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Of the amount requested, $1.262 million was recommended by the commission for HVAC
and roof replacement over the gym and administration areas of the Juvenile Medium
Security Facility (JMSF) North Building at the Johnstone Campus ($488,000), roof
replacement at the Ocean Residential Community Home ($350,000), and roof replacement of
the vocational building at the Johnstone Campus ($424,000).
•

Question:
Please provide a list of the capital needs of DLPS, including JJC,
which the department expects will be met in FY 2019 from the referenced
funding sources. For the projects not funded from these sources, how does the
DLPS and the JJC, respectively, intend to meet the capital needs outlined in
their requests to the commission? Please provide a list of all completed DLPS,
including JJC, capital projects completed in FY 2017 and FY 2018.

The Commission on Capital Budgeting and Planning has recommended $1.770 million for FY
2019. Of which, $1.270 million will replace the boiler system at the Newark Regional Medical
Examiner’s Office and $500,000 will be used to update the equipment at the 911 Call center.
In addition, $1.262 million was recommended by the Commission for the Juvenile Justice
Commission in FY 2019. Of which, $488,000 is for HVAC and a roof replacement at the
Johnstone Campus, $350,000 to replace the roof at the Ocean RCH, and $424,000 to replace
the roof of the vocational building at the Johnstone Campus.
See attachment F JJC Capital Projects Completed in FY 2017 & FY 2018.
19b. On January 8, 2018, an announcement was made by former Governor Christie that
the New Jersey Economic Development Authority would issue $162 million in bonds to
finance the reform of New Jersey's secure Juvenile Justice Commission (JJC) facilities.
Specifically, he announced that three new facilities would be built to replace the New Jersey
Training School for Boys, known as Jamesburg, and the female secure care intake facility in
Bordentown, known as Hayes.
•

Question:
Does the JJC intend to proceed with these plans for the new JJC
facilities? If so, please provide a timetable or schedule for the new JJC facilities
and the planned closure dates for the existing facilities. What will the capacity
of the new facilities be compared to the capacity of the facilities to be replaced?
Has an analysis of the impact of the new facilities on the JJC operating costs
been performed? If so, please provide details of the analysis.

The New Jersey Juvenile Justice Commission is working to transform its operations to
improve outcomes for the youth in its care and custody. The cornerstone of this effort is to
ultimately replace existing large, congregate care secure institutions with smaller, state-of51
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the art regional facilities that are closer to home, to maximize opportunities for family
participation in the rehabilitative process.
Specifically, the JJC plans to close the New Jersey Training School for Boys in Monroe
Township which has a 300-functional bed capacity. The size, design, and age of this 150year-old facility make it difficult to operate in a safe, therapeutic, and cost-effective manner.
The JJC also plans to close the Juvenile Female Secure Care and Intake Facility in Bordentown
which has a 28-functional bed capacity. These facilities will close once the new regional
facilities are built and occupant-ready. Replacing the NJTS and Hayes Institutions will result
in a 36% reduction in secure care functional bed capacity.
The JJC intends to replace these institutions with three smaller (48 bed), state-of-the art
regional facilities. The new facilities should represent best practice in terms of design
features that simultaneously enhance the safety of staff and youth while fostering the
delivery of therapeutic services in a normative, developmentally appropriate environment
that feels non-institutional. Typically projects of this magnitude take 4-5 years to complete.
At present, the best case projected completion of the Southern and Central Region Facilities
is January 2022 while the Northern Facility will not be occupant ready until September 2022.
A preliminary estimate of the cost savings associated with this reform effort was undertaken
which forecast a $20 million in savings and cost avoidance.
20a. The Governor’s 2019 budget projects $3.7 million in FY 2018 supplemental
appropriations to support the New Jersey State Police DNA lab.
The Governor’s
recommended FY 2018 budget (p. D-243) indicated that “in response to the mandated
measures outlined in the Bail Reform and Speedy Trial Act” the Division of State Police
would require increased funding for the Office of Forensic Sciences. The FY 2018 budget
anticipated $3.7 million in additional revenue to the Division of State Police from a $1.00
increase in motor vehicle violation surcharges dedicated to the DNA Forensic Laboratory.
Legislation to increase the surcharge was introduced, but not approved by the Legislature.
The FY 2019 budget again anticipates the approval of this surcharge increase, and retains
$1.8 million of the projected FY 2018 supplemental appropriation in the FY 2019 Division of
State Police budget.
Criminal Justice Reform authorized by the Constitution and implemented under P.L.2014,
c.31 became fully operational Statewide on January 1, 2017. The program provides for
pretrial detention of certain criminal defendants; establishes non-monetary bail alternatives
for release; and authorizes the Judiciary to revise fees. Under the program, defendants must
undergo a risk assessment to determine their risk of re-offending. This assessment would
determine which defendants could be released pending trial. Under the statute, defendants
are guaranteed a speedy trial, and if the prosecutor does not adhere to this time frame the
defendant will be released from jail. In response to an OLS FY 2018 discussion point, the
52
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department did not identify any specific incremental costs to the Office of Forensic Sciences
(OFS) of implementing P.L.2014, c.31.
The OFS is a section within the New Jersey State Police Investigation Branch. It consists of
four physical laboratory locations across the state of New Jersey. These laboratories are
located in Hamilton (Mercer), Hammonton, Sea Girt, and Little Falls and provide testing and
analysis for drugs, toxicology, and arson (the central lab in Hamilton also performs testing
for arson, trace evidence, and forensic serology). The Office also operates a DNA laboratory
in Hamilton. The four regional crime laboratories and the DNA laboratory are internationally
accredited under ISO 17025 standards by the American Society of Crime Laboratory
Directors-Lab Accreditation Board (ASCLD/LAB). In addition to the regional laboratories
mentioned above, the OFS also maintains a Forensic Anthropology Laboratory and a Breath
Testing Unit.
•

Question:
What is the total FY 2018 appropriation, from both budgeted
appropriations and appropriated off-budget revenues, for the Office of
Forensic Sciences? What is the recommended appropriation to the OFS for FY
2019 from all State sources? For what specific purposes, e.g., additional staff,
equipment, is any additional FY 2018 and FY 2019 funding being allocated?

The total appropriation from both budgeted and appropriated off-budgeted revenues for
the Office of Forensic Sciences (OFS) in FY 2018 is $18.7 million. This includes NJ DNA
Forensic Lab revenue, Enhanced DNA Testing (Special Purpose), DNA Laboratory
Enhancement (Special Purpose), Central Lab Operations accounts and State Police salary
accounts. An additional $3.7 million FY18 supplemental appropriation is being used to
support additional salary and equipment costs related to Bail Reform.
The recommended OFS appropriation for FY 2019 for all State sources is $18.7 million.
Based on a proposed fee increase in motor vehicle violation surcharges, an additional $3.7
million will support growth for salary and equipment to address additional testing requests,
backlogs as well as needs related to Bail Reform.
Of the $3.7 million, $3.2 million is for salaries and $500k is for equipment, as described
below:
Office of Forensic Sciences - Bail Reform Equipment
Item
Quantity
Cost

Total

Gas Chromatograph Mass Spectrometer

5

$75,000

$375,000

Gas Chromatograph Headspace
Total

2

$62,500

$125,000
$500,000
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20b. Budget evaluation data (p. D-254) report the number of laboratory cases received
continuing to exceed the number of cases completed, growing from 45,984 in FY 2016 to
48,683 in FY 2017, and 51,000 in both FY 2018 and FY 2019. The data also show the number
of cases completed at 37,598 in FY 2016, 40,008 in FY 2017, and 42,000 in both FY 2018 and
FY 2019. Regarding DNA analysis, budget evaluation data (p. D-254) show cases received
growing from 5,338 in FY 2016 to 5,263 in FY 2017, then declining to 5,200 in FY 2018 and
5,100 in FY 2019. The data further report completed DNA cases of 4,788 in FY 2016, 4,762 in
FY 2017, 5,100 in FY 2018 and 5,500 in FY 2018. In laboratory cases, the data suggest a
growing backlog of uncompleted cases; however, in the DNA related cases there is an
anticipated reduction in backlog. The data suggest that DNA cases are the priority, while an
increased backlog in other cases is acceptable.
In FY 2018, the department noted in response to an OLS discussion point that “approval had
been received to hire 40 new scientists with a majority earmarked to work in the drug units
of each laboratory.”
•

Question:
Please comment on the management and prioritization of State
Police laboratory cases, including any staffing issues and certification concerns.
Was the hiring target noted above achieved? Should the OFS explore the
potential of using private laboratories to address the non-DNA case backlog?
What amount of additional funding would be needed to achieve a reduction in
non-DNA laboratory cases in the same proportion that the DNA case backlog is
expected to be reduced?

All cases in the Drug and Toxicology units are generally completed in the order they are
received, regardless of complexity or severity of the charge. In the Serology and DNA units,
personal crimes, for example, homicides, sexual assaults, and aggravated assaults, are given
priority over property crimes. However, priority of cases is now impacted by Bail Reform
requests and priority reviews required for investigative purposes. The additional staff has
allowed OFS to address these requests. The OFS works with partner agencies to prioritize the
review of cases to meet prosecutorial deadlines.
The OFS was approved to hire 40 new scientific personnel. The Forensic Scientist 1 test
administered by NJ CSC resulted in a list of 45 potential candidates. OFS administration
interviewed all candidates interested in this entry level position and hired 26 individuals. The
list was exhausted and CSC called another test to generate an additional list of potential
candidates. This second test was administered on March 27th. Once the test is scored and
the list generated, OFS will interview enough candidates to fill the 14 additional approved
positons for hire.
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In December 2017, the OFS underwent a surveillance visit performed by the accrediting
body. OFS is pleased to report that its national accreditation continues. The current five year
accreditation cycle expires in April of 2019.
The OFS is currently in the midst of a contract with a private vendor, National Medical
Services (NMS) located in Willow Grove, Pa, to outsource approximately 5,000, single item
Marijuana cases. To date 2,750 cases have been submitted to NMS and close to 1,900
completed case reports have been distributed to the submitting agencies.
Outsourcing has assisted the OFS with decreasing the backlog and turnaround times for
pending drug cases. During this period the OFS took the opportunity to train the new
scientific staff hired to work in the drug units within the four regional laboratories of the
OFS. The training is almost complete and these new staff members are currently making an
impact on the pending backlog of cases. At the end of September, 2017 the OFS hit an alltime high of almost 15,000 backlogged drug cases waiting to be processed. Over the last six
months, due to the concerted efforts of incumbent staff and new hires, the backlog has been
reduced by 33%.
At this time no additional outsourcing is needed.
During the first three months of 2018, the DNA laboratory completed 1,160 DNA reports.
This represents a record number of completed cases for this unit. This is the result of the
installation of robotics and a streamlined process that took an enormous amount of work to
fully implement in 2017. The backlog has been reduced by 30%. The five new analysts hired
in August will soon be completely certified and they will be making an impact on the further
reduction of this backlog.
21.
The recent growth in the popularity of craft beer, wines, and distilled spirits reflects
the public’s thirst for local, unique beverages, and New Jerseyans have responded by
establishing and supporting limited breweries, plenary and farm wineries, cideries,
meaderies, and craft distilleries.
In order to brew or manufacturer these craft beverages commercially, a person must have a
manufacturer’s license pursuant to R.S.33:1-10. The enactment of P.L.2012, c.47 revised the
law governing brewery licenses, resulting in a proliferation of limited brewery (craft brewery)
license applicants and increased production of beer.
One of the revisions reduced the State license fee, which enabled more amateur or
enthusiast brewers to consider commercially brewing. More recently, P.L.2017, c.80
established a new Class A manufacturing license, the cidery and meadery license, which
provides cider and mead producers an opportunity to be licensed without the imposition of
certain requirements imposed on winery licensees.
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•

Question:
Please explain the application process for limited breweries,
plenary and farm wineries, cideries and meaderies, and craft distilleries. What
documentation is required to accompany the applications for each Class A
license? For each type of license, how many applications for limited breweries,
plenary and farm wineries, cideries and meaderies, and craft distilleries were
received in FY 2018 and how many were approved, rejected, or are pending?
What is the average time frame for issuance of a license from the initial
application for limited breweries, plenary and farm wineries, and craft
distilleries, respectively? Of the Class A license applications received by the
ABC, what percentage required amendments or corrections? What are ABC’s
procedures regarding deficient applications?
All applications for Class A licenses, pursuant to 33:1-10 are manufacturing licenses. These
applications are virtually the same and differ only for the various types of companies that
apply for them. The application process begins online where the applicant provides the
pertinent information regarding their company, what their method of operation will be
within the state, and documentation to support the previous mentioned items as well as
their financial investments, proof of publication, proof of TTB approval (Federal Permit),
proof of state bond, and fingerprinting. When all this information is provided to the
division, the application can be reviewed. This division also notifies the towns in which the
application has been filed as a courtesy to the governing officials. A site inspection is
conducted prior to issuance of license. If statutory requirements are met, the division has
issued Temporary Permits to allow the applicant to begin manufacturing and/or operating
as an interim accommodation.
The following statistics for applications received during the ongoing FY 2018 term are listed
below. The number of applications approved is greater than the number of applications
received because some of the applications were received prior to July 2017.
Cider/Mead:
Three applicants, three pending, one on temporary authorization.
Craft Distillery:
Three applications received, five issued, three pending.
Limited Brewery:
18 applications received, four issued, 18 pending.
Plenary Winery:
Three applications received, one issued, four pending.
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Farm Winery:
No applications were received, none issued, none pending.
100% of applications require contact with the applicant to amend, add, or elaborate on
information that has been received. An enhancement to the online process allows us to reopen the application on the public end so that the applicant can upload the deficient
items. We provide templates and samples of the documentation requirements and
continue to work and communicate with applicants to streamline this process.
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Matter Title

Leitner, Tort, DeFazio, Leitner S~ BrauseP.C., Edison

Paul Gelentis v. State of New Jersey

Amount
$3,793.50

Averona, Dominique; Administratrix, et al vs. Henry R. Schuitema, D.O., et al.
Bodine, Lawrence C., et al. v. Trenton Psychiatric Hospital, et al.
Budden, Christopher L., et al v. William Paul Block, DO, et al
Luciano Twins; Vincent Luciano &Juliana Luciano; Minors, et al vs. So. Jersey Healthcare, et al.
Lenox, Socey, Formidoni, Brown, Giordano, Cooley 8 Casey, LLC, Lawrenceville

McCormick, Anthony v. State of New Jersey

$42,462.50

$160.00
$2,093.80

Ramirez, Maria vs. Uml R. Panganamamula, MD, et al

$200.00

Sylla, Kemo; A.A.P., et al vs. Thomas Hegy, MD, et al

$9,190.75

Watts-Naley, Beverly; OIBIO; The Estate of Levis F. Nalley vs. Cooper University Hospital, et al.

$16,997.07

Bradley C. Peterson v. Administrator Christopher Holmes, et aI

$28,076.74

Division of Investment -Alternative Investment Aspect Core Diversified Program (Initial transaction)
Division of Investment - Cadian Fund L.P.

Locke Lord LLP (EAPD), Boston

$40.00
$105,926.81

$2,463.00

Medina, Crystal M., et al v. Vishwanath Bhat, MD, et al.
Pierznik, Patricia; A.A.P., et al vs. Jennifer Hummel, D.O., et al

Lite DePalma Greenberg

$92,188.74

$4,316.40
$831.60

Division of Investment -Catalyst Fund Limited Partnership V

$30,000.00

Division of Investment -Chatham Asset Mgmt (Separate Account) (post-closing matters)

$14,924.00

Division of Investment - Excellere Capital Fund III, LP (initial transaction)

$40,107.44

Division of Investment - Exceltere Capital Fund III, LP (post-closing matters)

$15,000.00

Division of Investment -Exeter Core Industrial Club Fund, II, LP (initial transaction)

$45,000.00

Division of Investment -Exeter Core Industrial Club Fund, II, LP (post-closing matters)

$11,563.20

Division of Investment -Lazard Rathmore Fund, LTD (post-closing matters)

$5,266.80

Division of Investment -Lynx (Bermuda) Ltd.

$14,454.00

Division of Investment -Lynx Common (Bermuda) Ltd. (initial transaction)

$60,000.00

Division of Investment -Lynx Common (Bermuda) Ltd. (post-closing matters)

$4,910.40

Division of Investment - MKP Opportunity Fund

$5,337.60

Division of Investment - Onex Partners IV, LP

$2,098.80

Division of Investment - WLR Recovery Fund IV, LP (post-closing matters)
onduct nterna nvestigation Regarding the Demo ition of the Huggs-Harrison House and Lega Ana ysis

$2,732.40
$226,604.14

Lowenstein Sandler LLP, Roseland

~
Equal Employment Opportunity Matter

Lukas, LaFuria, Gutierrez 8 Sachs, LLP, McLean

NJ Transits Positive Train Control Project/Radio Frequency Spectrum FCC Matters

$15,048.00

Jersey City Municipal Utilities Authority v. New Jersey Transit Corporation, et al.

$11,014.00

Lum, Drasco & Positan, LLC, Roseland

NJT -Acquisition of Portions of Properties Known as

$40,858.16

ne and Two Penn P aza East, Newark, NJ (NJT

$49,839.00
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Matter Title
pecia
e

ounse Designation - NJ Transit Corporation Jersey city Municipa Uti ities Authority Caim 0
e
e

Belfand, Seman vs. Raymond Petosa and New Jersey Transit Corporation, C-83585-444
Benavente, Elena N. vs. New Jersey Transit Corporation, et al. N-82834-442

$180.00
$10,666.25
$27,319.74

Henry, Kathleen vs. New Jersey Transit, et al.

$23,269.88
$6,176.00

Huerta, Michael A. vs. NJ Transit Corp., et al.

$10,086.72

Johnson, Althea vs. New Jersey Transit Authority

$18,735.23

Kim, Jung Kui and Won Kim vs. NJ Transit Bus Operations and Justen Oriolo

$10,561.39
$6,969.49

Laux, William V, vs. Anwapul H. Chowdhury, et al, N-83029

$7,844.75

Lee, Vong vs. Justen Oriolo, et al

$3,994.46

Wallace, Karen vs. New Jersey Transit Corp. and Carlos Trujillo
Westchester Radiology and Imaging, P.C., Assignment of Anyhony Brewington vs. NJ Transit Corp.
NJEDA -Biomedical Research Facilities Bonds Post-Issuance Tax Compliance Procedures
NJEDA -Medical Research Facilities State Contract Bonds

$14,771.00
$2,560.00
$275.00
$1,655.00

NJHMFA - Captial Program Fund Revenue Bonds -Redemption of 2004 and/or 2007 Series Bond

$34,475.00

NJHMFA -Fall 2016 New Money Bonds; Refunding Bonds and Remarketing of Outstanding Bonds

$42,421.82

NJHMFA Burlington Preservation Project and Cedar Run Preservation Project

$40,365.84

NJHMFA Conduit Bond Program -Camden Townhouses Project

$31,155.66

NJHMFA onduit Bond Program -July 2017 Mandatory Tender of Passaic Housing RAD Project, eries
2016D-1 Bonds

$4,175.00

NJHMFA Conduit Bond Program -Willows at Whiting Project

$25,576.11

NJTTFA -Fiscal Year 2017 New Money Bonds

$88,648.86

NJTTFA - FY 2015 New Money Bonds, ystem Refunding Bonds, Program Refunding Bonds and F oating

MacNeill, O'Neill 8~ Riveles, LLC, Cedar Knolls

$77,695.08

Fetahu, Valdona v. New Jersey Transit Corp.

Lan, Mario and Elizabeth Lan vs. New Jersey Transit Corporation, et al.

M. Jeremy Ostow, Esq., South Orange

$24,206.80

Berger, Erica vs. Port Authority of New York and New Jersey vs. New Jersey Transit Bus Operations, Inc.

Holmes-Moses, Iraida vs. Port Authority of New York and New Jersey
Lynch &Lynch, Garden City

Amount

$3,334.00

Ferrie, Suzanne, et al vs. Lauren Murpphy, RN, APN, et al

$25,367.27

Gibbs, Jamal vs. University Correction) Healthcare, et al.

$15,045.50

Kisby, Jessica vs. NJ DOC, et al.

$11,502.32

Lombardi, Christopher; Decd vs. Rutgers Biomedical Health Sciences, et al

$15,385.57

Nyamuchiwa, Kudazviro vs. Marc I Malberg, MD et al
Onyekaomelu, Peter and Kamilah vs. UMDNJ, et al (appeal)
Onyekaomelu, Peter and Kamilah vs. UMDNJ, et al.

$980.00
$31,835.16
$2,280.00

