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Attorneys for Plaintiffs Aisake Manulevu, Laurence Ricky,
and Robert Tryner on behalf of themselves, and on behalf of

all persons similarly situated,

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
CENTRAL DISTRICT

AISAKE MANULEVU, LAURENCE RICKY,
and ROBERT TRYNER, on behalf of
themselves, and on behalf of all persons

similarly situated,
Plaintiffs,

VS.

PROFESSIONAL SECURITY
CONSULTANTS and DOES 1 through 100,

INCLUSIVE,
Defendant(s).

(PROPOSED) ORDER

No. BC409603

(PREOPOSED) ORDER

a) GRANTING FINAL APPROVAL OF
CLASS ACTION SETTLEMENT;

AND,

b) APPROVING REQUEST FOR
CLAIMS ADMINISTRATOR FEE.

DATE: May 16, 2012

TIME: 8:30 a.m.
DEPT: 68
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On May 16, 2012, the Court held a hearing on the application of Plaintiffs and Class
Representatives Aisake Manulevu, Laurence Ricky and Robert Tryner for final approval of the

parties’ settlement and payment of claim administration fee. Robin G. Workman of Qualls &

Workman, LLP appeared for Plaintiffs; and, Steve Joffe of Wilson Elser Moskowitz Edelman &

Dicker LLP appearing on behalf of Defendant.

The Court having read and considered the papers on the motion, the arguments of counsel,

and the law, and good cause appearing therefore,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:
The Court grants final approval of the terms of settlement and agreed upon procedures as

set forth in the Application for Preliminary Approval and the Joint Stipulation of Settlement. The
Court finds that the manner and form of notice as set forth in the Joint Stipulation of Settlement
was provided to class members as ordered by the Court. The Court finds the manner and form of

notice as set forth in the Joint Stipulation of Settlement and approved and ordered by the Court is

reasonably calculated to give actual notice to class members of the fact of settlement and the right

to receive settlement benefits, to be excluded from the settlement, and to raise objections to the

settlement.
The Court finds that the proposed settlement was reached following meaningful discovery

and investigation conducted by Class Counsel, the proposed settlement is a result of adversarial,

arm’s-length negotiation between the parties, and the terms of settlement in all respects are fair,
adequate, and reasonable. In so finding, the Court considered evidence presented regarding the
strength of the Plaintiffs’ case, the risk, expense and complexity of the claims presented, the likely
duration of further litigation, the amount offered in settlement, the extent of investigation and

discovery completed, and the experience and views of Class Counsel. The Court further

considered the lack of objections to the proposed settlement and the lack of requests for exclusion

from the settlement by class members.
The request for certification of a class of persons employed in California by PSC as

security guards from January 1, 2008, to September 13, 2011, (the "Class") is GRANTED. The

Court finds that the proposed class is sufficiently numerous such that resolution of claims on a
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class basis promotes efficient judicial administration and is therefore warranted. The Court further
finds that claims presented by Plaintiffs’ First Amended Complaint give rise to predominant
common questions of law and fact among members of the Settlement Class, Plaintiffs’ claims are

typical of those of the class, and efficient administration of predominant, common claims of

individual class members recommends certification of the class.
The Court further finds and appoints Qualls & Workman, L.L.P. and United Employees

Law Group as Class Counsel for the Settlement Class and Aisake Manulevu, Laurence Ricky, and
Robert Tryner as Class Representatives.

The Court approves payment in the amount of $40,000 to Rust Consulting for services
rendered by it as Claims Administrator. The Court finds that amount fair and reasonable
compensation based on evidence presented of the time and effort spent by Rust Consulting in
administering the claims.

The Court finds that a timely request for exclusion was filed by fourteen (14) Settlement
Class Members as identified on the attachment to this Order. Accordingly, said persons are

excluded from the Settlement Class and not bound by the terms of the Settlement Agreement

approved by the Court.
Pursuant to the Settlement Agreement, Code of Civil Procedure Section 664.6 and Rule

3.769(h) of the California Rules of Court, the Court retains jurisdiction over this action, Plaintiffs,
Settlement Class Members, and Defendants for the purposes of: (a) the implementation and
enforcement of the Settlement Agreement until each and every act agreed to be performed by the
parties to the Settlement Agreement shall have been performed; (b) any other action necessary to

conclude this settlement and to implement the Settlement Agreement; and, (c) the construction and

interpretation of the Settlement Agreement.
With respect to the distribution of funds pursuant to the Settlement Agreement, the Claims

Administrator shall distribute the entire Net Settlement Amount (that amount remaining from the
Maximum Settlement Amount of $475,000, after deducting attorneys’ fees, costs, administration
costs, and class representative enhancements) to the class members. No amount of the $475,000

shall be returned to Defendant. The Claims Administrator, upon the completion of the process of

-2- 3178\SETTLEMENT\FINALAPPPROPOSEDORDER.DOC

(PROPOSED) ORDER




such distribution, shall prepare, and cause to be filed with this Court, a declaration regarding the |
|

distribution.

IT IS SO ORDERED. /
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Judge Los Angeles Superior Court
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LastName iReceivedDate  |PostmarkDate [Notes

RustiD ‘FirstName ; [
GLUKHOVSKIY 11110/2011 11/7/2011

00010795 ANTON
00012408 EDWIN HARVEY 117142011 11/7/2011
00005388 KATRINA  CHRISTIAN 11/14/2011 11/7/2011
00021753 MICHAEL PARKER 11/14/2011

00001601 RAMON  AUSTRIA 117152011 11/12/2011
00015813 YEINS LEE 11/17/2011 11142011
00017480 DANNY MARTINEZ 11/17/2011 11/14/2011
00023320 EDWARD RAMOS 11/18/2011 11/15/2011
00016490 MONICA  LOPEZ 1112112011 11/19/2011
00009072 EDGAR FIGUEROA 11/21/2011 11/18/2011
00003100 JAYKE BOGOSIAN 11/28/2011 11/23/2011
00025447 SOLLEH  SAHR 121512011 12/1/2011
00016032 PAUL LEWIS 12/5/2011 12/2/2011

12/12/2011 12/9/2011 Untimely

00008969 CARMEN FERNANDEZ

ATTACHMENT TO ORDER GRANTING FINAL APPROVAL OF CLASS ACTION
SETTLEMENT




