
CQ PY
F 1 LED

. LOARD CF
ZEAL E TAIE A?FZAISEZS

-.. ,s. yyygttR
. :Axi! s. nsu fy''i.v. p

Executive Director .

IN THE MATTER OF THE :
LICENSE OF

STATE OF NEW JERSEY
DEPARTMENT OF LAW & PUBLIC SXFETY
DIVISION OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
BOAFD OF REAL ESTATE APPRAISERS

Adhlinistrativè Action

JOSEPH A. PERELLA
License# RQO! 182

TO ENGAGE IN REAL ESTATE
APPRAISING IN THE STATE
OF NEW JERSEY

FINAL O RLER
OF DISCIPLINE

1:). .::.**.7:-4;*1 Itqle-elp/q:j' *1*4,*t ).) $::. (L).i*..'..?63.ht.6
. +ot 

.

This matter.was opened to the New Jersey State Boarct 6f Rèal Estate

Appraisers ( ''the Btlard'') upon receipt of information whîch the Board has reviewed 'and.

on which the following findings of fact and conclusions' of law are m ade:

CiNDINGS OF FACT

Respondent is a licensed real estate appraiser in the State of New Jerseys

and has been a Iicensee at aIl times.relevant herétp.

On May 13, 2004) a Demand for Statem:nt in W liting Under Oath *zs

sent to respqttqqnt at his address of record, asking him about an qppraisaj of :4041
$ j

Cedarville R Lq' wrence Township, New Jersey, as well as lûestions a'bout his
- .-- . .(c

appraisal practice. No response w,j.s received.

On June 1 7, 2004, the' Board wrote to respondentlby cerlified and regular

mai'l again forwarding the Demand for Statement in W rising Under Oath lo hirna. and
!



advising him to respond.to the Boartj within ten tjao . Certified mail was signed foc.

Regular mail was nOt returned. Ncl response has been received to date.

CONCLUSIO NS OF LAW

Respondent's failure to respond to the Demand for Staternent in W riting

Under Oath constitutes a failure to coopqrdte with a Board investigation irl violation of

N.J.A.C. 1 3:45C-1 .2, -1.3, subjecting respondent to sancticlnt pursuant to N.J.S.A.

45:1 -21 (e) and (h).

Based on 1he foregoing findings and conclusions, a Provisional Order of

Discipline was entered on July 20, 2004, pgovisionally imposing a $1 0OO civil penalty

upon respondent for his failure to cooperate with the Board's investigation as well as a '

public reprimand and provisionally suspending respondent's certification to engage in .

real estate'appraisih g until he Iurnished a response to tiae Demand for 'statement tn

w riting Under oath. copies of the Order were forwarded to respondent at his addtess

' k i I order w' as subject to finalizqtionof record by certified and regulqr mail. The Prov s ona

by the Board at 5:00 p.m . on the 3O* business day following entfy unlesskespondent

reql-lested a modification t)r dismissal of the stated Findings of Fact or Conclusions o'f

Law by submilting a written request for modification or disrrlissal setting forth in wjiting

anf and aII reasons why said findings and conclusions should be modified or dismissed

and submittiprg. :. ny ànd alI documents or other wrttten evidence suppoding :

respondent's est for consideration and reasons thergfor,

Re>pondent replied to the Order, expiaininq that he had intended to m ail his

reply to the Demand fcr Stalemeht prior lo Ieayinj for vacation, 6ut discovered when he

returned from vacation thal he had neglecled to mail the-response. Respondent



furnished the Slatement in W ritinq Under Oath, and raquested that the Board rescind

the Mrovisiona! tl/der of Disciplinè in light of the fact that respondent had appeared c)n

May 1 1 , 2064 at the Board's offices pursuant to a Board requesl, in order to padicipate

in an investigptive inquiry based upon a complaint reèeived by tine Board, and was then

advised lo return hclf'ne because the Board did not have sufficieqt time to question him.

At tha.t time, it was agreed that the Board would attempt to address the issues raised in

.the complaint by means'of a Demand fbr Statement in W riting Under Oath. The Board

considered respondent's request for consideration, but noted that respondent had

ùevertheless failed to respond to twt) communications of the Board >eeking information.

However, in Iight of the fact that respondent had indeed made the effort to appear

before the Board on May 1 1 , 2004, and through no fault of his own was unab'le to

answer the Board's questions at that time, the Board acknowledges respondent'à

earlier conduct as mitigating, and consequently has determined to reduce respondent's

monetary penalty.

ACCORDI NGLY, IT IS on this QQ u k

ORDERED that:

day èfose-r.sk-- , 2004,

u4.givil penalty in the amount of $500 is hereby assessed agairlsl
lt

A public reprimand i: tlereby impçsedqupon respondent pursuant to N.J.S.A.

r e s p o f3 (j e n t . . -s..a .et.

45: 1 -21 (e) and (h).
Respondent has replied lo .the Board's Domand for Statement in W riting '



Under oatia, and therefore respondent's ceqificatio'n to engage in real estate appraising

in the State of New Jersey is not suspended.
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