
SUPREME COURT OF TIIE STATE OF NEW YORK
COLrl.lTY OF KINGS

IOSE CORNEJO and CARLOS CORNEJO on behalf of
themselves and others similarJy situated,

plaintiffs,

_ against _

ROSE CASTLE CORp. d/b/a ROSE CASTLE; ROSE
CASTLE PARTY FLINCTION CoRP,; RoSE CASii;
CATERINC INC,, and ABRAIIAM ROSENBERG, a;;
any other related entities,

Defendants.

Index No.: 500178/2015

WHERIAS the catering facility known as Rose castlc ceased operations in or around

2017 and rccords of its operations were not maintained by a,y known individual, entity, or named

Defendant to this matter;

WHEREAS plaintifl-s were employces without the ability to retain or maintait catering

and employment records from catered events at the Rose castle caterng facility, given the nature

ofthe relationship between the ryorkers and the facrlity;

WHEREAS this Court ccrtified this matter as a class action (Doc. 107), bur the Appcllate

Division, Second Department, reversed trre Triar court rerated to the production of documents

idcntifying ad derairing information as to class Members and their contact information from

certain thifd-pafiy sources including the Department of Taxation and Finance (Doc. 26g), and no

comprehensive list of Class Members is kr.rou.n l.o exist;

wHf,RAS Defendant Rosenberg is expected to raise issues regarding class certification

including under CpLR $ 901 through 907;
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*HEREAS the corporate Def'endants Rose castle Corp. d,6/a Rose castle, Rose castlc

Party Function corp., and Rose castle Catering lnc., are in default in this action and believed to

bc insolvent or uncollectable, even if a judgment is had;

IT lS HEREBy STIpUt,ATED AND AGREED by and betwcen Named plaintiffs JOSE

coRNEJo and cARLoS coRNEJo and the class ("plaintifrs") and Defendant ABRAHAM

ROSENBERG, through their counsel that:

1. 'fhis matter shall be dismissed without prejudice, after reasonablc and appropriate

notice is provided to the rnembers ofthe class pr.rrsuant to CPLR g$ 907 and 90g;

2. The Parties agrcc that reasonable and appropriate notice under Article 9 and the existing

case law, as the best notice practicable, means posting this stipulation onto

www leedsbrownlaw,com's website after this Stip.lation is so-ordered and class

Counsel shall provide a copy of this stipulation to any individuals that may have

contacted the firm during the coune ofthis litigation, including advising them that they

may pu6ue their craims individuany and that nothing in this ritigation impacts their

ability to pursue asserted craims against Defendanls or any other individuals associated

with Rose Castle;

3 The statute of limitations flor any and a c]aims asserted in this matter and for any

individual olass members against any named Defendzmt, any previously named

Defendant, or any entity or.individual assoc.iated with Rose Castle calering has been

tolled from october l, 20 l --s until 90 days after this Stipuration and ordcr is so-ordered,

including claims under the New york Labor Law and the implementing regulations

such as the Hospitality Wagc Order;
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Without furthcr order, this case is dismissed without prejudicc and can be

administratively closed within 30 days alter this stipulation is so-ordered.

LEEDS BRowN LAu,, p.C.
CERTILMAN BAI,IN ADLER & HYMAN. LLP

4

tsy,- By
Michael A Tompkins, Esq.
One Old Country Road, Suite 347
Carle Placc, New york. I l5l4
Tel: (516) 873-9550

Attorneys./br Plaintills & the Class

Dated: Fcbruary 1 1 ,2026

5

so o

4qu

Jo l"cI , E.q
90 Merrick Avenue , 9rh Floor
East Mcadow, Ny I 1554
Tel: (516) 296-7 O0O

Attorneys for De/bndant Abraham
Rosenberg

1,.4
2*1"

Dated: Febnrary 11,2026

Hon. Steven Z. Mogtofsla,

Justice, SuPreme corn ,
Dated: A^,\^ l;. a il:

Brooklyn, NY
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