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QUESTION PRESENTED FOR REVIEW

Petitioner Keith Lewis has filed a Petition seeking a Writ

of Certiorari in a New Jersey State matrimonial matter relating

solely to the issue of child custody under state law where the

Petitioner refuses to be examined by the Respondent7 s

psychologist expert claiming that such an examination by a

party/s expert violates his due process rights under the

Fourteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution

notwithstanding the fact that the State Court has also appointed

a neutral expert on custody and further that Mr. Lewis never

raised any constitutional issue below.
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OBJECTION TO JURISDICTION

As set forth in Point I of the Argument below/ this Court

lacks jurisdiction over the Petition for Writ of Certiorari

because Mr. Lewis did not raise any federal or constitutional

question below.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Petitioner Keith Lewis and Respondent Rachelle Hadari were

married on October 29 / 2014. One daughter was born of the

marriage, namely Tzivia/ who was born on April 1, 2016 . Ms.

Hadari filed a Complaint for divorce in the Superior Court of

New Jersey/ Chancery Division/ Family Part/ Morris County on

November 22, 2016 based on irreconcilable differences between

the parties and the resultant breakdown of their marriage. Ms.

Hadari sought joint legal custody of their daughter and her

designation as the primary custodian of Tzivia. (Complaint for

Divorce at 2 / at Respondent's Appendix attached hereto at 1-3

(hereafter "RA".))

Tzivia lives with Ms. Hadari who is her primary caregiver.

(See Ms. Hadari's June 4/ 2017 Certification, at RA 9-26.)

Petitioner's visitation of his daughter has been minimal. By

way o f examp 1 e, during the first s ix months o f the parent s/

separation/ Mr. Lewis has only seen their daughter for a total

of 9 hours. (See May 9/ 2017 Certification of Ms. Hadari at

1[9/ RA. 29.) Mr. Lewis also acknowledges that he requires help

in caring for their daughter. (June 4/ 2017 Hadari

Certification at 1l0, RA 13.)

The New Jersey Family Court issued several orders relating

to the custody of Tzivia. By Order dated April 26, 2017 the

Honorable Maritza Berdote Byrne/ Presiding Judge/ Family Part/



instructed the parties to select a "joint expert" to conduct a

best interest evaluation on the custody of their daughter. (A

copy of the Court's April 26, 2017 Order is at RA 6-8.) Ms.

Hadari's counsel attempted to select a mutually agreeable expert

with Mr. Lewis pursuant to the Court/s Order but the Petitioner

would not agree on the joint expert and also claimed that he

could not afford to pay his share of a mutually acceptable

expert and insisted that his spouse pay for all of the fees of

the joint expert, despite the fact that he was earning more

income than his wife. (Certification of Julianne C. Smith/

Esq., dated August 3/ 2017 at 1?, RA 37; Mr. Lewis7 letter to

Judge Berdote Byrne/ RA 41.)

As a result of Petitioners refusal to agree to the

selection of a joint expert and to pay his share of the mutual

expert's fees/ Ms. Hadari was left with no choice but to borrow

funds to retain a custody expert/ Dr. Edwin A. Rosenberg, Ph. D. ,

a licensed psychologist. (See June 4/ 2017 Certification of Ms.

Hadari at 1[49, RA 24.) Petitioner refused to be evaluated by

Dr. Rosenberg resulting in the Court7 s June 21, 2017 Order in

which the Court granted Ms. Hadari's request compelling Mr.

Lewis to cooperate with the custody expert. (See Appendix A at

DS attached to the Petition for Certiorari.) Mr. Lewis refused

to comply with the Court's Order and by subsequent Order entered

on September 27 / 2017 the Court held that Mr. Lewis was win



violation of litigants7 rights for failing to cooperate with the

custody evaluator Dr. Rosenberg". (At Petitioner's Appendix B

at I? attached to the Petition for Certiorari.)

Mr. Lewis then requested the Court to appoint a neutral

custody expert and the Court agreed/ and by Order dated October

13, 2017 the Court appointed Dr. Mark Singer to conduct a best

interest evaluation on custody and held that each side was to

share the cost of this expert. (See October 13 , 2017 Order of

the Court at RA 45.) Dr. Singer/s retainer was $8,000 and the

Petitioner paid his one half share of Dr. Singer's retainer, as

he acknowledges at page 3 of his Petition for Certiorari. (See

Dr. Singer/s retainer letter at 2/ RA 47; and see Dr. Singer's

11/20/17 letter confirming his receipt of Mr. Lewis' share of

the retainer, RA 53.)

Petitioner continued to violate the Family Court's custody

Orders and the Court was again compelled to enter yet a third

Order on December 24, 2017 (filed December 21, 2017) where the

Court again held that Mr. Lewis is uin violation of litigant7s

rights for refusing to cooperate with [the] custody evaluator/

Dr. Edwin Rosenberg". (At Appendix C at 1l attached to the

Petition for Certiorari.)

The Court assessed attorneys' fees against the Petitioner

in the amount of $2,686.95 for his continued violation of the

Courtrs custody Orders . (Id. at 16 .) The Court explicitly held



in its decision supporting its December 24, 2017 Order that Mr.

Lewis was in violation of its Orders, stating as follows:

Defendant [Mr. Lewis] concedes he has
not complied with the September 27, 2017

Order as it relates to cooperating with Dr.
Rosenberg. This is so despite very explicit
instractions after oral drgument.
Defendant was found in violation of

litigant's rights on two prior occasions for
failure to cooperate with Dr . Rosenberg.
The Court explained Defendant's obligation
to cooperate in detail when the parties

appeared for oral argument on September 5 /
2017. Defendant offers no explanation for
his noncompliance other than his continued

dissatisfaction that Dr. Rosenberg was
retained by Plaintiff to perform the
evaluation. He also presents no evidence he

intends to comply with the Orders and avers
he intends to cooperate with Dr. Singer
only. Defendant is in violation of multiple
orders. [Appendix C to Petition for

Certiorari at 4. ]

The Court coneluded as £o1 lows: n The Court £ inds

Defendant's steadfast refusal to comply with Dr. Rosenberg is in

bad faith, particularly after extensive colloquy on the record

as to his need to participate with Plaintiff's expert. It is

evident Defendant is refusing to comply with Court Orders and

has no intention of doing so." (Appendix C to Petition for

Certiorari at 8.)

As indicated in Judge Berdote Byrne/s Statement of Reasons

to her December 24, 2017 Order/ Mr. Lewis admits that he did not

cooperate with Dr. Rosenberg. (At 4/ Exhibit C to Petition for

Certiorari.) As he again concedes at page 3 of his Petition: W0n



October 3/ 2017, I went to an appointment with Dr. Rosenberg but

refused to answer his questions or be evaluated." As Mr. Lewis

further stated in his Brief filed with the New Jersey Superior

Court/ Appellate Division: "with Dr. Rosenberg/ I have out of

respect for the court attended a preliminary session/ and

informed him that I would continue to attend as long as was

required/ although making clear that I did not consent to be

examined." (Petitioner's Brief before the Superior Court of New

Jersey, Appellate Division at 4, RA 57.)

Dr. Rosenberg issued an October 3/ 2017 letter in which he

indicated that Mr. Lewis had appeared at his office on that day

but advised Dr. Roseriberg uthat he was here ' to listen7 but

intended not to answer any of my questions." (At I/ RA 42.)

Dr. Rosenberg informed Mr . Lewis that even though he had been

retained by Ms. Hadari/ it was his intention to conduct an

"unbiased evaluation" as required by custody regulations

governing his professional organization. As he set forth in his

letter:

I told Mr. Lewis that even though I had been

retained by Ms. Hadari/ it was my intention
to conduct a thorough and unbiased
evaluation and that my recommendations will

be based solely on the data I collect, not
on who retained me. I informed him that

there are custody guidelines established by
various professional organizations and that
was my intention to follow these guidelines

so that I could conduct an evaluation that

was based on his daughter's needs and the



ability of each parent to meet their
daughter's needs. [At 1-2, RA 42-43.]

Despite this advice, according to Dr. Rosenberg Mr. Lewis

wwould not answer any substantive questions that I had for him."

(At 2/ RA 43.) As a result/ Dr. Rosenberg stated that he could

not conduct "a thorough and unbiased professional custody

evaluation" and hence could not draw conclusions relative to the

best interest of Tzivia and therefore had to suspend his

evaluation. (See Dr. Rosenberg/s October 3, 2017 letter, at 3,

RA 44.)

Mr. Lewis filed a motion for leave appeal with the

Appellate Division of the Superior Court of New Jersey dated

January 5/ 2018 seeking to reverse the trial Court/s Order that

he cooperate with Dr. Rosenberg a.nd to reverse the award of

counsel fees to Ms. Hadari. (RA 54-55.) By Order dated February

5, 2018 the Appellate Division denied Mr. Lewis' motion for

leave to appeal the Family Court's Orders. (Appendix, D to

Petition for Certiorari.) Mr. Lewis then filed a motion for

leave to appeal the Family Court's Orders to the New Jersey

Supreme Court which was denied by Order dated May I/ 2018.

(Appendix E to Petition for Certiorari.)



SUMMARY OF THE ARGUMENT

Mr. Lewis' Petition for Certiorari should be denied because

of his failure to raise any constitutional issue below which he

raises for the first time in his Petition. Mr. Lewis failed to

comply with Supreme Court Rule 14 which requires him to

delineate that part of the record below where he raised such an

issue. At no time did he raise a Fourteenth Amendment due

process constitutional issue in the lower state courts. His

failure to raise this issue below is fatal to his present

Petition under established precedent.

In addition to his failure to raise this issue below/ Mr.

Lewis' Petition for Certiorari should be denied because it does

not raise any significant constitutional or federal issue which

merits the invocation of this Court/s discretionary authority.

Mr. Lewis' Petition does nothing more but raise routine child

custody issues governed by state law which do not implicate any

federal law or constitutional violation.

Finally, although Mr. Lewis7 claim does not raise any

federal or constitutional issue, his Petition is not ripe since

no expert reports have yet been submitted and the Family Court

has not yet rendered its decision on the respective custody

rights of the parties. Under established precedent, this Court

will not entertain a petition where no final/ dispositive ruling

has been rendered which may moot the Petition altogether.



ARGUMENT

POINT I

THE PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI SHOULD BE DENIED BECAUSE
THE PETITIONER FAILED TO RAISE THE CONSTITUTIONAL ISSUE WHICH HE

NOW RAISES FOR THE FIRST TIME IN HIS PETITION

Mr. Lewis did not raise below the constitutional Fourteenth

Amendment due process issue he is now bringing for the first

time before this Court. Mr. Lewis was obligated under Supreme

Court Rule 14, "Content of a Petition for a Writ of Certiorari/"

Section (g) to identify for this Court the specific parts of the

record below where the Petitioner raised the constitutional

issue he now seeks to bring before this Court. As set forth in

Rule 14 (g) (i) :

If review of a state-court judgment is
sought, specification of the stage in the
proceedings/ both in the court of first
instance and in the appellate courts/ when
the federal questions sought to be reviewed

were raised; the method or manner of raising
them and the way in which they passed on by
those courts; and pertinent quotations of

specific portions of the record or summary
thereof, with specific reference to the
places in the record where the matter

appears (e.g./ court opinion, ruling on
exception, portion of court's charge and
exception thereto, assignment of error) / so
as to show that the federal question was

timely and properly raised and that this
Court has jurisdiction to review the

judgiment on a writ of certiorari.



Mr. Lewis has not complied with this obligation as required

by this Court's Rules because he failed to raise any

constitutional or federal issue with any of the State Courts

below. At no time did Mr. Lewis ever raise the alleged

violation of the due process clause of Fourteenth Amendment of

the United States Constitution which he now raises for the first

time before this Court.

Mr. Lewis cites only to the following statement which

appears at page 9 of his Brief to the New Jersey Appellate

Division in support of his motion for leave to appeal:

I have faith in the courts of our country
and am ready to appeal here and even all the

way to the Supreme Court/ where justices
like the Honorable Neil Gorsuch uphold truth

and justice and the rule of law. [RA. 58;

cited at page 4 of Petition for Certiorari]

Such an anamorphous/ generalized, statement is not

tantamount to raising a specific constitutional or federal

question. This Court has previously ruled that such failure to

raise a federal or constitutional issue in the lower state

Courts is fatal to a Petition for Certiorari. As this Court

held in New York ex rel. Rosevale Realty Co. v. Kleinert/ 268

U.S. 646, 650-651 (1925):

It is clear/ however, that no question as to
alleged unconstitutionally of the
substantive provisions of the Zoning
resolution or of the particular provisions

relating to E area districts , was presented
by the petition for mandamus; and no such

10



question appears to have been presented to
any of the State courts , or to have been
considered or determined by them. It is

well settled that this Court is without
jurisdiction to review the judgment of a
State court on a writ of error, by reason of
a federal question which was not raised

below or called to the attention of or
decided by the State court. Cincinnati/

etc./ Ry v. Sldde, 216 U.S. 78, 83; El Paso

and Southwestern R.R. v. Eichil/ 226 U.S.

590, 597. The writ of error in the present
case, therefore/ does not bring up for our
determination the question as to the

constitutionally of the substantive
provis ions of the Zoning Resolution as to

which it is now sought to invoke our

decision.

The Court therefore dismissed the Petition.

This Court reiterated the principle that it lacks

jurisdiction to rule on a matter where the federal issue was not

raised below in Mazer v. Stein, 347 U.S. 201, 206 n.5 (1954).

As the Court held in that decision:

We do not reach for constitutional questions

not raised by the parties. Chicag^_& G.T.R.

Co. v. Wellman/ 143 U.S. 339, 345; New York

ex rel. Rosevale Realty Co. v. Kleinert, 268

U.S. 646, 651; C.1.0. V. McAdory/ 325 U.S.

472, 475. The fact that the issue was
mentioned in argument does not bring the

question properly before us. Herbririg v.
Lee/ 280 U.S. Ill, 117.

It is therefore respectfully submitted fchat the Petition

for Certiorari should be denied based on the Petitioner's

failure to raise any constitutional issue below.

11



POINT II

THE PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI SHOULD ALSO BE DENIED
BECAUSE THE PETITION DOES NOT RAISE A SIGNIFICANT FEDERAL OR

UNITED STATES CONSTITUTIONAL ISSUE

In addition to Mr. Lewis' failure to raise any

constitutional issue below/ his Petition for Certiorari should

also be denied as it does not present any paramount federal

question that compels the granting of such a Petition. United

States Supreme Court Rule 10 specifically provides that: nA

petition for a writ of certiorari will be granted only for

compelling reasons."

The Petition fails to fall within any of the paragraphs of

Rule 10 which "indicate the character of the reasons the Court

considers" whether to grant a Petition. Rule 10(a) pertains

only to a ruling of a United States Court of Appeals and

therefore is not applicable to this case. Rule 10 (b) applies

only where na state court of last resort has decided an

important federal question in a way that conflicts with the

decision of another state court of last resort or of a United

States Court of Appeals." This section is also inapplicable to

the present Petition as the New Jersey Supreme Court denied Mr.

Lewis' leave to appeal by Order and did not render any decision

which is typical of such denials.

Rule 10(c) applies where ua state court or United States

court of appeals has decided an important question of federal

12



law that has not been, or should be/ settled by this Court/ or

has decided an important federal question in a way that

conflicts with relevant decisions of this Court." This

provision also is not applicable to this Petition. The only

Court below which rendered any decision was the Morris County

New Jersey Family State Court which rendered a decision relating

solely to the issue of custody under New Jersey State Law. The

New Jersey Family Court never addressed any issue involving

federal law whatsoever let alone nan important question of

federal law". Rul_e 10 further provides that a Petition for a

Writ of Certiorari wis rarely granted when the asserted error

consists of erroneous factual findings or the misapplication of

a properly stated rule of law."

In short, the Family Court's Orders and decisions below did

not address or implicate any federal law or any provision of the

United States Constitution. The trial Court's Orders related

solely to issues of local state law pertaining to the best

interest of a child in determining custody. Such custody

decisions are rendered routinely by our state courts.

Petitioner's attempt to raise such child custody orders governed

solely by State law which focus on the best interests of the

child to a constitutional violation would open up a Pandora's

box with no end in sight to a plethora of unending appeals of

routine Family Court decisions.

13



The trial Court below did not apply or address any federal

law or constitutional provision but simply applied New Jersey

state law applicable to custody-parenting disputes. Further/

New Jersey Court Rule 5:3-3(b)/ which is reproduced at Exhibit F

of the Petitioner's Appendix/ requires that all reports rendered

by an expert relating to custody disputes between parents must

be unbiased and rendered in the best interest of the child, no

matter which parent has retained the expert. Thus / New Jersey

Rule 5:3-3 (b) provides as follows:

(b) Custody/Parenting Disputes. Mental
health experts who performed

parenting/custody evaluations shall conduct

strictly non-partisan evaluations to arrive
at their view of the child's best interests/

regardless of who engages them. They should
consider and include reference to criteria
set forth in N.J.S.A. 9:2-4, as well as

other information or factors they believe

pertinent to each case.

Indeed, Dr. Rosenberg in his October 3/ 2017 letter cited above

expressly referenced his obligation to prepare a neutral/

unbiased report in the best interest of the child. (RA 42-43.)

The New Jersey Statute referenced in Rule^ 5:3-3 (b) makes it

clear that the rights of both parents relating to child custody

are equal. As set forth in N.J.S.A. 9:2-4:

The Legislature finds and declares that it

is in the public policy of this State to
assure minor children of frequent and
continuing contact with both parents after

the parents have separated or dissolved
their marriage and that it is in the public

14



interest to encourage parents to share the
rights and responsibilities of child rearing
in order to effect this policy. In any
proceeding involving the custody of a minor
child/ the rights of both parents shall be

equal ....

(N.J.S.A^ 9:2-4 is reproduced in its entirely at RA 59-60.)

New Jersey Court Rule 5 :3-3(d) also provides that the

custody/parenting experts can be selected by mutual agreement of

the parties or independently by the Court. The Court initially

instructed the parties to select a joint expert by mutual

agreement but it was Mr. Lewis who refused to select such a

joint expert and to pay his share of the fees for a joint

expert/ thus leading to Ms. Hadari's retention of a custody

expert. Although Mr. Lewis claims he did not have adequate

funds to pay for a mutually agreed upon custody expert/ he did

subsequently pay $4,000 for a Court-appointed expert after the

Court ruled that he was in violation of the Court Orders. Thus/

the issues Mr. Lewis 'complains about were brought about by his

refusal to abide by the Court's initial Order for the parties to

retain a joint custody expert. Mr. Lewis7 Petition also lacks

merit and again does not rise to a federal or constitutional

level as the Family Court Judge did appoint a neutral expert

upon Mr. Lewis/ request.

New Jersey Court Rule 5:3-3 (d) and (h) allow for the

presentation of expert testimony both from a court-appointed

15



expert as well as from private experts retained by the parties.

The New Jersey Court Rule mirrors many of the provisions of

Federal Rule of Evidence 706 . Federal Rule of Evidence 706 (a)

and (e) / like the State Court Rule, provides that the Court can

appoint an expert mutually agreed upon by the parties or can

appoint its own expert and a party can also retain its own

expert. (Federal Rule of Evidence 706 is reproduced at RA 61-

62.)

Of course, it is not unconstitutional for parties to

present their respective expert testimony at trial. Numerous

cases decided by this Court and courts nationwide involve such

testimony from experts retained by the parties. See/ for

example/ Whole Woman's Health _v. Hellerstedt/ 136 S Ct.2292,

2301 (2016) (the court received w the opinions from expert

witnesses for both sides"). Our Courts have ruled that there is

no constitutional requirement of the appointment of a neutral

expert. As the Tenth Circuit United States Court of Appeals

held in Oklahoma Natural Gas Co. v. Mahan & Rowsey/ Inc.,786 F.

2nd 1004, 1007 (1986), cert. denied/ 479 U.S. 853 (1986):

Finally, MRI argues that they are being
deprived of substantive due process of law

because of the district court' s failure to

appoint its own independent expert witness.
MRI asserts that without the aid of an

independent witness/ the district court
lacked the expertise to weigh the scientific

principles involved. The district court has
discretion to appoint an independent expert

16



witness. See Rule 706(a)/ Federal Rules of
Evidence, Kian v. Mirro Aluminum Co., 88

F.R.D. 351 (E.D. Mich. 1980) . The fact that
the parties7 experts have a divergence of
opinion does not require the district court

to appoint experts to aid in resolving such
conflicts. Georgia-Pacific Corp. v. United

States/ 226 Ct. Cl. 95, 640 F.2d 328 (Ct.
Cl. 1980). We conclude that the district

court was in no way obligated to appoint an
expert in this case and its failure to do so

cannot give rise to error.

Mr. Lewis thus has no reason to complain. Although not

constitutionally required, the state court below did comply with

his request to appoint an independent custody expert.

It is therefore respectfully submitted that Mr. Lewis/

Petition for Certiorari should be denied as there was no

violation of any federal law or Constitutional Amendment.

17



POINT III

THE PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI SHOULD ALSO BE DENIED
BECAUSE IT IS NOT RIPE FOR ADJUDICATION SINCE NO EXPERT OPINION
ON CUSTODY HAS YET BEEN RENDERED AND NO COURT DECISION HAS YET

BEEN ISSUED AS TO THE CUSTODY RIGHTS OF THE PARTIES

Mr. Lewis7 Petition is also speculative and not ripe as no

expert opinion has been rendered by either Dr. Rosenberg or Dr.

Singer nor has any decision been rendered by the Family Court as

to the disposition of the custody of the parties' child.

Indeed, it may be that Mr. Lewis may not object to the ultimate

resolution of the parties' custody of their daughter.

This Court has consistently denied a Petition for a writ of

Certiorari where a final decision has not been rendered below.

As set forth in Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen & Enginemen v.

Bangor & A.R. Co./ 389 U.S. 327, 328 (1967):

Petitioners seek certiorari to review the
adverse rulings made by the Court of

Appeals. However, because the Court of
Appeals remanded the case, it is not yet

ripe for review by this Court. The petition
for a writ of certiorari is denied. See

Hamilton Shoe Co. v. Wolf Brothers/ 240 U.S.
251, 257-258 (1916).

This Court in Parker v. County of Los Angeles/ 338 U.S. 327

(1949)/ dismissed writs of certiorari where state lawsuits were

still pending without final determinations having yefc been

rendered. This Court held that the petitions were premature

until the state courts had addressed the constitutional issues

raised below:

18



Due regard for our Federal system requires
that this Court stay its hand until the
opportunities afforded by State courts have
exhausted claims of litigants under State
law. This is not what is invidiously called
a technical rule. The best teaching of this

Court7 s experience admonishes us not to
entertain constitutional questions in
advance of the strictest necessity. Decent
respect for California and its courts
demands that this Court wait until the State
courts have spoken with knowledge of the
events brought to 1 ight for the first t ime
at the bar of this Court. Since the writs

must be dismissed because constitutional

questions which brought these cases here are
not ripe for decision/ all subsidiary

questions fall. See Rescue Army v.
Municipal Court, 331 U.S. 549, 585; Alabama

State Fed. of Labor v. McAdory/ 325 U. S.

450; C.1.0. v. McAdory/ 325 U.S. 472. [At

338 U.S. at 332-333]

It is therefore respectfully submitted that Mr. Lewis"

Petition for Certiorari should also be denied as it is not ripe

for adjudication by this Court.

19



CONCLUSION

For the reasons set forth herein/ it is respectfully

submitted that the Petition for a Writ Certiorari filed by

Petitioner Keith Warren Lewis should be denied.

Respectfully submitted/

WEINER LAW GROUP LLP

Counsel for Respondent
Rachelle Hadari

Dated: August 8, 2018
1428824 l.docx

By: { yi/h^^yi
ANDREW J.^K'^A^A^IS
Counsel of Record
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629 Parsippany Raa-^
Parsippaay, Nsw ]es-ssy 07054
[973) 403-1100 Telephone
[973] 403-0010 Facsimile
Attorneys for Plaintiff
OUT File No.: FAM1905-001

fJ_l&D

^r* 1&!ssey

'KA.CBELLE BAJ3ABI,

?mtiff,

vs.

KEFTH WA?EK LEWIS/

Oefe&daiEt,

fW^Zuib
1

&=pun:%^u<

?[3P EEIOB. COURT OF MEW JEKSEY
CHANCERY DmSOH, FAMILY PAST
MOEEISCODNTT.
TOCEETNQ« p^\/\L\-l5CtS^

am ACTION

COMPT.ATNT FOR DJVORCT

Plaiauff, SA-CHELLE BASAfiI/ residmg aL 3 Tikvah Way, Momstown, New Jersey

07960, bywsy of Complaint against fbe DefeadsDt sa^E:

L Pl-sisoff was lawfalty married to tLe DrfeodaTLt, EHTH WAEfiEN I£WB/ OD. -&&

29& day of October, 2014 m. a dvil ceremoiiy ui Morris Townshzp/ New Jersey.

2. Plaintiff was a bona fide resicient of the State of N&w Jersey wh.ea tins cause of action.

"sa-as^ -ami-"has EV-ET smc& .asd- fsr mDT& than' one year BEEfc: preT-primg ^-hp-

comiDencement of tids action, cosfemed.tD be Fadi bona fide residenL

3. r>Ef5Ddant, KEITH WAESEN LEWIS/ resides sb 7 Nordi Eigand Rsad, Spring Valley,

New York 109 77.

4. The parties have sufEered UTeconcilable diffErences wfaidi ha-Te causad the

breaMown of Ae raam^e for a period of six [6) laoiEhs ami wiiidi Tns^-p. it appear

tmt the niams^e sliould be i&solved and rhsre is no r&asDnable prospecfc of

r5CODdIiation.



5. OD£[I} cMldwasboraoftiiemaiTi£ge,tiam^y,TzTViaLewis,borcLApnll/2016.

6. The parties have acquired real or personal property titiroughout th.e marriage that is

. sabjecCto eqmtable distrib'utioEL

7. There have been. no prior proceedlngE between Ae parties.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, RMEELLE HADASL demands judgment

a. Dissolvingfbe marriage between the parties pursuant to N.J.SA. 2A;34-2[i);

b. Awarding tiie parties Joiiit legal custody of tile nuuDr child of tile niamage

witit Plaintiff being named fhe Parent of Primacy Residence pnrsusst to

-NJ.SJL9^<a);

c. Compellmg the Deferuiant to contnbute ID the support and maLmtsnasce of

tije ramor child of die marriage pursuaB-tto NJ^A 2A-34-23;

d. Eqiritabty distributing all property, botii real and. personal, which was legally

.sad benefidafly acqurred by tiie parties/ or sther of tiiem, during the

marriage pursuant to KJ.SA ZA;3^23.1;

e. Com-p&Qing die Defen.dant to pay Ae Plaintiffs counsel fees and costs

pursuant to R. 5:3-£[c); -and

' £ For sad otlier relief that Ae Court inay deem equitable and jn^t

^ted- 11 /^//LB
^

Tsnya. L/jreeTnsn.

Attorney for PlatrSiff
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CERTEFTCATION PUSSUANT TO SL4-.5-1

We liereby certLfv pursaant to R. 4:5-1, -tiLat esc£pt as set forfb- herein, tiie matLer m-

controversy is not '&& subject of any otiier action in any otiier Com-t W& furfher note &at,

to our kDowledg£, no oAsr party shDnld be Joined in this acfcion.

Dated, n/^/^
Tanya U-Freeman.

Attorney for PNnn^

&ESEGKAHON GF TiiIAL COUNSEL

Tanya L Freeman, Esq. is hereby designatsd as trial coansel m. tius matter.

Dated:"'-^/^

Tan^. L FreemarL
Attorney for Plamtiff'

CERTrFTCATKMOFVERIFTCmORAKD NON-COLLUSSIQ?

L 5ACKELLE BADAJU, of fall age, hereby certify:

I -am the Plamdff in -tiifi'foregomg Complaait for Divorce.. The .aUega'iloDS-.of--t±ie

Com.plamt are true to the bestpfmy Im.owledge, mfbrmation, and be!le^ and tiie Complamt

is made ID. tmdi, and m good faitii, and without collttsion foT Ae ca.usEs set foruh ui it

I am aware that if any of tiie fbregDtog sta.tements made by me are wiDfaBy false, I

sin. subject to pumshia&nt

IA
DatecL _iiW/t %wA^ /^

RACHELLB HADAIU, Ploinuff



WHNER LESNIAE UP
Taaya L. Pr&emsn 9053Z2012

S 2 9 Parsippany Road
Parsippaay, New Jersey 07054
[973] 403-1100 Telephone
[973:) 403-0010 Facsimile
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Our File No.: FAM1905-001

RECEtVED
SUPERIOR COURT
OF HEW JERSEY

NOy 2 2 2815

kACHELLEHADAKX

PlaistX

V5.

WARJ™ LEWIS,

Defendaat

SUPESaOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY
CHANCERY DmsiON, FAMBLYPAST
MOPJEIS coumv
DOCKET NO.;

CEVTL ACTION

CERTmCA.TONBYATTORKmLND CLIENT
PUKSUANTTOS^Zr^

1, Tanya L Freeman, Esq., being of full ag&, hereby certifies as fbScws:

1.1 amriie attomey for the ^Plaintiff D Defeodantui the above ca.ptioned matter.

2.1 maJfce this Certi5ca£loiLpurs'uastto New Jersey Court Me 5:4-2[ti).

3.1 have provided my dieDtwith a copy oftiie d.ocameat.entitied Divorce ~ Dispute

R.esoIuti.&nAltemativ&s to Conventioaa] Litigation .

4. I have discussed witii my dient 'tiie "ccfmFterasD.tary disp'a±& resolutroD:

a)t&raa.uves to litigation contaiD-ecl in tfhat docuzrienL

I certify that rue foregomg sta.tesieD.ts ma-de by me are true. I am aware that if snj of

the forsgDmg stHtemeiLts inade by me sre wUImUy false, I am Fubject to punishsient

Dated: i[iv
Taaya L. %-?erBan

Attorney for Pionmff



I, SACSELLE HADAm, being of full age, hereby certifies as foUiws:
•>

1. I am tiie SPlajsmff D DefeDdant m tfie above ca.ptioned. matber 3n.ci am

represented m. this divorce matter by Tcfflya. L Freeman, Esq.

2. Imafcetius Certification pursuanttD New Jersey Court Rule 5;4~2'[h).

3.1 have read. the docoment entitied Ttivorce - Dispu.te ResoliLtiDn AlterDadves fco

Conventionsi LitigatioiL"

4. I -tiius have bee& inforDie&'as' to the availability of complementaiy dispute

resolution alternatives to IrdgatiorL

1 certify tiiattde foregoing sfcatements made by me are true, I am a.ware 'tzha.tif any of

me foregoing statemeats macie by me are wiIHu&y false, I am subject to punishmeDt

Dated: I'fzi/^
KA05ELLE HADAKI, Plamisff



Prepared by fhe Court:

RACHELL5HADAKL,

Pladj

V.

SVAREEN LEWIS,

DefendaQt

SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW' JERSEY
CHANCERY DOTSION - FAMLYPART
COUNTY OF MOKIOS
DOCEET NO.: ?M-1^60S-17

CAS^ MAN^GEMENT'OBDXR

Pw^svanf to Me 5:5-71

APR 26 ZB1?
TESS MATTER being ope&ed fco tiie Court oa _• A^ril26,2S17 . NaritE& Bsntete Bym6t PJXP.

PlEEritfFbeing represented by Taoya L. I;r?eman, -Esq, from. tfae firoi of Wemer Lesmak, T JJ3 .

Defendant bemg represeDizsd pro se.

And good caus& easting for entry offiiis Ordsr,

FT IS on. tiiis _ day af AprH_ . lO-l?, OBDSSUED &Bt fiie above znattH- is assigned to -fes foDowing

track. (If cusbady is in issoefcs case sbaH be placed on fae Priority Tracdc)

A. EXFEDFTED TRA.CTC Q piscovaiy sfc&IL not esceed 90 dayB)
CIf°Ai° is chected -go mrectiytD Page 3)

B. STANDARD TBACK. d CDiscovery BfaaB: not exceed 120 days)

. c. psiomY TKA.CK [] (Discoveiy tD be set st first Case Management CDBiea-mce)

-D, COMPLEX TRA.CS^^Disooveay tp be -set af&st Cose MmgemsntGciafeEBQ-cse)
c^^

(eastody CBSSS must b& st i^st priority tracA:)

IT ifUKl.'.HF.R. APPSAEING 1bat en fee issu& of Casf&dy aad Paresitiag Time:

n There gre no dhikirsL
Q All issues rslafaig to Ctisisdy aad ParearaBtg Time have bes& resob^d pEirsusnt to a. Custody

and Pareatmg Thne Conssit OFdsr •whiA shall be 5Ied wifh &e Comt no ISJET Thsa. seven (7) days •from

, the entry ofAis Qrder.

Cisstociy is an TSSKK.
A Dgmesdc Violeocs Ordsr is in •ef^ct

[_j The ciiildrsn sre eisancipafsd.,

The m.£ttsr is referradtD CustQdy/Psrennug Time Mediafcioa.

Th& CtistDdy/Pareaastg TSDS Plazi, required parsiiBsi; to E^ 5^&-5 'will be submii±ed to the CoTirt

by_, 20_ . at _ ELJIL

RAG



TT .blU.yJJ.rUilR AI>P£AE.ENG tfast th? followmg issues ar& m disptits;

Child SappoFfc s^rf^^ Counsel Fees C3 CBus6ofAcEiQn
Q Alimony ff'Q Medical Insurance • Q OtiieT Issues;

Q Eqojtabie DistribafciDD Q Life Instirance _.

FT IS FOS3E3SR OK&IKED Uiat && &&owmg be fBrmshed po later -Ehaa &e dates isdicafed:

+ Case hfbimarion Staianent filed? Ptamtiff ^es [_] .No S) - DefeiKte CYes [_]

CIStobefiledbyPlamtiffDD&feDdantgBofe Qbyj.A^^ ^ t20t^y

PteEitiSDeiendant shall propoimd IiriErrogBJDrfes/Notice to Produce by 'Ij^A_CU-t VJ \ '^-} \ T *

PlamtiSTDdBadaflt. ^11 BSSWQ' latea-EOgatones aad ooraply wiai Notice tD Prodsce b;

^ PlamtifDDefcndant shsll con^ilete D^tQsTfcbns lyYd^w93r;- F^ ^ li> & *NU@L2

PlgiciafBD&^daat: shall p-oduce proof of bank account balances, p5&Bion(E), or d'fca* reccrds, ify

\JUL^I ff

Plaia^HrDefendsnt shall also;

Dss .lomt cff Court. PlamtHI D^idmit Costpaidby
(00/00/00) AppfdBxpsrt Expert Espert (BasbBiyVWife)

BjsaIBstatE EppBsis^E to-te-CDmpleted-tyT

Expert;

PersoDatfcy appraitsals to be eaiDp'l^ed.'by:

Expert

Busfeass apprai^ls to be cctmpleted by: ' 06/3W17
Expert

Peasian. apmais&is to be csmpistei by;
Expsrt

a

D

D

D

D

D

a

D

a

D

D

a

JOTHE

O'iiisr (Espert RsporfcE o? related issaes)
|1 VocatiaDa] Ev^&atian ELCpsrt:

*

^Custody/^arenfins Tus& EvRiuation E.xpert:

D Psychiatric Bv&luadoD Expert



FT IS^DKESER O'RTi^RXp ihal Ais iss&sr di&Il be schEsdaied. before tfae County Early Sefcfi^Eoent

Paael on ^<-A^Lf • ^_fl £;y_'atS;4fl ajn.
~u '

H IS FQSTEER 0'5BSRS3} &3£ & second telsphom.c Case Managsna^ Caafereaoe ba schBdaied
~^~W^^ '77~--7- ./„ 7^\-."^-~'^

on {UlQ^- "''at'^^a.m^ b5fm5fk&HD&&rableMarit££BerdoteByrae,?.J.?.P. Tfcs COTJST F^HATJ,
u / ~~~ :

Btt'HA.TE TSS, CALL,

FT IS raK-TSJER ORDEEED tfaat all madctnSi em.ergeri appBcEtioOs, plenaiy hsairags G&d &£

ulfrmete trial of tiiis Tnaaer, if necessary, shall be todled by Judge Bfrrdote Byr&e, ?JJ,'P, All fgtare

oOErespODdancs to tbe Court s^all be Earwarded. to tiie .facige; assigned. The aflQmfyCs) Hppearing m Priority OF

CocDpIes Track Cases should be familtar -witfi aad have •ful! HEi&orify fD pariioipBfe in th& cas&.

FT IS FDEXBm OKDSm^
; A.TXArmD RIDER &Q^?^L^ ;/QL lii&^r^

.irHc3 ^0 A3
'^CSu^^Qj£^

a^.. ^o ?
.c^ct{tVl^^a

^ya^.

D Trial Date: at Trial Date to be DeteDEmed

I'
Berd.ofs Byree, ?JJgJl.

.ec

^0



VTONER LAW GKOTJ? LLP
Tanya L. PreemaEi 9QS3220U
Jnitoafc C &miai 073822013
629 Parsippany R&ad
PaiSLppaay, ?w Jeis&7 07054
(973) 403-1100 Telegbone
(973) 403-0010 Fax
Attorneys for Plau'ttijJ'
Onr File No.: FAM1905-001

SHA35AM,

PIasnfiJ^

EEira -WAJREEN DEWIS,

DeieadaiEt

vs.

SDPERIOR CO'DKF OF KEW JERSK
CHANCERY MVISION, IE-AMELY PAET
MORRIS COXJNTY
DOCKET NO.: ¥M-14-60S-17

OVEL ACTION

CROSS MOWN CffiimCATJON O?
SHADAKI

I, RACHELLE HAMRI, &f fall age, liecesby ceriify as foBo1p?5:

L, I am "tfae Plaintiff in. 1iie above-captumed mEEtter and, as sudh, I am. fblly famiHar 'wi& 1h&

facts set forfh- hereBQL I make 'fiiis CeriiScation in opposrtion to Defendasfs Mc^ioa dated.

May 1,2017, m. support of my Cross MotioEy SDd. in faaAer si^port of my Motion, filed aa

May II, 2017.

CTSTQPYANPPAKENTENGTEME •

2. From fhe momeat Tzivia was bom, I have and corrtmoe to be ha pcmaiy csrsgivs:.

3. I beedie ha, feed hsr, clo'fhe heg:; do her lasn&y, chsnge her sheets, care for her when sfae^s

side, T3^& ba: to tiie doctor fac scheduled visits as wdl as •wh.sL I fesl sib& is oot acEing Hkie

iier -ussal -self. I eosuTS Tsa.yia.'s niffiTSimzations ars T^i-to-daiE sad. giye bea' ii^dicatioris

wbso. required. I nTCsed her for as long as my body wotild providfi her -wifa. 1hs amount of

nutrieaifcs shs reqaired. I tfaen bcttfle fe^. Tzma since ^ie reqmred more calones ThaiL my

TTYI'T^ could provids. I provid& hs wifh opportGEtdes 105- social srieracdan wifc othier



cioldrea; I pla-y wifa hCT, i&ad books to bfiL, teadihea-words, song? Fmn holiday customs. I

plaa aad o&Lebrsfce birthdays and holida-ys witii Tzivifl. I ba-ve bou^rf hisr toys and gxSs. I

ta^^'wiAmeoTieaaiid^ffl^'p&sa.Qeeded^Ib&ofcbabyffltEeisfGrhei.Ihaved^ -

on Tsrvia by video c^Vidi^sheiswrthasitt^.ItooictiffiiEutia^TetDkeqpTziv^

"yrifb. DefsidaDt"s ixomediate family and I CTSI take bsr to "viat 'with. Defeadaat's family

SIMS fiie&ds in. ^ Gommmaty- I ov^csee Tzivia. s daycare arcEngemsEite, make Iia: Imdfcies

imri provide her wi'th beg- wr& all fee njecessrfies sbs reqirires v/ben she is at daycais. I take

her to snd from. daycare and becsase I woEk in-&e same buildmg» I am even able to cbeclc

is' on Tzivia Ifaiougboat fte day. I ass. ro. coostast ccraimomcaliaa 'wil.h. Tzivia's daycaie to

mabe sore they are swsre of auyfcisg ffaat •would te sLgDi5caifl to tfbem. 01 isGportaot for

•them to koow, and 'feey ars ia caa^ant coioEmiricalian wi& ms to ^iar& prcfad momeats

and discuss ho" daily rcm&ie. I lsu.gh 'witiL lis aoid. play 'wi&. ho' (iDakiog anwnal gouQfis is

Tp^Tly W ftrpnrrte fhfyiR rlayp) T pn^ilia TTma anrl In.vR ^FT TO^I an my Tie?a+_ T nm+nm smrf

com&rt Tzivia. 'wfaea sh.e is skik, wfaile TnoTiTtodng Itfir symptamsL I teacb- hea: how to

esplors new feings, aHDwmg her to be ssfely cnrioos. I prepare her meals and Stacks. I put

lta_to sleep andamthereif s^ wakes iip m fee ra^iL lam. Ifae first feceTzivia. sees every

mo-miog. I teach hear prayers and take Itec to •weekly dhiLdren's senices OIL &e SabbaflL I

have also 'Eahai IIJGC to hioiy veimes wifein. ouc Jewish re^i.oiL I take hCT to the zoo aod.

have ta^eo. ha' to a parade. I do ccafis mfh. I^F and Tffn^f lies- to coioiir. I take lofe of

pictee& sod videos 'with Tza'via- I put cTsaai on her R^TI. so ^ie does not get dry, I camf&rfc

her 'fttale she is tee'tfhmg as •well ss brush ho: t&stiL I bay hsr cSapeas sad 'wipes and

coutnmaBy buy lies' clofhes she reqmies as she gro'ws sad wrfii the ch^ngms seasaas. I lia-ve

pEcepared and packed for Tzivia on all &e trips •w& b£Ve beoi co-1 baby-proofed liie house
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by mstaUing a baby gale aad liavmg fumrfcure bolted to 1:h& walls. I liave provided. T^rvia-

with. fbe stimuladou. leqtdrect to learn and grow. I have beea &ea-s ID wafcii hea: l^m to

ciawl and scipportsd. hsr vvbile she took her fast steps. I liave besn. thEsce whea she falls, I

have kissed, her, and esicoTira.ged hea: to get back up. I cut hisr tesay, tisy fipgCTnails and

tdeaails. I take ha: on -walks and to the pad: to play. I have gr?ea her, atnd •will confmaje to

give her, an enviTOEmeat •feat is fcll of love, sfaffity aad rdiabOity-

4, Trivia is my numbsr OQ& prio'rity. I am fee caosSsst m Tzivia's life and w31 always be thisie

for my danghtET.

5. Tzivia's life 'would be tGmed Tyside dowrL wifb^ut me. HJET "noTmflI" wo-utd. be no longec.

Any caDStaiit she hiew woTild be gone. She wo^ld. essennafly be soa'o'Hodsd 'by strangecs

and people ^fbo have Dffyer cared, for bee or iaiCTW hew to 'kesp Iier ssfe,

6. By retaraing to CaoadE. wife. Tzivia, hea" "coastsiri" wo'ald not change. I •would coHtmue ID

be caring far her '&e way I havs daoe, sid I would cosfcm& to 'be lier primary caregrvec.

AddrdooaUy, Tzrvia -woxild. be sisiouDded by Ifae love of bfic famity - lies' matemal

grarndpareats, amifcs, uiides, aad coiians T^O l^ye aU beeo. m. ini£^ral part of her life.

There are many esrploymjsat op-poifammes iB. my" 6dd so. Tcffairfco aod, fiherefare, I •would

ccaiticH3& to b& able to provide for Tavia. m Canada as I do now. TITieT& are iaor& Je'wish

edocational oppOTtmiities fer Tzhda m TcH-Q-nto thaiL &er& are m MordstowiL She would

have bar own room, ri.gfat Qest to Eriae, in my rooter's bDme aod pleaty of play space.

Soshec food is zoore readily a'roilable l:ber£. Since I already have ties to ths Tomato

commusity, I "will costume to eag^e Tz^ria- IEL soraal and Insure actrvmes.

7. Defesdaat and I had. neyer plaimed. to reside permfmeirily ia MomstowiL It was a

teaporary place for us to live. At one point, we sedousty considsred movmg to Tor'omo



togefer. in fact, Defeodsri has mare relatives m TOTosto thffTi he does m New Jeasey,

T^bich. is vriiy &e transrticm for us to Toa'oBto wcmld- havs b^a & smooth cme.

g. Defeada3f:s5 repcesegitHtion r&^Tdag his myo^veaneat m oor dau^iisr^s life is ealirely

imfcrofi.

9. D&feadaDiE has ne'ver 'besai a ma^or csregrveT iQ. Tzivia's Ii£s. He has- QCT5r ba&ed. Tsvia,

cat her nails or prepaiesd. her raeBls. He has Beveg- bmi^st hea- clo'&ing. He has never careti

^ her T^i^ ^'s ac^ cff taks^ her oa Ms o-vm-to T^ doc^r or aaraDged

H& has iK^s<pe5tiaDediflifiTiiai£fflmza^iait£ace up-to-date or grvieaher 207 prcscaiptioa.

medicsdcms. In fact,'flies'e "wae only are ^t'iTOtHBesfh^heac&cai^aaied.Bi&o-iiitStDps

to the doctor and he aoly did so afer I as^ed. ^m to join us, as I 7?aEfced T^iTn to be more

participatory. He has nevei braced. Tzivia's tee?&L DefeodaDl: has ne'vei arcanged any

playdates for Tzcvia- or any afhEff soda]. irriEracfams far IEC outside af daycare. He is not m.

Donstant commumcatioia 'wife. daycar& reg^dmg T2ivia^s needs. Hs bas nevs bougiit bo:

toys, books OT gifis. Since he moved out; Defeodsrri: mads no atfismpt to cdj&hrate any

hoHdsys with hcEL He has mostiy Iiad EQpsrvisesd. visits 'wi& her Dvea' the las£ 6 mostfas.

Defeodast- Isas always 1^ rfc to m& to book tiie babysittiess aad. airaage for our rbmcAWc

COTC. He Isas noffc iBitiated or rasEriaised a relaticiinship WI&L bis owa &inily ia Mosistows.,

eveai for liie ^k£ of his dai^tfT. The last •faoe DeKodaat stayed. 10.1he ssme bcms& •with

Tzivis. oyeaiELghfc was •vAea we lived togefaer as a -fe^ily OTQ- 6 mcEp£hs ago.Decsodazithas

DeyeT talsea Tzrvia on. Ms CWD. to syD2gogu& wife. hnn, He has never taken her on lus o-wn

fbr a trip or packied for bsr. E& has nofc te^jea opporfcumties te) see her and. has gone lozig

psdods of tzm.e Vi'iiti DD CG3itact wi& h.er ^atsoeva. E'vsi CEEixig &e zrtsai&ge, b£r??5e"

Defeaciast's work: hoTTB and tim£ speEat away at syna^ogae, 1^ barely speat tins -with
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Tzivia. Sinc& Defeodaid: chDse to move to anofheT stgfcs, away from. O-TIT (Ipnghter, the um&

he spends •wife. ho- is nommaL H& has not dsaonstrated &a£ ^h£ is a pdorrty.

10. By Defeadaofs own admission, he r&qmies h&lp xa camtg mi cna dan^faEa:. Smce OFDT

separalion. approxiDDEteiy 6 manfcs ago, D6£sodasfc has only sssi. our ^fnfgbtec 'w^nan he

sporadicaSy ctooses to viait hei at hea- daycare and OIL •ffae 2 Dccaaons he took hia fbr a

•w&fe TSSSL my bome. I have Qaa& Bo€bmg to ke^) ^nrn •^mri •vT^rin^ ^a- ?nnTs nfF-ftn ftiRn he

curceatiy does and. has historically chosesL Howevsr, I hav& doCTmeatBd every orue o-f

EteiSDdants visits to 1iie daycaa-e midlfae leagfe oftimsfor each SQC±L visit; 'feis informajio.D.

was provided to m& by OTB; datighi^ s daycsre prcr?ida:. ESSIBTT A.

11. DefeaadfiDt has not visltsd Tzivia. iDOFe than once per -we&5c aDce he moved oirt OD.

NovsmEbsr IS, 2016. ESBSBIT A. ^Wrih Ae escep&QD. of a sm^e visit &a£ lasEted 55

nHnu^oaJaF^nFtTyl7»2017,I^fendaDttypica[lybasBotspestiikore£h3al5fo30i^^

with. Tzivia per week for lit& last 6 mcjirfhs.

12. Deiendant also has gone bug strc'tdies of time vri.thoat seedng aar dau^ifer -whatsoeYec.

For mstaDCs^ Defes&daat recsifly.weiit 25 days (betwesi April 3Ed sad. April 28fe) •wi&pDt

-seemg Tzivia. He also ?tfest .8 dayE -wrtfaotit visiting Tzivia '&om Msy 1st to May 9 .

13. Tbere is no Order in place restdcfeig D&feadaot froia. visrtsng Tzrvia at beT daycare Taare

frequeatiy tBan. he chooses, Howefva, D&feadanfs feilnre "to ^dsrt Tzivia. TDGTS. ofeai &an

once per week, or even less sequenEiy, is of his o'wn voliticei; it is a sesclt of HE Irmited-

interest is: seemg bis O-'WTL danghties: and Ids lac^: of desire to be involTed or even. koo'w

about Tzivia's d^y-to-dsy ro'u£:n&; it is a KErfinustio-SL of DsssadaBt's apafe.e'fic t^sha^or

fowsrdoitr baby girL



14. In liis .Mjotion, D&fendant reqpests ffaai he have pareafcmg time •wi&. Tzivia every •weeke&d,

fcora Fridays at 1:00 p.m. Tmti1 Sundays at 2:00 P.HL H.& fuTfte propGses 1hat he ttwffl stay

tbeo. is. Brooldyn, NT, •wife a family...-wiio •will help [him] cars for [TzsTiaJ" sinjd &afc tiie

molhear of tins fam5y "is a st3y-ha[a& m.c?fc2C of two," Not only is DeEmdar^s reque^ an

esaggerstioD. offhe bme he is •wiliiag to commit to CFDI dau^itei, bufc b& does sot have a

suitable place ID esiEscise any fryermght parsi.ting f3me 'wi& Tztvia^

15, Defeadast has bad. DD aveGii^hts WS&L Tzma ^nce he inDved uat ^proamately 6 TrtnnfhR

ago and he will not be abl& to es:erris& any ovemigbte wi& our dati^hia: froCTL JiiDe 16,

2017 ttough. AsgnsE 9, 2017. As set ferfh. in my attamey^s Csrtificadon, Defeadant

iBfoisn^ her dudng a. recsat teieyhons c^ 1i^ he vriU be c>^

A-Tigasfc 9 RTifl, Ifaae&ffe, unavsiIsHe far his deposiiion. mrtialty scheduled for .hily llfe.

EXHDST B. Wheai sif attoimey a^Ki vAetiier he wo?ald be ietaD3mg to fhe area

•whatsoevesr dimng &is ^riofL he r^pondKi Knon; EI fact, lie advised feat it 'would b& an.

uiccmveEieoce &r IrTm fe letnm.

16. 5i fac^fc, DefeadanE eve& esecufed s. Cortseasfc OrdCT iifasfiafeig tnat fee deposa'tio'D- "was

-resciieduled dae to Ids out-of-state travd. and. Tina.'mlfiHIity from. Juae 16^ •b August 9fe.

17. A.dditionalty, DefeodaDfs proposed. paresG&tg tiiD.& scbediLle would exclude me rTom.

ha'vmg any weekends with TaviEL This is no't anly mequitable, bafc it is sot isalisdc. As

DefeadasE xnows quite wdl and as iliustratsd above, I have b&en Tzma.'s primary

caxegiver since lies- birfiL She bas nevgc gcmfi a we&kesad v?ithou£ me. Mareovs:, Dsfeadairi:

'sss asver spesfc a wee^&nd. alons w'i'm. Tzma. As ooted prs^T.&Ttsly^ DsfaodEDi is requesfmg

SL schedule fhat he csisiot c.QTnmrfc IQ. Be is slready rs^mg cm hiB .sIlegecL desire to



exerci^p^a3fatgtmi£Vk^TziYiae'v^weefcead,asI]£Wc^^ do so most of

tiie DpcomiBg smamear.

18. Moreover, Defendant has not made Tsvis. a priority m his life, as evidsDced by his MuTe

to sp£^inc>r&tii3iL^&i[t30imiisfcKpCTws^T^&h£rm1fael2^6E?i^ sad his Aoice

not to sse her fasr 25 days ZL Apnl Nor does D^odaiA eveT ccsifsct me TO check m OIL

Tzzvia. in. his abseacs.

19. Defeodant also feiLsd to evai visit Tzzvia. on her fast birfhday. Tzivia' s birfbday is Apal 1-,

2016^ •mach converts to 22 of -Sae 3acm& of Adar2 on &e 1'ansi oaleodar -pAidi is •fhe

Jewish, calsndar tiiat we also &Ikw. Tias year, in 2017, Trivia's Hebrew birihday (Imiar

calendar birEhday) f&H OIL li^iaidi 20'&L. Defsodarri: neglected 'to visit Tzzvia. OD. erfhsr March.

20 Oic April ld» dsnoitStra&ig &2Efc he is eafeer Tma\^re of Ids own dan^ifcer's 'birihday^

•whidi he claiios to ceiete'atE, or he coidd aot be bolhec&d. to viEafc hs:. Al&ough Deteiast

visited fee daycare 2 days s&s her Hehcew birihday, oa Marcti 22m, fiis daycsre mfacmed

me •t:ha± Dsfeadant made no effort to cdehiate Tzrvia's baftiday ^?Trmg this visit

20. Sirt0& &e be^aaing of fee sdoool year (Septembei: 2016) to '&£ day Defeadsat moved o^

ozLNoveHibesc IS, 2016, he commuted J&QHI MoD^stoTTO. to Mflfas&y every MoQda.y ihpoTigh.

Thursday, and sometimes an. Stiodsf. It 'wss impcH'taQfc eoong?! for IITTTI to make this

corosaute- fbc WC)A, y&t he does not mssntaip "rbe pame levd of coionmm.eaf m coromiriiag

to spend tiioe 'wife- HE o'?m dsighteE. Defeadaafc is tTying fo msm-palals realrty by sfcaang

tfhat "commiEtiDg to Mnmsfnwn is offhhes: pracdcsl DOT idsal" 'wbsn hs is Ifae oae who

chose to move so fac away from Hs dsaghtsr.

21. Def&ndsirs claim fhst I am sot "mentaliy stable'' (as notsd IZL paragTapli =10 &f his Rsply

CsTtiJicsticm-) and thst '~&is i5 amaztisr ofliie and dsaSL" (as Dated m FarsgEaph ^11 ofhis
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Reply) is eaaJarely false. Dsfendazit has made sfmfW allegadcms smce vre sepscated.

However, Defeodmf s pea-csption of wbafc has acfcDally occmred is not realijy^ WIieai Tzrvia.

was a few months old, I began fe&Iiog emotional ami spoke to my oh/gya who sciggesfced I

seek couDseIEug, which I did. I did not feel comfartabk •wifE. the psyiiiDb^st aDil her

couEtseHing practice. It did not seeai Tifee a. good fit snd I could. Dot tmsfc hsr. I wouid leiave

hier of&ce feselsig jadg&d- I ha?& smce beea. told- by olfaCT pTofessicmals ^ia± fbe -way m.

TAach. "that psychologist diag&osed ms."was very imucoiL-variionsL

22.. Defeadaat, however, got stutb; on evecy word she said, lalkmg down to IDS BBd teatiag me

?ic vfT \!raR fl &>n1rl^ raHirt- fiisp InR 'o^fe Tnfrfwirl n-'f-tryrng f-n h& cinppnrfrTUp^ nRFKnrIsrri- nhnw

to run away from our mama^s. He had no istest in tjssg, to -wcs±. toge&ec to repair OTJT

mainsge.

23. I took it v^on myself to go fag- a secoad opiman; I spesri: mnltiple gesaioas v?i& a.

psycliiatdst v?r& vrixm I felt oomfbrtable sad safe- She TmTnfftiatftFy recogmzisd zay

transrfaoiy, p&st-partum, bEtby bbes and. •tiie b&havioT te was evcfesd by •&e firiitify and.

fru5traiio£L I felt m trymg to gd: fhrD-ugti to DeseiDdant as he was beccHnirtg maE£ saELber,

soIitEry, and wi&diswiL I- con&Eaed to go to feis psydiis^ist -•b) coiBplete her evalaation

and TmtFi she £&tt I no lon^a- iteeded- to ccmtmae as a palieot I also followed, vp •wi& s^

oh/gyn. pmsaaait to my psyohialnsfs recominepdF^orL Decsnbea- 7., 2016 was my last

appoiatmeat wife ray psychietrist, a£ wfaich time ^e; advised fhst I did not aeeci ID ccsifaius

mesfciog with. hec. In facfc, smce DefeEdaat aoved out aDd W2& &e passage df t3ia&, I BO

kmgs feel liiose baby UUSE; I fesl iffodi moie Msi&djsat, mdiSpeodent End. h^py. Fd^ids

have CTea laads zasn.tion oftijis to me. I ezercise an.d sai hea^&y msals; smround- my3slf

•wi3i positive, suppartivs people, aod I try to gst as m'adi rest as pOEsible. T^ie disfsnce I



now i^ve ^m Defeadant has oeitardy proved, to be poshive &r me.

24. I asksd. De'EBnri^f- ifh& wanted to review'fh.er^ort torn my p^&Iiiafrist, but he decljDjed.

DefeDdaat bag BD isifea^t m 'fee actaal sobstaDce of tise report. lostsad, he clahns niy

psychiatric svataati.GB, vitech be has nevec evoi re°?iewed, is'bfaselesswheaiiQ.fac^lEpesat

more hoxirs woridng wifh. fee psyGlualri^. fhaii I did "v?r& the &s£ psycholo^gist,

25. Based on Defeadanfs negative leacrion. towaid my psycisafcrisf, I o&a'ed to sesk a. second.

evalua&a^ to ^lich. DefesidanLt re^ionded tBat he "would not tras£ aiLyone. I haye gcKie

above and b£yaad tD address Hs caoceaits, 00 m?rtt'PT how basd^s aod. atitlsniiisfa. •they are.

Sowever, Defeadasfc has Tnarle if quite cAsar Ihat he has no ista'est ai havisg sa "adequate.

invesdgafioiELmto fhe evidaoce^ evegi?di£ai» as he sfcat^, it is B.l^naf±eTofIif& and deafli."

26. My colleagues, 1h& pdncapal -9mesc& I woric, and ffae paTesi^s of '&e diildreQ. I teach, have

nenear reported say coucesacis abod my maifcal stability. Thes& are p&CFple I spEsmi mDSt of

my day'wiflL Hfcewise, Tz3'via?s peiSatadaiL has DO offQCEinsataU.forTzivia.besigmmy

care- aad. has oeyer voiced any csoscesns about ray menlal stability. I spes^i fim.e wee3dy

•mfEL DefeDdanfs family ID. Mhnigfeowii; •&ey also have DD conoesns r&gardmg my morial

Rf-ahnHy nr cy^ncemR shTnrr me ranTig -fnr TTTVITI T+ TH TWrai^ant alnne whn K TTtRHna ^IP-W

claims, yet his actions do Dot mazch his concerns. H& left our marriage and IgS- our

daughfET HL my care; he raiL off to Israel &r 3 -weefcs v^nle lea.viog Tzivia HL m.y Ggre sad,

evsn on his Fstum^ 'wshsd. 5 d£ys besbre he evea visited hes. DefeodEiri will b& leaving fcr

2 m-oa&is over "ffae sDajuii!S,agmiile£vi[^T2i^mmyc^Te.Tlies&aFeoQlyafewes^nples

of what sesnis to be I>e3eadas£?s aupareai attempt to TnRlign aad damage my re^atatiarL

27. I have never hurt myself or my dau^itg:. If De^Qdsnf was tmiy c.&ncemed for oiir

daoghters wsllbsmg, why did he not ^iow say car& or coDcem •whsi Tzivis. had a
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broachial iniecfcios. and I Iiad. to take her to Urgent Care? 'Not oae "tirDe did Defcodaot

follow up to see ho?? OUT dsughfc&r "was feelmg. His lack: of Tesponse to o'ac daughter s

needs is negHgssfc. Once a^m, DefeQdasifB clanss sad "his actioBS do nat aligi.

Defeat FTft's maidpulafrre and CQrriToHiDg descQ'ranoT is harting our daughter m1iLe ^H'ocess.

Notwifestaeoding, Dcfeodasfs own. actions and lack of ircrolvsiZtEDt in our daaghl£Tas life

sbsws bow absscd bis c'lflEn. is legaa^ing 217 stabSity. Defeadant willingly ehos& to move

to Monsey, and has a&ly dsdicaied abont 30 nuDntes per w^k to Tzivia fer 1he }ssst 6

mnErrfh^ By his Q'WTL admissajoos, Defendatrt •will be tcavsUng •EDI 'alzaogt 2 monfhs feas

smmnec a&d, tiiecefeare, TEOSvsola'ble to Tzivia. T^iis does Dot seem Hk£ som.efhmg a. iCTviiLg

and canog parent would do if fhey tally beHe'yed. 'Siesr dan^ea: was m an uosaie

emarcffimeat or being cared for by someone who was ''mentaU.y •uns£abl&," as Defendsat

29. Defmrtamt fiiriher states m Iss Reply Cerfificafcion. &^£ it is DD seCTefc '&afc he does not want

Tzivia living wi&. m.e. Again, "Siis stafeaBeafc is absoFd, as De^idant has xnFirie. no eBbrt to

spead any amount of quality time 'wi& Tzivia in Ae last 6 mon&s; DOT does he apparesatly

intend to do so this ssmmsL

30. DsfeadEEot slso does not hsve a sasfable space ^iss he can esecdse paretitmg time with

Tzivis, 1)S£ slorus ovKaiights. Defsidant ^pareaEiy pToposes tfaat he ssean^ pareoiiiig time

at tftxe home of som& fiieiKis oflns in Biookiya, ^Fpiosanately 40 miles scway from Tzivi&'s

home. I have oaly met Defeodaof s fiieads briefly a few fenes. I do not bio-w Ihsn. •we31 at

all, and hsye never spenj: 3sj qGaiity time wilh tfaeEiL Nosr do I kaov?' tiiar childr®. •weU. I

do not 'blow fhe acccmimodsticms fhsEfc tiey wofold have for my baby in th.eii new hoiB.e. I

have never visited fheai new hoiBe EQd I <lo sot evsa Tcnnw ^es-e faey live; in fact.



HR^^^mt-fafteTltnprrnjnrlp.-ftipiTTnrt/^RRiTi \^ 'Unnrm T rln TtntTf->nw TfTTTPia TOTmlri >iffypi

to share a room with ih& lamity^s dhildTert or eyeai if'tiiey h3Ye a cri.b. &efeadaiifc*s £ieEu3s

have cmiy met Tzcvia as a yDQog m-fW aDd- haye Devisr cared for hs. They bave no first-

band lauwiedge of our f4;m^pT. If -fhe.. Tarica-Lechter family truly cared fair Tzivia's

wellb&iag, it sessss pecaliar fcat feqr have neTer contacted me to c-heGk: in on her.

FuFfibesooTe, .Mi. Tadca-LedriEr dbooses to avDid. eye contact wife. me aad if he must

address me, he does so tbrougb. DefeodasL This, of courss, is o-f great oonceai to me,

especially consldfiiEmg Defmdasfs absurd request to Slave Itris family care ir or even

assist in rtTrmg far Tzivia. Also, if "Sus faimly is residmg in Brookiya, •wiiere D&feodast

says they currenfly Uve, "fe&y woald not bs allofweci to take Tzivia oi3£ of'&e hcnBe

- the Sabbath ^ as &£re is.ao £rOT in 1h£ aa-ea An Eruy is a. ritual eocl&soTe 'wrffaiQ. a Jewish.

caassnmity •&st pGmrite yon to cacry objects omtside of yonr iioTis& on&s SabbatiL Gi-yesn.

the amoTOt of time Defeodsnt speai^ at syEagogue over Ihe Sab&a&, Tzsvia wD"aid

esseariisUy be l&ft in. 1iae caEe of a coniplete stianger to her.

31. As I have described mdetmlabovs, I IiayisbesiTziA's primary csregrvec sisce hei birfL

DefeDitefc has had little jAysical preseace 10. Trivia' life and. absohjtdy 00 mvolvsmeDit iiL

her daily rcyofios &r more tiisa 6 mon&s.

31. I am asfcing 'that tbs Court albw me to letam to my liome m Toroffto, wlier& Tzivia aod I

c-fvn b& ptmTianrtft^ "by my &mily ^n^ fdeads.

33. NotwiAstHDdmg, it is rot my isienfion. for D&fennFint to pot be mvolved ia ar tp pot have a

physical pressDC;e-m OTB- dsa^ifcer's Kfe,. As SQC&L, if the Courfc peaini'ts me to retam to my

horns is. Ceoada wi& Trivia, I propose fhat Dezeadant es:ercis& psreGfcmg 'tiiae as foHows:

a. Defendant can spend one wesfcead per mcHrih -wrth Tzivia UL Torairio OT



alternatively, a •tfaise-dsy period, during '&e "weefc. One visit alone vroiiEd-

actually equate to more time t'han DefeodsDt has chosea to sp^sd wii3i CRSE

^a-nghfrg- over 'Ehe las£ 6 mcm&s. The driving lime from DefadaiEfs home in

McBOsey to my modie^s hcsn!& m Qatazio is 7 hDiss sod 14 miEmies (ps googLe

TnftpR) If is oDly a l-S-b&ur fii^it To &£ best of my Siifeowl&dge, DefeodaDt

does DO£ work on Fridays ami Ise does Dot retain to 1i?oA TinfH Monday

aftemooTL ThfiiefbiE, he could ed&ea- come out on. Thmsday eveamg or early

Friday mommg pnH 7'HftTrn Mnoci^y Tncp~mpg- Defeadaat has faimJy in Torosfo;

as such, he would not be i&qair&d to pay for a^ommodalicEDs. DefsDdast has

3\so stayed, wiiii othsr families UL TaTOiito duimg past viats, so he ceTfcainly has

ample housing accommodsdjODS 'with DD oat of pockjefc cost to Inm.

AdditionaQy, Defeodanfs mo&er ccsnes to Toio'sbo to 'visi.twi&.her -femTty god

she, foa, would, bave tizoe to spaid -wi& her granddaEu^riis. EVES. ifDefeadairi's

mother comes to TorcsriD to visit at a.'tEoe IhatDefendarEt is m?fc "&£re, I wcmld

certainly give her •the opportunity to spend- lime wifh Trivia if she reqoests to

do so "wi& fair Etotice. If tiasre are txmes vriiea. D&fesdaDi deddss ^3 come to

Torcfflto m addition to ^Aat is stsfced. abcrv&, I would be prepared to discass

additioaal pareDting time far ^iTn As Tzivia- gets oldea: and can tta-vd csi Lter

o^^ I jecogmze fhat vre will mo^ likisly Di^d to revise fHs ^posed parenlmg

sdbs&Ie.

TZ2VXA^S BAKK ACCOUNT

34. Over "the }ast 6 mcmihSi I ha've tried to obtsB. a priBto'tifc fixiDi OTS daa^iteir's TD Bank

accouat to roQiator fes balance aad %sar£ that Ddsadant does not raake any •unairihorized



withdrawals. However I was ussuccsssfal EL doing so, as I was advised by the bank feat t

was ncft listed on the accoiEri- The foods m tijis accoyst wsTe a grft to Tzivia feoiB. my

gTsndpareaEs wbai she vras bcfia. I asbed D&fendanttD open &e account fa" hjsr 'wheii sbs

was bam, as I was at hom& caciag for hesc.

35. DefcndarEt iDiScates 1hat he wi&drCT? $40& fioKL OIB' dan^Etisr^s TD Barib accoms: ^.o pay

our taxes, wmc5i were Sled jodafly, sod. zor •p^nch we sfcLll have irot recdYed •t;h& refiuriL" ff

Dsfsadast had &e coiG'tesytD contact me and advise feat he required faads to pay oor jomt

taxes, I woiild have gladly sshared. 1iie cost wifh hiTn. I ceitairily neya1 would agr&s 1iia£ he

tabs TQsoey from. our daughier's accoBst We had. agreed "feat since fee amoimt or'wing for

tasss "was basically caoceUed. oiri: 'by '&& amcfmifc of fee refcsm, "we dM not haye to eqoalize

any payments between -as. Tltis is yet ano&er esample of Defeadasfs Ipfnlc of

cominaaicalioEEL I "was not raised to take •HTmgx -fiTst do Dot beLong to me. DefeDdant,

hcwevs, was subgect to this type ofbehaviac as a ycyortg adnlt snd. obno's^y he feels it is

accepfcabls to do "the same to bis daEgiitec. -

36. For these reasons, I ask feat the Court compel Dafeodant to inmiedistely add my •Bsms to

Tzcvia's TD Bank: accoisit so feat I isay haye equal access to fc account I furte' lequest

tbat tfae Caart compeil Defeodsat to provide pcoorf to isy attoniey "fcat he has, in fact,

T^pprw+,^ nil nffhp. frmflt: 1v>. •mTt'hrlwm fmm nTTT rlaTTghfrpr'.<: ^tPinir BCTYTT-mt wr+'h Tn 'Ran^

DtMGRATION APPUCAT10H

37. Defeodast isfeceaces an. ema{t mid mdicstes that he has Ka£tacbed fhe feU. emaiL 'back: and

farfti to this reply." However, the copy of Defen.dsnfs Rsply Cescfification &a± I isceived

has ansohjtsly DD aftschm.sits.

3S. Defeadant goes OIL to state m paragrsph 12 GI Hs Kfply Csctificaiicm &2fc "a court case



m.volvmg deportation ??as not necessary..." Ho'wevs, if DefeodaEt fHfl^ to aga m.y

appIicaHcm, it may xesalt m d&portatioD. prQceedmgs, whidi are sroTely out of my comrol.

39. MoreoTd, I asrsidy woifc m a school, "ntoch is clcsedduciag'&e.SGmiDj^iaasfas. I have

obtamsi attesmate QaiploynusaE JD. New Josey CTver Hie scEEBmsc. However if I do notliave a

valid green C£KL, I will be unable to work: and, •teefbre, imable to suppo-rt myself and

Tzivia.

40. I have absolutely no mluifirtn of bemg away &om my dau^steF. Defendast lias already

proven fhsf he is itOft TpiHing and, m fact, camiot care for Tzivia. on his own. He not only

requires help fism liis fiieods, but Defeadaat wilL be nnsvailabl'e to caie fes- Tzivia. for 2

moinfbs fhis smmneg:. 'What does he propose bappeas to oar daa^ifcer wfaile he is away if I

am depozted. to Caaada.?

41. Tzivia wosld a&t "be "peafectfy safe" HL Defendant's care, as he clamis, becansc h& has no

desire to care ^ h^ tfae v^ a kiviog ai^ carii^ paresf mu^ Dc^asdanf caseiitiy c^

to visit Trivia, at hs- daycaie no iQQre than 30 ar so misutes per week, ami the daycacce e'veai

SGpea-vises, ar assists, diaing Defsidasfs vis^. I espect lihat Defeodast betisves }i& ran

just pawn ws daughter off to someoae else dmiag his pareotmg time aad that he can-visit

hsr far 30 QI so TmnTitps bs^ OT fhe3-&, as ]i& choo^s. DefeOidant has dao.'onstTafced. tiiraugh.

his own actions and wards ffaat he has no iirifio&Hi of fdlly raang for Tzivia. He wyold

rafher have Ssman&a Tanca-Ledhtei^ "Ti^to is a completE stiaagsr to) Tzivia aDd a distaiEf:

acquaieriance to me, care foi OUT daagteeT thao a^es to rae csriag ibr hec. This Dot oi^y

shows Defendant s Iftolr of cooperados. and refasal to co-paTeat wi& sie, bat it is cruel and

IiEGimu- to our daughteE.



?im)ANT;S &UPPORT PAYMEPTTS

42. In ordear to pay my mou&ly Tent: espense and oAsc fiaanciEl oblivious m.- a timely

masssc, I woriced aconDd '&& cQmmitment De&adaiEt ma^R tQ pay support tp BI& by the 7ft

of each. roDsfa. I am happy to 7?orfc aroaod his pay schedule, splitting •tfae paymesft we

mutually agreed, to betweecL 'fc& 7^ day asd && 21^ day of eaA Tnorrtihs but I do leqaiie

consastsaxy so &a± my bills can be ^ffl^ timsly.

43. In paragraph 14 of Ins Reply Cesriification, Defeadanf stes &£t he lias beeai "fairiy

consisted of 'wiieo- aod. how" h& -EH-ovides support psymssSs ID me. My pgx^>ea'ty own^ is

not ot^ if I am oitIy"feniycc>BSistEaTmpaynigr^ likewise, credit card companies and.

othec d^tors do nc^tfiod it acceptable if I am c^y"faii^cfm^Kfe^m

It is not adequate or responsible for Defendsnt to camnnt to an amo'aot aid dQ& dFrtp for

support ariy to latCT arbitCBrity Aoc^-wbea he v^^

44. TImxigfaosE OTO- ssamage, -we agreed Defendant -would, manage CTOT laHs. Y^ it •wasa't

imril ate we separated, -Efaat X foaDd aiEt feey •were not beiag paid m fall or timely, resuhmg

m uteest psymjesris aid bte fee chasgea. I am a rssEponsible w1nT+^ and vbsn I rommifc to

sesiie&mg, I wa^ to ea^urc I csa airi do m.e^ my obligstioss,

45. In. paragraph 15 of his Reply CsrfiEicafai, Defcadant ciairos feat it would be a hscdship foi

hnn to pecy •&e amount of soppori: lie agreed to, especially over &£ samBieT wh.e3i he

allegedly does not Isa^ie incame fiom bis legalar job. Ho'wevec, Defeodanfc has already

mfonned my atone'y that he is tcaveliag for 2 m.anfhs tiiis sammiST for esaployiDjait

Thecefoie, alfho-sgii Defaodanfs Catmcarion sfctjsaipts to lead is& co-'art to belieye ^ssi he

•win. Eot have mcoiQ&, lie has ah-e^iy admifcfced to the coirirary. Detendairfc has sa^plied no

fiasDcial docomenfafion. Ifaaf wo'old mdicgte feat he casnDt aest &£ obligaiion he aad I



agreed to and that he lias been foU-owiiLg, aTbsrt in as. uutmi&ly manQfiL

'»c

46. I did not 6cbiealsL off" the mediation^ as Defeo.das.t asserts. ID. fact, I Etenpfced. to coittiraie

'worfdng to'ward a resol'idion by attendmg mediation on 4 sspaiate occasicms. I agreed to

drive fi-om. Momsfco-wn to Hackeosaclc to meet with && m.ediator •tfaat D&fendant

umlateraHy chose and insisted on retaming,

47. As we did not readh an agreemest regeErding custody and we WCTe at an nnpasse at

toediation,- •filmg: a coii^laiisfc for divorce was, to me,, fee logical nexj: st£p ia having our

oufcstandmg issues resolved.

4S. The decisicm. to aid &e additional attempfs at rojsdiation ordsKsi by flie Hcmaiable Maaitza.

BeErdot& Byms was not mine, but ra&eT Ihat of a co'mpetent mediatDi, as she rescogoized

theare -was no'thmg fariihsr feat -we could, resolve at that time.

CUSTODY EVALUATION

49. I have letamed. Dr. Edwin A- Rosenberg as my CTtstody evaluator in fhis mdter. As I smiply

do not have fhe foods for an evaluadon, 11iad to borrow incBaey for Dr. KDseaberg's

retaiaer fee.

50. Defendsnt has been very dif&mlt thFOn^i&iri: "&© last 6 mGiriiis asd I aaticipate feis win

continue during the lemaiodsT of 'this litigatioiL

51. Therefore, I ask: that Ihe Court Gompel Defendant to cooperate vri'fli my custody expert

K1ET .TO1 REQUESTED

52. For the r&ascms set forth abQfYe, I ask -tfaafc liie Court deny DefeDdaat's Moticm. dafced. May 1,

2017, and grant my Motion filed on May 1 L 2017 as well as my Cross MotioiL

53. Specmcatly, as it relates to my 'wr&ia Cross Motion, I ask •feat &e Court designafce me as



the parsra of primary residence aad Defsodacit as fhe paresfc of alfcanate r^idsLce OQ a

pendsnte life basis.

54. I fBriher ask fhat Ae Court permit me to bave sole derision-inskmg aiifeority regardmg

Tzivia's educaiion, liealHli, and i^-i^orL on s.pendenle Irte basis ds&to Defendant's lack of

mv&lvemeaifc and isfEiesfc m our daughter s da3y life.

55. I also request -tfaat the Court comp&l Defcodant to coopeiTa;fc& wife iny c?ustody/reiiDoval

evahiafar. Dr. Edwin A. Roseaberg.

56. Finally, I ask that Ae Court compel Defeadaot to immediately add. my name to Tzrvia's 'ED

Bank account so '&at I may have equal access to &i5 acco-aut, aad 'feat Etefeodaat

immediately provide proof to my atfcomey that he has, in fact, redeposited all. of tiae fands

he ^&drew fiom our daashfcer's basik ac^Tust •wi& TD Bank-



I hs^by certify iJisE^feregoffig.stalieiE^ifcs made'1?y me ^.tra laBiswar&tbaiiiflfas

fbregomg ststemesfcsmade byme sre wilMly'slse^'I am subjeef t&.puiashmsri-

Dated; toe 4.20T7
RACHffiLg'HABAlS, ^laWf



CERTBICATEON OF SIGNATUEE

I, Tanya L. Fre^nan, Esq., of fall age, hereby c^iy as &Llows:

1. I am as. attorney 3d:law'^fa'WemfiTLawGTaupLLP,a!loiQeysfoTthePl

EACHELLE BADAIU- I am aa attam.ey assign&d to th.e ^anAliTig of-ffais mattCT and I

am, lims, cspab}s ofiBakmgthis CertificadoiL

2. Pursuant to New Jersey Court Me 5:4-2(h), •tfae attached Cross Motion -was &rwardect to

Plaintiff for review and. sigsature. Piaintiff signed f"^ retumed Ihe sLgnature page via

eanail; a copy ofwfaidh is att^inhed.

3. Pursuastto Rule l:^-4(c), fbe origmal signature page will be filed at fee request of-the

Court cff a party to this actioiL

I hereby certify that &e &regomg shitfmCTLts made by me are tme. I am aware Aat if any of

fhe foreg&ing stal%o;s3±s made by m£ are willfully false, I am sub] ect to pfamsfameEifc.

Dated: June 5,2017
Tanya. U

Attorney for Plamtiff
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WS2NEE.LAW GROUP I.LP
Taaya L. Fre&maa 905322612
Jxiixasae C. Smifh ©73S22013
629 Parsippasy Road.
Pacsippasy, New Jecsey 07&54
(973) 403-1100 Telephone
(973) 403-0010 FES
Attorneys for Plaijrtr^f
Oor File No.: FAM1905-OG1

RACHELLE HADAEI,

PbanfiEE,

KE3TH WAJLRJEN I<E^7£S,

TteFendant

vs.

SOPERI&R COURT 01 NEW JEKSEY
CHANCERY DIVISION, NAMELY ?AItT
MORRIS COTJNTSr
DOCKET N0» ™-14-S»&-17

CTVBLAXTTtON

CEmFECATION OF PLAINTIFF.
RACSELLEHABAU

I, RAC5I3ULE HADARI, of foil age, ho-eby certify as follows:

L I am tte Plamfiff'm the above-c^rtionsd. mstter and. as soch am. faliy familiar 'wiBi lihe facts

^ &r& be3^^ aid I ai^ this Cerii&^on hi sup'port of my MotiorL

BACEGRO'DND

X- Defeadast,. KKi'fU "WAS5JER- I^WIS (tcI>efendaGfsr) and I TVEES mamed OIL Octobea- 29,

2014.

3, Ve have one child togete, a ciangtsisr named T7IVIA LEWIS, ^o -was bom on Apdl 1,

2016.

4. After OUT sepsrstioa m Novembesr 2016, DsiEodsnfc and I attesidsd loedistion with Adam.

Beaner, Esq., in HackensacL, New Jers&y, £>efend3iEt isiasted 'that if 'ws •were to aflsitd

medi.s.tio-a, it had to 'be wna Adam Bsm.ss. In fact, DefsDidaat requ£s{sd &3t fhis be

mchided ia our Jewish Divorce docamiSiif as he was DOT vidJliag to go as5^ra5re else.

Though "we did not sign an a.gresBSE^ Defeodast: verbally agreed. to paymsit of



TmaHocated suppCEl to me m &e amount of $1,7QO pes1 TQaofe, •wfaidi he ^reed. he 'would

payon.1fa&7&dayofeachmD3siLThis sspporfc covegs a paarti&rL of our ^wgbter's childcare

espease, which is $430 par' DXffltht as -well as a portion of my Sciiedule A, B, and C i
I

espeoses, iDcIading Test ($1,485 pa moiifh.), cat inscs'aQcey and groceo.es. These figsces are t
i.

^
set fortfh m my Case InfanBSfiDD Slatemeat ESEDBEF A.

5. De&ndanE sod I separated on NovQnber IS, 2016, at which time he moved to Maosey,

New Yodc. Defeodarif s DCTV liame is flppTOsisiatiely cme (1) h&itr &om. our reatal home m.

MomstDWD, where I cun-oriiy reade w& our ODC (1) year oU nFfngh+F-c,

6. I filed, my ComptEmt for diyorce ou Noveanbei 22, 201&

7. Although •we remmn legally ELarcied, T recsiv&d. a ttgetj' &OHL EtefeodaDt cm. NDveGibea- 20,

2016. In esseace, a. "gef is a- divcnce doctBi^ai: m ^adaism. T\RS document; is bemg lield.

by ib& Rab'biEical corart TTnfTI a dvil. divoice is obtBased-

S, Sinoe OUT separation last Ncrvsmbea-, && majority of fhe D^Ddanfs visits v?i& onT

da-oghtea: have been. at hsr daycare^ Qaeder LubaTitGh, EI Momsfe&'wn- Durmg &ese 'visits^

D&fendast is SQps-vis&d by &e daycare ^culty. On. aveiags, Ihe Defendnnt spends only

SSesn (15) -ID 'fcirty (3Q) Emiates 'ps-^wesek Jwi& our df?T-i^iter teing sach visit -to iies-sL

dayesre. DefendaEri; has onjy te!E& cfis: ciau^riEC QD. a. few -wsslks ia m-y neighboifcood smce

our sqparafLoiL

9. To cNE^Iestimal&lteDdeadasthas osly seen. our dao^hter a total ofsme (9) ho-m-s smce

we separated a.imo5t SDL (6) rnnnfhR ago. H& did not Tisit our dsugilteg" aa IJGST birthday or

evso. request to d-o so. Nor did he yisi-t her on HaiEibfcah, Passovoc, OT Punm-.

TEAyXL_TOT^CWTO & PASSPQgT

10. I grew ~ap m Canada, asd eveTyoue m my family comiim^ to rsside te-e to daiE. My



mo'ther, fafaea:, 'brofe.eTi aimts, unoles and cousins Irve m Toroiito, CsDsAz. aiid my

grandpEETects reside in Calgary, Canada- I have iso real ties to the Umtefi Stsies, let alcme to

New Jersey, now that DefEidant aad I are getting divorcedL

11. Tzivia. s grest-grandmDtiijesc and. greaE-grand^b.cT (my gTandpareats) are GelesbTStmg AjEir

'J5& aod S0ft hirfiidays, respectively, tiiis July. Tzivia's graodmolher (lEiyiaother) is having

.a. large family gathering to celebrate ha- pareEris> birfbdays, wfaich 1 wouH like to sti-prt^

-wifli Tzivia.

12. I would liks to spend. J&ye (5) days, fi-om Juty 20, 2017 to J-aly 24, 2017, at my mcriiieT's

home m Torcmfco, located at 15 Rsdcsido Drive, ThomMU. ON, L41757.

13. ItwouMbea.woQderMe^q>erieis»formy^mT^tCTtosb2rcmliHSEpecNc^

sue sndber extended family.

14. Tbers is DO reason Defeodan£ should deay coasoiL He is Dot poaiiitfcig me to taEvel wi&

om daughter, out of spite, b. fact, 'fais is ii0t liis first •fans Defead Fmf has deDi&d his conssat

to allow me to fesyel virll& &ur danehts:.

15. This past April, far fee holiday of Passove^ Defeadant taiveled TD IsraeL Sir^ce Defeadairi

VfaB^iiuiiu^to^aca±im:isJs3"ad for PESSOVCT, I a^ed foi his coaseHt to travri. to TacontD

wifh Tsma to speod &e holiday wife. my family, but he refasect Since he denied consent, I

did. not go to Tomato. I Istec learned from De&ndazit fcat he wnfadre'w faads ircHa crtir

daughter's banJs account, TTi&OTifc my CODS&EIL Although. &£ faods liave beHi retarneti, &is

is &e sscosd- time the DefeDdant lias'wr&dra^TL feads H'orn Tzrvia's acco'LEot wifeout my

coasent.

16. D&zeruiartt would not be prejuaiced m &e least by Tzhda trav&ling wsSa. me this Jnly "to

Toraatoi as he has only speD-t about mne (9) hones •wit3i OUE dao^ria: in 'fce spau of six (6)
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moic&s» and I wouldL cmly be traveliog for fi'vs (5) days. He typicslly do^n.i't se& Iiei: iDQire

than once a weeb In fa^lius past April, the De^odai^sp^tiio&^way from OUT daugb^

for a pedod. offecee asui a. half (3.5) '9?eeks.

17, Tteefore, I respecfcfally request tbat •tfae Court permit me to fiavel vri'& my rJRmghfri to

Toronto feam July 20,2017 to J-uly 24,2017.

ffiIMSGRATEON AFmCATION

IS. It is necessaiy liisfc De£EadaQ.t uxpCTBEte wi'fc. my snmigratiaa Ep'plkaition so that}. msiy

remaia m ths Ursfc&d Sfates,

19. My gre&n card espdres on Jiity 1, 2017, and smce Defenrfsnt and 1 are stiIL legally maTOsd,

his signafcore. is rsquir&ci oa m-y applicaiioa to remove coDditions OEL iny residsice m tfaj&

Uaited States, I am required to sribmit 1fa& ^rplicatiDn femi "wi&iai Ifae 90 days pnrra- to fe&

ss&ond asaiverasTy of Ifae ^^fR I was graated c&DditiosaI peEmanaifc resid&st ^atas. Ctois

26, 2015).

20> I advised Defefidsnt tiiat I may face dsporfaiim if my ^pficatkm is mcampletB. His

respOBse was -UQ)asfc go bade to Caaada aad I •will take care of Tzivia fisr oo'w. Fm happy

fo^yoTi to visit" ESHIBITB. .

21. It is obvious fiom l]is eoiai! &a£ Defeodaat atiis does BOt ^(piTeciate the unportBDGe of my

circamstaoce, or be simply does aot caTe.

22. Therefore, I respectfully request that tb-e Court compeil Defisndanfc to coopSTafe wi& my

Timmgratioa applicati.oiL

23. Alfcematrvely, I ask iiat 1iie Co'art sdhsdule a Plenary Heanng to occur prior to .hsie 26,

2017, the second amrversary of •&£ dste I was gcasbd condm.oBaI pscmaaeat residsnz

states, to address tbs issue of my islocation to Torcsito, Caaada WSGI my dsEightec.



DEFENDANTS PA.YMXNT 0^ 'UNAU.OCATED SOPPORT

24. As noted above^ Defendsnt and. I aJtEodecL loediatiou a£ whic3i tiiQe he vsbaHy agreed to

pay me $1,700 pec moirth BL unallocated sspport. DefeQdffllt has, ill fact, beeo. paymg

usaHocated sapport to m& m 1he sum of $1,700 per mosftL

25. Howvier, alfhongh we agreed he -would make 1:he sapport paymeEifc l^y •the 7fe day of eadx

maatfa, Defend fmfs paymeEris bave 'been Tintimely. For instmice, he did not make && April

support payment until fhs last •week of the moisfa. I cannot pay 'hiBs on time if I cannot idy

on timely saapport paymsnts.

26. Jh accordance •wife OTS: agreemeoi and the status quo, I asfc fbafc &.& Court compel

Defeat ?mt to couUmie paying lae ima&ocated support m 1he amourtt of $1,700 per me

m equal paymsiris of $S50. The fast paymeat by &e 7a day of each IQOS& aad the second

payment by the 21rf day of each moA.

D?ENDAM?S REFUSAL TO NEGOTIATE

27. I prefvioasly sought DefeQdsriLfc's coopo'ad.on witii each. o-f the issaes highlighted abCTV& to

noavaiL

2&. OEtApal 26^ 2017, immediately foHo'wisg arL m-pstson. Case Managsca^t CoDfeEeace 'widi

Ae Honorable Madtsa Besdote Byme, ?JJ-P^ my atoney attetn.pted to discuss &ese

i^ues widi Defeodant, but he isSised. to ^e^ wi&m.y attorney aDd^roSfced away fi'om&.e

conversation.

29. On April 2S, 2017, my aEtorosy ferwarded a letter to DeDECtdaof, addressmg the

afareEDiestioned issoes, and advised Ihat I Erteadfid to file Ihs 'wifcia moiion if my a&Eaey

did notliear from Deiendsatby May 3,2017. EXHIBIT C. DeSsodsc^ did ncFt Tes)ODd-

30. I sm left with no recourse but to reqaest &at fee Court grasfc my rdie£



mUE? KEOUESTEO

31. Foi •fhe isasons set zorth above, I ask: 1hat •the Court grartt my m.otion HI its eaafety. fc

32. In particular, I ask '&ia± •tfae Court p^mit me to trayel to TOTODIO •wi'Si OTIC d^ightei, Tzrvia,

fi-om. My 20, 2017 to My 24, 2017 so feat our daagtrfier may c&Lebrate hea: great-

gTandparests' birfcdays affli eqoy a large family birfhday c&lebratiozL

33. Furi:hecmoT&, I request 'that fhe Coort oompel Defeudasfc to pay direct THtanocated sopport

direrfty to me is. the som of $1,700 per montti in two equal payiFifiots of $S50 eadh. Tbe

first payzaeat no Ister •S^IL "Efae 7^ day of eac5i m.oD& aad 'tfae secosnd. paymeat no later t'bFm

Ihe 21rt day of each. IZU3B& m accordaiice T??it:h. tfae status quo.

34, FmaUy, I ask Ifaat tiie Court compel Defemlaat to cooperate ??3& my SmimgratioiL Petition

to Remove ConditioBS an Resideasce ia "the Uisfced StatBS ill a timely TTtFmns. In. &e

alteanaErve, I ask "fhat •ihe Court scbsdule a Plesoary Hearing to occsr poor to 5nD.e 26, 2017,

^s second antaversaiy of ths rta+p. I -was granted coaditicmal psmanesri: lesidait statas, to

address fite issne of my reloca^.OD. to Toronto, CRnf^n wilfa. m-y dfin^s.
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I hereby certify •fea£ fbs fiffEgmsg EEiazemsits made by i&s are tni&* 1 am aware feat rf &e

facsgomg sfcstismeats m^de ly m& are •wiBfEilIy islse, I affi. sabgecfc tn pEitushmeot.

Daised: 02:13

SACHEto SAMRX Mssg



CERTIFICATION OF FACSIMILE SIGNATUKE

L Tanya L Freeman, Esq., offtill age, hereby certify as follows:

L I am an attomey at law of tiie stste of New Jersey wirh Wemer Law Group LLP, I am

an attorney assigned to the handling of this matEer' and son tlius capable of makmg

Ite Certification.

2. The atfcached Certification was forwarded, via email to RACHELLE HADAE1 for

review and signatnr&. RACHELLE HADARI th,en appro-ved fhte contents of the

Certification, signed, aiad retamed tb-e Certmcatioti via. facsimile; a copy of which is

atta-died.

3. Pursuant to Rule l:4-4[c)/ the original signatare page will be Bled at the request of

the Court or a party to this action.

I hereby certify that the foregoing statements made by me are trne. I am aware tiiat

if ttie foregoing statements made by me are vriBftiEly false, I am subject to pGnishment

Da±ai±Mav9.2017

Tanya^. Freeman

A.t^rd^foT Plaintiff
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WEINER LAW GROUP LLP
Tsnya L. rre&iEtan 9&53220U
JaKaaite C Smidi. 073S22013
j529 Parsappany Soad
Parsippasy, ?w Jersey 07054
(973) 403-1100 Tetephone
(973) 403-0010 Fax
ASameysfor Plamtiff
Our ril&Na.: FAM1905-001

RACHMJ^ HABASI,

Plai&fig,

KECTHWABSEN LEWIS,

DeieiKlaB-t

vs.

SUPERIOR COURT GS NEW JERSEY
CBAMXRY BrVISEON, FAMILY PART
MOEfiIS COUNTY
TOCKTT N0« F&I-14-608-17

Civil Ac&m

CERTGRCATION (?
JDUAXNEC.SMITBLESQ.

X, JUUANNE C. SMTTH, ESQ^ of fall ags, hereby carti&r as foBaws:

1. I am an. aEtomey-at-lsw wrfh WQQCT Law GTOup LU), fltinTn&ys for Ifae

RACHELLE HADARI, in liifi abov&-c^dooed maais. As such, I am Mly -ftffmHRt •witii

fe facts se£ forfh heasm- I mafc& ffais Certifi.ca£ion m oppositicED. to DefendaDifs Motias.

.da±&(LMyJJS, 2017 and in suppoF£ ofPlFFTnttffs Q-oss MofeL

DEMWiANTS MCmON X)R SECONSE&ERA'HON

2. As a matter of law, Dafeadsnt is time barred fecsn having bis Motion fair RjecaQsdeiatiorL

. ofAe CoTirTs .hm& 21,2017 QrdsT heard. XKHTBTT A.

3. Pursoafffc to Exik 4:49-2, "a iQoti&iL ibr i^usaEmg as reccffladeration seeing ID alter or

amend a judgmesfc or ordsr ,cihar1 be servisd DCft htes: tiian. 20 ds5F5 afier so-vice of Ihe

jndgmeat or ord-er..."

4- _ NafcwifcstaDding DeifiDdant's failuFe to sa-ve and file his Modon -wifhm ths 20 days

follcywmg the June 21,2017 0!r6ss:, Defhodaat fasls to sustam- his bcs-den uodsc Rale 4:49~Z



Specb&caBy, ^s Rule lequirss DefeadaiEfc to demDEStraHj& &at fes Co'art lias ovsdooked

oertam lacte or law, or liiafc Ihe Court has oterwise eiTed 10. its decisiaEL Howevea:, tiie

Cosrfc did not en EL ccsHpeUiog Defeodast to coopecatE •wiffa. PlamtTfPs custodyA-emovai

espert

5, D^odaaf s account of & facts m tins cas& and the law ^ it pertems to casbodyeva^^

is eo&eiy disfcorted.

6. The Coni-fs April 26, 2017 Case Mssagonfist Order indicated. tiiat a "Best Ifffceassfc

.E7^.S2tortob&retfflDednola£eTfcsn20 days after UBsaccessful paienfmgtime mediatidin-^

7. D&spite namercms eferts, DefeDdast lefused- to ag^ee to a joint castody e'vatoatoL Hs

indicated feat h& amid DDfc e&cd as esspsrt aiyl would oot agree to aayone. proposed by my

ofEcs.

S. While Role 5:5-3(a.) mdicates i^t 'fee ccy.at suy appoiirfc a cnsf&dy evataaioc i^ m its

discrioD, "tfae coart ccffldndes that <£sposbioai of an issae •woold be agsi^ed 'by espert

oparion, sabpsrfc (h) offhis sams Rde eeplidctiy states tisat "[p.}ofhing irL 1fais ruie RhaU be

ccEDStEied to preclude fhe parties fi'om isf'ffiiuitg tfasn owii sqiQ'te, eafhs: befar& cir afier the

-anpoJTttsnept -o'faa. e^ert by •Efae COCTI, jcm.~(:hi£ SEEiDje QT trimTlffT issoes^

9. AccoidiDgly, once it became ^ssn ^^ Defeadast 'hFK\ DD laieTest in woddng •wifii me and

my cBscit on agreemg ID ajomt espsrt, Plamdff ea^ged .bsT cws. CEStody evaIuaEor, wladi

sh& was weS •wi&iBi hsc ri^ri: to do •mu^er the Coart Kules.

10, Qa June 7, 2017, my of&ce sotEfied Defeadaaat Ifaafc P.lamtiff le^mned Dr. Roseabecg to

condnrf a cusfcody/removal evaluation; we smmltaneo'nsly pEovided Defeodaat wiiit Dr.

SBseaber^E contact mfomiatsoa asd arh?ised liiat the sspsrE's &Sce vroisid. be contac^iog

Defeadsiit diiecfly to conqilefce iiie aecessary p^erwork aDd. schedule Ms inTtial



sppoi&tmeal- XXBTBH £.

11. Upon bomg contacted, by Dr. RjoseobeEg's o£&c£, Defeodant sest as. email to I>t. Roseaiberg

re&smg to appear for an appoinfmeat and ofherwise cocrpecafs 'wilh "&© evalnadcm. process.

12. Howeveia il is wortiL BDfcmtg •fest DefendaEt esplidfiy staies is. ids email fbat hs was Enot

ordered by && coBEt to undsrgp anesfflitn^onbyDr.I^seabe^^thes^nsfaimgtfaa^

he \'pere ordered to undsrgo an esammaiion by Di. RoseabeTg, Tae waTild &oopecat£.

13. AlfeorQgh tfae Court ordeTed DeSaidsst to coopecat& •wifc. Di. Sose3±»ecg, Defenidaat still

has not schsdakd his miripl evai'u^iaa ^positm.eDl; ncir has he completed and. refcamed. the

paperwork pmvided. to him by Dr. KDsaibocg^ s ofSce.

14. As set feH*& in paragcaph. nmeteezL (19) of Defeadaa^s Mbfion, he has aD mteafioiL of

coopea'aiing •with He. Rosea'bearg. la fact, lie has liiTesfceoed ID fflfi an ^peal of "the

appoisfca3£s£ ofifais leased, evaluafca: if&e ordseii is mamtsiDed-"'

15. Once agam, Defeodaat imscoDStroes -&e tes. Dr. RbseDteg -was not appoiatai" by &e

'C.oi3F4-asDefeadaat-suggests. Radiie^ as-Dffted afa&ve aDd. m. ovs. ?une 7, 2017 letter 't£>

Dsfeadairf, PfaJTitj-GT refaised Dc. Rosenbesrg fD corKiucfc aa. evEiluEcfian on her b^si£ THs is

evesi rsfbcted m. "&e CoiB'fs 3Tm& 21, 2017 Ord£3:, whicli compels Defeadani: to cooperate

with PlcGn^fs cvstody/remo-pcS. ej^rt. EXHGST A.

16. TJHce Pisintis, Def^idaEt 'had 1he opticm. to letem his own csstody esperi puisaaat ID Rule

5:5-3(K). Tne fact ihat 'he di&se tiot or evea that he caBaot affard to does not give nse to

dsnying Phianif lia" equal nght

17. Dsfsodsot was even eztendsd fhe ofpfioa &f selecdng a joint custody evatuaiQr to Mp



aJle'viafc& &e cost associated •with. biring an eval'aatar, yet b.e rqected all sudi opFportnsities.

He sow se&ks to pumsh. Plainliff' for seefemg sid retaimEtg lier o'wn. evalasfeor due to ]iis

owELiefasal to coopecafce iiL'the seiecdonproce^. .

18. Dr. Kjosenberg, like aS castod.y evaiuators, is gmdsd by Ral.e 5'3-3(b). He has beai retamed

to caarhirt a sfricdy ita&-partisao. evafataflon tp amvesfliisviewof&sbe^infereste of'&e

parties' daugfatec, regsrdless of'&e fecfc that Plasitifflias sngaged TTTTP . I ba.v& no doubt fhat

Dr. Rjoseabearg win adhere to Tiis obligati&FtS uodec 'fee CasFfc Kales. Notwr&standmga sudi

a detecmiaa^ion is left to '&£ Co'ort at tfae time of a ^nal hiring Tegardmg custo(^ m '&is

matter-

19. Pcs: fh& reasons set farfh afc>ove, Defeadasfs Motion for RficcmadsstiDu of •fce Coint's

June 2l» 2017 Ordea: should b& dsciied aod the Co'srt shouli feid Defeodaiit si violaiian. of

Plaintiff's litigEEris rights &r vpiH&Hy and delLberaNy vicWngtfas Coiirt's Jane 20, 2017

OrdeT by le&ismg to coopea^ v?i& Plaifli^ s ciistody evataator.

DEFENDAJSTPS BEQUEST FOR THE APPOINTMENT OF A CTAR&IAN AD UTEM

20. DefieDdant's request far fhe appoimtmeat of a gwzrdian ad liiEm ^GAL^ should be desied,

-as-tiie cB-cpmsfarices in fhis case do Dot'vranaist sac3i an^pcasSEQeiifc.

21. UDcljSc.EnIe 5:&B, •fee court may appoint a GAL to lepresent a child's best isfcerests if the

ciccuEastsBc-cs "waEsnfc sucfc an ^)poiiriiQjE£Cri-

22. Here, Plaisriiff has already eagaged aa expert to condnd: a best iuLyys£s evataation. Dr.

Raseabescg has been. tasked wi& iata'viewmg ft^ parties^ cQDdricting diagoosfcic tests •wife.

th& parties, isteme'WEig collatis-sls propQsed oy eitfaec CE' both. pariies, obtsinmg relevairi-

dctCTsaeotary e's'ideoc.e, airi prepsFmg ai ec7aiaa1ion. report V^DEI reacbmg his defcsmmatinp

as to what is in Ihs best iata^sts of ths parties' dan^bter. SuGb- tasks are »Hn to Ifaose



orrtimisd in Rule 5:8B(a.) io. oo-miecdoa -wife. 1ii& fasfcs assigped to a GAL. As sach, tiie

appoisEtmsat of a. GAL m.'ffais matta: is redmrlfmt aadrEmeces^ry.

23. Moreovei:, Defeadani: has already advised. -&& Co'art Ihat be cannDt a&ird to r&taia sfe.er a

joint custody e'vatoa&s or his OWL Thec&fbre, I camot fa&CEE. ho'w Defeidani arriicq^tes

ccm&ib'ufmg toward a- GAL's expenses^ as soch. costs ars typically eqTsvaleait to, if not in

escess of, "feat of a. csstody eval.uator.

24. For &ese reason D^adaifc" sreqae^&rfceCc^rat to ^ppomt a GAI. ^osltl be d^e^

I hfreby certify fbafc 1he &?egomg statemiEQts made "by me are true. I am awac& ^at tf Ihe

foregoizig ststemesfs Tnnrle 'by me are wiIMLy false» I am subject to jHzmslimentL

Dated; AugQst3,2017 (-—•^4-&^^
FoHsnne C- SPTT&

Miomsyjbr Plamtiff



B"H

Jus5ce Byme Docket ^ FM 14-608-17

EtAorris County Courthouse

PO Box 910
Momstown, MJ 07960

On April 2S, 2017, piainaff Rache^e Hadari and I, defendant KeHh Lewis, appeared

before the court for OUT case management conf&rer»c&. There ft was decided fiat aft6r failed

mediaSon (whkA QDcurred V^ednesday, May 10) we had 20 dsys to ?e a jcsnit psychologtst to
conduct aen examiraSan of the msntat fitness of Rachslte Hadari. Thfe was to be Iwded pintiy, '

without prejudice to the thai dBciskin. ...

1, however, am without finds to payfoTthen&c^ssaTyunbtasedpsydTofogteal

evaktau&n? as seen in my Case informafiDn Statement I five very frugafiy arKi pay regutariy v&ry
gen^-uus child support and have a msnbesr of debts to seri/iD&. In shmt, i do not have the

money nor means OT pFocajring the money to pay for this psychological evaiuation.
Therefore, I am askhg tvs court to order RachBite Hadai to pay sc^sty tor ?us

evalusQon, Or, absent Ihat, friatthe state Hsetfshodd.

/^ny previous evaluaSons proajrKl by iAr£. Hadari are insufTident and ncA a subsSute for

an unbiasad expert opinion of a psychotogst r&DommendBd by fhe coLirt or dedded upom joinfly
by ths dsienciant and plaintiff. Any opraons procured without the input and point cff view of both

parties are dishonest and potsritiaity misfeading.
H B the responsjb'dity af frie ccurt to ensLB'e that a vand &valua5on Nses plara.,

regarc&ess of the dsfendanfs financial situatton. St is 'mcDnceivabie fiat ri a jusfes system sudi

as ours tecfc of abBjty to psy sboufcl csuse sudi a per/erston of jusSce to lake ptecs, at lie risk
to a chfld.

• - i am sven \wiffmg to put on reroTd wSh the ponce my opposifbn to and concem for my

-daughter vrficumght be, based on tnsufnaent and biased eviderEcerteft-wt^i someQTe

c&mpietety unsbls ID csre for her.

Ptesse take E^ese Kinsicterstions Ento acaiLint when mak'ETtg your decfeion.

Truly,
Keith Lewis -

Note; This letter has besn sent by email fo both Mrs. Hadari and her iawyer, as well as by mail

ID her tawy&r.



DE. Bdwin A. RosesAer^
^UCStaSHDKTcaOLOGBIE^ ^ ^f^-^^,

Wasfaae.s3:BSSWSe&KmSRmC:£SBCIALBaC&

'Sdffll3EiA>Sjaasabag,5iLD, Dsrid & GotabeEgrEqaJ). ^a^ £i&da-Raa^PLD.
I® UfiBttB^?SEEB?S3ffl) l?l.KStasf3SBBB3iaO» t»IUCEysE*-355IMM8SBOB

Safiaa Hcca'fafflaj^ facD, Kstya.Swansoi^ Pe^d-)*
HTucwsE?-3®KBas)Ofi iaucBKa?33SEaMS3aB

Vw fiiec^nic maS Ocfete ^ 2017
jEifiagne C. SinSl, Esq.

'Wosss. Law QroBp

629 ^ssssppEsy Ejoad
P.0.503:438
PsES^sny^ KT 07054
EG3ail:jsiaith@weEieLteffir

fie: Hadari v> Lesrs
DodaiNs.: M-U-6&S-17

I>earMs, Rnwth'

I am wdriag "to iafesaa you es to '^Aat tiae^aed today, OcfcobEa: 3, 2017, •vyjossi 11&a& my first

meefegwi&Mc.Efiitfa. Lewis. ^.LswiETi^ edisNisd. to iue^m&ia& today feoia 1^0 PM&>

313& PM ami he agEcsd to meet me fra-aa mtarviCT?.

Ml. Lswis aaved. on. tiioe aofi afiocm^asied ia6 mfo my Miisoltiog TOQJIL JSs mftffmed me at the

Oi^set of ore mwtisg "feat i^ would Eke to aadioftBpe onrsaeedog. ia ao. aifcsmpt at aBcwiDg Mr.

JLewis ID 'SsssS. SKSK com&ctBhle wiib-iDfi^-^yeg, }^JfcasfccHyT££±i£mg^Esioc±arf"faxjEe^TO& ai&) I

egr&ed & aBcw him to audiot^e tfae msetiag wifc 'tfa& proyisiaa. feat if he ??ers lo Tise fee ta^K;

recooimg at a legal proceeding he WDold hsve to aafiis^i?te the recca^i3% aiKi ha-ve aa. espeifc

K7Kwi£toaefe33i£hKfchadricrtbe£aalfc£iced,^c^ Hcagrecdto

&a£ pa-QTislacL

AfiET he agresd to feat pcov^QD. Mr. Lewis iErfaimed me ^s± OB. Sspfariber 5, 2017 fee CQTEt

sppojTried. a. coiEt-agpDHrisd svahiatar foi •Sas cass. Dc. Mazk Sings'), and ^ is 1'ife. Le'??islE

isfeaiion to coopecffte wife- D'c. Smgei' and 1ha£ b& W3& h^re "to iisiiea" teit isfeiKbd aot to aaswar

SSSQ of my qaesdoss. I aabstiMc. Levns. if he has besD lE'LtoadL-wi&Ite. Siaggcts G£SC& ss^bs. ssid

fesf he itss isacbed outfDc agpomtmeait bEtlt&SBotiieqrd baolL

I t>ld Mr. Lewis tfast &yeti "feoti^l I had besai ret^&ed by Ms. H&dsTL it was 3iy irrfceaiioE. to

conduct a fhomigh. and. uabiassd eTsluatias. and. feat B^ rsoomiDSadb&aBS ii?31 be bassd solsty oa.

the AsfcR I collect, not an •o?b& lefeiaed ute. X mjssmed. inm. list •fasTe ac& costDdy gmdeiinfs

10D MOISE Apiamc; &EKIC@ 4. fip™^^ ^J Q7QE1 ^ •rau 9£t£2773Qffl) ^ JBAS- 9?.739-0$fi2 * -wvxca^s&Ms^asadzx^aaai

RA42



Page 12 Hadsriy. Lewis

esEaibIisbed by VHdoes jsxi&ssaasal OTgaEiizstions aod feat 'was my Bfteaitian to folkw Itiese

gaide&aes s& fest I coTty. coiHia^ an. ey^uafias. Ibat •BBS "bessd. a& bis daa^sr's aeedfi asd tie

afcsBty °^ esch-pai'Eri; to tBe^ tis^' E^o^iisa's needs. E: wss dear Sxffla. ME. Lew^E isacfcbE to -ss

fest b& "riswse! ms as a "fciresd gsa." affli cm. feaf baas cfaose Dot to ooopea3£& •mfe. ^s evafaafioa

pcoc^ss.

I-wss ableto'hspfrit&.LCTQsteB.me'his cacFeGfcadd£effl,la5GriB.p'bD32&KteeibCT,iBE dafsofba'fe^

-ths immbeiT of jeass of e&ca&aa hfi has compiefed, asd Ms essgAoyer aaid IHE place of

aaployEnesL H5s^i&£saa£dH^S^Jaeisa.teadhCTBQ<it^d3^fis^aQ^dfME&grade&.

I a^G^ ]A. Le^ hew o&% be se^ his daa^ri^ asd te t&la m& that h& sees bi^

peT??e^B^tiTO]KnB3,fi?esB.3 PMtD5PMloaSva3da^. lasfeBd-^herehe sssshis dai^bteraad

hsfiaid.feathes6SshecmMDmstDWEL I askisd. ^uss h Momstovm be sees tes daa^iter ami h&

Rfriri, "aseEjtralE^Oft&at'yEicsfinimwe^toweek" Ia£fc5dMr.LfiwisifItelfflssiLycoataet-wi&

Ms. Hadaa. during fee'prerfc ami he. said. he ^id act Isabail'^c.Lewifiif^^airailgeEiieaifc-w&s

aamd atfcTCR^agi'eem^QTScmeofeeT'w^ffiidfaeaidfcattiteaasBgEme^1^

S ccfast ea'der. Hc^ did adaowfct^ &at'fecre^as a hearing a^&ath&tesS5edaad,Bi.2Bisws'"to

Tcsy qB£^KS4 acicnowfcdgai feat tie 'was not Kprcsasted by- couasd fafF fee b^rii^. I asfesd fcfe.
Lewis if be was Imag and •wa&fflg vhoxf b& ccnaitiy is Eviag SEBI waddag -ffiEbffi && heanag

t&ofc pisce sad. he said fe^ he TTOS.

I iafuoDcd ML Leims &afcMs. Hadari "wisfaes •is mOTs to Css&Ss. •wi&. fKaT (^a^riia' and b&csase

•w? are EKyw in- 1ius pcocegs it was my asSBCOpfioB. "fea£ iie ofgected to Ms. jEfadsrils plsa. I •&QL

asked •wfast ius otgectioa •^ to ^sf plsn aad b& said, "I CSEA snswer feaS ques&aL" I a^ed Mr.

Lewis if he jaas & plan for pacecfeg his daogtesr aad h6 said, 'I do bffTC ose bat Ilm tioft gan^ to

ebase ifwt& j£SL'a lw&ssD£!^:^.S£^^^'^^-^amyTdsass.-J&ssDS "fiisi 1 •ro^ied haai fe? agn.

so I could gest infonsatKso. ^loufc fais ^aTio^er

ssid-be. '^j'oald aat sigD; •fae iek^& feimis-

I gg?t£ 2>ifc L&??is a co^fy of-fes dociaiQj3m£ %tit3isd Castody/Visifcstion B?al'Badaa.PTOE»&icss ao££

eiEplain&d.tohitafbafcthis doeuEn^ "^^ iafiaaia Hm ^ to fee e'vahiaflon please iisfc I isfcs^sd fo

foBcw in ties msttEg'- I alas gave to iA. Lsims a eopy of fee NoaHretammg ?^ty ExEEamEEtloD.

Aeresanfiat TiSsca ^ve haa jm&tasaticsL as to '^a^ I ccaiAict feess evahsatiass. Siir. I^wis took.

both. tboss dociBBGEits wstiLbmL

I told ML Lswis fcst I "woidd be WE&Stf^os, Ms. Hadflrils atfcomsytosifoi3Et&&aftceneyfhat"s;AilE

Mr, Lewis did appear &r las mteview, }s£. -ffoFGld rot aasw% any gobsteEflive qa®&csB •feat \ had

33T hrm. As & issulL, wzfei^i. Ism. aiiEWed&g 'Eb^s qaesdons SEd 'w&oufc IsEa e&gs^zig IR the

siteryisws, I could aot go &Twaid wi& •iiiis evahiafe>n<



F SL g e 13 Hadari T. Lewis

Ms.££adaais schfidHledto steisc^ai&ODOo^eTlSmEffliofeCTmtsFviffw. Had. ITtesa abS& to

ssba^iewMc. LCT^I-vrotdd.haTemTi^himt&camsba^forsKaruiEiSTV^^

times to ofcserye him %ifh his dsos^ss: asd. to DbsCTye Irfs. Hadffid. 'wifli ^Kar daughter. S 2B diSH-

feoE&ME. Lswis* EfSitad&<ianDg-&KiH££rvi^» finite wilt iffittecsQpeCTSwgoii^fen^

life. Le?wislfi aSitads pcechKies lae &eHa. bsang abl& to coai&i^ 3. liiorou^OL aad HEdssased.

proEiBssional sasto(^r evafe^iaEL XSiless 2'ffl. dde to iafcemeff Mr. LCT?is aad cit^3r?e his jsaieaafeig

crf1fa^daii^^IcaEnGtdi'awcc®GlaaoD53^ariT7eto^be^mte[^crf^c^ IbeSsveffaat

I sai^ saspe^ isy wgfo^icm. is. "^ matte IE^ fe^e K a QK^ea ^ to \i^ie&e^

ncsas to coc?paste w& my e'^toadoa. Sitisd&cs^'feathe d&ssotiieetitDCiOopaais'wi&iay

evaWioiL, I plsa. to i^und to Ms, Hadari fee tBEised POE&KL af beg: retems sad to enfi iHy

isyolveffifislt m Sus Etatf5c>

I acEL requesfang giadaisce fiom yatt m •fius matter.

Vetyfrdyy^acE,

Edssa A- aoseabsg, HLD.

BA2L/bfc



PKEPAJSm BY THE COURT:

SACHEEU HAJ3A-5I,

Plsnr^

T.

iI£V?3S,

5frfc&dfl3it

SUPERIOR COUET O? NEW JERSEY
CBANCffiYBmSION: FAMTLYPAKT
MOERIS COUNTY

DOCKET HO. SM-14-&&S-I7

CFYILACTEON

OCT IS 2?
AMXNDSD OEDEE. ^^^

- THIS MATTER 5ia7mgtleegi,opes£d to •&& Qyart?05p07rfe and-feB- good. csose sbo-wn;

rriSONTHCS f^JOA-Y OF OCTOBER ZOHO'RDXREB as follows-.

1. The Court's SeFt£anbs27» 2017 Ordeiab-aII be ameadedss&Ilows:

10, TS&C&T^hec&by^^mtsDr.MairkSmgCTtoc^TKh^abe^mtEse^e
psrtiss shall contact Dr. SiEiges7?i&nfifte^(15)daysQffeerette3.ptoftinsQrda:aQd
shsrs &e csost of'tfaebest iiri^-est eva3nariQn equally sabjecfc to reallDcation pen^in g fmFil

hsariag.

2. All ofeCTproviaoss ofliK Ca^s SeFit£mbei27,2017 OrdsresDaiamM

efibct



^ OR- MA6K S3NG3ER (hEIUawciPcydiEdo^st^^OQi3725QflP|

al3 yestliftmdtEieasaatA-Wte, Safes ?5

UvK%?toB,New Issey Q7Q39

9-23-994-Tm

Fsa.57$^4-Hn

tSyOiOLOCTCAL EVAUJAWN A?3A3BLBQNHMQ EVAUJAECW

fca&fifCasc H?ASITLE? Bd-14-5£?-l7

GEKEKAL ?OiU4AH?:

1 bare b&ca agpoifl^ ^ cOB^dete ^ acpat^ fcaei^ cvah^^

^58IQf(^-at:SCD^alc^^J^^W^Ba^lca^ &a£'w3i cesdatectcA}

fiffsndafe profesaaari OpiriJDTO s^ p^™W?ft^^
TOoaIS^TO'^heffiBdea^rfyisatdSia&intdica- Tlifroactfefenalqoes&toE-a^iSuatad

byihe CotstOiEder*. White the fbs art p^^yo&i^^ud^wiai^Ccu^Qit^&e
. •feAfaE&doeig'B^lbettOEqA^edtB'lfa&CouEL Ke^afesoftfacsaaEo&Erf-Ofcfesp^xoeaag,

agaiB9ae^CTafca^iss5SI^toQPCE^®I^^W^'w®cai¥^^ A^aD

^waiiBi^Ifoc^fi'ni^t^Titeta^iii^yottaauyup!^

CWSDEt'mAlHY:

ThE-pa^dpfciE ofcofffifWffllity g&^pririle^ (fo aQfcE^^f ifcfhs CQaAe^tciffias evab^imL AH
E^fciu^^jidUimpEOYT^byyoaaiAcalhte^cfflaiad^a

o^s'fflaaVNi^T^arciffvtAi^d.BL^Bseratea&BL ByjB^5i]&ipBRKBs(6cBLtoOffea£»

T^iWt^ rra M ^:s ^e^^/n ^ ^ ^



iB&EflsaEaiBtEn^b&vc&SccE, SiaRoKdtfeBi^^dhBdieaTBiyhayei&bcdtedia.chErsport

B^yattawiicaeBa^t&iBa^ti^^dfldistkCATnBisiradtobsfiE'wfi^uA^^
pBOVK5c?TmH.b£liddmcoa6&aacB. I^in^it^sittipari^&atyciUTa&deistffldte

Bi^WiffiA?y^pKni?'^T^he^iBft«irfiftsn^{r^ri^^ F^"^i^nnic*l?ipqfTH»?te6'£KSuw

oflErm^wdBafeiBa^us&flfewEbaaaaaB. FtBfeania^H^CTBiatio&oiAain^fa^oofiaisal
souixas wffl <^ bea^in&a cacipoaaA cftfe i^DatioE. acid BI^ be ta^ fe e^^

Peec

PcTOac?"ba^upEm^itC^E^&f$359^evalna£^a^sAiBEB^safiveia^

pt^sring, t»aihK&ng ^ CT&licafio^ faa^ to to<s^^^
.vw^tit^a?fe^^-^^i5;^c*h(Bit3tfts,ptifn?ffW^ pdc&Soiffllscmccs-

SB&ied-to adeqcate3ypEepait: foraad cQffiftpfcicfb& fftt^na&m) affiit4<Hl pefhour fiaTtesSniaeqr,

BKdBrfi^ pfaoaa tcsriinay, depo^SiMs, ^rfnw^ ^qaw^
ana any legal proccfidiag. piasare^pi^tictiombnEsa^liHOt^bcaSfa.feiswatice.

FafiiBffitocat^as^oNm^19^^1easl^hc?i?Trt6ce^ttA»ai»

5550.

ga seri^ 223?^ to tesfimo^ fe icqiflffid, uriafaer i^S.1950 ^

d^B'BCtsq^^dcTlD^d^^ctfA^ffiCTteaBdatSc^lim^roadraaoe. Itismy
pcataiccl^Lbsprt^daiT^aoofic&of^peaBt^sDihMliB^yoAofdt^fimetey^ I

am net a^ahte far "^^^ testubcmy ? swcfe aa 3Biaai®5t(^

appartuiBtytoissar&featia&awuyhie, TffhEa.yoltiirastwsyiiB^TamssriisfctefeyGf&fix
thA1hEicpBri^^^yH^^^c^i^?t^*r*f'rT(P?'^y>

ShofoH I caH fe &f. Su^s t& be dqics^ L I$F» to pRiri^ E^-^I®BF iriA & c^^
fc^oscspC oflas dep&sa&cm ^BO cai^to Dr. Sipect,

'VHlt &ece is no typ^ CTahaa^ fiuie is MM fc 15-^ia^

fc Imis ^ ea? f^ TO apw a& ifaero ^ coisaBaeaabfc 1ffl? iflwd^

?Taht3nc&51nacto comhteEn^^&CTadaatiaa- 'Vial&T aoi.Stag^ylDTCVifiWaiy'baidgcaatd
mSxn^ion 5^ 2^ yo^ att&c^ Asi^ n& to w'ricw, tee^^

iKfir, It tSfo ywT aihafliagc to argspiBe aay mffteriaL*. yoa-ffaaS.TtoelQ jeviewaaii to cQiasriit

•ffifeyowaii^^diQrtpFKeait^sudLSMterisL AEtyTOate^tEabBff&ed-ftKEBycogBadec^EHi

b&caatesap&aaaD^p^rfBy^aaAcasSBHAb&ie&Etmcd. IdtaeBi^ sitiy dbcqn>ert$ w p^atea

'Wffl s^ bfc ^ ca^nd ani aU tjBStea^ sinnfld te sc^ &G? your attaa^

A eaaoBtf oifk$^>o^{? (^^ BLaffioiE&attw&^osEBi &ec^) is d^

BBiarvfeyaBAsabs-p^caoKSt^wi&Co^&sctTV?. 'Wuanyesei caEcsKnstaaces, SB; Bnfial

^poifi^^1^ i^ b& sdKA^ p^to Te^^^lhe teSpes^ Kfa^^

s&iw/mcis TCT-mst^ wss. K;£ a&z^a^n



pasries. Asteevabsafo&pKXBSprogress^if^iebrinaisfii^affEa^^
bs xioiifi^ sri wcdc v^ GEas& iu^ ad&faffiat fimds to pE^gE^ w& ^ work SK E^^

1?ltEiiDii^bsa8^3iEcess^toiquKfiiUc^ari^

fi&aoo^ilty rapiA^^pari^'^ Minted. ^ giyiSmc B^^

CEindHigany&fiwRaptiBi&BCCTBsd. AllsiBfesiaM^Earc&QoWEd'mfiLisspactt&inaaidafed
fcysrt^»^^fatassa»&'v^fSe^c£3oyf^vS^af^'D(^ya^^

Tte peifiasaoc& c^ eivzlifflj^ pda^ saA=K by i? 4oc& a^ fea^ osons ^ x^^

Thfi^ ins aflca &Ek?^^ tequiyncnte rodutE^ ^a^
rqpc^ and o&CTaciNfi^ieb^fo ffepuyBsBaB^c^^i^^

LtMO^IONS, Rt^ES, AND SegYKES NOT FROVIQg&:

Thsi& are a Tsae^ cfp^chok»g?crf ffteSaxk is^ xa as3ssi% uwfcM^

caiaic^s^^of^^hLcamiucrfB^sa^TOCTaaBafiCBL TfaeaisDoaaslestbxilQTtffleset

criteria. AiEfGpsSiD^i^yoiLTHybayeBc^wfi^^ito^Q&ytoB^la^scass^dac^
caamaiiai scsaoas.

Tlte r^tOrtft^lprib^is oa^adyisC^ to^ Ca^ anAl^Cci^TS<iA6y%a^to
recanaofiodaltBMts. lasffla^cactte^aiie^has^t^md^&ss&o^tB^BDtbfrsdfcto?

anapOBonto'fcCo^'tlp6im^-^^1ffs4i^(i&gF^rfi^y^itc4&g^^ Wb3& ffai? OCCOES

m IMC cas^ ^ fcrfiB^to porode suc& aa opianadD?mfri%i&^
fesE.

Eyecye^irt^^lx^BSflfctocoariafelhtciaitKitionadpefli^taMp^m^ti^^ QC

&OW^TbertTO^^iBfitaancsVifcc?ua&ncsGcadE3^s arise. ToiaaECcaccaBBedto'wack
-ooo^saSs^aidcxpcEfidbu^a&pae^^^d^aydets^acffii^^ ConEtgtcait-mSi
^c&ss, nsDa&y-ao-mote%afi"2-aan^s &am '&& y3as&.sUaa& afobtaadigEcS 'Bfiic'^EaLdsta is-

ttayi^tofepi&ficafio&^sifeansss^af'&eT^OFL

Idc^fontfnMz&AjyaEtns^assocsE^'w^ftfepcOCCssL Arih5-Eam&tisa^lfaEn:mayb&
ftoe£nfacteyoB:feei$iatyoitaEcbea%itrf?CFO!g^&d. Ptee3EanEaBbec,ram£Afigafcdte>bB2n.
BDpsifetl cvaluEfbsc, ttota.'

Itaafl^p^dcaEyp^da^g^gdTicfttoaEyof^pBrt^l^cT^Gsaa iflbwapyis

d&sir^IiBtCTiBHKaa^'S^yoftcaiKa&yoinciriKfflicy. IfaLaiy&a^ypiu.teo'&apQfciKdopcd

6*u&cgp)&.y, plsess asfesfcSll aTgototiiFt)caEffsE.aasg?cys?oflL }al&cEoIeofaaevaiB8tec^

I caoi^ ^Uttmfc a^ pE^eferio^c^ txcatxa^ a^ catingc pixyride yacarf^
fanc!&0£» '

CD^SB^'v^^^v^p^^p^cf^yt^^^t^^^'^^^^^^-c^-s^j^
ictes^ nni^issmeopdfccicaimstaac® ac^^



J^ ai^ Sia^ taodd-ycMieq^ fc^ gw&e^TpfcascCT^^
giappEopdste ibr an afiyldtri ftctteai^ te bwfc ^ca^ 1^

At'Eunes, Ifac agnpfcKSis&iavo^reda a.pasSeeSaS <?valBatmaiaqn^BnEi &3£r coreaATaidi

-oljfaa'professioBaia. Yau^notbstcspcBisa^^aiyfe^tFtedixaypofesSaoBffll

cscsate^Ka ^ ^idEdri^T^ia&ocafioiat^a&®
te pusccted.

S&e^ "fe cwataaficffi isaq^ ^ uss ^to Batepedec^ ^ @^ asui^ ^

tfibnaec.

PSTCaOLOCTCAL TESHNG/INT^LVIE^

1$/^ m iu£vy^ KIB» to A& oE^ forlasfing and^ EU

wdu]^c5t(?nBistats^"6^^UoaanedCBisasoflienitfvida^B^se^ Ifa

ftroac te beia% bn%^ to ^ flf^ fcttS^ abdte an BBferri^
tetoaispcdtedby^Bcirip^aoBytai^tobEi&pasaiits. 'Kd&s~paicaAsteuldt(a&5p&&tiK

liuLi t& swA to BppaaidtteAua^ a? a®(^ ijgio&^ ^ pafc a^Ilr, Sh^

Hciaui&o^TK^ora^.oatoiBcan&afefecfiB^iecffltf^^fepEcmE^ AB.c^Ipiieiaesmast
beEinrtoffEBdCTcnotticigiSzeddpritsa^ciFfe&fcs&^psottss^ ShoiaddaaywsntfeauKd
icccffl&c® acm^ihs CT^EfivcpEtess'wBlbcieBmaato'i

HOA©V3SrT£

Soai&eraiiRi&ifis.ieqEDS&a.liOta&'riaE. I^sgATialistooc.aUy&ttinffii^sispcWKtEasrel

fans to and femHh^ borne, door to doca- !ai4®^'<ABtefae1hcnnedioudd.ie9isct&6TouSDS

JSianity emrisiaaia^ my araB2^tfaato»^ pc? a-i^oflti^

SDB&QSSIO^ OF DOCUMEHTS:

Yc?attQ'cncyisprobd^\^eqpnp5^tonn^B&^^^dclf:nn^^

qsaacaaaamgrtefto&actsssto. AfldoffBnc^T^bsiefeaaEied.'byTByseifandttOixdEasfid

^^M^appECTpd^ac&^CTAta* %B^BOt^tuuu&tenc^^od&&patf^rairoh[eiiinfln$

waaaaiiion at^ an TiaaeBKWiaced TI^ to isy ctes andto de£^

temBdg£ofthtE£caracn£3\ Nopadcagc&^ia^li&^iyado^yBalsfcitws&csgESEiyofF
ths pacia^ cAnnatbc gBUsote^d. lEi&a^ui^iuEt4^li^uaida-aBi»6atcCBntetsa>K&,yg!ar

j^yn^ pisvidc ins wB^fefc Axacneate airerfty.

It je aupcca^ "d^ infctea&jEtp^i^ b^ m a&te^ CT iy yaiBs^^ ^»^^
caeaiBfric^sd.tD a^ up^usiug cSBED^i&Qidfccto )E^^

F]TO & uti^i^ ais SiaM to Eannbr sia&dae^ ^^ fe aEKioa^ ^ h^ te lA res^

^aOBg- tS^S&KfB^KfS^

TC^66E.2.t TfS. Ed C?:Z £,Ttt^/^fr/T[:



OOT OF SESSSK5H CONTACT:

Out of session c&a^attsiuyoldb^ avoided- KttflAofbeadfayofftoroenKwiricadcmfoaEaii^

abc^^ciiriEaf^t&^e-vahidtem^ipfaai^iBafl^^ Phsae contact liacst be 5onated to

scheAiBBgtmdte^icaiiSscaBaaoaaa. Ucdffcc&B^cacansfadDC^ I wittacft accent o??Tfe&

Affly-c-ts^QCcteaio^GCBuettuiBiafiasSflctsBcsttteanAtesEii^

HEFAA gudsSaes* Ftfffh&iBQ^iBBSDBdtrftHB^TEi^BiAbsaciaspariedged.

OBTAINING AKDHiaKAL ?OBAiAIK3?

^•*fi'*^4oBls^*F^i?ceff^^ntfn^ afl*brHT^ *^ li^ f'l11^ aWTS:^ry T^Q&rtn*sflts

s^8sy^a^'v^l^si!ma^\isw^v£ccEB^K&wss^^eaa^^^ In ttiostcas?5,

aa&npseflca &QEm pH^ssaoB^ "<^ be o^'*^^ Y^ p^iplw "^^

leaaa

wrifing- 0iEiBecaioEtirtn^^iaeteffl^toda^'wdi?mSaaBsria&^

As a&iagarfid daimnet, T'^n^^fi^ ddeaaiffliS^ c^nife^te icview
ro^^iaoicpEE^n&aglflaiupcdbafivt. tfoil^g^tiatah^ilcsite'^tetemcw^aoriatait?
riT?F^n^?^p^BlMp;i^'<^1;^^ti^5^^in?l^5wn^w?^^ tf~issffl33Q3ftro*ns dbia3B$i;t.

iItegaBy, gaidaiaro w& ba SCIB^ fcm ^ afiyci^ iwoh^
5ESac,fc&Ccwtmflt»con>siABd. AJldtesaoiDSRgaai^'BfeistohtcTOAiGftAliessteatcf

a^e'imiB^k^and^teiiri^iiaiic^sate^cdtohftoten^^
ffi QCdST to JIJ^T n^fl??P'ftl^ TG^TTpl Tffit^^.

Ifa^m^dl^isgailigtosdAB&atelEtecayoiQcbeW^^lfittffTifflAbem^

EiyoScc. KiBTc^rtspa&ESnfitytDbsHieri^ti^iafividod'B^BEStaB&fltat^
^fcitten^teAa^T^oiaicrpar^ntvolwd.iB'^BSsaaaer^ ?TeiH-aBSccptm£aiBffluBi'v3a.

^sri eacaua^^^&a^ p^ l&cadSEffifi^lEeBis^^Tnaffc^^ Th&aSK^fax
isacStme ^ ffiC£s?I6fc to o&a o£nec pessoB^'(p^r&A^^ d^^

- fat.iipCTracflt.caBOOtlc.gaasantecsL

CONTACT TOfiATFOENETS:

nomstppriBfflfyinc Mtimp^iBl eysAna^ } m^w,ryi ny^ ^ jn^^ pfttnn^iwnw-irtfld^ ug^l^

afiECBT^si£^ffie$eB(Eio&Bfi^aite. CtasBay%5QE£i?fi3TOaidedt5^sCoBri,Iv?itlfae]3a^yt&
tSscte issues TBI& fc sESocn^s as (fiisofed b^^ C^mt ai^ a B^R^

Asy (5scusaQnuTwAraDg?Dbsttarii?i®nteni^csCBOEna^

Ai^ a ^q^ is pn?s^ ay ^C&EI^ m£3DBgtito id^
ixt TRi3^^ eriffiritfed &ra^ m(Fcapffu(fc diaafris.
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YSUE"!

-3fld ssaB ainda bp '@fe ^tedi^d&^s.- B^-s^ifl^'flis&tsa ycaa Bt&'steyTiasi&ig'pcfcBflc^'ai&L

BSSS»BSttoa^TnE4tn''riiri"m^^^-"(^^^nn^'t^^-^^y^^ ya'p-yW'[w*E"'*»^'TEielQ

TEic^&a£teaifiuu,Ti^ti(fin$teffip£^l3teCciuctdauy^
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DR. MARK SINGER
513 West Mt. Reasartt Avenue, Suite 105
Ltvingstan, New Jersey 075;

(973) 9&4-7W Fax (973) 994-7411

MaTkSnger, EdD-, Lie. ^3725 Mavente-20,2017

Ms-Freaman, Esq.
Via e-mail

Mr. Lewis, Pro Se
Vtae-rraal

Dear Mr. Lewis and hAs. Freeman;

This tsto confirm that 1 have received the reque^ed rctainsTfram Mr. Lewis in the
Hadari v Lewis matter.

SncETe(y»

Mak Singer, EcLD.
NJ Ucansed P^choic^^ f3725
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Superior Court of New Jersey

Appellate Divis'ran - Family Part

Docket Ho. FM 14-608-17

Kerth Lewis
153 E 92nd St

Brooklyn, MY U212
845-3Z7-8354

Appellant / DelendanE, Pro Se

Rachefie Hadan,

Respondent / PtakifrfE.

Vs.

Keith Lewis,

Appellant / Defendant.

No6c& of Motion for:

LEAVE TO APPEAL

An InterbcufDry Order of the Sypenor CoLirt

. of New Jersey, Chancery Division - FamSy

Part, Moms County

SatBebw:
Honorable Maritza Berckste Byme

To: Weiner Law Group, 629 Parsippany Rd, Parsippany, NJ 07CE54-

And Moms County Superior Court •
56 Washingron St
Mopnstewi, NJ 07960

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE ttat the undersigned hereby moves before the Superior Court of New
Jersey, Appeltaie Ditfision, for an Order granfcfftg lesve to appeal and decicfing:

1) To reverse the trial comts orcier thai: i cooperate vsrith Dr. Roser^erg, PlaiFri^s private

medical expert;
2) Consequently to reverse the tnal court's order award of counsei fees to Ptamtiff for her

.most recent moSoa

in support of tils moSon, 1 shall raly on the accompanying brief.

^L^. -^^ Date:_Z^/15
(Keith Lewis, Appeltant / Defendant)



B"H

Certification of Filing/MaiEing
I hereby certify thai i have personalty defivsred an original and 4 copies of this notice of motion
and accampanying bnsTto be fiiect with tfie Clerk of the AppeSate Division.

In adcfiSon, I cerffiy fi^: \ served a copy or the same by personatiy defiver'ng it on this date to
Weiner Law Group, 629 Parslppany Rd^ P^s'ippany, NJ 07C64, by regular and cerStied mai.

tn adaiSon, I cerSfy that I ps-sona^y detfversd two copies to Honoraye Maritza Berdote Byme,

Morris County Counhouse, PO Box 910, Momstowa ^ 07963.

I certify tot the foregoing statements made by me are true.. \ am aware that if any of the

foregoing statements made by me are wilthjtiy falser 1 am subject fe punishmert.

^^ ^< . Dab£:_L^r/]S__
(Keith Lewis, Appellant / Defendanf)



H"H

Superior Court of New Jersey

Appe? Divteion - Famity Part
Docket No. FM 14-SO&-17

Rachefte Hadari,

Plaintiff f Respondent

Vs.

Kjafh WaFren L£WIS,

Defendant / AppaUanL

On Appeal from an tnteriocutDFy Order of
tie Superior Court of Mew Jersey

ChcETtcery Dfv'tsion - Famity Part

Moms Cofcmty

SatB&tovr.

HonoraJole M-ariiza Berdcte Byme

ChiilAcfclon

Brief and Appendix on Behaff of Keith Lewis., th& Defendant and A-ppeElant

Keith Lewts, prose

153 E 92nd St
Brooictyn, hiY 11^1 r?

kiewE5434@arrtaILcom

(&45) 3Z7-S354



Statement of the Facts

Throughout ihe dh/orc&, i have cooperated with anyone neutral I worked with rabbis

such as Chaim Jachter who guided us through fhe religious arvorce, I cooperatsd tulty and

respectfuBy with court orders' cancemlng chBd support and parenfing time as ditEicult as it may

be, and F even worked wtfh mecfiaSon lawyer Adam Bsmer to attempt to resolve our-cBvorce out

off court Even with Dr. Rosenberg, I have out of respect for the court aSended a pTel'tminafy

session, and tnformeci him that I would cor^jnue to atend as iong as was reqmred, although

making clear that t did not consent to be examhed.

And most importantly I haye cooperated lufiy and expeditiously wi&i tie court-appofnfceci

svatuator Dr. Singer, I immeciiately contacted the court to recfffy the DFnisston of his appointfnent

from the Septi&nber 27 court order (letter to the court DaZT), and ffnmBdiatety thereafter

contacted his crite to schsdi^e sg\ appointment esv3, p^ the retaffier (receipt trom his office

&a41).

Dr. Rasenberg, on the other hand, was chosen aid hired by PiaWF wtthoLJt consultatbn

with me or the Court- This ES afect Before hiring Dr. Rosenberg, PtsinEiff eiid not coFnmunicate

w? me st afi about mutually ciedding upon a best irTterest evauaiDr, as ordered by the Court

ApriiZo. -•

i have consistssntiy argued his nort-raeuiTaBty from the d^ he coritac;t5ti me, in mc^ion

papers and hearings. At the time he was hired, F did not tulty Lnderstand the law about the

appGinimenEt and hiring of mecficaf experts, and the dEtinctian bstween pnvaie eKp^ts anci those

appointed as explained in NJ . Rute 5:3-3.! da, haweveT, understand that now, and therefore I

demand tnst I b& compsltsG to attend only a court-appainted, neutral evaluation.



Because a bribe orT^or or paynrt'ent riaurSfy changes'how on@'^l^lDW£BtfeAthe "payee: 'ESM^

ultimately how Ihey and their position are considered. And this s how Jewish courts throughout

the ages have judged- indeed, the Tatmud relates how Rabbi Ylshmaei recused hiERselftTom a

case because it invotved Juciging his own worker who wwked quickiyt doing more than

necessary in his job (hAaktos 24a). Was it because he did not know that he was required to act

just^? Was he not wse enough? Of course noa He was we rf the teacfing rsbbis of hte

gsnercEErcm, But he knew that a judge needs to be comptetEty neutral and if he has accepted any

type of payment or favor then he cannot b&,

And this is how I hope the court acts today, m lceeping wBh the spirit of Justfce and te

integrity that: charactsrizes the American iegal system.

Conriysion

I have been left with no recourse but to appeal. I have moved for the trial court to

reconsfcier lis rufina, explained 'in detaB why i befeve fe to be mistaken, arKi e^en coop&ratied

WEthit by altending asession with Dr. Rosenberg. But the court continues so force me to be

evatLiaisd by Dr. Rasenberg, and even attemF^s to coerce me into cooperathg, foFcing me to

p^? PlasTiiifs counsel tees aid tfTraateRhg tiar 1 WtB not even be abie to 5ppear cii a Eienary

hearing where my ciaughter's custDdy ^B be temporarily decided. How can &^e )Lidge make an

tnformed ciecision on issues of such magnitude when one party is not even representecE? is this

justice?

It B not And I hops that tie Appeab Court wiEi recSfy this.error of Judgment, i have tsiEh

in the courts of our country and am ready to appea^ here and ever\ ali the way to the Supreme

Court, where justices like the Honarahte NeS-Goi'SLrch uphold ULEEjh anc! Jusoce a^d the mte of

taw.



NJ. Stat. § 9:2-4

§ 9:2-4. Custody of child; rights of both parents considered

The Legislature finds and declares that it is in the public poifcy of this State to assure minor

children of frequent and continuing contact with both parents after the parents have separated

or dissohred their marriage and fhat it is in the public interest to encourage parents to share the

rights and responsibilities of child rearing in order to effect this policy.

Irr any proceeding involving the custDdy of a minor child, the rights of both parents shall be

equal and the court shall enter an order which may include:

a. 3oint custody of a minor child to both parentSr which is comprised of legal custody or physical

custody which shall include: (1) provisions for residential an-angements so that a child shall

reside either solely with one parent or alternatively with each parent in accordance wrth the

needs of the parents and the child; and (2) provisions for consultation between the parents in

making major decisions regarding the child's health/ education and-general welfare/

b. Sole custody to one parent with appropriate parenting time for the noncustodial parent; or

c. Any other custody atrangement.as the court may determine to be in the best interests of the

child.

In making an award of custody, the court shal! consider but not be limited to the fallowing

factors: the parents7 ability to agree, communicate and cooperate in matters relating to the

child; the parents' willingness to accept custody and any history of unwillingness to altow
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parenting time not based on substantiated abuse; the interaction and relationship of the child

with its parents and siblings; the history of domestic violence/ if any; the safety of the child and

the safety of either parent from physical abuse by the other parent; the preference of the child

when of sufficient age and capacity to reason so as to form an intelligent dsdsion, the needs of

the child; the stability of the home environment offered ; the quality and continuity of the child's

education; the fitness of the parents^ the geographical proximity of the parents' homes; the

extent and quality of the time spent with the child prior to or subsequent to the separation; the

parents' employment responsibilities; and the age and number of the children. A parent shall

not be deemed unfit unless the parents/ conduct has a substantial adverse effect on the child.

The court^ for good cause and upon fts own motion/ may appoint a guardian ad litem or an

attorney or both to represent the minor child's Interests. The court shall hsve the authority to

award a counsel fee to the guardian ad litem and the attorney and to assess that cost between

the parties to the tftigation.

d. The court shall order any custody arrangement which is agreed to by both parents unless it is

contrary to the best interests of the child.

e. In any case in which the parents cannot agree to a custody arrangement, the court may

require each parent to submit a custody plan which the court shall consider in awarding

custody.

f. The court shall specifically place on the record the factors which justify any custody

arrangement not agreed to by both parents.



USCS Fed Rules Evid R 706

Rule 706. Court-Appointed Expert Witnesses

(a) Appointment Process. On a party/s motion or on its own, the court may order the parties

to show cause why expert witnesses should not be appointed and may ask the parties to submit

-nominations. The court may appoint any expert that the parties agree on and any of its own

choosing. But the court may only appoint someone who consents to act.

(b) Expert's Role. The court must inform the expert of the expert's duties. The court may do

so in writing and have a copy filed with the clerk or may do so orally st a conference in which

the parties have-an opportunity-to.parfcidpate.-Tbe'expert:-

(1) must advise the parties of any findings the expert makes;

(?) may be deposed by any party;

(3) may be called to testify by the court or any party; and

(4) may be cross-examined by any party/ including the party that called the expert.

(c) Compensation, The expert is entitled to a reasonable compensation, as set by the court.

The compensation is payable as follows;

(1) in a criminal case or in a dvii case involving just compensation under the Fifth Amendment,

from any funds that are provided by law; and

(2) in any other dvii case, by the parties in the proportion and at the time that the court

directs—and the compensation is then charged like other costs.

(d) Disclosing the Appointment to the Jury. The court may authorize disclosure to the jur/

that the court appointed the expert.



(e) Parties' Choice of Their Own Experts. This rule does not limit a party in calling its own

experts.


