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FILED, Clerk of the Supreme Court, 21 Oct 2025, 090122

Jon Pennix, Jr., and Victoria 
Holmes,

Plaintiffs-Movants,

SUPREME COURT OF NEW JERSEY 
M-180 September Term 2025 

090122

v.

Newark Beth Israel Medical 
Center, The Cardiovascular 
Care Group, Dr..Leon Dick, 
Dr. Bruce J. Brener, and Dr. 
Chi-Shin Chiu.

Defendants.

ORDER

It is ORDERED that the motion for reconsideration of the Court’s order 

dismissing the notice of appeal is denied.

WITNESS, the Honorable Stuart Rabner, Chief Justice, at Trenton, this

16th day of October, 2025.

ACTING CLERK OF THE SUPREME COURT



FILED, Clerk of the Supreme Court, 30 May 2025.090122

SUPREME COURT OF NEW JERSEY 
M-858 September Term 2024 

090122

Jon Pennix, Jr., and Victoria 
Holmes,

Plaintiffs, 
v.

Newark Beth Israel Medical
Center, Dr. Leon Dick, 
and Dr. Chi-Shin Chiu,

Defendants, 
and

The Cardiovascular
Care Group and
Dr. Bruce J. Brener, 

Defendants-Movants.

ORDER

It is ORDERED that defendants’ motion to dismiss the appeal is granted;

and it is further

ORDERED that plaintiffs’ appeal is dismissed.

■ WITNESS, the Honorable Stuart Rabner, Chief Justice, at Trenton, this

28th day of May, 2025.

CLERK OF THE S :me COURT



NOT FOR PUBLICATION WITHOUT THE 
APPROVAL OF THE APPELLATE DIVISION

This opinion shall not "constitute precedent or be binding upon any court.* Although it is posted on the 
internet, this opinion is binding only on the parties in the case and Its use in other cases is limited. g. 1:36-3.

SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY 
APPELLATE DIVISION 
DOCKET NO. A-0323-23

JON PENNIX, JR., and VICTORIA 
HOLMES,

Plaintiffs-Appellants,

v.

NEWARK BETH ISRAEL MEDICAL 
CENTER, THE CARDIOVASCULAR 
CARE GROUP, DR. LEON DICK, 
DR. BRUCE J. BRENER,' and DR.
CHI-SHIN CHIU,

Defendants-Respondents.
----------------------——___________________ _ •Ih'O-

Argued October 22,2024 — Decided November 15,2024

Before Judges Gilson, Bishop-Thompson and 
Augostini.

On appeal from the Superior Court of New Jersey, Law 
Division, Essex County, Docket No. L-1388-23.

Jon Pennix, Jr., and Victoria Holmes, appellants, 
argued the cause pro se.

1 Improperly pled as Brender,



1
Robert G. Maglio argued the cause for respondent 
Newark Beth Israel Medical Center (Ronan, Tuzzio & 
Giannone, PA, attorneys; Lauren H. Zalepka, of 
counsel and on the brief; Robert G. Maglio, on the 
brief).

Robert G. Veech, HI argued the cause for respondent 
Dr. Bruce Brener and The Cardiovascular Care Group 
(Farkas & Donohue, LLC, attorneys; Evelyn C. Farkas, 
of counsel; Robert G. Veech, III, on the brief).

Anthony M. Tracy argued the cause for respondent Dr. 
Leon Dick (Garson & Jakub, LLP, attorneys; Anthony 
M. Tracy, of counsel and on the brief).

Ryan A. Notarangelo argued the cause for respondent 
Chi-Shin Chiu, M.D. (Dughi, Hewit & Domalewski, 
PC, attorneys; Ryan A. Notarangelo, of counsel and on 
the brief; Cyndee L. Allert, of counsel).

PER CURIAM

Plaintiffs JonPennix, Jr. and Victoria Holmes appeal from multiple orders 

issued on August 18, 2023 dismissing their medical malpractice complaint 

against several defendants, including Newark Beth Israel Medical Center, Dr. 

Bruce Brener, Dr. Leon Dick, and Dr. Chiu. After careful review of the record 

and applicable law, we affirm.

I.

In August 2020, during a CT scan for a pre-existing condition, it was 

discovered that plaintiff Jon Pennix Jr. had an aneurysm of the iliac artery.

2 A-WM-M



Surgery was recommended. On February 26,2021, Mr. Pennix was admitted to 

Newark Beth Israel Medical Center (Newark Beth Israel) for elective surgery to 

repair this abdominal aortic aneurysm. Mr. Pennix and his fiancee, plaintiff 

Victoria Holmes, signed the consent form authorizing the surgery. Dr. Brener 

performed the surgery, assisted by Dr. Dick, and Dr. Chiu served as the 

anesthesiologist. No complications occurred during the surgery, and while it 

was initially anticipated that Mr. Pennix might stay in the hospital for two days, 

he was discharged the next day, February 27,2021.

Several hours after his discharge from the hospital, Mr. Pennix was taken 

to the emergency room at Clara Maass Hospital presenting with fever and chest 

pain. Mr. Pennix was admitted to the hospital and discharged seven days later 

with instructions to follow-up with his cardiologist.

Plaintiffs filed a medical malpractice complaint against defendants on 
».<<i I -

February 22,2023. They amended their complaint on or about March 8,2023 3 

Thereafter, defendants filed their respective answers to the complaint.

2 Plaintiffs' amended complaint has two date stamps: March 1,2023 and March 
8, 2023.

3 A-0323-23



On May 10, 2023, the judge conducted a Ferreira3 conference, Ms. 

Holmes asserted that this was a common knowledge case and therefore, an 

affidavit of merit (AOM) was not required. The judge, however, disagreed and 

directed plaintiffs to serve an AOM pursuant to N.J.S.A. 2A:53A-27, or risk 

having the case dismissed. The judge provided plaintiffs with additional time 

in which to file an AOM. Nevertheless, later that same day, plaintiffs served an 

AOM signed by Monique Monroe, RN. Shortly thereafter, defendants objected 

to Nurse Monroe's affidavit as being deficient under the statute.

On May 30, 2023, plaintiffs moved to recuse the judge pursuant to Rule 

1:12-1. Around the same time, defendants moved to dismiss the complaint for 

failure to state a cause of action. On June 14,2023, plaintiffs filed a motion to 

amend their case information statement to add the word "negligence."4

At the hearing on August 18,2023, the judge denied plaintiffs' motion for 

recusal. She also found that plaintiffs' AOM from Nurse Monroe was 

insufficient because the nurse was not a medical doctor qualified in any of the

3 Ferreira v. Rancocas Orthopedic Assocs.. 178 N.J. 144 (2003).

4 At the hearing on August 18,2023, Ms. Holmes represented that she had filed 
a motion to amend the complaint to "add on the word negligence." However, 
plaintiffs exhibit 85 of 180 (Pa20), Certification in Support of Motion, states: 
"Plaintiffs seek to amend CIS Form ...."

4 A-oni-u
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specialties practiced by defendants as required by the AOM statute. The judge, 

therefore, granted defendants' motions to dismiss for failure to state a claim.

Thus, the judge also denied plaintiffs' motion to amend their case information 

statement

This appeal followed.

H.

Plaintiffs raise four issues on appeal:

POINT I

AN AFFIDAVIT OF MERIT IS UNNECESSARY IN 
ORDINDARY NEGLIGENCE ACTIONS AGAINST 
A "PROFESSIONAL^] UNDER THE DOCTRINE OF 
RE[S] ISPA LOQUIT[U]R.

POINTH

TRIAL JUDGE ERRED GRANTING ALL (SIX 
ORDERS] AGAINST PRO SE PLAINTIFFS ABUSE 
OF DISCRETION °CLEARL[Y] ERRONEOUS" 
WITH DIRECT/CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE 
"SUBMITTED".

POINT ni

TRIAL JUDGE ERRED ON RULING N.J.S.A. 
2A:53A-27 IF REQUIRED N.J.S.A. 26A:53-26(i), 
ALSO APPELLATE DIVISION RULE S2.A(4,6).

5
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POINT IV

TRIAL JUDGE ERRED IN REFUSING TO 
DISQUALIFY'HERSELF OPTED TO ABUSE HER 
POWER, VIOLATED CANON RULES/JUDICIAL 
CODE OF CONDUCT.

We review a trial court's interpretation of statutes de novo. Kocanowski 

v. Two, of Bridgewater. 237 N.J. 3, 9 (2019) (citing State v, Fuqua. 234 N.J. 

583, 591 (2018)). "A trial court's interpretation of the law and legal 

consequences that flow from established facts are not entitled to any special 

deference." Manalapan Realty, L.P, v. Twp, Comm, of Manalapan, 140 N.J. 

366,378 (1995).

We review motions for disqualification for abuse of discretion. State v. 

McCabe. 201 NJ. 34,45 (2010) (citing Panitch v. Panitch. 339 N.J. Super. 63, 

66, 71 (App. Div. 2001)). However, n'[w]e review de novo whether the proper 

legal standard was applied.'" P.M. v. N.P.. 441 NJ. Super. 127,140 (App.iDiv. 

2015) (quoting McCabe. 201 N.J. at 45).

A. ■

Common Knowledge Exception to Affidavit of Merit

New Jersey's Affidavit of Merit statute, NJ.S.A. 2A:53A-26 to -29, in 

relevant part, requires:

6 A-0323-23



[tjn. any action for damages for personal injuries, 
wrongful death or property damage resulting from an 
alleged act of malpractice or negligence by a licensed 
person in his profession or occupation, the plaintiff 
shall, within 60 days following the date of filing of the 
answer to the complaint by the defendant, provide each 
defendant with an affidavit of an appropriate licensed 
person that there exists a reasonable probability that the 
care, skill or knowledge exercised or exhibited in the 
treatment, practice or work that is the subject of the 
complaint, fell outside acceptable professional or 
occupational standards or treatment practices.

[N.J.S.A. 2A:53A-27.)

In a medical malpractice case, the statute farther requires a plaintiff to provide 

an AOM from an appropriately credentialed professional who has "particular 

expertise in the general area or specialty involved in the actionf.]" Ibid. "The 

affidavit must provide that there exists a reasonable probability the standard of 

care exercised in the alleged malpractice case fell outside the acceptable 

professional or occupational standards." Cowlev v, Virtua Health Svs.. 242 N.J.

1, 8 (2020). Moreover, for a plaintiff to satisfy the "threshold of merit,® the 

AOM must contain '"an expert opinion, given under oath, that a duty of care 

existed and that the defendant breached that duty.'" Id. at 16 (quoting Hubbard 

V. Reed, 168 N.J. 387, 394 (2001)).

The main purpose of the affidavit of merit statute is to "’require plaintiffs

... to make a threshold showing that their claim is meritorious"' and to weed

7 a-mm-m



out claim that are not meritorious at the earliest stage of the litigation, aid. 

(quoting Comblatt v. Barn*. 153 NJ- 21®. 2® d»8» 207

NJ. 377,383 (2011).
Our Supreme Court "has fashioned an exception to [the AOM] 

requirement for cases in which the alleged conduct or failure to act, if accepted 

as true, would be readily recognizable, by a person of average intelligence, as a 

failure to exercise the appropriate standard of care." Cowley, 242 N.J. at8. This 

exception, however, "is construed narrowly 'to avoid non-compliance with the 

statute.'" Id, at 18 (quoting Hubbard, 168 NJ. at 397). In rare and exceptional 

circumstances, "the 'jurors' common knowledge as lay persons is sufficient to 

enable them, using ordinary understanding and experience, to determine a 

defendant's negligence without the benefit of specialized knowledge of experts." 

Id. at 17 (citing Hubbard, 168 NJ. at 394)i
Such an instance of common knowledge was found in the Hubbard case, 

where a doctor pulled the wrong tooth from the patient's mouth. Hubbard, 168 

NJ. at 396. Equally obvious, in F.st of Chin v. SaintRarnabas Med.-Ctn, where 

a patient died from an air embolism during a diagnostic hysteroscopy, during 

which someone accidentally connected a gas line rather than a fluid line to the 

patient's uterus. 160 N.J. 454, 460 (1999). Or, in gender, where a pharmacist

' A4J3Z3-13



filled a prescription with medications other than the drug prescribed. Bendery. 

Walgreen E. Co., 399 N.J. Super. 584, 588-89 (App. Div. 2008). These cases 

demonstrate situations that involve obvious error and fall within the common 

knowledge exception, obviating the need for expert testimony to explain the 

standard of care.

Plaintiffs' case is readily distinguishable from these common knowledge 

cases. "'[Cjourts must look to the underlying factual allegations, and not how 

the claim is captioned in the complaint... [I] t is the nature of the proof required 

that controls.'" Triarsi v. BSC Grp. Servs., LLC, 422 N.J. Super. 104,114 (App. 

Div. 2011) (alteration in original) (quoting Syndicate 1245 at Lloyd's v. Walnut 

Advisory Coro., 721F. Supp. 2d 307,315 (D.N.J. 2010)). Here, plaintiffs allege 

the medical professionals deviated from the standard of care by failing to 

postpone surgery and obtain cardiac clearance given plaintiffs pre-existing 

conditions, failing to conduct pertinent pre- and post-operative testing, and 

failing to provide proper discharge instructions. Plaintiffs also allege the 

original consent form was altered by adding "wife" next to Ms. Holmes' 

signature.

We discern no error in the judge's determination that such allegations of 

medical negligence are beyond common, knowledge and understanding of a

9 A-0323-23



layperson and require expert testimony to explain the standard of care. We are 

satisfied the judge correctly determined that this case required an AOM and did 

not fall within the common knowledge exception. A fact finder will need to 

know why the surgery should have been postponed and whether each of the 

doctors fell below a recognized standard of care in not postponing the surgery. 

A fact finder would need that same information concerning the claims regarding 

the pre- and post-operative testing and the discharge instructions. None of those 

medical issues are within the common knowledge of a lay person.

Plaintiff also argues that an AOM was not necessary under the doctrine of 

res ipsa loquitur. This assertion lacks merit.

The maxim res ipsa loquitur, meaning "'the thing, or affair, speaks for 

itself,"'
‘iJ.ri f ■

symbolizes a permissible presumption of negligence 
from the plaintiffs proof... an allowable inference of 
. . . defendant's want of due care where (a) the 
occurrence itself ordinarily bespeaks negligence; (b) 
the instrumentality was within the defendant's 
exclusive control; and (c) there is no indication in the 
circumstances that the injury was the result of the 
plaintiffs own voluntary act or neglect.

fBornstein v, Metro, Bottling Co., 26 NJ. 263,269,272
(1958).]
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We recognize that "the original basis for the [res ipsa loquitur] doctrine is found 

in cases that rest on common knowledge." Khanv. Singh, 200 N.J. 82,92 (2009) 

(citing Buckelew v. Grossbard. 87 N.J. 512, 526-27 (1981)).

While it remains a plaintiffs burden to prove negligence, the res ipsa 

doctrine allows a jury to draw an inference from the evidence "effectively 

reducing the plaintiffs burden of persuasion, but not shifting the burden of

proof." Khan, 200 N.J. at 91 (citing Eaton v, Eaton. 119 N.J. 628,638 (1990)). 

Thus, in certain circumstances, where a plaintiff is permitted to. rely upon the

common knowledge exception to the AOM requirement, a court may consider

"coupling] it with the use of a res ipsa charge to permit the jury to draw an 

inference of medical negligence." Id. at 92 (citing Buckelew. 87 NJ. at 526-

27). Thus, the res ipsa doctrine serves a different purpose than the AOM statute

and does not obviate the need for compliance with the AOM statute.

The doctrine of res ipsa does not apply to plaintiffs' claims of malpractice 

because to prove that Mr. Pennix was not properly treated, plaintiffs will need 

expert testimony to explain defendant doctors mistreated Mr. Pennix and how

that malpractice caused injury. None of that information speaks for itself; rather, 

plaintiffs' claims involve complex medical issues that need to be established

through appropriate expert testimony and opinion.

11 A-0J23-23



B.

Sufficiency of Affidavit of Merit

Even though, at the May 10,2023 hearing, plaintiffs asserted the common 

knowledge doctrine applied and an AOM was unnecessary, they nonetheless 

submitted one the same day from Monique S. Monroe, Registered Nurse, signed 

and notarized but not submitted under oath. At the August hearing, the judge 

found their AOM deficient and as a result, dismissed plaintiffs' complaint with 

prejudice.

N.J.S.A. 2A:53A-27 requires "the person executing the affidavit... have 

particular expertise in the general area or specialty involved in th[is] action." 

N.J.S.A. 2A;53A-27. So, that individual can certify that "there exists a 

reasonable probability that the care, skill or knowledge exercised or exhibited 

in the treatment, practice or work that is the subject of the complaint, fell outside 

acceptable professional or occupational standards or treatment practices." Ibid. 

A plaintiff who is required to file an AOM but fails to do so, under N.J.S.A. 

2A:53A-29, will have their case dismissed because "it shall be deemed a failure 

to state a cause of action." N.J.S.A. 2A:53A-29.

The judge correctly found that Nurse Monroe's AOM failed to satisfy the 

statute. She was not qualified to opine on the standard of care for those

, o A-0323-U



defendants who are licensed physicians: Dr. Brener, a licensed physician who 

specializes in cardiovascular surgery; Dr. Chiu, a licensed anesthesiologist; and 

Dr. Dick, a licensed physician who specializes in surgery. Further, Nurse 

Monroe provides no basis upon which she is qualified to opine on the standard 

of care as to the hospital and its staff. We conclude that the judge properly 

found the AOM deficient and dismissed plaintiffs' complaint with prejudice for 

failing to state a claim.

c.
Disqualification

Rule 1:12-1 sets forth the basis upon which a judge shall be disqualified:

(a) is by blood or marriage the second cousin of or is 
more closely related to any party to the action;

(b) is by blood or marriage the first cousin of or is more 
closely related to any1 Attorney in the action. This 
proscription shall extend to the partners, employers, 
employees .or office associates of any such attorney 
except where the Chief Justice for good cause otherwise 
permits;

(c) has been attorney of record or counsel in the action;

(d) has given an opinion upon a matter in question in 
the action;

(e) is interested in the event of the action; *

13 A-W2J-2J



(f) has discussed or negotiated his or her post­
retirement employment with any party, attorney or law 
firm involved in the matter; or

(g) when there is any other reason which might 
preclude a fair and unbiased hearing and judgment, or 
which might reasonably lead counsel or the parties to 
believe so.

1R. 1:12-1.]

The Rule further provides with respect to paragraphs (c), (d) and (e), [that] these

paragraphs

shall not prevent a judge from sitting because of having 
given an opinion in another action in which the same 
matter in controversy came in question or given an 
opinion on any question in controversy in the pending 
action in the course of previous proceedings therein, or 
because the board of chosen freeholders of a county or ' 
the municipality in which the judge resides or is liable 
to be taxed are or may be parties to the record or 
otherwise interested.

ribid.l

"A motion for recusal may be granted for any ‘reason which might 

preclude a fair and unbiased hearing and judgment, or which might reasonably 

lead counsel or the parties to believe so."1 Panitch. 339 NJ. Super, at 66 

(quoting R. l:12-l(f))5. On the other hand, "[i]t is improper for a judge to

5 The proper subsection of the Rule being referenced is now (g).

14 A-0323-23



withdraw from a case upon a mere suggestion that he is disqualified 'unless the 

alleged cause of recusal is known by him to exist or is shown to be true in fact."' 

Ibid, (quoting Hundred E, Credit Corp, y, Eric Schuster Corn.. 212 N.J. Super. 

350, 358 (App. Div. 1986)).

Plaintiffs moved to disqualify the judge presiding over their matter 

alleging bias and unfair treatment, which the judge denied. On appeal, plaintiffs 

provided no basis as to how the judge erred in her analysis of the recusal issue 

or abused her discretion in this regard. Moreover, plaintiffs provide no proof 

for their assertions that they were treated unfairly or precluded from a fair and 

just determination of their matter.

A review of the transcript of the Ferreira conference demonstrates that the 

judge provided clear information and instructions to plaintiffs, who were self- 

represehted, and granted them additional time to file their AOM. In ruling on 

plaintiffs' disqualification motion, the judge reviewed the transcript from the 

May hearing and found no instance of disrespectful or unfair treatment. We are 

satisfied the judge did not abuse her discretion in denying the disqualification 

motion.

15 A-0333-23



To the extent we have not specifically addressed any remaining arguments 

raised by plaintiffs, we conclude they lack sufficient merit to warrant discussion 

in a written opinion. Bi 2;11 -3(e)(1)(E).

Affirmed.

I hereby cerfty (hat ^ie foregone 
is' a tree cony of cfigina! on 
Cteinmy wtee.
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JON PENNIX, JR. AND VICTORIA 
HOLMES,prase,

MCynthta D. Santomauro 
CYNTHIA D.SANTOMAURO. 1S.C.

Janet Glore, Esq. 
Attorney ID No. 158302016 
GARSON & JAKUB LLP 
125 Half Mile Road, Suite 200 
Red Bank, New Jersey 07701 
Phone:(732)807-2303 
Ttmnilglore@garsonjaknb.com 
Attorneys for Defendant 
LEON DICK, M-D.

K“fiTS “ “SA

rr IS on this 18fr — day ofMy. 2023;
OTO0® ««.«-*• 0^—

-against-

NEWARKBETH ISRAEL MEDICAL CENTER

Defendants.

SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY 
LAW DIVISION-ESSEX COUNTY

Civil Action

pnrvrr NO- ESX-L-1388-23

ORDER DISMISSING 
PLAINTIFFS’ COMPLAINT 
FOR SERVING AN AFFIDAVIT 
OF MERIT AS TO LEON DICK, MJtt!

X - Opposed 
” Unopposed
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Abdominal Aortic Aneurysm (AAA)

. Qveryig^ . .

Symptoms

Causes

>. Abdominal aortic aneurysm: Overview

> An abdominal aortic aneurysm is a stretched and bulging area of the aorta. The aorta is the large 
j blood vessel that takes oxygen-rich blood from the heart to the rest of the body. This type of

aneurysm is in the belly, where the aorta takes blood to the lower body. If an aneurysm gets too
Diagnosis

Treatments

big, it can cause serious problems. Abutging aorta is weak and can burst, or rupture.This causes 

> life-threatening bleeding.

If your doctor has determined that youraneurysm is small and not growing fast, it is safe to 
watch the aneurysm carefully and wait on surgery, if the aneurysm Is larger, surgery may be the 
safest choice. In some cases, your doctor may be able to put in a type of graft, called a stent, to fix 

the aneurysm without doing major surgery.



Jersey Helwetfe
" Cranford

Exam requested by: 
LEON DICKMD 
2232 MiLLBURN AVE 
MAPLEWOOD. NJ 07040

NJIN CRANFORD 
25 SOUTH UNION AVE 
CRANFORC. NJ 07016 

— Phone: 908-709-V323
FaXL5Q8=Z09=132a---------

■| Patient PENN1X, JON x ’
X Date of Birth: 02-26-1969

Phone: (862) 253-3371
WIRN: 10406232R Acc: 1017317975 
Date of Exam: 12-30-2020

Note: This patient has received 4 CT studies and 1 Myocardial Perfusion studies within our network over the previous 
12 month period.

 

EXAM: CT ANGIOGRAPHY ABDOMEN AND PELVIS

HISTORY: Iliac artery aneurysm.

technique

COMPARISON: 8/4/2020

FINDINGS:
CT abdomen findings: “ 

j/ The liver isnornraFIn size without evidence of focal masses or intrahepatic biliary dilatation.
The spleen Is normal in size without evidence of mass.
There is no evidence of pancreatic mass or ductal dilatation.

■ There is no’ evidence of hydronephrosis.
Ttfere is no adrenal mass 

right Ectatic left common iliac
’"Artery with aneurysmal dilatation measuring roughly 3.3 cm.,

'There is no bowel related phlegmon, mural thickening or obstruction.
No pelvic lymphadenopathy, mass or ascites Is observed.
No suspicious skeletal lesions are observed. .

T severe tortuosity of the aorta'vrfthout aneurysm with the distal aorta tracking to the right Ectatic left common iliac 
artery with aneurysmal dilatation measuring roughly 3.3 cm..



Newark Beth Israel I RWJBamabas 
Medical Center * health

PRE - ADMISSION TESTS
Patient Name: 
Address: _______________________________

Surgery/Procedure Date:

Date of Birth: 
Age:------------------- - ------------------------

Telephone Niimbgr.

Physician: \ _______

LABORATORY

/ BMP
___CARBAMAZEPINE LEVEL

Z CBC
CMP
 factor Vni

____Hemoglobin AIC
LEVETIRACETAM T.RVF.T.
MRSA (nasal screening by PCR)
PHENOBARBITAL LEVEL
PHENYTOIN LEVEL.

I: >'."t I' ‘ PSA
PT/PTT/INR

__SERUM QUANTITATIVE HCG •
T3.T4.TSH
 "TYPE A CROSS FOR units
PRBC FFP . PLATELETS

•f TYPE & SCREEN (includes both ABO-RH)

RADIOLOGY:

S CHEST X-RAY
 CTSCAN

OTHER:

CARDIOLOGY:

./ EKG
ECHO

OTHER: 

ASSISTIVE DEVICE:

__CRUTCHES
WALKER

URINALYSIS
URINE C&S
 URINE COTININE
URINE PREGNANCY TEST
 "URINE TOXICOLOGY SCREEN

OTHER INSTRUCTIONS: 6-^0 > T> 
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CONSVLTATWE REPORT 
Ace#: 3432913
Data of Exam: 2/22/2021 I2^2:18PM
Patient Name; PINNIX.JONW
Ordering MD: DICK,I£ONS,MD MD
Procedure: (NBI) XRCH2-X-RAY CHEST 2 VIEW

ReportStatus: Final 
DIAGNOSTIC

Account#: 000737290707
Medical Rec: 1465248
Ordering Location: DOS
DOB: 02/26/1969 Sex: M

DICK,LBONS,MD MD 
2232 MILLBURN AVENUE 
MAPLEWOOD,NJ 07040

REPORT OF: X-RAY CHEST 2 VIEW

Signs & Symptoms: Pre OP Unspecified
History: ANEURYSM OF ILIAC ARTERY
Comments:

PatieittHasAnIV- Y 
Patient Is On Oxygen -N 
Patient on Ventilator - N

EXAMINATION PEkFuRMED: Pa and lateral views of (he chest on 2/22^021. 
dh 07112
CONICAL INFORM AIIONAVAJLABIJE/CLIN1CAL INDICATION: Preoperative.
TECHNIQUE; 2 views.
COMPARISON: Ndne avaftable.
FINDINGS:
The hags are clear, and the costophrenic angles sharp bilaterally. No pneumothorax is 
seen.
The cardiac silhouette is within nonnal Emits.
The thoracic aorta is tortuous.
Small metallic densities are seeapngccting over the visualized lower left neck, could 
represent film artifact or radiopaque soft tissue foreign bodies.
IMPRESSION:
No consolidation.

Thank you for the omortunltv of earing for voter pariait! 
End of diagnostic report for accession: 3432913

Dictated by: JEREMY GREEN MD. 
Reviewed and approved by: JEREMY GREEN MD.

Signed deomnialiy; Tfrtlltm I:3l:00PM

02/22/2021 9:00PM CONSULTATIVE REPORT P«se340of501
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Mewprk Betb Israel 1 RWJBamahas 
Medical Center ‘

M

CONSENT TO S URGICAL PROCEDURES

’• • hereby request and authsrtte tfefcar* Beth Israel Mopfcal Center that, Or.

•t

QCCU^

ontj-tso.

«a?ji SE^IW 5MRGJpALCQNSB<T SOBtPFJ

or protrtfscsrhaw been made to rnatfcncgning tteWistf any 

h, WUndStv<fcfj!J^rtfc!pa«OD/Otisci¥at^

•••**••*«*
146SZ4B 0212612021
PENfllX,JONW 
tW,tEeN& 
WW. ' mmgj 
WXrtt® 52. M B

patiytfejrwnyxare and treatment eml rauthotte,sucfM»ssnaBan anti pertic(0iifiorr.' I further autjicrtze dry ta^Jnihrase 
OTWretW^my metfcai record Buray bp-necestaty for the ttEerieri ofptl cWrrc-by Writ party payersfar piramt <jp 
haspratend physician eiargec.1 trtsp atithctar the daposal « anytSwuo wNto) may tre .romored. Sueh^syue paHs-prmoans * 
nWoeptratoomphetfandrorttepraservMTo-aapnosdc-.snlenWfc-ortescMngpBtpmes. j

& Withdrawal .of consent I
1ray nW amwnito the pmcmw at^ny fmo pn?4d^ <hm r sign th? ^vWra^ dausc bejw-
®c^Haw?e^^^atdAP«feratead eno oeccpttherteks of not ondaaaluyjte procedure.

0, Ac^ncwlotfgarronls:-
The'f»tenU.elBenefitSLantl rtetss ot-the propped procedures), the ®e$ rasutfe^mput such treBtatenuKKUha asalWlrte 
altemstltw hasp.treenMpWnud to.rtrp.4 understand what trastmen Sscuteea yrtth me es weu-asdratoments otMsXnsom 
fcrm-pra ttasoDpep Ofwth JtS ppppettmjty (q crjsstionp end hade (WeiyW bBUStsctory e^wera.

<«ie eftmte nohothBrwfss rdputated

2. AltEmrtih'e -FtrdpdSdrhs: --,...
r underplant; that But aitonraOve pTOteittt^oaio cm^^^»ed2wttxte 8a bdowing:

3. Bensfpasnd JtisHs. of Prp[w;nm Procedures:
Genarat riffis maytndude thapotenfelfor atejgfc nracVpr®. Peeping. PSrod .dtrnss cardiac artist. Warm. nerwvSy. brain 
damajo Bhd eve.n tops .onaflty hmtfcm (rife traiso unfesWJttiat there may be inherent pddWonet rtsks, sue efcts* and

ihftdtyanaifts 4far?o(

S. IwwetsWtathebenefits.«h)tsenditwrna!tre»4n»ahedtntNiproaseixetafcdlngt>  
recommended prepare Mfth induces txrt^ no! *W0® Kmy cwtdrtiin wnmentng.

B. Complications: Unforeseen Cpndfecns; SesptB; ’
tatn eirare W^ttteufttotpected rifts mmrmpMronh ramrseed mry occvr.ratsojmremandjtrat qurtno ttroCTiXeoMhe 
Proved wsmm^tmtoTOtienjwrdStans may beumreataorequtringilre peftorrtsncrHit opdiKobatproreArres Shdwftra but 
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52

Newark Beth Israel I RWBarnabas 
fedical Center *•

n. StatemenTof Witness

1ft. Consent - i •
HavfRtj.ceed iht£form*end talked wflh niy PaH «ohmterttygfre my jwuwfiiaMn *
and consent io tne performancexrf fhe-jafepejiokffiscpfl fey my pfeysfrfan atrfjg Icfltxnng.do^gnaWassociate^ -

Ajg5fiS-/?M7. __
Asslstea byhospbalpersonneljnSotheroast^is, |at^bef$rp<Mtness>«a>t^slsnature«ppSsrefclos. Apt(hnvereaii 
this term. (Sseusseflrtifith-rtyffesfcijnandBraTtwrferstsn^JM BontftWs. (-D-

 emk,
TIME : jftylPa-

1465248 W6O021 tit
if&INKsJGNW 
Olfii. CECjlStS.'
wa'iosB snsuraBHusim

I fHe sigBafjre ebore is that of ttic.petwrt and that they ilgnnd fnmy presence.

  

12, statement of Phy^ant
i «)9^e0-4S Wxrtpwo-to tnepat/e^^mns febove. answered eft qoesflnnscj ftat person's sati^befion arjdJhsl person 
exfrassad onfe Ote^E? anfl ettac^.asGp&tBtf thefttfrih end consented-thereto-

x idCx^_______ cn^
nwrrrgMER ' . *-^ - ' * eras -nss (m?»

f^Rtwmn? of-ponsent:
tepoghtflon of IJfe-Iotfmrfng consecucnoes , , - -

t am tfthdratfhg my coneenbfor the ■procedur^$ rfescrfoad-Ja fevttefchsen?Jsrm.

6kST: *" 1 WE ” ^-isWWM.
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Newark Beth Israel I RWSamabas __ n
Medical Center 1 HEAtTH 'To^ I e»«'K

CONSENT TO SURGICAL PROCEDURES

1, I hereby request and authorize Newark Beth Israel Medical Center that Dr. JJ1C4C(my‘Operating 
Physician") or his/her designees, and/or any assistants that may be selected and supervised by him/her (collectively, the 
"Medical Center") toperform upon me, the above named patient, the following procedure^):

'L-€'ri (the "Procedure")

2, Alternative Procedures:
I understand that the alternative procedurejp)tcyhe one(s)^ogosed Include foe following:

3. Benefits and Risks of Proposed Procedures:
General risks may include tire potential for allergic reactions, bleeding, Hood dots, cardiac arrest infection, nerve injury, brain 
damage and even loss of bodily function or Fife. I also understand that there may be inherent additional risks, side effects and 
late effects not otherwise stipulated and that I may experience discomfort and/or disability. In particular, foe following might occur: 
___ Kk-OX&SCfi- > \ 1 n VJ—____________

4. I have had foe available alternatives of foe procedure, including refusal of the procedure explained to me by my physician and tire
riSks/benefits thereof.

5. 1 understand the benefits, risks and alternatives Involved in this procedure including the possible results of declining foe 
recommended procedure which includes but is not limited to my condition worsening.

6. Complications: Unforeseen Conditions; Results:
1 am aware tiiat other unexpected risks or complications not rfiscussed may occur. I also understand that durfog the course of foe 
proposed procedurefs) unforeseen conditions may be revealed requiring the performance of additional procedures (including but 
not limited to foe transfusion of blood) and I authorize such procedures to be performed..! father acknowtedge that no guarantees 
or promises have been made to me Concerning the results of any treatment

7. Staff and Student Partictpation/Observation; Release of Medical Records; Disposal of Tissue:
I understand that residents, intetns, nursing and medical students as well as father dytiral studerils/staff may observe and/or. 
participate in my care and treatment and I authorize such observation and participation.,I further authorize my doctors to release 
any information from my medical reconi as may be necessary for the settlement of all claims by third party payers for payment of 
hospital and physician charges. I also authorize the disposal of any tissue which may be removed. Such tissue parts or organs 
may be photographed dnd/or be preserved for diagnostic, scientific, or teaching purposes.

8. Withdrawal of consent:
I understand that I may withdraw my consent to foe procedure at any time provided that I sign the withdrawal clause below 
acknowledging that I understand and accept foe risks of not undergoing the procedure.

9. Acknowledgements:
The potential benefits end risks of the proposed procedure^), foe likely results without such treatment and tire available 
alternatives have been explained to me. 1 understand what has been discussed with me as well as the contents of this consent 
form and have been given the opportunity to ask questions end have received satisfactory answers. |

46351 (REV 1212019) X^_-^SECT1ON: SURGICAL CONSENT SIDE 10F 2

5}



AM/PMTIMEDATE

44x AM/PMTIMEDATE

X AM/PMTIMEDATEPRACTITIONER

AM/PMTIMEPATE

AM/PMTIMEDATE

13, Withdrawal of Consent:
With full recognition of the following consequences    ..
I am withdrawing my consent for the procedurefs) described In this consent form.

X__________________________ ___
PATIENT (OR AUTHORIZED PERSON/RELATIONSHIP)

10, Consent • y
Having read this* orm and talked with my physician, my signature below acfcnowtedges that t voluntarily give my authorization 
and consent to the performance of the procedure described by my physician and the following designated associates:

X
WITNESS

Newark Beth Israel I RWJBarnabas 
fledical Center 1

12, Statement of Physician:
1 explained all the above to the patient signing above, answered all quesBons to that person's satisfaction and that person 
expressed full understanding of ent and the risks and effects associated therewith and consented thereto.

--------------
Assisted by hospital personnel qnd other persons, fattest before witness, whose signature appears below, that I have read 

this form, discussed il.wtfrrriy physician and that I understancp$ie contents, 

  
'------^PATI ENT^QR AUTHORIZED PERSON/RELATIONSHIP) /

11, Statement of Witness:
I witness that the signature above is that of the patient and that they signed in my presence.
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Patient PENNIX,JONW 
Account#: 000737191086

Newark Beth Israel Medical Center 
MRN: 000001465248 
Admit 2/26/2021 Disch: 2/27/2021

Progress Notes
DOCUMENT TYPE: 
SERVICE DATE/TIME: 
RESULT STATUS: 
PERFORMED INFORMATION: 
SIGNED INFORMATION:

Progress Note-Nurse 
2/27/2021 11:03 EST 
Auth (Verified) 
Braveboy RN.Eadlne M (2/27/202111:08 EST) 
Braveboy RN,Eaitine M (2/27/2021 flffl EST)

glTOntop!'re: fon<^ dlBt- settles and medications. Encourage to ask questions and 
verbalize concerns. Pt verbalized understanding end compliance with discharge instructions. Dr Uu surgical resident 
made aware of pfs low grade temperature. He stated ifs ok for him to be discharge.
SecbonfcatySferMtfon 03/27/202111:08 EST 
Bm/sbof RA( Eadina M, Frosontus

A/<x.x

DOCUMENT TYPE: 
SERVICE DATE/Ti ME: 
RESULT STATUS: 
PERFORMED INFORMATION: 
SIGNED INFORMATION:

Surgery Post-op Cheek

Param: PENNDCJONW MRN:pooa>f45sa« 
Abb; BZyeara Sen Mata OOB: 2/26/1969 
Associated QUrgrtraas: Nona 
Author. JerrtnsaPO.PtralB

Progress Note-Physician 
2/26/20211652 EST 
Auth (Verified)
Jennings DO.PaufM (2/26/2021 16:56 EST) 
Jennings DO.Paul M (2/26/202117:18 EST)

FIN: 00(1737191086

Suraerv PosLOo Chad.

sWM*P“t EVAR. Helsyng flat inbadvrfth BL knee immoMIzam h place. He is doing we8. He endorses mWmalLLQ/Left groin soreness. He denies numbness or tinging In the extremities. “
Wtals;
Mtat Stans (test 24 hrel____
TempOnd 
RespRate 
SBP 
DBF 
SpO2 
Weight 
Height

Last Charted d ...
87.7 DEGF(FEB26 06:45) . ,,
L11BR/MIN (FEB 2813:45) A A K

130 mmHg (FEB 2613:45)
mmfebShmb)3'45’ 4/^ 7? £Z?l>/L7~ [LM<
109.00kg (FEB280623) 1 —Li—L-----------—------------------------
188,00 cm (FEB 26 0823) ' _______________ _

fimtg LR 100 

2stefa*VoW20D

aostsalEmm
General: AAOxa. NAD, laying Hat In bed with BL knee ImmoMizws 
CV&RRR
ResprCTAB
Abdomen: soft ND, NT
Wound: C/D/i, Band-Aids in BL groins with go ecchymosls or edema
Request ID: 457299843



Newark Beth Israel Medical Center
Patient PENNIX, JON W 
Account#: 000737191086

MRN: 000001465248 
Admit 2/26/2021 Disch: 2/27/2021

r7"' ____ Discharge Documentation

DOCUMENT TYPE: 
SERVICE DATEHTME:

NBI Inpatient Padent Summary 
2/27/202113:46 EST

RESULT STATUS: .Modified
PERFORMED INFORMATION: 
SIGNED INFORMATION:

firaveboy RN.Eariine M (2/27/202113:46 EST) 
Braveboy RN.Earflne M (2/27/202113:46 EST); Jennings 
DO.Paul M (2/27/2021 08:02 EST)

NBI Inpatient Patient Summary

RWJBamabas
HEALTH

Newark Beth Israel Medical Center 

201 Lyons Avenue at Osborne Terrace 

Newark, New Jersey 07112 

973-926-7000

Name: PENNIX, JON W
Current Date: 2/27/202113:46:49
DOB: 2/26/1969

'I'l*!-
Patient Address; 1296 BROAD ST BLOOMFIELD NJ 070030000
Patient Phone: 9736090511

Reason for Visit: 1:Hlstory of endovascular stent graft for repair of abdominal aortic aneurysm: AAA (abdominal aortic 
aneurysm)

^Follow Up:'

With: Address: When:

Dick MD, LeonS.
(973)763-8087 

Comments;
Call for follow up appointment

Within 1-2 weeks



Newark Beth Israel Medical Center 
Patient PENNIX.JONW MRN: 000001465248
Account#: 000737191086 Admit 2/26/2021

j Discharge Documentation

No Immunizations Documented This Visit

Smoking StatuszNever Smoked

Disch: 2/27/2021

Comment

PATIENT EDUCATION INFORMATION 
instructions:

Abdominal Aortic Aneurysm Endograft Repair, Care After
Medication Leaflets:

Percocet 5 mg-325 mg oral tablet
Follow up:

With: Address: When: '

Dick MD, Leon S. Within 1-2 weeks
(973)763-8087

Comments:
Call for follow up appointment

Medications:
These are the medications your doctor has instructed you to take at home:
Please note that the dose and frequency of your medications may have changed.
Please share all medications Including over the counter, vitamins, and herbal preparations that you are taking 
with ail of your health care providers.

Papier prescription provided

Medication Dose Frequency Route Last Dose Given
Oxycodone-acetaminophen(Percocet 5 

mg-325 mg oral tablet)
1 Tab Every 6 Hr Oral

Comment:



Patient PENNIX.JONW 
Account#; 008026764954

ED Note-Physician

DOCUMENT TYPE: ED Note-Physician
SERVICE DATE/TIME: 2/27/2021 20:18 EST
RESULT STATUS: Auth (Verified) 
PERFORMED INFORMATION: Pace MD.Rylancl (2/27/2021 20:28 EST)
SIGNED INFORMATION: Pace MD,Ryland (2/27/2021 22:50 EST)

Main: Dr. Pace- chest pain

Patient PENNIX,4ONW MRN: 264393 AN: 003026764954
Age: 52years Sex: Malo DOB: 2/26/1969
Associated Diagnoses: None
Author Pace MD, Ryland

Basic Information
Time seen: ED Provider Assignment
Tone Seen:
Pace MD, Ryland / 02/27/2021 19:39

Clara Maass Medical Center 
MRN: 264393 
Admit 2/28/2021 Oisch: 3/5/2021

AddHtonathfenroton: Chief Comptaim from hh^ngTMagehtote:7MageA<Wt^
2/27/20211928 EST THags AMOofral tnftxmaftm pt cfc teft-fiMad chest pein and headache onset around 1500 after he had 

taken oxycodone, pt g/o vescuter surgery 02/26/2021 and discharged from NBIMC earfisr toddy. .

History ot Present Illness
HISTORY OF PRESENT ILLNESS: Patient Is a S2yearotd Mate with a history ot prestate Cancer, who presents to tee ED for 

evaluation of back pain and chest pah. Pattent recently had a CT done that (blind an aneurysm but was unclear wherp. He had a EVAR 
procedure done yesterday and discharged. He now complains of back pain and chest pain today. He also notes lightheadedness and a 

mild headache. As per patient, whenever he gets up and walks around he start having pain. Otherwise: (-) rediafion, 0 diaphoresis, 
(-) dyspnea, (-) pfeurific component, (-) ripping or tearing quality, (-) positional component, (-) exertional component, (-) dizziness, (-) 
syncope, (-) nausea, (-) vorriBrqj, |-) calf swellngfpaln, (-) neuro defidts.

Patients PM Ch Cort
Specialist N/A

REVIEW OF SYSTEMS: General: (-) fever. HENT: (-) loss smell/taste. Respiratory. (-) cough/shortness of breafo. Cardiovascular: 
(~) Chest patn. Gk(-)vomftingftliarThea;etl other systems negative.

COVIO: (-) prior infection.
FAST MEDICAL HISTORY: (-) DM, (-) HTN, (-) asthma, (-) COPD, (-) heart disease, (+) prostate cancar.
HAST SURGICAL HISTORY: s/p (+) EVAR procedure
FAMILY HISTORY: (-) known Inherited disease,
SOCIAL HISTORY: (-) smoking. (-) EIOH, (-) Hlldt drag use
MEDICATIONS: Verified by nurse, reviewed by ma on this visit
ALLERGIES: Verified by nurse,' reviewed by me on this visit NKDA

PHYSICAL EXAMINATION: ___
GENERALIZED APPEARANCE- Patient Is awake, alert, uncomfortable appearing, and in no acute distress.

' VITAL SIGNS: Per nurse’s note, reviewed by me. Pulse ooc 100% on RAindicafing adequate oxygenation.
SKIN: Warm, dry; (-) cyanosis.
EYES: (-) conjunctival pallor.
ENMT: Mucous membranes moist
LYMPHATIC/NECK: Trachea midline; (-) tenderness, (-) stiffness, (-) tymphadenopalhy, (-) JVD.
CHEST AND RESPIRATORY: (-) rash, (-) chest wall tenderness. Lungs: (-) rates, (-) rhonchl, (-) wheezes, (-) rub. breath sounds 

equal bilaterally.
HEART AND CARDIOVASCULAR: (-) Irregriartty (-) murmur, (-) gallop, (-}rub.
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Appellate Division Docket Number: A'O«3^3- 5.3 Appellate Letter Brief

TABLE OF CONTENT

PRELIMINARY-STATEMENT............................................ pb (_p63

PROCEDURAL HISTORY...................................................Pb'f-Pbf

STATEMENT OF FACTS........... /................................. Pbt-pfeiA

CONCLUSION.....................................................................Pb (3

LEGAL ARGUMENTS 1-4......................   tfr

POINTS 1-4

ARGUMENT PT. 1 (page V/)

1. AN AFFIDAVIT OF MERIT IS UNNECESSARY T

IN ORDINARY NEGLIGENCE ACTIONS AGAINST

A “PROFESSIONAL UNDER THE DOCTRINE OF RE

IPSA LOQUITOR

(Raised below 2T PAGES #8, #12-#14, #29, #30)

ARGUMENT PT. 2 (pageW)

2. /TRIAL JUDGE ERRED GRANTING ALL 6 ODRDERS 

AGAINST PRO’SE PLAINTIFFS”ABUSE OF DISCRETION



Appellate Division Docket Number: AAppellate Letter Brief

“CLEARL ERRONEOUS” WITH DIRECT/CIRCUM-

STANTIAL EVIDENCE “SUBMITTED”

- Raised below (2T pages #12- #14, #29- #36J

ARGUMENT PT.3 (pageWj

3. TRIAL JUDGE ERRED ON RULING NJSA 2A.-53A-27 " 

“IF REQUIRED NJSA 26A:53-26(i), ALSO APPELLATE

DIVISION RULE 52 A(4,6)

^gised below (2T PAGES #12-#14, pages #29-#36)

ARGUMENT PT.4 (page#!)

4. TRIAL JUDGE ERRED IN REFUSING TO DISQUALIFY 

HERSELFOPTED TO ABUSE HER POWER, VIOLATED 

CANON RULES/JUDICIAL CODE OF CONDUCT

Raised below (It pages #7-#22)(2Tpages #12-#14, #29-#36)

POINT 1

l.An Affidavit of Merit is unnecessary in ordinary negligence actions^against a

Vi



Appellate Division Docket Number: 3X3 O3 Appellate Letter Brief

“licensed professional under the Doctrine of re ipsa loquitor”, In ordinary 

negligence cases defendants clearless acts are quite obvious and the plaintiffs 

need not present expert testimony at trial to establish the standard of care.” 

Such circumstance which give rise to the injury must be sudfito lie exclusively 

within the defendants KNOWLEDGE. Also, the defendants control at the time 

of the injury, and at the time of NEGLIENT ACT which it is PRESUMED 

CAUSE THE INJURY.

iRaised below (2T pages #8, #12-#14, #29-#30) (Pal para #1l-#26, 

#38,#39)(Pa4-Pa6) (Pa29) (Pa31-Pa33) (Pa 36-Pa40) (Pa43)

POINT 2

2.Trial Judge Erred in Granting Dismissal/Denying all 6 Orders against Pro’Se

Plaintiffs. Judge failed to.acknowledge all substantial evidence of medical 

records presented/submitted to Court prior to hearings.

“AN ABUSE OF DISCRETION LA S PLAIN ERROR, DISCRETION 

EXERCISED TO A END NOT TO JUSTIFY BY THE EVIDENCE. A 

JUDGEMENT PRESENTED AT HEARINGS RULE 52.A (4,6). (Pa62) (Pa^fcX

(Pa ST) V/



Appellate Division Docket Number:/?-60a&>3 .j 3 Appellate Letter Brief

' Raised below (2T pages #12-#14, #29-#36)(Pal para#ll-#26, s 

#35, #38, #39) (Pa3-Pa6) (PalO-Pal60 (Pal9-Pa23) (Pa28-Pa36)

(Pa29-Pa36) (Pa41 -Pa49) _____

POINT 3

3,Trial Judge Erred onNJSA 2A:53A-27, if required NJSA 26A:53-26(i), 

supported by Appellate Div by Rule 52. A(4,6) Sanazri 34 NJ at 140

1. Negligence by inferred “where the occurrence itself ordinary bespeaks 

negligence.

2. The instrumentality was within the Defendants exclusive control.

3. There was no indication in the circumstances that the injured was the results 

of Plaintiffs own voluntary act or neglect. (In Re Jasacalevich License 

Revocation 182 NJ Super 455, 471-472 (Pa£^).

Raised below (2T pages #8, #12-#14, #29-#36) (Pal

Para #14-#26, #38, #39. (Pa31-Pa36) (Pa42) (Pa44) (Pa47)

POINT 4



Appellate Division Docket Number:/j‘-0co32?-5.2 Appellate Letter brief

4,Trial Judge Erred in refusing to Disqualification of herself, opted to abuse 

her power and failed to abide by COURT RULES. Judge intentionally presided 

over Motion Hearings so that the Court would have total control and Rule 

against Pro’Se Plaintiffs and they would not be entitled to any financial 

compensation from the negligent actions by all Defendants. Court was 

“Incompetent to Common Knowledge Doctrine (common sense), Re Isap 

Loquitor, Respondeat Superior, Charge 1.12J, Charge 5.50E. Rule 52. Etc.

Trial Judge abused its discretion when the court failed to apply the correct 

Laws, Court Rules, Clearly Erroneous findings of Material Fact.

“CLEARLY ERRONEOUS” TRIAL COURT FINDINGS OF FACT ARE 

REVIEWED UNDER THE CLEARLY ERRONEOUS STANDARD. 

ACTIONS WERE SO EGREGIOUS, WE ARE PRO’SE PLAINTIFFS WHO - 

WAS FAILED A FAIR DOMINATION AT BOTH HEARINGS "MAY 10, 

2023 AND AUGUST 18,2023”.

Raised below (IT pages #7-#22) (2T pages #8, #12-#14

#29-#39) (Pal para #1l-#26, #38, #39) (Pa2-Pa5) (PalO-

Pal4) (Pa28)



March 4,2025
Supreme Court of New Jersey
Chief Justice Stuart Rabner
Heather J. Baker (Court Clerk)
Candace Moody (Executive Counsel)
Maryann Spoto (Manager Communication)

RE: DANIEL BURNS ACTION REQUIRE AN INVESTIGATION FOR 
ACJC 2025-173, WHICH CONSISTED OF 50 PAGES (PROVIDING 
PROOF OF COMPLAINT). JUDGES VIOLATED NUMEROUS NJSA 
LAWS, NUMEROUS JUDICIAL CODE OF ETHICS UNDER CANON1, 
2,3. How is file closed?

Hello I (Victoria Holmes) am baffled at the document received by Mr. Bums 
dated February 24,2025 (copy is included). I am overwhelmed by the 
injustice which is taken place in this Judicial System.
Clearly Mr. Bums action require an investigation, had been Mr. Bums utilized 
all 50 pages of the documents "provided that were not altered”, the Judges 
inappropriate actions would fall under NJ STATUE 2B:2A-2. Also included 
is an Email confirming all 50 Pages have been received.
I have included in this Email the pages 1-9 of the 50 pages, (these pages are 
utilized in Supreme Court Docket number 090122). Included is the 
Complaint Form (please excuse my writing at that time "I was extremely 
overwhelmed and stressed”.
If a Judge was found in violation of TikTok Video and Suspended for # 
months without pay, "how is that these Judges Intentionally Altered, 
Concealed, Omitted and Conspired against A-000323-23.
Clearly, Mr. Bums has a personal relationship with Judges or possibly gained 
financially for his actions.
I will be sending my Notice of Concern by CC Mail. Due tb financial hardship 
“I am unable to send all cc mail.



Closing of Our Complaint against Appellate Judges, (included the opening 
statement sent by emails on March 4, 2025).
Clearly, outside influences are barring Officer of the court Actions. It is in our 
opinion their Stands Lack of Intergrity, Morals, absolutely no Honor for their 
Oathe.
Our Case is fully supported by “Appeal as of Right” due to Numerous 
Constitutional Substantial Rights “Intentionally Violated by Judges, Prior 
Court Employees”. Such actions have impacted us financially, mentally, 
emotionally.
We seek a letter of acknowledgement if possible, so that we are aware that the 
Court is in receipt of our concerns as Pro Se’ Litigants.
(March 4, 2025 Letter of Concerns for Daniel Burns Action included 
Emails to Candace Moody, Maryann Spoto, Maureen Bauman, Customer 
Service for NJSBA etc., With hopes of eyes on our Case Numbers). These 
actions by the Court Employees (Officers of the Court) are an insult to 
Chief Justice and Heather J. Baker.

Your Time Is Greatly Appreciated
Have a Peaceful Day

Jon Pennix Jr. (ProSe) 
Victoria Holmes (ProSe) 
1296 Broad Street #1144 
Bloomfield N.J. 07003 
(973)281-6611

40^-



casetext
Sign In f------ --------—------- —--------------- .---- ._ _ __________ _

Search all cases and statutes... ,Y

Statutes, codes, and regulations / New Jersey Statutes 
/ Title 2B - COURT OR... j Chapter 2B:2A / Section 2B:2A-2 - Ca...

N. J. Stat. § 2B:2A-2
♦ Download PDF

Current through L. 2024, c. 80.

Section 2B:2A-2 - Cause for removal

A judge may be removed from office by the Supreme Court for 
misconduct in office, willful neglect of duty, or other conduct 
evidencing unfitness for judicial office, or for incompetence.

NJ.S. § 2&2A.-2

C. 2A11B-2 ( Pi. 1970, c.151, S.2).
L.1993, C.142, s.1.

Previous Section Next Section
Section 2B:2A-1 - Definitions Section 2B:2A-3 - Institution of 

removal proceedings

61



SUPREME COURT OF NEW JERSEY 
Advisory Committee on Judicial Conduct

Honorable Carmen Messano, Chair 
Honorable Georgia Mt Curio, Vice Chair 
HonorableRobertT.Zane 
Honorable Hector R. Velazquez 
A. Matthew Boxer, Esquire 
Paul! Walker 
Karen Kessler
Diana C. Manning, Esquire 
Katherine B. Carter 
Emily A. Kaller, Esquire

Mailing Address 
TheACIC 

PO Box 037 
Trenton, New Jersey 08625-0037

Confidential

PR1NOB4L OFFICE: 
Richard J. Hughes Justice Complex 

Trenton, New Jersey 
(609)815-2900 EXT.51910 

Candace Moody, Executive Director/Counsel 
Daniel Burns, Assistant Counsel 

louis H. Taranto, Chief Investigator

February 24,2025

Victoria Holmes
1296 Broad Street, #1144
Bloomfield, N.J. 07003

Re: ACJC 2025-173
(Judges Robert J. Gilson, Avis Bishop-Thompson, and Lorraine M. Augostini)

Dear Victoria Holmes:

The Advisory Committee on Judicial Conduct (the “Committee”) has completed its review of this 
matter, which was initiated in response to your signed complaint form dated November 24, 2024, with 
additional documentation included, and has directed me to inform you of its decision.

Based on the information you provided, the Committee has found no basis for a charge of improper 
judicial conduct and will not be instituting formal disciplinary proceedings in this matter.

Under the circumstances, the Committee has closed its file in this matter.

Very truly yours,

Daniel Bums



April 29,2025

Chief Justice Stuart Rabner
Sfnart.Rabner@iudiciarv.state.ni.us
Stuart.Rabner@nicourts.gov

Jennifer Briggs (Adment Administrative Specialist HL Fairfield)
Jennifer.Briggs@nicourts.gQY
Heather Joy Baker (Court Clerk)
Heather Lynn Baker (Counsel)

RE: COURT EMPLOYEE’S MAY BE ATTEMPTING TO 
SABATOGE SUPREME COURT #090122. Such words/actions stated 
today by phone, Mr. Martinez informed me Oral Hearing has to be 
Granted. How so Rule 2:ll-l(b) at which Oral Argument was requested 
on December 26,2024 within 10 Days after the Adversaries Response to the 
Court Documents. Our Oral Request was less than 14Days. Also, I was 
informed to File a Motion for it at which the Courts received request 
along with Amened Documents. (In fact The Supreme Court return our 2 
$50.00 Money Orders. 2nd Motions was Ameneded for Non Dismissal. 
Why are we being informed that ORAL HEARING must be GRANTED. 
Mr. Martinez also informed me that adversaries documents were received 
April 9,2025 anH that Judges have our documents and would make their 
Decision. Again, how when we requested Oral Hearing R.2:ll-l(b),within 
lOdays.. Court Rule within 14 days.
Ms. 1^g<£ Bailey whom stated she was a Supervisor, choice of words and 
tone was extremely unprofessional and disturbing, Ms. Bailey informed 
me that our Case would not heard, “TODAY WAS THE LAST DAY FOR 
ORAL WEARINGS", she also stated my ALLEGED ALLIGATIONS 
against the Judges would not stand. I informed her “I filed APPEAL AS 
OF RIGHT”, she baffled on being insulting and informed me I was just A 
LITIGANT. I took the iniative and ended the phone conversation telling 
her to Have A Peaceful Day. Then spoke with Mr. Martinez, Both calls 
were today Tuesday 29,2025 approx 9:25- 9:40 a.m.

mailto:ner@nicourts.gov
mailto:Jennifer.Briggs@nicourts.gQY


It appears that number of court employees have been extremely hands on 
with this Case, should it be as a result of Personal Relationships with 
Appellate Judges/ Counsel or possibly Monetary Gain. Just as action 
taken by Mr. Daniel Burns “at which your office has been in receipt for an 
investigation for^the removal of Judges by ACJC 2025-173 Filed 
November 2024.
We have concerns that our documents and Amended Documents possibly 
being Tampered with “Judges have violated numerous NJSA, Court 
Rules, Canonl,2,3 Court Charges. Our Constitutional Right Were 
Violated. At which your Office has been in receipt of since March by Fed 
Ex Mail for an Investigation against Angel Martinez, to be assured no 
influences have been placed upon him.
Upon speaking with Ms. Briggs, whom informed she was out of the 
Fairfield Office, but she would contact Your Office directly and be 
assured that I would receive a letter of Acknowledgement for Fed Ex 
Documents addressed directly to Justice Stuart Rabner. As to date I am 
not in receipt of any documentation from the Court.
It saddens my heart that we as Pro Se Litigants have to remain emotional 
stressed due to Court Employees.
We would like an Internal Investigation to be assured our case is not being 
Sabatoged. This Case was filed November 25,2024 within 10 days of 
Appellate Judges PER CIUAM dated November 15,2024.
We appreciate all of your time, I would truly appreciate if we may be 
given a letter of acknowledgement for our Concerns.

fe-d
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June 3^2.025

Chief Justice Stuart Rahner
26 Market Street

•i.

Trenton, N.J. 078625
Shiart.Rabner@nicourts.gQY
Sniart.Rabner@iudici ary.state.nl .us

Jennifer Briggs (Adment AdmrmstrMive Specialist IU, Fairfield)

Tp.nnifer.Bri frps@nicourts.gQY

Heather Joy Baker (court. Clerk) 
25 Market Street 
Trenton, N.J. 08625
HeatherJov.Baker@njcourts.gQY

Heather Lynn Baker (Counsel) 
Hpnthp-r T.vnn.Baker@nj courts, goy 
Maryann Spoto (Manager Communication) 
Marvann.Spoto@nicourts.gQY

a-090122 CONCERNS FOR OUR DOCUMENTS F0RM°" 

OF reconsideration are properly entered as re­
ceived, WE ASLO WOULD LIKE TO BE ASSURED THAT NO 

alteration Will deleted/alter on documents.

Hello Chief Justice Rabner, Ms. Heather J. Baker, our deepest apologies

mailto:ner@nicourts.gQY
ary.state.nl
Tp.nnifer.Br
mailto:frps@nicourts.gQY


tor having to inconvta.ce you and all above, however we feel it’, extreme y 
Important to d'ocuments also submitted by Emails. We are Anally m 
receipt of Our Deficiencies as informed by Mr. Martinea (enclosed is the 

. Notice of Deficiency dated June 12,2025). We also resnbmittmgguL.
Node of Anneal received by the SupremeCpnrLin.^O^ (at wh.chNo 

Tlpflripncies were cited.. We are rembrcjttjffiOarAa^^ 
. rpodyed by the Supreme Court 11/25(2024. (now rejUziagaWMiam"r 

r ‘ Non- Dismissal w.should have reived a Letter of DeflcieMXteMU- .
. Z M.rdnez for incorrect format reomred by the 

documents) Ta it nrntotol tn .mined oCertiflcaflwrf^ntaum^ ,

: e—N- m the
' ' war. 4 We want to be assured no one will Interfere with all our docu­

ments. What has transpired by the Appellate Judges is insult to the Jud.- 

cial System and All Supreme Judges.

this letter to all Counsel to avoid the assumption We are sending a copy oi tnis iener iu
Of “imparte”. We will leave a voicemail once documents have been

Delivered and confirmed.

Your Time is Greatly Appreciated

Have a Peaceful Day

Cc:SupremeCTBrief.mbx@njcourts.gov

s? 0^5

mailto:SupremeCTBrief.mbx@njcourts.gov


Supreme Court of New Jersey

Matthew T. Kelly 
Deputy Clerk, Chief Counsel

Heather Joy Baker 
Clerk of Court

Office of the Clerk
Christine A. Muller 

Deputy Clerk, Chief Administrator

Richard J. Hughes Justice Complex • P.O. Box 970 • Trenton, NJ 08625-0970 njcourts.gov • Tel: 609-B15-29S5

May 1,2025

Victoria Holmes
1296 Broad St., #1144
Bloomfield, NJ 07003

Re: Supreme Court Docket# 090122
ACJC 2025-173

Dear Victoria Holmes,

This responds to letters dated March 4, 2025, and March 11,2025, to Chief 
Justice Rabner and Heather Joy Baker, Clerk. Your letters express concerns 
related to the handling of Supreme Court docket # 090122 and the Advisory 
Committee on Judicial Conduct (ACJC) matter 2025-173.

A review of Supreme Court Docket # 090122 reveals that all deficiencies 
have been recently corrected. As a result, the matter will proceed in the normal 
course. Once the Court makes a decision, all parties will be mailed a copy of the 
Court’s orders.

In response to your concerns related to the ACJC decision, please be advised 
that the Committee’s decision is final and there is no mechanism to appeal.

c: Robert Gerald Veech, Esq.
Anthony M. Tracy, Esq. 
Ryan A. Notarangelo, Esq. 
Robert G. Maglio, Esq.

ADA
American* with 
Disabilities Act

Deputy Clerk

Page 1 of 1.

ENSURING 
AN OPEN DOO R TO 
JUSTICE

njcourts.gov


July 11,2025
Heather Joy Baker (Court Clerk) 
25 Market Street
Trenton, NJ 08625
HeatherJov.Baker@nicourts.gov

Chief Justice Rahner
25 Market Street
Trenton, NJ. 08625
Stuart.Rabner@nicourts.gov
Stuart.Rrfmer@iudiciarv.state.ni.us

Jennifer Briggs (Adment Administrative Specialist IB) 
Jennifer.Briggs@nicourts.gov

Good Morning Ms. Heather J. Baker, I would to directly inform “upon 
requesting over 3 months ago on 4 occasions by way of Supreme Court front desk 
“we requested an appointment with you in house. Person refusing to provide her 
name stated that she has to Email your secretary, and the secretary would 
call me for a scheduled appoint^ as to date we are not in receipt of any call, email, 
nor some form of notice through the mail.)

As of today July 11,20251 attempted to leave a voice message for you at approx. 8:15 
by surprise April Bailey answered the phone (such committed employee before 

work hours, “she did inform that she was happy to be priviledged to answer 
calls at anytime”. Ms. Bailey took brief message. I opted not to inform her 
that I wanted to leave a message for an appointment with you.” Along with engag-

mailto:HeatherJov.Baker@nicourts.gov
mailto:Stuart.Rabner@nicourts.gov
mailto:Stuart.Rrfmer@iudiciarv.state.ni.us
mailto:Jennifer.Briggs@nicourts.gov


tog to conversation, she the informed that toe Court doesn’t operate tat way for 
me to speak with you directly for any complaints. Yes, I questioned whether she 
was one of the snakes between this Case for ta Appellate Judges or for the 

Counsels, Other Court Employees? I called back apprirt. 8:26 and left a detaded 

message for you.

As required we should be able to have an appointment with Court Clerkm person 

For concerns/questions.

A htfle sidebar “if these egregious actions been taken against Your Loved One and 

Yourself having to endure such intentional mental, emotional stress let alone ta 

Unnecessary financial burden being impacted on us.

Those whom are hired by duet Justice and Judge Grant Ming to abide by the Oath 
Code of Conduct for Judicial Employee “Performance of Duty”.lf these employees 
Fail to follow all required rules/laws to be assured that all litigants and let atone Pro 

Selitigants are assuredDueProcessfor any Legal Proceedmg brought be before 

Supreme Court Judges “All Judges whom sent on ta bench”. Court 
Intentionally have Compromised any Court Proceedings. At then which 
Process. These employees being law students/lawyers. Having direct afBhahonwt 
Judges and Law Firms “allow influences to cause lade of Performance ofDuty,how 

can Litigants obtain Proper Justice?..

We would like to given an appointment wifli you (I ranentte I have made 
attempts with in past 3 months for an appoint and your secretary faded to 
call). I also find it unprofessional tat employees fail to give their name 
upon answering a call and also refused to provide me wifli Mr. Martinez



over 6 messages for Mr. Martinez in the past 3 weeks. Upon the Court receiving 
Our Documents on July 1,2025 by way of Fed Ex. Case Summary fails s display 
Documentation after June 12,2025. (how so). I have requested another Summary 
Report at which by Law we entitled as to what documents have been uploaded to 
Be assured no alteration/ or fraudulent activity have been imposed on actual docu­
ments received by us. ■E'hhflS bl/U)

Every cause has an effect “CLEARLY if HONEST APPELLATE JUDGES PRE­
SIDED OVER OUR CASE, THIS CASE WOULD HAVE FALLEN WITHIN 
THE LAG AL RIGHTS FOR APPEAL AS OF RIGHT”.

We look forward to some form of response of communication.

Victoria Holmes Pro Se 
1296 Broad Street #1144 
Bloomfield, NJ 07003 
(973)281-6611



a ■*'1 Lilian vlcky <Jonvlctorlaprose@gmall.com>

Please See Attached
6 messages

Bloomfield Reference <reference@bloomfield.bcds.org>
To: Jonvfctorlaprose@gmaH.com

Please See Attached

Tue, Jul 15,2025 at 1226 PM

BIOOMFIELD
PUBLIC LIBRARY

Reference Department 
Bloomfield Public Library 
90 Broad St
Bloomfield, NJ 07003 
www.bplnj.org

Sign up for dur newsletter!

® Scan2025-07-15 121515.pdf 
“ 2120K

Vicky <jonvictoriaprose@gman.com>
To: SSOOmbudsmanjnallbox@nJcourts.gov, Jenn1fer.black@nJcourts.<

Tue, Jul 15,2025 at 12:51 PM

Hello Ms. Jennifer Black,( UREGENT MATTER) I am Victoria Holmes, I am directing your office directly. As the 
Ombudsman Office Is provide a service for Litigants. "i am not seeking any Lega Advice

Enclosed Is a copy of a second request for my documents received by the SUPREME COURT JULY 1,2025. Facts 
presents that their are Court Employees being Utilized

and caused tremendous/ Intentional harm to our APPEAL AS RIGHT.. Violation against Code of Conduct for Judicial 
Employees (PERFORMANCE OF DUTY). I have requested on

numerous for documents prior to July 1,2025 and never received them. Due to such actions held by the Court Employee 
' Request of my records are not being respected", Today I have opted

to request records again and included the language Oprah Request"., I would like as a Pro Se Litigant to receive the 
same as Counsels. I aware this Is paid off system for those whom fall to HONOR and have

INTEGRITY for their OATH. Its truely an Insult'to Chelf Justice Rabner and Supreme Court Judges," for Appellate Division 
Judges whom opted to Falsify and Alter my documents supported to the Court for Appeal. Judges

opted to Conspire against supporting documents and testimony. Pm not looking for In House Resource to Intentional work 
against me, "However I am entitled to all doing their Jobs accordingly".

ALSO, 1 HAVE BEEN ATTEMPTING TO GETAN APPOINTMENT WITH COURT CLERK HEATHER JOY BAKERAND 
POSSIBLE THE REQUEST IS NOT BEING FORWARD TO HER., YES IAHVE EMAILED AND PUT IN

WRITING. "THIS NEEDS ATTENTION."

YOUR TIME GREATLY APPRECIATED AND I LOOK FORWARD TO A RESPONSE

mailto:Jonvlctorlaprose@gmall.com
mailto:reference@bloomfield.bcds.org
mailto:Jonvfctorlaprose@gmaH.com
http://www.bplnj.org
mailto:jonvictoriaprose@gman.com
mailto:SSOOmbudsmanjnallbox@nJcourts.gov


Good afternoon,

The Superior Court Clerk’s Office is in receipt of your email communication below. 
However, I am unable to provide a status as to your requests as they have been madeto the 
Supreme Court Please contact that office directly as to an update.

For your convenience, the contact information for the Supreme Court is as follows:

Supreme Court Clerk's Office 
Richard J. Hughes Justice Complex
P.O. Box 970
Trenton, New Jersey 08625-0970 

609-815-2955

Thank you,

Jenn Black
Public Access Manager

Superior Court Clerk’s Office

From: vicky <jonvictoriaprase@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 15,2025 1255 PM
To: SCCOOmbudsman Mailbox <SCCOOmbudsman.Mbx@njcourts.gov> 
Subject: (External] Fwd: Please See Attached

mailto:jonvictoriaprase@gmail.com
mailto:SCCOOmbudsman.Mbx@njcourts.gov


Ms. Jennifer Black (SCCO OMBUDSMAN)
25 Market Street
6th Floor
Trenton, N.J. 08625

SCOOMBUDSMAN.mailbox@,nicourts.gov
Jennifer.Black@nicourts. gov

RE: COMPLAINT
Victoria Holmes (Pro Se)/ Jon Pennix Jr (Pro Se)
1296 Broad Street #1144
Bloomfield, N.J. 07003
Jonvictoriaprose@gmail.com

Ms. Black as Pro’Se Litigants we are now forced to utilize the Ombudsman 
Office for the “injustice intentionally taken against us. Enclosed are numerous 
documents received by the Supreme Court and ACJC. There are numerous 
issues which require answers.
Accept this letter as a formal complaint and we look forward to 
correspondence from this office “as documented within guidelines of NJ 
Courts for the Ombudsman Office, (document included).
WE seek an investigation for following:

1. We have left numerous voice message case manger Angel Martinez 
since July 1, 2025 and as to date of August 1, 2025 we are not in receipt 
of any form of communication from him. ( have not received any letter 
from his office since June 12,2025. Such actions stand against Code of 
Conduct for Judicial Employee.

2. Upon filing complaint with ACJC (ACJC 2025-173) How are these 
Appellant Judges still on the BENCH. Judges violated numerous NJSA

11

nicourts.gov
mailto:Jonvictoriaprose@gmail.com


LAWS, CANON RULES< COURT RULES etc. Was an in house 
resource utilized and failed to submit ALL 50 PAGES of the 
complaint.(another Email will be sent to provide your office of 
documents). Clearly, the Board entails retired Judges. Actions are 
egregious and this Office is required to take such actions.

3. We have concerns that documents addressed to Chief Justice Rabner and 
Ms, Heather J Baker have been interfer with, so that we can not be 
provided a meeting with regards to all our concerns, (enclosed is proof 
documents and proof of delivery). I have also left numerous voice 
messages and as to date have not received any form of communiratinn 
from either office.

4. Why does this Case Summary Report fail to show our DOCUMENTS 
received July 1, 2025; In feet a Case Summary Report received shows 
our documents have been “IMPOUNDED”, upon a conversation with 
Supreme Court Office, I was informed that our documents were not 
impounded”. Being that I have proof of this case summary report 
stating impounded documents, clearly someone inhouse utilized 
Adobe Script to Falsify Documents within Supreme Court under NJ 
Courts.GOV “ Tampering with Government Property (enclosed 
copy of Case Summary Report

5. Should Pro Se Litigants not be provided the same respect as a Lawyer?, 
if so, then where is our respect with the Courts.

We look forward to your Office addressing these concerns, which are 
Violations against our Constitutional Rights and NJSA Laws.

Your Time is Greatly Appreciated

Have a Peaceful Day

Courts.GOV


A-000323-23 .Dental of ORAL HEARING CD, TRANSCRIPT 
2 messages

vtcfcy <Jonvfctoriaprose@gmaH.tom> m^, Nov 10,2Q24 si 3S8 PM
Ta en20.vacoaQrycourts.gov

Hello MsAfacca whywn I bring darted as per your EmaS Ms momfng •Denying me a CD of my ORAL HEARING and 
, TRANSCRIPTS Oral Hearing on October 22£024.

Thank You
Have a Peaceful Day

Mon, Nov 18.2024 at 4:08 PMTo: vldry ^onvlctoitapnneggnnlaino

■ Good afternoon.

Unfortunately, we ate not acourt of tecord, so wo do not provide audio and/or transptpts of 
oral arguments. However, the systemic issue regarding release of audio requires further 
discussion and guidance by the A0C and Chief Justice. Until farther guidance is issued, we 
are abiding by Rule 1:38.

R 1:38-2 Definition of Court Records
(b) "Court record” does not include:

(1) information gathered, maintained or stored by a governmental agency or other entity to 
which the court has access but which is not part cfthe court record as definedby this rule;

Thank you,

Enzo Vacca
Transcript Coordinator n
Appellate Transcript Unit

609-815-2950 x 55437
Requesting a Superior Court or Tax Court Transcript for Your Appeal | NJ Courts*

mailto:Jonvfctoriaprose@gmaH.tom
en20.vacoaQrycourts.gov


wcxjF «?onvictortapfOM@gmaIUoflp>

A 000323*23 Jon Pennlx M Victoria Holmes 
3 messages

* J^V^orwtoafepn»e©gma!Lcom>
. TaAppeS8t8CopyMaSbc«<8ppcopyjnbx@^courtS4yav> Frt Nov 1,2024 at ft20 AM

Good Homing DomHe
May we please have copies of any document! IDs after October22£024.

Thank Ybu

AppetMaCopy Mailbox <appcopyjnbx@njaxirts.gov> 
Tb: vtty ^ocMctartapmse@gman.eom> Erl, Nov 1,2024 at M2 AM

Good morning.

Them ere currently no fifes h the case dating on or past 10/22/2024.

Thank you,

WH&sm Metarazzo

Judiciary Clerk 2

Appellate Division 

(808) 815-2901 Ext 52824

From: Vicky <onvfatortaprose@omen.com> 
SanteFrtdsy, November 1,2024 MO AM 
1b:Appen«eCopyM»ltbox<appcopy.mbx@nJcourte^cv> 
Subject (External) A 000323-23 Jon Pennbr Jr/ Vtctorta Holmes

Warning: Security Alert
THs message is from an external sender. Do not open any Inks or attachments unless you know and trust 

the sending emeu address.

Haase report suspicious emails to SocurttyJnfoSee@rjeourtsflov.
tQuoMtetfhfcMenj ...... ' 111 . * u 1 —11 '

' ""■ 1 ——IS i iiefi^ s"/-. - * ______________________

^AppeOateCopyMalbcK <eppcepyjnbx@pfcourte.gov> • Mon, Nw 4,2024 at H.42 AM

mailto:appcopyjnbx@njaxirts.gov
mailto:ocMctartapmse@gman.eom
mailto:onvfatortaprose@omen.com
mailto:eppcepyjnbx@pfcourte.gov

