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On appeal from Superior Court of New Jersey, 
Law Division, Bergen County, Docket No.   
L-4828-13.  
 
Harry D. McEnroe argued the cause for 
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and respondents (in A-1232-15) (Tompkins, 
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briefs; Richard A. Ulsamer, on the brief). 
 
Stuart Reiser, appellant (in A-1232-15) and 
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pro se (Shapiro, Croland, Reiser, Apfel & Di 
Iorio, LLP, attorneys; Stuart Reiser, of 
counsel; Gregory S. Tabakman, on the brief). 
 
Meredith Kaplan Stoma argued the cause for 
respondent/cross-appellant (in A-0936-15) and 
respondent (in A-1232-15) (Morgan, Melhuish, 
Abrutyn, attorneys; Meredith Kaplan Stoma, of 
counsel and on the brief; Jeffrey S. Leonard, 
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PER CURIAM 
 
 We have been advised that this matter has been amicably 

adjusted and the parties have stipulated to the dismissal of this 

appeal.  Accordingly, the appeal is dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
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