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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA,
COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO

GORDON D SCHABER COURTHOUSE
MINUTE ORDER

DATE: 03/27/2019 .  TIME: 09:00:00 AM ~ DEPT: 54

JUDICIAL OFFICER PRESIDING: Christopher Krueger
- CLERK: G. Toda _

REPORTER/ERM:

BAILIFF/COURT ATTENDANT: Alvi. N, R. Mays -

CASE NO: 34-2016-00189662-CU-OE-GDS CASE INIT DATE: 01/26/2016
CASE TITLE: Costeiu vs. Intertek Testing Serwces
CASE CATEGORY: Civil - Unlimited

EVENT TYPE: Motion - Other - Civil Law and Motion

APPEARANCES

Joanna Ghosh, telephonic for plalntlff Costeiu, Quentln
Coby Turner for defendant Intertek Testing Services NA Inc

Nature of Proceeding: Motion for Preliminary Approval of Class Actlon Settlement
- TENTATIVE RULING
APPEARANCE REQUIRED.

‘Subject to the following, the motion for prellmlnary approval of class action settlement is UNOPPOSED
and GRANTED. . '

(1) At the time of hearing, oounsel shall be prepared to discuss the range of values assigned to the class
claims, were they to be tried.. (See Clark v. American Residential Sves. LLC (2009) 175 Cal.App.4th
785, 801 ["[A]ln informed evaluation of a proposed settlement cannot be made without an understanding
of the amount that is in controversy and the realistic range of outcomes of the litigation].)

(2) The proposed Notice of Settlement of Class Action indicates on the first page and in Section IX that
the fairness hearing will take piace at the Gordon D. Schraber Courthouse located at 720 9th Street.
The falrness hearing will take place in this Department, which is located in the Hall of Justice at 813 6th
“Street. _

(3) The word "Members" |s spelled "Membres” on page 2 in the first bullet point beneath the heading
"Monetary Compensation.”

(4) Under the heading "Monetary Compensation," the passage in 'the second bullet point that begins

"According to Intertek’s records and ends "(such as documents, like pay. stubs)" must appear in
boldface ' :

The court will sign the order submitted.

DATE: 03/27/2019 | MINUTE ORDER '. : ' Page 1
DEPT: 54 : , -Calendar No.



CASE TITLE: Cdsteiu vs. Intertek Testing Services CASE NO: 34-2016-00189662-CU-OE-GDS

The notice of motion does not provide notice of the court's tentative ruling system, as required by Local
Rule 1.06(D). Counsel for moving party is directed to contact counsel for opposing party forthwith and
advise counsel of Local Rule 1.06 and the court's tentative ruling procedure. If counsel for moving party
is unable to contact counsel for opposing party prior to hearing, counsel for moving party shall be
available at the hearing, in person or by telephone, in the event opposing party appears without following
the procedures set forth in Local Rule 1.06(B).

- COURT RULING
The matter was argued and submitted.

After hearing oral argument thé Court affirmed its tentative ruling with the following modification:. The
. final approval hearing is set for 7/15/19 at 9:00am in this department. . ' :

‘The motion shall be filed pursuant to CCP 1005.

The Motion - Other - Civil Law and Motion Final Approval Hearing is scheduled for 07/15/2019 at 09:00
AM in Department 54. _

DATE: 03/27/2019 | ~ MINUTE ORDER S Page 2
DEPT: 54 : , . ' Calendar No.
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g lSUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO
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QUENTIN COSTEIU; individuaily, and on Case No.: 34-2016-00189662
10 || behalf of other members of the general :
public similatly situated and on behalf of Honorable Christopher E. Krueger
LE | other aggrieved employees pursnant {o the Department 54
5 California Private Attorneys General Act;
1 - | CLASS ACTION
13 Plaintiff, . GRX _
- 7 . o ORDER GRANTING :
14 Vs, ' PRELIMINARY APPROVAL OF CLASS
ACTION SETTLEMENT :
INTERTEK TESTING SERVICES, an _ '
151 unknown business entity; INTERTEK USA
16 INC., an unknown busjness entity; and | Complaint Filed: - January 26, 2016
DOES 1 through 100, inclusive, Trial Date: None Set _
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1} conducted such that counsel for the parties at this time are able to reasonably cvaluate their respective

This matter has come before the Flonorable Christopher E. Krueger in Department 54 of the
Superior Court of the State of California, for the County of Sacramento, on March 27, 2019 at 9:00
a.m,, with Lawyers for Justice, PC appearing_as counsel for Plaintiff Quentin Costeiu (“Class
Representatives™ and/or “Plalntiff™), individually end an behalf of al others similarly situated and
other aggrieved employees, and Seytarth Shaw LLP, appearing as counsel for Defendants Intertek
USA, Inc. and Intertek Testing Services NLA., Inc. (*Defendants”). The Court, having carefully|
-considered the papers, argument of counsel, and all matters presented to the Count, and good cause
appearing, hereby GRANTS PlaintifPs Motion for Preliminar_y Ap]}l'c}val of Clas;s Action
Settlement. |
| IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT:

L. The Court preliminarily approves the Class Action and PAGA Settlement
Agreement {“Settlement,” “Agreement,” or “Settlement Apreement”), attached as “Exhibit 17 to the
Declaration of Edwin Aiwazian in Support of Plaintitf’s Motion for Prelim.inary Approval of Class|
Action Settlement. This is based on the Court’s determination that the Settlement falls within the
range of possible approval as fair, adequate, and reasonable.

2. This Order iticorporates by reference the definitions in the Settlement Agreement,
and all terms defiried therein shall have the same'meaning in this Order as set forth in the Setilemend
Apgreement. .

. It appears to the Court on ;1 préliminary basis that the Setilement is fair, adequate

and reasonable. [ appears to the Court that extensive investigation and research have been|.

positions. It further appears to the Court that the Settlement, at this time, will avoid substantial |
additional costs by all Parties, as well as avoid the delay and risks that would be presented by the
{ further prosecution of the action, It further appears that the Settfement has been reached as the result
bf intensive, serious and non-collusive, arms-length negotialions, and was entered into in good faith.

4, The Court preliminarily finds that the Settlement, including the allocations for the
Aftorneys’ Fees and Costs, Service Award, PAGA Sétt]ement Ammgm, Settlement Administration|
Costs, and payments to the _Seﬂlem&nl Class Members brovided thereby, appear to be within the

. : ] _ :
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tange of reasonableness of a settlement that could ultimately be giVEn final approval by this Court,
Indeed, the Court has reviewed the monetary recovery that is being granted as part of the Settlement
and preliminarily ﬁnds that the monetary settlement awards made available to the Class Members
are fair, adequate, and reasonable when balanced againstj'the probabie cutcome of further litigation
relating to certification, liability, and damages issues.

3. The Court concludes that, for settlement purposes only, the proposed Class meets

the requirements for certification under section 382 of the California Code of Civil Procedute in

that: (a) the Class is ascertainable and so numerous that joinder of al] members of the Class is
impracticable; (b) common questions of law and fact predominate, and there is a well-defined
community of interést amongst the members of the Class with respect to the subject matter of the
litigation; (¢) Plaintiff’s claims are typical of the claims of the members of the Class; (d) Plaintiff
will fairly and adequately protect the intéfésls of the members of the Class; (e) a class action is

superior to other available methods for the efficient ad_itidicaﬁon of the controversy; and (f) Class

[ Counsel is qualified to act as counsel for Plaintiff in his individual cépacity and as the representative

.of the Class.

(Wi

6. The Court conditionally certifies, for settlement purposes.only, the Class, defined as
follows:
All cutrent and former hourly-paid or non-exempt employees who worked
for Defendants within the State of California at any time from January 26,
2012 to the date of this Order (“C]ass’_’ or “Class Membms”)
7. 'l"he Court prowswnally appoints Lawyers for Justice, PC as Class Coumel
8. The Court prowsmna]ly appoints Plaintiff Queulm Costetu as the Class
Representative, |
9. The Court appoints Simpluris, Inc. (“Simpluris”) as the Settlement Administrator,
10. ~ Within fiftcen (15) calendar days of the date of this Order, Defendants shall provide
the Settlement Administrator with the Class Data List, in éonformity with the Settlement Agreement.
H
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1. The Court approves, both as to form and content, the Notice of Setilement of Class
Action and Settlement Hearing (“Class Notice”) attached hereto as “EXHIBIT A”. The Class
Notice sﬁal] be provided to Class Members in the manner set forth in the Settlement Agreement.
The Court finds that the Class _Notice appears to fully and accurately inform the Class Members of
é,ll' material clements of the Settlement, of the Class Members’ right to be excluded from the
Settlement by submitting a Request for Exclusion, of the Class Members’ right to dispute the Work
Weeks credited to them, and of each Settlement Class Member’s right and opportunity to object to
the Settlement by sﬁbmitﬁng a written objection.. The Ceurt further finds that distribution of the
Class Notice substantially in the manner and form set forth in the Settlement Agreement and this
Order and that ajl other dates set forth in the Settlement Agreemenl and thls Order, meet the
requirements of due process and shall constitute due and sufficient notice to all perqons entitled
thereto. The Court further orders the Settlement Administrator to mail the Class Notice by first class
U.S. mail to 'éll Class Membgrs; ﬁursuant to the terms set forth in the Scttlement Agreement. -

12. The Court hereby prefiminarily appraves the propoééd procedure, set forth in the

Settlement Agrcemeht, for seeking exclusion from the Settlement. Any Class Member may choose

to be excluded from the Settlement by submitting a timely writtcn Request for Fxclusion in

conformity with the requirements set i’m‘th in the Class Notice and ‘Settlement Ag,neement to the
Settlement Admmxstraior postmarked 1o later than forty-five (45) calendar days after the date on
which the Settlement Administrator initially mails the Class Notice to Class Members (“Response

Deadline™). Any such person who chooses to opt out of, and be excluded from, the Settlement will

‘not be entitled to any recovery under the Settiement, and will not be bound by the Settiement or have

any right to object, appeal, or comment thereon. Class Members who hﬁvc not submitted a timely

request for exclusion (“Settiement Class Members™) shall be bound by the Settlement Agreement
and any judgment based thereon, if the Settlement is granted final approval.

13, A Final Approval Hearing shall be held before this Céurt on

7 -1%-15 at {0 @./ p-m. in

Department 54 of 'thc Sacramento County Supetior Court, 813 6th Street, Sacramento, California,

95814, 1o determine all necessary matters cbncerning the Setllement, including: whether the

3
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proposed settlement of the action on the terms and coriditions provided for in the Seitlement is fair,
adequate, and rcaéonable and should be finally approved by the Court; whether a judgment, as
provided in the Settlement, should be entered herein; whether the plan of ajlc;cation contairned in the
Settlement should be approved as fair, adequate, and reasonable to the Class Members; and
determine whether to finally _apf:rove the requests for the Attotneys’ Fees and Costs, Service Award,
Il and Settlement Administration Costs. |

14. .Class Counsel shall file a motion for final approval of the Settlemgm and for
Attorneys’ Fees and Costs, Service Awai'd, and Settlement Admini‘strdtioh Costs, along with the

apprbpriate declaraiions and supporting evidence, including . the Settlement Administrator’s

declaration, by _@\ Ccp § f Od _5" | , to be.:‘heatd at the Final Ap;}roval
Hearing. ' _ | | - '

15. To object to the Settlement, a Class Member must file a written objection with the
Court and serve the objection on the Settlement Adminijstrator no later than fhe Response Deadliﬁe.
" The objection must :be signed and must éontairi the information that_is required, as set forth in the
Class Notice and Settlement Agreement, including and not limited to the basis for the objcctic_m. ‘
| 16. | The Settlement is not a concession or admission, and shall not be used against
Déf‘endamts as an admission or indication with respect to any claim of any fault or omission by
Defendants. Whether or not the Settlement.is finally approved, neither the Settlement, nor any
document, statement, proceqdjng or conduct related to the Settlement, ﬁof any reports or accounts
thereof, shall in any event be construed as, offered or admitted into evidence as, received as or
deemed to be in evidence for any purpose adverse to Defendants, including, but not limited to,
| evidence of a presumption, concession, indication or admission by Defendants of any liability; fault,
wrongdoing, omission, concession or damage. ‘ 7 | |

17. In the event the Settlement does not become effective in accordance with therterms
of the Settlement Agreement, or the Settlement is not finally approved, or is terminated, cancelled
or fails to become effective for any reason, this Order shall be rendered null and void, shafl be
vacated, and the Parties shalt revert back to their respective positions as of before entering into the
Settlement Agreement.

4
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18. The Court reserves the right to adjourn or continue the date of the Final Approval
Hearing and any dafes provilded, for in the Settlement Agreement without further notice to the Class
Members, and retains jurisd ictidn td consider all further apblications arising out éf or connected with
the Settiement. : |

IT IS SO ORDERED.

- Dated: ? P 7- ’? E By: ' 27/%(—7

- The Hollorable Chiist%ﬂﬁ E. Krueger
Judge of the Superior Court

3 : :
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[EXHIBIT A]

NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT OF CLASS ACTION AND SETTLEMENT HEARING

Ouentin Costeli, v, Intertek Testing Services N.A., Inc. and Interick USA, !ﬁc., _
" Supeyior Court of California, County of Sacramento
Case Ne, 34-2016-00189662

To: Al current or former hourly-paid or nen-exempt employees whe worked for lnterlek"l‘esting Services N.A., Inc, and/or
Intertek USA, ine. {collectively “Intertek” or “Defendants”) in California at any time from January 26, 2012 to [Preliminary

Apyraval date]:

_ THIS NOTICE ls designed to advise you of 3 proposed settlement of a class action lawsuit and an aunouncement of a court hesring

* that you may choose to attend, Your rights may be aifected by the legal proceedings fn this. action. The Superior Couct of
California, County of Sacramento (“Court” or “Sacramento County Superior Court”) will conduct a hearlng on [Final Approval
Hearing:diate) to address whether the proposed scttlement should be approved, You may be entifled to receive a payment under
the terms of this class action settlement contained in the Scttlement Agreement. : :

IDENTIFYING INFORMATION: you have been identified as a Class Member in the above lawsuit, Your cligibility requirements
for receiving payments are described Lelow.

YOUR LEGAL RIGHTS AND OPTION IN THIS SETTLEMENT .

DO NOTHING ' I you do nothing you will receive a payment under this Seltlernent and you will give up ymir right
to sue Defendanis and the Released Parties for any of the Released Claims set forih below,

If you request‘exclusion from this Settlement, you will not be entitled 1o receive any compensation
EXCLUDE YOURSELFE under the Settlement and will no( be bound by the Settlement, including the relcase of the
' Released Claims. : :

- As long 3s you do not request exclusion from the Settlement, you can write to the Court and the
OBJECT parties about why you do not like the Settlement. I you object to the Settlement, you will still be
, " | bound by the Settlement if it is pranted final approvai by the Court. ' :

GO TO THE FINAL You'may appear at the Final Approval Hearing on [Final Appmvai'Heriring date] at Sacramento
APPROVAL HEARING County Superior Coutt, Gordon D, Schaber Courthouse, Jocateéd at 720 9th Street, Sacramento,
‘ _ California 95814 in Department {__] on [date] at {time] to speak to the Court about the Settiement,

1. 'Why should I read this Notice?

Plaintiff and Dofendants (collectively the “Partios™ have propased to seltie this class action Jawsuit. Defondants® rocords indicaie that
you may be a member of the Class. 1f the Court approves the propased Settlerment, your legal rights may be affected. This Notice, which
has been approved by the Court, is only a summary of your rights and options under the Settlcment; ‘

1. What Is this lawsult about?

A lawsuit entitled Quentin Costeiu v. Intertek Testing Services NA, Inc., et af. is now pending in the Superior Gourt of California, County
of Sacramento, Case No. 34-2016-00189662 (“Action”). Plaintiff Quentin Costeiu (“Plaintiff”) has alleged claims against Interiek wnder
the California Labor Code and California Business & Professions Coda, Plaintiff secks to bring this Acton as a class action and

representative action on behalf of himself and other similarly sitnated current and former non-exempt or hourty-paid Interiek cmployees
in California. ‘ - - .

Plaintiff hlle'ges that with respect to non-cxempt ‘and hourly-paid employees, Defendants failed to propetly pay all minimum or overlime
wages, timely pay all wages at termination and during employment, provide compliant meal and rest periods and pay associated premism
pay, provide comphiant wage statements, maintain requisite payrol) records, and (hat they failed to reimburse business-refated &% Ponses,

and that Defendants thereby violated the California Business & Professions Code, the California Labor Code, and § 2698, o/ seq., Private
" Antoroeys General Act of 2004 (“PAGA™). o ‘

Plaiatiff’s Class Action Complaint for Damages & Enforcement under the Private Attorneys General Act, Catifornia Labor Coide § 2698,
Et S¢q, and Demand for Jury Trial (“Complaint”) alleges the Following causes of action: (1) Failure to pay overlime (Cal, Labor Code
Questions? Call: [Settlenient Administrator’s 1-800 number for this setilement}



sections 510 and 1198); (2) Failure to provide compliant meal periods and associated preminms (Cal. Labor Code sections 226.7 and
312(a)), (3) Failure to provide compliani rest breaks and associated preminins (Cal, Labor Code section 226.7); (4) Faiture 1o pay minimum
wages (Cal, Labor Code sections 1194, 1197, 1197.1): (5) Failure to timely pay wages upon termination (Cal. Labor Code sections 201
and 202); (6) Failure to timely pay wages during employment (Cal. Laber Code section 204); {7) Failure to provide compliant wage
staterents (Cal. Labor Code section 226(a)); (8} Failure to keep requisite payroll records {Cal. Labor Code section | 174(d)); (9) Failure
to reimburse necessary business expenses (Cal. Labor Code sections 2800 and 2802); (10) Violation of Cal. Business & Professions Cade

§§ 17200, et seq.; and (11) Violation of Cal, Labor Cade §§ 2698 ef seg. (PAGA). Plaintiff seeks a monetary recovery an behalf of the
putative class for the alleged violations, along with interest, costs and fees.- '

Intertek contends that it has complied with all faws and denies ali of the allegations Plaintiff is asserting in this Action. The Court has not

formed any opinions concerning the merits of the Aclion, and the Courl has not ruled for or aguinst Plaintiff as (o the metits of any of his
individual or class or representative ¢laims. ' ’

|i‘ll. Who is covered by the class action lawsnlt and the propesed Settlement? J

A. The Class. On [Prelitainary Approval date), the Court granted preliminary approval of the Settlement, authorized this Notice to
- -be sent ty you and the Class, preliminarily appointed Plaintiff Quentin Costein as the Class Representative, appointed Simpluris, inc. ss
the Settlement Administrator, and proliminarily appointed Plaintifl"s Counsel, the law firm of Lawyers for Justics, PC, a3 Class Counsel.
. The Court also conditionally certified the following Class: all current and former hourly-paid or non-exempt employees who worked for
Detfendants within the State of California at any time during the period between January 26, 2012 and [Preliminary Approvat date],

B. The Effect of Membership in the Class, If you come within the definition of the Class, you are n Settlement Class Member
unless you exclude yourself from the Class by following the proeedures for exclusion that are set forth in this Notice. Settlement Clags
Members {i.¢., Class Members who do not request exclusion from the Seitlement} are eligible to receive a monetary settlement paymen
under the Settlement snd will be bound by the Seulement if it is approved by the Court, Persons who properly exclude themselves from
the Settlement, as detailed in this Notice, will not be bound by the Settlernent and will not share in the proceeds of the Settlement, but may
pursue their own timely individual claims against Intertek Testing Services MA, Inc. and/or Intertok USA, Inc., if they choose,

IV. What are the térms of the Settlement?

The Settlement was negotiated between the Parties. Class Counsel believes that this Settlement is in the best inferest of the members of
the Class. As part of the Settlement, the Parties have agreed (o the following: \

A Mongg_gx Compensatipn

» Defendants have agreed to pay a maximum.total amount of $1,100,000 (the “Gross Settlement Amount™) for the Seltlenent of
the Action. Tho amount available (o be paid to the Class Members (the “Net Settlement Amount™), is the Gross Settlement
Amount less amounts awarded by the Court for Attarneys® Fees and Litigation Costs and Expenses lo Class Counsel, Settlement
Administration Costs to the Settlement Administrator, Service Award to the Class Representative, and payment to the California
Labor Workforce Development Agency (“LWDA™) of ils portion of penaltics aliocated to penaltics under PAGA ("LWDA
Payment”), Settlement Class Membres are not required to submit a claim form in osder {0 receive payment from the Net
Seitlement Amount. The portions of the Net Settlement Amount allocated to Class Members who request exclusion from the

. Gross Settlement Amount will be retained by Defendants, as those individuals will not be releasing any claims in the Setllement,

. Bach Class Member’s proportional share of the Nat Settlemont Amount ("Class Mcmber Payment”) will be determined by
dividing the number of weeks worked by the Cluss Member during the period between Jatwary 26, 2012 and (Préliminary
Approal 'déie] as a non-exempt howly employee in California (“Work Weeks"), by the Work Weeks worked by all Class
Members, multiplied by the Net Settlement Amount. According to Intertek’s records, you worked [namber of Work Wecks]
Work Woeks, If you dispute the total number of Worl Weeks sct forth above, you must set forth a Work Week dispute to
Settlement Administrator, It prder to dispuio yonr Work Weeks, you must mail a written dispute to the Settlement Administrator
on or before [Régponse’Deddline], at the address listed in Section V below, and it must contain: {1} your full nhame, address,
signature, and last four digits of your Social Scevrity number; (2) the case name and number of the Lawsuit (Quentin Cosiein v,
Intertek Testing Services, el al., Sacramento County Superior Court Case No. 34-2016-00159662); and (3) & clear statoriont
indicating that you dispule the number of Work Wecks credited to you, and any facts and supporting materials demonstrating
that the Work Weeks credited to you are incorrect {such as documents, like pay stubg).

. Defendants, through the Settlement Administrator, shulf pay the amounts awarded by the Court for Attorneys® Fees and Litigation
Costs and Expenses, Scttlement Adiminisieation Costs, Service Award, the LWDA Payment, and the Class Member Payments,
within 30 calendar days after the Final Effective Date of the Settlemont Agreement,

B. Fees and Exponses

2
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Contemporaneous with requesting the Ceurt to-grani final apprm'al of the Seitlemenl Plaintiff will appiy 10 the Courl for payment oi‘ the
.- following amounts from Gross Setilement Amount: ,

» Altorneys’ Fees and Costs in an amount up to 3383, 000 and an award of Litigation Costs and Expensed of up to $45,000 to Class
" Counsel. Class Counsel has been prosecuting the Action on behalf of Plaintiff and Class Members on a conungency fee basis
(that is, without being paid any money to date) and has been paying all Litigation Cost and Expenses to date:

»  Seftlement Administration Costs not to exceed $18,500 to the Settlement Adminisirator for the costs of the notice and settlement
administration process, including and not limited to, the expenses of notitying the Class Members of the Settlement, processing
requests for exclugion, nb_;echons, and disputes of Work Weeks and calculatmg and dtsmbutmg Class Member Payments under
the Settlement; and

e Service Award in an amount up to $8,000 (o Plainiiff in consideration for hlS service in connectmn with prosecuting the Action
and serving as the represenialive of the Class .

C. Release of Claims

Upon the Effective Date, all Settlement Class Members (i.e., Class Members who do not request exclusion from the Settlement} hereby
release and discharpe Defendants, and any of their perents, affiliates, sobsidiaries, divisions, predecessors, suecessors, and assigns, and
each of their officers, directors, board members, trustees, shareholders, employees, agents, attorneys, auditors, accountants, stockholders,
representatives, partners, insutess, reinsurers, and other persons acting on their behalf, and each of them {collectively, the “Released
Parties™), fram any and alt claims, rights, demands, [iabilities and causes of action of every nalure and description. whether known or
unknown, that were or could have been brought based on the facts or claims alleged in the-Complaint, acising during the period from
January 26, 2012 to [FfeHminafy. Afpidval date]. The claims released by the Settletnent Class Members include, but are not limited lo,
statutory, constitutional, contractval or common law claims for wages, damages, unpaid cosls or expenses, penalties, liquidated damages,
punitive damages, inlerest, altorneys' fees, lmganon costs, restitulion, or equilable relief, arising out of or based upon. the following
categories of allegations regardiess of the forunr in which they may be brought, (o the fullest eitent such claims are releasable by law: (a)
a}l claims for fallure to pay wages, includiag overtime premium pay and the minimum wage; (b) all claims for the failure to provide meal
andfor rest perinds in accordance with applicable law, including all payments for non-compliant meal and/or test periods and alleged non-
payment of premium pay for non-compliant meal and/or rest periods; (¢} any and all claims for recordkeeping, payroll, or pay stub
violations; (d) fafture to timely pay wages during émployment and upon separation and all associated waiting time penaltics; (e) any and
all elaims for failure to reimburse business expenses under Californin Labor Code section 2802; (f) and all other civil and statuory
penalties, including those recoverable under the Private Attorneys General Act, California Labor Code section 2698, f seq. based on the
facts or ¢laims alleged in the Complaint in the Action (the “Released Claims®). The Released Claims also include without Limitation claims
mecting the above definition(s), based on the facts or claims alleged in the Complaint in the Action, under any and all applicable statutes,
including without limitation any provision of the California Labor Code, California Bus. & Prof. Code sections 17200, ef seg., and any
provision of the applicable California Industrial Welfare Commission Wage Qrdeys.

Ifyoudo NOT exclude yourself from the Settlement by following the precedures set forth in this Notice and the Court
approves the Settlement, you will be deemed (o have entered into the above-stated release of claims,

V. How de I receive n payment?

AnyClass Member who wishes to receive payment under this Settlement does not need to do anything. 1F you do not exclude yourself
from the Sctilement, you will be a Settlement Class Member, and you will receive a Class Member Paymen! based on your Work Wecks
a8 identified in this Notice. 1fyou are & member of the Class and you move or change your address, and you want to receive your sctilement
benefits at your new address, you must notify the Sstticment Administrator of your new address by contacting them at the below address
or telephone number:
Simpluris, Inc.
[Maiting Addrass]
[T elephnne Numbcr}

VI. Who represents the Class?

The Court has protiminavily appointed. Plaintiff Quentin Costeiu to serve as Class Reprosentative in this lawsuit. ‘The law firm of

Lawyers for Justice, PC has been preliminarily appeinted by the Court ag Class Counsel, and Clags Counsc! may be contacted at the
addross tisied below:

Edwin Aiwazian, Bsqg.
Lawyers for Justice, I".C,
410 West Arden Avenue, Suile 203
Glendale, California 91203
3 - _
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“Telephone: (é 18) 265-1020

VIL. What are the reasons for the Settlement?

Plaintiff and Class Counsel weighed the risks and benefits to the Class of this Settlement compared w1th those of cantinuing the litigation,
The factors that Class Counsel considered included the uncertainty and delay associated with continued litigation, a trial and appeals, and
the uncertainty of pasticular legal issues that have yet to be determined by the Court, After balancing these and other substantial risks.

Plaintiff and Class Counsel determined that the Settlement is fair, reasonable, and adequate in light of all circumstances and in the best
interests. of Class Members, A :

Defendants agreed to this Settlement in order to avaid the expense and disiraction associated with lengthy hugatwn. and fo allow them lo
focus on conhnumg to provide quality service to their customers. Defendants do not adwil (o any wrongdoing or liability in connection.
with agreemg to this Se.ttlemem and Defendants expressly deny any and all of Plamtst‘t‘s allegahons in this Htgation,

1 VI, What are my rights snd opt'lons?

A You may remain a member of the Settlement, represented by Class Counsel, and take no further action. It you take no
forthet action as a Class Member, you will be represented by Class Counsel and will receive your Class Membeér Payment, 1f the Scttlement
is finally approved by the Courl, you will be bound by the (erms of the Setilement which will result in & release of the Released Claims.
_As a member of the Class, you will not be charged for the services of Class Counsel, as Class Counsel's fees will come out of the Gross
Setlement Amount In an amount determined by the Court. L you retain your own attorney, you are responsible for the [ees, cosls, and
expenses of your sepatate legal counsel.

B. You may exclude yourself from the Settlement, If you arc a member of the Class but do not want te paticipate in the
Settlement, you may requesi exclusion from the Seltlement, [f you exclude yourself from the Settlement, you will lose any right to receive
payment under the Settlement. You will alsc lose the right to object to the Settlement. You will be free to pursue any claims you may
have against Defendants on your own behalf, if you choose, but Class Counsel will not represent you. A valid request for exclusion must
be in writing, mailed to the Seitlement Administrator on or before [Response Deadlina], at the address listed in Section V above. The
request for exclusion must contain: (1) your full name, signature, and address; (2) the case name and number of the Action (Quentin
Costeiu v. Intertek Tesling Services, et af., Sacramento County Superior Cowrt Case No. 34-2016-001 59662); and (3) a clear statement
that you seok to be excluded from the Scttlemcnt If you do not comply with these procedures by the abave-set deadline, you will lase

any apparcunity to exclude younrself from the Cluss, and you will velease the Released Claims if the Settlement is finally approved
by the Court,

C. You may participate in the Settlement and object to the Settlement or any portion thereof. If you are a Settlement Class
Member (i.e., you have not excluded yourself from the Seittement), you may object to the Sottlement by filing an objection with the Court
and serving a copy of the objection on the Seitlement Administrator on or before [Response Deadline], at the address listed in Scction V
above. Valid objections must be in writing and must contain: (1) the objecting class member’s full name and address; (2) the €as¢ Name
and number of the Action (Quentin Costeiu v. Intertek Testing Services, et al., Sacramento County Superior Court Case No, 34-2016-
- 00159662); and (3) a clear statement of the basis for your objection. 17 you choese ta submit an objection to the Settlemont, you may (bu
are not required f0) enter an appearance at the Final Approval Hearing described below in propria persona (meaning you choose o
represent yourseif) or through your own attorney. If you chaose (o retain your own separate attorney, you will be solely responsible for
the fees and costs of your own attorney. You do not nced to appear at the Final Approval Hearing for your objection to be consider by the
Court. Pleaso npte: Even if you objcct to the Settlement, you are stll eligible to participate in the Settlemont and receive a scttlement
payment. - . .

'IX. When is the Final Approval Hearlng and what is it for?

On [Final Approval‘Héating. date}, the Court will hold a hearing in Department [ ] of the Supertor Court for the State of California,

County of Sacramento, 720 9th Street, Sacramento, California 95814, for the purposes of deicrmining whother the Settfement is faic,
adequate and reasonable and should be approved, and whether to approve and uward Attorncys’ Fees and Litigation Costs and Expenses,
Service Award, and Settlernent Administration Costs, This hearing may be continued or rescheduled by the Court witlout further nt)uce,

X. Where can I get more information?

If you have questions about this Notice or the Settlement or would like more information, you should contact Class Counsed or the
Settlement Administrator. You may also seek advice and guidance from your own private attorney at your own expense, if you so desire.
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This Notice is only a summary. For maore detailed information, you may review the Class Action and PAGA Settlement Agrecment,
containing the complete terms of the Settlement. The Settlement Agreement and other documents filed in this Action may be accessed
and view during regular business hours at the Clerk’s Office, of the Sacramento County Superior Court, 720 Sth Street, Sacramenio,
California. 95814, These documents may also be ACCESY online at
hitps://ser vices,saccourt.ca.goviPublicCaseAccess/Civil/SearchByCaseNumber by filling out the year the case was fited (2016) and the
mmmeated case number (00189662). Fees or charges may apply when accessing documents at the Clerk’s Office or online,

The Settlem

¢ Settlemert Agreement may also be accessed for free of charge online at the following website; [insert web address for static website
segarding:the settlement]. . . i

PLEASE DO NOT WRITE OR TELEPHONE THE COURT, DEFENDANTS, OR DEFENDANTS® COUNSEL FOR
INFORMATION ABOUT THE PROPOSED SETTLEMENT OR THIS LAWSUIT.

. 3 _
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LAWYERS for JUSTICE, PC

410 West Arden Avenue, Suite 203 -

Glendale, California 91203
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PROOF OF SERVICE =

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

I am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of California. 1 am over the age of 18
and not a party to the within action, My business address is 410 West Arden Avenue Suite 203,
Glendale, California 91203. :

On March 28,2019, I served the forjegoihg document(s) desCribet_l as NOTICE OF ENTRY OF
JUDGMENT OR ORDER on interested parties in this action by placing a true and correct copy
thereof, enclosed in a sealed envelope addressed as follows:

Andrew M. Paley (apaley@seyfarth.com)
Duwayne A. Carr (DaCarr@scyfarth.com)
SEYFARTH SHAW LLP .

2029 Century Park East, Suite 3500

Los Angeles, California 90067-3021

Andrew M, McNaught (AMcNaught@seyfarth com)
SEYFARTH SHAW LLP

1560 Mission Street, 31st Floor
| San Francisco, California 94105

| Coby M. Turner (CTurner@seyfarth. com)

SEYFARTH SHAW LLP
400 Capitol Mall, Suite 2350

Sacramento, California 95814-4428
Attorneys for Defendants Intertek Testing Services and Intertek USA Inc.

[X] BY U.S. MAIL
As follows: T am “readily familiar” with the firm’s practice of collection and processing
correspondence for mailing. Under that practice, it would be deposited with U.S. Postal
Service on that day with postage thereon fully prepaid at Los Angeles, California in the
ordinary course of .business. I am aware that on motion of the party served, service is
presumed invalid if postal cancellation date or postage meter date is more than one day
after date of deposit for mailing an affidavit.

State of California Labor & Workforce Development Agency
Web URL:
http://www.dir.ca.gov/Private-Attorneys-General- Act/Prlvate-Attorneys-General Act html

[X] BY ONLINE SUBMISSION _
The foregoing documents were transmitted to the California Labor and Workforce
Development Agency through the online system established for the submission of notices
and documents, in conformity with California Labor Code section 2699(I). I did not
receive, within a reasonable time after the transmission, any electromc message or other
indication that the transmission was unsuccessful :

i
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LAWYERS for JUSTICE, PC

410 West Arden Avenue, Suite 203

Glendale, California 91203
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[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 March 28, 2019, at Glendale, California,

Sarah Poswal
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