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ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY (Name, State Bar number, and address):
Peter R. Dion-Kindem (95267)

Peter R. Dion-Kindem, P.C.
2945 Townsgate Road, Suite 200
Westlake Village, CA 91361

TELEPHONE NO.:  818-883-4900 FAX NO. (Optional): 818-338-2533
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optional): peter@dion-kindemlaw.com
ATTORNEY FOR (Name): Plaintiff Elizabeth Larroque

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF San Mateo
STREET ADDRESS: 400 County Center

MAILING ADDRESS:
ciTy ANpzipcobe:  Redwood City, CA 94063

BrRANCH NAME:  Hall of Justice & Records

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: Elizabeth Larroque, et al.
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: First Advantage LNS Screening Solutions, Inc.

FOR COURT USE ONLY

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT
OR ORDER
(Check one): UNLIMITED CASE [ JLIMITED CASE
(Amount demanded (Amount demanded was
exceeded $25,000) $25,000 or less)

CASE NUMBER:
JCCP 4961

TO ALL PARTIES :

1. Ajudgment, decree, or order was entered in this action on (dafte). 12/6/2021

2. A copy of the judgment, decree, or order is attached to this notice.

Date: December 8, 2021

(b Aodn

Peter R. Dion-Kindem }
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME [I| ATTORNEY | | PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY) (SIGNATURE)
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SAN MATEO COUNTY,

Electronically -

RECEIVED
4/23/2021 By £

CLERK OF THE SUPERIOR COURT
SAN MATEO COUNTY

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN MATEO

FIRST ADVANTAGE CREDIT CASES, Case No. JCCP4961

CLASS ACTION

Coordination Proceeding
Special Title (CRC Rule, 3.550) | gjsszgned to the Hon. Mane S. Weiner - Dept.

[Proposéd] Final Approval Order and
Judgment
=

On May 4I,.2Il.)21, this matter caime before the Court on the Motion of Plaintiffs Elizabeth
Larroque, Marcus Chism, and Michelle Blankenship (“Named Plaintiffs”) for Final Approval of the
Class Action Settlement between the Named Plaintiffs and Defendant First Advantage Background
Servicee Corp. The Court, having reviewed and considered all documents, evidence, and arguments

presented by counsel in support of said motion and the objectlons filed by Class Members finds and

orders as follows: - 2nd d""’.’.ﬂ ‘”N- Kcc¢
Sz polermatel Diclecetvpn £
1. This Order incorporates by reference the definitions in the Joint Stipulation of Class Action

Settlement Agreement and Release of Claims and the Addendum thereto dated October 28, 2020
(colleeﬁvely, the “Stii)ulation” or “Se&lement”), which, together with the exhibits annexed

thereto, set forth the terms and conditions for a proposed settlement and which are attached as

Final Approval Order and Judgment
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Exhibit 1 to the Declaration of Peter R. Dion-Kindem. All terms defined in the Settlement shall
have the same meaning in this Order.

The Court finds that extensive and costly investigation and research has been conducted such
that counsel for the Parties are able to reasonably evaluate their respective bositions. The Court
further finds that the Settlement will avoid substantial additional costs by all Parties as well as
avoid the delay and risks that would bé presented by the further prosecution of the Action. The
Court finds that the Settlement has been reached as the result of intensive, serious, and non-
collusive, arm’s-length ncgotiations. -

The Court finds that the Settlement is within the range of reasonableness of a settlement. The
Court has reviewed the consideration that is being provided as part of the Settlement and finds
that the consideration made available to all Class Members and the injunctive relief provided in
the Settlement is fair, édequate, and reasonable when balanced against the probable outcome of
further litigation relating to liability and damages. |

Based on the Court’s findings, and upon consideration of the Settlement, the papers filed in”
support of final approval, the objections sﬁbmitted by certain Class Members (which the Court
has reviewed élong with the Parties’ responses thereto and which the Court overrules), and the
information presented at the May 4, 2021 hearing on the motion,l the Settlement is finally
approved as fair, reasonable, and adeqhétn.

The Court certifies the following Class for settlément pﬁrposes only:

All California individuals on whom an employment-purposed report for which Defendant
does not have an authorization on file was furnished to a Legacy Red Client any time
from ‘August 17, 2012 to November 20, 2020.

The Court finds that the following persons have opted out of the Settlement in accordance with

the Settlement and are not part of the Settlement Class:

a. Audelo, Manuel

b. Boromeo, Ronald/Shanni
c. Ca.ldwell, Leah S. -
d. Casado, Guadalupe

Final Approval Order and Judgment
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€. Duites, Ivan Perez

f. Espinoza, Luis

g. Fanning, Guadalupe
Fanning, Lupita

i. Figueroa, Terry |

j.  Fernandez-Gomez, Santiago

k. Hales, R. Stanton

L Hoyles, Warren Holmes

m. Hughes, Melissa

n. Jackson, Gregory MI.

0. Klebanoff, Megan

p. Lee, Eresa Insol

¢ Maidonado, Daniel Alfredo

I. Mo;ales? Bryan Giovanny

. Nye, Scott D.

t. Randolph, Diana L.

u. Rodriguez, Adrian

\2 Russo, Stephen' -

w., Sanchez, Ricardo?

X. Seward, Jason J. x

y. Silva, Lorrayne

z. Terrazas, Monica

aa.  Tong, Jing -

! Mr. Russo’s request to opt-out was untimely, but the Parties have agreed to waive the tardiness and
allow him to opt out. ' '

2 Mr. Sanchez’ request to opt-out was untimely, but the Parties have agreed to waive the tardiness and
allow him to opt out.

Final Approval Order and Judgment
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10.

bb. = Wilks, Arlene Joyce

ce.  Willis, Troy

Any Class Mémber'who did not properly and timely submit a request for exclusion will

automaticaily be bound by all terms and conditions of the Settlement, including its release of

,c.laims, anci will be bound by the Final Approval Order, regardless of whether he or she has

objected o the Setflement.

Withi!i sixty (60) days of the Effective Date, Defendant shall certify to Class Counsel:

a. That the click-through certification on all active employment platforms was revised to
incllude and will continue to include a past-tense certification that the user has complied
with its disclosure and authorization obligations;

b. That a “Notice to Users of Consumer Reports: Obligations of Users Under the FCRA™
and sample disclosufe and authorization forms were made available and will continue to
be made available on Defendant’s website;

c. That sample disclosure and authoriz?.tion forms were included and will continue to be
included in Defendant’s FCRA Resource Information Packet prepared for and made
available to clients; and |

d. That Defendant’s compliance process includes and will continue to include random
audits foi~ Section 1681b(b)(2) compliance.

Defendant subsequently may revise or rescind, in whole or in part, its website, platforms,

policies, practices, or procedures to comply with or to reflect any change to any city, local, state,

or federal laws, statutes, ordinances, executive ordérs, regulations, or constitutions, as part of

Defendant’slongoing policy and process improvement efforts, or as 6th¢rwise permitted by law.

If Defendant otherwise materially revises tﬁe programmatic (_:hanges set forth in subparagraphs a-

d above and if such revision materially affects the Class, Defendant shall notify Class Counsel

within sixty (60) days of the fevisic_m. A revision is material if it causes tangible, concrete injury

to the Class.

There is no expiration date for these injunctive requirements.

Final Approval Order and Judgment
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13,
14.

15.

16.

17.

Named Plaintiffs are appointed and designatéd for all pufposes as representatives for the Class

certified by this Order.

Peter R. Dion-Kindem of Peter R. Dfon,-Kindem, P.C., Lonnie C. Blanchard III of the BIancha_'rd

Law Group, APC, and Shaun Setareh of the Seféreh Law Group are appointed and designated as

counsel for the Named Plaintiffs and the Class (“Class Counsel”). Class Counsel is authorized to

act on behalf of Class Members with respect to all acts or consexit.s required by, or which may be

given pursuant to, the Settlement, and such other acts reasonably necessary to consummate the

Settlement. - |

The Court approves the Class Counsels’ attorneys’ fees and costs award of $5,500,000.

Defendant shall pay the following cosfs as set forth in the Settlement:

a. To the Blanchard Law Group, APC the amount of $14,446.30;

b. To Peter R Dion-Kindem, P.C. the amount of $14,549.24;

c. To the Setareh Law Group the amount of $15,361.51; and

d. To the Holmes Law Group, APC the amount of $1,356.27.

Defendant shall pay the following attorneys’ fees as set forth in the Settlement:

a. To the Blanchard Law Group, APC the amount of $1,581,743.14;

b. To Peter R. Dion—Kinde@ P.C. the amount of $1,581,743.13;

c. To the Setareh Law Group the amount of $1,499,928.84;

d. To the Holmes Law Group, APC the amount of $790,§7 1.57.

The Court approves the service awards of $5,000 to Named Plaintiff Elizabeth Larroque and

$2,500 to Named Plaintiffs Marcus Chism and Michelle Blankenship and orders Defendant to

pay such amounts as set forth in the Settlement.

The Court approves the appointment of KCC as the Settlement Administrator and orders

Defendant to pay the costs associated with the settlement admilnistrg.tion as set forth in the
rosecests-arc-estimatsd-to-be-$500,000-t0-5558;666: urg'!‘b buj' hd

Moce Yhen 3595, 642.17.

Settlements-Ehes
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5




[P U TC R

~N DN

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
o4
25
26
27

28

18. Pursuant to California Rule of Court, Rule 3.769(h), and without affecting the finality of this
Judgment, the Court retains jurisdiction of all matters relating to the interpretation,
administration, implementation, effectuation, Iand enforcement of the Settlement and this

Judgment to the full extent permitted or required by law.

ITIS SO ORDERED,  Plz:hifes shell f I 3nd Serve ormul Aohte

of 6Nty of Judg ment WA/ _
Dated: I%Z‘ /2! / ~

The Honorable Marie Weiner
Judge of the Superior Court

Final Approval Order and Judgment
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PROOF OF SERVICE

I am over the age of 18 and not a party to the within action. My business address is 2945
Townsgate Road, Suite 200, Westlake Village, CA 91361. On December 8, 2021, | served the
following document(s) described as:

Notice of Entry of Judgment

on interested parties in this action an original or true copy thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope
addressed as follows:

See Below Service List

xxx  (By Mail) I deposited such envelope with postage thereon fully prepaid in the United States
mail at a facility regularly maintained by the United States Postal Service at Los Angeles,
California.

(By Overnight Delivery) I enclosed the documents in an envelope or package provided by
an overnight delivery carrier and addressed to the persons at the address(es) identified above.
I placed the envelope or package for collection and overnight delivery at an office or a
regularly utilized drop box of the overnight delivery carrier.

xxx  (By Email) Based on a court order or an agreement of the parties to accept electronic service,
I caused the documents to be sent to the person(s) at the email addresses set forth above.

(By Personal Service)
By personally delivering copies to the person served.
I delivered such envelope by hand to the offices of the addressee pursuant to Code of
Civil Procedure Section 1011.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the above is true

and correct. Executed on December 8, 2021.
7%/ Y =z

Kale M. Eaton
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Seyfarth Shaw LLP

G. Daniel Newland

Eric M. Lloyd

560 Mission Street, Suite 3100
San Francisco, CA 94105

Seyfarth Shaw LLP

Frederick T. Smith

Esther Slater McDonald

1075 Peachtree Street, N.E., Suite 2500
Atlanta, Georgia 30309-3958

Shaun Setareh

Thomas Segal

Setareh Law Group

9454 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 907
Beverly Hills, CA 90212

Veronica S. Jones
jonessveronicaa@gmail.com
Objector

Mark D. Myers

540 G. Ave., Apt. E
Coronado, CA 92118
Tel.: 469-826-6714
Objector

Heather Akers-Healy

80 Hazelwood Ave.

San Francisco, CA 94112
Tel.: 510-325-2834
Objector

Tony Cheng

2781 W. Macarthur Blvd., #8321
Santa Ana, CA 92704-8300
Acheng00@gmail.com

Tel.: 657-210-0539

Objector

Service List

Attorneys for Defendant

Telephone:  (415) 397-2823

Facsimile: (415) 397-8549

Email: dnewland@seyfarth.com
elloyd@seyfarth.com

Attorneys for Defendant

Tel: (404) 885-1500
Fax: (404) 892-7056
Email: fsmith@seyfarth.com

emcdonald@seyfarth.com

Attorneys for Marcus Chism

Tel: (310) 888-7771
Fax: (310-888-0109
Email: Shaun@setarehlaw.com

Thomas@setarehlaw.com

Tony V. Spanos

905 Nogales Street
Sacramento, CA 95838
Tel.: 916-726-8640
Objector

Shelton W. Timoteo

1996 Clarke Ave.

East Palo Alto, CA 94303
Objector

Clyde Lamar Logan
9130 Nolan Street, #170
Elk Grove, CA 95758
Tel.: 916-301-9957
Objector

Victor Paul Jim West, Jr.
3904 42" Ave., Apt. B
Sacramento, CA 95824
Tel.: 916-465-3969
Objector
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