STATE OF CALI FORNI A
DECI SION OF THE
PUBLI C EMPLOYMENT RELATI ONS BQARD

ROSA NELL HOODYE,

Charging Party, Case No. LA-CE-2889

V. PERB Deci si on No. 847
LOS ANGELES COMMUNI TY COLLEGE Cct ober 30. 1990
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Respondent .

Appearance: Rosa Nell Hoodye, on her own behal f.

Bef ore Hesse, Chairperson; Shank, Camlli and Cunni ngham
Menbers.

DECI S| ON AND _ORDER
This case is before the Public Enploynent Rel ations Board
(PERB or Board) on appeal by Rosa Nell Hoodye (Hoodye) of a Board
agent's dism ssal of her charge that the Los Angeles Comunity
College District (D strict) violated section 3543.5(a) of the
Educati onal Enpl oynent Rel ations Act (EERA).?!
PERB Regul ati on section 32635, ? whi ch governs review of
di sm ssals, states, in pertinent part:
The appeal shall
(1) State the specific issues of procedure,

fact, law or rationale to which the appeal is
t aken;

'EERA is codified at Governnent Code section 3540 et seq.
Unl ess otherwi se indicated, all statutory references herein are
to the Governnent Code.

’PERB Regul ations are codified at California Code of
Regul ations, title 8, section 31001 et seq.



(2) ldentify the page or part of the
dism ssal to which each appeal is taken;

(3) State the grounds for each issue stated.
Hoodye's appeal, inits entirety, reads as foll ows:
Unfair Practice Charge No. LA-CE-2889.

RE: REVI EW OF DI SM SSAL AND FI LI NG AN APPEAL
TO THE BQOARD

Pursuant to Public Enploynment Rel ations Board
regul ati ons. (California Adm nistrative
Code, title 8, section 32635(a)).

Thi s appeal does not conply with PERB Regul ati on section
32635, as it does not identify which portions of the dism ssal
are chall enged, nor does it indicate the grounds for the appeal.
The Board has held that conpliance with regulations governing
appeals is required to afford the respondent and the Board an
adequate opportunity to address the issues raised, and

nonconpliance will warrant dism ssal of the appeal. (Qakland

Education Association (Baker) (1990) PERB Decision No. 827, p. 2;

Uni ted_Teachers - Los_Angel es (Abboud. et al.) (1989) PERB

Deci sion No. 738, p. 2.) The Board, therefore, denies the appeal
and finds it unnecessary to determ ne whether the charge was

otherwi se sufficient to state a prinma facie case.?

*The Board notes that Hoodye's all egations of racia
di scrimnation and harassnent against the District are not
cogni zabl e under the EERA, and therefore PERB has no ‘jurisdiction
over them



The unfair practice charge in Case No. LA-CE-2889 is hereby
DI SM SSED W THOUT LEAVE TO ANMEND.

By the Board*

“Menmber Craib did not participate in this Decision.
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