CUUSTATE OF OHIO
TATE. EMPLOYMENT RELATIONS BOARD.~ ~ |

. In the Matter of
State Employment Relattons Board,

~ ”'-Qi:CgﬁpTafnaht;

S A

17 ity of Strongsville,
Respondent.

" CASE NUMBER: 86-ULP-10-0389

~ ORDER
(Opinion attached.)

‘Before Chairman Day, Vice Chairman Sheehan, and Board Member 'atané;
uly 9,-1987. - : |

- On-October: 20, 1986, the Strongsville Firefighters Association, Local
:2882,  IAFF -(Charging Party) filed an unfair labor practice charge against
the  City of Strongsville (Respondent). Pursuant to O0.R.C. §4117.12, - the
Board. ‘conducted an_ fnvestigation of the charge and found probable cause to
‘believe ‘that an unfair labor practice had been committed. Subsequently, a
.complaint. was - issued alleging that the Respondent violated 0.R.C. §§4117.11 .
AA)(1).and “{A)(5) by taking steps to unilaterally to change the working .
‘houps :of the firefighters from 24/48 hour shifts to 8 hours a day. The
matter was heard by a Board hearing officer.

“. . The Board has reviewed the record, the hearing officer's proposed order,
.exceptions and responses. The Charging Party's motion for leave to plead
. instanter. is granted. For the reasons set forth in the opinfon attached,

inCorporated by reference, the Board dismisses the complaint with prejudice.

llﬁ?is“sp:ordéred.




LERNTE STATE OF OHIO S
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CASE NUMBER: 86-ULP-10-0389

OPINION

"Chairman.
,This case has a novel aspect warranting a few words of explanatmn.
_‘It began as an unfair labor practfce case in which the single issue was:
R "Hhether the Cfty [Strongsville] has violated Section[s]

:-‘»,‘.-.411”7 11(A}(1) and/or (A)(5) by stating its intent to unilaterally
change the hours of firefighters."

L__After the Hear1ng Officer's Proposed Order was ready for disposition by
;_the' State Emp?oyment Relations Board (SERB), the intervenor, Strongsville
.irefighters Association. tocal 2882, IAFF (Intervenor, Local 2882, or Fire

! _t.e g_)_,—-.;,.moved to plead instanter by filing "Intervenor's Response to

.'Reen'ondent"s‘ * [Strongsvillel Exceptions to - Hearing Officer's Proposed

‘On'd-er". "--'j The motion was granted.z

F-‘?‘Hearing Officers Proposed Order (HOPO), p. 2. Strongsville has not
nstituted any change in the scheduling.

_ uz'l'he response had been filed earlfer but returned to the Intervenor by
'SERB's. clerk: because the signing of the certificate of service had been
e looked' inadvertently. L
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