The Rules of Evidence Do Exist in Family Law

Navigate the evidentiary rules to strengthen your practice. This seminar explores how the

New Jersey Rules of Evidence apply to family law proceedings and how to use them to best
advocate for your clients.



N.J.R.E.901. Requirement
of Authentication or
Identification

To satisfy the requirement of authenticating or identifying
an item of evidence, the proponent must present
evidence suf icient to support a finding that the item is
what its proponent claims.
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N.J. R. Evid. 401

Current with all changes received through March 18, 2026.

NJ - New .Jersey State & Federal Court Rules > New Jersey Rules of Evidence > ARTICLE IV.
Relevancy and lts Limits

Rule 401. Definition of “Relevant Evidence”.

“Relevant evidence" means evidence having a tendency in reason to prove or disprove any fact of
consequence to the determination of the action.

History

Adopted September 15, 19982 to he effective July 1, 1993.

New Jersey State & Faderal Gourt Rules
Copyright ® 2026 All rights reserved.

End of Document
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N.J. R. Evid. 402

Current with all changes received through March 18, 2026.

NJ - New Jersey State & Federal Coutt Rules > New Jersey Rules of Evidence » ARTICLE IV.
Refevancy and Its Limits

Rule 402. Relevant Evidence Generally Admissible.

All relevant evidence is admissible, except as otherwise provided in these rules or by law.

History

Adopted September 15, 1992 to be effective July 1, 1993, amended September 16, 2018 to be effective July 1,
2020. :

New Jersey State & Federal Courf Rules
Copyright © 2026 All righs reserved.

End of Docoment

It flnlsie lavie Anmidanct imontPndmiidz1 RANRT7 4 &nddanfilinath=%2Fsharad %0F documant%2F stahtes-lealslation%2Furn%3Acontentltem %3A6385...




N.J. R. Evid. 403

Current with all changes received through March 18, 2026.

NJ - New Jersey State & Federal Court Rules > New Jersey Rules of Evidence » ARTICLE IV.
Relevancy and Its Limits :

Rule 403. Exclusion of Relevant Evidence on Grounds of Prejudice,
Confusion, or Waste of Time.

Except as otherwise provided by these rules or other law, relevant evidence may he excluded if its
probative value is substantially outweighed by the risk of:

{a) Undue prejudice, confusion of issues, or misleading the jury; or

(b} Undue delay, waste of time, or needless presentation of cumulative evidence.

History

Adopted September 15, 1992 to be effective July 1, 1983; amended September 16, 2019 to be effective July 1,
2020.

New Jersay State & Federal Court Rules
Copyright © 2026 All righls reserved.

End of Document
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N.J. R. Evid. 602

Current with all changes received through March 18, 2026.

NJ - New Jersey State & Federal Court Rules > New Jersey Rules of Evidence > ARTICLE VI.
Witnesses

Rule 602. Lack of Personal Knowledge.

A witness may testify to a matter only if evidence is infroduced sufficient to support a finding that the
witness has personal knowledge of the matter. Evidence to prove personal knowledge may, but need not,
consist of the witness' own testimony. This rule does not apply to expert testimony under Rule 703.

History

Adopted Septamber 15, 1992 to be effective July 1, 1993; amended September 15, 2004 to be effective July 1,
2005; caption and text; amended September 16, 2019 to be effective July 1, 2020.

New Jersey Slate & Federal Court Rules
GCopyright ® 2026 All rights reserved.

End of Document
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N.J. R. Evid. 607

Current with all changes received through March 18, 2026.

NJ - New Jersey State & Federal Court Rules > New Jersey Rules of Evidence > ARTICLE Vi
Withesses

Rule 607. Witness Impeachment, Support and Neutralization.

(a) For the purpose of attacking or supporting the credibility of a witness, any party including the party
calling the withess may examine the wilness and introduce extrinsic evidence retevant to the Issue of
credibility, subject to the exceptions in (a)(1) and (2).

(1) This provision is subject to Rules 405 and 608.

(2) The party calling a witness may not neutralize the witness’ testimony by a prior contradictory
statement unless the statement is in a form admissible under Rule 803(a)(1) or the court finds that the
parly calling the witness was surprised.

{b) A prior consistent statement shall not be admitted fo support the credibility of a witness except: (1) fo
rebut an express or implied charge against the witness of recent fabrication or of improper influence or
motive, and (2) as otherwise provided by the law of evidence.

History

Adopted September 15, 1992 to be effective July 1, 1993; caption; amended, text; amended and designated as
paragraphs (a) and (b) September 16, 2018 to be effective July 1, 2020.

‘New Jersay State & Federal Court Rules
Copyright @ 2026 All rights reserved.

End of Document
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N.J. R. Evid. 611

Current with all changes received through March 18, 2026.

NJ - New Jersey State & Federal Court Rules > New Jersey Rules of Evidence > ARTICLE VI.
Witnesses :

Ruile 611. Mode and Order of Interrogiation and Presentation.

(a) Control by Court; Purposes. — The court shall exercise reasonable control over the mode and order
of interrogating witnesses and presenting evidence to:

(1) make those procedures effective for determining the truth;
(2) avoid wasting time; and
(3) protect witnesses from harassment or undue embarrassment.

(b) Scope of Cross-examination. — Cross-examination should not go beyond the subject matter of the
direct examination and malters affecting the witness’ credibility. The court may allow inguiry into additional
matters as if on direct examination.

(c) Leading Questions. — Leading questions should not be used on direct examination excepl as
necessary to develop the witness' testimony. Ordinarily, leading questions should be permitted on cross-
examination. When a parly calls an adverse party or a witness identified with an adverse party, or when a
witness demonstrates hostility or unresponsiveness, interrogation may be by leading questions, subject to
the discretion of the court.

History

Adopted September 15, 1992 to be effactive July 1, 1993; paragraphs (a), {b), and {¢) captions and text; amended
September 16, 2019 to be effective July 1, 2020.

New Jersey State & Federal Court Rules
Copyright © 2026 Ali rights reserved.

£nd of Document
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N.J. R. Evid. 801

Current with all changes received through March 18, 2026.

N.J - New Jersey State & Federal Court Rules > New Jersey Rules of Evidence > ARTICLE viil.
Hearsay

Rule 801. Definitions.

(a) Statement. — “Statement’ means a person’s oral assertion, written assertion, or nonverbal conduct, I
the person intended it as an assertion.

(b) Declarant. — “Declarant’ means the person who made the statement.
(c) Hearsay. — “Hearsay” means a statement that:
(1) the declarant does not make while testifying at the current trial or hearing; and
(2} a party offers in evidence to prove the truth of the matter asserted in the statement.

(d) Business. — A “business” includes every kind of business, institution, association, profession,
occupation, and calling, whether or not conducted for profit, and also includes activities of governmental
agencies.

{e) Writing. — A “writing” consists of letters, words, numbers, data compilations, pictures, drawings,
photographs, symbols, sounds, or combinations thereof or their equivalent, set down or recorded by
handwriting, typewriting, printing, photostating, photographing, magnetic impulse, mechanical or elactronic
recording, or by any other means, and preserved in a perceptible form, and their duplicates as defined by
Rule 1001(d).

{f) Public Official. — A “public official” includes an 6fﬁcial of the United States, its territories, the District of
Columbia and states, as well as poliical subdivisions, regional and other governmental agencies thereof.

History

Adopted September 15, 1992 to be effective July 15, 1993; paragraph (a); amended September 15, 2004 to be
effective July 1, 2005; paragraphs (a), (b), and (c); amended September 16, 2019 to be effective July 1, 2020.

New Jersey Slate & Federal Couri Rules
Copyright © 2026 All rights reserved.

End of Document
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N.J. R. Evid. 802

Current with all changes received through March 18, 2026.

NJ - New Jersey State & Federal Court Rules > New Jersey Rules of Evidence > ARTICLE Vil
Hearsay

Rule 802. Hearsay Rule.

Hearsay is not admissible except as provided by these rules or by other law.

History

Adopted September 15, 1992 to be effective July 1, 1993,

New Jersay Stale & Federal Court Rules
Copyright © 2028 All rights reserved.

End of Document
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N.J. R. Evid. 803

Current with all changes received through March 18, 2026.

NJ - New Jersey State & Federal Court Rules > New Jersey Rules of Evidence > ARTICLE Viil.
Hearsay

Rule 803. Hearsay Exceptions Not Dependent on Declarant’s Unavailability.

The following statements are not excluded by the hearsay rule:

{a) A Declarant-Witness’ Prior Statement. The declarant witness teslifies and is subject to cross-
examination about a prior otherwise admissible statement, and the statement:

{1} is inconsistent with the declarant-witness’ testimony at the trial or hearing and is offered in
compliance with Rule 613.

However, when ihe statement is offered by the party calling the declarant-witness, it is admissible
only if, in addition to the foregoing requirements, it (A) is contained in a sound recording or ina
writing made or signed by the declarant-witness in circumstances establishing its reliability or (B)
was given under oath at a trial or other judicial, quasi-judicial, legislative, administrative or grand
jury proceeding, or in a deposition; or

(2) is consistent with the declarant-witness’ testimony and is offered to rebut an express or implied
charge against the declarant-witness of (A) recent fabrication or (B} improper influence or mofive;
or

(3) is a prior identification of a person made after perceiving that person if made in circumstances
preciuding unfairmess or unreliability.

{b) Statement by Party-Opponent. The statement is offered against a party-opponent and is:

(1) the party-opponent’s own statement, made either in an individual or in a representative
capacity; or

(2) a statement whose content the party-opponent has adopted by word or conduct or in whose
truth the party-opponent has manifested belief, or

{3) a statement by a person authorized by the party-opponent to make a statement concerning the
subject; or

{4) a statement by the party-opponent's agent or servant concerning a matter within the scope of
the agency or employment, made during the existence of the relationship; or

(5) a statement made at the time the party-opponent and the declarant were participating in a plan
to commit a crime of civil wrong and the statement was made in furtherance of that plan.

in a criminal case, the admissibility of a defendant's statement which is offered against the
defendant is subject fo Rule 104(c).

(c) Statements Not Dependent on Declarant’s Availability. The following are not excluded by the
rule against hearsay, regardless of whether the declarant is available as a witness:

{1) Present Sense Impression. A staternent describing or explaining an event or condition, made
while or immediately after the declarant perceived it and without opportunity to deliberate or
fabricate.
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N.J. R. Evid. 803

(2) Excited Utterance. A statement relating to a startling event or condition made while the
declarant was under the stress of excitement caused by the event or condition and without
opportunity to delfiberate or fabricate.

(3) Then-Existing Mental, Emotional, or Physical Condition. A statement made in good faith of
the declarant's then-existing state of mind, emotion, sensation or physical condiion (such as intent,
plan, motive, design, mental feeling, pain, or bodily health), but not including a statement of
memory or helief to prove the fact remembered or believed unless it relates to the execution,
revocation, identification, or terms of declarani’s will.

{4) Statements for Purposes of Medical Diagnosis or Treatment. A statement that:

(A) is made in good faith for purposes of, and is reasonably perfinent to, medical diagnosis or
treatment; and

(B) describes medical history; past or present symptoms or sensations; their inception; or their
general cause.

{5) Recorded Recollection, A statement concerning a matter about which the witness Is unable
to testify fully and accurately because of insufficient present recollection if the statement is
contained in a writing or other record that;

{A) was made at a time when the fact recorded actually occurred or was fresh in the memory
of the witness; and

{B) was made by the witness or under the witness' direction or by some other person for the
purpose of recording the statement when it was made; and

(C) the statement concerns a matter of which the witness had knowledge when it was made.

This exception does not apply if unless the circumstances indicate that the statement is not trustworthy.
When the witness does not remember part or all of the contents of a writing, the portion the witness does
not remember may be read into evidence but shali not be introduced as an exhibit over objection.

(6) Records of a Regularly Conducted Activity. A statement contained in a writing or other record
of acis, events, conditions, and, subject to Rule 808, opinions or diagnoses, made at or near the time of
observation by & person with actual knowledge or from information supplied by such a person, if the
writing or other record was made in the regular course of business and it was the regular practice of
that husiness to make such writing or other record.,

This excoption does not apply if the sources of infermation or the method, purpose or circumstances of
preparation indicate that it is not trustworthy.

{7} Absence of an Entry in Records of Regularly Conducted Activity. Evidence that a matter is
not included in a writing or other record kept in accordance with the provisions of Rule 803(c)(6), if:

(A) the evidenca is admitted to prove that the matter did not occur or exist; and
{B) arecord was regularly kept for a matter of that kind.

This exception does not apply if the sources of information or other circumstances indicate that the
inference of noncccurrence or nonexistence is not trustworthy.

(8) Public Records, Reports, and Findings. Subject to Rule 807,

(A) astatement contained in a writing made by a public officfal of an act done by the official or an
act, condition, or event observed by the official if it was within the scope of the official’s duty either
to perform the act reported or to observe the act, condition, or event reported and to make the
written statement; or

(B) statistical findings of a public official based upon a report of or an investigation of acis,
conditions, or events, if it was within the scope of the official's duty to make such statistical findings.

Page 2 of 5
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N.J. R. Evid. 803

This exception does not apply if the sources of information or other circumstances indicate that such
siatistical findings ara not trustworthy.

(9} Public Records of Vital Staﬁstics.‘ Subject to Rule 807, a record of a birth, fetal death, death, or
marriage or civil union, if reported to a public office in accordance with a legal duty.

{10) Ahsence of Public Record or Entry. Subject to Rule 807, a certification in accordance with
Rule 902 stating that a diligent search failed to disclose a public record, report, writing, or entry when
offered o prove;

{A} the record or statement does not exist; or

(B} the matter did not acour or exist, if a public office regularly kept a record or statement for a
matter of that kind.

This exception does not apply if the sources of information or other circumstances indicate that the
inference of nonoccurrence or nonexistence is not frustworthy,

(11} Records of Religious Organizations Concerning Personai or Family History. Subject to Rule
807, a statement of birth, legiimacy, ancestry, marriage or civil union, divorce, death, relationship by
blood or martiags, or similar facts of personal or family history, contained in a regularly kept record of a
religiotis organization,

(12) Certificates of Marriage, Civil Union, Baptism, and Similar Ceremonies. Subject to Rule 807,
statements of fact contained in a cerlificate:

{A) made by a person who is authorized by a religious organization or by law to perform the act
cerlified;

(B) attesling that the person performed a marriage or civil union or similar ceremony or
administered a sacrament; and

{C) purporting to have been issued at the time of the act or within a reasonable time after it.

{13) Family Records. Subject to Rule 807, a statement of fact about personal or family history
cantained in a family record, such as a Bible, geneaiogy, chart, engraving on a ring, inscription on a
family portrait, engraving on an urn, crypt, tombstone, or other burial marker.

(14) Records of Documents that Affect an Interest in Property. Subject to Rule 807, the record of
a document that purports to establish or affect an interest in property if:

(A) the record is admitted to prove the conient of the original recorded document, along with its
signing and its delivery by each person who purports to have signed it;

{B) the record is kept in a public office; and '
(C) a statute authorizes recording documents of that kind in that office.

(15) Statements in Documents that Affect an Inferest in Property. Subject to Rule 807, a
statement contained in a document that purports to establish or affect an interest in property if the
matter stated was relevant to the document's purpose, unless dealings with the property are
inconsistent with the truth of the statement or the purport of the document.

(16) Statements in Ancient Documents. A statement in a document at least 30 years old and whose
authenticity Is established.

{17) Market Reports and Similar Commercial Publications. Marke! quotations, tabulations, lists,
directories, or other published compilations that are generally refied on by the public or by persens in
particular occupations.

(18} Statements in Learned Treafises, Periodicals, or Pamphlets. A statement contained In a
published treatise, periodical, or pamphlet, on a subject of history, medicine, or other science or an, if:

Page 3 of 5
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N.J. R, Evid. 803

() the statement is relied on by an expert wilness on direct examination or called to the attention
of the expert on cross-examination; and

(B) the publication is estabiished as a reliable authority by testimony or by judicial notice.

If admitted, the statement may not be received as an exhibit but may be read into evidence cr, if
graphics, shown to the jury.

(19) Reputation Concerning Personal or Family History. Evidence of a person’s reputation among
members of a person's family by blood, adoption, or marriage or civil union, or among a person's
associates, or in the community, concerning a person’s birth, adoption, marriage or clvil union, divorce,
death, legitimacy, ancestry, relationship by blood, adoption, or marriage or civil union, or other similar
facts of a person's personal or family history.

(20) Reputation Concerning Boundaries or General History. Evidence of reputation ina
community, arising before the controversy, concerning boundaries of land in the community or customs
that affect the land, or concerning general historical events important to that community, state, or nation
in which the community is located.

(21) Reputation Concerning Character. Evidence of reputation of a person's character at a relevant
time among the person's associates or in the community.

{22) Judgment of Previous Conviction of Crime. In a civil proceeding, except as olherwise provided
by court order on acceptance of a plea, evidence of a final judgment against a party adjudging the parly
guilty of an indictable offense in New Jersey or of an offense which would constifute an indictable
offense if corimitted in this state, as against that party, to prove any fact essential to sustain the
judgment.

(23) Judgment Involving Personal, Family, or General History, or a Boundary. Ajudgment that is
admitted to prove a maiter of personal, family, or general history, or boundaries, if the matter:

(A} was essential fo the judgment; and
(B) could be proved by evidence of reputation.
(24) [Not Adopted ]
(25) Statement Against Interest. [Relocated to N.J.R.E. 804(D}(3).]

{26) Judgments against Persons Entitled to Indemnity. Subject to Rule 807 and except in a case
brought under the Joint Tortfeasors Contribution Law, N.J.8.A. 2A:53A:1 to -5, the record of a final
judgment is admissible if offered by the judgment debtor in an action in which the debfor seeks to
recover partial or total indemnity or exoneration for money paid or a liability incurred because of tha
judgment, as evidence:

(A) of the liability of the judgment debtor;
{B) of the facts on which the judgment is based; and
{C) of the reasonableness of the damages recovered.

If the defendant In the second action had notice of and opportunity to defend the first action, the
judgment is conclusive evidence.

{27) Statements by a Child Relating to a Sexual Offense. A statement made by a child under the
age of 12 relating to sexual misconduct committed with or against that child is admissible in a criminal,
juvenile, or civil case if (a) the proponent of the statement makes known to the adverse party an
intention to offer the statement and the particulars of the statement at such time as to provide the
adverse parly with a fair opportunity to prepare to meet it; (b) the court finds, ina hearing conducted
pursuant to Rule 104(a}, that on the basis of the time, content and circumstances of the statement
there is a probabilily that the statement is trustworthy; and (c) either (i) the child testifies at the
proceeding, or (i) the child is unavailable as a withess and there is offered admissible evidence
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N.J. R, Evid, 803
corroborating the act of sexual abuse; provided that no child whose statement is to be offered in

evidence pursuant to this rule shall be disqualified to be a witness in such proceeding by virtue of the
. requirements of Rule 601,

History

Adopted September 15, 1992 to be effective July 1, 1993; paragraph (c)(25) amended and paragraph {c)(27) added
June 30, 1993 to be effective July 1, 1993; paragraphs (c)(5), (c}(22), (c)}(26), and (c)(27) amended September 15,
2004 to be effeciive July 1, 2005; paragraphs (a), (a)(1), (a)}2), (b), ®X1), (b)2), (B)3), (D}4), (b)(5), (e}, {eX1),
(©)(2), (€)(3), (6)(4), (c)(B), (cHENA), (©)(B}B), (c)(B)(C), (c)(6), (c}7) amended, (c)(7) redesignated as (c)(7)(A) and
(B), (6)(8), (C}B)(A), (cXB)B), (©)(®), (c)(10), (e)(10)(A), (c)(10)(B), (e)(11), (c)(12) amended, (c){12) redesignated
as (C)(12)(A), (B), and (C), (c){13), (c)14) amended, (c)(14) redesignated as (©)14)XA), (B), and {C), (c}(15),
(e)(16), (c)(17), (c}(18), {c)(18) amended, (c}(18) redesignated as (c}{18)(A) and (B), (c){18), (c)(20), (c)21), (c}(22),
(c){23), (c)(23) amended, (c)(23) redesignated as (c)(23)(A) and (B), (c)(25), (c)}26), {c)(26) amended, (c)(26)
redesignated as {c){(26 (A), (B), and (C), and (c}(27) amended September 16, 2019 to be effective July 1, 2020,
deleted from N.J.R.E. 803 and relocated with amendments as N.J.R.E. 804(b)(3) September 15, 2023 to be
sffective July 1, 2024,

New Jersey State & Federal Court Rules
Copyright ® 2026 All rights reserved.

End of Document
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N.J. R. Evid. 804

Current with all changes received through March 18, 2026.

NJ - New Jersey State & Federal Court Rules » New Jersey Rules of Evidence > ARTICLE VIli,
Hearsay

Rule 804. Hearsay Exceptions: Declarant Unavailable.

(a) Definition of Unavailable. — Except when the declarant’s unavailability has been procured or
wrongfully caused by the proponent of declarant's statement for the purpose of preventing declarant from
attending or testifying, a declarant is "unavailable” as a witness if declarant:

(1) is exempted by ruling of the court on the ground of privilege from testifying conceming the subject
matter of the statement; or

{2) persists in refusing to testify concerning the subject matter of the statement despite an order of the
court o do s0; or

{3) testifies to a lack of memory of the subject matter of the statement; or

(4) is absent from the trial, hearing, or proceeding because of death, physical or mental illness or
infirmity, or other cause; and

(A) the proponent of the statement is unable by process or other reasonable means to procure the
declarant's attendance at trial, hearing, or proceeding; and

(B) with respect to statements proffered under Rules 804(b)(4) and (7), the proponent must be
unable, without undue hardship or expense, to obtain declarant’s deposition for use in lieu of
testimony at trial, hearing, or proceeding; or

(5) [Deleted-see N.J.R.E. 803(c)(27)].

{b) Hearsay Exceptions. — Subject to Rule 807, the following are not excluded by the hearsay ruie if the
declarant is unavailable as a witness.

(1) Testimony in Prior Proceedings.

(A) Testimony that: (i) was given by a witness at a prior trial of the same or a different matter, orin
a hearing or deposition taken in compliance with law in the same or another procéeding; and (ii) is
now offered against a party who had an opportunity and similar mofive in the prior trial, hearing or
deposition to develop the testimony by examination or cross-examination.

(B) In a civil proceeding, or when offered by the defendant in a criminal proceeding, testimony
given in a prior trial, hearing or deposition taken in compliance with law to which the party against
whom the testimony is now offered was not a party, if the party who offered the prior testimony or
against whom it was offered had an opportunity to develop the testimony on examination or cross-
examination and had an interest and motive to do so, which is the same or similar to that of the
party against whom it is now offered.

(C) Expert opinion testimony given in a prior trial, hearing, or deposition otherwise admissible
under (A) or (B) may be excluded if the court finds that there are experts of a like kind generally
available within a reasonable distance from the place in which the acfion is pending and the
interests of justice so require.

hitna: ol lexls.comidocument?odmiid=15306714&pddociullpath=%2F shared%2Fdocument¥%2F statutas-leglslation%2Furn%3Acontentitem % 3A6978. ..
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(2) Statement Under Belief of Imminent Death. — In a criminal proceeding, a statement made by a
victim unavailable as a withess Is admissible if it was made voluntarily and in geod faith and while the
declarant beiieved in the imminence of declarant’s impending death.

(3) Statement Against Interest. — A statement that a reasonabie person in the declarant's position
wotld have made only if the person believed it to be true because, when made, it was so contrary o
the declarant's proprietary, pecuniary, or social interest, or had so great a tendency to invalidate the
declarant’s claim against another or to expose the declarant to civil or criminal liability. Such a
statement is admissible against a defendant in a criminal proceeding only if the defendant was the
declarant.

{4) Statement of Personal or Family History. — A statement about:

(A} the declarant's own birth, adoption, legitimacy, ancestry, marriage or civil union, divorce,
relationship by blood, adoption, or marriage or civii union, or similar facts of personal or family
history, even though declarant had no way of acquiring personal knowledge about the fact; or of the
matter stated; or

{B) another person concerning any of these facts, as well as death, if the declarant was related to
the other by blood, adoption, or marriage or civil union, or was so intimately associated with the
person’s family that the declarant's information is likely to be accurate.

(5) Other exceptions. — [Not Adopted]

{6) Trustworthy Statements by Deceased Declarants. — In a civil proceeding, a statement made by
a person unavailable as a witness because of death if the statement was made in good faith upon
declarant's personal knowledge in circumstances indicating that it is trustworthy.

(7) Voters’ Statements. — A statement by a voter conceming the voter's qualifications to vote or the
fact or content of the vote.

(8) [Deleted]

{9} Forfeiture by Wrongdoing. — A statement offered against a party who has engaged, directly or
indirectly, in wrongdoing that was intended to, and did, procure the unavailability of the declarant as a
witness.

History

Adopted September 15, 1992 to be effective July 1, 1993; paragraphs (a)(5) and (b)(8) deleted and paragraph
(b)(2) amended June 30, 1993 to be effective July 1, 1993; paragraphs (a) and (b} amended September 15, 2004 to
be effective July 1, 2005; paragraph {b)9) added September 15, 2010 to be effective July 1, 2011; paragraph (a)
caption and text amended, paragraph (b) caption amended, paragraphs (b)(1) and {b)}{4) caption and text amended,
paragraphs (b)(2), (b)(8), (b)(7), (b}8) caption amended September 16, 2019 io be effective July 1, 2020;
paragraph (b)(3) relocated as amended from N.J.R.E. 803(c)(25) September 15, 2023 to be effective Juiy 1, 2024,

New Jersey State & Federal Court Rules
Copyright © 2026 All rights reserved.
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PREPARING CREDIBLE EXPERT EVIDENCE: REPORTS, TESTIMONY, AND
JUDICIAL GATEKEEPING

By: Stephanie Hagan, Esq. and Michelle Wortmann, Esq.

Expert Reports and Expert Testimony

The admissibility of expert testimony is governed by the New Jersey Rules of
Evidence.! Specifically, an expert’s testimony is generally permissible if their “specialized
knowledge” will be of assistance to the Court in understanding certain evidence or in
deciding a fact in issue.? Experts are permitted to testify as to their opinions (including on
an ultimate issue) based upon facts or data, and so long as the facts and data are
‘reasonably relied upon by experts,” they do not need to be admitted as evidence.?

Expert testimony is generally admissible if three criteria are met: (1) the testimony
must be beyond the comprehension of an average person; (2) the subject matter testified
to must be in an area which would render the testimony “sufficiently reliable”; and (3) the
witness must have “sufficient expertise” to be able to offer the testimony.* Essentially, so
tong as the expert testimony will be helpful to the trier of fact, it may be admitted into
evidence. However, the trial court is ultimately the gatekeeper of testimony and is best
positioned to determine whether or not to allow expert testimony.® Though it is generally
acknowledged that parties have the ability to retain experts, it is ultimately up to the Court
o make the determination (whether or not the use of an expert was disclosed in advance
of trial) as to whether or not such testimony will be permitted.

In advance of expert testimony at trial, experts will often render a written report of
their findings and opinions. Despite popular belief, the expert report is considered
inadmissible hearsay, because it is a statement made outside of testimony at the trial,

which is being offered to “prove the truth of the matter asserted.”® As an example, though




not related to expert testimony, while police reports are admissible as a business record,
which is a valid hearsay exception (provided that it is properly authenticated), if a
proponent seeks to admit the report to prove the truth of something contained therein, a
separate hearsay exception is required.

Further, expert reports generally will not qualify for any hearsay exceptions that
would otherwise allow them to be admissible, absent testimony.” Particularly in situations
where the expert is not testifying, admission of a report deprives the other party “of the
ability to cross-examine the author of the report on [a] central issue of the case.” Even in
a default situation, an expert report will be deemed inadmissible hearsay if the expert is
not there to testify.9 It is only after an expert testifies and is cross-examined that a report
may be admitted into evidence, but same is subject to the position of the parties as to the
reports being entered into evidence and it is ultimately the Court's discretion.’ It is
important to note, although expert reports can be helpful, the best evidence and often the
only evidence that will be permissible, is the oral testimony of the expert.

There is one noted exception to this under the New Jersey Rules of Evidence,
which provide:

Expert opinion that is included in an admissible hearsay statement shall be

excluded if the declarant has not been produced as a witness unless the

court finds that the circumstances involved in rendering the opinion tend to

establish its frustworthiness. Factors to consider include the motive, duty,

and interest of the declarant, whether litigation was contemplated by the

declarant, the complexity of the subject matter, and the likelihood of

accuracy of the opinion.!
Under this strict exception, if a Court is unable to make specific findings regarding

trustworthiness, the report should be excluded.'? Thus, in most cases, in order for a Court

to even consider entering an expert report into evidence, that expert must testify at trial,




and even if such testimony is taken, generally the expert's written report will not be
admitted into evidence as the expert's testimony is considered the “best evidence.”

Effective Use of Motions in Limine

When there is a question as to whether or not an expert's testimony meets the
general requirements, a useful too! to seek that an expert be barred from testifying is a
Motion in Limine.

A Motion in Limine is an application made to the Court in advance of trial requesting
a ruling on how trial will be conducted, including whether or not an expert will be permitted
to testify.'® When an expert's opinions are “bare conclusions, unsupported by factual
evidence,” same are inadmissible at trial.’ Expert evidence should be excluded when the
dangers posed of “prejudice, confusion and diversion of attention” exceed helpfulness,
because same would not be reliable.’® Because “unsubstantiated expert testimony
cannot provide to the factfinder the benefit” afforded under the Rules of Evidence, such
testimony should be excluded.'® This testimony would be classified as a net opinion.

The net opinion rule is a corollary of N.J.R.E. 703 and contemplates that experts
“be able to identify the factual basis for their conclusions, explain their methodology, and
demonstrate that both the factual basis and the methodology are reliable.”!” Speculative
testimony is not permissible.'® Thus, to avoid being a net opinion and to be admissible at
trial, the expert’s opinion “must be based ‘primarily on facts, data or other expert opinion
established by evidence at the trial."? If it is not, that testimony will be excluded.?®

Thus, when an expert's report does not appear to be based reliably in fact or
methodology, or there is some other basis to call into question the validity of a report or

ability of an expert to testify on certain issues, a Motion in Limine should be considered.




Moticns in Limine can be filed at the very beginning or at the threshold of trial, so long as
the relief requested therein is solely regarding preliminary or evidentiary issues.?! in that
application, one party will seek that an expert's testimony be barred, because what the
expert has opined, is not permissible under the applicable Rules of Evidence.

Forexample, a Motion in Limine may be granted if an expert is unqualified to opine
on the subject matter, if the expert's testimony is hot needed, or if the expert is unable to
or does not offer an opinion on an ultimate issue. As an example, a forensic accountant
is not needed for every matter in which there are financial issues. If the testimony of a
forensic account will not assist the Court, that testimony can be barred. If an expert issues
a report that contradicts the b[ain language of an agreement and offers opinions as if the
agreement says something different, that testimony can be barred as a net opinion. If an
expert relies on underlying information or data but refuses to provide those records to the
other side, that testimony can be barred. If an expert explicitly states that they are unable
to render a decision on an ultimate issue because they lack information or expertise, that
testimony can be barred.
Conclusion

Expert testimony can be invaluable in matters proceeding to litigation, but only if
the testimony is elicited appropriately and in compliance with applicable Court Rules and
Rules of Evidence. [t is important to use the Rules of Evidence advantageously and

correctly, especially when dealing with expert reports and testimony.
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Rita M. Aquilio is a Member at Lawrence Law, with offices in Watchung and Red Bank.

Rita serves as Treasurer for the Family Law Executive Committee (FLEC) of the New Jersey State Bar
Association for 2026-2027. She previously served as both Domestic Violence Subcommittee Chair as
well as General Legislation Chair, and testified in Trenton along with other Board members, on
legislation such as S4510 (child custody), coercive control and VASPA, which impacts families in New
Jersey. She is also a member of the Appellate Practice Committee of the New Jersey State Bar
Association, She has received the NJSBA Distinguished Legislative Service Award on three occasions
due to her advocacy efforts.

She is the current President of the Somerset County Bar Association, leading the organization for the
2025-26 year. Recognized by the New Jersey Superior Court as a Qualified Family Law Mediator, Rita
scrves as a Panelist for the Early Settlement Panel in Somerset County and is a member of the
Executive Committee of the Somerset County Family Practice Committee. Rita has been trained by the
American Academy of Matrimonial Lawyers as a Divorce Arbiftrator. Rita has also completed training
through the State of New Jersey to mediate economic aspects of matrimonial and post-judgment
matters in cases where there is a Final Restraining Order, as part of the Court-appointed mediation
process. Rita is a trained Collaborative Divorce Attorney and a member of the International Academy
of Collaborative Professionals. She has both trial experience and alternative dispute resolution training,
allowing her to serve all aspects of family law cases.

Rita is the immediate Past Chair of the Editorial Board of the New Jersey Lawyer Magazine, which is
the legal publication of the New Jersey State Bar Association. She is also the Immediate Past Chair of
the District XIII Ethics Committee. Rita is a frequent lecturer on legal topics, including for the New
Jersey State Bar Association’s Institute of Continuing Legal Education, at its Annual Symposium, Hot
Tips, and Family Law seminars, as well as for the American Bar Association.

Rita served as Co-Chair of the American Bar Association’s Family Law Litigation Committee for
several years and served as Co-Chair of the American Bar Association’s Section of Alternative Dispute
Resolution, She was previously recognized as Outstanding Subcommittee Chair for the 2015-2016 and
2017-2018 Bar years. She is a member of the ABA’s Diverse Speaker Directory. Rita has been
appointed as Presidential Nominee, to serve as a Section Advisor to the ABA’s Drafting Committee, on
updates to the Uniform Transfers to Minors Act. She is also an appointee to the Lawyer Referral and
Information Systems Commiltee, for a 3-year period. She was named to the Board of Editors for the
American Bar Association’s Section of Litigation Appellate Practice Journal, commencing with the
Spring 2018 edition and continuing through current date. Rita has been selected as a Super Lawyer in
2023, 2024, 2025 and 2026.




Hon. Charles F. Kenny, JSC

The Hon. Charles F Kenny, JSC was appointed to the Superior Courtin 2024. He graduated
from Seton Hall University, where he obtained a BA with Honors, and was awarded a Juris
Doctorate from Seton Hall Law Schoolin 1989. He began his legal career as a Judicial Law
Clerk in the Appellate Division to the Honorable David S Baime, JAD. He then worked as an
associate at Wilentz, Goldman & Spitzer, where he began his career as a civil trial lawyer.
From then, until he was appointed to the Bench, he had several partnerships and tried
scores of civil trials to verdict. Judge Kenny was Certified as a Civil Trial Attorney by the
Supreme Court of New Jersey and renewed twice.

Judge Kenny served as a Supreme Court appointed Special Ethics Adjudicator from 2001
until his appointment to the Bench and is the former Chair of the District VA Ethics
Committee. He served several terms as a Trustee of the Hudson County Bar Association
and also served as a Court appointed Arbitrator in Hudson County for Rule 4:21A-

1 Arbitration cases and as an arbitrator in UM and UIM cases. Throughout his career, in
addition to Civil Jury Trials, he successfully tried Workers Compensation, Administrative
Law, and Social Security matters. He represented the successful plaintiff in

Tymczyszyn v. Columbus Gardens, 422 NJ Super 352 App. Div 2011) which is a lead tort
claims case governing public entity sidewalk liability.

While an attorney, he served on the Board of Education of the Matawan Aberdeen Regional
School District from April 2005 to January 2015, having been elected for three consecutive
terms, and was elected President three times serving from 2009 to 2013. Throughout his
career, he has lectured on civil trial practice, evidence, and ethics.



ANDREA J. SULLIVAN, J.S.C.
MIDDLESEX COUNTY FAMILY COURTHOUSE
120 NEW STREET
NEW BRUNSWICK, NJ 08901
732.645.4300
andrea.sullivan@njcourts.gov

PROFESSIONAL WORK HISTORY

Judge of the Superior Court of New Jersey, New Brunswick, New Jersey, July 2020 —
present.

Appointed to the bench by the Hon. Philip D. Murphy to serve as a Superior Court
Judge. Assigned to the Chancery Division, Family, Middlesex County. Preside over family
law matters, including all aspects of divorce: motion practice, dissolution, equitable
distribution, custody and parenting time; all aspects of non-dissolution matters and domestic
violence matters. Chair, EEO/AA Committee, Vicinage 8. Judicial Liaison, Domestic Violence
Working Group. Member, Supreme Court Committee on Judicial Education Committee.

Greenbaum, Rowe, Smith & Davis LLP, Woodbridge, New Jersey
Associate, 1990-1998, Partner, 1999 — July 2020.

Litigation practice representing individuals and business entities in commercial, estate,
matrimonial, chancery litigation, and alternative dispute resolution. Significant experience in
handling contract and partnership disputes, actions involving closely held companies,
oppressed minority shareholder litigation, hiring and termination of senior employees, non-
compete issues, and other “business divorce” matters. Represented professionals
including attorneys and accountants in various actions, ranging from professional
malfeasance to claims of fraud and alleged professional malpractice. In the areas of estate
litigation and matrimonial law, practice concentrates primarily on the representation of high
net worth individuals, including matters requiring sophisticated business valuations.
Appointed by the Court to serve as Guardian ad litem, Receiver, Special Fiscal Agent,
Ombudsman, Arbitrator, Mediator, Special Medical Guardian, and Counsel to alleged
incapacitated persons.

Law Secretary to the Honorable Erminie Lane Conley, Superior Court of New
Jersey, Chancery Division, General Equity Part. 1989-1990.

Handled all aspects of motions filed in the General Equity and Probate parts of
the Superior Court. Prepared research memoranda and drafted opinions to assist Court.

Admitted to the Bar

State of New Jersey, the United States District Court for the District of New Jersey,
and the United States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit.
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EDUCATION

Rutgers University School of Law, Newark, NJ. J.D. 1989, Magnha Cum Laude

Mount Holyoke College, South Hadley, MA. A.B. 1982, Cum Laude

HONORS & AWARDS

o Fellow, Litigation Counsel of America. Invitation only, limited to .5% of attorneys

e Recipient of Pro Bono Award from the Middlesex County Bar Association for significant
pro bono contributions (2020)

e Recipient of Equal Justice Medal from Legal Services of New Jersey for significant pro
bono contributions (2019)

 Named by the New Jersey Law Journal on its 2018 20 member list of "Top Women in
the Law"

e Recipient of an Amicus Curiae Award from the New Jersey State Bar Association (2018)

« Recipient of the Middlesex County Bar Association Robert J. Cirafesi Chancery Practice
Award (2010)

e Listed in The Best Lawyers in America®© (a trademark of Woodward/White, Inc.) in the
Commercial Litigation practice area (2010 — present)

o Listed in New Jersey Super Lawyers (a Thompson Reuters business) in the Business
Litigation practice area (2012 — 2016)

e Martindale-Hubbell® Peer Review Rated AV® Preeminent (a trademark of Internet
Brands, Inc.) (2005 — present)

e Recognized as one of the Top 50 Women in Business by NJBIZ (a publication of Journal
Multimedia) (2010)

¢ Member, Order of the Coif

e Recipient of an Alumni Senior Prize at Rutgers Law School for significant achievement
during law school career and greatest promise as a future member of the profession

SELECTED COMMUNITY AND PROFESSIONAL INVOLVEMENT

e« New Jersey State Bar Association. Member. Past Trustee of the State Bar Board of



Trustees; Past Trustee and Member, Women in the Profession Section; Member,
Family Law, and Lesbian Gay Bisexual and Transgender Rights Sections; Past Co-
Chair, Equity Jurisprudence Special Committee; Past Chair, Business & Commercial
Litigation Committee

« Middlesex County Bar Association. President (2016-2017); Past Chair, Women
Lawyers Section; Past Chair, County Judicial & Prosecutorial Appointments
Committee; Past Chair, Membership Committee; Past Chair, Chancery Practice
Committee; Chair, 100" Anniversary Gala (June 2014); former Trustee

« Middlesex County Bar Foundation. President (2007-2008); Past Chair, Finance
Committee

e New Jersey Supreme Court Board on Continuing Legal Education. (2016-2020)
Appointed by the Supreme Court as a Board Member

e New Jersey Supreme Court Committee on the Rules of Evidence. (2019-2020)
Appointed by the Supreme Court as a Board Member

e Aldona E. Appleton Family Law Inn of Court. (2018-present)

o Central Jersey Legal Services Corp. Treasurer and Past President of the Board of
Trustees, Board member (1991-2020).

PRESENTATIONS & SPEAKING ENGAGEMENTS

Panelist, Artificial Intelligence and Client Pitfalls in Family Law
Sponsor: New Jersey State Bar Association, Family Law Symposium, January 24, 2026

Panelist, Vino, Vendetta and Valuations: The Role of Court Appointed Fiduciaries in Family
Business Disputes
Sponsor: New Jersey State Bar Association Mid-Year Meeting, October 13, 2025

Panelist, Trial Skills Seminar — Family Law Trial Practice Skill Series Direct, Cross-Examination
and Closings
Sponsor: Middlesex County Bar Association, November 14, 2024

Panelist, Domestic Violence Seminar
Sponsor: New Jersey Institute for Continuing Legal Education, April 27, 2022

Panelist, The Roles of Guardian Ad Litem Presentation
Sponsor: New Jersey State Bar Association Annual Meeting, May 19, 2022

Moderator and Speaker, Chancery Practice in the Pandemic
Sponsor: New Jersey State Bar Association Annual Meeting, May 15, 2020

Moderator and Speaker, Nuts and Bolts of Chancery Practice: Keep Calm and Get Results in
General Equity
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Sponsor: New Jersey State Bar Association Annual Meeting, May 16, 2019

Moderator, On the Basis of Sex: Viewing of the Movie Plus Discussion re: Ruth Bader Ginsberg’s
Fight for Women’s Rights
Sponsor: NJ Institute for Continuing Legal Education, March 21, 2019

Moderator and Speaker, Chancery Carbonara
Sponsor: NJ State Bar Association Mid-Year Meeting, November 9, 2018

Moderator and Speaker, Breaking Up Is Hard To Do
Sponsor: New Jersey State Bar Association Annual Meeting, May 17, 2018

Speaker, The Indispensable Guide to Chancery Practice in New Jersey
Sponsor: New Jersey Institute for Continuing Legal Education, March 27, 2018

Speaker, Minority Shareholder Disputes
Sponsor: NJ State Bar Association Mid-Year Meeting, October 25, 2017

Moderator and Speaker, Valuing Closely Held Business,
Sponsor: New Jersey State Bar Association Annual Meeting, May 18, 2017

Speaker, Metadata for the Non-Tech Savvy Practitioner
Sponsor: New Jersey State Bar Association Annual Meeting, May 18, 2017 and New Jersey State Bar
Association Mid-Year Meeting, October 26, 2016

Speaker, Business Litigation
Sponsor: New Jersey Institute for Continuing Legal Education December 6, 2016

Moderator and Speaker, Valuation Issues in Chancery Matters
Sponsor: New Jersey State Bar Association Annual Meeting, May 2016

Speaker, Hot Topics in Chancery and Probate
Sponsor: New Jersey State Bar Association Annual Meeting, May 2016

Moderator, Significant Pre- and Post-Trial Motions in the New Jersey Superior Court
Sponsor: Middlesex County Bar Association, May 9, 2016

Speaker, What To Do When You Get that Call
Sponsor: New Jersey Institute for Continuing Legal Education, April 13, 2016

Speaker, Overcoming Legal and Valuation Issue in Chancery
Sponsor: New Jersey Institute for Continuing Legal Education, December 1, 2015

Panelist, Receiverships and Other Court Appointed Agents
Sponsor: New Jersey State Bar Association Annual Meeting, May 2015
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PUBLICATIONS

Co-Author, New Jersey Business Litigation

New Jersey Law Journal Books, (2012-2025 Editions)

Co-Author, Guidebook to Chancery Practice in New Jersey

New Jersey Institute for Continuing Legal Education, 2018 (10th Edition)

Co-Author, New Remedies for LLC Members: Oppression and Fiduciary Duties Under the
Revised Uniform Limited Liability Company Act, New Jersey Lawyer, April 2014


https://www.greenbaumlaw.com/media/publication/121_NewJerseyLawyer%20April%202014%20AJS%20SBG.pdf
https://www.greenbaumlaw.com/media/publication/121_NewJerseyLawyer%20April%202014%20AJS%20SBG.pdf

David J. Bruno, Esq.

David J. Bruno is a passionate advocate for attorney wellness and personal growth, bringing a
wealth of experience from both the legal and personal development fields. As a former Morris
County Assistant Prosecutor and a Certified Criminal Trial Attorney by the New Jersey Supreme
Court since 2013, David has a deep understanding of the pressures and challenges facing legal
professionals. His commitment to wellness extends throughout his career, shaping his approach
to both law and life.

A dedicated leader in the legal community, David serves as Chair of the Membership Committee
of the Morris County Bar Association, is a Trustee for the Association of Criminal Defense
Attorneys of New Jersey (ACDL-NI), and a Trustee of the Criminal Law Section of the New
Jersey State Bar Association. He has also served on the New Jersey Prevention Network (NJPN)
board since 2016 and remains an active member of the New Jersey State Bar Association’s
Lawyer Wellbeing Committee.

David is the creator of the popular LinkedIn newsletter “Law Life,” with over 1,500 subscribers
where he shares insights on balancing legal practice with personal wellbeing. He is also a
nationally recognized legal analyst, regularly appearing on major networks including Court TV,
Fox Business, and Fox News. '

As a TEDx speaker, David presented “Reclaimed Time: A Trial Lawyer’s Journey fo Inner
Counsel, ” inspiring audiences to eliminate distractions, regain control of their time, and follow
their inner wisdom. His authentic, practical approach resonates with legal professionals seeking
sustainable success without sacrificing well-being.

In addition to his legal and wellness work, David co-hosts a podcast titled “Nothing But The
Truth” and created the “I CAN Networking System,” designed to help professionals build
meaningful and strategic relationships.

David’s unique combination of legal expertise, leadership, media presence, and commitment to
personal development makes him exceptionally qualified to address the wellness needs of
attorneys and legal professionals. His presentations provide practical, actionable strategies for
managing stress, building resilience, and thriving in the demanding world of law.

Short Moderator Introduction: David is a certified criminal trial attorney, former Morris
County Assistant Prosecutor, TEDx speaker, and creator of the Law Life newsletter — a weekly
attorney wellness platform reaching over 1,500 legal professionals. He serves on the NJSBA
Lawyer Wellbeing Committee and has delivered wellness keynotes across the country.




Derek M. Freed, Esq.

Derek M. Freed is a former Chair of the Executive Committee of the Family Law Section of
the New Jersey State Bar Association. Mr. Freed is the managing member of the law firm of
SeidenFreed LLC, with offices in Cranford, Parsippany, and Pennington, New Jersey. He
concentrates his practice in matrimonial and family law.

Mr. Freed has served as a member of the Executive Committee for the Family Law Section of
the New Jersey State Bar Association from 2009 to 2010 and again from 2011 to the present.

He has lectured for the Institute for Continuing Legal Education, the New Jersey State Bar
Association, the New Jersey Association for Justice, and the Mercer County Bar Association
with respect to family law-related matters.

He was a co-author of the New Jersey State Bar Association’s amicus curiae brief to the New
Jersey Supreme Court on the matter of Cardali v. Cardali, Gnall v. Gnall, and Bisbing v. Bisbing.

He is presently the executive editor of the New Jersey Family Lawyer and has had several
articles published in the publication.

Mr. Freed received his ].D. from Rutgers, the State University of New Jersey, with honors, and
his B.A. from the College of William & Mary in Virginia.



Stephanie Frangos Hagan has practiced Family Law exclusively for more than 35 years, and is a
named founding member of Hagan, Weisberg & Nunn, LLC in Cedar Knolls, New Jersey 07927.

A frequent lecturer, moderator and panelist, Stephanie has lectured regularly on a variety of family
law topics including Alimony, Child Support, Equitable Distribution (including business and
partnership interests), Custody/Parenting time, LGBTQ+ issues, Cohabitation, Relocation,
Palimony and other important family law issues. Stephanie has lectured regularly at the Annual
New Jersey Family Law Symposium as well as the New Jersey State Bar Association Annual Hot
Tips in Family Law Seminar, the Jeffrey P, Weinstein Family Law Institute, New Jersey State Bar
Association Institute for Continuing Legal Education, as well as New Jersey Slate Bar
Association’s Mid-Year Retreat and Annual Meetings in Atlantic City. Stephanie has also lectured
for the Family Law section of the Morris, Essex and Union County Bar Associations as well as the
North Jersey Barry Croland Family Law Inn of Court.

Stephanie has served for more than twenty (25) years as a Blue-Ribbon panelist for the Family
Law Early Settlement Panel in Union, Essex and Morris Counties. In addition, she is appointed
as a mediator by Family Court judges throughout New Jersey. She has been a Court Approved
Family Law Mediator since 2001 and is a Court Approved Parent Coordinator and is certified by
the American Academy of Mairimonial Lawyers as a Family Law Arbitrator.

Stephanie is a past chair of the New Jersey State Bar Family Law Section Executive Committee
having served as the Chair of the Section in 2017/2018. Stephanie has been a member of the
commitiee for more than 25 years and received the prestigious Legislative Award from the New
Jersey State Bar Association in December 2013 for her legislative efforts as a member of the
committee. In 2018 Stephanie was elected to the New Jersey State Bar Association’s Nominating
Committee for a two-year term and previously served on the New Jersey Supreme Court Family
Practice Committee. Stephanie is also a member of the New Jersey State Bar Association
Legislative, Professional Responsibility and Meetings Arrangements and Programing Committees,

In addition to the state bar association, Stephanie is also a former Trustee and past President of the
Morris County Bar Association having been installed as President on January 17th, 2019. She is
also a Trustee of the Morris County Bar Foundation having served as President in 2017, Stephanie
received the Morris County Bar Association Family Law Achievement Award for 2025, Stephanie
was previously the co-chair of the Family Law Committee for the Morris County Bar Association
as well as the former Chair and vice-chair of the Fee Arbitration Committee for District X (Morris
County).

Honors and Awards

+ Selected for inclusion on the Super Lawyers list published by Thomson Reuters, 2005~
2008, 2010-2011, 2013-2019; 2025 Top 50 women attorneys 2014-2018; Top 100
attorneys 2015, 2017 & 2018

» New Jersey State Bar Association Legislative Award 2013




Steph Lomurro is the Managing Partner of Manzi Epstein Lomurro & DeCataldo - better
known as MELD. Steph is Certified by the Supreme Court of New Jersey as a Matrimonial
Law Attorney, she is a qualified Rule 1:40 mediator and she is a court approved Parenting
Coordinator. Steph regularly lectures on issues related to family law, technology and law
firm management.



Michelle A. Wortmann, Partner

Sarno da Costa D’Aniello Maceri Webb LLC
Essex County Office

mwortmann@sarnolawfirm.com

Michelle Wortmann is a partner at Sarnc da Costa D'Aniello Maceri Webb LLC, focusing
the entirety of her practice on family law matters. Prior to joining the firm, Michelle
completed a judicial clerkship for the Honorable Marcella Matos Wilson, J.8.C., in the
Superior Court of New Jersey, Essex County, Family Part, from August 2015 to August
20186.

While attending law school at the Seton Hall University School of Law, Michelle
participated in the Seton Hall University Center for Social Justice Family Law Clinic,
where she handled cases involving complex matrimonial issues, including custody and
parenting time. She also completed various family law internships, including with the
Honorable Daniel J. Yablonsky, J.8.C., and the Administration for Children’s Services in
New York City. Michelle is a dedicated advocate for her clients and especially enjoys
helping children and families.

Michelle is admitted to the New Jersey State Bar and the New York State Bar. She has
been a member of New Jersey State Bar Association since 2015, and presently serves
on the Family Law Executive Committee. She was previously the co-chair of the Young
Lawyer's Subcommittee of the Family Law Executive Committee from May 2022 to May
2024. She is also a member of the New Jersey Association for Justice, the Essex County
Bar Association, the Morris County Bar Association, and the Barry Croland Family Law
Inn of Court, where she currently serves as President. Michelle was named to the Best
Lawyers Ones to Watch List for 2021, 2022, 2023, 2024, 2025, and 2026 and was
recognized as a Rising Star by New Jersey Super Lawyers in 2021, 2022, 2023, 2024,
2025, and 2026

In January 2019, Michelle earned a Master of Arts degree in Child Advocacy. While
earning her Masters, Michelle was inducted into the Alpha Epsilon Lambda Honor
Society. Michelle attended Montclair State University for her undergraduate education,
where she received a Bachelor of Arts degree, summa cum laude, majoring in history and
minoring in political science, while simultaneously completing the requirements to obtain
her New Jersey Teaching Certificate of Eligibility with Advanced Standing in Social
Studies. While in college, Michelle was inducted into the Phi Kappa Phi and Phi Alpha
Theta National Honors Societies.
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