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TO ALL PARTIES :
1. Ajudgment, decree, or order was entered in this action on (date): June 3, 2019
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Edwin Aiwazian (SBN 232943)

Arby Aiwazian (SBN 269827)

Joanna Ghosh (SBN 272479)
LAWYERS for JUSTICE, PC

410 West Arden Avenus, Suite 203
Glendale, California 91203

Tel: (818) 265-1020 / Fax; (818) 265-1021

Attorneys for Plaintiffs and the Class

BUPERIOR COURT
COUNTY OF

ED

gF CALIFORNIA

RANGE

CENTRAL JUSTICE CENTER

JUN 03 2019

DAVIE H. YAMASAKI, Clerk of the Cgurt

BYré/’E"/L 525 ,DEPUTY

SUPERTIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF ORANGE

WILLIAM CAMPOS; individually, and on
behalf of other mombers of the general public
similarly situated and on behalf of other
aggrieved employees pursuant to the California
Private Attorneys General Act; JUANITA
HERNANDEZ; individually, and on behalf of
other members of the general public sireilarly
situated and on behalf of other aggrieved
employees pursuant to the California Private
Attorneys General Act;

Plaintiffs,
VS,

MOTIVE ENERGY, INC., a California
corporation; MOTIVE ENERGY
TELECOMMUNICATIONS GROUP, INC., a
California corporation; ADVANCED
CHARGING TECHNOLOGIES, INC,, a
California corporation; and DOES 1 through
100, inclusive,

Defendants.

Case No.: 30-2016-00828352-CU-OB-CXC

Honorable Williatn P. Claster

Department CX104

CLASS ACTION
FURTHER-REVISED-PROPOSED).
FINAL APPROVAL ORDER AND
JUDGMENT

Complaint Filed: January 5, 2016
FAC Filed; September 22, 2016
SAC Filed: December 2, 2016
Trial Date: None Set

[FURTHER REVISED PROPOSED] FINAL APPROVAL ORDER AND JUDGMENT
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This matter has come before the Honotable William D. Claster in Department CX104 of
the above-entitled Court, located at 751 West Santa Ana Boulevard, Santa Ana, California 92701,
on Plaintiffs William Campos and Juanits, Hernandez's (“Plaintiffs™) Motion for Final Approval
of Class Action Settlement, Attorneys® Fees, Costs, and Service Payments (“Motion for Final
Approval®),

On November 16, 2018, the Court entered the Order Granting Preliminary Approval of
Class Action Settlement (“Preliminary Approval Order”), thereby preliminarily approving the
settlement of the above-entitled action (“Action”) reached by Plaintiffs and Defendants Motive
Energy, Inc., Motive Energy Telecommunications Group, Inc., and Advanced Charging
Technologies, Inc. (collectively, “Defendants”), in accordance with the Joint Stipulation of Class
Action and PAGA Settlement and Release, Amendment No, 1 to J oint Stipulation of Class Action |
and PAGA Settlement and Release, and Amendment No, 2 to Joint Stipulation of Class Action
and PAGA Settlement and Release, which, together with the exhibits annexed thereto and
Amendment No. 3 to Joint Stipulation of Class Action and PAGA Settlement and Release
(together, “Settlement,” “Agreement,” or “Settlement Agreement”), set forth the terms and
conditions for settlement of the Action,

Having reviewed the Settlemen: Agreement and duly considered the parijes’ papers and
oral argument, and good cause appearing,

THE COURT HEREBY ORDERS, ADJ UDGES, AND DECREES AS FOLLOWS;

1. All terms used herein shall have the same meaning as defined in the Settlement
Agreement and the Prelimin_ary Approval Order. 3

2, .This Court has jurisdiction over the claims of the Class Members asserted in this
proceeding and over all parties to the Action.

3. The Court finds that the applicable requitements of California Code of Civil
Procedure section 382 and California Rule of Count 3,769, et seq. have been satisfied with respect
té the Class and the Settlement, The Court hereby makes final its carlier provisional certification
of the Class for settlement purposes, as set forth in the Preliminary Approval Order, The Class is
hereby defined to include:

1
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{the terms of the Seftlement are in gl respects fair, adequate, and reasonable. r=gq-fineing=the

All current and former hourly-paid or non-exempt employees whe
worked for any of the Defendants within the State of California ai any
time during the peried from January 5, 2012 to March 16, 2018 (“Class”
or “Class Members™).

4, The Notice of Class Action Settlement (“Class Notice™) and Opt OQut Form
(together, “Notice Packet”) thai were provided to the Class Members, fully and accurately
informed the Class Members of all material elements of the. Settlement and of theiir-‘oppmmnity o
participate in, objeet to or comment thereon, or to seek exclusion from, the Settlement; wete the
best notice practicable under the circumstances; were valid, due, and sufficient notice to all Class
Members; and complied fully with the laws of the State of California, the United States
Constitution, due process and other applicable law. The Notice Packet fairly -and adequately
described the Settlement and provided the Class Members with adequate instructions and a variety
of means to obtain additional information. ;

5. Pursuant to California law, the Court hereby grants final-approval of the Settlement
and finds that it is reasonable and adequate, and in the best iriterests of the Class as a whole. Morg
specifically, the Court finds that the Settlement was reached following meaningtul discovery and
investigation conducted by Lawyers for Justice, PC (“Class Counsel™); that the Settfemeiit ig the

result of setious, informed, adversarial, and arms-length negotiations between the parties; and that
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6. A full opportunity has been afforded to the Class Members to participate in the
Final Approval Hearing, and all Class Membets and other persons wishing to be heard have been
heard. The Class Members also have had a full and fair opportunity to exclude themselves from
the Settlement, Accordingly, the Court determines that all Class Members who did not submit
timely and valid Opt Out Forms to the Settlement Administrator {“Settlement Class Members”)
ate bound by this Final Approval Order and Judgment.

7. The Cowt finds that Class Members, Ezequiel Ortiz, Don Thistlewhite, Anthony
Gomez, Alexa Rubio, Christine Martinez, Gabriel Martinez, Kelly Brown, Tara Stallings, and Ian
Stallings, have timely and validly opted out of the Settlement and will not be bound by this Final
Approval Order and Judgment.

8 The Coutt finds that payment of Settlement Administration Costs in the amount of
$1 1,647 is appropriate for the services performed and costs incurred and to be incutred for the
notice and settlement administration process. It is hereby ordered that the Settlement
Administrator, Simpluris, Inc., shall issue payment to itself in the amount of $11,647, in
aecordance with the Settlement Agreement.

9. The Court finds that the Setrvice Payments in the amount of $6,000 to Plaintiff
William Campos and $5,000 to Plaintiff Juanita Hernandez are fair and reasonable for the work
performed by Plaintiffs on behalf of the Class. It is hereby ordered that the Settlement
Administrator issue payments in the amount of $6,000 to Plaintiff William Campos and $5,000 to
Plaintiff Juanita Hernandez for Serviee Payments, according to the terms set forth in the Settlement

Agreement. _ o _
_ 1-0. The Court finds that the allocation of $30,000 toward penalties under the California
Private Attorneys General Act of 2004 (“PAGA Penalties™), is fair, reasonable, and appropriate,
and hereby approved. The Settlement Administrator shall distribute the PAGA Penalties as
follows: the amount of $22,500 to the California Labor and Workforce Development Agency, and
the amount of $7,500 to be included in the Net Settlement Amount for digtribution o Settlement
Class Members, according to the terms set forth in the Settlement Agreement,

H
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11.  The Court finds that the request for attorneys® fees in the ameunt of $225,011 to:] M L.

Class Counsel falls within the range of reasonableness, and the results achieved Justify the award,
Attorneys’ fees to Class Counsel in the amount of $225,000 are fair, reasonable, and appropriate,.
and are hereby approved. It is hereby ordered that the Settlement Adminisﬁ?at'or- issue payment in
the amount of $225,000 to Lawyers for Fustice, PC for attorneys” fees, in accordance with the
Settlement Agreement.

12, The Court finds that reimbursement of litigation costs and expensés in the amount
of $32,025.87 to Class Counsel is reasonable, and hereby approved., It is Iflereby ordered that the |
Settlement Administrator issue payment in the amount of $32,025.87 to Lawyers for Justice, PC
for reimbursement of litigation costs and expenses, in accordarice with the Settlement Agréement,

13, The Court hereby enters Judgment by which Settlement Class Members. shall be
conclusively determined to have given a release of, discharge, and covenant not to sue Released
Parties from and ‘with respect to any and all Released Clainis, as set forth in the. Settlement
Agreement and Notice Packet,

}

As used in paragraph 13, the quoted terms have the meanings set fostf below:

eleased Parties” means:

Defendarnts Motive Energy, Inc., Motive Energy Telécommunications
' sg., and Advanved Charging Technologies, Ic., and each of their
and future parent companies, sylisidiaries, shareholders,
N D lenders, ofﬁcé\g{\partners, directors, employe€s, insurers, predecessors,

accountants, attorngys, plan administratz;zy eirs, trustees, successors, and

assigns, and each 3 1% all of thelr respective past, present, and fiture
shareholders, lenders, “efficers, partngt§, directors, employees, insurers,
predecessors, a_l_ccot%ntari%}}attomey_ plan administrators, heirs, frustees, .
successors, and assigns, andgll pérsons acting undet,. by, through or in

coneert with any of them.,

(b) “Released Claims” as to the/Settlement Class Members means all of tlie ¢laims

described in Paragraph p/of Amendment Nq, 1, a3 followi:

al, class, or representative, claims, actions, disputes,
debts, liabilities,”demands, obligations, guardntees, costs, expenses,
attorneys’ feesepenalties, damages (including and novdimited to, liquidated
damages, ¢xémplary damages, and punitive damages), réstjtution, equitable
relicl, infinetive relief, or cauges of action, penalties,™of any nature
hagedever, whether known or unknown, that were pled or couldhave been
plet based on the factual allegations in the Operative Complaint an arising
4 .

Any and all indivi
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d"lg the Class Period, which the Settlement Class Members have, 14d or
hereatter, may claim to have, against the Releaged Part:ies?fifmfgf thent,

including, “without limitation: (a) claims for vialation ofethe California
Labor Code an applicable Wage Order(s) promulgated“by the Califoria
Industrial Welfars, Commission, for failure to pa Ainimum wages, the
failure to pay overtitig wages or other premiuim-pay, the fatlure to provide
compliant meal periods,the failure to pro'vi'cle"é‘gmpliant rest periods, fuilure
tatements,fiilure to reimburse for necessary

to provide compliant wag
business expenditures; (b) claimgofor unfair, unlawful, and fraudulent
wl oL business practices under the‘:b‘gffomia Business and Professions Code
sections 17200, ef seq. and/efany })\fﬁgnﬁfﬂir competition law; (¢) related
or derivative claims Wge-nalties, indyding, but not limited to, wage
staternent penalties afid/or any other penallteg set forth in California Labor
Code or Wage @fders; (d) all vielations of thePrivate Attorneys General

Actof200 -f”ﬂrﬁglﬁud.ing, but not limited to, all claims fiQ]ng under California.
a

Labor Gefdle sections 2698, 2699, and 2699,3); and (&) any additiotial alaims
/i:gw Enalties, damages or wages predicated onthe same,

15. It is hereby ordered that Defendants shall transmit the Maximum Setflement
Amount to the Settlement Administrator within ten (10) calendar days of the Effective Date, in
agcordance with the Settlement Agreement.

16. It is hereby ordered that the Settlement Administrator shall distvibute Individual|

Settlement Payments to each Settlement Class Member within ten (10) calendar days of receiving|

| the Maximum Settlement Amount from Defendants, according to the methodelogy and terms set|

forth in the Settlement Agreement.

17.  Itis ordered that funds associated with any and all Individual Settlement Payment
checks issued to Settlement Class Member that are not cashed or deposited within one hundred
eighty (180} calendar days shall be remitted to the Unclaimed Property Fund maintahied by the
State Controller’s Qffiee in the names of fhe Settlement Cﬁias-_ﬁ, Membt':rjs whose 1_11d‘iv.idﬁal
Settlement Payment checks are cancelled.

18.  Afferentry of this Final Approval Order and Tudgment, pursuant to California Rules

| of Court, Rule 3.769(h), the Court shall retain jurisdiction to-construe, intetpret, implement, and

enforce the Settlement Agreement and this Final Approval Order and Judgntent, to hear and
resolve any contested challenge to a claim for settlement benefits, and to supervise and adjudicate
any dispule arising froin or in connection with the distribution of settlement benefits.

i
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19, Notice of enty of this Final Approval Order and Judgment shall be given to the
Class Members by pasting a copy of the Final Approval Order and Tudgraent on Simpluris, Inc.’s
website for a period of at least sixty (60) calendardays aftef the date of entry of this Final Approval
Order and Judgment. No individualized notice shall be required,

20.  Pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure section 384(b), Plaintiffs shall
submit a final report to the Court on or before November 15, 2019 as to the actial amomﬁs paid

to Settlement Class Members and other amounts distributed pursvant to the Settlement. Upon

|receiving the report, the Court will determine whether further teports and/or a hearing will be

{| necessary.

Dated: @510 WJ}_N_D COpbe_

HONORABLE WILLIAM 1. CLASTER
JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR CQURT

6
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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. I 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 June 3, 2019, I served the foregoing document(s) described 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:

Mona Z. Hanna (mhanna@mriip.com)
Marc R. Jacobs (mjacobs@mrilp.com)
Allison Aguirre (aaguirre@mrlip.com)
Amanda K. Pawlyk (apawlyk@mriip.com)
MICHELMAN & ROBINSON, LLP
17901 Von Karman Ave., 10th Floor
Irvine, California 92614

Attorneys for Defendants Motive Energy, Inc., Motive Energy Telecommunications Group, Inc.,
and Advanced Charging Technologies, Inc. - :

[X] BY U.S. MAIL

As follows: I 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 Iwww dir.ca, gov/Prwate-Attomcys-Genera.l Act/Prlvate-AttomeyS 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(1). I did not
receive, within a reasonable time after the transmission, any electronic message or other
indication that the transmission was unsuccessful.

i/
i
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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 June 3, 2019, at Glendale, California.

Sarah Poswal
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