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PER CURIAM 

 

This is a supplemental opinion to our prior unreported decision, P.T. v. 

A.T., No. A-1211-19 (App. Div. May 5, 2021).  In that opinion we reversed the 
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latest order in a series of orders imposing a "temporary suspension" of 

defendant's parenting time and remanded for immediate entry of an order that, 

among other things, scheduled an evidentiary hearing regarding whether 

defendant was entitled to unsupervised parenting time.  We provided both 

parties an opportunity to file a supplemental brief stating whether he or she 

objected to the order issued after the evidentiary hearing and, if so, the basis of 

any objections.   

After conducting the required evidentiary hearing, the trial court issued 

an order on May 26, 2021, granting defendant unsupervised parenting time and 

setting forth a parenting-time plan.  Plaintiff submitted a letter stating she 

accepted the trial court's determinations and parenting-time plan.  Defendant 

submitted a brief in which he raised arguments regarding the parenting-time 

plan, specifically regarding the scheduling and amount of parenting time he 

should have, his access to the minor's other activities and records, and his ability 

to take the minor out of the country.       

Because the issues defendant now raises go beyond the subject of this 

appeal – whether he was entitled to unsupervised parenting time – we do not 

address them.  Defendant may pursue those issues in the trial court by way of 

motion in accordance with applicable court rules and procedures.  Because the 
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trial court conducted an evidentiary hearing and issued an order in conformity 

with our mandate, we affirm the grant of unsupervised parenting time to 

defendant in the May 26, 2021 order.    

Affirmed and remanded for proceedings consistent with this opinion.  We 

do not retain jurisdiction.   

 


