
 

 

 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

 

MAXCIMO SCOTT, JAY ENSOR, MATTHEW 

MEDINA, EUFEMIA JIMENEZ, KRYSTAL 

PARKER, STACY HIGGS, and CHRISTINA 

JEWEL GATELEY, on behalf of themselves and 

all others similarly situated, 

 

    Plaintiffs, 

 v. 

 

CHIPOTLE MEXICAN GRILL, INC., and 

CHIPOTLE SERVICES, LLC, 

 

    Defendants. 

 

 

 

 

No. 12 Civ. 8333 (ALC) (SN) 

 

 

 

 

 

MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS’ 

UNOPPOSED MOTION FOR APPROVAL OF SETTLEMENT, 

SERVICE AWARDS, AND ATTORNEYS’ FEES AND COSTS 
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