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Carolyn H. Cottrell (SBN 166977)
Ori Edelstein (SBN 268145)
Robert E. Morelli, I1I (SBN 363123)
SCHNEIDER WALLACE
COTTRELL KIM LLP

2000 Powell Street, Suite 1400
Emeryville, California 94608
Telephone: (415) 421-7100
Facsimile: (415) 421-7105
ccottrell@schneiderwallace.com
oedelstein@schneiderwallace.com
rmorelli@schneiderwallace.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff, on behalf of herself, the putative
Class Members, the State of California and Aggrieved

Employees

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO

MARIE AUSTERO, on behalf of herself and
the putative Class Members,

Plaintiffs,
VS.

THE REUTLINGER COMMUNITY;
ESKATON, and DOES 1 through 100,
Inclusive,

Defendants.

FILED

Suparior Cour of Califopnia

County of Sacramantio

09/09/2026
T. Shaddix, Daputy

Lead Case No. 24CV016805
Consolidated with 24CV020405

Assigned to the Honorable Judge Jill Talley
for All Purposes in Dept. 84

TPROPOSED| ORDER GRANTING
PLAINTIFF’S MOTION FOR
PRELIMINARY APPROVAL OF CLASS
AND PAGA SETTLEMENT

Date: August 21, 2026
Time: 9:00 a.m.

Dept.: 8A

Reservation # A-16805-001

Complaint Filed:
Trial Date:

August 23, 2024
None Set

NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION IN SUPPORT OF PRELIMINARY APPROVAL MOTION
Austero v. The Reutlinger Community, et al., CASE NO. 24CV016805
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ORDER

The Motion for Preliminary Approval of Class, Collective, and PAGA Settlement
(“Motion”) filed by Plaintiff Marie Austero (“Plaintiff”’) came on regularly for hearing before this
Court on August 21, 2026 The Court, having considered the Motion, the Settlement of Class and
PAGA Claims against Defendant The Reutlinger Community (“Settlement”), attached as Exhibit
A to the Declaration of Robert E. Morelli, III filed concurrently with the Motion, the
Memorandum of Points and Authorities in support thereof, the declarations of Plaintiff Marie
Austero, and all supporting documents, the pleadings and papers on file in this action, and any
argument and/or evidence presented at the hearing on the Motion, and good cause appearing
therefore,

HEREBY ORDERS AND MAKES THE FOLLOWING DETERMINATIONS:

1. This Order incorporates by reference the parties’ Settlement and all defined terms
herein shall have the same meaning as set forth in the Settlement.

2. The Court GRANTS preliminary approval of the Settlement and finds its terms to
be fair, adequate, and within the range of reasonableness of a settlement that ultimately could be
finally approved by the Court at a Final Approval Hearing.

3. For purposes of the Settlement only, the Court finds that the proposed Class is
ascertainable and that there is a sufficiently well-defined community of interest among the Class
Members in questions of law and fact. Therefore, for settlement purposes only, the Court
GRANTS certification of the Class, which is defined as “all persons currently or formerly
employed by Defendant The Reutlinger Community as a non-exempt employee in the State of
California at any time during the Class Period, which covers from July 2, 2022, up through the
date of preliminary approval.” All Class Members who do not opt out are bound by the terms of
the Settlement.

4. For purposes of the Settlement, the Court designates Plaintiff Marie Austero as
Class Representative and designates Schneider Wallace Cottrell Kim LLP as Class Counsel.

5. The Court designates Apex Class Action Administration (“Apex”) as the third-

party Settlement Administrator for mailing notices, administering the Settlement, and carrying
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out all of the other responsibilities outlined in the Settlement.

6. The Court approves as to form and content the Court Approved Notice of Class
Action Settlement and Hearing Date for Final Court Approval (“Notice”) in the form attached to
the Settlement as Exhibit 1. Minor, non-substantive changes are permitted to the extent required
to facilitate notice administration.

7. The Court finds that the form of notice to the Class Members regarding the
pendency of the action and Settlement and the method of giving notice to Class Members
constitute the best notice practicable under the circumstances and constitute valid, due, and
sufficient notice to all Class Members. The form and method of giving notice comply fully with
the requirements of Cal. Code Civ. Proc. § 382, Cal. Rules of Court 3.766 and 3.769, the
California and United States Constitutions, and other applicable law.

8. The Court further approves the procedures for Class Members to opt out of or
object to the Settlement, as set forth in the Notice.

0. The procedures and requirements for submitting written objections in connection
with the Final Approval Hearing are intended to ensure the efficient administration of justice and
the orderly presentation of any Class Member’s objection to the Settlement, in accordance with
the due process rights of all Class Members. Class Members are permitted to appear at the Final
Approval Hearing and object to the Settlement even if they do not submit written objections.

10. The Court DIRECTS the Settlement Administrator to send the Notice to the Class
Members via U.S. Mail in accordance with the terms of the Settlement.

11. The Notice shall provide 45 days from the date of mailing for Class Members to
opt out of or object to the Settlement.

12. The Final Approval Hearing on the question of whether the Settlement should be

finally approved as fair, reasonable, and adequate is scheduled for February 5, 2027 at9:00 a.m.

in Department 8A.
13.  Atthe Final Approval Hearing, the Court will consider: (a) whether the Settlement
should be finally approved as fair, reasonable, and adequate for the Class; (b) whether a judgment

granting final approval of the Settlement should be entered; and (c) whether Plaintift’s application
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for reasonable attorneys’ fees, reimbursement of litigation costs, Plaintiff’s service award, and
Settlement administration costs should be granted.

14. Counsel for the parties shall file memoranda, declarations, and other materials in
support of their request for final approval of the Settlement; attorneys’ fees, litigation expenses,
Plaintiff’s service award, and Settlement Administration costs prior to the Final Approval Hearing
according to the time limits set by the Code of Civil Procedure and California Rules of Court.

15.  Administration of the Settlement shall proceed according to the implementation
schedule set forth in Plaintiff’s Notice of Motion and Motion for Preliminary Approval of Class,
Collective, and PAGA Settlement.

16.  Pending the Final Approval Hearing, all proceedings in this action, other than
proceedings necessary to carry out or enforce the terms and conditions of the Settlement and this
Order, are hereby stayed, and all deadlines are vacated. The time period for bringing this action
to trial pursuant to Cal. Code Civ. Proc. §§ 583.310 et seq. is hereby tolled until further order of
the Court.

17. Counsel for the parties are hereby authorized to utilize all reasonable procedures
in connection with the administration of the Settlement that are not materially inconsistent with
either this Order or the terms of the Settlement.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Date: QSf0SF2026

Hon. Jill Talley &
Superior Court Judge
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