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Appearance: Howard O Watts, on his own behal f.
Before Blair, Chair; Hesse and Caffrey, Menbers.
DECI SI ON
CAFFREY, Menber: This case is before the Public Enpl oynment
Rel ati ons Board (PERB or Board) on a request for reconsideration

filed by Howard 0. Watts (Watts) of the Board's decision in

Associated Adm nistrators of Los Angeles (\Watts) (1993) PERB

Deci sion No. 1001. In that decision, the Board affirned the
Board agent's partial dismssal of Watts' public notice conplaint
whi ch alléged that the Associated Adm nistrators of Los Angel es
(AALA) viol ated section 3547 of the Educational Enploynent

Rel ati ons Act' (EERA)® by not making copies avail able of its

'EERA is codified at Governnent Code section 3540 et seq.
Section 3547 states, in pertinent part:

(b) Meeting and negotiating shall not take place
on any proposal until a reasonable tine has

el apsed after the subm ssion of the proposal to
enabl e the public to becone infornmed and the
public has the opportunity to express itself
regardi ng the proposal at a neeting of the public
school enpl oyer.



initial proposals, and by indicating that the AALA reserved the
right to supplenent its initial proposals.

In his request for reconsideration, Watts contends the Board
did not consider all of the evidence in this case because a
“hearing was not held. Watts concludes his request by nerely
restating the argunments considered by the Board in his appeal of
.the Board agent's deci sion.

DI SCUSSI ON

PERB Regul ation 32410(a) states,? in pertinent part:

The grounds for requesting reconsideration are
[imted to clains that the decision of the Board
itself contains prejudicial errors of fact, or
new y di scovered evidence or |aw which was not
previously avail able and could not have been

di scovered with the exercise of reasonable

di l i gence.

By dism ssing his conplaint, Watts asserts that the Board
failed to make "an honest evaluation of nmy argunents.” He then
restates the argunents he raised on appeal.

Watts has failed to provide any evidence to support his
claimthat the Board did not thoroughly and carefully consider
his appeal. Watts has not cited any new evidence or |aw or
presented any information to support his requeSt for

reconsi der ati on.

(d) New subjects of neeting and negoti ating
arising after the presentation of initia
proposal s shall be made public within 24 hours.

If a vote is taken on such subject by the public
school enployer, the vote thereon by each nenber
voting shall also be made public wthin .24 hours.,

’PERB regul ations are codified at California Code of
. Regul ations, title 8, section 31001 et seq.
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_ ORDER
The request for reconsideration of Associated Adnministrators
of Los Angeles (Watts) (1993) PERB Decision No. 1001 is hereby

DENI ED

Chair Blair and Menber Hesse joined in this Decision.



