
 

Municipal Court 101 
 

Wednesday, May 13, 2026 
1:30 p.m. – 3 p.m. 

 
 

 
 

An introduction to municipal court practice for recently admitted attorneys or 
for attorneys who are new to municipal court practice or would like a refresher 
course. Experienced practitioners and judges will discuss important procedures, 
practical information and practice tips. The program will cover topics to include 
the initial intake with the client, court representation, discovery issues, motions 
practice and practical suggestions for handling the cases in municipal court 
representation.

 
 

 
Moderator/Speaker:  
Kenneth A. Vercammen, Esq., Kenneth Vercammen & Associates, PC 
Panelists:  
Hon. Adam D. Greenberg, Esq. 
Moshood Muftau, Esq., Office of City Counsel 
Lucia E. Perpina, Esq., Law Offices of Lucia E. Perpina, Esq. LLC 

  

 
  



 

Kenneth A. Vercammen, Esq., Kenneth Vercammen & Associates, PC 
 

 
 Kenneth Vercammen is an Edison, Middlesex County, NJ 

trial attorney where he handles Criminal, Municipal Court, 
Probate, Civil Litigation and Estate Administration matters. Ken 

is author of the American Bar Association's award winning book 
Criminal Law Forms and often lectures to trial lawyers of the 
American Bar Association, NJ State Bar Association and 
Middlesex County Bar Association. As the Past Chair of the 
Municipal Court Section he has served on its board for 10 years. 
He is admitted to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

 
Author: Drug and DWI Defense - Forms and Pleadings 

(2021) New Jersey Specific Bound book with Forms for NJSBA 
 
Awarded the Municipal Court Attorney of the Year by both the NJSBA and Middlesex County 

Bar Association, he also received the NJSBA- YLD Service to the Bar Award and the General 
Practitioner Attorney of the Year, now Solo Attorney of the Year. 

Ken Vercammen is a highly regarded lecturer on both Municipal Court/ DWI and Estate/ 
Probate Law issues for the NJICLE- New Jersey State Bar Association, American Bar 
Association, and Middlesex County Bar Association. His articles have been published by NJ Law 
Journal, ABA Law Practice Management Magazine, YLD Dictum, GP Gazette and New Jersey 
Lawyer magazine. He was a speaker at the  ABA Annual meeting program “Handling the Criminal 
Misdemeanor and Traffic Case” and serves as is the Editor in Chief of the NJ Municipal Court 
Law. For nine years he served as the Cranbury Township Prosecutor and also was a Special 
Acting Prosecutor in nine different towns. Ken has successfully handled over one thousand 
Municipal Court and Superior Court matters in the past 35 years. 

His private practice has devoted a substantial portion of professional time to the 
preparation and trial of litigated matters. Appearing in Courts throughout New Jersey several 
times each week on Criminal and Municipal Court trials, civil and contested Probate hearings. 
Ken also serves as the Editor of the popular legal website and related blogs. In Law School he 
was a member of the Law Review, winner of the ATLA trial competition and top ten in class. 

Throughout his career he has served the NJSBA in many leadership and volunteer positions. 
Ken has testified for the NJSBA before the Senate Judiciary Committee to support changes in 
the DWI law to permit restricted use driver license and interlock legislation. Ken also testified 
before the Assembly Judiciary Committee in favor of the first-time criminal offender 
“Conditional Dismissal” legislation which permits dismissal of some criminal charges. In his 
private life he has been a member of the NJ State champion Raritan Valley Road Runners 
master’s team and is a 4th degree black belt. 

 
  



 

Hon. Adam D. Greenberg, Esq. 
 

 
Adam D. Greenberg is a graduate of The American University 

(1990) and Rutgers Law, Camden (1994), and is admitted in New 
Jersey and Pennsylvania, the District Courts for New Jersey and 
Eastern District of Pennsylvania, and the Third Circuit Court of 
Appeals. He serves as a municipal court judge in Cherry Hill and 
Evesham Townships. 

  



 

Lucia E. Perpina, Esq., Law Offices of Lucia E. Perpina, Esq. LLC 
 

Lucia E. Perpina is a graduate of Fordham University (1992) 
and Brooklyn Law School (1995), and is admitted in the State of 
New Jersey, the District Courts for New Jersey and The Supreme 
Court of the United States of America.  She is Chair of the 
Municipal Court Practice Section of the New Jersey State Bar 
Association, a member of various sections and committees of 
the NJSBA and a member of the Union County Bar Association.  
Ms. Perpina is a solo practitioner with offices in Linden, New 
Jersey. 
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  PREPARATION FOR THE MUNICIPAL COURT CASE 

BY KENNETH A. VERCAMMEN 

 
I. The Telephone Call and Scheduling the Interview 

   Municipal Court is a great place where new practitioners can 

get some trial experience and meet more experienced attorneys. For me it 

was like Cheers- Everybody knows your name. By commitment and 

preparation, you can obtain excellent results and satisfy clients. Too often 

lawyers throw up their hands when a client presents a ticket involving 

Driving While Suspended, DWI or Operating Without Insurance. While 

defense of municipal court charges involving serious motor vehicle 

charges may become an involved process requiring commitment and 

persistence, there are a number of viable defenses and arguments that 

can achieve a successful result. Rather than simply suggest that a client 

pay the ticket and avoid litigation, an attorney should accept the challenge 

and apply his best legal talents to protect the client’s rights. 

You should never provide legal advice over the telephone. We do 

however often advise potential clients of some of the mandatory penalties 

and jail terms that the court could impose. This makes people realize the 

seriousness of the charge. We direct them to provide us with a copy of the 

complaint. 

Since Covid we email the Municipal court Questionnaire to clients. 

 If Municipal Court or Criminal related case, for the initial case we 
use the “Municipal Court/Traffic/Criminal Callers For“ as an intake 
form.     
     For serious cases Try to get them in the same day.  Don't ask, "When is 
it convenient?"  Instead ask them, "Can you come in today at 4:30 -- If not 
how about tomorrow at 10:30AM?"  In Municipal Court/Traffic/Criminal 
Form, if they can't come in or don't want to come in, write down email and 
info on Municipal Court/Traffic/Criminal Form anyway.  Advise someone 
will get back to  them.  Write on FORM "Person does not want to make 
appointment!"  We will email Interview forms, then maybe call back and try 
to get credit card number over the phone. They can also pay by PayPal. 
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       If Municipal /Criminal, advise that they must provide a legible copy of 
all complaints.  The complaint contains the Police Officer badge # and 
other important details.   
 Email them the Municipal Court Questionnaire called 
 Mun Ct Questionnaire.  
We do not charge a consult fee for in office consults. 
 We charge for consultation for criminal/DUI cases if they 
already have an attorney or if they want to vacate a plea. 
 
 All new and or potential clients, Referral Source Required as to 
obtain who referred them, especially if by prior clients.  Get the name of 
prior client and write name plus prior client ex: JOHN DOE prior cl JANE 
DOE, Esq.  If they give a name, ask them if that is a prior client, an 
attorney or how they know us.  You can send a THANK YOU for the 
referral.   
 

If person emails the interview form, the attorney will call them same 

day from car using hands free Iphone. 

If in person, client is emailed to bring or provide all their papers in 

connection with their case, accident report, and any documents they 

received from the Motor Vehicle Commission. Oftentimes I will instruct 

them to write a confidential narrative if it is a case that is fact- specific or 

involves a great deal of detail, such as an assault case. 

II. The In-Office Interview 
  We now rarely see persons who do not have a computer since the 

hearings are primarily on zoom. 

 Our Mun Ct Questionnaire  asks background information such as their 

name, address, the offenses charged, date of the person’s arrest, other 

witnesses, statements given to them by the police, their occupation and 

information regarding prior criminal convictions and prior motor vehicle 

convictions. The interview form also asks questions at the end. This is 

what I read first Our interview sheet also asks if there is anything else 

important, such as a medical condition that affects their case. This 

completion of our form will also let us know whether or not the client will 

follow instructions and cooperate with us.. If they refuse to provide 

information you may have a problem client. 



 3 

After reviewing the summons and the interview sheet, I ask a series 

of questions of the client. We request the client wait until the end of the 

interview before explaining their side of the story. We also ask them if 

there is anything else of importance in connection with the case that we 

should know. The client may have pending serious criminal charges in 

another state or country. I usually open up our statute book and show the 

clients the specific language of the offense they are charged with and 

explain to them the maximum penalties that could be imposed. By 

understanding the charges they are facing, my clients are more likely to 

realize the seriousness of the offense and pay our retainer.  

III. Being Retained (Paid) 
 Rule 1:11-2 of the Rules of Professional Conduct indicate a 

retainer letter or written statement of fees is required for new clients. I also 

provide all my clients with written information explaining how to appear in 

court, information on surcharges, information on points, information on 

IDRC, and information regarding substance abuse treatment, if applicable. 

Famous Beverly Hills attorney Jay Foonberg writes: The fee: “Get it 

Up Front.” This is the best time to obtain your fee while your client is in fear 

and is in jeopardy. If you are owed money after the case is over, you will 

never get it. The written fee agreement also protects you from clients that 

demand that you appeal or provide work other than what is set forth in the 

retainer agreement. If someone does not have a credit card or family or 

friends to loan them money, do you want to be their friend and loan officer. 

To look up tickets on NJ courts website 
 
https://portal.njcourts.gov/webe41/MPAWeb/ 

 

Once we receive our retainer, we begin work right away. Usually 

while the client is still in the office, we prepare a discovery letter on the 

computer to the prosecutor and court and hand a copy to the client. We 

occasionally call the court to advise them that we will be handling the case 

and to inquire who handles discovery. If the court will not waive initial 
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appearance, we usually recommend the client call the court, plead not 

guilty and appear at the initial appearance in drunk driving cases or other 

charges. We email and fax the letter of rep to Municipal Court. Superior 

Court must be filed in Ecourt. 

We require a great deal of cooperation from our clients in an effort to 

help keep their costs reasonable. We have our clients family/friends serve 

the subpoenas on the MVC, insurance companies or other entities to cut 

down on costs. We require our clients to take photographs of accident 

sites and prepare diagrams and provide us with the names, addresses, 

and telephone numbers of witnesses. 

 I recommend that my clients provide me with a list of between 5- 10 

reasons why they should not go to jail and why court should impose the 

minimum license suspension. We recommend they obtain a free online 

MVC Abstract. This provides us with information for mitigation and 

penalties and also provides information to be considered by the judge in 

sentencing 

Law is a business. Municipal court could be very lucrative if you 

provide competent representation and satisfy your client. I try to impress 

my clients and hope they will send additional clients. 

IV. Post Interview Work 
   Conditional Discharges are available to clients charged with 

drug offenses who have never previously been convicted of a drug 

offense. Conditional Dismissal is available for 1st offenders of non vioilent 

criminal offenses. 

 Again, to avoid embarrassment it is a good idea to look at because they 

may have a criminal history to indicate that the client is not eligible for 

Conditional Discharge.  

  If the matter is still at the indictable level, we make application for 

Pre-Trial Intervention. Unfortunately, PTI is not available if the criminal 

charges are downgraded and not indictable. We also make a Motion to 

Suppress where there is a question regarding the validity of a stop or 
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search. You can also make a Motion to Dismiss on De Minimis Infractions 

N.J.S.A 2C:2-11 for non-substantial offenses (i.e. shoplifting one candy 

bar). Any other Motions to Dismiss should be made in writing such as 

statue of limitations or lack of jurisdiction. 

  If the client has prior offenses where the client plead guilty, we may 

make a Motion to Vacate the plea if the defendant was not informed of his 

rights as required under Rule 7:4-2b. The post-conviction relief application 

can be made under Rule 3:22 and Rule 7. 

  If the matter involves a private citizen complaint, you should also 

send a discovery letter directly to the complainant, then follow it up with a 

telephone call and possibly a Motion to Compel Discovery. I charge extra if 

I have to deal with a pro se complainant. 

V. Discovery Phase 
   Oftentimes we do not receive all of the discovery that we 

request. We send a letter to the prosecutor requesting additional discovery 

pursuant to Rule 7:4-2g and request that the discovery be provided within 

10 days. If we do not receive the discovery within 10 days then we may 

make a motion to compel discovery. We thus make a motion to compel 

discovery pursuant to State v. Holup 253 NJ Super. 320 (App Div 1992) 

  In the case involving essential witnesses, we occasionally write to 

the witnesses and ask them to call us so that we can find out what really 

happened. If possible I have a law clerk call up after we send the initial 

letter. The attorney could not testify if the witness provides an inconsistent 

statement but our law clerks could testify. I sometimes speak to friendly 

witnesses myself later to make a decision to determine whether or not the 

witnesses are credible. You must protect yourself from looking like a fool. 

Oftentimes the clients are not telling the truth and the witnesses are not 

telling the truth. 

  If the client has multiple charges in other towns rising from the same 

client, you can make a motion to the assignment judge to consolidate the 

case in one court. In criminal cases where your client was intoxicated, you 
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can make a motion under ATRA- Alcohol Treatment and Rehabilitation Act 

for treatment in lieu of jail and dismissal charges.  

  Upon receiving discovery, we forward all discovery to our client. We 

then discuss with the client whether or not we have a reasonable prospect 

of winning. 

  In drunk driving cases we review the videotape with our client prior 

to the trial date. Sometimes are recommend the client  retain an expert. 

Prior to trial you should determine who the trial judge and prosecutor will 

be. It is very important to know your judge and to discuss with other 

attorneys familiar with the judge how your trial judge handles cases and 

sentencing. It is also a good idea to know the prosecutor’s position on your 

case- such as the merger of a CDS in motor vehicle charge. 

VI. Preparing for Court 
 If it is a drug case, we may make an Objection to the Entry of 

the Lab Certificate as evidence at trial. We are also under a responsibility 

to provide any reciprocal discovery to the prosecutor. Occasionally, in a 

town where there is only one prosecutor we will call the prosecutor ahead 

of time to see if a matter can be worked out or plea bargained. Municipal 

prosecutors work part time and are not compensated for the many 

telephone calls they get in their offices. If you do call Municipal prosecutors 

remember they do not have any of the files in their offices and are too busy 

to discuss a detailed case. 

  If you discover a favorable case, make a copy for the judge, 

prosecutor, and client. Never assume the part time prosecutor or judge is 

familiar with all the laws ex. State v. Lightfoot – cannot be sentenced as a 

second offender if not convicted of first offense prior to second offense 

  We prepare a Subpoena ad Testificandum for witnesses to testify 

and Subpoena Duces Tecum for witnesses to bring documents. We have 

our clients hand deliver the Subpoenas and write out their own check for 

the subpoena fees. If there is a trial, I bring a huge brief case containing 

my equipment for battle: Court Rules (GANN edition); the Police Manual 
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(GANN edition), Evidence Book (GANN edition), my case file, and Laptop. 

It is better to be over-prepared than under-prepared.  

   The New Jersey Lawyers Diary contains a list of points and a 

list of maximum/minimum penalties.   

  Preparation is the key to winning cases or convincing a prosecutor of 

exceptional defenses. Upon arrival at court, we will attempt to ascertain if 

the police officer is available. Often the police officer is on vacation, retired, 

or suspended and this will assist our ability to work out a satisfactory 

arrangement for your clients.  

  When you receive the hearing notice email a  reminder to the client 

to be on time, bring all papers. You also must make sure that your client is 

prepared and looks neat. The Grateful Dead and Budweiser T-Shirts 

should be avoided. Wear church clothes or something that looks 

presentable. They can have their pregnant wives sitting next to them. If 

you know you are going to have a trial or will be late, attempt to have the 

case marked ready hold for an hour late, otherwise you will be sitting 

around for a long period of time. If you have an excellent trial issue but 

believe the judge is going to rule against you, bring an appeal notice with 

you and file it with the Court on the Record. I keep in my car blank forms 

for Order to Compel Discovery, Order Mark Try or Dismiss, Order to be 

relieved, and an Appeal Notice. 

 Letters of reference and character reference letters are helpful in cased 

where the judge has wide discretion in his sentencing. 

VII. Appearance in Court 
    Sometimes in cases that deal with just one triable issue such 

as the admissibility of a blood test result in alcohol or drugs, you can make 

a Motion in Limine or suggest a pre-trial conference. It is often a good idea 

to try to know how the judge will decide in order to save you a three-hour 

trial on a complicated case. If the court rules against you in the Motion in 

Limine you can enter a guilty plea contingent upon reserving your right to 

appeal on that one issue.  
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 There is no prohibition against speaking with State’s witnesses. Outside 

of the courtroom, I usually call out the name of the non-law enforcement 

State’s witnesses to determine what their version of the facts are.  

  If your client is going to enter a guilty plead to any offense, it is 

important they understand what the offense is and put a factual basis on 

the record. You will be embarrassed if your client is pleading guilty to a 

drunk driving case and the judge asked your client what he had to drink, 

the client insists he only had one beer. The judge will send you back to 

your seat and must refuse to take the guilty plea unless an adequate 

factual basis is put on the record.  

  The judges and prosecutors want to move the calendar. However, 

your obligation is always to your client. Sometimes you have nothing to 

lose by trying a case. Courts are forbidden from increasing penalties 

merely because someone exercised their constitutional right to a trail. 

  When your case is called, speak clearly before the court, providing 

your name and spelling out your name and where you are located. The 

judges like to know the names of new or unfamiliar attorneys. Your name 

is your future and announcing it also provides free publicity for yourself.

 I usually put on the record reasons why the judge should give them the 

minimum penalties. In Motor Vehicle cases, if the charges are to be 

dismissed by plea bargain make sure the prosecutor writes dismissed, 

rather than merged. If the matter involves an accident, I ask that the court 

indicate on the back of the ticket that the guilty plea is not to be used in a 

civil matter. 

  After the client pleads guilty, it is a good idea to also ask the client 

on the record if he has any questions of myself or of the court.  

VIII. Conclusion  
  Whether or not you have a trial or there is a plea to reduce the 

charge, you wish to walk out knowing you did the best you could for your 

client. Even if you lose, you want to have been such an articulate advocate 

that your client walks out saying my attorney is great but the judge is 
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wrong. Always be innovative and prepare new arguments. Unfortunately, 

plea-bargaining is still prohibited in drunk driving and drug cases although 

it is perfectly acceptable in murder cases, selling heroin and defacing 

street signs. Hopefully, soon the Supreme Court will change this archaic 

rule. You must be able to show your ingenuity and desire to win.  

 

 We handle a substantial amount of municipal court and personal injury 

cases and have put case law and certain legal defenses on our website 

www.NJLaws.com. If you have an overly difficult case and have problems 

handling it, do thorough research or refer the case out.  

 

 

 About the Author: Kenneth A. Vercammen is an Edison, Middlesex 

County trial attorney who has published 125 articles in national and New 

Jersey publications on municipal court and litigation topics. He was a 

Muncipal prosecutor for 9 years and tried cases in many Muncipal courts. 



     Major Reported cases & Laws Criminal & Municipal Court 2025-2026 
Compiled by Kenneth Vercammen Esq. Past Municipal Prosecutor  
 
rev 2/24/26 
1 DWI hearings challenge to DWI Alcotest dismissed when lead defendant 
Cunningham does not want to pay for Experts 
2 Attorney General memo to Prosecutions for DWI Alcotest 9510 machines 
3 OK for police observation of defendant's entry of his passcode into his 
cell phone State v Ellison 
4  4  Immigration enforcement officials can consider factors such as 
location, race, accent, language spoken and type of employment regarding 
stop Noem v. Vasquez-Perdomo       
 
5 Warrant was not required here during an Active Fire with exigency  State 
v. Caneiro    
6 FRO reversed cyber-harassment under N.J.S.A. 2C:14-14(a)(1), because 
defendant did not commit a lewd act by bragging about her sexual prowess 
and did not threaten to inflict injury A.C. VS. R.S 
7   No right to jury trial or insanity defense in 3rd offense DWI State v 
Baverov  
8 Substitute toxicologist permitted to testify based on another's 
toxicologist work State v. K.W.   
9  Court has discretion to reject expert testifying remote 
State v Lansing 
10 Failure to activate body worn cameras (BWCs) not a constitutional 
violation State v Seligman 

11 Defendants in Domestic Violence case may invoke the privilege against 
self-incrimination in response to specific questions M.A. v. J.H.M 

12 Automobile search exception for Police did not apply to backpack State 
v Bryant   

13 Foreign Defendant permitted to appear virtual where not permitted in US 
State v Reyes-Rodriguez 
 

 
   1 DWI hearings challenge to DWI Alcotest dismissed when lead 
defendant Cunningham does not want to pay for Experts 
 
State v Cunningham withdrawal from challenge to new DWI Alcotest machine 
9510 rendered dismissal of pending case.  

https://www.njcourts.gov/system/files/court-opinions/2025/a1217-24.pdf
https://www.njcourts.gov/system/files/court-opinions/2025/a_1_24.pdf


 
Individual defendants in DWI cases can require State/Prosecutor to require 
expert testimony via a Daubert hearing. 
Full Supreme Court Order at Criminal Law- Recent Cases Vercammen Law 
https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2025/12/cunningham-withdrawal-from-
challenge-to.html 
 
2 Attorney General memo to Prosecutions for DWI Alcotest 9510 machines 
 
               Guidance on Prosecutions with Alcotest 9510 Instruments 
 

The following instructions apply to all prosecutions utilizing the Alcotest 
9510 breath-testing instrument to determine an individual’s blood alcohol 
content (“BAC”).  
 
Previously Stayed Cases 
 

Pursuant to the Supreme Court’s Order, dated December 19, 2025, the 
limited stay of 9510 DWI matters is lifted, and all matters should proceed in the 
normal course, including prosecutions relying on Alcotest 9510 readings.  

 
  The Law Remains Unchanged 
 
The Supreme Court dismissed the reliability challenge to the Alcotest 

9510 presented in State v. Cunningham after defendant moved to withdraw her 
motion for a reliability hearing, and no other defendant or amici was willing to 
serve as the named party in the case. Therefore, prosecutors should continue 
to rely on prior precedent, including State v. Chun, 194 N.J. 54 (2008) (upholding 
established principles of breath testing generally, and the reliability of the 
Alcotest 7110 specifically), and State v. Olenowski, 253 N.J. 133 (2023) 
(clarifying legal framework for challenges to reliability of novel scientific evidence 
in the criminal context). 

 
Prosecutors seeking to admit breath-testing results from an Alcotest 9510 

system should proceed in the normal manner, establishing that: (1) the 
instrument was in proper working order at the time of the test; (2) that the 
operator was certified; and (3) that the test was administered according to official 
procedure. Chun, 194 N.J. at 54 (citing Romano v. Kimmelman, 96 N.J. 66, 81 
(1984)). The State shall offer into evidence the most recent certification report 
prior to a defendant’s test, including control tests, linearity tests, the parameter 
report, wet and dry adjust, cylinder installation reports, all certificates of analysis 
for the simulator solution, simulator, dry gas, and barometer, the instrument 

https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2025/12/cunningham-withdrawal-from-challenge-to.html
https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2025/12/cunningham-withdrawal-from-challenge-to.html


certificate of accuracy, and the credentials of the coordinator who performed the 
certification. See Chun, 194 N.J. at 154. 

 
  Future Reliability Challenges 
 
The upgrade from the Alcotest 7110 to the Alcotest 9510 does not change 

the Supreme Court’s historic acceptance of breath testing as a reliable means 
of determining an individual’s blood alcohol content. Despite that fact, defendant 
Cunningham and amici initially sought to challenge the reliability of the Alcotest 
9510 instrument specifically; however, the matter was dismissed before any 
challenges specific to the instrument were heard. If there are future Daubert-
Olenowski challenges to the reliability of the Alcotest 9510 specifically, the State 
will continue to seek to consolidate those challenges to be heard at a Statewide 
level.   

 
Accordingly, any prosecutor handling a DWI matter in which the defendant 

files a Daubert-Olenowski motion, or is informed that such a motion will be 
forthcoming, must immediately communicate that fact to their County 
Prosecutors Office Municipal Prosecutor Liaison, who is to then notify the 
Division of Criminal Justice. 

 
Prosecutors should also inform their court that the challenge will be 

forwarded to the Division of Criminal Justice for review and consideration for a 
motion for direct certification. It is possible that such defendants may become 
named defendants in a reliability hearing before the Supreme Court and likely a 
Special Adjudicator. In order to prevent undue delay or inefficiency, prosecutors 
should advise defendants pursuing such motions that the Supreme Court in 
Cunningham repeatedly held that the defense was responsible for its own 
litigation expenses, including the cost of any defense expert witnesses the 
defense believed necessary to support its motion. 
Full Attorney General memo at  
Criminal Law- Recent Cases Vercammen Law 
https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2026/01/attorney-general-memo-to-
prosecutions.html 
 
3 OK for police observation of defendant's entry of his passcode into his 
cell phone State v Ellison   482 N.J. Super. 357 
     This appeal raises a novel issue regarding whether an officer's observation 
of defendant's entry of his passcode into his cell phone violates defendant's right 
to privacy and Fifth Amendment right against self-incrimination.  The court holds 
that defendant had no reasonable expectation of privacy given the facts of this 
case.  The court further holds there was no violation of defendant's Fifth 
Amendment right against self-incrimination where defendant voluntarily 

https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2026/01/attorney-general-memo-to-prosecutions.html
https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2026/01/attorney-general-memo-to-prosecutions.html


requested his cell phone, was not compelled to provide the passcode and 
voluntarily entered the passcode in front of the officer.  Moreover, the State 
would have inevitably discovered the passcode for defendant's cell phone by the 
issuance of an Andrews order.  State v. Andrews, 243 N.J. 447 (2020).    

Full opinion at Criminal Law- Recent Cases Vercammen Law 

https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2025/11/ok-for-police-observation-of-
defendants.html 
 
 

4  Immigration enforcement officials can consider factors such as 
location, race, accent, language spoken and type of employment 
regarding stop Noem v. Vasquez-Perdomo  US Supreme Court   146 S. Ct. 
1 (2025) 
 
      In a 6-3 decision, the US Supreme Court ruled that immigration enforcement 
officials can consider factors such as location, race, accent, language spoken 
and type of employment in deciding whether there is a reasonable suspicion to 
stop and temporarily detain an individual in order to ascertain his lawful 
presence in the United States. The Court also held that the challenge to the 
government's conduct was not properly before the federal courts on standing 
grounds. The ruling effectively grants a stay of a district court ruling the contrary.  
Source Muni-Mail <muni-mail@bobramseylaw.com>    
See programs online by our friend Bob Ramsey and co-speaker: 
https://gardenstatecle.com/new-cle-programs-from-2025/ 
Opinion at Criminal Law- Recent Cases Vercammen Law 
https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2026/03/immigration-enforcement-officials-
can.html 
 
 
5 Warrant was not required here during an Active Fire with exigency  State 
v. Caneiro   262 N.J. 288 (2025) 
     The Supreme Court held that Under the totality of the circumstances in this 
case, the police acted in an objectively reasonable manner to meet an exigency 
that did not permit time to secure a warrant. No bright-line rule governs the 
question of exigency, and determining whether the exigency exception to the 
warrant requirement applies requires courts to conduct an objective, fact-
sensitive analysis. Drawing de novo legal conclusions from the facts found by 
the trial judge, the Court finds that here, time was of the essence, delay was not 
reasonable, and seizure of the DVR by the police without a warrant was justified 
by exigent circumstances.    Full opinion at Criminal Law- Recent Cases 
Vercammen Law  

https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2025/11/ok-for-police-observation-of-defendants.html
https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2025/11/ok-for-police-observation-of-defendants.html
https://gardenstatecle.com/
https://gardenstatecle.com/new-cle-programs-from-2025/
https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2026/03/immigration-enforcement-officials-can.html
https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2026/03/immigration-enforcement-officials-can.html


 https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2025/12/warrant-was-not-required-here-
during.html 
 

 
6 FRO reversed cyber-harassment under N.J.S.A. 2C:14-14(a)(1), because 
defendant did not commit a lewd act by bragging about her sexual 
prowess and div. 2025)did not threaten to inflict injury A.C. VS. R.S  483 
N.J. Super. 47 (App.  

•      Defendant appealed from a final protective order entered against her and 
in favor of plaintiff pursuant to the Victim's Assistance and Survivor Protection 
Act (VASPA), N.J.S.A. 2C:14-13 to -21.  The trial court concluded defendant 
violated VASPA by, among other things, committing cyber-harassment when 
she sent plaintiff a text message containing lewd language and threatened to 
contact plaintiff's employer regarding plaintiff's relationship with defendant's 
husband. 

          On appeal, the Appellate Division reversed.  The record did not support a 
finding of cyber-harassment under N.J.S.A. 2C:14-14(a)(1), because defendant 
did not commit a lewd act by bragging about her sexual prowess and did not 
threaten to inflict injury or harm to or commit a crime against plaintiff's property.  

     However, the court rejected defendant's assertion a text message is not a 
"communication[] in an online capacity" under N.J.S.A. 2C:14-
14(a)(1).  Because text messages can be sent via a cellular network or the 
internet, they are a form of online communication.  Given the ubiquity of texting 
and the court's interpretation of the Legislative intent of VASPA to afford victims 
maximum protection of the law, the court concludes the Legislature did not 
intend to exclude text messages as a form of online communications under 
N.J.S.A. 2C:14-14(a)(1).  

     The court also held a threat against one's job by contacting an employer can 
be a form of threat against property under N.J.S.A. 2C:14-14(a)(1).  However, 
defendant did not violate the statute because the record is devoid of any 
evidence showing she intended to do anything other than inform plaintiff's 
employer about the relationship between plaintiff and defendant's husband, 
which is not the sort of conduct actionable under N.J.S.A. 2C:14-14(a)(1). Dec 
1, 2025 .Full opinion at Criminal Law- Recent Cases Vercammen Law 
https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2026/02/fro-reversed-cyber-harassment-
under.html 

7  No right to jury trial or insanity defense in 3rd offense DWI State v Baverov 
482 N.J. Super. 344  (App. Div. 2025) 

https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2025/12/warrant-was-not-required-here-during.html
https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2025/12/warrant-was-not-required-here-during.html
https://www.njcourts.gov/system/files/court-opinions/2025/a1217-24.pdf
https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2026/02/fro-reversed-cyber-harassment-under.html
https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2026/02/fro-reversed-cyber-harassment-under.html


 The issues in this appeal are whether defendant's conviction for a fifth offense 
of driving while intoxicated (DWI) should be reversed on the ground that trial 
counsel rendered ineffective assistance by refusing to present a psychiatric 
defense and whether defendant was entitled to a jury trial given the 180-day 
sentence imposed.  The court affirms the tenet that DWI is a strict-liability offense 
for which mental-state defenses are unavailable and that defendant is not entitled 
to a jury trial where the period of incarceration does not exceed six months.  

   Here, defendant was convicted following a municipal court bench trial at which 
he admitted to consuming alcohol, exhibited indicia of intoxication, and failed field 
sobriety tests.  Although defendant attributed his conduct to persecutory 
paranoia and amnesia unrelated to alcohol use, his trial counsel declined to 
pursue a psychiatric defense.  The court holds that counsel's decision was 
reasonable and compelled by law, as mental-state defenses such as insanity are 
not viable in DWI prosecutions.  In so holding, the court adopts as precedent the 
case of State v. Inglis, 304 N.J. Super. 207 (Law Div. 1997). 

     Counsel's refusal to advance a legally untenable defense did not fall below 
professional standards.  Nor did the sentence of 180 days in county jail entitle 
defendant to a jury trial.  The court reaffirms that a single petty offense subject to 
no more than six months' incarceration does not meet the threshold for jury-trial 
protections, even when accompanied by significant collateral penalties such as 
years-long license suspension and installation of an ignition interlock 
device.  The conviction and sentence are affirmed.  Full opinion at Criminal Law- 
Recent Cases Vercammen Law https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2026/03/no-
right-to-jury-trial-or-insanity.html 

8 Substitute toxicologist permitted to testify based on another's toxicologist 
work State v. K.W.   483 N.J. Super. 58 (App. Div. 2025) 
     Following a jury trial, defendant K.W. was convicted of second-degree sexual 
assault, N.J.S.A. 2C:14-2(c)(1), and fourth-degree criminal sexual contact, 
N.J.S.A. 2C:14-3(b).  The State alleged the victim was under the influence of 
ketamine and other substances at the time of the offenses based on toxicological 
testing of her blood and urine.   

     The State's toxicologist who performed the testing and prepared its toxicology 
report was unavailable to testify at trial.  In her stead, the State called the 
toxicologist's supervisor as permitted by our Supreme Court's decision in State 
v. Michaels, 219 N.J. 1 (2014).  In Michaels, the Court held a substitute expert 
can testify at trial without violating a defendant's right to confrontation if the 
expert reaches an independent opinion based on machine-generated testing 
data from testing performed by a non-testifying technician.   

https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2026/03/no-right-to-jury-trial-or-insanity.html
https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2026/03/no-right-to-jury-trial-or-insanity.html


     In this case, the supervisor had peer reviewed the original toxicologist's 
report, independently reviewed the toxicologist's report, notes, and data prior to 
trial, and formed an independent opinion that the results of the report were 
correct.  The supervisor was qualified as an expert without objection and 
testified based on the forensic testing performed by the original toxicologist. 

     On appeal, defendant argued the supervisor's testimony violated his right to 
confrontation under the United States and New Jersey Constitutions based on 
the United States Supreme Court's decision in Smith v. Arizona, 602 U.S. 779, 
144 S. Ct. 1785 (2024), which was decided after defendant's trial.  Defendant 
contended our Supreme Court's decision in Michaels was effectively overruled 
by Smith.  Defendant argued that Smith held a defendant's confrontation right is 
violated unless the individual who performed the forensic testing testifies at trial. 

     The court affirmed.  It determined the supervisor's trial testimony violated the 
rule established in Michaels because she repeatedly read directly from the 
original toxicologist's report, rather than testifying to her own independent 
opinions.  Because defendant did not object at trial and affirmatively used the 
expert's testimony defensively, the court concluded his Confrontation Clause 
argument was waived.  

     The court also determined Michaels remains sound law 
after Smith.  Specifically, the court concluded machine-generated data is not the 
equivalent of a "testimonial statement" for Confrontation Clause 
purposes.  Therefore, if a substitute expert testifies at trial after reaching an 
independent opinion based on machine-generated data, as permitted 
by Michaels, there is no Confrontation Clause violation. Dec 17, 2025  DOCKET 
NO. A-2049-23 Full opinion Criminal Law- Recent Cases Vercammen Law at 
https://www.blogger.com/blog/posts/38696672 

9  Court has discretion to reject expert testifying remote 
State v Lansing  479 N.J. Super. 565 (App. Div. 2024). 
        On leave granted, the court reviewed a Law Division order denying 
defendant’s motion to permit his expert to testify remotely at an evidentiary 
hearing in this criminal matter without the State’s consent and at his jury trial.  The 
motion was based on the expert’s medical condition and desire to remain at home 
to care for his ill spouse. 

     At issue were the seemingly conflicting provisions of: (1) Rule 1:2-1(b), which 
authorizes the trial court to allow testimony in open court by contemporaneous 
transmission from a different location upon a showing of good cause and with 
appropriate safeguards; and (2) the October 27, 2022 Order of the Supreme 
Court which provides that evidentiary hearings in criminal matters shall proceed 

https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2026/01/substitute-toxicologist-permitted-to.html
https://app.decisis.com/decisis?crid=8016f6ca-97e5-49a3-acb7-9cd88cd1cc4d


in person, unless all parties consent to proceed virtually, and that criminal jury 
trials shall proceed in person. 

       The court held that Rule 1:2-1(b) and the October 27, 2022 Order can be 
read harmoniously.  While the October 27, 2022 Order establishes a general 
framework for how the many categories of proceedings heard in our courts will 
take place in light of the lessening need for the restrictions imposed in response 
to the COVID-19 emergency, the Order does not limit the authority granted to the 
trial courts in Rule 1:2-1(b) to permit the remote testimony of individual witnesses 
at proceedings that will otherwise take place in person. 

The trial court, therefore, had the authority to hear motion by defendant to permit 
his expert to testify remotely in this criminal matter at an evidentiary hearing 
without the State’s consent and at his jury trial.  The factors established in Pathri 
v. Kakarlamath, 462 N.J. Super. 208, 216 (App. Div. 2020), issued prior to both 
the adoption of Rule 1:2-1(b) and the issuance of the October 27, 2022 Order, 
are useful guidelines for deciding “good cause” and “appropriate safeguards” 
under the Rule. 

       The court also held that the trial court properly exercised its discretion when 
it denied defendant’s motion, in light of the technical and complicated nature of 
the expert’s expected testimony, the prevalent role video evidence will play at the 
hearing and trial, the difficulty the State would have in cross-examining 
defendant’s expert during remote testimony, the physical proximity of defendant’s 
expert to the courthouse and his ability to travel, defendant’s knowledge of the 
expert’s desire to testify remotely when he retained the expert, and the absence 
of medical evidence establishing that appropriate safeguards would be 
insufficient to protect the expert were he to testify in person. A-1592-23  

This matter having been duly considered, and the Court having heard oral 
argument and further evaluated the broad issues the appeal raises; 

NOTE    The NJ Supreme Court has reviewed the appeal and held:  It is 
ORDERED that the order granting the motion for leave to appeal is vacated, and 
the appeal is dismissed. The Court simultaneously requests that the Criminal 
Practice Committee examine and make recommendations relating to Rule 1:2-
1(b), notwithstanding the opinion at State v. Lansing, 479 N.J. Super. 565, 324 
A.3d 1189 (App. Div. 2024).  

 Full Appellate opinion Criminal Law- Recent Cases Vercammen Law at 
https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2026/03/court-has-discretion-to-reject-
expert.html 

https://app.decisis.com/decisis?crid=8016f6ca-97e5-49a3-acb7-9cd88cd1cc4d
https://app.decisis.com/decisis?crid=8016f6ca-97e5-49a3-acb7-9cd88cd1cc4d
https://app.decisis.com/decisis?crid=8016f6ca-97e5-49a3-acb7-9cd88cd1cc4d
https://app.decisis.com/decisis?crid=8016f6ca-97e5-49a3-acb7-9cd88cd1cc4d
https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2026/03/court-has-discretion-to-reject-expert.html
https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2026/03/court-has-discretion-to-reject-expert.html


10 Failure to activate body worn cameras (BWCs) not a constitutional 
violation State v Seligman 480 N.J. Super. 509 (App. Div 2025) 

      Defendant appeals from the denial of his motion to suppress evidence seized 
during the search of his residence pursuant to a “knock and announce” 
warrant.  The police officers executing the warrant did not activate their body 
worn cameras (BWCs) until the moment they forcibly breached the door with a 
battering ram, and therefore, did not electronically record their compliance with 
the knock-and-announce rule as required by Attorney General 
directives.  Defendant asks us to create a new rule of law whereby evidence is 
suppressed when an officer violates an Attorney General directive while 
executing a knock-and-announce search warrant.  In the alternative, defendant 
contends the trial court should have drawn an adverse inference against the 
State and, ultimately, erred in finding that police complied with the knock-and-
announce rule based on an officer’s testimony that was not supported by a BWC 
recording.    
        The Appellate Court agrees with the motion judge that the failure to comply 
with an Attorney General directive does not constitute a constitutional 
violation.  Defendant cites no authority for the proposition that a violation of an 
Attorney General directive triggers the exclusionary rule when, as in this 
instance, the directive imposes a procedural requirement that neither the United 
States nor New Jersey Constitutions impose.  The court declines defendant’s 
invitation to create any such new legal principle. 
        In reaching that conclusion, the court notes the Legislature did not include 
a suppression remedy in the statute that now governs police use of BWCs, 
N.J.S.A. 40A-118.5.  That statute incorporates guidelines or directives 
promulgated by the Attorney General about when BWCs should be 
activated.  See N.J.S.A. 40A:14-1-118.5©(1).  Instead of requiring suppression, 
the statute creates a “rebuttable presumption that exculpatory evidence was 
destroyed or not captured in favor of a defendant” when a law enforcement officer 
fails to adhere to BWC recording requirements.  N.J.S.A. 40A:14-118.5(q).   
          The court holds this rebuttable presumption applies in suppression 
hearings and not just trials but concludes it does not apply in this case because 
the BWC statute applies prospectively and did not take effect until after the 
present search warrant was executed.  The court ultimately concludes there is 
sufficient credible evidence in the record to support the motion judge’s finding 
that police did in fact knock and announce their identity and intent before using 
force to execute the search warrant.       Full opinion Criminal Law- Recent Cases 
Vercammen Law at https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2026/03/failure-to-
activate-body-worn-cameras.html 
 

https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2026/03/failure-to-activate-body-worn-cameras.html
https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2026/03/failure-to-activate-body-worn-cameras.html


11 Defendants in Domestic Violence case may invoke the privilege against 
self-incrimination in response to specific questions M.A. v. J.H.M 260 N.J. 
522 (2025) 

      Although the Fifth Amendment does not afford a defendant in a PDVA FRO 
hearing blanket immunity, a defendant may invoke the privilege against self-
incrimination in response to specific questions that raise reasonable risks of self-
incrimination, and no adverse inference may be drawn from the exercise of that 
right. The PDVA immunity provision contained in N.J.S.A. 2C:25-29(a) is not 
coextensive with the privilege against self-incrimination and is therefore 
insufficient to safeguard a defendant’s rights under the Fifth Amendment.  Full 
opinion Criminal Law- Recent Cases Vercammen Law at 
https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2026/03/defendants-in-domestic-violence-
case.html 

12 Automobile search exception for Police did not apply to backpack State 
v Bryant  482 N.J. Super. 37 (App. Div. 2025) 
 
     Defendant was charged with the illegal possession of a firearm and other 
offenses.  He appeals the denial of his motion to suppress a gun that police found 
after opening his companion's backpack without a search warrant.  

     Two police officers encountered the companion on the street after she and 
defendant got out of a parked car that had been described in a Be-On-the-
Lookout (BOLO) report of a recent shooting.  After defendant fled the scene, the 
police handcuffed the companion and put her in the back seat of a police 
car.  The police then secured her belongings, including her backpack, in the front 
seat of the squad car.  She told the police she thought defendant had put a 
weapon in her backpack at an earlier time.  The police immediately opened the 
backpack without seeking a warrant.  

     The prosecution solely invoked the automobile and the exigent circumstances 
exceptions to the warrant requirement and did not rely on consent-to-search nor 
other exceptions.  

     In reversing the suppression denial, the court holds: (1) defendant had 
standing to challenge the backpack search; (2) the automobile exception to the 
constitutional warrant requirement does not apply because the backpack was not 
the fruit of the automobile search; and (3) the State failed to demonstrate exigent 
circumstances to justify the immediate necessity to open the backpack, which 
was secured in a police car and not accessible to the either the handcuffed 
companion or defendant. 

https://www.njcourts.gov/system/files/court-opinions/2025/a_1_24.pdf
https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2026/03/defendants-in-domestic-violence-case.html
https://njcriminallaw.blogspot.com/2026/03/defendants-in-domestic-violence-case.html


13   Foreign Defendant permitted to appear virtual where not permitted in 
US State v Reyes-Rodriguez 480 N.J. Super. 526 (App. Div. 2025) 

        In this interlocutory appeal, the Appellate court considers the propriety of a 
bench warrant issued by the Law Division following defendant’s failure to appear 
in person for a pretrial conference, even though he appeared virtually at this 
conference and nearly all prior court hearings.  A non-citizen of the United States 
and Mexican national, defendant was deported after he was indicted for third-
degree endangering the welfare of a child, N.J.S.A. 2C:24-4(a)(1), and fourth-
degree criminal sexual contact, N.J.S.A. 2C:14-3(b).  The motion judge issued 
the bench warrant, at the State’s request, to serve as a detainer should defendant 
illegally reenter the United States or if the State elected to extradite defendant 
from Mexico.  The State thereafter acknowledged it was unlikely to extradite 
defendant on the third- and fourth-degree charges.  The motion judge denied 
defendant’s ensuing motion to vacate the bench warrant and dismiss the 
indictment. 

       On appeal, the App court affirmed the order denying defendant’s motion to 
dismiss the indictment, but reversed and remanded for the motion judge to vacate 
the bench warrant and permit defendant to appear remotely at all proceedings, 
including trial.  The court was persuaded, under the evolving jurisprudence, the 
judge erroneously denied defendant’s reasonable request to appear virtually at 
an otherwise in-person trial in view of defendant’s inability to legally reenter the 
United States and physically appear in court.  The App court concluded 
defendant’s virtual appearance is a reasonable accommodation given the 
circumstances presented in this case, not only to afford defendant an opportunity 
to contest the charges, but also to ensure the victim’s rights are protected.   
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2:  Criminal Municipal  Representation
Mun Ct Questionnaire Q 

VercammenLaw
PLEASE TYPE UP PAGES 1 & 2 OF OUR 
INTERVIEW FORM AND EMAIL TO OUR 
OFFICE.

Save as a word or text document with 
your last name, not a pdf. 
Email back with your name in subject 
line. 
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3. INTERVIEW FORM 
NAME ____________________________________________________

CELL #(_____)_________________     E-MAIL ___________________

Referred By: __________________________________  
If referred by a person, is this a client or attorney?

WHAT ARE YOU CHARGED WITH Most serious first #
[At some point email provide tickets, and other important papers to office]

Entire Summons # or Ticket Number 
__________________ 

Type of violation [most serious first  Criminal starts with 2C, traffic starts with 
39:4- ________________________



4

4 What Happened:        _____________________________________

What did you tell the police? 
[not statement _______________________________________
___________________________________________

Occupation: _____________ Employer: ____________ 
[can they afford you?]

Your Age _____

Prior criminal charges, [arrests] or convictions, even if charges 
dismissed __________________________

If you are not a US Citizen, please write here: __

What questions do you have/ how can we help you and anything 
else important: ___________________________
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5. RPC 1.9 … WHAT YOUR ATTORNEY CAN DO FOR YOU
-AGREEMENT TO PROVIDE MUNICIPAL COURT LEGAL 
SERVICES

Thank you for contacting Kenneth Vercammen & Associates, PC 
for representation in a Criminal matter.  This agreement is made between  
____________________________ referred to as "You", and the Kenneth 
Vercammen & Associates

1.  Legal Services To Be Provided.  We  will represent you in 
connection with the charges pending against you in the 
______________________________  Court, provided all legal fees are 
paid. 
Our fee for such representation is __________________. 

2.  Fees.  Fees can be paid by VISA, Master Card, American Express, 
check, money order or cash.  Make checks payable to Kenneth 
Vercammen PC. Fee is due by _____________________.
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6. What we will do – Criminal ……
• Review and research necessary statutes 

and caselaw, contact the prosecutor, 
prepare defenses and determine 
mitigating factors.    
1. Telephone consultation with client;
2. Office consultation with client;
3. Preparation of letter of 
representation to Superior Court;
4. Preparation of discovery letter to 
Prosecutor Office;
5. Preparation of statement to 
provide legal services;
6. Copies of all correspondence to 
Court and Prosecutor to client;
7. Opening of file;
8. Representation at Pre-
Arraignment Conference;
9. Representation at Arraignment;
10. Representation at Scheduling 
Conference;
11. Representation at Plea 
Agreement;
12. Representation at Sentencing;

• 13. Review of necessary 
Statutes and Case Law;
14. Follow up with Prosecutor 
for Discovery;
15. Prepare defense and 
mitigating factors;
16. Miscellaneous  
correspondence, preparation and 
drafting of Pleadings =and legal  
documents;
17. Review of Discovery;
18. Travel to Superior Court;
19. Representation in Superior 
Court;
20. Motion to Suppress 
Evidence/Statements if applicable;
21. Provide copy of Discovery 
and all correspondence from 
Prosecutor to client;
22. Negotiating with Prosecutor;
23. Preparation of sentencing 
letter;
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7. Costs and Expenses.  -
In addition to legal fees, you must 

pay the following costs and expenses 
up front:

……Experts' fees, court costs, 
investigator costs, witness fees, police 
discovery costs, messenger services, 
and other necessary expenses in this 
matter.
At end- what we will not do
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8. Client’s Responsibility- Please read 
carefully and follow instructions to help us 
help you:
1. You must fully cooperate with the Law Firm and provide all 
information relevant to the issues involved in this matter. You must fill 
out the Interview Sheet accurately. If you do not provide accurate 
information to the court and our law office, you may expose yourself to 
higher fines and penalties.  
2. You must contact the Court with questions regarding Zoom,
not the law office
3. Going to Court- Dress nice.  You must bring all your original papers 
and entire file of all documents and letters you have received from our 
office, the Court, police and the any other entity connected to your case 
whenever you come to the law office, to court, or other appearances 
where both you and your attorney will be present. …..



9

9. Request for Complete Discovery
Email to To: Municipal Prosecutor

cc Court Administrator
RE: State v
Summons:  
Offense:

Please enter my appearance for said defendant and a plea of "NOT GUILTY".   
Demand is made that the Prosecutor and Police provide us with discovery 

pursuant to Rule 3:13-3, Rule 7:7-7(b). Please forward to me all documents which you 
have in your possession or which are in the possession of any law enforcement agency 
or the complainant pertaining to my client.  
Please preserve any video and advise if there is a video of the stop or arrest. .. Demand 

is made for a speedy trial. 
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10. NOTICE OF Pretrial Motions CDS , DWI blood

Suppress Evidence
Miranda/Privilege
Exclude Lab Tests and Demand for notes and Operator 

Manuals
Discovery
Reciprocal Discovery

Defense experts: 
Speedy trial

Notice of Objection to Lab Reports 2C:35-19
Punishment
Vagueness
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11. Weekly email demand for discovery, 
then motion to compel discovery
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12 Misc legal briefs to court and prosecutor 
on weekly basis
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13 Zoom Hearing 
Notice

Please be advised your 
ONLINE hearing has been scheduled 
for: __ 

You must be promptly present  with a phone and AT A LAPTOP  and 

prepared to proceed at that time. the court will send you the zoom link a day or 
two before court date. Please provide the court now with your email. The court 
will send you the Zoom link, not the law office.
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14.    In person Hearing Notice
location:

Dear Client:
Please be advised your hearing has been scheduled for:

Date/Time: 

You must be promptly present in court and prepared to proceed at that time. 
You are reminded that every time you go to Court or come to our office, you 

should bring your entire file with all documents and letters you have received from our 
office, the Court, police, and anything else applicable to your case. In addition to bringing 
your file, we recommend that you bring a magazine or some light reading because the 
courts often take recesses and delays often occur.

When you arrive, please check in. Hearing times are often delayed. If by 
chance, I or the attorney in my office handling the hearing is not at the hearing room 
when you arrive, please do not panic.. ………..
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15 Call police department while driving to 
court…… I have a case with Officer Smith, 
is he available?
? No, he is on disability or leave
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16 End of Case Letter
Thank you for selecting our office

End of case letter
Dear

Thank you again for allowing our office to be of service to you. We hope 
you are satisfied with the outcome of this case.  Email any questions you 
have.

We look forward to helping you and your family in the future. We 
welcome additional business and request referrals for:

1)  Municipal Court
2) Wills, Power of Attorney, Living Wills and Estate Planning.
3) Traffic Tickets and DWI.
4) Criminal cases
5) Probate 
6) Administration of Estates

If you have questions in the future, please email your questions to our 
office and include your cell number. We will call you back.
If you were happy, please write a good review on Google …



17

17 CLIENT QUESTIONNAIRE- End of Case
-Were you always treated courteously on the telephone when you called? ______ 

- Were you courteously treated by staff working on your file? ______ 
-Would you use our firm again if you had another legal problem? Please give us your 
comments.  [use back of page if more space needed] _______________________ 

-Would you recommend our firm to a friend, relative or business associate who needed a 
lawyer? Please give us your comments.       

_______________________________________________________________

-May we use your comments  as testimonial in our newsletter and  website?  
Yes ______    No ______
-Please rate how you feel about the overall quality of the legal services you received. 

Excellent ____; Good ____; Adequate _____ Fair _____; Poor _____
-. Were you satisfied with the outcome of your case/matter?

Yes, because ________________________________________
No, because  _________________________.  



18

18 End of Case Client Questionnaire- Page 2-
marketing
12. Suggest ways in which any of our services might be improved. Is there 
anything you feel we should have done for you that we did  not do? What did you 
dislike about your experience, or the way we do things?      
_____________________________________________________________

13 Suggest additional services that you would like us to provide now or in 
the future: ____________________________
14 Check items that you would like to receive from our firm:

______ General brochure describing firm services      ______ Lawyer bio info 
__ 1.  WHAT TO DO IN AN  AUTOMOBILE ACCIDENT  __11. PROBATE & ESTATE ADMINISTRATION  
__ 2.  WILLS - Protecting Loved Ones. __12. LIVING WILLS and ADVANCE DIRECTIVES.
__  3.  MUNICIPAL COURT. __13. COMPELLING CAR INSURANCE TO PAY BILLS
__  4.  PERSONAL INJURY CASES. __14.  CAR INSURANCE/ VERBAL THRESHOLD
__  5.  COOPERATING WITH YOUR ATTORNEY. __15. DWI PENALTIES.
__  6.  TRAFFIC FINES AND PENALTIES. __16. DRIVING WHILE SUSPENDED.
__  7.  REAL ESTATE SALES. __17. POWER OF ATTORNEY.
__  8.  MVC POINTS AFTER TRAFFIC VIOLATIONS __18. TRUSTS
__  9.  WORKER'S COMPENSATION __19. EXPUNGEMENT OF CRIMINAL ARRESTS
__ 10. STARTING YOUR OWN BUSINESS. __20. FIRM BROCHURE AND WEBSITE
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19. Thank you for Referral email to another attorney 
TO:  Attorney ___________________________________________

REFERRAL OF:  __________________________________
Thank you very much for referring the above potential client to us.  We 

are most appreciative of your expression of confidence in us. Client 
recommendation is a very important source of new clients to us.  We are grateful 
for your recommendation.  

We continue to accept probate, municipal court, criminal, and other 
serious legal matters. Any matter handled by this firm will be handled in an 
efficient and courteous manner after we are retained.

We shall do our best to justify your recommendation.  If I can be of 
further service to you in the future please do not hesitate to contact me. Please 
visit our website at www.njlaws.com for articles and information of interest to 
attorneys.

Comments: _________________________________________________
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20. REFERRAL OUT TO ANOTHER ATTORNEY
To:  Attorney ______________________________

Type of Case:  ______________________________________

Referral of _________________________________________

The above referenced individual has contacted me in a professional relationship.  
I have provided them with your name and phone number as a referral. Please call them. I 
am confident you can handle this matter in an efficient and courteous manner and provide 
excellent representation.  Please advise me via fax whether this potential client contacts 
your office.  Please advise via fax after four days.  If appointment set, please fax back 
below.

If I can ever be of service to you in the future, please do not hesitate to contact 
me.  We welcome referrals for:

- Criminal/  Municipal Court & DWI 
- Probate , Estate Administration & Contested Litigation

Very truly yours,

KENNETH VERCAMMEN
Date and Time of Appointment:  ___________________________________

Never Contacted our Office:  _________________________________________________

Canceled Appointment:  _____________________________________________________
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21. Recommend Expungements/Erase 
criminal charges

Dear :
If someone has been arrested or even had a private criminal complaint 

signed against them in the Criminal Court, they have a criminal record, even if the 
charges were dismissed. 

Under NJSA 2C:52-1 et seq. past criminal arrests and convictions can 
be expunged/ erased under certain instances. We always recommend individuals 
hire an attorney to obtain an Expungements. The process for all expungement 
are held in the Superior Court. 

The requirements are very formal. There can be a waiting period between 6 
months up to 10 years after the criminal cases is finished.

When retaining the attorney, obtain a "certified disposition" of the court's 
decision, from the Court itself.  Court costs and Legal fees for expungements 
range from $1,500- $2,500.
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22 No Representation- [YOU ARE CRAZY    OR 
WANT TO SUE THE POLICE ]

Dear 

Thank you for contacting my office in connection with the above matter.  
We will not be able to serve as your attorney in your matter. We are required by 
Supreme Court decisions to send you this letter to state we will not open a file 
and will not take any action.

You may have legal rights, responsibilities and remedies that you wish to 
pursue. Under New Jersey law formal suit must be filed within the applicable 
statute of limitations. You may be subject to the 90 day Tort claims act.  There 
may be other statutory limitations which pertain to your matter. If a lawsuit is not 
filed within the statute of limitations, it will be forever barred. We are not advising 
you that you do not have a case, but that this office has decided it will not handle 
the case.  

We recommend you speak with another attorney immediately to possibly 
retain an attorney to preserve any of your rights and responsibilities in your case.  
The phone number of the Middlesex County Bar, Lawyer Referral is 732-828-
0053.  
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Questions:
fax questions to Ken V at 732-572-0030  
and include your cell number for call back 
after 6pm or email but include a cell 
number
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24Social Networking 
websites for new 

business and 
exposure and Profiles:

Facebook

Google 

YouTube

Twitter

Free Legal sites:

Avvo Legal rating

Justia Lawyer Directory

Non- legal sites:

Blogger is google owned   
blog-publishing service

Yelp for Business Owners



25

Vercammen
family dog 
invites you 

to the Summer 
Happy Hour
Bar Anticipation
August 7, 2026
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25 b. If you want a copy of this 
PowerPoint, which is not in the 
materials, send an email to 
VercammenLaw@njlaws.com
For articles and information on Municipal 

court & criminal defense visit 

www.njlaws.com
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Major Cases and Laws in Municipal 
Court & DWI

Kenneth Vercammen, Esq.
2053 Woodbridge Ave.

Edison, NJ 08817 
PowerPoint & cases available: 

Email  VercammenLaw@Njlaws.com
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1. New DWI PENALTIES 
FOR OFFENSES 
as of April 3, 2025
39:4-50(a) 
Loss of DL Until interlock 
installed if less than 
.15BAC,then get license back
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2 New Rules for Pre-Court
Installation of Interlock Device
of persons pending a DWI
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3 Legal Plea bargains in DWI if
prosecutor and Judge are cool
about downgrade
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4. No more Stay on trials 
and Hearings on 
reliability of new DWI 
Alcotest 9510 Machine 
9510 
State v. Cunningham
dismissed
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4 For prior DWI between 2008-2016,
Prosecutor must provide discovery
indicating whether the defendant is a
Dennis-affected defendant
State v. Zingis 251 N.J. 502 (2024)
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5 DRE in DWI cases requires a
12 step process
State v. Olenowski
253 N.J. 133 (2023 )
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Vercammen
family dog 
invites you 

to the  
Happy Hour

August 7, 2026
Belmar, NJ
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For copy of PowerPoint or Free email 
newsletter on new cases on Municipal 

Court VercammenLaw@Njlaws.com
Future Questions?

fax Ken V at 732-572-0030 & include 
your cell number so we can call your cell 

after 6pm
For articles and information on criminal 

defense visit www.njlaws.com
Kenneth Vercammen, Esq. Edison, NJ
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