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ISSUES FOR CONSIDERATION WHEN A SPECIAL NEEDS CHILD/YOUNG 
ADULT IS PART OF A DIVORCE

Hon. Andrew M. Baron
The thoughts here are the personal views of Mr. Baron and are not to be interpreted as official policy of 

the Office of Administrative Law

I. What is FAPE, IDEA, Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act, and IEP?
A. FAPE - Free and Appropriate Public Education (20 USC Sect. 1401 and 

Sect. 1412)
B. IDEA - Individuals with Disabilities Education Act-(20 USC Sect. 1400 and 

34 CFR Sect. 300)
C. Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act
D. IEP- Individualized Education Plan
E. Role of Parents in Meetings with Child Study Team

II. Negotiating A Marital Settlement Agreement and the Impact on a Special 
Needs Child/Young Adult
A. Presenting a united front to the school district (best interests)
B. Putting financial differences aside for the sake of the child
C. When are additional/compensatory services appropriate, and should an 

out-of-district option be explored?
D. Impact on custody arrangement
E. Education services through age 21 and what happens after

III. Other Government and Related Services
A. Eligibility for Housing Financial Assistance through the Department of 

Developmental Disabilities (DDD)
B. PCA (Personal Care Assistance) payments
C. Social Security Disability and SSI

IV. Trust Agreements
A. Property
B. Administration
C. Payments to Minors or Disabled Beneficiaries
D. Powers of Trustee/Successor Trustee
E. Spendthrift provisions
F. Accounting
G. Entire Agreement and Severability
H. Notice
I. Survival requirements
J. Irrevocability
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V. Considerations when one or both parents are disabled

VI. Malpractice concerns

VII.Seek and interview potential mediators who have experience with the unique 
needs of special needs children/young adults

VIII.Who will be responsible when parents age or move away?

2



Support for Unemancipated Disabled Children: Considerations for Family Law Attorneys 
By: Lauren A. Miceli, Esq. 

 
As family law practitioners, crafting settlement agreements is part of our bread and 

butter. But we do so (mostly) with two parents who have able bodied children, with no significant 
disabilities or special needs. So, our agreements are tailored to reflect “ordinary” circumstances. 
Representing clients who have disabled children, whether that disability be physical or mental, 
presents challenges and requires we deviate from our ordinary agreements and our ordinary 
arguments to the Court.  

 
In the context of child support for a disabled child, whether crafting a final negotiated 

agreement or an argument before the Court, we must get to the heart of the child’s disability 
and how a deviation from the child support guidelines is almost certainly necessary.  Too, 
depending on the age of the child, we must lay the foundation for converting child support to 
continued financial maintenance upon the child reaching the age of emancipation.  We must craft 
resolutions for our clients that define the nature of their disabled child’s needs and define under 
what circumstances a disabled child will be emancipated or not. Unlike an able-bodied child, a 
special needs child may never move beyond the sphere of influence of his or her parents to be 
self-sufficient, and self-supporting as contemplated by law. Accordingly, the intention of this 
article is to be thought provoking about what we must consider when representing clients 
seeking or paying child support for special needs or disabled children in the dissolution or non-
dissolution context. 
 

A. Children Under the Age of 23 Receive Child Support: 
 

For families with a special needs child or children, child support is a particularly difficult 
issue to resolve. When establishing child support for a disabled child who is under the age of 
emancipation, practitioners must take a whole host of factors that able bodied children’s parents 
would not give a second thought. This is largely because child support may continue far into the 
future with the payment of financial maintenance.  

 
Four (of the many) significant factors we as practitioners must consider are (1) the nature 

of the child’s special needs; (2) what interventions or therapies will this child need to address his 
or her special needs; (3) what are the costs of those additional services and (4) at what point 
forecasted into the future, defines this child’s emancipation (or not). 
 
 As practitioners, filing under the FD or the FM dockets, when addressing the special needs 
of children, we must supply as much information as possible to the Court which, if a negotiated 
resolution is impossible, is going to make the ultimate decision as to the support of this disabled 
child.   
 

Child support is necessary to ensure parents provide for the "basic needs" of their 
children. Pascale v. Pascale, 140 N.J. 583, 590 (1995). According to N.J.S.A. 2A:17-56.52, child 
support is defined as: 



 
The amount required to be paid under a judgment, decree, or order, whether 
temporary, final or subject to modification, issued by the Superior Court, Chancery 
Division, Family Part or a court or administrative agency of competent jurisdiction 
of another state, for the support and maintenance of a child, or the support and 
maintenance of a child and the parent with whom the child is living, which 
provides monetary support, health care coverage, any arrearage or 
reimbursement, and which may include other related costs and fees, interest and 
penalties, income withholding, attorney’s fees and other relief. 
 
In the case of disabled children, their basic needs are going to be largely determined by 

nature of their disability and the mitigation of their symptoms. "The purpose of child support is 
to benefit children, not to protect or support either parent." J.S. v. L.S., 389 N.J. Super. 200, 205 
(App. Div. 2006). "In accordance with Rule 5:6A, [the] guidelines must be used as a rebuttable 
presumption to establish . . . all child support orders. The guidelines must be applied in all actions 
. . . ." Current N.J. Court Rules, Appendix IX-A to R. 5:6A, ¶ 2. "A rebuttable presumption means 
that an award based on the guidelines is assumed to be the correct amount of child support 
unless a party proves to the court that circumstances exist that make a guidelines-based award 
inappropriate in a specific case." Id.  

 
The Appendices to the Child Support Court Rule provides support for adjustments to a 

guidelines-based child support award. Specifically, in paragraph 21, there are factors listed for 
consideration which includes the “special needs of gifted or disabled children” the Court may, in 
its discretion, make an adjustment to a guidelines-based child support award. See, Current N.J. 
Court Rules, Appendix IX-A to R. 5:6A ¶ 2. In addition, adjustments may be made when there is a 
demonstration of “hidden costs of caring for children such as reduced income, decreased career 
opportunities, loss of time to shop economically, or loss of savings.” Id. This factor is particularly 
poignant in situations where one parent has completely foregone employment in order to devote 
time to the care and needs of a disabled child. 

 
 Extraordinary needs for the child may include some (if not all) of the following: 
 

a. Specialized therapies such as physical therapy, occupational therapy, speech 
therapy, considering the transportation obligations and the costs of the 
therapies both covered and uncovered by insurance; 

b. Specialized equipment and supplies like a wheelchair, an automobile with a 
wheelchair lift, lavatory lifts or hoists, including the cost of replacement for 
the equipment, the required maintenance whether yearly or monthly, and the 
necessary upgrades due to the age and growth of the child; 

c. Insurance costs, generally, including the costs of the plans, limitations of the 
plans (i.e. pre-authorizations, specialists, high deductible plans, etc.); 

d. Medications, cover and uncovered by insurance; 
e. Special dietary needs that inflate the monthly food budget for the family;  



f. Schooling Needs, including transportation to and from as well as tuition rates 
for attendance;  

g. In home, after school, before school, overnight, weekend, respite care; 
h. Home renovations and maintenance necessary to accommodate the special 

needs child, like ramps, widening hallways, entryways, chair lifts, etc.; and 
i. Vehicles, the purchase, and maintenance of accessible vehicles when public 

transportation is not an option. Vehicles may also require modifications to be 
accessible to the child, and who maintains primary ownership over the 
modified vehicle or is it shared between parents who share custody of the 
child. 

 
It is worth reviewing Paragraph 8 of the Child Support Appendix IX-A. This portion of the 

Appendix identifies what is and is not already assumed to be included in the child support 
guidelines.  “To qualify for a deviation based on average costs, a parent must show that the 
family's marginal spending on children for all items related to a consumption category differs 
from the average family (e.g., there are no housing costs).” Current N.J. Court Rules, Appendix 
IX-A to R. 5:6A ¶ 8.  

 
Additionally, in paragraph 9 of the same Appendix, expenses that may be added to the 

base child support award is considered as follows: 
 
d. Other Expenses Approved by the Court - These are predictable and recurring 
expenses for children that may not be incurred by average or intact families such 
as private elementary or secondary education, special needs of gifted or disabled 
children, and visitation transportation expenses. The addition of these expenses 
to the basic obligation must be approved by the court. If incurred, special 
expenses that are not predictable and recurring should be shared by the parents 
in proportion to their relative incomes (i.e., the sharing of these expenses should 
be addressed in the general language of the order or judgment). Special expenses 
not included in the award should be paid directly to the parent who made or will 
make the expenditure or to the provider of the goods or services. 
 
This appears to be the greatest sources of authority for seeking a deviation and upward 

modification of support for a disabled or special needs child. 
 

B. Children over the Age of 23 Receive Financial Maintenance: 
 

Child support does not continue (and will not be administered by the Probation 

Department) for a disabled child over the age of 23. That said, continued financial maintenance 

is specifically contemplated as a mechanism for a disabled child (over the age of emancipation) 

to continue receiving support from one or both of his/her parents.  

The term financial maintenance is first seen in N.J.S.A. 2A:17-56.67. Specifically, 

subsection (e) details as follows: 



e. Notwithstanding the provisions of this section, the obligation to pay child 
support shall terminate by operation of law when a child reaches 23 years of age. 
The Probation Division and the State IV-D agency shall cooperatively provide both 
parents with a written notice of termination at least 90 days prior to the 
termination date and, to the extent feasible, the Probation Division and the State 
IV-D agency shall cooperatively provide additional notice to the parents by text 
message, telephone message, or other electronic means. Nothing in this section 
shall be construed to: 

(1) prevent a child who is beyond 23 years of age from seeking a court 
order requiring the payment of other forms of financial maintenance or 
reimbursement from a parent as authorized by law to the extent that such 
financial maintenance or reimbursement is not payable or enforceable as 
child support as defined in section 3 of P.L.1998, c.1 (C.2A:17-56.52); or 

(2) prevent the court, upon application of a parent or child, from 
converting, due to exceptional circumstances including, but not limited to, 
a mental or physical disability, a child support obligation to another form 
of financial maintenance for a child who has reached the age of 23. 

Court Rule 5:6-9, outlines the mechanisms of addressing support and financial 

maintenance.  Specifically, subsections (g) and (h) detail as follows: 

(g) Support for a Child Beyond 23 Years of Age. Pursuant to N.J.S.A. 2A:17-56.14, 

N.J.S.A. 2A:17-56.67 et seq., and N.J.S.A. 2A:34-23:   

(1) A parent, or a child, may apply to the court for an order continuing the 

child support obligation, as well as the continuation of Title IV-D services, 

for a child with a severe physical or mental incapacity that causes the child 

to be financially dependent on a parent. The parental obligation to provide 

support for the child shall continue until the court finds that the child is 

relieved of the incapacity or is no longer financially dependent on the 

parent. In such cases, if the court order so provides, the Probation Division 

shall be required to provide full Title IV-D monitoring and enforcement 

services until further order of the court.   

(2) In cases where a child is over the age of 23 and has not established a 

Title IV-D case through the Probation Division, the obligor or obligee may 

apply for limited non-IV-D monitoring only services through the Probation 

Division, pursuant to the provisions of N.J.S.A. 2A:17-56.14 and R. 5:7-11. 

The Probation Division shall not be required to provide full Title IV-D 

enforcement services for such cases.   

(h) Financial Maintenance for a Child Beyond 23 Years of Age. Pursuant to N.J.S.A.  

2A:17-56.67 et seq. and N.J.S.A. 2A:34-23:   



(1) a child beyond 23 years of age may apply to the court for an order 

requiring the payment of financial maintenance or reimbursement from a 

parent;  

(2) a parent, or a child over the age of 23, may apply to the court for an 

order converting a child support obligation to another form of financial 

maintenance in exceptional circumstances, including but not limited to the 

child's physical or mental disability that existed prior to the date that the 

child reached the age of 23;  

(3) Any arrearages accrued prior to the date of termination or conversion 

shall remain due and enforceable by the obligee or Probation Division, as 

appropriate; and  

(4) Court-ordered financial maintenance or reimbursement from a parent 

shall not be payable or enforceable as child support. The Probation 

Division shall not be required to provide any establishment, monitoring or 

enforcement of such maintenance or reimbursement.   

The primary difference between support for a child called “child support” and support for 

a child called “financial maintenance” is that child support is usually collected and enforced 

through the Probation Department. Financial maintenance cannot be enforced or collected 

through Probation.  For child support, Probation has many extraordinary collection tools that are 

not available for enforcing other debts, such as tax offsets and license suspensions. 

When N.J.S.A.  2A:17-56.67 et seq. was enacted, the Legislature did leave, intact, N.J.S.A. 
2A:34-23(a), which provides guidance on how applications for continued financial maintenance 
should be crafted by practitioners and addressed by the Court: 
 

The obligation to pay support for a child who has not been emancipated by the 
court shall not terminate solely on the basis of the child's age if the child suffers 
from a severe mental or physical incapacity that causes the child to be financially 
dependent on a parent. The obligation to pay support for that child shall continue 
until the court finds that the child is relieved of the incapacity or is no longer 
financially dependent on the parent. However, in assessing the financial obligation 
of the parent, the court shall consider, in addition to the factors enumerated in 
this section, the child's eligibility for public benefits and services for people with 
disabilities and may make such orders, including an order involving the creation 
of a trust, as are necessary to promote the well-being of the child. 
 

Further, the factors in N.J.S.A. 2A:34-23(a) are:  
 

(1) the needs of the child;  
(2) the standard of living and economic circumstances of each parent;  



(3) the sources of income and assets of each parent;  
(4) the earning ability of each parent, including a parent's educational 
background, training, employment skills, work experience, custodial 
responsibility for children, including the cost of providing child care and the 
length of time and cost of each parent to obtain training or experience for 
appropriate employment;  
(5) the need and capacity of the child for education, including higher education;  
(6) the age and health of the child and each parent;  
(7) the income, assets and earning ability of the child;  
(8) the responsibility of the parents for the court-ordered support of others;  
(9) the reasonable debts and liabilities of each child and parent; and  
(10) any other factors the court may deem relevant. 
 

There are no guidelines for financial maintenance and there is no law that approves or 

disapproves of the Court’s use of the Child Support Guidelines to determine an award of a 

financial maintenance. N.J.S.A.  2A:17-56.67 et seq. says child support may be “converted” to 

financial maintenance. This suggests (but does not clearly state) the amount of child support at 

the time of conversion will be applied to the financial maintenance. 

The parent or child applying for financial maintenance should include a Case Information 

Statement to detail the household income, expenses, assets, and liabilities. This will help the 

court assess how much to award for financial maintenance. Be sure to include any expenses that 

are required because of the child’s disability as done when seeking a deviation from child support 

when the child was under 23 years of age.  

We should be advocating and requesting the financial maintenance award be the same 

amount as the child support was, or frankly seek an increase based on the adjustment of the 

child’s continued needs and cost of living. Certainly, justification for your request will need to 

show the Court why an increase makes sense (for example, a change in the income of one or 

both of the parents, or additional expenses in caring for the disabled adult child). 

Remember to include language for unexpected expenses or worsening of child’s medical 

condition.  A child with seizures may be walking, talking, and requiring minimal supports today, 

but one gran mal and they could be completely physically and mentally impaired tomorrow.   

C. Income that must be included in child support and financial maintenance calculations: 
 

It is not just the income of the parents that is factored into the guidelines or an application of 
financial maintenance, but also the benefits that are received by the child(ren) at issue.  
 

We should be asking our clients and finding out: 
 

1. Does the child hold substantial gainful employment? 
2. Is Medicaid providing benefits? 



3. Are SSI benefits received – under the age of 22? 
4. Are SSD benefits received – over the age of 23? 

 
Appendix IX-B to R. 5:6A identifies all sources of income to the child which must be considered 

when making our requests for child support and financial maintenance: 
 

Government Benefits for the Child - Government benefits for children fall into 
three categories. Each is described below along with its treatment in calculating 
child support.  
 
a. Means-tested benefits - Benefits based on the fact that the child or parent has 
minimal income and requires government assistance. This includes, but is not 
limited to, Temporary Assistance to Needy Families (TANF), Deficit Reduction Act 
(DEFRA), Refugee Assistance, rent subsidies, food stamps (SNAP), and 
Supplemental Security Income for the Aged, Blind or Disabled (SSI), kinship 
guardian subsidies. Means-tested benefits for the child are excluded as income 
(not counted for either parent).  
 
b. Derivative benefits - Benefits based on the contribution (e.g., work history,  
military service, disability, or retirement) of one of the parties is an essential factor 
in the child's eligibility for the benefit, without regard to family income. This 
includes but is not limited to Social Security Disability, Social Security Retirement, 
Black Lung, and Veteran's Administration benefits. The derivative benefit is 
counted as income (on Line 5) for the parent whose contribution is the source of 
the benefit. If the benefit is based upon contribution of the NonCustodial Parent, 
he or she will also receive a credit for the benefit (on Line 15).  
 
c. Other benefits - Benefits that are obtained without regard to family income or 
contribution (e.g., work history, military service, disability, or retirement) of either 
party. This includes, but is not limited to, adoption subsidies and Social Security 
benefits based on the work history of a non-party relative, such as a stepparent, 
grandparent, or deceased parent. This benefit is counted as income (on Line 5) for 
the parent who actually receives the financial benefit (usually the custodial 
parent). 

 
D. Where do you File an Application for Financial Maintenance? 

 
If the disabled adult child has been declared incapacitated by a court, and letters of 

guardianship issued, a motion to convert child support to financial maintenance should be filed 

in the New Jersey Superior Court–Probate Part through the Surrogate’s Office.  See, Rule 4:86-

7A. 



If there is no guardianship over the disabled adult child, the request by the parent or adult 

child to convert child support to financial maintenance should be filed in the New Jersey Superior 

Court–Family Part. 



Hon. Andrew M. Baron currently serves as an Administrative Law Judge for the 
State of New Jersey in the Newark office.

Since 2018, he has handled matters involving eligibility for food stamps (SNAP), 
emergency housing assistance, medicaid, special education, civil service 
discipline and termination cases, ordinary and accidental disability disputes, as 
well as other matters involving related challenges to issues brought by and 
against local, county and state government.

Judge Baron was in private practice for 28 years, serving from 2013 - 2017 as 
Managing partner of Kochanski, Baron and Galfy. His primary focus was litigation 
involving commercial disputes, equity and probate cases, family law, personal 
injury and real estate.

From 2006 - 2013, Judge Baron served as  a Municipal Court Judge for the City of 
Plainfield, where he handled over 250 domestic violence cases, as well as 
housing and criminal matters.

Judge Baron has also served as counsel to the Union County Division on Aging, 
Township Attorney for Scotch Plains, and Assistant Union County Counsel.

For the past five years, Judge Baron has also served as Adjunct Professor at 
Rutgers Newark School of Urban Affairs and Public Policy, where he teaches 
classes on Health Policy, Human Resource Management and Administrative 
Ethics.



Sam joined Berse Law in September 2017.  He had graduated cum laude from the Seton 

Hall University School of Law in 2015, and thereafter completed two clerkships: in 2015-16 for 

the Honorable Lisa M. Vignuolo, J.S.C. in the Superior Court of New Jersey, Middlesex County, 

Family Part, and in 2016-17 for retired Presiding Appellate Division Judge Marie P. Simonelli, 

P.J.A.D. (then-J.A.D.). 

 

Sam is admitted to the New Jersey State Bar, New York State Bar, and New Jersey Federal 

District Court.  He is a member of the New Jersey State Bar Association and serves as the Union 

County Representative for the Young Lawyers Division Executive Committee.  Sam also serves 

as the New Jersey Bar Foundation Union County Mock Trial Coordinator and is member of the 

Union County Bar Association, the Middlesex County Bar Association, the Aldona E. Appleton 

Family Law Inn of Court.  He is an active ESP Panelist in Middlesex County.  

 

While attending law school Sam served as a Notes Editor on the Seton Hall Legislative 

Journal and completed judicial internships for Justice Anne M. Patterson of the New Jersey 

Supreme Court, and Magistrate Judge Steven C. Mannion and District Judge Madeline Cox Arleo 

of the District Court of New Jersey.  Additionally, Mr. Berse worked in the in-house legal 

department of Amicus Therapeutics for two years and participated in the SDNY Representation in 

Mediation Practicum where he obtained one of the highest settlements in the program’s history for 

a client in a Title VII employment discrimination case. 

 

Although he now focuses his practice on family law matters, Sam is a Patent Attorney 

licensed before the United States Patent and Trademark Office, holds a Master of Biomedical 

Sciences degree from the Rutgers Graduate School of Biomedical Sciences (legacy-RWJ GSBS), 

and is a certified EMT-B. 

 

 Sam views his approach to the law as somewhat of a visionary.  Over the past several years, 

Sam co-authored a three-part article series for the New Jersey Family Lawyer magazine which 

focused on bankruptcy and debt collections in the context of divorce.  On April 2, 2020, Sam 

prevailed in the published Appellate Division opinion Amzler v. Amzler, 463 N.J. Super. 187 

(App. Div. 2020), where he successfully overturned an erroneous family part judge’s ruling and 

clarified a provision of the alimony statute; on June 9, 2020, he again prevailed in the published 

family part opinion C.N. v. S.R., 463 N.J. Super. 213 (Ch. Div. 2020), where the court held that, 

in the absence of a writing, partition of a residence remains an equitable remedy among unmarried, 

cohabitating intimates engaged in a joint venture.  On October 12, 2021, Sam prevailed in the 

Appellate Division opinion K.A. v. C.E., No. A-4471-19, where the panel affirmed the family 

part’s order, following a trial, which granted Probation wage garnishment for a child’s college 

tuition.  Most recently, Sam prevailed in Smiley v. Sheedy, A-2693-20 (App. Div. May 11, 2022), 

which remains the only cohabitation case since Temple v. Temple, 468 N.J. Super. 364 (App. Div. 

2021) where the family part’s order was reversed and remanded for discovery and an evidentiary 

hearing. 
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Alex Krasnomowitz is a Member of the Firm and a licensed Certi�ed Public Accountant in New
Jersey with over 20 years of experience.  He is a Certi�ed Valuation Analyst and member of the
American Institute of Certi�ed Public Accountants and the New Jersey Society of Certi�ed
Public Accountants.  Alex is also an advisory board member of the New Jersey Chapter of the
American Academy for Certi�ed Financial Litigators.

In his role on Smolin’s Forensic & Valuation team, Alex leverages his extensive track record and
experience servicing clients in both the private and public sectors to assist attorneys and
clients through their disputes.   Having worked as an auditor, a controller, and a litigation
consultant, Alex is able to bridge the gap between the services provided by the �rm and the
various business challenges his clients are facing.

He specializes in supporting both clients and a tremendous network of legal partners seeking
support for business valuations, matrimonial  litigation, corporate investigations, forensic
accounting, public trust matters, and shareholder disputes.

Alex is a graduate of St. Bonaventure University (BBA and MBA) and has a history in the Big
Four Accounting space where he worked on large corporate investigations and fraud recovery
matters.   As the father of four daughters, he spends his spare time coaching softball and
soccer.
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Lauren Miceli, Esq. dedicates her practice to Divorce and Family Law matters. Lauren is 
well versed in divorce litigation, equitable distribution, alimony, child support, child 
custody, and post-judgment modification and enforcement issues.  Lauren is thoughtful 
to and diligent in assessing all issues in each of her cases.  

Lauren was awarded the Martin S. Goldin Award by the Middlesex County Bar 
Association for her dedication to the practice of Divorce and Family Law. This award is 
presented to an attorney who exemplifies the principles of its namesake.  Specifically, 
Lauren was acknowledged for maintaining a continuous study of past and present case 
law; making a careful and detailed analysis of each case; presenting the issues and 
applicable law to clients in a readily understandable manner; attempting to settle issues 
on a fair and reasonable basis before resorting to litigation; fostering respect and 
courtesy for the bench and bar; maintaining high standards of integrity and 
professionalism, and exhibiting leadership in the County or State Bar Association.   

Lauren, along with her partner, Alison J. Sutak founded the Aldona E. Appleton Family 
Law Inns of Court dedicated to advancing the knowledge, collegiality and 
professionalism of family law attorneys in Middlesex County. She continues as an 
Associate member and as its Secretary. 

Lauren was selected to Super Lawyers – Rising Stars for the years 2018 – 2022. This 
peer designation is awarded only to a select number of accomplished attorneys in each 
state. The Rising Stars selection process takes into account peer recognition, 
professional achievement in legal practice, and other cogent factors. 

Lauren graduated with honors in 2010 with a Bachelor of Arts degree in Political 
Science, major, and America Studies, minor, from Rutgers University, Douglass College 
and received a Juris Doctorate degree in 2013 from Rutgers School of Law. She is 
admitted to practice in New Jersey and New York and is a member of the New Jersey 
State, Middlesex County and New Brunswick Bar Associations. For the 2013-2014 term, 
Lauren served as judicial clerk for the Honorable Lisa M. Vignuolo, J.S.C. at the 
Middlesex County Courthouse, during her tenure in the family part.  

Lauren previously worked with a Middlesex County based Family Law Firm and as a 
Special Education attorney devoting her practice to representing families in disputes 
involving New Jersey public school districts. 
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