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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT | POCUMENT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK | ::fnommnw S
MARCELA CARDOSQ on behalf of DATE FILED:_10/13/20
herself and others similarly situated,
Plaintiff, 19-CV-9684(BCM)
-against- ORDER

STUDIO 34 HAIR SALON, INC, et al.,

Defendants.

BARBARA MOSES, United States M agistrate Judge.

The Court has received and revievthd parties' jointetter datedDctober 7 2020(Joint
Ltr.) (Dkt. No. 27), seeking approval othe parties'fully-executedSettlement Agreement
(Agreement)Dkt. No. 27-1) pursuant taCheeks v. Freeport Pancake House, Inc., 796 F.3d 199
(2d Cir. 2015) The Agreement requiredefendantsStudio 34 Hair Salon, Inc., Studio 34 Salon
Inc., Garik Rakhamimoyand Nasiba Azizbekova (collectiveRdefendants"}o pay$11,000.00
to settle this actiarAg. TA(1). Of that sum$733370will goto plaintiff Marcela Cardosm full
settlement oherclaims under th€&air Labor Standards Act (FLSAnhd theNew YorkLabor Law
(NYLL), id. 1 A(2), and $3,666.3@ill go to plaintiffs' attorneydor their feesld.; see also Joint
Ltr. at 3. Plaintiff's counsel do not separately request any expense reimburs&hefil,000
payment will be made ia single lump sum, due within thirty days of the Cowagroval of the
Agreement subject to the receipt by defendants' counsel of various tax tordisonfirmation
that [this] Actionhas been discontinued and/or dismissed.” AGA(1Y, A(3).

The Agreement includea unilateralbut limited release in which plaintiff releass
defendantsas well as certain affiliategrom all claims 'solely concerning wage and hour

matters[]" Ag. 1C(1). The release expressly excludes "any-m@gye and hour claims" and "any
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claims that may arise after the date Plaintiff signs this Agreement." Ag. § T@&e is no
confidentiality clause or other contractual restriction on any party’s abilifyetaksabat the case
or its settlementThe proposedattorneys' feeaward is equivalent t@nethird of the gross
settlemenand is lower than counsel's lodestar.

Having reviewed the terms of the Agreemeimicluding the award of fea®s plaintiffs
coungl, the Courtfinds that they are fair and reasonable as requirgchiegks, 796 F.3dat 199.
Accordingly, the proposed settlemenABPROVED.

It is herebyORDERED that this action i®1SMISSED with prejudice and without costs.

The Clerk of Court is respectfully directed to close the case.

Dated:New York, New York

October 132020
SO ORDERED.

BARBARA MOSES
United States M agistrate Judge




