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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of New Jersey held that N.J.S.A. 2A:62A-21 abrogated the firefighters' rule in its

entirety, allowing law enforcement officers and other covered first responders to seek damages for

injuries caused by the neglect, willful omission, or willful or culpable conduct of persons or entities

other than employers or co-employees. The court affirmed the Appellate Division's reinstatement of

Harry Ruiz's negligence action arising from injuries sustained while responding to a disturbance at a

bar and remanded for further proceedings.
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Defendants appealed the dismissal of a police officer's negligence
complaint under the firefighters' rule. The Appellate Division reversed
and reinstated the complaint, and the Supreme Court of New Jersey
granted certification limited to whether N.J.S.A. 2A:62A-21 abrogated
the firefighters' rule.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether N.J.S.A. 2A:62A-21 completely abrogated New Jersey's common-law firefighters' rule.

2. Whether the statute instead preserved the pre-Rosa version of the firefighters' rule and its limits on first-
responder recovery.

HOLDINGS

1. N.J.S.A. 2A:62A-21 completely abrogated the firefighters' rule in New Jersey, subject to the statute's
express limitation concerning employers and co-employees in workers' compensation matters.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The meaning of N.J.S.A. 2A:62A-21 seems clear — to provide a broad right of action to a first responder
who is injured on the premises to which he has been called.” (189 N.J. at 245)

“We maintain the same view, and, to the extent that Kelly suggests otherwise, it is disapproved.” (189 N.J. at
247)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Harry Ruiz, a uniformed Dover police officer, responded while on duty to an altercation at defendants' bar and
restaurant. Patrons had become agitated while consuming alcohol and watching a televised soccer match, and
one or more people attacked Ruiz, causing head and neck injuries. Ruiz alleged that defendants negligently

failed to provide adequate security in violation of a municipal ordinance.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The trial court dismissed Ruiz's complaint for failure to state a claim, concluding that the firefighters' rule barred
the action. The Appellate Division reversed and remanded for trial, holding that N.J.S.A. 2A:62A-21 abrogated
the rule. The Supreme Court affirmed the Appellate Division and remanded the matter to the trial court for

proceedings consistent with its opinion.
DISPOSITION

affirmed

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The matter is remanded to the trial court for proceedings consistent with the principles stated in the opinion,
allowing the negligence action to proceed subject to applicable substantive defenses and limitations.
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