GRAHAMHOLLIS APC
3555 FIFTH AVENUE SUITE 200
- SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92103
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
| COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO I
ERICA MITTENDOREFF, individually and on

behalf of all similarly situated and aggrieved
employees of Defendants in the State of
California,

Plaintiff,

V.

CALIFORNIA BOXING CLUBS, LLC; and
DOES 1 THROUGH 50, inclusive,

Defendants.

By: J. Jones, Deputy -

Case No 17 3022 00000575 l-C ‘_:E-CTL

[PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING
PLAINTIFF’S UNOPPOSED W TION FOR
PRELIMINARY APPROVAL:OF-CLASS AND
PAGA ACTION SETTLEMEN ‘

Date: January 5, 2024

Time: 930am. - ..o
Dept: cmnn 74
Judge: Hon. GregoryW Pollack

First Amended Complamt Elled M
Complaint Filed: February 14 ‘20
Trial Date: None set. -~ .
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[PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF’S UNOPPOSED MOTION FOR PMLmARY A}?PROVAL
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liability and damages issues.

Plaintiff’s Unopposed Motion for Preliminary Approval of Class and PAGlAtAdtlon Settlement
came before this Court on January 5, 2024. The Court, having considered the ~propdse'cf'iStipulation for

Class and PAGA Action Settlement (the “Settlement Agreement”), Plamtrff’s Unopposed Motion for

which is attached to the Declaration of Graham Hollis as Exhibit 1.

-‘1*

2. It appears to the Court on a preliminary basis that the terms of the Se ‘ment Agreement

are fair, adequate and reasonable. It appears to the Court that mvestlgatron and seg_s’ch have been

conducted such that counsel for the Parties are at this time able to reasonably ‘eval te thelr respective

positions. It further appears to the Court that settlement, at this time, will avo1d substantlal additional

costs by all Parties, as well as avoid the delay and risks that would be presented by th‘ 'furfher prosecution

of the Action. It further appears that the Settlement Agreement has been reached as theres ‘_ t of intensive,

serious and non-collus1ve arms-length negotiations. i
-3 The Court preliminarily finds that the terms of the Settlement Agreement appear to be
within the range of reasonableness of a settlement that could ultnnately be grven'ﬁn 1 approval by this

Court Indeed, the Court has reviewed the monetary recovery thatis bemg granted as p of the Settlement

and preliminarily 'ﬁnds that the monetary settlement awards made available toa ] M;mbers are fair,

adequate and reasonable when balanced against the probable outcome of furthe' gatlon relatmg to
4. The Court hereby conditionally certifies the Setflement Cladée‘é for ment purposes
only. | o ‘
5. The Court grants conditional certification of the followmg Settleme

The Non-Exempt Class: “Any and all non-exempt emplOyee wh |

from. August 20, 2017, through May 22, 2023, and who ha\(e‘,not_._ € _Eted_arbitration

' agreements. | B

6. The Court preliminarily approves the appointment of PlamuffEncaM1 dorff as Class

Representative.
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7. The Court preliminarily approves the appointment of Plamtlft’ s -Counse.
Hollis, Hali M. Anderson, and Brisa A. Martinez of GrahamHollis APC, as Class Counsel
8. The Court preliminarily approves the definition and dlsposmon of the Gross Settlement

Amount of $350,000.00, ‘on a non-reversionary basis, which is 1nclusxve of.: (1) all pgyments to the

o] u‘Ff,(3) Class

Settlement Class Members; (2) the Class Representative Payment 0f$5,090 to

Counsel’s attorney’s fees in the amount of $1 16,666.67 (or 33.33% of the Gross Settleme at Arnount) and

actual litigation costs not to exceed $10,000; (4) all Settlement Administration .Costs_inot to exceed

$11,990; and (5) the PAGA Payment of $35,000.00, of which $26,250.00 (or “75%)§w{'1§ be paid to the

California Labor and Workforce Development Agency and the remamde will

Aggrieved Employees which are those non-exempt employees who worked for,D" enéant at any time

from July 26, 2020 to May 22, 2023.

é—;
9. The Court approves the form and content of the NOthC of Class Actlon Settlement in

substantially the form attached to the Settlement Agreement as Exhlblt A and ﬁnds 'at the proposed

method of disseminating the Class Notice to the Class meets all the due proc S req 2
)

‘é%ﬁent,s, provides
tice to all Class

the best notice practrcable under the circumstances, and constitutes due and sufﬁel
'Members. ;
10.  The Court approves the retention of Apex Class Action LLC (“Apex as:the Settlement

Administrator and hereby directs Apex to provide the approved Class Notlce to'Clasé Members and

administer the Settlement in accordance with the procedures described in thl greement and
the Implementation Schedule set forth below. | :

1. In the event'the Settlement does not become effective in accorda‘nde W’ith: the terms of the

Settlement Agreement or the Settlement is not finally approved by this Court is not ap; roved in whole|

or in part by the Court or any appellate court and/or other court of review, is termma e‘g;ncelled or fails

to become effective for any reason, this Order shall be rendered null and v01d ang e va;eated, and
the Parties shall revert to their respectlve positions as of the comrnencement of 'trgatron and the

Settlement Agreement and the fact that it was entered into shall not be offered recelve or construed as

an admission or as evidence for any purposes, including but not lumted to an adnussmnby any Party of

liability or non-habrhty or of the certifiability of a litigation class or the appropnate
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[PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF’S UNOPPOSED MOTION FOR PRELIM!NA APPROVAL
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GRAHAMHOLLIS APC
3555 FIFTH AVENUE SUITE 200
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92103

1 representative action. ,
2 12. The Court orders the following implementation schedule for further pi’E'eee;dingé:
\ , .
4 ||| Preliminary Approval Date January 5, 2024
S _ .
| Deadline for Defendant to provide the | No later than fifteen (15) calendar da affer the Court
6| Settlement Administrator with the Class | grants Preliminary Approval :
Data and the information necessary to £
71| calculate the Compensable Workweeks
9 Deadline for Settlement Administrator to | No later than fourteen (14) calendar days after rece1v1ng
mail the Class Notice to Class Members. the Class Data from Defendant P
10 ‘ B ERRR
11|| Deadline for Class Members to submit any | Sixty (60) calendar days ﬁom the initia !_mallmg of the
objection to the Settlement Agreement or | Notice to the Class Members, except e deadline will be
121} request exclusion from the Settlement Class. | extended by fourteen (14) calendar ,days for any Class
13 (“Response Deadline™) Member who is re-mailed the Notice=: 1
14
15|l Deadline for the Settlement Administrator | No later than fourtee_'n (14) calendar: days before
16 to provide a declaration attesting to the | Plaintiff’s deadline to file the Motion for Final Approval.
completion of the Notice process and . S
17 ||| number valid requests for exclusions.
18 , .
Final Approval Hearing RSP
19 . Hu b 02
20 P €150 an.
21 Ea
22 13.  The Court hereby sets a hearing date for Plaintiff’s Motion for Finalprj—).re%al of Class and
23 || PAGA Action Settlement and Award of Attorney’s Fees, Costs, and Class Representatlve' Ser\glce Award
24|l on MI‘L }"{/ “7 7 30 A in Department C-71 oft_ -,Co_; :
25 TIQ Court reserves the right to adjourn or continue the date of the ﬁnal appr VaLZhearmg and all
026 |
27
28
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IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated:; / W 4
| Honorable Gr ory W. Pdllack —
JUDGE OF THE SUPE fOR COURT
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