STATE OF OHIO
STATE PERSONNEL BOARD OF REVIEW

Jonda E. Clipner, Case Nos, 1 1-INV-02-0040
11-MIS-02-0041
Appeliant,

V.
Ohio State University,

Appelice.
ORDER

‘This matter came on for consideration on the Report and Recommendation of the
Adrmimstrative Law Judge in the above-captioned appeals.

Alter a thorcugh cxarmnation of the record and a review of the Report and
Recommendation of the Administrative Law Judge, along wilh any objections to that report
which have been timely and properly filed, the Board hereby adopts the Recommendation of
the Admimisirative Law Judge.

Wherefore, it is hereby ORDERED that the instani appeals be DISMISSED for lack of
Jjurisdiction over their respective subject matter, pursuant (o OUR.C. § 124.03 et seq.

Casgy - Aye
Lumpe - Aye
Tillery - Aye

Terry L. Casef: Chairman

CERTIFICATION

‘The State of Ohio, State Personne| Board of Review, ss:

I, the undersigned clerk of the State Personnel Board of Review, hereby certify that
this docwment and any attachment therelo constitutesibe-erginal/a true copy of the original)
order or resolution of the State Personnel Board of Review as entered upon the Board's

Joumnal, a copy of which has been forwarded to the parnex thisdate, Tyl | 22

2011,
W adeusage
F lerk

NOTE: Picase see the reverse side of this Order or the artachment (0 this Order for information
regarding your appeal righis.
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STATE OF OHIO
STATE PERSONNEL BOARD OF REVIEW

JONDA E. CLIPNER, Case Nos. 11-INV-02-0040
11-M15-02-0041
Appeliant
V. June 10, 2011

OHIO STATE UNIVERSITY,
JAMES R. SPRAGUE
Appelise Admunistrative Law Judge

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION
To the Honorable State F’ersonnel Board of Review:

These matters came on for consideration on May 27, 2011 pursuant to a
Status Conference. Based on the records, to date, it appears that the parties have
settled the underlying issue in Appellant’s previous appearances before this Board
that dealt with Appellee providing Appellant with a “disciplinary” loss of displacement
rights. That action appears to have been rescinded by Appellee. Appellant now
seeks further actlion regarding Appeilee’s contention that Appellant's previcus {(now
rescinded) loss of displacement rights serves as notice to her regarding her alieged
job performance deficiencies.

Unlike a court, this Board has jurisdiction only when it has been explicitly
conferred upon this Board by the Ohio General Assembly. Neither R.C. 124.03 nor
any other provision of R.C. Chapter 124. expressly grants this Board the authority to
enforce agreements reached between parties. Neither does R.C. Chapter 124.
confer subject matter jurisdiction on this Board to review the notice implications of a
(rescinded) loss of displacement rights.

Therefore, | respectfully RECOMMEND that the State Parsonne! Board of
Review DISMISS the instant appeais for lack of jurisdiction aver their respective
subject matter, pursuant to R.C. 124.03 et seq.

W@u%.,,

JAKIES R. SPRAGUE ~
Administrative Law Judge




