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New Jersey Commissioner of Education 

Final Decision

R.C. and B.C., on behalf of minor child, A.C.,

Petitioner, 

v. 

Board of Education of the Township of 
Galloway, Atlantic County, 

Respondent. 

The record of this matter, the Initial Decision of the Office of Administrative Law (OAL), 

and the exceptions filed by petitioners pursuant to N.J.A.C. 1:1-18.4 have been reviewed and 

considered.1   

Petitioners challenge a harassment, intimidation, and bullying (HIB) decision made by 

the Board.  The Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) scheduled a telephone conference for 

May 26, 2022.  Petitioners did not participate in the telephone prehearing conference; 

accordingly, the ALJ dismissed the matter based on petitioners’ apparent abandonment of their 

appeal. 

1 The Board did not file a reply to petitioners’ exceptions.  Petitioners also filed a motion to vacate the 
Initial Decision, making the same arguments included in their exceptions.  As there is no statutory or regulatory 
provision for the filing of a motion to vacate an Initial Decision, neither the motion nor the Board’s reply thereto 
were considered.  Petitioners also filed a motion to vacate the Initial Decision on the grounds that the ALJ had a 
conflict.  Again, neither this motion nor the Board’s reply thereto were considered, although petitioners are free to 
raise the issue of conflict should the same ALJ be assigned on remand.  
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In their exceptions, petitioners indicate that they did not see the email scheduling the 

telephone conference, nor did opposing counsel contact them when they failed to appear for 

the conference.  They state that they would have attended if they had they been aware that it 

was scheduled.  Accordingly, they urge the Commissioner to overturn the Initial Decision. 

Upon review, the Commissioner finds that petitioners did not abandon this matter. 

Petitioners offered a reason why they failed to appear for the May 26, 2022 telephone 

prehearing conference, namely that the email – which, according to the Initial Decision, is the 

only method by which the OAL sent the scheduling notice – was not received.     

Accordingly, this matter is remanded to the OAL for further proceedings necessary to 

reach a determination on the merits.   

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

ACTING COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION 

Date of Decision: 
Date of Mailing: 

July 8, 2022
July 8, 2022
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