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 The parties to this domestic violence action – plaintiff A.L.R. (Andrea, a 

fictitious name) and defendant J.P.P. (James, also fictitious) – were in a dating 

relationship from May 2017 until the August 2018 event in question.  After 

hearing the parties' testimony over the course of a two-day final hearing, and 

after hearing closing arguments,1 the judge found that James assaulted Andrea 

and that a final restraining order (FRO) was required to protect her from further 

domestic violence. 

 James appeals, arguing in a single point that the trial judge "abused [his] 

discretion when [he] granted [Andrea's] request for a [FRO] under the 

Prevention of Domestic Violence Act," N.J.S.A. 2C:25-17 to -35.  In essence, 

James argues that the evidence was insufficient to support the judge's finding 

that James physically assaulted Andrea on the day their dating relationship 

ended.  In so arguing, James contends that the judge erred in finding Andrea 

credible.  We find insufficient merit in this or any other arguments that might 

be discerned from James's brief to warrant further discussion in a written 

opinion.  R. 2:11-3(e)(1)(E).  We add only a few brief comments. 

Although the parties offered different versions of what occurred, Judge 

Ralph E. Amirata found – based on his determination that Andrea was the more 

                                           
1  Only James was represented by counsel. 
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credible witness – that after a verbal altercation in Andrea's residence, James 

grabbed Andrea's keys and other property and, in the judge's words, "headed 

down the road . . . in a rapid fashion" with Andrea in pursuit.  When she caught 

up, Andrea "reached out to grab her keys and grab her items back" and was 

"met" by James's elbow to her face.  James then "grabb[ed]" Andrea "in the 

throat area" and "put[]" her "to the ground."  The judge reached the logical 

conclusion from these circumstances that James assaulted Andrea. 

We have been presented with no good reason for second guessing the 

judge's findings or his determination, after hearing and see both parties testify, 

that Andrea was more credible than James.  Indeed, our standard of review 

requires deference to such findings when supported, as here, by "adequate, 

substantial and credible evidence."  Cesare v. Cesare, 154 N.J. 394, 411-12 

(1998). 

 Affirmed. 

 

 
 


