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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA N

0 9
FOR THE COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

10 LEONEL ARBALLO, individually, and on Case No.: CVRI2201631
W behalf of aggrieved employees pursuant to

11 the Private Attorneys General Act Assigned for All Purposes to:

PAGA");      Honorable Harold W. Hopp
12 Department 1

13
Plaintiff,

CLASS ACTION

14 v.

AMENDED

15 BRASSCRAFT MANUFACTURING JUDGMENT

COMPANY, a Michigan Corporation; and
16 DOES 1 through 100, inclusive;   Non-AnDearance Case Review:

Hearing Date: April 3, 2026
17

Defendants.   Hearing Time: 8: 30 A.M.

18 Hearing Place: Department 1

U

19 Complaint Filed:      April 22, 2022

FAC Filed:      March 3, 2025
20

Trial Date:       None Set
r
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PROPOSED] AMENDED JUDGMENT



1 Having read the Declaration of Mayra Gonzalez regarding disbursement on behalf

2
of the Administrator, the Court modifies the Judgment as follows:

3 According to the Administrator,  thirty- seven  ( 37)  checks sent to Aggrieved

4 Employees have not been cashed since their issuance on September 26, 2025, totaling

5    $
11, 109. 37.

6 The check- cashing period expired on March 25, 2026, which was one hundred

7
eighty( 180) calendar days from the date the checks were issued.

8
Pursuant to the Settlement Agreement, the Administrator transmitted the uncashed

9
settlement funds to the California State Controller' s Office— Unclaimed Property Fund in

10 the name of the Aggrieved Employee to whom payment was issued.

11 Thus, the Administrator has carried out the terms and provisions of the Settlement

12
Agreement.

13
PURSUANT TO CALIFORNIA RULES OF COURT 3. 769,  THE COURT

14
HEREBY ENTERS FINAL JUDGMENT BASED UPON THE TERMS OF THIS

15
ORDER AND SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AND, WITHOUT AFFECTING THE

16
FINALITY OF THIS MATTER,  RETAINS EXCLUSIVE AND CONTINUING

17
JURISDICTION TO ENFORCE THIS ORDER, THE SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT,

18
AND THE JUDGMENT THEREON.

19
IT IS SO ORDERED. LET JUD MENT BE ENTERED ACCORDINGLY.

20

21
H

Dated: Lf (     Lk
IIONORABLE AROLD W.   N P

22 JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT
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PROPOSED] AMENDED JUDGMENT
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PROOF OF SERVICE 

 
PROOF OF SERVICE 

1013A(3) CCP 
 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
 
 I am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of California.  I am over the age of 18 
and not a party to the within action. My business address is 751 N. Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 101, 
Pasadena, CA 91103 and my electronic service address is bitty@justicelawcorp.com 

  
On May 12, 2026, I served the foregoing document described as  
 

AMENDED JUDGMENT 
 
for the following case: Arballo v. Brasscraft Manufacturing Company 
LWDA/Court Case No.: LWDA Case No. LWDA-CM-868424-22 

Court Case No.: CVRI2201631 
Riverside Superior Court 

 
on interested parties in this action by electronically submitting as follows: 
State of California 
Labor & Workforce Development Agency 
800 Capitol Mall, MIC-55 
Sacramento, California 95814 
 
 
[X] BY ELECTRONIC SUBMISSION 
 Pursuant to California Senate Bill No. 836, I caused the documents described above to be 

electronically submitted by and through the procedure stated on the website of the State 
of California Labor and Workforce Development Agency. 

 
[X] STATE  

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the above 
is true and correct.  
 

 
Executed on May 12, 2026, at Pasadena, California. 
 
  
       
  
                                                                              ______________________________ 

    
                    Bitty Minnis-Lemley 

 
 


