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In a decision issued on February 2, 2005, the State Board of Education affirmed
the determination of the Commissioner of Education that the Board of Education of the
Ramapo-Indian Hills Regional School District (hereinafter “Ramapo Board”) was
obligated to reimburse the Board of Education of the Bergen County Vocational and

Technical School District (hereinafter “Vocational Board”) for tuition and transportation
costs for its resident students who attended the Vocational Board’s Academies
program.

The Ramapo Board argued that it was not obligated to pay such costs

because it offered “University Programs” that had the same Classification of Instruction
Program codes as those programs offered by the Vocational Board and which were
identical to the programs offered by the Vocational Board. The Ramapo Board claimed
that it qualified as a “vocational school” within the meaning of N.J.S.A. 18A:54-20.1(a)
so as to exempt it from an obligation to send students to Bergen County Vo-Tech.
In a decision affirmed by the State Board, the Commissioner agreed with the
Administrative Law Judge that the Ramapo Board had not demonstrated that it had
received any approvals from the Commissioner to establish a vocational school and that
the provision of vocational programs in a comprehensive high school did not amount to
the establishment of a vocational school. The Commissioner stressed that the statutes
required the approval of the Commissioner subject to the advice and consent of the
State Board in order for a school district to establish and maintain a vocational school
and that the current State Plan for Vocational Education, together with the history of
state funding laws and the State Board’s regulations, effectively precluded a district
board from operating a “vocational school” regardless of prior approval as a Local Area
Vocational School.
On March 6, 2006, the Appellate Division, citing the dearth of authority on the
subject of what constitutes a school for purposes of N.J.S.A. 18A:54-5 and insufficient
information in the record with regard to the manner in which the Ramapo Board
operated its University Programs, remanded this matter “for further proceedings to
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permit the parties to address the questions which we have outlined, together with any
other topics they deem relevant to the issue of the fundamental nature and identity of
the University programs.” Appellate Division’s Decision, slip op. at 10.
In view of the Court’s decision, we remand this matter to the Commissioner to
fulfill the terms of that decision. We do not retain jurisdiction.
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