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pefote DAY, Chairman, end ¥1X, Board Member, August 27, 1984,

april 6, 1984, the Fraternal order of police, Ohie Labot
Council, Inc. (“"Ewployee Organization“) £1led with this poard and with the
ding ("E.mployer“) two amended Requests for Voluntary Recognition
pursuant to Section 4117.05 of the Revised Code. _One Request for Yoluntary
Recognition sought recognition for & unit consisting of one clerk
(84~VR-OA-G162) and one aought recognition for 2 unit consisting of two
digpatchers (8&—\13—-0&-0!61). The Euployer subsequently filed objections
alleging that the proposed units were {nappropriate under section

4117 .06(B} of the Revised Code.
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As a result of these stipulationé, the Employer withdrew its objections.
The matter 18 now presented for Board consideration. The Board approves
the stipulated unit and hereby certifies the Employee prganizarion as the
axclusive tepresentative of all employees {n the unit of clerks and

digpatchers.
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F1X, Board Member, concurs:
SHERHAN, yice-Chalrman, absent.

1t is so ordered. 9
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STATE OF OHIO
STATE EMPLOYMENT RELATIONS BOARD

In the Matter of

Ohic Council 8, American Federation
of State, County and Municipal
Enployees, (AFSCMEY B Case No. 84-RC-04-0763

Petiticmer, )

CORRECTICN
and

Clermont County Commissioner
Clermont County Community Service
Departount,

Respondent,
The 1last line of the opiniom in the subject case reads: "This will
effectuate the iaplicit objectives of R.C. 4117.07 (A)(6) agalust aleatory

election requests.” The sentence should read: "This vill effectuate the
implicit objectives of R.C. 4117.07 (C){6) against aleatory election requests.”

The correction 1s ordered. 115;1 g g!

JA@( DAY, CHAIRMAN

St-ehan, Vice-Chairman; Fix, Member, concur,
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