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FILED

November 8, 2019

Hon, Thomas Daniel McC!oskey, J.S.C.

SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY
LAW DIVISION - MIDDLESEX COUNTY
DOCKET NO. W-001888-89

MARLENE CARIDE,!

COMMISSIONER OF THE NEW

JERSEY DEPARTMENT OF BANKING
AND INSURANCE, '

Plaintiff,

'

STUART GARBER,

Defendant.

" Civil Action

ORDER REVIVING JUDGMENT

This matter having been opened to the Court by the

Attorney General of New Jersey, Gurbir S. Grewal, Deputy Attorney

General Ashleigh B. Shelton appearing, for Plaintiff, Marlene

! Pursuant to R. 4:34-4, the caption has been revised to reflect the current

Commissioner of the Department,




Caride, Commissioner of the New Jersey Department of Banking &

Insurance ("Plaintiff"), and the Court, having considered the

certifications submitted in support herein; and for good cause

shown; .

IT IS on this 8th day of November, 2019

ORDERED, that judgment J-267867-99, entered on October 22,

1999, in the amocunt of $550.00, in favor of the Plaintiff, is

hereby revived and the lien continued against the Defendant Stuart

Garber, pursuant to W.J.3.A. 2A:14-5; and

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, that the revived judgment reflect the’

current amount due of $560.30, which includes $343.00 in unpaid

principal, and $217.30 of post judgment interest, pursuant to R.

4:42—11; and

.IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, that within 10 days from rdceipt of

this Order, the Plaintiff’s attorney shall serve the Defendant

with a true and correct copy of this Order by regular and certified mail,

RRR.
/s/“Hon. Thomas Daniel McCloskey, J.S.C.
In accordance with R. 1:6-2(a), this motion was:
opposed . Having reviewed the above motion,
' I find it to be meritorious on its face
X - and is unopposed. Pursuant to R. 1:6-2,
unopposed

it therefore will be granted essentially-
for the reasons set forth in the moving
papers, N




