Office of Administrative Law Judges
U.S. Department of Labor 1111 20th Street. NW.

Washington, D.C. 20036

I n the Matter of
THE BLACK COUNCI L OF SANTA CLARA

. Case I\b. 8”-JTP-1"

Conpl ai nant . OWCP NO. 235218-1318
v \_U_\B;pu:.

COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA

AN irerdRy
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ORDER OF DI SM SSAL

This matter arises under the Job Training ‘Partnership Act
(JTPA), 29 U.S.C. 1511-1592, and regul ati ons pronul gated and
publish_ed by the Departnent of Labor to inplenent the Act.

Conpl ai nant requests a formal hearing under 20 CFR §629.57to
chal l enge the procedures used by the é)untv of Santg Clara to

di scontinue funding under the Act. The Department Of Labor noves
to dismss the matter on Ic";rounols that complainant failed to
exhaust local remedies, and failed to fequest the Gant Oficer
to investigate its assertions of non-compliange; with the Act.

In its response to the mottbn, complainant 'attached a series
of correspondence withivarious. officials of €he.State of
California, at both.the county-and State levels, Iegar %H& I.tS
requests for a hearing ‘and appeal of the grievance. ¢ al nant
contends that this correspondence denonstrates exhaustion of its
local remedies, and if it is denied access:to a fornal federal
| evel hearin%, it wll effectively be denied access to any
renedies. |t appears that the docunentation relating to
conplainant's attenpts to exhaust-local remedies has not
previously been submitted to the Grant Officer. 1/
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17 Tn her notion to disniss, counsel for the Gant Oficer notes
that the Grant Officer will not také’ jurisdiction of the matter
prior to the exhaustion of State remedies. AS noted, however,
conpl ai nant had not previously presénted-to the Gant Oficer any
of the documentation attached to its response to the notion to

di sm ss.
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~Under the framework of JTPA adm nistrative procedures
avai |l able to aggrieved parties, it is necessary, prior to
initiating formal federal [evel adjudicatory proceedings, to seek
review of the grievance before the Grant Officer. _See Sections
264(f) and 166(a); of the Act, and 20 CFR §629.57(a). In this
instance, the Grant Oficer was neither requested to investigate
conplainant's allegations nor afforded the opportunity to review

the matter and issue a determnation on the merits of the
conplaint.  Accordi n%;ly, the Office of Admnistrative Law Judges

has no jurisdiction to proceed in this matter at this tine.
Theref ore,

ORDER
| T 1S ORDERED that this matter be, and it hereby is,

DI M SSED.
A. "LEVIN

Adm nistrative Law Judge

Dat ed: 2 OCT 1984
Washi ngton, D.C.
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