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 This matter is before us by virtue of a “Motion to Afford Immediate Remedies” filed on 

behalf of sixteen school districts involved in the litigation in this matter.  The motion seeks an 

immediate declaration from the State Board that these districts are “Abbott ‘special needs’ 

districts” and an order that the Department of Education propose legislation appropriate to 

that designation.  The basis for the motion is that, as of May 18, 2006, the Acting 

Commissioner had not yet provided a report to the State Board as directed in its decision of 

January 4, 2006. 

  However, on May 26, 2006, the Acting Commissioner did submit a report in response 

to the directives set forth in our decision of January 4.  We therefore find the issue raised by 

the motion to be moot, and we deny the motion.  
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