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July 12, 2012

Mr. Vincent R. Dispoto, Jr.
Dispoto Realty LLC
308 S Salem Street
Dover, NJ 07801

 Re: Threats of legal action against “Kenzo”

Dear Mr. Dispoto: 

This law firm has the pleasure of representing Kenzo, a pseudonymous 
poster on the internet forum fishtown.us. Kenzo also runs the website 
Philadeliquency.com.

On July 12, 2012, I understand you posted a comment on fishtown.us 
pseudonymously as Liberty2640. In your comment, you state that Kenzo is 
“going to be sued for your slanderous remarks.” (although no verbal state-
ments are at issue.) You told Kenzo to “Enjoy the lawsuit and check your 
facts next time before you mislead the neighborhood.” 

On Philadeliquency, my client wrote:

Further, Vincent turns up in State of New Jersey vs. Dispoto Jr. We 
highly recommend you go read the judge’s decision, it’s pretty interest-
ing. I love this excerpt:  

In the early evening of April 25, 2001, Dispoto was taken to the police department to be 
served with the TRO and the search warrant for weapons. Aer a little more than an hour, 
although not under arrest, Dispoto was given his Miranda warnings, aer which he signed the 
Miranda form. Dispoto was then taken to his office and residence by the police, who executed 
the search warrant. At the residence, police found Dispoto s unregistered revolver and placed 
Dispoto under arrest. The police continued the weapons search, and a locked safe was found 
inside the garage. When asked what was in the safe, Dispoto essentially responded that there 
were two pounds of marijuana. The police stopped the search pending the application for a 
criminal search warrant. Dispoto was taken to headquarters.  
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That was aer the state cops suspected Dispoto was involved in a 
murder-for-hire plot.

And this is someone we want to be the owner/operator of a nightclub… 
in Kensington? Shit if this place opens, half the nuisance bars in Kens-
ington will probably close once this  megaplex of 5 parcels he owns all 
sitting next to each other will attract the roaches like a D-CON Motel.

http://www.philadelinquency.com/?p=809

Your gripe seems to be that Kenzo discussed your criminal history. In your 
fishtown.us post, you stated that: “As it relates to criminal history I have 
none. All charges were dropped and my record has been expunged. ... The 
only thing that is relevant is that I was exonerated of all charges.” 

My client was quoting a public court document, State v. Dispoto, 189 N.J. 108 
(N.J. 2007). According to the New Jersey Supreme Court:

Dispoto was indicted and charged with possession of a controlled dan-
gerous substance with intent to distribute while in possession of a 
weapon, possession of a controlled dangerous substance with intent to 
distribute, and possession of a controlled dangerous substance. (em-
phasis added). 

A lower court had suppressed evidence, “specifically a quantity of marijuana 
and drug paraphernalia, seized pursuant to a search warrant at defendant's 
office and residence” because the “defendant's inculpatory statement be-
cause Miranda warnings previously given under circumstances that did not 
amount to either custodial interrogation or formal arrest did not vitiate the 
need to give the warnings again when defendant was arrested hours later.” 
State v. Dispoto, 383 N.J.Super. 205, 891 A.2d 633 (App.Div.), leave to ap-
peal granted, 186 N.J. 358, 895 A.2d 448 (2006). 

Regarding my client’s comments involving a “murder for hire plot”, ac-
cording to the court records, “Throughout the initial suppression hearing, 
the prosecutor referred to the State Police Narcotics and Organized Crime 
Bureau's interest in defendant as a “murder-for-hire” investigation. The 
evidence in the record supports a broader intention, however, in respect of 
the criminal investigation against defendant.” Id., n.2. 

This is all a matter of public record.
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You have not specified even a single false statement of fact you accuse my 
client of making. If you believe my client made a statement of fact that was 
false, I challenge you to identify it and explain your basis for such a conten-
tion. 

Vagueness in legal threats is the hallmark of censorious thuggery.

The remainder of my client’s blog post constitutes opinion commentary, 
which is protected under the First Amendment. Kenzo has an absolute 
right to comment about the cases involving your criminal history, as Penn-
sylvania courts recognize the fair comment privilege. This is because "de-
bate on public issues should be uninhibited, robust, and wide-open." Norton 
v. Glenn, 580 Pa. 212, 232 (Pa. 2004), citing New York Times v. Sullivan, 376 
U.S. 254, 270, 11 L. Ed. 2d 686, 84 S. Ct. 710 (1964).

I also note that, at the very least, you are a limited purpose public figure, 
given that you are engaging in development that garners public commentary 
in the neighborhood. Accordingly, to recover on a defamation claim, it 
would require you to show actual malice, that is, with knowledge that it was 
false or with reckless disregard as to its truth or falsity. See Masson v. New 
Yorker Magazine, 501 U.S. 496, 510-11, 111 S. Ct. 2419, 2429-30, 115 L. Ed. 
2d 447 (1991); New York Times Co. v. Sullivan, 376 U.S. 254, 279-80, 84 S. Ct. 
710, 726, 11 L. Ed. 2d 686 (1964).

If your intention was to draw more negative attention to yourself, congratu-
lations, you have succeeded. I can only assume you did not Google the 
“Streisand Effect” or the “Charles Carreon Effect” before making these 
thuggish and baseless threats of legal action. So not only has your attempt to 
intimidate my client highlighted the fact you were accused of very serious 
criminal acts in the past, but you’ve also demonstrated to the neighborhood 
that you will threaten ivolous lawsuits against those who criticize you to try 
and intimidate them. Under the circumstances, we believe it is the duty of 
every good citizen of Philadelphia to treat your attempts at censorious thug-
gery accordingly, and I am quite certain that they will.

Kenzo has done Philadelphia a service by shining the sun’s cleansing light 
on you. Kenzo’s stewardship of Philadelphia compelled him to speak can-
didly about your background. Although you might not like his comments, 
Kenzo is allowed to make them under the First Amendment and 42 Pa.C.S. 
§8342.

You should be aware that my client is not even slightly intimidated by your 
baseless threats. In fact, you have my assurance that Kenzo is prepared to 
prosecute you under to the fullest extent allowed by Pennsylvania law 
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should you choose to proceed with a defamation claim. Under the Dragon-
etti Act, 42 Pa.C.S.A. §§ 8351-8355: 

Wrongful use of civil proceedings

(a) Elements of action.--A person who takes part in the procure-
ment, initiation or continuation of civil proceedings against an-
other is subject to liability to the other for wrongful use of civil pro-
ceedings [if]: 

(1) He acts in a grossly negligent manner or without probable 
cause and primarily for a purpose other than that of secur-
ing the proper discovery, joinder of parties or adjudica-
tion of the claim in which the proceedings are  based; and 

(2) The proceedings have terminated in favor of the person 
against whom they are brought.  

42 Pa.C.S.A. § 8351.  (emphasis added) 

Amazingly, today on fishtown.us you actually admitted that the only purpose 
of your lawsuit is to try and curb my client’s speech by costing him money, 
when you stated:

I hope your wallet is as large as your mouth. You gonna need it.

We’re thinking the same.

Sincerely,

A. Jordan Rushie
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