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Patrick P. Toscano, Jr. (Attorney ID: 014461986)
Matthew J. Toscano (Attorney ID: 305642019)
THE TOSCANO LAW FIRM, LLC

80 Bloomfield Avenue

Suite 101

Caldwell, NJ 07006

Phone: (973) 226-1691

Facsimile: (973) 226-1693

Attorneys for Plaintiff,

Thomas Schierer

THOMAS SCHIERER,

Plaintiff,

BOROUGH OF LAVALLETTE,

MAYOR WALTER G. LACICERO,
COUNCILPERSON ANITA F. ZALOM,
COUNCILPERSON JAMES G. BOROWSKI,
COUNCILPERSON JOANNE FILIPPONE,
COUNCILPERSON DAVID FINTER,
COUNCILPERSON ROBERT LAMB, and
COUNCILPERSON MICHAEL STOGDILL,

Defendants.

SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY
LAW DIVISION — OCEAN COUNTY

Docket No.:
Civil Action
VERIFIED COMPLAINT IN LIEU OF

PREROGATIVE WRIT, PURSUANT TO
R. 4:69-1, ET. SEQ.

Plaintiff Thomas Schierer (hereinafter, the “Plaintiff” or “Schierer”), by and through his

undersigned counsel, by way of Verified Complaint in Lieu of Prerogative Writ in support of Order

to Show Cause as against the Defendants Borough of Lavallette (hereinafter, the “Borough” or

“Lavallette”), Mayor Walter G. LaCicero, Councilperson Anita F. Zalom, Councilperson James

G. Borowski, Councilperson JoAnne Filippone, Councilperson David Finter, Councilperson

Robert Lamb, and Councilperson Michael Stogdill (all Defendant Councilpersons collectively

referred to as the “Borough Councilmembers”) (all collectively, the “Defendants™), hereby states

and alleges as follows:
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PARTIES

1. Plaintiff Thomas Schierer is a former employee of Defendant Lavallette, last
serving in its municipal police department as a Sergeant.

2. Defendant Borough of Lavallette is a municipality located in the State of New
Jersey with its principal offices at 1306 Grand Central Avenue, Lavallette, New Jersey 08735, and
runs/operates the Lavallette Police Department day-to-day by way of funding, hiring, monitoring,
training, terminating, disciplining and ensuring that all officers within its police department follow
all rules, regulations and statutes on a daily basis.

3. Defendant Mayor Walter G. LaCicero, at all relevant times herein, was and is the
Mayor of Defendant Lavallette, serving in this position since 2007.

4, Defendant Councilperson Anita F. Zalom, at all relevant times herein, was and is a
Councilmember for Defendant Lavallette, serving in this position since 1997.

5. Defendant Councilperson James G. Borowski, at all relevant times herein, was and
is a Councilmember for Defendant Lavallette, serving in this position since 2010.

6. Defendant Councilperson JoAnne Filippone, at all relevant times herein, was and
is a Councilmember for Defendant Lavallette, serving in this position since 2007.

7. Defendant Councilperson David Finter, at all relevant times herein, was and is a
Councilmember for Defendant Lavallette, serving in this position since 2014.

8. Defendant Councilperson Robert Lamb, at all relevant times herein, was and is a
Councilmember for Defendant Lavallette, serving in this position since 2005.

0. Defendant Councilperson Michael Stogdill, at all relevant times herein, was and is

a Councilmember for Defendant Lavallette, serving in this position since 2005.
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FACTUAL BACKGROUND RELEVANT TO ALL CLAIMS

10. The Plaintiff repeats and realleges the allegations set forth in the preceding
paragraphs with the same force and effect as if each were fully set forth at length herein.

11. Plaintiff Schierer sustained numerous serious physical injuries during the
performance of his duties while employed at the Lavallette Police Department (hereinafter, the
“LPD”), and defendant Lavallette has never contested, in any fashion whatsoever, this medical
finding.

12. Among other workplace injuries, Schierer sustained serious permanent hearing
damage while assisting with the LPD’s presence during July 4, 2016, holiday beach festivities.
While Schierer was clearing used fireworks on the beach, nearby “grand finale” fireworks were
set off, causing Schierer to sustain extensive hearing loss.

13. Additionally, on March 28, 2017, Schierer sustained a back/spine injury when
responding to a home fire. During said incident, Schierer severely injured his back/spine while
rescuing children from the area of the fire. Up to the current date, Schierer continues to be treated
for this injury, and has never fully recovered from same.

14. In 2019, Schierer entered a rehabilitation facility to treat an addiction to medication
he was prescribed to treat his on-the-job back/spine injury. Schierer successfully completed his
treatment and exited the rehabilitation facility after three (3) months.

15. Soon thereafter, Schierer satisfactorily completed for a Fitness for Duty
Examination (hereinafter, an “FFD”’) and was deemed fit to return to his normal workplace duties.

16. Notwithstanding the above, and almost immediately after being cleared to return to
work, Defendant Lavallette curiously and without valid cause commenced termination

proceedings as against Schierer. Moreover, the Ocean County Prosecutor’s Office (hereinafter, the
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“OCPO”), upon more than valid information and belief, threatened criminal action toward
Schierer. This was precipitated by false allegations stemming from the scorned mother of
Schierer’s child, all allegations of which were absurd, bizarre, and completely fallacious.

17. At or about that point in time, Schierer was faced with the proverbial “Hobson’s
Choice”, as described further hereinbelow. Schierer was placed under extreme duress when
confronted with this situation, duress so severe that no reasonable person would or should be able
to endure.

18. With the assistance of previous legal counsel, Schierer and Defendant Lavallette
entered into settlement negotiations, whereby Schierer would retire from his employment at the
Borough in good standing and apply for accidental disability benefits with the New Jersey Police
and Fireman’s Retirement System (hereinafter, the “PFRS”). The stipulation in the Agreement
allowing Schierer to apply for accidental retirement disability was critical, crucial, formed the
fulcrum for, and was the overriding reason for Schierer executing said Agreement in the first
instance.

19. On June 22, 2021, Schierer executed a Settlement Agreement and General Release
with Defendant Lavallette (hereinafter, the “Agreement” or “Settlement Agreement”). A true and
accurate copy of the Settlement Agreement is attached hereto as Exhibit A.

20. The Settlement Agreement noted that “following review by the [OCPO], the
Borough would be entitled to bring disciplinary charges [. . .] against Officer Schierer seeking the
termination of his employment[.]”

21. The Settlement Agreement further noted that “Schierer could be charged with”
numerous statutory and regulatory violations related to alleged off-duty and workplace

misconduct.
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22. Additionally, the Agreement states that “Schierer intends to make an application to
the [PFRS] for a disability retirement, in which case the Borough would take all action necessary
to effect or support such application[.]” This clause/statement was also key, crucial and critical to
Schierer. Again, without legally being able to apply for his rightfully earned accidental disability
retirement, Schierer would have never executed the Agreement in the first instance. This too is
uncontroverted.

23. Furthermore, under the terms of the Agreement, thought to be legally enforceable
by Defendant Lavallette also at the time, the Borough expressed its belief that “Schierer may be
considered as totally and/or permanently disabled from performing his job responsibilities as a
Police Officer[,]” and that “Schierer agrees to take all action reasonably necessary to effectuate a
disability retirement with the [PFRS] effective on or before September 1, 2021 or as otherwise set
forth herein[.]”

24. Moreover, under the terms of the Settlement Agreement, Schierer was required to
“deliver [. . .] an Irrevocable Letter of Resignation from the [LPD], without an effective date.”
Said resignation was to be “held in abeyance pending Officer Schierer’s disability retirement
application with the PFRS.” However, the Agreement also provided that Schierer’s resignation
would be effective as of the date Schierer executed the Agreement “regardless of whether, or when,
the PFRS acts upon his disability retirement application.” As such, the express terms of the
Settlement Agreement required that Schierer resign from his Borough employment regardless of
the parties’ mutual intention for Schierer to be eligible for disability retirement benefits — a term
which inadvertently and unintentionally made Schierer ineligible for same.

25. The Settlement Agreement further stated that “[i]n the event the PFRS denies

Officer Schierer’s application, the Irrevocable Letter of Resignation from the [LPD] shall become
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effective upon notice by the PFRS to Officer Schierer and the Borough without further action by
either party, and Officer Schierer shall be deemed to have separated from his employment at the

end of business on the date of such notice[.]” Indeed, it remained obvious that the Agreement

contradicted itself in myriad ways and in numerous respects.

26. The Agreement also states that it “is subject to formal approval and ratification by
the Borough’s governing body and by the Borough’s attorney.”

27. Indeed, as evidenced by the clear and unambiguous terms of the Agreement, both
Schierer and the Defendant Borough intended, from the outset, for Schierer to be eligible for, and
ultimately be approved for and collect, accidental disability retirement benefits for the workplace
injuries he sustained while on duty as an LPD officer.

28. Moreover, upon information and belief, although Schierer executed the Settlement
Agreement on June 22, 2021, no representative of the Borough ever returned a fully executed copy
thereof to Schierer, nor was the Agreement ever formally approved and/or ratified by the
Defendant Borough Councilmembers, essentially making same useless, moot, legally
unenforceable, and of no moment.

29. Schierer complied with the Settlement Agreement and submitted his retirement
application for disability benefits with the PFRS on August 31, 2021. The Agreement itself
mandated Schierer to submit same on or before September 1, 2021. A true and accurate copy of
Schierer’s Summary of Retirement Application is attached hereto as Exhibit B.

30. On October 22, 2021, Schierer received a letter from the PFRS advising that the
PFRS determined that Schierer was not eligible for disability benefits because, according to the

terms of the Settlement Agreement, he submitted an irrevocable resignation from the LPD on June
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22,2021. A true and accurate copy of the PFRS’s October 22, 2021, letter to Schierer is attached
hereto as Exhibit C.

31. As of the current date, Schierer is neither receiving disability benefits nor is an
employee of the Defendant Borough.

32. Although both parties to the Agreement intended and wished for Schierer to be
eligible for said benefits, the language/terms of the Agreement inadvertently, unintentionally, and
mistakenly prevented the PFRS (through its own review and analysis of the Agreement) from
considering Schierer as an eligible applicant. Again, the language/terms of the Settlement
Agreement, as well as the intention, purpose and aim of the Agreement, clearly express both
parties’ intention that Schierer be an eligible candidate for disability retirement benefits. It is
apparent that the express language of the Agreement in and of itself thwarted the PFRS’s
consideration and processing of the disability retirement application. This mutual mistake of law
and/or fact remains obvious and palpble.

33. As such, Schierer received no benefit from executing the Agreement, since his sole
intended benefit was that he would be eligible for, and ultimately be approved for and receive,
disability retirement benefits from the PFRS. Indeed, Schierer has received no benefit and has
suffered irreparable injury, all as a result thereof.

34, On February 24, 2023, Schierer, through his undersigned counsel, advised PFRS
that he is appealing PFRS’s denial of his disability retirement application.

35. As it cannot be any clearer that both the Plaintiff and Defendant Lavallette never
had an actual or true meeting of the minds when executing the subject Agreement, and that serious
and critical mutual mistakes of fact and law were made therein by both parties thereto, said

agreement must forthwith be rescinded, canceled, and/or annulled by this court.
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AS AND FOR A FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION
(Temporary/Preliminary Restraints)

36. The Plaintiff repeats and realleges the allegations set forth in the preceding
paragraphs with the same force and effect as if each were fully set forth at length herein.

37. The Settlement Agreement must be deemed as null and void, since same was not
fully executed, was not formally approved and/or ratified by the Defendant Councilmembers, was
signed under duress, contained mutual factual and legal mistakes and failed to include
consideration to the benefit of the Plaintiff or the detriment of the Defendants

38. Therefore, it is patently evident that the Plaintiff has no adequate remedy at law.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests that the Court enter an Order:

(a) Temporarily, preliminarily, and permanently restraining and enjoining the

Defendants from executing and/or formally approving and/or ratifying the
Settlement Agreement;
(b) Immediately reinstating the Plaintiff to his position as a Sergeant in the Defendant
Borough’s municipal police department; and
(c) Granting such other and further relief as the Court deems just and equitable.
AS AND FOR A SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION

(Permanent Injunctive Relief)
(Invalidate the Settlement Agreement — Duress)

39. The Plaintiff repeats and realleges the allegations set forth in the preceding
paragraphs with the same force and effect as if each were fully set forth at length herein.
40. Schierer has been the victim of a wrongful or illegal act or threat that deprived him

of his unfettered will.
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41. Specifically, Schierer was forced to sign the Settlement Agreement under duress,
as the Defendant Borough threatened to terminate Schierer’s employment and have the OCPO
bring criminal charges against Schierer in the event he did not sign said Settlement Agreement.

42. Schierer was forced to sign the Settlement Agreement against his will because the
Defendants threatened to, among other things, bring criminal action against him, terminate his
employment, and prevent him from applying for/collecting disability pension.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests that the Court enter an Order:

(a) Temporarily, preliminarily, and permanently restraining and enjoining the

Defendants from executing and/or formally approving and/or ratifying the
Settlement Agreement;
(b) Immediately reinstating the Plaintiff to his position as a Sergeant in the Defendant
Borough’s municipal police department; and
(©) Granting such other and further relief as the Court deems just and equitable.
AS AND FOR A THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION

(Permanent Injunctive Relief)
(Invalidate the Settlement Agreement — Mutual Mistake)

43. The Plaintiff repeats and realleges the allegations set forth in the preceding
paragraphs with the same force and effect as if each were fully set forth at length herein.

44. The Plaintiff and the Defendant Borough entered into the Settlement Agreement
which contained a mistake that was mutual in that both parties were laboring under the same
misapprehension as to a particular, essential fact.

45. Specifically, the Settlement Agreement required that the Schierer resign from the
LPD effective immediately upon the contract’s execution without considering the potential effect

same would have on his disability application.
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46. Under the terms of the Settlement Agreement, the Borough was to assist however
necessary for the Schierer’s disability application to the PFRS, and the Borough acknowledged
that it believed Schierer was entitled to disability benefits.

47. For Schierer to be eligible for disability benefits, he must have been an employee
of the Defendant Borough at the time he applied for said benefits.

48. Due to the mutual mistake requiring Schierer to immediately resign from the LPD,
Schierer was unable to be eligible for disability benefits.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests that the Court enter an Order:

(a) Temporarily, preliminarily, and permanently restraining and enjoining the

Defendants from executing and/or formally approving and/or ratifying the
Settlement Agreement;
(b) Immediately reinstating the Plaintiff to his position as a Sergeant in the Defendant
Borough’s municipal police department; and
(©) Granting such other and further relief as the Court deems just and equitable.
AS AND FOR A FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION

(Permanent Injunctive Relief)
(Invalidate the Settlement Agreement — Failure of Consideration)

49. The Plaintiff repeats and realleges the allegations set forth in the preceding

paragraphs with the same force and effect as if each were fully set forth at length herein.

50. The Settlement Agreement as drafted fails to contain adequate consideration on
behalf of the Plaintiff.
51. The terms of the Settlement Agreement prevented Schierer (unknowingly to

Schierer) from receiving any benefit whatsoever.
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52. The Defendant Borough did not incur any detriment under the terms of the
Settlement Agreement.
53. Specifically, Schierer did not receive any benefit under the Settlement Agreement

since he was not eligible for disability benefits due to the terms of said Agreement.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests that the Court enter an Order:

(a) Temporarily, preliminarily, and permanently restraining and enjoining the
Defendants from executing and/or formally approving and/or ratifying the
Settlement Agreement;

(b) Immediately reinstating the Plaintiff to his position as a Sergeant in the Defendant
Borough’s municipal police department; and

(©) Granting such other and further relief as the Court deems just and equitable.

DEMAND FOR TRIAL BY JURY

Pursuant to R. 4:35-1, the Plaintiff, Thomas Schierer, herein demands a trial by jury.

DESIGNATION OF TRIAL COUNSEL

Pursuant to R. 4:25-4 and R. 4:5-1(c), Patrick P. Toscano, Jr. is hereby designated as trial
counsel for the Plaintiff, Thomas Schierer.

DEMAND FOR DISCOVERY OF INSURANCE INFORMATION

Pursuant to R. 4:10-2(b), please comply with the Plaintiff’s request for all insurance
information.

CERTIFICATION

I hereby certify, upon information and belief, that the matter in controversy is not the

subject of any other action pending in any Court or of a pending arbitration proceeding.
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I also certify, upon information and belief, that at the present time no other action or
arbitration with respect to the matter in controversy is contemplated.
On the basis of the present knowledge, I am aware of no other party or parties who should

be joined in this action.

Dated: March 24, 2023 By: s/ Patrick P. Toscano, Jr.
Patrick P. Toscano, Jr.

s/ Matthew J. Toscano
Matthew J. Toscano
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VERIFICATION
THOMAS SCHIERER, being ol full age, hereby certifics as follows:
[ am th Plaintifl in the above-captioned matter and therefore am authorized to
mak and ut thi erification on my own behalf.
I have read the allegations contained in the Verified Complaint and same are true
t the best of my knowledge, except where noted as on information and belief. as to which I believe
them to be true.
LR [ certifv that the foregoing statements made by me are true. I am aware that if any

of the foregoing statements made by me are willfully false, I am subject to punishment.
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Exhibit A
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Exhibit B
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Exhibit C
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State of ﬁetn Fersep

PHILIP D. MURPHY DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY ELIZABETH MAHER MUOIO
Governor DIVISION OF PENSIONS AND BENEFITS Stare Treasurer
' P. 0. Box 295
SHEILA Y. OLIVER TRENTON, NEW JERSEY 08625-0293 JOHN D. MEGARIOTIS
Lt Governor Telephone (609) 292.7524 7

imile {609) 777-1779 Acting Director
3

-+

THOMAS R SCHIERER *

65 GRAND CENTRAL AVE

LAVALLETTE, NJ 08735
RE: 3-97101
Administrative Denial

Dear Mr, Schierer:

N.LA.C. 17:1-6.4(b): requires that disability applicants must prove that the retirement is due to a total and permanent
disability and that the disability is the reason the member lefl employment,

Members who have involuntarily or voluniarily tenminated service for any of the reasons listed below will not be
pemnitted to apply for a disability retirement:

1. Removal for cause or total forfeiture of public service;

2. Settlement agreements reached due te pending administrative or criminal charges, unless the underlying

charges relate to the disability;

3. Loss of licensure or certification required for the performance of the member's specific job duties;

4. Voluntary separation from service for reasons other than a disability; and

5. Job abolishment or reduction in force.

' learly shows that there would be
ure to the poini  at you couid
rerurn w employment and thereby comply with the provisions of N.J.S.A. 43:16A-8(2).

If you have any questions regarding this metter, please contact the Office of Client Services at (609) 292-7524,

Sincerely,

Aot oews

Dawn Lewis
Supervisor-Disability
Bureazu of Retirements

CC: FRANK CRIVELLL, ATTORNEY

New Jersey is an Equal Opportunity Emplover = Printed on Recycled Paper and Recyclable
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Patrick P. Toscano, Jr. (Attorney ID: 014461986)
Matthew J. Toscano (Attorney ID: 305642019)
THE TOSCANO LAW FIRM, LLC

80 Bloomfield Avenue

Suite 101

Caldwell, NJ 07006

Phone: (973) 226-1691

Facsimile: (973) 226-1693

Attorneys for Plaintiff,

Thomas Schierer

THOMAS SCHIERER, SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY

LAW DIVISION — OCEAN COUNTY

Plaintiff,

Docket No.:

V.
Civil Action

BOROUGH OF LAVALLETTE, ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE WITH
MAYOR WALTER G. LICICERO, TEMPORARY RESTRAINTS

COUNCILPERSON ANITA F. ZALOM,
COUNCILPERSON JAMES G. BOROWSKI,
COUNCILPERSON JOANNE FILIPPONE,
COUNCILPERSON DAVID FINTER,
COUNCILPERSON ROBERT LAMB, and
COUNCILPERSON MICHAEL STOGDILL,

Defendants.

THIS MATTER having been opened to the Court upon the application of The Toscano
Law Firm, LLC, attorneys for Plaintiff Thomas Schierer (hereinafter, the “Plaintiff” or “Schierer”);
seeking relief by way of temporary restraints pursuant to R. 4:69-3 and in accordance with R. 4:52,
based upon the facts set forth in the Verified Complaint in Lieu of Prerogative Writs (hereinafter,
the “Verified Complaint”), and Memorandum of Law in Support of Order to Show Cause Seeking
Temporary Restraints and Injunctive Relief (hereinafter, the “Memorandum of Law”); and it

appearing that notice has been provided to the Defendants Borough of Lavallette (hereinafter, the
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“Borough” or “Lavallette”), Mayor Walter G. LiCicero, Councilperson Anita F. Zalom,
Councilperson James G. Borowski, Councilperson JoAnne Filippone, Councilperson David Finter,
Councilperson Robert Lamb, and Councilperson Michael Stogdill (collectively, the
“Defendants”); and for good cause shown,;

IT IS on this day of ,2023;

ORDERED that Defendants shall appear and show cause before the Superior Court at the
Ocean County Courthouse in Toms River, New Jersey, via video conference or as otherwise
instructed by the Court at a.m./p.m. or as soon thereafter as counsel can be heard, on

the day of , 2023, why an Order should not be entered preliminarily

or permanently;

IT IS further ORDERED that pending the return date herein:

1. That the performance of the Settlement Agreement and General Release
purportedly made by and between Plaintiff Thomas Schierer and Defendant Borough of Lavallette,
dated June 22, 2021 (hereinafter, the “Settlement Agreement”) be, and hereby is, enjoined;

2. That the Defendants be, and hereby are, enjoined from taking any action in approval
or pursuit of the Settlement Agreement purportedly made, including but not limited to formally
approving and/or ratifying same;

3. That the Plaintiff’s employment be, and hereby is, temporarily reinstated
compelling the Borough to reinstate the Plaintiff as a Sergeant in its municipal police department;

4, That the Plaintiff and the Defendants, be, and hereby are, restored to their respective

status prior to purportedly having made the settlement agreement;
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5. That the measures reasonably necessary to facilitate submission and processing of
the Plaintiff’s application for New Jersey Police and Fire Retirement System pension benefits shall

be promptly taken and timely pursued by the Defendants;

6. The status quo shall be maintained; and

7. Granting such other and further relief as the Court deems just and equitable.

IT IS further ORDERED that:

1. Defendants may move to dissolve or modify the temporary restraints herein

contained on two (2) days’ notice to Plaintiff’s counsel.

2. A true and accurate copy of this Order to Show Cause, the Verified Complaint, and
the Memorandum of Law submitted in support of this application be served upon the Defendants
via email within two (2) days of the date herein.

3. Plaintiff must file with the Court its proof of service of the pleadings on the
Defendants no later than three (3) days before the return date.

4. Defendants shall file and serve a written response to this order to show cause and
the request for entry of injunctive relief and proof of service by the day of

, 2023. The original documents must be electronically filed with the Clerk of the

Superior Court in the County listed above. A directory of these offices is available in the Civil
Division Management Office in the County Ilisted above and online at

http://www.judiciary.state.nj.us/prose/10153 deptyclerklawref.pdf. You must send a copy of your

opposition papers directly to Honorable , J.S.C., whose address is

; Toms River, New Jersey. You must also send a

copy of your opposition papers to the Plaintiff’s attorney whose name and address appears above.

A telephone call with not protect your rights; you must file your opposition and pay the required


http://www.judiciary.state.nj.us/prose/10153_deptyclerklawref.pdf
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fee of $ and serve your opposition on your adversary, if you want the Court to hear
your opposition to the injunctive relief the Plaintiff is seeking.
5. The Plaintiff must file and serve any written reply to the Defendants’ Order to Show

Cause Opposition by the day of , 2023. The reply papers must be

filed with the Clerk of the Superior Court in the County listed above and a copy of the reply papers

must be sent directly to the chambers of Honorable ,J.S.C.

6. If the Defendants do not file and serve opposition to this Order to Show Cause, the
application will be decided on the papers on the return date and relief may be granted by default,
provided that the Plaintiff files a proof of service and a proposed form of order at least three (3)
days prior to the return date.

7. If the Plaintiffs have not already done so, a proposed form of order addressing the
relief sought on the return date (along with a self-addressed return envelope with return address
and postage) must be submitted to the court no later than three (3) days before the return date.

8. Defendants shall take notice that the Plaintiff has filed a lawsuit against you in the
Superior Court of New Jersey. The Verified Complaint attached to this Order to Show Cause states
the basis of the lawsuit. If you dispute this Complaint, you, or your attorney, must file a written
answer to the complaint and proof of service within 35 days from the date of service of this order
to show cause; not counting the day you received it. These documents must be filed with the Clerk
of the Superior Court in the County listed above. A directory of these offices is available in the
Civil Division Management Office in the County listed above and online at

http://www.judiciary.state.nj.us/prose/10153 deptyclerklawref.pdf. Include a $ filing

fee payable to the “Treasurer, State of New Jersey.” You must also send a copy of your answer

and any other responsive papers to Plaintiff’s attorney whose name and address appear above. A
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telephone call will not protect your rights; you must file and serve your answer (with the fee) or
judgment may be entered against you by default. Please note: Opposition to the Order to Show
Cause is not an Answer and you must file both. Please note further: if you do not file an Answer
within 35 days of this Order, the Court may enter a default against you for the relief Plaintiff
demands.

0. If you cannot afford an attorney, you may call the Legal Services Office in the
county in which you live or the Legal Services of New Jersey Statewide Hotline at 1-888-LSNIJ-
LAW (1-888-576-5529). If you do not have an attorney and are not eligible for free legal assistance
you may obtain a referral to an attorney by calling one of the Lawyer Referral Services. A directory
with contact information for local Legal Services Offices and Lawyer Referral Services is available
in the Civil Division Management Office in the county listed above and online at

http://www.judiciary.state.nj.us/prose/10153 deptyclerklawref.pdf.

10. The Court will entertain argument, but not testimony, on the return date of the Order
to Show Cause, unless the court and parties are advised to the contrary no later than days

before the return date.

Dated: By:

Hon. J.S.C.


http://www.judiciary.state.nj.us/prose/10153_deptyclerklawref.pdf




