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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLORADO
Senior Judge Raymond P. Moore

Civil Action No. 22-cv-00437-RM-TPO

MAKAYLA HARRIS, COLLEEN LEWIN,
TIFFANY WILLIAMS, DANIELLE
COLWILL MAUCH, KRISTOPHER
FLAGG, MATTHEW BERG, ALICIA
JENKINS, ANISSA BATES, BRITTANY
YOUNG, KIMBERLY PITNEY, DAWN
BADGER, PAULA KEMP, RHONDA
DAVIS, TIFFANY PATTERSON,
BRITTNEY CHRISTIAN, PHANTHASIA
KING, TAURI SCHULER-BONNER,
AMELIA KURTZ, MATTHEW PAVEY,
RACHEL DUBOSE, LEXUS RANSOM,
CLAUDINE MIUDO, RICHARD DEAN,
STEPHANIE ST. GEORGE and SASHA
RANSEY individually, and on behalf of others
similarly situated,

Plaintiffs,
VS.
STARTEK USA, INC., a corporation,

Defendant.

USDC Colorado

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF’S UNOPPOSED

MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY APPROVAL OF CLASS ACTION SETTLEMENT,
APPROVAL OF CLASS NOTICE, AND SETTING FINAL APPROVAL HEARING

This matter has come before the Court on the unopposed motion by Plaintiffs Makayla

Harris, Colleen Lewin, Tiffany Williams, Danielle Colwill Mauch, Kristopher Flagg, Matthew
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Berg, Alicia Jenkins, Anissa Bates, Brittany Young, Kimberly Pitney, Sasha Ransey, Dawn
Badger, Paula Kemp, Rhonda Davis, Tiffany Patterson, Brittney Christian, Phanthasia King,
Tauri Schuler-Bonner, Amelia Kurtz, Matthew Pavey, Rachel Dubose, Lexus Ransom, Claudine
Miudo, Richard Dean, Stephanie St. George, and Sasha Ransey (“Plaintiffs”), on behalf of
themselves and similarly situated employees of Defendant Startek USA, Inc. (“Defendant™)
(together, the “Parties”), for preliminary approval of the Parties’ Joint Stipulation of Class Action
Settlement (hereinafter the “Settlement Agreement”) pursuant to Rule 23(e) of the Federal Rules
of Civil Procedure and 29 U.S.C §§ 201, et seq. All capitalized terms in this Order shall have the
same meaning as defined in the Settlement Agreement herein, unless otherwise defined in this
Order.

Plaintiffs, without opposition by Defendant, seeks an Order (1) preliminarily certifying
the class and collective claims for settlement purposes only under Rule 23 of the Federal Rules of
Civil Procedure and the Fair Labor Standards Act, 29 U.S.C, §§ 201, et seq.; (2) preliminarily
approving the Settlement Agreement; (3) preliminarily appointing Plaintiffs as the
representatives of, and Sommers Schwartz, P.C. as counsel (“Class Counsel”) for, the Class
Members; (4) approving the form for providing Notice of the Settlement to the Class Members
and the form of the Request for Exclusion form for those Class Members wishing to be excluded
from the Settlement; and (5) scheduling a hearing on the final approval of the Settlement
Agreement and approval of the application of Class Counsel and Plaintiffs for the requested
attorneys’ fees, litigation expenses, and service awards.

Having considered the papers filed in support of the motion, the arguments of counsel,

and the law, the Court now enters this Order and FINDS, CONCLUDES, and ORDERS as
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follows:

1. The Motion is GRANTED, and the settlement of this action is
PRELIMINARILY APPROVED because it appears that, at the final approval stage, the Court
will “will likely be able to” approve the settlement under the criteria described in Federal Rule of
Civil Procedure 23(e)(2) and certify the settlement class under the criteria described in Civil
Rules 23(a) and 23(b)(3). See Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(e)(1)(B)(1)-(ii).

2. The Notice Packet attached to the Settlement Agreement and the notice protocols
described in the Settlement Agreement are approved pursuant to Civil Rules 23(c)(2)(B) and
23(e)(1).

3. Individuals who wish to exclude themselves from the Settlement Agreement must
follow the procedures described in the Settlement Agreement and the Notice Packet and must do
so within 45 days of issuance of Notice by the Settlement Administrator.

4. Individuals who wish to object to the settlement must follow the procedures
described in Settlement Agreement and the Notice Packet and must do so within 45 days of
issuance of Notice by the Settlement Administrator.

5. Sommers Schwartz, P.C. is appointed interim class counsel pursuant to Civil Rule
23(g)(3) and shall ensure that the notice process contemplated by the Settlement Agreement is
followed. The Court will make its final decision regarding the appointment of class counsel as
part of the Court’s consideration of the final approval of the Settlement Agreement and pursuant
to the criteria described in Civil Rule 23(g)(1).

6. The Named Plaintiffs are appointed as the representatives of the Class Members.
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7. Atticus Administration LLC is appointed as the Settlement Administrator to
perform the duties set forth in the Settlement Agreement.

8. Pursuant to Civil Rule 23(e)(2), a hearing addressing final approval of the
Settlement Agreement will be held on November 12, 2025, at 10:00 a.m., in at the U.S. District
Court for the District of Colorado, Courtroom A201, 2™ Floor, 901 19™ Street, Denver,
Colorado 80294. During this hearing, the Court will hear from any objectors or other class
members who wish to address the Court and will hear argument from counsel regarding, inter
alia, the following issues: whether the settlement warrants final approval under Civil Rule
23(e)(2) and 29 U.S.C. § 216(b); whether the settlement classes should be certified under Civil
Rules 23(a) and 23(b)(3) and 29 U.S.C. § 216(b); whether the service award set forth in the
Settlement Agreement should be approved; and whether the attorney’s fees and litigation
expenses sought by interim class counsel in the Settlement Agreement should be approved under
Civil Rule 23(h).

9. The Parties and the Settlement Administrator shall comply with the deadlines set
forth in the Settlement Agreement.

10.  In the event the Settlement is not finally approved, or otherwise does not become
effective in accordance with the terms of the Settlement Agreement, this Order shall be rendered
null and void and shall be vacated, and the parties shall revert to their respective positions as of
before entering into the Settlement Agreement. The Court’s findings are for purposes of

certifying a settlement class and to settle the matter and will not have any claim or issue
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preclusion or estoppel effect in any other action against Defendant or in this action if the
Settlement Agreement is not finally approved.
DATED this 18" day of July, 2025.

BY THE COURT:

RAYMOND P. MOORE
Senior United States District Judge



