of notification, at which point Phoenix will 

then be able to transmit to the State Controller’s Office of Unclaimed Property the unclaimed 

amounts in the Settlement Class Member or PAGA Group Member’s name. Phoenix estimates all 

unclaimed property from this Settlement will be distributed to the State in approximately March 

2025. 

3. This document shall constitute a judgment (and separate document constituting said 

judgment) for purposes of California Rules of Court, Rule 3.769(h). 

4. Pursuant to the Settlement Agreement, section 664.6 of the California Code of Civil 

Procedure, and Rule 3.769(h) of the California Rules of Court, and without affecting the finality of 

the Judgment, the Court retains exclusive and continuing jurisdiction over the Action and the 

Parties, including all Settlement Class Members who did not timely submit a valid request for 

exclusion, to enforce the terms of the Settlement Agreement, the Final Approval Order, the 

Judgment, and this Amended Judgment. 

5. Pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure section 384.5, counsel for Plaintiff is 
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directed to serve a copy of this Amended Judgment on the Judicial Council and file a proof of 

service with this Court.  

 

IT IS SO ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED. 

 

   

DATED: __________________     ________________________________ 

         HON. JOHN R. MAYNE 

         SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 

 

  

4/15/2024
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Christopher Ruiz v. Bronco Wine Company, Case No. CV-21-005436 



Exhibit A Page 3



Exhibit A Page 4



Exhibit A Page 5



Exhibit A Page 6



Exhibit A Page 7



Exhibit A Page 8



Page 9 

AMENDED JUDGMENT 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

I am employed in the County of Los Angeles. I declare that I am over the age of eighteen (18) and 

not a party to this action. My business address is: 9595 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 900, Beverly Hills, CA  

90212. 

On April 12, 2024, I served the following document described below as: 

 [PROPOSED] AMENDED JUDGMENT 

on the interested parties in this action, addressed as follows: 

Eric J. Sousa 

Delainie M. Byrum 

RODARKIS & SOUSA 

100 Sycamore Avenue, Suite 101 

Modesto, California 95354 

ESousa@rodsoulaw.com 
DByrum@rodsoulaw.com 
LCaldera@rodsoulaw.com 

Ronald J. Holland  

GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP 

101 Second Street, Suite 2200 

San Francisco, California 94105-3668 

Ron.Holland@gtlaw.com 

Karen.Davis@gtlaw.com 

(X) BY ELECTRONIC SERVICE:  I caused such documents to be uploaded and served 

electronically on the date specified, via One Legal on the parties listed herein at their most recent known e-

mail address or e-mail of record in this action. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true 

and correct.  

Executed on April 12, 2024, at Los Angeles, California. 

______________________________ 

Aarika Davis 
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