SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
CENTRAL COURTHOUSE

TENTATIVE RULINGS - February 19, 2026

HEARING DATE: 02/20/26 HEARING TIME: 8:30AM DEPT.: C-74

JUDICIAL OFFICER: BOWMAN, BLAINE K.

CASE NO.:25CU020896C

CASE TITLE: Walker vs Juneshine Inc
CASE TYPE: (U)Other Employment
HEARING TYPE: Motion Hearing

Plaintiffs unopposed motion for preliminary approval of class action settlement is GRANTED.

This motion has been properly noticed, with proof of service on file. This motion is unopposed and,
pursuant to Superior Court of California, County of San Diego, Local Rules, Rule 2.1.19.B., “[t]he
court may deem a lack of opposition to be a concession that a motion is meritorious.”

Applying the factors set forth in Dunk v. Ford Motor Co. (1996) 48 Cal.App.4th 1796, the court makes
a preliminary finding that Plaintiff meets Plaintiff’'s burden of showing that the settlement is fair,
adequate and reasonable. The also court makes a preliminary finding that Plaintiff establishes
sufficient grounds for class certification for purposes of settlement. Dunk, 48 Cal.App.4th at 1807, fn.
19. See also, Sav-On Drug Stores, Inc. v. Superior Court (2004) 34 Cal.4th 319. The court sets the
motion for final approval/fairness hearing for October 2, 2026 at 8:30am. The court approves the
“‘COURT APPROVED NOTICE OF CLASS ACTION AND PAGA ACTION SETTLEMENT AND
HEARING DATE FOR FINAL COURT APPROVAL” with the following modifications:

Section 1., first paragraph, second sentence — revise to read: “The Action accuses Juneshine
of violating California labor laws by failing to timely pay minimum wages and/or regular wages .

Section 6., first paragraph, first sentence — revise to read: “Submit a written and signed letter
with your name, present address, telephone number, and a simple statement that you do not
want to participate in the class Settlement to the Administrator via mail, e-mail, orfax ... .”

The court modifies and signs the order submitted.
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Unless the ruling(s) above indicate that an appearance is necessary, parties who wish to
submit, who are satisfied with the above tentative ruling(s), and/or who do not otherwise wish
to argue the motion(s) are encouraged to give notice to the Court and each other of their
intention not to appear.
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