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Jjohn A. Clarke, EX cutive Offteer/Clerk
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LOS ANGELES SUPERIOR COURT

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

'CYNTHIA PARRIS and WILLIE LOPEZ, on]

their own behalf and on behalf of all others ]
similarly situated,, 1

Plaintiff,
v.

LOWE’S H.LW. INC,, a Virginia J
Corporation; JOHN PATTON and DOES | |
through 50,
inclusive,

Defendants,
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///,

- CENTRAL DISTRICT

CASE NO. BC260702

CLASS ACTION
(Assigned to Hon. Aurelio N. Munoz,
Dept. 47)

(REaiiaish) ORDER OF FINAL
JUDGMENT

Complaint filed: October 29, 2001

W}be) ORDER OF FINAL JUDGMENT
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Attornex. s for Plaintiffs

MARLIN & SALTZMAN

Louis M. Marlin, Esq. (SBN: 54053)
Stanley D. Saltzman, Esg. (SBN: 090058)
Marcus J. Bradley, Esq. (SBN: 174156}
Christina A, Humphrey, Esq. (SBN: 226326)
29229 Canwood Street, Suite 208

Agoura Hills, California 91301

Telephone:  (818) 991-8080

Facsimile: (818)991-8081

R. REX PARRIS LAW FIRM
R. Rex Parris, Esq. (SBN: 96567)
42220 10" Street West, Suite 109
Lancaster, California 93534
Telephone:  (661) 949-2595
Facsimile: (661) 949-7524

Attorneys for Defendant

HUNTON & WILLIAMS LLP
Phillip J. Eskenazi, Esq.

550 S. Hope Street, Suite 2000
Los Angeles, CA 90071
Telephone:  (213) 532-2000
Facsimile: (213) 532-2020

2

SR BHFD) ORDER OF FINAL JUDGMENT




o -3 Ot R W N

o

10
1
12
13
14

.15
16

17
18
19
20
21
22

23

24
25
26
27
28

On September 22, 2009, a hearing was held on the motion of Plaintiff Willie Lopez
(“Plaintiff”) for final approval of the class settlement (ther “Settlement”). Stanley D. Saltzman
and Marcus . Bradley of Marlin & Saltzman (“Class Counsel”) appeared for Plaintiff and the
Class; and Phillip Eskenazi of Hunton & Williams appeared for Defendant Lowe’s H.LW., Inc.,
(hereinafter “Lowe’s™),

| ‘The parties have submitted their Settlement, which this Court prelizﬁinarily approved by
its April 23, 2009, Order (“Preliminary Approval Order”). In accordance with the Preliminary
Approval Order, Class Members have been given notice of the terms of the Settlement and the
opportunity to comment on or object to it or to exclude themselves from its provisions.

I—Iavihg received and considered the Settlement, the supporting papers filed by the parties,
and the evidence and argument received by the Court at the hearing before it entered the

Preliminary Approval Order and the final approval hearing bn September 22, 2009, the Court

grants final approval of the S-ettlement, and HEREBY ORDERS and MAKES

DETERMINATIONS as follows:

1. Pursuant to the Preliminary Approval Order; Proposed Settlement, Preliminary
Court Approval of Settlement, and Hearing Date for Final Couﬁ Approval, Class Notice, Claim
Form and a form of Election Not to Participate in Settlement were sent to each Class Member by
first-class mail. These papers informed Class Members of the terms of the Settlement, their right
to receive a Settlement Share, their right to comment on or object to the Settlement or to elect not
to participate in the Settlement and pursue their own remedies, and their right to lappear in person
or by counsel at the final approval hearing and be heard regarding approval of the Settlement.
Adequate periods of time were provided by each of these procedures. No Class Members filed
written objections to the Settlement as part of this notice process or stated an intent té appear at
the final approval hearing.

2, The Court finds and determines that this notice procedure afforded adequate
protections to Class Members and provides the basis for the Court to make an informed decision
regarding approval of the settlement based on the responses of Class Members. The Court finds

and determines that the notice provided in this case was the best notice practicable, which
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satisfied the requirements of law and due process.

3. The Court further finds and determines that the terms of the Settlement are fair,
reasonable and adequate to the Class and to each Class Member and that the Class Members who
have not opted out will be bound by the Settlemént, that the Settlement is ordered finally
approved, and that all terms and provisions of the Settlement should be and hereby are ordered to
be consummated.

4. The Court finds and determines that the Individual Settlement Awards to be paid
to the Participating Class Members as provided for by the Settlement are fair and reasonable.
The Court hereby gives final approval to and orders the payment of those amounts be made to the
Participating Class Members out of the Maximum Settlement Amount in accordance with the
Settlement.

5. The Court finds and determines that the fees and expenses of Epiq Systems, Inc.,
in administrating the settlement, in the amount of approximately $359,528.14 are fair and
reasonable. The Court hereby gives final approval to and orders that the payment of
approximately that amount be paid out of the Maximum Settlement Amount in accordance with
the Settlement.

6. The Court determines by separate order the request by Plaintiff and Class Counsel
to the Class Representative Payment, Class Counsel Fees Payment, and Class Counsel Litigation
Expenses Payment. All of the foregoing amounts ordered shall be paid out of the Maximum
Settlement Amount in accordance with the Class Action Settlement Agreement,

7. Without affecting the finality of this order in any way, the Cc;'»uri retains
jurisdiction of all matters relating to the interpretation, administration, implementation,
effectuation and enforcement of this order and the Settlement.

8. Nothing in this order shall preclude any actioﬁ to enforce the parties’ obligationé
under the Settlement or under this order, including the requirement that Lowe’s H.I. W., make
payments to the Participating Class Members in accordance with the Settlement.

9. Upon completion of administration of the settlement, the Settlement

Administrator will provide written certification of such completion to the Court and counsel for
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the parties.

10.  Pursuant to the Settlement, Plaintiff and all Participating Class Members are

‘permanently barred from prosecuting against Lowe’s H.LW., and its parents, predecessors,

successors, subsidiaries, affiliates, and trusts, and all of its employees, officers, agents, attorneys,
stockholders, fiduciaries, other service providers, and assigns, any of the claims released by them
under the Settlement.

11.  The parties are hereby ordered to comply witinthe terms of the Settiement.

The Court hereby makes and enters final judgment on this actign, eath side to bear its own costs

and attorneys’ fees except as provided by the Settlem

DATED:

“Hon. Aurelio N. Munoz
Superior Court Judge
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