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MAYALL HURLEY 
A Professional Corporation 
2453 Grand Canal Boulevard 
Stockton, California 95207 
Telephone (209) 477-3833 
Facsimile (209) 473-4818 
WILLIAM J. GORHAM III 
CA State Bar No. 151773 
VLADIMIR J. KOZINA 
CA State Bar No. 284645 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, David Clark 
 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF CONTRA COSTA – UNLIMITED JURISDICTION 
 
 

DAVID CLARK, 
 
 Plaintiff, 
 
vs. 
 
CUATRO AMIGOS, INC., dba AJ 
BONO PLUMBING; and DOES 1-100, 
inclusive, 
 
 Defendants.   
 

    CASE NO: C22-00727 
 

DECLARATION OF VLADIMIR J. 
KOZINA IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO 
APPROVE PAGA SETTLEMENT 
 
Date:    
Time:   
Dept.:   
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I, Vladimir J. Kozina, declare: 

1. I have personal knowledge of the matters set forth herein and, if called upon to 

testify, could and would competently testify thereto. 

2. I am counsel for Plaintiff, David Clark, who is the Plaintiff herein.  

3. With this motion the Parties are seeking the court approval of the Parties’ PAGA 

settlement.  

4. Plaintiff and Defendant conducted substantial formal and informal discovery, 

which included a failed mediation with experienced mediator Russ Wunderli, Esq., exchange of 

information and documents as well as the deposition of Plaintiff and of Defendant’s two owners.  

As the parties began to prepare for trial in this action, Plaintiff and Defendant re-engaged in arms-

length settlement negotiations which ultimately resulted in resolution of Plaintiff’s claims in this 

action, including the PAGA claim. 

5. The terms of the PAGA settlement are set forth in Exhibit 1, which is a true and 

correct copy of the Parties’ proposed PAGA Settlement Agreement. 

6. The Complaint, the First Amended Complaint, the Parties’ proposed PAGA 

Settlement Agreement and this motion have all been served upon the California Labor and 

Workforce Development Agency.  A true and correct copy of the confirmation email from the 

LWDA of submission of the aforementioned documents is attached hereto as Exhibit 2. 

7. Plaintiff Clark filed a notice with the Labor and Workforce Development Agency 

(“LWDA”), on February 10, 2022.  The LWDA Notice and complaint include potential PAGA 

claims under Labor Code sections 201, 202, 226(a)(1)-(9), 226.3, 226.7, 226.8, 246(b)(1), 512, 

and 2802.  The PAGA period in this action commenced on February 18, 2021 (“PAGA Period”).    

8. It is my professional opinion that the settlement reached under the PAGA in this 

matter is fair, reasonable, and just, and that the Court should approve of the proposed order.  I have 

reached that opinion based on the following:   

a. The settlement seeks resolution of claims by Plaintiff under the PAGA 

seeking civil penalties for alleged violations of Labor Code sections 201, 202, 226(a)(1)-
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(9), 226.3, 226.7, 226.8, 246(b)(1), 512, and 2802 as to non-exempt, technician 

employees of Defendant during the PAGA Period. 

b. The PAGA claims are derived from the allegations that Plaintiff was 

misclassified as an independent contractor; that he and other technicians were not 

provided with compliant meal and rest breaks; that Plaintiff and other technicians either 

did not receive wage statements at all (Plaintiff) or received noncompliant wage 

statements that failed to state, among other things, total hours worked during the pay 

period (other technicians); that Defendant did not provide Plaintiff or other technicians 

with paid sick leave as required by law, that Defendant did not pay Plaintiff all wages 

owed within 72 hours of his resignation, and that Defendant required employees to bear 

expenses that as a matter of law had to be paid for by Defendant. 

c. After investigation of the claims through formal and informal discovery, 

including three depositions, and through the failed mediation with Russ Wunderli, Esq., 

I learned the following: 

i. The pool of Aggrieved Employees totals 6, and the PAGA Period 

covers approximately 222 total pay periods.   

ii. Plaintiff was the only Aggrieved Employee who was classified as an 

independent contractor. 

iii. Defendant’s technicians were paid solely by commission, but were 

largely able to have a reasonable opportunity to take meal and rest breaks given two-

hour arrival windows for their appointments. 

iv. Through substantial discovery, Plaintiff determined that he was the 

only technician who Defendant chose to classify as an independent contractor, rather 

than as an employee.  Accordingly, the maximum civil penalty that Defendant could 

have faced as a result of its alleged misclassification of Plaintiff was $15,000.  Lab. 

Code § 226.8 (penalty is $5,000 to $15,000 for single violation). 
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v. Based on the data provided to Plaintiff in discovery, Plaintiff 

determined that he was the only former employee during the PAGA period.  The 

maximum value of this claim is therefore $100. 

vi. Assuming the Aggrieved Employees suffered at least one meal 

period and at least one rest period violation in each pay period during the PAGA 

period (222 pay periods), the maximum value of these claims is $11,100 on the meal 

period claims and another $11,100 on the rest period claims.   

vii. Plaintiff’s employment with Defendant ended in January 2022, and 

his employment overlapped with approximately 22 pay periods.  Defendant’s other 

technicians, though they had been furnished with wage statements, the wage 

statements failed to state, among other things, the number of hours worked during 

the applicable pay period in violation of Labor Code section 226(a)(2).  The 

maximum value of these violations would be $25,500, assuming the court follows 

the trend at law that the 226.3 penalty of $250 only applies to the failure to provide 

any wage statement, as opposed to an inaccurate wage statement.  See Gunther v. 

Alaska Airlines, Inc. (2021) 72 Cal.App.5th 334, 355.  

viii. The maximum value of the Labor Code section 2802 claim for failure 

to reimburse expenses would be $22,200 based on a $100 per pay period per 

employee penalty under Labor Code § 2699(f). 

ix. The sick leave claims have a maximum aggregate penalty cap of 

$4,000 per employee per Labor Code section 248.5.  Accordingly, the maximum 

penalty amount awardable for this claim would be $24,000 ($4,000 x 6). 

d. Consequently, I believe the maximum value of the PAGA claims to be $109,000.   

9. For these reasons, and accounting for Defendant’s available defenses and the 

Court’s discretion to reduce PAGA penalties overall, and compared to similar PAGA settlements 
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that have been approved by California courts, Plaintiff concluded the $20,000.00 PAGA settlement, 

which represents about 18.3 percent of my assessment of maximum value is fair and just. 

Attorneys’ Fees and Costs 

10. Mayall Hurley keeps contemporaneous, computerized records of hours worked by 

attorneys as well as of the costs incurred on each matter.  Attached hereto as Exhibit 3 is a true 

and correct copy of our records relating to the time spent and costs incurred by counsel in this 

matter.  As evidenced by Exhibit 3, counsel spent in excess of 160 hours in the prosecution of this 

matter, both with respect to Plaintiff’s individual wage and hour claims and the PAGA 

component of this action, which were closely intertwined.  Plaintiff’s request for one third of the 

PAGA settlement amount, totaling $6,666.67, in fees, is clearly reasonable in light of the amount 

of effort put into prosecuting this matter on behalf of the LWDA. 

11. As also detailed in Exhibit 3, Plaintiff incurred $6,526.65 in costs in connection 

with prosecuting this action, which consisted of filing fees, deposition costs, mediation fees, and 

costs of service, all of which were necessary and reasonable.  Plaintiff requests reimbursement of 

less than half this amount ($3,000.00) in connection with the PAGA settlement, which I believe 

to be reasonable and appropriate. 

Experience of Counsel 

12.  I, Vladimir J. Kozina, obtained a B.S. degree in Molecular Biology from the 

University of California, San Diego in 2001.  I obtained an M.S. degree from the University of 

the Pacific in Biological Sciences in 2005.  I attended the Laurence Drivon School of Law from 

2008 through 2012, graduating as Valedictorian.  I was admitted to practice in California in 2012 

and joined Mayall Hurley, P.C. that same year.  I became a shareholder in 2020. I have been 

selected as a “Rising Star” by Super Lawyers Magazine for 2021 and 2022. 

13. The vast majority of my practice is devoted to plaintiff’s employment matters, 

including employment discrimination and wage-and-hour actions.  My practice also includes 

employment defense, personal injury, and contract actions.  I have substantial involvement in 
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complex litigation like the instant case, and have worked on or am currently working on several 

wage and hour class action cases with Mayall Hurley, P.C.   

14. I have also been certified as class counsel, class action and PAGA matters that have 

been handled by Mayall Hurley, P.C. over the past several years. For instance, Mayall Hurley P.C. 

has been approved as class counsel in numerous cases, including:  

a. Markson, et al. v. CRST International, Inc, et al., Eastern District of California 

Case No. 5:17-cv-01261-VAP-SP; 

b. Jacques v. Mike’s Mobile, Inc., San Joaquin County Superior Court Case No. 

STK-CV-UOE-2022-2329; 

c. Schmeirer v. Arc Document Solutions, LLC, San Joaquin County Superior Court 

Case No. STK-CV-UOE-2019-2008; 

d. Starr, et al. v. Schell and Kampeter, Inc., San Joaquin County Superior Court Case 

No. STK-CV-UOE-2021-4585; 

e. Maldonado, et al. v. Wine & Roses, LLC, San Joaquin County Superior Court Case 

No. STK-CV-UOE-2019-2629; 

f. Flores v. Dart Container Corp., et al, Eastern District of California Case No. 2:19-

cv-00083-WBS-EFB;  

g. Rodriguez v. J-M Manufacturing, Inc., San Joaquin County Superior Court Case 

No. STK-CV-UOE-2019-6065;  

h. Arata v. Cozad Trailer Sales, LLC, San Joaquin County Superior Court Case No. 

STK-CV-UOE-2020-1774;  

i. Modica v. Iron Mountain Information Management Svcs., Inc., United States 

District Court, Eastern District of California Case No. 2:19-cv-00370-TLN-JDP;  

j. Magee v. Thyssenkrupp Materials, N.A., et al., Alameda County Superior Court 

Case No. RG19027231;  
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k. Basinger v. Il Palio Restaurant Group, Inc., San Diego County Superior Court 

Case No. 37-2018-00004296-CU-OE-CTL;  

l. Pacheco v. Bushfire Grill, Inc., et al, United States District Court, Southern 

District of California, Case No. 3:18-cv-01696-JAH-WVG;  

m. Wise v. ULTA Salon, Cosmetics & Fragrance, Inc., United States District Court, 

Eastern District of California, Case No. 1:17-cv-00853-DAD-EPG;  

n. Fernando and Kalaveras v. Burroughs, Inc., Alameda County Superior Court, 

Case No. RG18906875;  

o. Mansur v. Owens-Brockway Glass Container, Inc., San Joaquin County Superior 

Court, Case No. STK-CV-UOW-2018-14631;  

p. Alderson v. Alameda County Agricultural Fair Association, Alameda County 

Superior Court, Case No. RG18912654;  

q. Terry v. Mare Island Dry Dock, LLC, Solano County Superior Court, Case No. 

FCS051650;  

r. Mettler, Bender, and Rojas v. Les Schwab Tire Centers of California, Inc., San 

Joaquin County Superior Court, Case No. STK-CV-UOE-2018-476;  

s. Escalera v. La Tapatia Mexican Market, Inc., San Joaquin County Superior Court, 

Case No., ST-CV-UOE-2017-5296;  

t. Garcia, et al. v. HMS Host USA, Inc., United States District Court, Northern 

District of California, Case No. 17-cv-03069-RS;  

u. Ali v. Sutter Valley Medical Foundation, Inc., Sacramento County Superior Court, 

Case No. 34-2017-00217486;  

v. Grady, et al. v. People 2.0 dba The Hire Source, et al., San Joaquin County Case 

No. STK-CV-UOE-2017-13867;  

w. Kumar v. Forty Niners Stadium Management Company, Santa Clara County 

Superior Court, Case No. 17CV3121427;  
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x. Gast v. Flooring Liquidators, Inc., Stanislaus County Superior Court, Case No. 

2026223;  

y. Russell v. KeHe Distributors, Inc., United States District Court, Eastern District of 

California, Case No. 2:17-at-00592;  

z. Smith v. Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. et al., United States District Court, Northern 

District of California, Case No. 3:16-cv-02832-JD;  

aa. Titus v. The Martin-Brower, LLC, United States District Court, Eastern District of 

California, Case No. 2:17-cv-00558-JAM-GGH;  

bb. Hugues v. The Morning Star Trucking Company, LLC, et al., Yolo County 

Superior Court Case No. CV16-1215;  

cc. Ahmed v. Beverly Health and Rehabilitation Services, Inc., et al., United States 

District Court, Eastern District of California, Case No. 2:16-cv-01747-WBS-KJN;  

dd. Guzman-Padilla, et al. v. Gerard Van De Pol, et al., United States District Court, 

Eastern District of California, Case No. 2:17-cv-00196-JAM-KJN;  

ee. Jaime v. Walt Disney Parks and Resorts U.S., Inc., United States District Court, 

Central District of California, Case No. SACV 15-01618-CJC(DFMx);  

ff. Stevens v. Suncrest Solar, Inc., Fresno County Superior Court, Case No. 

16CECG03355;  

gg. Cardoza v. Blazona Concrete Construction, Inc., Alameda County Superior Court 

Case No. RG17866256;  

hh. Maasrani v. Waterton Hospitality Management, San Mateo County Superior 

Court, Case No. 17CIV05470;  

ii. Huynh v. Parker-Hannifin Corporation, Stanislaus County Superior Court, Case 

No. 2022325;  

jj. Moser v. O’Connor Woods Housing Corporation, San Joaquin County Superior 

Court, Case No. STK-CV-UOE-2014-0009861;  
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kk. Bastami v. Semiconductor Components Industries, LLC, Santa Clara County 

Superior Court, Case No. 16cv297447;  

ll. Davis v. Balfour Beatty Infrastructure, Inc., Los Angeles County Superior Court, 

Case No. BC592580;  

mm. Van Lith v. iHeartmedia + Entertainment, Inc. et al., United States District 

Court, Eastern District of California, Case No. 1-16-cv-00066-SKO;  

nn. Clark v. Arrow Sign Co., San Joaquin County Superior Court, Case No. STK-CV-

UOE-2016-6457;  

oo. Moreno v. B.R. Funsten & Co., Solano County Superior Court Case No. 

FCS046149;  

pp. Taylor v. Meadowbrook Meat Company, Inc., United States District Court, 

Northern District of California, Case No. 3:15-cv-00132-LB; 

qq. Perez et al. v. Abbate Family Farms Limited Partnership et al., San Joaquin 

County Superior Court, Case No. 39-2012-00288653-CU-OE-STK 

rr. Bice v. Vensure HR, Inc., et al., San Joaquin County Superior Court, Case No. 

STK-CV-UOE-2016-1264. 

I declare the foregoing is true and correct under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State 

of California.  Executed this 10th day of May, 2024, in Lodi, California. 

 
             ___________________________ 

VLADIMIR J. KOZINA 
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Exhibit 3 



LAW OFFICES

MAYALL HURLEY
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

Voice (209) 477-3833
Facsimile (209) 473-4818

2453 GRAND CANAL BOULEVARD
SECOND FLOOR

STOCKTON, CALIFORNIA  95207-8253

Tax ID No. 94-2190545

May 6, 2024
Invoice Number 0

DAVID CLARK
3022 CHICKPEA COURT
ANTIOCH, CA  94509

In the matter of: CLARK V. AJ BONO PLUMBING  -  CONTINGENCY

Our file number: GOR 20403

    

For Professional Services Rendered

02/10/2022 WJG Review file; research law, prepare PAGA notice of labor code
violations.

8.10 $3,240.00
WJG 02/10/2022 8.10 8.10 3,240.00400.00

03/01/2022 WJG Review file materials; conference with client regarding proposed
causes of action.

1.80 $720.00
WJG 03/01/2022 1.80 1.80 720.00400.00

03/02/2022 WJG Prepare complaint. 6.50 $2,600.00
WJG 03/02/2022 6.50 6.50 2,600.00400.00

04/22/2022 WJG Prepare first amended complaint to include PAGA
allegations/claims.

4.30 $1,720.00
WJG 04/22/2022 4.30 4.30 1,720.00400.00

07/27/2022 WJG Review answer to complaint and first amended complaint 0.50 $200.00
WJG 07/27/2022 0.50 0.50 200.00400.00

07/27/2022 WJG Prepare special interrogatories, set one. 0.22 $88.00
WJG 07/27/2022 0.22 0.22 88.00400.00

07/27/2022 WJG Prepare form interrogatories, set one. 0.30 $120.00
WJG 07/27/2022 0.30 0.30 120.00400.00

07/27/2022 WJG Prepare detailed requests for production of documents, set one. 3.80 $1,520.00
WJG 07/27/2022 3.80 3.80 1,520.00400.00

08/01/2022 WJG Review file and status of discovery; prepare case management
statement, and demand for jury trial.

1.70 $680.00
WJG 08/01/2022 1.70 1.70 680.00400.00

08/17/2022 WJG Prepare for and appear at case management conference. 1.00 $400.00
WJG 08/17/2022 1.00 1.00 400.00400.00

08/17/2022 WJG Prepare list of proposed mediators; email to Clark's counsel re
same.

0.40 $160.00
WJG 08/17/2022 0.40 0.40 160.00400.00

09/23/2022 WJG Review discovery responses, prepare meet and confer
correspondence.

2.10 $840.00
WJG 09/23/2022 2.10 2.10 840.00400.00
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12/29/2022 WJG Prepare medaition brief with exhibits. 9.20 $3,680.00
WJG 12/29/2022 9.20 9.20 3,680.00400.00

01/05/2023 WJG Conference with client to prepare for mediation. 1.50 $600.00
WJG 01/05/2023 1.50 1.50 600.00400.00

01/06/2023 WJG Prepare for and attend mediation. 7.70 $3,080.00
WJG 01/06/2023 7.70 7.70 3,080.00400.00

01/09/2023 WJG Meet and confer correspondence. 0.70 $280.00
WJG 01/09/2023 0.70 0.70 280.00400.00

01/25/2023 WJG Review Defendant's CMC statement. 0.20 $100.00
WJG 01/25/2023 0.20 0.20 100.00500.00

01/25/2023 WJG Prepare CMC statement. 0.80 $400.00
WJG 01/25/2023 0.80 0.80 400.00500.00

01/25/2023 VJK Analysis of PAGA liability 1.30 $520.00
VJK 01/25/2023 1.30 1.30 520.00400.00

02/10/2023 WJG Attend CMC; conference with cleint re no trial date yet. 1.80 $720.00
WJG 02/10/2023 1.80 1.80 720.00400.00

02/10/2023 VJK Review/analyze file, develop further litigation strategy, conference
with WJG re same

1.20 $480.00
VJK 02/10/2023 1.20 1.20 480.00400.00

02/21/2023 WJG Conference with client; email to client; research re assets of
Defendant.

2.10 $840.00
WJG 02/21/2023 2.10 2.10 840.00400.00

02/23/2023 VJK Review file to identify required additional discovery; Draft
additional discovery to defendant re PAGA and individual claims

4.30 $1,720.00
VJK 02/23/2023 4.30 4.30 1,720.00400.00

02/24/2023 WJG Review and edit discovery to Quatro Amigos. 1.30 $520.00
WJG 02/24/2023 1.30 1.30 520.00400.00

02/24/2023 VJK Draft/revise additional discovery to defendant 1.20 $480.00
VJK 02/24/2023 1.20 1.20 480.00400.00

03/23/2023 VJK Receive/respond correspondence from defense counsel 0.20 $80.00
VJK 03/23/2023 0.20 0.20 80.00400.00

03/31/2023 VJK Receive/review discovery responses from defendant; conference
with WJG re same

0.80 $320.00
VJK 03/31/2023 0.80 0.80 320.00400.00

04/03/2023 WJG Review discovery responses; conference with client re same. 1.80 $720.00
WJG 04/03/2023 1.80 1.80 720.00400.00

05/01/2023 VJK Draft responses to discovery from defendant 4.70 $1,880.00
VJK 05/01/2023 4.70 4.70 1,880.00400.00

05/03/2023 VJK Draft/revise Plaintiff's responses to discovery 2.30 $920.00
VJK 05/03/2023 2.30 2.30 920.00400.00

05/04/2023 VJK Draft/revise plaintiff's discovery responses 6.20 $2,480.00
VJK 05/04/2023 6.20 6.20 2,480.00400.00

05/05/2023 VJK Draft/revise plaintiff's discovery responses; research Yelp/Google
reviews of company for work involving client

2.30 $920.00
VJK 05/05/2023 2.30 2.30 920.00400.00

05/08/2023 VJK Draft/revise discovery responses 4.80 $1,920.00
VJK 05/08/2023 4.80 4.80 1,920.00400.00
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05/09/2023 VJK Finalize discovery responses 0.80 $320.00
VJK 05/09/2023 0.80 0.80 320.00400.00

05/11/2023 VJK Receive/review meet/confer letter from defense counsel 0.30 $120.00
VJK 05/11/2023 0.30 0.30 120.00400.00

05/16/2023 VJK Draft response to meet/confer letter from defense counsel 1.80 $720.00
VJK 05/16/2023 1.80 1.80 720.00400.00

05/16/2023 VJK Draft deposition notices 0.50 $200.00
VJK 05/16/2023 0.50 0.50 200.00400.00

05/16/2023 VJK Draft amended discovery responses 1.20 $480.00
VJK 05/16/2023 1.20 1.20 480.00400.00

05/16/2023 VJK Receive/review correspondence from defense counsel 0.10 $40.00
VJK 05/16/2023 0.10 0.10 40.00400.00

05/18/2023 VJK Correspondence with client 0.20 $80.00
VJK 05/18/2023 0.20 0.20 80.00400.00

05/19/2023 VJK Multiple correspondence with client 0.30 $120.00
VJK 05/19/2023 0.30 0.30 120.00400.00

05/26/2023 VJK Multiple correspondence with defense counsel re meet/confer 0.40 $160.00
VJK 05/26/2023 0.40 0.40 160.00400.00

06/02/2023 VJK Correspondence with client re deposition 0.20 $80.00
VJK 06/02/2023 0.20 0.20 80.00400.00

06/13/2023 VJK Draft CMC Statement 0.30 $120.00
VJK 06/13/2023 0.30 0.30 120.00400.00

06/19/2023 VJK Prepare for deposition of defense witness Freddy Montes 7.40 $2,960.00
VJK 06/19/2023 7.40 7.40 2,960.00400.00

06/20/2023 VJK Prepare for deposition of defense witness Jimmy Rodas 3.10 $1,240.00
VJK 06/20/2023 3.10 3.10 1,240.00400.00

06/20/2023 VJK Depose defense witness Freddy Montes 5.10 $2,040.00
VJK 06/20/2023 5.10 5.10 2,040.00400.00

06/21/2023 VJK Depose defense witness Jimmy Rodas 2.80 $1,120.00
VJK 06/21/2023 2.80 2.80 1,120.00400.00

06/28/2023 JPB Emails with VJK re trial setting conference. Prepare for and
appear for trial setting conference. Further emails with VJK and
WJG re calendaring. Brief research re impact of party's failure to
timely post jury fees.

2.20 $880.00
JPB 06/28/2023 2.20 2.20 880.00400.00

07/05/2023 VJK Phone call to client/email to client re deposition 0.20 $80.00
VJK 07/05/2023 0.20 0.20 80.00400.00

07/05/2023 VJK Pre-deposition meeting with client 0.60 $240.00
VJK 07/05/2023 0.60 0.60 240.00400.00

07/10/2023 VJK Prepare for and defend client deposition 3.80 $1,520.00
VJK 07/10/2023 3.80 3.80 1,520.00400.00

08/09/2023 VJK Review file and discovery to date to develop plan re required
additional discovery to be conducted pre-trial

1.60 $640.00
VJK 08/09/2023 1.60 1.60 640.00400.00

08/10/2023 VJK Phone conference with client in re case status and litigation
strategy

0.50 $200.00
VJK 08/10/2023 0.50 0.50 200.00400.00
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08/10/2023 VJK Review file and prepare supplemental discovery requests to
defendant

0.70 $280.00
VJK 08/10/2023 0.70 0.70 280.00400.00

10/16/2023 VJK Receive/review additional documents from client re unlawful
deductions

0.40 $160.00
VJK 10/16/2023 0.40 0.40 160.00400.00

11/17/2023 VJK Receive/review additional documents from client 0.40 $160.00
VJK 11/17/2023 0.40 0.40 160.00400.00

01/18/2024 WJG Trial prep:  review status of discovery re need for final discovery
pre-trial.

1.10 $440.00
WJG 01/18/2024 1.10 1.10 440.00400.00

01/22/2024 VJK Draft further discovery requests 2.10 $840.00
VJK 01/22/2024 2.10 2.10 840.00400.00

01/23/2024 VJK Draft/revise additional discovery requests to defendant in
preparation for trial

4.10 $1,640.00
VJK 01/23/2024 4.10 4.10 1,640.00400.00

01/24/2024 VJK Finalize additional discovery to defendant 2.80 $1,120.00
VJK 01/24/2024 2.80 2.80 1,120.00400.00

01/25/2024 WJG Review discovery responses re authentication issues of various
documents.

0.60 $240.00
WJG 01/25/2024 0.60 0.60 240.00400.00

02/20/2024 VJK Correspondence with defense counsel 0.20 $80.00
VJK 02/20/2024 0.20 0.20 80.00400.00

02/27/2024 VJK Receive/respond correspondence from defense counsel 0.20 $80.00
VJK 02/27/2024 0.20 0.20 80.00400.00

02/29/2024 VJK Draft expert demand 0.30 $120.00
VJK 02/29/2024 0.30 0.30 120.00400.00

03/01/2024 WJG Review of all evidence re pre-trial evidence matrix. 4.10 $1,640.00
WJG 03/01/2024 4.10 4.10 1,640.00400.00

03/06/2024 VJK Phone call with defense counsel 0.30 $120.00
VJK 03/06/2024 0.30 0.30 120.00400.00

03/06/2024 VJK Research re effect on trial date of motion to be relieved 0.60 $240.00
VJK 03/06/2024 0.60 0.60 240.00400.00

03/11/2024 VJK Review defendant discovery responses and draft meet/confer letter 2.90 $1,160.00
VJK 03/11/2024 2.90 2.90 1,160.00400.00

03/18/2024 VJK Draft motion to compel re interrogatories 2.70 $1,080.00
VJK 03/18/2024 2.70 2.70 1,080.00400.00

03/18/2024 VJK Draft motion to compel re RFAs 1.20 $480.00
VJK 03/18/2024 1.20 1.20 480.00400.00

03/19/2024 WJG Settlement negotiations. 0.50 $200.00
WJG 03/19/2024 0.50 0.50 200.00400.00

03/19/2024 VJK Draft motion to compel re requests for production 3.20 $1,280.00
VJK 03/19/2024 3.20 3.20 1,280.00400.00

03/19/2024 VJK Correspondence with defense counsel 0.30 $120.00
VJK 03/19/2024 0.30 0.30 120.00400.00

03/20/2024 VJK Receive/review supplemental discovery responses 0.70 $280.00
VJK 03/20/2024 0.70 0.70 280.00400.00
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03/20/2024 VJK Phone call with client 0.40 $160.00
VJK 03/20/2024 0.40 0.40 160.00400.00

03/22/2024 VJK Multiple correspondence with defense counsel re settlement 0.60 $240.00
VJK 03/22/2024 0.60 0.60 240.00400.00

03/25/2024 VJK Draft expert disclosure 0.40 $160.00
VJK 03/25/2024 0.40 0.40 160.00400.00

03/26/2024 WJG Review/edit settlement documents. 0.30 $120.00
WJG 03/26/2024 0.30 0.30 120.00400.00

03/26/2024 VJK Draft settlement agreements 3.70 $1,480.00
VJK 03/26/2024 3.70 3.70 1,480.00400.00

03/29/2024 VJK Draft notice of withdrawal of motions to compel 0.30 $120.00
VJK 03/29/2024 0.30 0.30 120.00400.00

03/29/2024 VJK Correspondence with defense counsel 0.30 $120.00
VJK 03/29/2024 0.30 0.30 120.00400.00

04/05/2024 WJG Review settlement documents; legal research re perfection of CCP
section 664.6 jurisdiction over settlement through PAGA
settlement.

3.40 $1,360.00
WJG 04/05/2024 3.40 3.40 1,360.00400.00

04/09/2024 VJK Correspondence with client 0.40 $160.00
VJK 04/09/2024 0.40 0.40 160.00400.00

04/24/2024 VJK Correspondence with client 0.20 $80.00
VJK 04/24/2024 0.20 0.20 80.00400.00

04/25/2024 VJK Conference with defense counsel re PAGA settlement 0.40 $160.00
VJK 04/25/2024 0.40 0.40 160.00400.00

   

Total professional services: $64,228.00
    

Expenses

02/10/2022 Clerk/Court Filing Fees : LWDASTATEcc $75.00
C001 02/10/2022 $75.00

03/16/2022 CONTRA COSTA COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT; Invoice #
GOR-20403; Court Fees & Filing

$435.00

E112 03/16/2022 $435.00
Invoice # GOR-20403

05/26/2022 VALPRO ATTORNEY SERVICES; Invoice # wigor.47853;
Subpoena/Processor Fees

$114.00

E113 05/26/2022 $114.00
Invoice # wigor.47853

08/04/2022 Clerk/Court Filing Fees : ONELEGAL#13900247 $171.15
C001 08/04/2022 $171.15

10/19/2022 RUSS J. WUNDERLI, ESQ.; Invoice # GOR-20403; Mediation
Fee

$600.00

C020 10/19/2022 $600.00
Invoice # GOR-20403

01/11/2023 RUSS J. WUNDERLI, ESQ.; Invoice # GOR-20403; Mediation
Fee

$2,400.00

C020 01/11/2023 $2,400.00
Invoice # GOR-20403

01/12/2023 Clerk/Court Filing Fees : ONELEGAL#19616027 $464.56
C001 01/12/2023 $464.56

01/26/2023 Clerk/Court Filing Fees : ONELEGAL#14290405 $17.04
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01/26/2023 Clerk/Court Filing Fees : ONELEGAL#14290405 $17.04
C001 01/26/2023 $17.04

06/14/2023 Clerk/Court Filing Fees : ONELEGAL#14638065 $17.04
C001 06/14/2023 $17.04

07/06/2023 CALIFORNIA DEPOSITION REPORTERS; Invoice # 303859;
Certified Transcripts

$1,178.00

E116 07/06/2023 $1,178.00
Invoice # 303859

07/06/2023 CALIFORNIA DEPOSITION REPORTERS; Invoice # 303862;
Certified Transcripts

$775.60

E116 07/06/2023 $775.60
Invoice # 303862

03/26/2024 Clerk/Court Filing Fees: ONELEGAL#15425689cc $81.02
C001 03/26/2024 $81.02

03/26/2024 Clerk/Court Filing Fees: ONELEGAL#15425690cc $81.02
C001 03/26/2024 $81.02

03/26/2024 Clerk/Court Filing Fees: ONELEGAL#15425691cc $81.02
C001 03/26/2024 $81.02

04/02/2024 Clerk/Court Filing Fees: ONELEGAL#15443200cc $19.10
C001 04/02/2024 $19.10

04/03/2024 Clerk/Court Filing Fees: RAPIDLEGAL#9327039cc $17.10
C001 04/03/2024 $17.10

    
Total expenses: $6,526.65

    
   

Current charges: $70,754.65

Summary:

   
Payments applied: $0.00
Current Charges: $70,754.65

______________

Total Amount Now Due: $70,754.65

Service Provider Summary
Briscoe, John P. 2.20 400.00 880.00
Kozina, Vladimir J 90.30 400.00 36,120.00
Gorham, William J. 66.82 400.00 26,728.00
Gorham, William J. 1.00 500.00 500.00
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