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¢

o Before Chairman Day. Vice Chairman Sheehan, and Board 'Member .Fix:~ir
Ju]y 3, 1986. 3& oo - '

foOn July 22," 1986, a directive was issued reflecting the Board's decision.“
0 grant ‘Miami Un{versity's motion to deem a faci-finder's report accepted. .
; he_ directive madeilreference to a forthcoming opinion. That opinion 1s.




In the Hatter of

der of Police

‘Fratetnal 0: .
¥ Lodge No. 174. "

;H;Hiami Universit
hﬁmployee Organization,
‘:Higdilﬂniyeraiff,
o 1 Edﬁloyef.
’;cgsg'ﬁﬁuﬁtg;”Yas-nr-ioaasae

OPINION -

s the vote on rejection of a fact-finder 8 report. Tﬁe

'acdéptéd ;helreport. The vote of the eoployee organization 15 the

Ein the 1natant case addreséed two isauéﬁ:

ployee organization

‘total vota ou‘the £act-findér's report

kS

he - 'employee organization 1o comp;iancei wiéh “Ohto T

offlcer 8 recommendation 19 overruled aud

on-vote 1s considered 1nva11d £or the reanons adduced below.




y' hree-fifths mnjority5of the total membership._‘ln thia case,

Thus 12 votes were required

andf returned to the meeting chairman.z - At 5:30 p.m.- the,l_}

declared the election officially closed. He counted'the ballots“}?:,"

in the presence of other officers. At 1east ten of these officera were'f??‘

allowed ‘to cE@é?& bgllqt 1p the presence of other officers. His ballot was-




affoir. However, Ohio Administrative : Code e

f :certainl _re,titxireme'nts. for . the conduct of the

< e‘ado fn._g pertinent part, "A secret ballot ahall be_sr

‘ho resulta were announced, another officér, who

-His #ote,: brought, the




B 1v'

nﬁégflty'Vof :électibns- on fact-finding reports .éﬁdzl

e 8 tion‘ of }the employee orsanization, in the 1nstant case, fin'l
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