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DAVID YEREMIAN & ASSOCIATES, INC.
David Yeremian (SBN 226337)
david@yeremianlaw.com

Natalie Haritoonian (SBN 324318)
natalie@yeremianlaw.com

2540 Foothill Blvd., Suite 201

La Crescenta, CA 91214

Telephone: (818) 230-8380

Facsimile: (818) 230-0308

Attorneys for Plaintiff VIDALI ALEMAN,

EILE

AUG 29 2023

RIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
P COUNTY OF FRESNO
BY

DEPUTY

RECEIVED
8/7/2023 10:46 PM
FRESNO COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT

By: |. Herrera, Deputy

on behalf of herself and others similarly situated

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOR THE COUNTY OF FRESNO

VIDALI ALEMAN, an individual on behalf
of herself and others similarly situated,

Plaintiff,

VS.

MOONLIGHT PACKING CORPORATION,
a California corporation; MOONLIGHT
PACKING COMPANY, LLC, a California
limited liability company; and DOES 1
through 50, inclusive,

Defendants.

Case No.: 20CECGO01196
CLASS ACTION

Assigned for All Purposes To:
Hon. Judge Kristi Culver Kapetan
Dept.: 463 SO

J{PROPOSEI] JUDGMENT

Date: August 29, 2023
Time: 3:30 p.m.
Dept.: 483502,

e
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PURSUANT TO THE ORDER GRANTING FINAL APPROVAL OF CLASS

ACTION SETTLEMENT ENTERED ON % I 20\ , 2023, IT IS ORDERED,
ADJUDGED AND DECREED AS FOLLOWS: '

1. The Court, having received and considered the Joint Stipulation of Class Action
Settlement (“Settlement”) of Plaintiff Vidali Aleman (“Plaintiff”) and Defendant Moonlight
Packing Corporation and Moonlight Packing Company, LLC (collectively “Defendants™),
preliminarily approved by this court on January 26, 2023, has entered the Order for final approval
of the Settlement between Plaintiff on behalf of herself and all other similarly situated employees,
and Defendants. The Court granted preliminarily approval to the Settlement on January 26, 2023,
and administration was successfully completed.

2. The Joint Stipulation of Class Action Settlement (the “Settlement™ or “Settlement
Agreement”), shall be incorporated into this Judgment as though all terms are set forth in full. The
capitalized terms in this Judgment shall have the meanings set forth in the Settlement Agreement.

3. Judgment is entered pursuant to the terms of the Settlement Agreement. All Class
Members who did not timely opt out of the Settlement are subject to the terms of the Settlement
Agreement. All Aggrieved Employees and the State of California are subject to the terms of the
Settlement Agreement.

4. There are 2,168 participating Settlement Class members, defined as “all current and
former non-exempt packing employees who worked for Defendants in California at any time
between May 4., 2016 and January 19, 2021.”

5. The Court having entered an order granting Final Approval of this Stipulation
hereby enters FINAL JUDGMENT in favor of Plaintiff and the Class Members in the amount of
Nine Hundred Thousand Dollars and Zero Cents ($900,000).

6. Without affecting the finality of the Judgment, the Court shall retain exclusive and
continuing jurisdiction over the above-captioned action and the parties, including all Participating
Class Members, for purposes of supervising, administering, implementing, enforcing, and

interpreting the Settlement Agreement and the Final Approval Order.
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7. This Judgment is intended to be a final disposition of the above-captioned action in
its entirety and is intended to be immediately appealable. Subject to the Court’s continuing

jurisdiction as set forth above, the Court directs the Clerk of the Court to enter Judgment.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

DATED: % { 24 . 2023 \%/1 C W—
l 7DGE OF THE SUP&RIOR COURT
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