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By:  Matthew Brian WeinickEsq., Of Counsel

Law Office of Bruce P. Vetri
Attorney for the Defendant ERBA Inc.
606¢c Montauk Highway

Bayport, NY 11705

By:  Bruce P. Vetri, Esq., Of Counsel

NO APPEARANCES:

Bakki Akkaya
The Defendant

SPATT, District Judge:

On October 2] 2015, the PlaintiffEdnilson Gonzaletthe “Plaintiff’) commenced this

case under the Falirabor Standards Act (“FLSA”), 28.S.C. 8§ 20%t seqg., and the New York

Labor Law (“NYLL") againstthe Defendat ERBA Inc., and Bakki Akkaydcollectively, the
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“Defendans’), seelng to recover back wages, together with liquidated damages, attorneys’ fees,

and costs. On February 19, 2016, the Defendant ERBAaitswered the initial complaint. On

September 27, 2016e Plaintifffiled an amended complaint.
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On December 72016, the Clerk of the Court noted the default of the Deféadadn
Januaryl9, 2017, the Plaintiffmoved for a default judgment againke Defendarst To date,
the Defendarst have notanswered thamendedcomplaint The DefendanBakki Akkaya has
not appeared in this action.

On January 24, 2017, theo@t referred the Plaintif§ motion for default judgment to
United States MagistratkidgeAnne Y. Shields for a recommendation as to whether the motion
for a default judgment should be granted, and if(3p,the relief to be granted; )(&vhether
damages should be awarded, including reasonable attorney’s fees and cosjsyaethé any
other relief should be granted.

On August 30, 2017, Judge Shields issued a Report and Recommendatidre{Rie,
recommending that the dOrt: grant the Plaintifis motion fordefault judgment; strike the
Defendantsanswersaward the Plaintiff $30,380 in damages, and $12,370 in attorfesgsand
costsas against the Defendants jointly and severally.

The Plaintiff filed proof of service on August 31, 2017.

It has been more than fourteen days since the service of the R&R, and ide hpare
not filed objections.

As such,pursuantto 28 U.S.C. § 636(b) and Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 72, this
Court has reviewed the R&Rr clear error, and finding none, now concurs in both its reasoning

and its resultSeeCoburn v. P.N. Fin., No. 1@8V-1006 (ADS)(SIL), 2015 WL 520346, at *1

(E.D.N.Y. Feb. 9, 2015freviewing Report and Recommendation without objections for clear

error).



Accordingly, the RR is adopted in its entirety. The Clerk of the Court is respectfully
directed to close the case, and enter judgment in favor of the Plaintiff in accordémdeew

R&R.

SO ORDERED.
Dated: Central Islip, New York
Septembed5, 2017

/s Arthur D. Spatt
ARTHUR D. SPATT
United States District Judge




