
RAYMOND AH.THUR ABBOTT I a 
minor, his GUB Ad. 
L1 tq:m, FRANCES ABBO'I'T; ARLENE 
FIGUEROA r FH.ANC\:<:S F'IGUF,ROA, 
HECTOH l!'IGUE:ROA, ORLANDO 
F'IGUEROA VIVIAN FIGUEROA, 
minors, by their Guardian 
Li BLANCA FIGUEROA; 
MICHAEL HADLEY, a minor, by 
his Guardian Ad Litem, LOLA 
MOORE; HENRY STEVENS, JR., B 
minor, by his Guardian Ad 
Litem, HENRY " STEVENS, SR.; 
CAROLINE JAME:S and JERMAINE 
JAMES f minors I by 1:heir 
Guardian Ad I,item, MA'l,rrIE JAMES; 
DORIAN WAITERS and KHUDAYJ"A 
WAITERS, minors, the 

Ad Litem, LYNN WAITERS; 
CHRISTINA KNOWLES, DANIEL 
KNOWLES, and GUY KNOWLES, JR., 
minors/ by their Guardian Ad 

em, GUY KNOWLES, SR.; LIANA 
DIAZ, a minor, by her Guardian 
Ad Litem, LUelLA DIAZ; AISHA 
HARGROVE: and 2A1<11\ HARGROVE, 
minol:s, by their Guardian Ad 

PA'l"RICIA WATSON; and LAMAR 
STEPHENS and LESLIE STEPHENS, 
minQrs, by their Gua~dian Ad 
Litem, EDDIE STEPHENS, 

Plainti 

v, 

FRED G. BURKEl Commissioner of 
Education; EDWARD G. 
HOFGESANG, NEW JERSEY DIREcTOR 
OF BUDGET and ACCOUNTING; 
CLIFFORD A. GOLDMAN, NEW 
JERSEY STATE TREASURER; AND 

SUPREME COURT OF NEW J'ERSEY 
M-245 September rrerm 2005 

42,170 
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NEW JERSEY S'['NrE BOARD OF 
E~DIJCATION I 

G-He s. 

'1'hi S 'fCla L te r come 

motion for,' relief: in aid of IJ 

fore 

ola tiona of the Court f s mandat.e 

480 (1998) Abbott V I and 

Court on plaintiffs' 

ts al 

t v. BUr 

164 N.J, 84 (2000) 

-~-------- I and requesting a remedial order from the Court in 

re ct of funding for school canst on the Abbott 

districts; 

And the Court having duly considered the subrniasi6nsof 

counsel and having heard oral argument from rtiesl 

And the Court having noted that these other pIa inti 

a series of actions previously ined by this Court, 

have s en of state constitutional gUarantee 

that \\ (the] slature shall provide for the maintenance and 

support of a thorough and ef cient tem of public 

schools instruct of all the children in the State 

between the ages of five and eighteen years. fi 

VI I I r § 4 / 'I[ 1., 

And the Court having 1y granted various fOrms of 

reI f; 
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lature having enacted the New Jersey And the Le 

Educational Construction and FiHCllLtC~.L' Act of 2000 

(EF'CFA) I 18A:7G-·l to ~44( to i.mplement the school 

lities mandates of and 

And the State having issued $6 

sects in the t di 

in bonds for school 

pursuant to the 

EfCFA and having del 

arming I desi 

the responsibility for the 

management, land acquisition, 

cons ( and completion of school lit s projects in 

the Abbott districts to the Economic Development Authority 

(EDAl; 

2\ndthe having the New ey Schools 

Construction Corporation (SCC) on JUly 29, 2002, Exec. Order No. 

24, 34 2888~89 (August 19, 2002) f to s ne the 

implementation of EF'CFA by trans 

power's of EDA under the EFCTA, 

indebtedness; 

to see all of the 

the power to incur 

And the Court having advised by the state that the sec 

has co'mpleted numerous health and p:.r:ojects, 

constructed seve 

added to exi 

new 

faci ies; 

es, and has <=.: 1 1<::UJ.L 1 

s 

or 

And the Court having been informed by the State that, as of 

March 2005, other school facilities projects have been 

inde tely postponed by the sec and that the see is working to 
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i.mplement fiscal and managerial reforms in 1 of the 

Inspector General's investi on of that agency; 

And the sec havin9 announced lI1 July 2005 that. only $1,4 

billion of the ori $6 llion appropriation r school 

fac ies ects in the Abbott distr s remained and that 

work on but school Ii B projects has been 

indefin:i. y pas due to insufficient funds, resul 

projects being placed on hold; 

in 

hundreds of 

And the parties having stipulated that, as of July 2005, 

110 projects had approved by tbe tment of Education 

(DOE) and were under des by t.he SCC, 97 ect.s had been 

y.,lork 

by the DOE and had some prelimin<3.ry pre-development 

eted, and 134 projects had been approved by the DOE 

and were awaiting nt work by the SCC; 

And plaintiffs having stated that the enumerated projects 

are the subject of r motion; 

And DOE having led to e its annual report for t 

2005 Fiscal Year and roost districts having to f e the 

Long Range Facilit s Plans that were due on October 3, 2005, 

which plans could affect the continuing 

approved projects; 

lity of certain 

subs 

the 

And the Court having acknowledged that the State has made a 

effort to improve school facilities conditions in 

dist cts, but that Significant deficiencies in this 
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area persist and are likely to worsen at a severe cost to 

State's most dis school children if t re is further 

ay in addressing the dil 
I overcrowded, and 

S s in the Abbott districts; 

And good cause appearing; 

IT IS ORDERED that the pIa if I Fequest for 

pursuant to is granted, limited to the 

lowing: Pursuant to ~~~,~~~ .. 18A: 24, the DOE shall provide 

it~ annual Keport r the 2005 fiscal year to Governor, the 

J'oint t Committee, President of the Senate, and the 

ker of the J\ss8lnhly as p the. statute no 

later than February 15, 2006; and it is r 

ORDERED that the Dis ! 200 2010 Range Facilities 

Plans that were due on October 3, 2005, being necessary the 

see to manage the school cilities construction program 

ects, shall be submitted by the Abbott Schaal Dist cts to 

the DOE no later than January 15, 2006; and it is fUrther 

ORDERED that, for purposes of the February 15, 2006 annual 

report, DOE 1 include estimates for school 

facil ies projects that were identified in 2000-2005 Long 

Range Facilities Plans and have been approved by the DOE and 

submitted to the sec for development. Spa fically, estimates 

shall be submitted for the Bcts approved by the DOE and 

under design by sec; the projects approved by the DOE on 
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which some prelimlnary pn,-development has been completed; and 

the eets approved by the DOE that are awaiting 

development work by the sec; :L t. further 

onOBRED that tbe DOE shall submit its annual r. each 

year therea er no later than t in r as byN. ,:L S .A. 

18A:7G-24, to ensure a predictable and uni manner by which 

all parties are provided the requis tion t.o 

assess ~he progress of the school fac11i sa construction and 

for r appropriations. 

WITNESS, the Honorable Deborah T. tZr Ju:::rtice I at 

Tx'enton, this 19th day of Decenlbsr r 

CHIEF JUSTICE PORITZ and ~SSOCIATB JUSTICES' LONG
1 

LaVECCHIA, ZAZZALI/ ALBIN, WALLACE, and RIVERA-SOTO join the 
Court's Order. 
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