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By decision dated March 19, 2008, the State Board affirmed the decision of the 

School Ethics Commission that Appellant, Dr. Joseph Atallo, violated the School Ethics 

Act, but rejected the decision of the Commissioner of Education with respect to the 

appropriate penalty.  The State Board instead imposed a penalty of a one year 

suspension of Appellant from the Board of Education of the State-Operated School 

District of the City of Paterson.  On April 8, 2008, the Appellant filed a motion for 

emergency relief with the State Board, requesting a stay of the State Board’s March 19, 



2008 decision imposing the one year suspension from his local board of education while 

the matter is pending on appeal to the Appellate Division of the Superior Court.   

Appellant argues in his application that the suspension will have “an enormous 

negative impact on my reputation, credibility, character, integrity and personal name,” 

and requests a stay pending appeal because he will suffer irreparable harm, he is likely 

to succeed on the merits of the appeal, and when assessing the relative hardships to 

the parties, it is clear that greater harm will occur if a stay in not granted than would 

occur if the stay is granted.  The Deputy Attorney General representing the School 

Ethics Commission argues in response to the motion that appellant has not met the 

standards for awarding emergency relief, and that a stay should not be granted.    

After thorough review of the record on the motion, the State Board denies 

Appellant’s request for emergency relief. Appellant has failed to satisfy the standards 

set forth in Crowe v. DeGioia, 90 N.J. 126 (1982) for granting emergency relief.  In 

particular, we find that the Appellant has not demonstrated that irreparable harm will 

result if a stay is not granted.  

 

Kathleen Dietz abstained. 
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