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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF MINNESOTA

James Campbell and Sarah Louisell, on Case No. 19-cv-1846 (WMW/HB)
behalf of themselves and all others
similarly situatel,

Raintiffs,
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR
V. FINAL APPROVAL OF CLASS
SETTLEMENT
City of Rochesterrad Rochester Economic
Development Authority,

Defendants.

This matter is before the Court on Rk#fs’ unopposed motion for final approval
of class settlement. (Dkt. 40.) On May 2220, the Court grantd@laintiffs’ unopposed
motion for preliminary approvabf the proposed settlemebetween Plaintiffs James
Campbell and Sarah Louiselh@ Defendants City of Rinester and the Rochester
Economic Development Authority (Settlemehgreement). On Agust 19, 2020, the
Court held a Final ApprovaHearing to determine whetr the Settlement Agreement
should be finally approved as fair, reasoealaind adequate. The Court has considered
all the submissions and arguments of theiigm For the reasons addressed below,
pursuant to Federal Rule ofviliProcedure 23, and in accamktce with the terms of the
Settlement Agreement, the Codinds good cause to graRfaintiffs’ motion and enter
final judgment in this case.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT ISHEREBY ORDERED THAT:
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1. Plaintiffs’ unopposed motion for fihaapproval of class settlement,
(Dkt. 40), isGRANTED, and the terms of the Settlement Agreement are approved. The
Settlement is in all respects fair, reasonabie, @adequate, and in the best interests of the
Class. In reaching this conclusion, ti®urt finds that the Settlement Agreement
satisfies all requirements of Federall&kaf Civil Procedure 23(c) and (e).

2. The Court finds that Plaintiffs Carbpll and Louisell are members of the
Class and that, for purposes of the settlement, Plaintiffs adequately represent the interests
of the Class and should be appoihées representatives of the Class.

3. The Court concludes that the posed class meets all applicable
requirements of Rule 23, Fed. R. Civ. &nd the Court hereby certifies the following
Class:

All residents who rented an apaent at any of the following
addresses in Rochester, Minnesota (now known as

“Residence at Discovery Square”), during the periods
indicated below:

Address Period Covered

507 3rd Ave. SW October 2016, to July7, 2017
509 3rd Ave. SW October 2016, to July7, 2017
519 3rd Ave. SW October 2016, to July7, 2017
506 4th Ave. SW October 2016, to July7, 2017
514 4th Ave. SW October 2016, to July7, 2017
304 5th St. SW October 2016, to July7, 2017
315 6th St. SW January 2017 to July7, 2017

4. The Court finds the factors necesséoy certification of the Class under
Rule 23(b)(3), Fed. R. Civ. Rare present. Common questi@fdaw and fact relating to
whether Defendants violated the rights of tllass by displacing them from their homes

without relocation assistangeredominate over any issuedfecting individual class



members. Also, in this case, a class aci$oa far superior means of adjudicating this
controversy.

5. The Court has received a detailed report on the efforts of Class
Administrator Three Rivers Community Actidxgency along with Riintiffs’ counsel to
use a variety of means of diss@ating class notice to as maofythe class members as is
reasonably possible. These effoare found to be fully consistent with both the notice
plan proposed to the Court in Plaintiffsiotion for preliminary approval and the
requirements of Rule 23, Fel. Civ. P., and due process.

6. The Court’s preliminary approval order, (Dkt. 34), set a time period of 45
days for class members to file claims. Niwr end of this claimiling period, Plaintiffs’
counsel and the Claims Administrator determittext they had not a&hed as many class
members as was desirable and that further actions, specifically skip tracing of class
members and personal contact of those wwitRochester address by a process server,
likely would increase the rate of claims filedhese additional actions did in fact result
in contact with a significant number of additional class members, as well as the
submission of additional claims. Plaintiffs’ counsel requests that additional claims
received or promised to be delivered after dhiginal 45-day clan filing period through
July 24, 2020, be allowed, and the Court finds that un@sethircumstances such claims
should bancluded.

7. The claim form specifically advisedads members of ¢hopportunity to

object to the Settlement Agreement, or to opt out of the Settlement Agreement. No class



member has notified the Court @fdesire either to objetd the Settlement Agreement or
of their intent to opt oudf the Settlement Agreement.

8. Plaintiffs’ counsel provided the Court with a plan that determines the
proposed payment for each clasember who has filed a clairdetermined according to
a formula set out in the Settlement Agment and which has previously been
preliminarily approved by the Court. The @bfinds this plan for payments to class
members is consistent with the Settlementeg&gent and in the best interests of the
Class.

9. Defendants are ordered to pay Ridis $200,000 pursuant to the
Settlement Agreement, to beighavithin seven days of éhfiling of this Order. The
$200,000 is to be allocated follows, consistent with the Settlement Agreement:

a. $50,000 in attorneys’ fees andst® to be divided among the three
Plaintiff law firms previously appoietl as class counsel by the Court.
The Court specifically finds that undall the circumstances a fee award
of 25 percent of the total settlenteis reasonable and is hereby
approved.

b. The Court finds that Claims Admstrator Three Rivers Community
Action incurred expenseas $2,640 in carrying out these duties through
July 24, 2020, and expects tocim an additional $440 through the
completion of its duties. In addition, the Housing Justice Center
incurred expenses of $1,575 for skigcing and the process server. The

Court finds that those expenseg aeasonable and hereby orders that



Three Rivers Community Actionnd Housing Justice Center be
compensated for these expenses alusettlement proceeds. Because
costs incurred byrhree Rivers Communitction subsequent to the
filing of Plaintiffs’ memorandum were somewhat uncertain, the
calculation of class payments includes a $345 contingency. Any such
funds remaining from th&5,000 budgetefbr administration also may
be paid to Three Rivers Community Action.

c. Plaintiffs’ counsel propose incentiy\myments of $3,000 each for class
representatives Campbell and Lollise The Court finds that both
Campbell and Louisell expendedubstantial time and effort in
responding to discovergnd participating in a full day of mediation and
that the incentive paymemnequests are appropriaa@d consistent with
similar cases. The Court herebyders incentive payments of $3,000
each for Campbell and Louisell toroe out of settlement proceeds.

d. The balance of the $200,000 settlemeroceeds are to be used for
payment of claims filed by clagmembers, pursuant to the plan for
determining individual payments sulited by Plaintiffs’ counsel. All
payments to class mems are to be considat relocation assistance
under the Minnesota Uniform Reldman Act, Minn. Stat. 88 117.50—
117.56.

10. No later than seven days after the G@suentry of judgment and either the

expiration of the 30-day appeaériod or the resolution of argppeal filed in this case,



Three Rivers Community Actioshall proceed to provide payments to class members, by
United States mail or thrgh other reasonable means.

11. The Court finds that, pursuant to tBettlement Agreement, each releasing
party shall be deemed to have releasedfaraVer discharged each released party from
any liability for any and all released claims defined in the Settlement Agreement.

12. The Court hereby directs the Clerk@burt to enter judgment of dismissal
of the complaint in this actiowith prejudice and without coséxcept as specified herein.
Without affecting the finality of this Order and the judgment, the Court retains
jurisdiction over the parties to the Settlement Agreement, to construe and enforce the
Settlement Agreement for the matuenefit of the parties.

LET JUDGMENT BE ENERED ACCORDINGLY.

Dated: October 22, 2020 s/Wilhelmina M. Wright
WilhelminaM. Wright
United States District Judge




