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PUBLIC EMPLOYMENT RELATIONS BOARD
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Howard O. Watts, representing himself.

Before Gluck, Chairperson; Jaeger and Tovar, Members.

DEcrs ION

Howard O. Watts appeals a dismissal without further leave

to of h ic noti ce ai nt f ed purs uant to

section 3547 of the Educational Employment Relations Act.l

IThe Educational Employment Relations Act is codif i at
nment C sec on 3 a et Sec on 3547 r inti nent t:
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Upon consideration of the entire record in light of the

exceptions, the Public Employment Relations Board (hereafter

Board) finds no reversible error in the regional director's

findings of fact or conclusions of law (attached). Further,

the Board notes that although his complaint includes an

allegation that the Los Angeles Unified School District's

(hereafter District) distribution of twenty copies of the

employee organization's proposals is inadequate, Mr. Watts'

Exhibit No. 52 is a stipulation between the District and

himself which includes an agreement to the distribution of that

number of copies.

to express itself regarding the oposal at
a meeting of the public school employer.

(c) After the public has
opportunity to express it
school employer shall, at

n to the ic, adopt
proposal.

2Exhibi t No. 5 is a settlement agreement ar ising out of
an earlier public notice complaint filed by Mr. Watts (Watts v.
Los eles Unified School Distr ict, LA-PN-9 and LA-PN-IO) ,
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The Board summarily AFFIRMS the regional director's

determination to dismiss the complaint wi thout further leave to

amend.

PER CURIAM
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Hr. Hewd o. Watts

Re: IA-FN33
Lo Ar~eles uniied SCl District

Dear Mr. Watts:

You p.lic rotice c:lain a:ains th Lo 1\..geles ünifieà Schec,l
District 2.i-r t.lie f'al H'orna SCool ::loyee Assciaticri was filed -;.¡ith
this office 'P.ay 20, 1981. On lt.ay 28, 1981 th cclaint ~,.s dismssed
with leav-e to ar. On June 8, 1981 t.'-is office recived your aiî1enã:et
to th colaL"l -an seal additicn exhibits..
The regicri.a direcc: li.. detered tht the cclaint as amenëE: fails
to state a prir¡ facie violaticn of Governt Code seticn 3547. The
CClant is hereby DISi wimr ~ LEVE TO j'l"iEND. ~rí1e basis
for the disssal is c.t. in my letter of lrIa 281 1981 and ti'îe
followng .

A. You r.ave ~la tht th CS initial pro¡:csal cl'1d
reqest to Iì~ a. negotiate on a poential layoff of
certêüi I. er1.~ ~re rot proiy 11 

sur..hi r.: 
11 . 'rhe

srac.::ts m p;~ 2 though 4 of the arnennt to your
~~..a.:L'"1 ~E" T c:im tht boh "Wr.e presented by CSEA
at a pTb1-ic ~ of the LA :Eard of EdC3tion on Aptil
21, lgai. This prtãtiO' wa scheduled en th Berd of
Eàcaticn ~ ager for th date. Tl.at the reqest to
negotiate en th p:ible layo 'Y rot physicaly
incoat~ in t.;¡e CS initial prol is of no
signiic:. Tb resp.dts ha celied with L'îe la'lI.
B. Your sta~ of fac regarding the ninbe ar;ê
availabi"1 1 ty of coies of ti.. initial proal and reqest
to neotate regarëlr. t.rie layoff still dce not establish a
pr1-- fe:Ie c: against the respdents. Your c:endeë
cx::,'rpl?i ; ,: ccì:: t.'1at at least 20 ccìes of each ',.e:ce
available arii distributed to IT£- p.blic en p.pril 21. Ycu
recived a c::J?f at Dut ti'Te.

You c;laL'1 e:ain tJ.ai. cnies of ITe initial prop:al r,re
no: avail2ble in t.~e rrting rcc on the dates schedul"2 for

piblic respa. I cnce egain direct your attenticn to
prier èete.r:i:tion of the PE Borà i tse1£ en this issue 1
pati01l arly t:'-eir Deisicr1s l-b. 15l ana No. l53.
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Your effort to e.~Jld the celaint by ciding awis:i for
more pub1ici~y a:d wider distriDJtion of initial 2~CPals
(p-xagra?hs n~ed 1 and 2 on pae 1 of the ~è:t)
dcs not alege sU£ficient facts to st.ate a p:cL:: facie
violaticn of 5e71cn 3547. Secticn 3547 of tl GcrT't
CcX reqres t.~::t initial propal, once sW:tted, be
maintaL~ as p.lic recrds. The IASD retains plic
insticn ooiE. of al initial propal in its S7'::rf
Relaticns and ?.blic Inortiai files. '£his ';licl

cclies wit.ti L~ law. - -
c. Th amencìt to yor cclaint regarding th~ crder of
busip.. en the IJlJ meeting agen is confusing. You have
filed a c:J. witii. this e.ency 1 but state in it tii.t
I1this is a loc violation not pertaining to PL'?B'f. You

furher state th problem has ben corrected. Tn a
telepho CCr-;Xticn on Jun LS, 1981 you and I discussed
Lhe a:la"" ger.ey and this issue in patic:. You
stated t!.at vou did no wish to withdra:;ì this oorticn of the

celaL'1t. - Ït is, thn, dismssed with the rest of tL~
cclat. Th ~ added ro new facts "'ihich could
constitute a violation of section 3547.

D. The a:er to you calaint regardir. the t.;,ee
minute rue for spkers narO'rf its feeus to even~ en
April 21;' 19.81. It W".. on this date that t.'ie initial
propcal wa first presented. Secticr 3547 (b) pro7ièes tL'-o
public IT..t ha an oprtunity to expres itse1 F regarding
a-r initial proal aice a reasonale ti.ine has el2. after
the p~.a is sut tted. In that the prop wc.
si.t'__"" aiy en It.pil 21, pilic restCis cll that åate
oould have be premtue. Following its Qf,m FOlic!', LÌ1
district scec tiI for pilic resp en F-.pril 27 and
Nay 4, 1981. Yai SFke to th prOt on l:th of. G-t:e
ëltes. You have rot o:lain of inadeqte tLl.e for
resp.s on eiti~ April 27 or May 4, 1931~

It afeas f:2 t.~ la.'1gue of the amt tr.at yo are
uncertain abt whetLt.& or not you s.ke to the pro; on
April 2l, 1981. You p.ave rot aleged Lh.at you ære èenied
a-r opprtunity to sp, only that you "must1veU ex.'"austeë
the alotted Lri'? minutes spking to other rr.atte:Cs en the
agerda. E72I if you did not s:vek to the on April
2l, as you sp..ate, LÌ1 ci1aint is still insufficient to
rnake a prir.a facie cae, based on the facts outlin.ed in the
paragraph al.

E. '.lr:e a:èrt to alegaticn *7 in the original calaint
still ô..') ne I"2ke a clear an concise state::ent of t.he
facts aleged to (X.stitute a violaticn of secticn 3547.

-Based en coer-~tion with you and the hiD respr:e.'1ts it
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is my unàerstandLrg Ü'.at you are aleging a violation
occurred wheri Csz Baè€ a c!e\1i.and to negotiate f,.te'1 the
district in an area (layoff of emloyees) '\vhic:î you believe
is outside the sCJ?e 0: representation under the Eàucationa
Eìloyrent Relaticn Ac. If your OJntenticn is tn.:e, the
cclaint cannt be ar~eà to state a prìm facie violation
of secticn 3547 of tl Government Coe in that it c.Dvers
initial propsa ii.. .which relate to matters within the
so:pe of representaticn". If, on the other harid, your
contenticn is not L--e, the calaint still could rot be
amendeò to state a prha facie case. As outlir: in
paragraph A of Lriis letter, the respndents have calied
with the lafll rega=ding pilic rotice of initial profOals.
In any case, L~ re:-pts have iriformed me that no
meeting eL"1d r.eotiating en Lhis subject 'has or will take
place bese tbe issi.i. wa resolved to their satisfaction
infomiy.

This àetermnaticn rPZj be apled to Lhe Bod itself at the
headters office L~ accrdance with the provisions of Division l,
Chpter 4, Article 2 of t. PE R.c.ulaticris. The new address of the
PE Headquarters Office is L031 l8th stre€t, Sacramento, CA 958l4. Any
aweal rr be filed within 10 days following L'-e àate of service of this
letter of dismssal.

Please cotact me if you r.ave any guestims.

Very truly yours i

FrancesA~ Kreiling
'Regiun.al Dir2Cor

\. Jql J\~ega U
'Jr eseni:a ti ve

ce: William Sharp
Marjorie Kantro~


