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This is an appeal by Eli zabeth Cobb (Appell ant) from a decision by the Glynn
County Board of Education that denied her grievance that she was improperly tr ansferred
from one school to another. Appellant claims that the transfer violated the Local Board 's
policy govern ing transfers . The appeal is dismissed because the State Board of Education
lacks jurisdiction since a question involving the interpretation or administration of school
law is not involved.

One week after the 2005-2006 school year started, Appellant was advised that she
was one of two elementary school teachers, out of six teachers , who would be transferred
to another school in an effort to rebalance student-teacher ratios in the different schools .
Appellant filed a grievance to protest her transfer on the grounds that she had been
employed at the school longer than some of the teachers who were not being tr ansferred.
The principal , the Local Supe rintendent, and the Local Board denied her grievance .
Appellant then filed an appeal to the State Board of Education.

Appellant claims that her transfer violates the Local Board's policy concerning
transfers because the policy provides that transfers will be made in inverse order of
seniority and two of the teachers at her school were hired after she was hired. The Local
Board argues that the Local Superintendent has the inherent authority to transfer teachers
according to the needs of the school system .

The Local Board 's Policy GBE provides, "The Superintendent shall have the
authority to reassign any employee for the efficient operation or in the best interest of the
school system . Employees will be assigned or reassigned to positions in the school
system which [sic] meet the needs of the system and are commensurate with their
training, cert ification , years of experience , and other appropriate factors ." There is also an
implementing regulation , Regulation GB E-R, whichprovides , "The last person hired
from a systerrr wide pool of employees with similar credentials will be the ultimate
variable which [sic] will control decisions about transfers ." Thus , there is a policy that
permits the Local Superintendent to make transfers ba sed upon the best interest of the



school system, but the regulation provides that seniority will be the gove rn ing factor
controlling transfer decisions . The parties did not introduce any evidence about the
relationship between the policy and the regulatioA i .e ., whether the regulation was
produced by the Local Board or by the Local Superintendent 's office .

Notwithstanding the lack of any evidence about the relationship between the
policy and the regulation , the Local Board reviewed the policy , the regulation, and the
arguments of the parties and decided that the Local Superintendent had the autho rity to
transfer Appellant to another school despite the fact that only one of the other four
teachers had been at her school longer than she had been there . To the extent that there
are any inconsistencies between the policy and the regulation, the Local Board has the
authority to resolve such inconsistencies .

The State Board of Education has consistently taken the position that the
assignment of teachers is an internal operational decision that does not involve the
administration or interpretation of school law , thus denying jurisdiction to the State
Board of Education to review a local board ' s transfer decision See, e. g., Whi taker v.
Cherokee Cnty . Bd. ofEduc., Case No . 1992-32 (Ga. SBE, Jan. 14 , 1993) . The part ies
have not shown any reason why this position should not apply to the inst ant case .

Based upon the foregoing , it is the opinion of the State Board of Education that it
lacks jurisdiction to consider the appeal because it does not involve the interpretation or
administration of school law . Accordingly , the appeal is hereby
DISMISSED .

This day of January 2006 .

William Bradley Bryant
Vice Chairnan for Appeals
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