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Darrell L Collison (respond‘e-nt) ap
the Motor Vehicle Commission (Comm
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New Jersey is an Ec
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PROCEDURAL HISTORY
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On March 28,2018, the Commlssmn* iIssued a Scheduled Notice of Suspensron

‘ nottfyrng respondent that effective April 21,
. days On May 18, 2018, the Commission

notifying respondent that effective June 11

days Respondent submitted a timely request for hearing” Th

- matter to the Office of Administrative L

| contested case N JS A 52 14B-1 to -

Al

FACTUAL DISCU

t .
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2018 h|s license was to be suspended for 120
|ssued a second Scheduled Suspensmn Notice,

201!8, his license was to be suspended for ninety

e Commission transmitted this

aw, \where it was filed on July 6, 2018, as a

15, N JS.A. 52 14F 1 to- 13 The hearrng was
} conducted-August 31, 2018, and the recc rd closed that date
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. Undisputed Facts and Findinqs

o

N

The following facts are undisputed.

" 1 Respondent obtained his N.J

for motor vehicle violations twenty tr'mes betwee

17,2018 For these various i

points on his abstract of driver

"2 On June 4, 2017, the Comm

advising that his driving privileg

N (P-2)"
- adwsed that as of June 2 2017

and that if he commltted any vio Iatron dunng the E

privilege might be suspended

' It appears this restoratron“'notlce was [n conne
- upon a point system violation See P-1
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N

driver’s license In

1|story record (P
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>S|on Issued resp

he was to begrn a
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ction w th an Apnl 4

Accordingly, | FIND.
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SSION AND FINDINGS

October 2014 He was cited
n October 22,2014, and May

olatlons respondent was assessed twenty-four

_1)

hS

ondent a Restorat|on Notice

es were bemg restored effectlve June 2, 2017.
The notice further prowded respondent

with an official warnrng and
one-year probationary period

yrobationary period his driving

2017, Order of Suspension based
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On February 1,,2018, respondent :was cited for‘

with marked Ianes) and was /as’sesLseed two points
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mproper operatron (highways
(P-1)
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On March 28, 2018‘ the Comrmssr}on issued a Scheduled Suspension Notice

upon the February 1, 2018

‘probationary pe:nod (p‘ersnstent

PR

On Aprrl 3 2018, the Commlss
warning (P-1)2, '

‘ adwsrng respondent that his Ilcens]%e' was to be suspended for 120 days based

vroilatlon committed within one year of his

vrolator) (P-3)} o

t
e

~—~

on issued respondent a Restoration \No}ce with
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On April 12, 2018,-nine days after the restoration notice was Issued, respondent

S a ‘
. was cited for careless driving aund assessed two points -(P-1)
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On May 18, 2018, the Commlss@n issued another Scheduled Suspension

"Notice advising respondent t

i .
rFat his license was to be suspended for an

additional ninety days based upon the Apnl 12, 2018 violation committed within "

. one year of his probatlonary perlod (persrstent vrolator) P~4
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‘ Slnce June 27, 2018 the date

has Incurred addltronal motor vehicle violations 3§

_ Testimony
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of the report of h|s drlver S abstract respondent
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Respondent did not dispute the violz tlons I|sted In his abstract of driver history record

1

Rather, he argued that the motor vehicle stops underlylng the violations were unjustified and

the resuilt of pollce harassment JRespondert clalmed that he IS constantly being puIIed -over’

by the pollce for no reason He argued that his dnvrng is not as bad as his record reflects

. Most of his violations have occurred in Franklin aind Clark Townshlp Respondent tried fi ghtlng

U

3 ;I'hese addrttonat violations do not appear yet on

M

+

t
-

!

.~

[ R

2 |t appears thls restoration notr{ce related to a Fe 3ruary',15, 2018, persistent violator suspension
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his abstract of driver history record
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some of the tlekets received for.the violations but was unsuccessful He contended that he
had to accept the plea deals offered for other tickets’ &

i
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Itl‘ . Additional Finding of Fact
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~ Based on the testimonial and docu nentary evidence | further FIND that respondent

s listed in his abstract of drniver

£,
~

was adjudicated or pleaded guilty to the motor vehicle charges

history -
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LEGAL ANALYSIS AND CONCLUSIONS ‘

NJAC 1319-106 provides

.
g v b i s et

t
(a) Persons whose I|censes are restored after . a
suspension imposed underthls section .:may retain therr
hcenses upon the express condition and understanding
that any subsequent viblation of the Motor Vehicle and
Traffic Law of the State' of New Jersey committed within
one year of the restoratlon i.shall, except for good cause,
result in suspension of drlvmg privileges for the following
penods .
; ;
1. When the subsequent violation occurs within six months of
the date of the restoration . --90 days;

et %

2. When the subsequent |V|olat|on occurs | K more than six
months but less than nine months after- the restoration

--60 days; ; :
T !
3. When the subsequent yiolation occurs fnore than nine
~ * months but less than one year after the restoratlon --45
days.

SO P

t (b) A second violation of th e Motor Vehicle Laws committed
N Ce within one year of the restoration .  shall,‘except for good
) cause, result in suspen"sion of driving privileges for the
following periods. s |
3
1. When the second violation occurs within six months of the
date of the restoration | --180 days

e e ot ek g i




wrongdoers Atkinson v. Parsekian, 37
intended to reform the motorist, not to fr

may be an incidental result ‘Cresse v_F

. existence of good cause.
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2. When the second v1olatnon occurs more. than six months

but less than nine mon
days .

4

ths 'after the restzoratlon . .=-120

) L
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1
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. . t 5
“» . _ 3. When the second violation-occurs more than nine months

but less than one year after

The schedule of suggested suspe
of uniformity, unless an individual I|cen<
circumstances Justlfylng a reduction or

remedial In nature, designed to promc

the restoratronx t --90 days
t - ’

nS|ons should be followed in the mterest
ee |s able to demonstrate extraordinary
Nalver Admlnlstratlve suspensions are
te public safety frather than to punish
N J. 143, 155 (1962) Suspensions are

ighten or deter others, even though that -

Div 1963), affd, 43 N J- 326 (1964)

’

arsekian, 81 N J Super 536, 549 (App.

i

o
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- Respondent has the burden of pro“vmg "good cause’ for an exception to the usual

“Each case must be decided upon its .own facts ”
‘ Hartford Fire Ins Co., 87 NJ Super 409, 414 (App Div 1965)

“suspension imposed in similar cases Good cause Is a flexible concept It is impossible

i~ ” 1 y s .
.. to construct a “definitive catalogue” of all circumstances to be considered in determining the .

ﬁ o

tt

Factors that may be relevant In determlnlng the approprlateness of a suspenS|on

Ullmann v

Include the individual's past driving record length of t|me licensed, recelpt of proper

warnlngs or prior attendance at driver |mprovement school attitude and maturlty level,

~ evidence of recent improvement, need for a license and other aggravatlng or mitigating

-.driving but rather were the result of pellce

\adjud]cated/pleadéd guilty were the resul

cwcumstances N.JA C 13'19-10 2(b) C,resse 81 N.J. Super at 549

~ Here, respondentsdrlver abstract
frame lrsted in his driver abstract (Octo
twenty motor vehicle violations and wa

argued that the motor vehicle stops und

i

h Whlle respdndent believes thatithe

<

' |-
oegan In 2014 Durmg the nearly four-year time
ber 12014 to May} 2018), respondent received
S assessed twenty -four pomts Respondent
arlylng his V|olathns were not based upon his
harassment {
, r
motor vehicle V|olat|ons of which he has been

t'of pollce harassment ‘the license suspenSIon
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‘ héaring before the Office of Admlnlstratlve Law IS not the forum in which to raise such

arguments As there IS no basis to disturb the conwctrons and/or guilty pleas entered,

there 1s no alternatlve but to render a dec S|on based on respondent S undlsputed abstract

" of driv'er h|story record Further, respor dents mere bellef that that the violations were

L the result of police harassment does not constltute a good cause exception to the

imposition of the usual penalty Finally, any mltlgatlng factors such as respondent’s need
for a license?, are insufficient to outweigh the aggravatlnggfactors, Including the number

of i/lolatlions lnc‘urred since being IlcensHed n 2014, and the lack of evidence of recent
1 \ {

~

Improvement

L g i iy

\ Accordingly, based upon respondent's undisputed driving record, | CONCLUDE

that the approprate remedial sanction, 1sia suspension of 210 days (120-day suspension
b :
plus an additional 90-day suspension) | . t

oy

5
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| ORDER

L
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Based on the foregoing, | ORDER the, respondent’s driving privileges are hereby
suspended for a period of 210 days The effective date of this suspension shall be set
forth in an Order of Suspension which shall be sent to the r%spondent by the Commission

under separate cover P

}
, 1 |
| hereby FILE my intial decision; with the CHIEFiADMINISTRATOR OF THE
%
i

. MOTOR VEHICLE COMMISSION for con3|derat|on

|
J

.
P !

This recommended decision may be adopted modlfled or rejected by the CHIEF

' ADMINISTRATOR OF THE MOTOR VEF

to make a final decision in this matter |

Commission-does not adopt, modify or
unless such time limit1s otherwise extend

final deC|S|on in accordance withNJS A

g€

ICLE COMMISSION who by Iaw 1S authorlzed
f the Chief Admlnlstrator of the Motor Vehicle
reject this decision within- forty-five days and
ed, thls recommerjded decision shall become a
5214B-10 -}

f
Y

|

l ,
4 Collison presented no mitigating factors other than his claim that the motor vehicle violations were due to

police harassment However, a review of the Cor

mmission Conference Report reveals that respondent’'s

occupation Is Iisted as “student” (P-6 ) The need for a driver’s license alone however, cannot be a demdmg
factor See Div_of Motor Vehicles v_Morton, 4 N JA R 95 (Dir Of Motor Vehicles 1982)
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Within thirteen days from the dgte on WhICh thls recommended decision was ’

mailed to the parties,- any .party may- flle written exceptlons with the CHIEF

" October 152018

. copy of any exceptions must be sent to t

/

DATE
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Pl

Date Received at Agency

Date Mailed to'Parties.
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. ADMINISTRATOR OF THE MOTOR VEHIQLE COMMISSION, 225 ‘East State Street,

- PO Box 1§0, Trenton, New Jersey 08666?—0160, marke:d “Attention Excéptlons.” A

he Judge and to the other. parties

P
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For petitioner: o ‘
- & 3 . -
o Courtney Davison : o
! ) !
:Eorrespondent: -~ - % ! -
. * ' ) a L
" Darrell L Collison - P : 4 ~ %
co . EXHIBITS
. 4 i
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A ’ ; %; . ‘
For petitioner: !
I = " - 'i} f‘
P-1  Abstract of Driver History Re:cordj ; \
. @ % ¢ : ,

i

L
i
i

P-2 MVC Restoration Notice

- ~ |

T . he % ’ -
... > P-3 Scheduled Suspension Notic‘::e, 120 days, 4/21/18
5 o \ P-4  Scheduled Suspension Notlc'é, 90 days; 6/11/18
7 'Pl5 Far hearing request, ApnMO?, 2018 }
: \ N
P-6 MVC Conference Report ! o ) )
o ’ L |
.For respondent: N , . ‘
| ‘ f { , .
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