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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

 
COUNTY OF ALAMEDA 

 
UNLIMITED JURISDICTION 

 

RAHUL LANJEWAR, an individual,  

                Plaintiff  

 vs. 

MPHASIS CORP, a Delaware Corporation, and 
DOES 1 THROUGH 50 inclusive, 

                           Defendants. 

 Case No. 25CV147244 
 
JOINT STIPULATION AND [PROPOSED] 
ORDER DISMISSING CASE  

Assigned For All Purposes to Judge Jamilah 
Jefferson Department 520 
 
Complaint Filed: October 3, 2025 
Trial Date: October 1, 2027 
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TO THE COURT AND ALL PARTIES: 

WHEREAS, Plaintiff RAHUL LANJEWAR filed an action against MPHASIS CORP., and 

Does 1–50 (“Defendants”) on October 3, 2025 alleging claims under the Private Attorneys General 

Act of 2004, Labor Code section 2698 et seq. (“PAGA”), predicated on alleged violations of Labor 

Code sections 2751(a)-(b), 204, 201, 202, 98.6, and 1102.5 (together, “PAGA Claims”), and non-

PAGA claims for breach of contract, breach of the implied covenant of good faith and fair dealing, 

and unfair business practices under Business and Professions Code section 17200 (together, 

“Individual Claims”); 

WHEREAS, the Parties have entered into a written settlement agreement dated September 

25, 2026, resolving Plaintiff’s Individual Claims and providing for dismissal of the PAGA Claims on 

the terms set forth below; 

WHEREAS, Plaintiff brought the PAGA Claims on behalf of the State of California and 

allegedly aggrieved employees; 

WHEREAS, following investigation, written discovery, document production, and 

mediation, the Parties have evaluated the strengths and weaknesses of the alleged PAGA claims; 

WHEREAS, the Parties dispute whether the evidence supports recovery of PAGA penalties 

and dispute whether any other aggrieved employees exist; 

WHEREAS, without admitting any factual or legal contention of the other, the Parties agree 

that the current evidentiary record does not support further prosecution of the representative PAGA 

allegations and that dismissal of the PAGA claims on the terms set forth herein is appropriate; 

WHEREAS, no portion of the settlement consideration is being allocated to PAGA penalties 

because the Parties have agreed that dismissal of the PAGA claims, rather than compromise of 

alleged civil penalties, is appropriate under the circumstances. 

WHEREAS, Defendants contend that they were unable to identify any aggrieved employees 

and cured any alleged violation after Plaintiff filed his LWDA notice; 

WHEREAS, Plaintiff does not admit or concede those contentions, but agrees, for settlement 

purposes only, that dismissal of the PAGA Claims is appropriate; 
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WHEREAS, to the extent required by Labor Code section 2699, the Parties have submitted 

or will submit the Settlement Agreement and General Release of All Claims to the LWDA at the 

same time it is submitted to the Court; 

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS AGREED AND STIPULATED BY THE PARTIES that subject to 

Court approval to the extent required by Labor Code section 2699: 

1. Plaintiff’s non-PAGA Individual Claims shall be dismissed with prejudice as to 

Plaintiff only; 

2. Plaintiff’s PAGA Claims, to the extent predicated on alleged Labor Code violations 

personally sustained by Plaintiff, shall be dismissed with prejudice as to Plaintiff 

only; 

3. Plaintiff’s PAGA Claims, to the extent asserted on behalf of the State of California, 

the LWDA, or any allegedly aggrieved employees other than Plaintiff, shall be 

dismissed without prejudice; and 

4. Nothing in this stipulation or the resulting dismissal shall be construed as an 

admission of liability or wrongdoing by Defendants, an adjudication that any Labor 

Code violation occurred or did not occur, a finding that any person is or is not an 

aggrieved employee, or a release of any claim by the State of California, the LWDA, 

or any person other than Plaintiff. 

 

                                                       Respectfully submitted,  

Dated: September 28, 2026 VALERIAN LAW, P.C. 
 

 
 

By:   ___________________________________ 
FELICIA MEDINA 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
RAHUL LANJEWAR 
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Dated: September 28, 2026 OGLETREE, DEAKINS, NASH, SMOAK & 
STEWART, P.C 

 

    
By:   ___________________________________ 

RICHARD H. RAHM  
ORI LAVI 
Attorney for Defendants 
MPHASIS CORP., et al. 
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[PROPOSED] ORDER 

The parties’ stipulation is approved. The clerk is directed to dismiss this case as follows: 

1. Plaintiff’s non-PAGA Individual Claims are dismissed with prejudice as to Plaintiff 

only; 

2. Plaintiff’s PAGA Claims, to the extent predicated on alleged Labor Code violations 

personally sustained by Plaintiff, are dismissed with prejudice as to Plaintiff only; 

3. Plaintiff’s PAGA Claims, to the extent asserted on behalf of the State of California, 

the LWDA, or any allegedly aggrieved employees other than Plaintiff, are dismissed 

without prejudice; and 

4. Nothing in this stipulation or the resulting dismissal shall be construed as an 

admission of liability or wrongdoing by Defendants, an adjudication that any Labor 

Code violation occurred or did not occur, a finding that any person is or is not an 

aggrieved employee, or a release of any claim by the State of California, the LWDA, 

or any person other than Plaintiff. 

 

 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

 

 
Dated: __________, 2026 

The Honorable Jamilah A. Jefferson 
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