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PER CURIAM

In this residential foreclosure matter, defendant Ann M. Jennings appeals
from the May 9, 2024 Chancery Division order denying her motion to vacate the
March 7, 2024 final judgment entered in favor of plaintiff Wilmington Savings
Fund Society, FSB, as Trustee of Wampus Mortgage Loan Trust. Because
defendant did not provide a transcript of the court's oral decision on the motion,
we dismiss the appeal.

After plaintiff obtained final judgment by default, defendant moved to
vacate the judgment, which plaintiff opposed. On May 9, 2024, the judge
decided the motion on the papers and entered plaintiff's form order denying the
motion. The order neither included reasons for the judge's decision, nor stated

the basis for the decision was orally placed on the record.
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In her appellate case information statement (CIS),' defendant indicated
the motion judge did not issue either oral or written findings or an opinion.
Thus, defendant did not request the transcript as required by Rule 2:5-1(g). On
appeal, defendant solely argues the judge abused his discretion by failing to
issue a written or oral opinion or memorandum decision, contrary to Rule 1:7-
+.

Plaintiff's responding brief indicates counsel inquired of the judge's
chambers and was advised the judge issued an oral decision on the record on
May 10, 2024.

Upon commencing an appeal, the appellant is required to file and serve a
request for the preparation of the transcript of the proceedings before the court
from which the appeal is taken. R. 2:5-1(a)(2) and (g). Because the trial court
record is essential to our determination of issues raised on appeal, we are not

"obliged to attempt review of an issue when the relevant portions of the [trial

court] record are not included" on appeal. Cmty. Hosp. Grp. v. Blume

' The CIS contains an advisement: "Caution: Before you indicate that there
was neither findings nor an opinion, you should inquire of the trial judge to
determine whether findings or an opinion was placed on the record out of
counsel's presence or whether the judge will be filing a statement or opinion
pursuant to R[ule] 2:5-1([d])."
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Goldfaden Berkowitz Donnelly Fried & Forte, P.C., 381 N.J. Super. 119, 127

(App. Div. 2005).

Although the May 9, 2023 order did not indicate the reasons for the
decision were placed on the record, that omission appears to be an oversight.
Because defendant elected not to obtain the transcript of the May 10, 2023 oral
decision critical to our review of her contentions, we decline to address the
merits of her appeal.

Dismissed.
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