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  ORDER APPROVING CLASS NOTICE (as modified) AND ADMINISTRATOR 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF ORANGE 

DAVID LAWSON, individually and on behalf of 
all similarly situated and/or aggrieved employees 
of Defendants in the State of California, 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 
 v. 
 
EXECUTIVE MAINTENANCE, INC.; DAVID 
MOLTZ; PATRICIA MAY; WILLIAM MAY 
and DOES 1 THROUGH 50, inclusive, 
 
  Defendants. 
 
 
 
 

Case No.: 30-2019-01107756-CU-OE-CXC  

 

CLASS ACTION 

 

ORDER APPROVING CLASS NOTICE (as 

modified) AND ADMINISTRATOR 

 
Dept: CX-104  
Judge: Hon. Melissa R. McCormick 
 

Complaint Filed: October 25, 2019 

FAC Filed: January 3, 2020 

Trial Date: January 27, 2025 

 

Electronically Filed by Superior Court of California, County of Orange, 10/16/2024 03:48:00 PM. 
30-2019-01107756-CU-OE-CXC - ROA # 650 - DAVID H. YAMASAKI, Clerk of the Court By O. Lopez, Deputy Clerk. 
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ORDER 

By order dated September 26, 2024 (ROA 629), the court granted plaintiff David Lawson’s 

motion for class certification.  Having reviewed plaintiff’s Statement Regarding Class Notice filed 

October 7, 2024 (ROA 637) and its attachments, no objections thereto having been filed, and in 

accordance with California Rule of Court 3.766(c), the court hereby ORDERS as follows:   

1. Notice to the class is necessary; 

2. Class Members shall have the opportunity to exclude themselves from the action;  

3. Notice shall be given in substantially the same manner as proposed in Plaintiff’s 

Statement Regarding Class Notice (ROA 637); 

4. The content of the notice, as modified in accordance with the court’s concurrently-issued 

order, shall be substantially similar to the proposed notice attached as Exhibit 1 to 

Plaintiff’s Statement Regarding Class Notice (ROA 637); 

5. The court appoints APEX as the Administrator (see ROA 637, Ex. 2); and 

6. The parties shall share the cost of administration of the class notice 50-50. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

 

 

Dated: October 16, 2024   

   Melissa R. McCormick 

Judge of the Superior Court 

 


