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PER CURIAM 
 
 In this post-judgment matrimonial matter, defendant Glenn Teabo appeals 

from the Family Part's June 28, 2019 order granting attorney's fees and costs to 
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his former wife, plaintiff Eleanor Teabo, now known as Eleanor Flecker.1   

Plaintiff incurred the fees and costs in connection with motion practice arising 

from an unsuccessful application defendant filed seeking information from a 

title insurance company about plaintiff's refinancing of the former marital home.  

The refinancing occurred pursuant to an April 14, 2000 court order, which 

permitted plaintiff to "buy out" defendant's interest in the residence.  

 Defendant argues the Family Part judge "erroneously and capriciously 

awarded" counsel fees and costs to plaintiff's attorney.  We disagree.  

Our scope of review is limited.  We will not disturb a counsel fee award 

in a matrimonial case under Rule 4:42-9(a)(1) and Rule 5:3-5(c) except "on the 

'rarest occasion,' and then only because of clear abuse of discretion."  Strahan v. 

Strahan, 402 N.J. Super. 298, 317 (App. Div. 2008) (quoting Rendine v. Pantzer, 

141 N.J. 292, 317 (1995)).  Defendant has demonstrated no such abuse of 

discretion here, nor any misapplication of the law.  We affirm the fee award in 

its entirety, substantially for the reasons articulated in the Family Part judge's 

detailed written order. 

 Affirmed. 
 
 
 

 
1  The court awarded plaintiff $1740 in attorneys' fees, and $50 in costs.  

 


