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WORKMAN LAW FIRM, PC
Robin G. Workman (Bar #145810)
robin@workmanlawpc.com

177 Post Street, Suite 800

San Francisco, CA 94108
Telephone: (415) 782-3660
Facsimile: (415) 788-1028

By L. Sarno, Deputy Clerk

Attorneys for Plaintiffs, Lonnetta Williams and
Roshon Green on behalf of themselves
and all other similarly situated

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO

Coordination Proceeding Special Title Judicial Council Coordination PI'OCCCdiIlg

(Rule 3.550) No. 4560
YORK CLAIMS SERVICE WAGE ASSIGNED FOR ALL PURPOSES TO THE
AND HOUR CASES HONORABLE JUDGE KENNY

Superior Court of California, County of
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This matter came on for hearing upon the motion for final approval of the settlement set
forth in the Stipulation of Settlement (the “Stipulation”). Due and adequate notice having been
given to the Class, and the Court having considered the Stipulation, all papers filed and
proceedings had herein and all oral and written comments received regarding the proposed
settlement, and having reviewed the record in this Litigation, and good cause appearing,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED AS FOLLOWS:

il The Court, for purposes of this Judgment, adopts all defined terms as set forth in
the Stipulation Re: Settlement of a Class Action (“Stipulation”) filed in this case.

2 The Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter of the Litigation, the Class
Representatives, the other Members of the Settlement Class and York.

3z The Court finds that the distribution of the Notice to Class Members Re: Pendency
of Class Action, as provided for in the Order Granting Preliminary Approval for the Settlement
and Setting Hearing on Proposed Settlement, constituted the best notice practicable under the
circumstances to all Persons within the definition of the Class and fully met the requirements of
California law and due process under the United States Constitution. Based on evidence and other
material submitted in conjunction with the Settlement Hearing, the actual notice to the class was
adequate.

4. The Court finds that the instant Litigation presented a good faith dispute over the
payment of Wages, including without limitation, the classification of employees as exempt from
overtime and certain other protections, and the Court finds in favor of settlement approval.

3 The Court approves the settlement of the above-captioned action, as set forth in the
Stipulation, each of the releases and other terms, as fair, just, reasonable and adequate as to the
Settling Parties. The Settling Parties are directed to perform in accordance with the terms set forth
in the Stipulation.

6. None of the Settlement Class requested exclusion from the settlement. As such, all
of the Released Claims (which include, without limitation claims under the California Labor Code,
the Labor Code Private Attorneys General Act of 2004, and the Federal Fair Labor Standards Act)

are discharged and extinguished with prejudice as to the Class Representatives and all of the other
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Members of the Settlement Class. The Settling Parties are to bear their own costs, except as
otherwise provided in the Stipulation.

7. The Court acknowledges that a Class has been certified in this action and it
confirms certification of the Class as that term is defined in and by the terms of the Stipulation,
and the Court deems this definition sufficient for purposes of California Rule of Court 3.765(a).

8. By this Judgment, the Class Representatives shall release, relinquish and discharge,
and each of the Settlement Class Members shall be deemed to have, and by operation of the
Judgment shall have, fully, finally, and forever released, relinquished and discharged all Released
Claims (including Unknown Claims as defined in the Stipulation).

0 Neither the Stipulation nor the settlement contained therein, nor any act performed
or document executed pursuant to or in furtherance of the Stipulation or the settlement: (i) is or
may be deemed to be or may be used as an admission of, or evidence of, the validity of any
Released Claim, or of any wrongdoing or liability of York or any of the York Releasees; or (i) is
or may be deemed to be or may be used as an admission of, or evidence of, any fault or omission
of York or any of the York Releasees in any civil, criminal or administrative proceeding in any
court, administrative agency or other tribunal. York or any of the York Releasees may file the
Stipulation and/or the Judgment from this Litigation in any other action that may be brought
against it or them in order to support a defense or counterclaim based on principles of res judicata,
collateral estoppel, release, good faith settlement, judgment bar or reduction or any theory of claim
preclusion or issue preclusion or similar defense or counterclaim.

10.  The only members of the Class entitled to payment pursuant to this Judgment are
Settlement Class Members (i.e., those who did not opt out of the settlement and become Non-
Settlement Class Members). Neither the Stipulation nor this Judgment will result in the creation
of any unpaid residue or residual and any funds that would have been paid to Non-Settlement
Class Members had they remained in the Settlement Class shall remain the property of York.

11.  York has agreed to pay Class Counsel, for their reasonable attorneys’ fees in this
matter and identified additional expenses. York has also agreed to pay the Class Representatives

enhancement payments in the amount of $25,000 each to reimburse them for their unique services
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and for a separate release of their personal claims, which are extinguished by this Judgment. The
Court finds that these agreements, as set forth in the Stipulation, are fair and reasonable. York is
directed to make such payments in accordance with the terms of the Stipulation and any order
issued prior to or in conjunction with this Judgment. Specifically, York is directed to pay Class
Counsel $2,000,000 in attorneys’ fees and $191,424.43 in costs and both Class Representatives
$25,000 each.

12.  The Court reserves exclusive and continuing jurisdiction over the Litigation, the
Class Representatives, the Settlement Class and York for the purposes of supervising the
implementation, enforcement, construction, administration and interpretation of the Stipulation
and this Judgment.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

DATED: /;/f/cf’

/ ;lél P.Ke
Iuclgc of th Super} Court

/
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