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Carney R. Shegerian, State Bar No. 150461 
CShegerian@Shegerianlaw.com 
Anthony Nguyen, State Bar No. 259154 
ANguyen@Shegerianlaw.com 
Erik Dos Santos, State Bar No. 309998 
EDossantos@shegerianlaw.com 
SHEGERIAN & ASSOCIATES, INC. 
11520 San Vicente Boulevard 
Los Angeles, California 90049 
Telephone Number: (310) 860 0770 
Facsimile Number:  (310) 860 0771 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff SARA MAGDALENA LOPEZ  
individually, and on behalf of all others  
similarly situated and aggrieved 

 

 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA  

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

SARA MAGDALENA LOPEZ, an individual, 
on behalf of herself and all others similarly 
situated and aggrieved, 
 

Plaintiff, 
 

vs. 
 
USA EXPRESS LEGAL & INVESTIGATIVE 
SERVICES, INC., a California Corporation; 
and DOES 1 through 10, inclusive,  
 

Defendants. 
 
 
 
 
 

Case No.:  24STCV32425  
 
[Assigned for all purposes to the Hon. Carolyn B. Kuhl, 

Dept. SS12] 

 
[PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING 

PLAINTIFF’S UNOPPOSED MOTION FOR 

PRELIMINARY APPROVAL OF CLASS 

AND PAGA ACTION SETTLEMENT 

 

Date:        June 3, 2026  

Time:       10:30 a.m. 

Dept.:       SS12 

 

Action Filed: December 9, 2024 
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Plaintiff’s Motion for Preliminary Approval of Class and PAGA Action Settlement with USA 

Express Legal & Investigative Services, Inc. (“Defendant”) came before this Court on June 3, 2026. The 

Court, having considered the proposed CLASS ACTION AND PAGA SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 

AND CLASS NOTICE (the “Settlement Agreement”), Plaintiff’s Motion for Preliminary Approval, and 

all papers filed in support, HEREBY ORDERS THE FOLLOWING: 

1. The Court grants preliminary approval of the Settlement and preliminarily finds that: (1) 

the Settlement is fair and reasonable to the Class when balanced against the possible risks of further 

litigation, including issues relating to class certification, liability, calculating damages, and potential 

appeals; (2) significant investigation, research, and litigation have been conducted, such that the Parties 

are able to fairly evaluate their respective positions; (3) settlement at this time will avoid the substantial 

cost, delay, and risk presented by further litigation of the action; and (4) the Settlement was reached after 

serious, informed, and non-collusive negotiations, which were conducted at arm’s-length by experienced 

counsel. 

2. This Order incorporates by reference all definitions set forth in the Settlement Agreement, 

and all terms defined therein shall have the same meaning in this Order as set forth in the Settlement 

Agreement, which is attached as Exhibit 1 to the Declaration of Erik Dos Santos in support of Plaintiff’s 

preliminary approval motion.  

3. The Court finds that the proposed Class meets the requirements to justify certification for 

settlement purposes only because there is an ascertainable class with a well-defined community of interest 

in the questions of law and fact, proceeding on a class basis is superior to numerous individual suits, and 

there is adequate and fair representation. 

4. The Court hereby grants provisional certification for settlement purposes only of the 

following Settlement Class: 

5. Settlement Class: All persons currently or formerly employed by Defendant as non-

exempt employees in the State of California during the period December 9, 2020 through October 23, 

2025 (the “Class Period”).The Settlement Class includes all Class Members except those who submit a 

valid and timely request for exclusion in accordance with the requirements set forth in the Notice of 

Proposed Class Action and Private Attorney General Act Settlement (“Class Notice”) and in the 
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Settlement Agreement. 

6. Class Members who wish to request exclusion from or object to the Settlement must follow 

the procedures set forth in the Settlement Agreement and Class Notice. 

7. The Court approves the appointment of Plaintiff Sara Magdalena Lopez as Class 

Representative.  

8. The Court approves the appointment of Plaintiff’s Counsel: Carney R. Shegerian, Anthony 

Nguyen, and Erik A. Dos Santos of Shegerian & Associates, Inc., as Class Counsel. Class Counsel is 

authorized to act on behalf of Class Members with respect to all acts or consents required by, or which 

may be given pursuant to, the Settlement Agreement, and such other acts reasonably necessary to 

consummate the Settlement Agreement.  Any Class Member may enter an appearance through counsel of 

such individual’s own choosing and at such individual’s own expense. Any Class Member who does not 

enter an appearance or appear on his or her own will be represented by Class Counsel. 

9. The Court preliminarily confirms that the notice of settlement served by Plaintiff on the 

California Labor and Workforce Development Agency (“LWDA”) satisfies the requirements of the 

Private Attorneys General Act (“PAGA”). 

10. The Court finds that the Settlement of claims under the PAGA as reflected in the Settlement 

Agreement is fair and reasonable and in compliance with all the requirements of California law. 

11. The Court approves the form and content of the Notice of Class Action Settlement, in 

substantially the form attached to the Settlement Agreement, or attached to the Declaration of Erik Dos 

Santos as Exhibit 2, and finds that the proposed method of disseminating the Class Notice to the Class 

meets all the due process requirements; provides the best notice practicable under the circumstances; cons-

titutes due and sufficient notice that is reasonably calculated, under the circumstances, to apprise Class 

Members of the pendency of the Action and their right to exclude themselves from or object to the 

proposed Settlement and to appear at the Final Approval Hearing; is reasonable and constitutes due, 

adequate, and sufficient notice to all Class Members; and meets all applicable requirements under 

California law, due process, and any other applicable rules or law. 

12. The Court finds that the terms of the Settlement Agreement appear to be within the range 

of reasonableness of a settlement that could ultimately be given final approval by this Court. Indeed, the 
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Court has reviewed the monetary recovery that is being granted as part of the Settlement and preliminarily 

finds that the monetary settlement awards made available to all Class Members are fair, adequate, and 

reasonable when balanced against the probable outcome of further litigation relating to liability and 

damages issues. 

13. The Court preliminarily approves the definition and disposition of the Gross Settlement 

Amount of $155,000, on a non-reversionary basis, which is inclusive of: (1) Class Counsel’s fees of  one-

third of the Settlement Amount, or $51,666.67; (2) up to $21,000 in Class Counsel's reasonable litigation 

costs; (2) up to $5,000 as the Enhancement Award payment to Plaintiff, (3) up to $5,990 in reasonable 

costs incurred by the Settlement Administrator to administer the Settlement; (4) a payment to the LWDA 

in the amount of $6,500, and (5) Payment of $3,500 to the PAGA Aggrieved Employees, and (6) the Net 

Settlement Payments to Class Members.   

14. The Court approves the retention of Apex Class Action as the Settlement Administrator, to 

be paid out of the Gross Settlement Amount, and hereby directs Apex to provide the approved Class Notice 

to Class Members and administer the Settlement in accordance with the procedures set forth in the 

Settlement Agreement and implementation schedule set forth below. 

15. In the event the Settlement does not become effective in accordance with the terms of the 

Settlement Agreement, or the Settlement is not finally approved by this Court, is not approved in whole 

or in part by the Court or any appellate court and/or other court of review, or is terminated, cancelled or 

fails to become effective for any reason, this Order shall be rendered null and void and shall be vacated, 

the Parties shall revert to their respective positions as of the commencement of the litigation, and the 

Settlement Agreement and the fact that it was entered into shall not be offered, received, or construed as 

an admission or as evidence for any purpose, including but not limited to an admission by any Party of 

liability or non-liability or of the certifiability of a litigation class or the appropriateness of maintaining a 

representative action. 

16. The Court hereby imposes a stay on all litigation of the Action pending the Final Approval 

Hearing and prohibits Plaintiff and/or Class Members from instituting, commencing, or prosecuting any 

claims covered by the Action against Defendant or the Releasees pending the Final Approval Hearing. 

17. The Court orders the following implementation schedule for further proceedings: 
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18. The Court hereby sets a hearing date for Plaintiff’s Motion for Final Approval of Class 

Action Settlement and Award of Attorney’s Fees, Costs, and Class Representative Service Award on  

   at               in Department 12 of this Court. 

19. The Court reserves the right to adjourn or continue the date of the final approval hearing 

and all dates provided for in the Settlement Agreement without further notice to Class Members, and 

retains jurisdiction to consider all further applications arising out of or connected with the proposed 

Settlement. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

EVENT DEADLINE 

Preliminary Approval Date 

 

TBD 

Deadline for Defendant to provide the 

Settlement Administrator with the Class 

Data. 

Within fifteen (15) calendar days after the Court grants 
Preliminary Approval. (Settlement Agreement at ¶ 4.2) 

Deadline for Settlement Administrator to 

mail the Class Notice to Class Members. 

 

Within  fourteen (14) calendar days after receiving the 
Class List from Defendant. (Settlement Agreement at 
¶7.4.2) 

Deadline for Class Members to submit any 

objection to the Settlement Agreement or 

request exclusion from the Settlement Class. 

(“Response Deadline”)  

Forty-Five (45) calendar days from the initial mailing of 

the Notice to the Class Members, except the deadline will 

be extended by  fourteen (14) calendar days for any Class 

Member who is re-mailed the Notice of Settlement. 

(Settlement Agreement at ¶ 1.41.) 

  

Deadline for the Settlement Administrator 

to provide a declaration attesting the 

completion of the Notice process and 

number of valid requests for exclusions 

 

No later than  fourteen (14) calendar days before the 

deadline to file the Motion for Final Approval. 

(Settlement Agreement at ¶ 7.8.5) 

Final Approval Hearing  ________________________________ 

 

16 court days

Dec. 3, 2026 at 10:30 am

Dec. 3, 2026 at 10:30 am
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Dated:   

____________________________________ 

Hon. Carolyn B. Kuhl 

Judge for the Superior Court of Los Angeles County 
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LOPEZ V. USA EXPRESS LEGAL & INVESTIGATIVE SERVICES, INC.                          LASC 
CASE NO.: 24STCV32425 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

I am an employee in the County of Los Angeles, State of California.  I am over the age of 18 and 
not a party to the within action; my business address is 11520 San Vicente Boulevard, Los Angeles, 
California 90049. 

On March 27, 2026, I served the foregoing document, described as [PROPOSED] ORDER 
GRANTING PLAINTIFF’S UNOPPOSED MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY APPROVAL OF 
CLASS AND PAGA ACTION SETTLEMENT on all interested parties in this action by placing a true 
copy thereof in a sealed envelope, addressed as follows: 

Lee A. Miller 
Ilana M. Kaufman 
Angela Ploucha 
Joy Dunagin 
MILLER LAW PARTNERS, PC 
21600 Oxnard Street, Suite 380  
Woodland Hills, CA 91367  
Telephone: (818) 279-6600 
Facsimile: (818) 279-6601 

lmiller@millerlawpartners.com 
IKaufman@millerlawpartners.com 
APloucha@millerlawpartners.com 
JDunagin@millerlawpartners.com 
 
Attorneys for Defendant USA EXPRESS 
LEGAL & INVESTIGATIVE SERVICES, 
INC. 

 
 (BY MAIL) I placed such envelope, with postage thereon prepaid, in the United States mail at 

Los Angeles, California.  I am “readily familiar” with the firm’s practice of collecting and 
processing correspondence for mailing.  Under that practice, it would be deposited with the U.S. 
Postal Service on that same day, with postage thereon fully prepaid, at Los Angeles, California, 
in the ordinary course of business.  I am aware that, on motion of the party served, Service is 
presumed invalid if the postal cancellation or postage meter date is more than one day after the 
date of deposit for mailing in this affidavit. 

 
 (BY ELECTRONIC MAIL)  I sent such document via email to the email(s) noted above. 

 (VIA CASE ANYWHERE) I caused such documents described herein to be uploaded 
electronically onto the website www.caseanywhere.com per a mutual agreement between the 
parties.  I uploaded the above entitled document(s) with the understanding that all parties will 
have access and be able to download said documents. 

 (STATE)  I declare, under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California, that the 
above is true and correct. 

    Executed on March 27, 2026, at Los Angeles, California. 

 

Sydney Townes 

 
 


