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FILED
Supariar Court of Califarnia
Ciounty of Los Angalas

J. GILL LAW GROUP, P.C. OB/11/2026
Jasmin K. Gill, Esq. (SBN 315090)
Jjasmin@jgilllaw.com
Ashlie E. Fox, Esq. (SBN 294407) By: M. Elder Deputy
ashlie@jkgilllaw.com
Sacha Pomares, Esq. (SBN 337642)
sacha@yjkgilllaw.com
515 South Flower Street, Suite 1800
Los Angeles, California 90071
Tel: (213) 459-6023; Fax: (310) 728-2137

Attorneys for Plaintiff, ELIZABETH RIVERA, as an individual and
on behalf of all others similarly situated and aggrieved,

Derwicd WY, Skayion, Exacuf@ve Cfficer | Clerk af Court

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

HECTOR HERMOSILLO and ELIZABETH CASE NO.: 22STCV07714 (Consolidated with

RIVERA, individuals and on behalf of all 22STCV06252)
others similarly situated and aggrieved,
Hon. Elaine Lu, Dept. 9

Plaintiffs, JERQPQSED] JUDGMENT
V.

AIR-CITY, INC., a New York corporation;
AMERICAN FREIGHT INT’L LAX CORP.,
a California corporation; LANGFAN RUAN,
an individual; and DOES 1 through 100,
inclusive,

Defendants.
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JUDGMENT

Pursuant to the Order Granting Final Approval of the Class Action and Representative
Action Settlement, it is hereby ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED as follows:

1. Judgment in this matter is entered in accordance with the Court’s Order Granting
Motion for Final Approval of Class Action and Representative Action Settlement (“Order
Granting Final Approval”) and the parties’ Amended Class Action and Representative Action
Settlement and Class Notice (“Settlement,” “Agreement” or “Settlement Agreement”). All terms
used herein shall have the same meaning as defined in the Settlement Agreement.

2. Pursuant to the Court’s Order Granting Preliminary Approval of the Settlement
Agreement as well as the Court” Order Granting Final Approval and the Settlement Agreement,
defendants SEKO Worldwide LLC and Air-City, Inc. (collectively, “Defendants”) must fund the
settlement account with $675,000 as well as Employers’ Taxes and any other funds required by
the parties’ Settlement Agreement in accordance with the terms of the Settlement Agreement.
All funds shall be disbursed to Plaintiff’s Counsel, Plaintiff, the Labor Workforce and
Development Agency, the Settlement Administrator, Class Members and Aggrieved Employees
pursuant to the Order Granting Final Approval and Settlement Agreement. The funds associated
with uncashed expired checks shall be considered unpaid, unclaimed or abandoned cash residue
pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure section 384 (“Unpaid Residue”). Funds from uncashed or
returned checks shall be transmitted to the State Controller Unclaimed Property Division in the
name of the Participating Class Member or Aggrieved Employee to whom the check had been
issued, thereby leaving no “unpaid residue” subject to the requirements of California Code of
Civil Procedure section 384, subdivision (b), as amended.

3. All Class Members who did not timely opt out from the settlement are barred
from pursuing, or seeking to reopen, any of the released claims, as defined in the Settlement
Agreement. Consistent with the definitions provided in the Settlement Agreement, the settlement
class consists of: Plaintiff Elizabeth Rivera, Hector Hermosillo, and all persons currently or
formerly employed by Defendants that were directly hired by SEKO Worldwide LLC and/or

Air-City, Inc. as non-exempt, hourly paid employees at any time during the period from
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February 18, 2018 through May 9, 2025 (“Class Period”) in the State of California (“Class

.. There were no opt-outs and no objectors.
Members”).

4. This document shall constitute a Judgment for purposes of California Rules of

Court, Rule 3.769(h).

OEf1 12046 s
Dated: , 2026 T Elairne Lu f Judge
Judge of the Superior Court
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