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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO 

 

CARLA JONES, on behalf of herself and all 
others similarly situated, 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 
 vs. 
 
SHARP HEALTHCARE., a California 
Corporation; SHARP GROSSMONT 
HOSPITAL, and DOES 1-100, inclusive, 
 
  Defendants. 

Case No. 37-2017-00001377-CU-NP-CTL 
 
[E-FILE] 
 
CLASS ACTION  
 
AMENDED [PROPOSED] ORDER 
GRANTING UNOPPOSED MOTION FOR 
PRELIMINARY APPROVAL OF CLASS 
ACTION SETTLEMENT 
 
Hearing Date:      Apr. 21, 2023 
Hearing Time:     8:30 a.m. 
Judge:                  Hon. Ronald F. Frazier 
Dept:                    C-65 
 
Complaint Filed:  January 27, 2017 
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[PROPOSED] ORDER 

On April 21, 2023, the Court held a hearing on Plaintiff Carla Jones’s unopposed motion for 

preliminary approval of the Amended Stipulation and Agreement to Settle Class Action 

(“Stipulation”) to determine whether to certify a class for settlement purposes, authorize the issuance 

of notice to class members, and schedule a final settlement hearing. James R. Patterson and Jennifer 

M. French from Patterson Law Group, APC appeared for Plaintiff and the Class, and Gabe P. Wright 

from Hahn Loeser & Parks LLP and Teresa C. Chow of Baker & Hostetler LLP appeared for 

Defendants Sharp HealthCare and Grossmont Hospital Corporation dba Sharp Grossmont Hospital 

(collectively, “Defendants”). After reviewing the Stipulation (including the Exhibits attached thereto), 

the unopposed motion for preliminary approval, supporting memorandum of points and authorities 

and declarations, and the presentations of counsel, 

IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED AS FOLLOWS: 

1. The terms and conditions of the proposed Settlement and the Stipulation1 between 

Plaintiff and Defendants appear to be fair, reasonable, and adequate, and the Court finds that the terms 

are in compliance with the requirements set forth in Dunk v. Ford Motor Co. (1996) 48 Cal.App.4th 

1794, 1082. As a result, the Stipulation and the Exhibits are preliminarily approved pending the Final 

Settlement Hearing. The Stipulation and Exhibits are attached to this Order as Exhibit A. 

2. For the purposes of effectuating this proposed Settlement only, the Court certifies the 

following settlement class (the “Class”): 

All persons who underwent a medical procedure in an operating room at the 
Sharp Grossmont Hospital Women’s Center between July 13, 2012, and June 
30, 2013. Specifically excluded from the Class are any individuals who have 
filed separate lawsuits against Defendants based on the same set of facts, 
allegations, and claims alleged in this Litigation, including but not limited to, 
the Lincoln Consolidated Actions. 

3. The Court appoints, for settlement purposes only, Patterson Law Group, APC and 

Admire and Associates as Class Counsel. 

 
1 All capitalized terms have the same meaning in this order as in the Stipulation. 
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4. The Court appoints, for settlement purposes only, Plaintiff Carla Jones as Class 

Representative. 

5. The Court finds that (i) the proposed Settlement resulted from arm’s-length 

negotiations, including extensive discussions about the respective strengths and weaknesses of the 

claims and defenses and mediations with two seasoned and qualified mediators; (ii) the proposed 

Settlement was concluded only after counsel for the Settling Parties had conducted adequate 

investigation through extensive written and deposition discovery, the review of a substantial amount 

of documents and data, and the research of all pertinent legal and factual issues presented in the case; 

and (iii) the terms of the proposed Settlement as evidenced by the Stipulation are sufficiently fair, 

reasonable, and adequate in light of the risk, expense, complexity, and likely duration of future 

litigation to warrant preliminary approval of the Settlement and Stipulation, the sending and publishing 

of the Notices in the forms attached as Exhibits 1 and 2 and the Claim Form attached as Exhibit 3 to 

the Stipulation to the Class Members, and holding the Final Settlement Hearing. 

6. The Final Settlement Hearing shall be held in this Department on September 29, 2023, 

at 8:30 a.m. to determine final approval of the Settlement, including: (i) whether the Litigation should 

be finally certified as a class action solely and exclusively for settlement purposes; (ii) whether the 

proposed Settlement should be given final approval as fair, reasonable, and adequate and in the best 

interests of each of the Settling Parties and the Class Members; (iii) whether final Judgment should be 

entered as required by the Stipulation; (iv) whether the Participating Class Members should be bound 

by the releases set forth in Paragraph 3.5 of the Stipulation; (v) whether the Class Representative 

Service Award should be made to Plaintiff as set forth in Paragraph 2.1.3(b) of the Stipulation; (vi) 

whether to award Plaintiff’s attorney’s fees in an amount not to exceed 37.5% of the Gross Settlement 

Sum and costs up to $150,000; and (vii) any other matter that may be relevant to the Settlement. The 

Final Settlement Hearing is subject to continuation or adjournment by the Court without further notice. 

7. The Court approves the Notices that are attached as Exhibits 1 and 2 to the Stipulation. 

8. The Court approves the Claim Form that is attached as Exhibit 3 to the Stipulation. 

9. The Court approves the appointment of KCC as Settlement Administrator to attend to 

mailings of the Notices and Claim Form to Class Members and to administer this Settlement pursuant 
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to the Stipulation and this Order under the direction and supervision of the Court.  The Court further 

approves the estimated costs of the Settlement Administrator and orders that these costs be paid from 

the settlement fund as set forth in the Stipulation. 

10. The Court approves the Notice procedures outlined in Paragraph 3.2 of the Stipulation 

and authorizes the Parties and the Settlement Administrator to proceed accordingly to provide the 

Class with Notice of this Settlement, with these expenses being paid from the settlement fund as set 

forth in the Stipulation. 

11. The Court finds that mailing and publication of the Notices as provided for in this Order 

and the Stipulation meet the requirements of California Code of Civil Procedure section 382 and 

California Rule of Court 3.769(f), and constitutes the best notice practicable under the circumstances, 

constitutes due and sufficient notice of the matters set forth therein to all persons entitled to receive 

notice, and fully and satisfactorily advises potential Class Members of their rights to object to or to 

exclude themselves from the proposed Settlement. 

12. Conditioned upon final approval, the Court approves the process for Claims 

submission, administration, and payment of Claims as set forth in the Stipulation. 

13. Participating Class Members will have one hundred eighty (180) calendar days from 

the date of issuance of the check to cash their check under Paragraph 2.1.6(c) of the Stipulation. Any 

Individual Settlement Amounts remaining uncashed or undeliverable after the distribution procedures 

set forth above shall be distributed under Code of Civil Procedure section 384, subdivision (b). The 

Parties have chosen to allocate the balance remaining from the uncashed checks to Southern California 

Care Community, an organization that operates three free clinics around San Diego County 

(Escondido, San Diego, and Carlsbad), offering medical and related social services, including 

the Ministry Center Community Clinic. The Court finds that the mission of this nonprofit organization 

is consistent with the objectives outlined in Code of Civil Procedure section 394, subdivision (b). 

14. The Court approves the Opt-Out and Objection procedures outlined in Paragraph 3.3 

of the Stipulation. Class Members who wish to exclude themselves from the Settlement Class must 

submit a written request for exclusion to the Settlement Administrator postmarked by the 
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Objection/Opt-Out Deadline. The Court will also consider objections to the proposed Settlement at 

the Final Settlement Hearing under the procedures outlined in Paragraph 3.3.4 of the Stipulation. 

15. Class Representative and Class Counsel shall file all appropriate documents in support 

of their request for final approval per code.  

16. In the event that the Stipulation is not substantially approved by the Court, after all 

reasonable steps to cure have been exhausted as provided in Paragraph 3.6 of the Stipulation, the 

settlement set forth in the Stipulation is terminated, cancelled, declared void, or fails to become 

effective in accordance with its terms, the Judgment does not become final, or to the extent cancellation 

is otherwise provided for in this Stipulation, the Settling Parties shall resume the Litigation at that time 

as if no Stipulation had been entered as described in Paragraph 3.7.2 of the Stipulation. 

17. The Court further confirms and finds that nothing contained in the Stipulation, the 

Preliminary Approval Order, or any other Order entered in this action shall in any way or manner 

constitute an admission or determination of liability by or against Defendants, or any other Released 

Parties with respect to any of the claims and causes of action asserted by the Settlement Class or any 

member thereof, and shall not be offered in evidence in any action or proceeding against Defendants, 

or any other Released Parties in any court, administrative agency, or other tribunal for any purpose 

whatsoever, other than to the extent necessary to enforce the provisions of the Settlement Agreement 

or this Order. 

18. The Parties are hereby authorized, without needing further approval from the Court, to 

adopt such amendments and/or modifications of the Stipulation as are not materially inconsistent with 

the terms and conditions of the proposed Settlement or this Order and do not limit or impair the rights 

of Class Members under the proposed Settlement. 

19. The Litigation is stayed, and Plaintiff and the Class Members are hereby enjoined from 

further prosecuting the Litigation, subject to further orders of the Court at the Final Approval Hearing. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Dated: ___________ 

 _________________________________________ 
    Hon. Ronald F. Frazier 

JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT 
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30 
AMENDED STIPULATION AND AGREEMENT TO SETTLE CLASS ACTION 

 

the Stipulation are contractual and are the product of negotiations between the Settling Parties and their 

counsel. Each Settling Party and their counsel cooperated in the drafting and preparation of the 

Stipulation. In any construction to be made of the Stipulation, the Stipulation shall not be construed 

against any Settling Party and the canon of contract interpretation set forth in California Civil Code 

section 1654 shall not be applied. 

3.7.21 Should any deadlines set forth in the Stipulation require any action to be 

taken on a weekend or a Court holiday, then the action may be taken on the next business day, unless 

otherwise specified by law or rule of Court, except that should the Claim Response Deadline (or 

extension(s) thereof specified in the Stipulation relating to a deficiency notice or a re-mailing) fall on a 

Saturday and regular U.S. Mail service is in operation that day, then no further extension under this 

paragraph shall apply to these specific deadlines. 

 

READ AND AGREED TO INDIVIDUALLY AND ON BEHALF OF THE PROPOSED CLASS: 

 
_______________________    Dated:  _____________, 2023 
Plaintiff Carla Jones  

 

READ AND AGREED TO ON BEHALF OF DEFENDANT SHARP HEALTHCARE: 

 
_______________________    Dated:  _____________, 2023 
By: 
 
Title: 

READ AND AGREED TO ON BEHALF OF DEFENDANT GROSSMONT HOSPITAL CORPORATION DBA 

SHARP GROSSMONT HOSPITAL: 

 
_______________________    Dated:  _____________, 2023 
By: 
 
Title: 

 

 

Jerry Jones
21 April





Aprize Gabelyt

24 April
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