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o ',-throughMarch25 2024 l
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,. | 2‘2‘ .’ Judgment blnds all the Class Members
L 'f23'-v 1

= ::., 24] Workforce Development Agency (“LWDA”) shall take nothmg from Defendant Talent SRS

iRt The Class Actlon and PAGA Settlement Agreement and Class Notlce 18 attached as Exhrblt 1 : -

k >'28{ : to. the Declaratlon of Je essrca Campbell ﬁled on November 20, 2025

o : 11 : .

. ».1‘6f B
o ,vmcompetent deceased or unavallable due to. rmhtary serv1ce the person s legal representatlve

217 . ‘

e or successor in 1nterest as ev1denced by reasonable Verrﬁcatron) > The “PAGA Perlod” 1s

sl
I I.Februaryl 2021 through March 25 2024
N
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Settlement Agreement and Class Notlce (the “Settlement Agreement”) by reference 1

JUDGMENT

- The Settlement Class is deﬁned as: “all current and former non-exempt employees who

worked for Defendant in: Cahforma and/or were placed to work at a chent employer through

| Defendant in Ca11forn1a dur‘lng the Class Penod (or if any such person is 1ncompetent deceased ]

The PAGA Aggr1ev‘ed Employees are deﬁned as “all current and former non-exempt

No Class Member obJected to the settlement followmg a full and fa1r opportumty to

part101pate _ - o ‘
: No Class Member requested exclusmn from the Settlement Class Accordmgly, thls .

Plamtrff Partlc1pat1r‘1g Class Members and the State of Cal1forma Cahforma Labor and

l 1.
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‘| ‘cancelled and the Settlement Admrmstrator shall tender the unclalmed sums to the State |
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- 6| Approval Order and thls Judgment on the settlement web51te for a perrod of not less than 60 days R

- 27|
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R | 'Court Rule 3. 769(h) thls Court retalns Junsdrctlon over the Partles Part101pat1ng Class '

2P

: Settlement Amount (l) $50

| ‘calculated by the Settlement Admlmstrator in accordance w1th the Settlement Agreement In 1ts

| Flnal Approval Order the Court authonzed the followmg dlstnbutlons from the Gross

000 1n attorneys fees to Class Counsel (2) $17 973 34 to Class

1 Counsel for 11t1gat1on costs (3) a $3 000 Enhancement Award to Plarntlff (4) $7 250 to Phoemx g

1 Settlement Adm1mstrators for settlement admrmstratlon costs and (5) $ll 25 0 Prlvate Attomeys o

: General Act (“PAGA”) allocatlon to the LWDA

The Settlement Admlmstrator 1S dlrected to calculate the Class Members and PAGA

Aggr1eved Employees Ind1v1dual Settlement Amounts from the Net Settlement Fund and 1ssue

.payments in accordance w1th the Settlement Agreement

i N , |
Settlement checks that remaln uncashed 180 or ‘more calendar days after issuance: shall be

Controller Unclarmed Property Fund 1n accordance w1th the Settlement Agreement

By th1s Judgment the Class Representatlve shall release rehnqulsh and drscharge and

each of the Settlement Class Members and PAGA Aggr1eved Employees shall be deemed to

have and by operatron of the Judgment shall have fully, ﬁnally, and forever released

- 1' 19 .rellnqulshed and dlscharged all Released Clarms as defmed in the Settlement Agreement

K
Members and the LWDA vlnth respect to enforcement of thls Judgment mcludlng, but not

'llmlted to all matters related to the 1nterpretat10n admrnrstratlon and consummatron of the

Settlement ‘
L ' l

Notlce of th1s Judgment shall be provrded to the Settlement Class by postmg the Fmal

-from the date the Judgment 1s entered It shall not be necessary to send not1ce of entry of th1s 7

o ;-szg* _ Judgment to the Settlementhlass by any other means.” -
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Pursuant to Callforma Code of C1v1l Procedure sectlon 664 6 and the Cahforma Rules of :" o
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Th1s document shall constitute a Judgment for the purposes of Cahforma Rules of Court ;'
Ik 'Rule 3, 769(h) o

|

Plamtlffs shall submlt a copy of this Judgment to the LWDA w1th1n 10 days after entry

ﬁm

pursuant to Labor Code § 2699(1)(3)
IT IS SO ORDERED

1 ';,-Déted:;December%Q:ZIOZS .‘1 ’ EthanP Schulman

o Judg_e of the Superior Court

-3

' Velasquez V. Blue Shzeld of Caltforma et al. CGC-22 600992 Judgment




~CERTIFIC1\&TE OF ELECTRONIC SERVICE
(@CP 1010.6 & CRC 2.251)

!
L Felig:ia Green, a Deputy Clerk of the Superior Court of the County of San Francisco,
certify that I am not a party to the within action. \
\
On December 30, 2025, I el?ctronically served JUDGMENT via File & ServeXpress on the

recipients designated on the Transac;tion Receipt located on the File & ServeXpress website.

Dated: DEC 3 0 2025 ‘ :

\

‘ .

i Brandon E. Riley, Court Executive Officer
|

{

By: FW(%W

\

1 Felicia Green, Deputy Clerk
I ;
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