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On April 10, 1997, the Commissioner of Education issued a decision in which he

dismissed the petition filed by M.F. (hereinafter “appellant”), in which she sought to

have her child, M.A., exempted from the requirement of undergoing a Mantoux

intradermal tuberculin test pursuant to N.J.A.C. 6:29-2.3 when she transferred to a

district in the State.

On April 21, 1997, appellant, acting pro se, filed a notice of appeal with the State

Board.

Pursuant to N.J.A.C. 6:2-1.11(a), appellant’s brief in support of her appeal was

due on May 12, 1997, 20 days after the appeal was filed.  Appellant, however, failed to
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file a brief by that date.  By letter dated May 15, 1997, the counsel for the State Board

notified appellant that no appeal brief had been filed and that this matter was therefore

being referred to the Legal Committee of the State Board for consideration of her failure

to perfect the appeal.  Appellant has still failed to file a brief in support of her appeal,

nearly two months after the deadline for such filing and seven weeks after she was

notified of her failure to file.  Nor did appellant respond to that notice or provide any

explanation for her failure to file a brief until this morning when she indicated in a letter

to the Legal Committee that she has been busy during this period on divorce

proceedings in New York.  She also requested additional time to “find, interview

and...retain” legal counsel, and asked that her submission be considered as her appeal

brief in the event her request for additional time were to be denied.

We conclude that the belated explanation offered by appellant does not, under

the circumstances, excuse or justify her failure to file an appeal brief for nearly two

months or to request an extension for such filing.  Appellant’s involvement in unrelated

legal proceedings in New York does not in any way excuse her disregard of our filing

deadlines or her failure to request an extension.  Consequently, while we are mindful of

appellant’s pro se status, we dismiss the appeal in this matter for failure to perfect.

N.J.A.C. 6:2-1.12(a).  See Paszamant v. Board of Education of the Borough of Highland

Park, decided by the State Board of Education, April 1, 1992, aff’d, Docket

#A-4812-91-3 (App. Div. 1993).
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