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PER CURIAM
In a two-count complaint alleging a private nuisance and negligence,

plaintiff Angelo Arena sought punitive and compensatory damages from



defendant Pawel Wroblewski, who lived in a residence below his apartment.
Plaintiff claimed that defendant spat on his door, an event purportedly captured
on video.

Judge Mary K. Costello presided over a non-jury trial and after
considering the parties' testimony and the documentary and video evidence,
dismissed plaintiff's complaint in a January 3, 2020 order. In her accompanying
oral decision, Judge Costello accepted defendant's version of events that he
merely approached plaintiff's door to explore a noise disturbance emanating near
plaintiff's apartment and did not spit on his door. The court explained:

I see absolutely no evidence of anything tortious, . . . or
illegal, I don't see a trespass. I don't see any damage to
property. I don't see anything but a man who walks up,
looks up at the keyhole, looks down and walks away.
For that reason[,] I'm dismissing your complaint. You
have failed to prove any cause of action cognizable in
any court in New Jersey . . . .

On appeal, plaintiff challenges the court's factual findings and legal
conclusions and also claims the court conducted the proceedings contrary to the
Rules of Court. We have reviewed the record, including the video evidence, and
conclude that plaintiff's arguments are without sufficient merit to warrant

discussion in a written opinion, R. 2:11-3(e)(1)(E), and affirm for the reasons

expressed in Judge Costello's January 3, 2020 oral decision.
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Affirmed.
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