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éan Frenclsco Countyj gmr/or Court
JUL 23 2021
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
!l

COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISC@

!

DEPARTMENT 303

|
COORDINATION PROCEEDING Case No. CJ C-20| 005068
SPECIAL TITLE [RULE 3.550] JUDICIAL COUNCIL COORDINATION
PROCEEDING NO. 5068
POSTMATES CLASSIFICATION CASES k!
ORDER AFTER JULY 21,2021 HEARING
FOR PRELIMINARY APPROVAL OF
REVISED CLASS ACTION SETTLEMENT

Included actions: I
Winns v. Postmates, Inc., Superior Court of ;

California, County of San Francisco, Case No. !
CGC-17-562282 !

Rimler v. Postmates, Inc., Superior Court of ;I
California, County of San Francisco, Case No. )
CGC-18-567868 ;

Santana v. Postmates Inc., Superior Court of |
California, County of Los Angeles, Case No.
BC 720151 !

Brown v. Postmates Inc., Superior Court of |
California, County of Los Angeles, Case No. i
BC712974

Vincent v. Postmates Inc., Superior Court of
California, County of Alameda, Case No. [
RG19018205 4
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The above-entitled action was scheduled for hearing for preliminary approval of the class action
settlement reached in Rimler v. Postmates, Inc., Superior Court of C:jlalifomia, County of San Francisco,
Case No: CGC-18-567868. The Court intends to grant the motion. ,

Before the Court issues its order granting preliminary ap}):iroval, the parties must address the
following matters. First, all papers filed in connection with prelimiglary approval, including the moving
papers filed on December 14, 2020 in Case No. CGC-18-567868, musi,]t be refiled in the coordinated action,
Case No. CJC-20-005068. Second, the Third Amended Class Actiorfgr Settlement Agreement and Release,
attached to the July 21, 2021 Liss-Riordan Declaration, does not reference Case No. CJC-20-005068, (see
e.g., Revised Agreement, § 1.12), nor does the Class Notice! (see sectlon 2, p. 3). Both documents should
sufficiently inform the class members of the coordinated action andithe CJC case number. Furthermore,
the Class Notice should refer class members to the coordinated ac‘uonl;I rather than the CGC action, for more
information about the settlement. (See section 10.) l;

Third, Plaintiff must provide a Word-editable version of the proposed order granting preliminary

approval via email to the clerk of Department 303. PDF copies of the Class Notice and Claim form must
I|
also be provided. ’

IT IS SO ORDERED. :5

Dated: July %ﬁ 2021 %7\
HON S NNE R. BOLANOS
Ju e ¢f the Sdperior Court

i

! The Court is referring to the notice filed in conjunction with the July 15, 2021 supplemental filing.
Plaintiff did not provide a copy of the class notice in its July 21, 202'1 ﬁlmg A copy of the Class Notice
and Claim Form must be attached to any revised settlement agreement and filed in the coordinated action.
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POSTMATES CLASSIFICATION CASES Case No:I{CJ C-20-005068
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CERTIFICATE OF ELECTRONIC SERViCE

(CCP §1010.6 & CRC 2.251) ;
h

I, Lyssette Bareng, a Deputy Clerk of the Superior Court of thule County of San Francisco,
certify that I am over the age of 18 years, employed in the City and Céunty of San Francisco,

California and am not a party to the within action. ”'

On July 23, 2021, I electronically served the attached docume:;‘lt via File &

ServeXpress™ on the recipients designated on the Transaction Receif)t located on the File &

ServeXpress™ website. ;
I

Dated: July 23, 2021, !

‘
[
§

T. Michael Yuen, Clerk
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By: OQM}‘M&

Lyssette Bareritg, Deputy Clerk
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