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STATE OF NEVADA
LOCAL GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEE-MANAGEMENT

50 RELATIONS BOARD
4
§ | CLARK COUNTY,
‘ Petitioner;
6 ITEM NO. 391-C
CLARK COUNTY PROFESSIONAL
7 TRADEWORKA?;S- ASS?nCdIA'I'ION, CASE NO. A1-045601
8| DECTSION

| SERVICE EMPLOYEES INTERNATIONAL
9 | UNION, LOCAL 1107

Intervenor.
10 )
11 § FOR PETITIONER; Mitchell M. Cohen, Esq.
5 CLARK COUNTY D.A.’S OFFICE
13 FOR APPLICANT: Leslie M. Stovall, Esq.
| FOR INTERVENOR: James G, V, 5
14 | VAN BOUR.g," ERG, ROGER & ROSENFELD
F CASE

On March 20, 1996, Clark County Professional Tradeworkers Association (hereinafter

I workers employed in the General Services/Facilities Division of Clark County (hereinafter County)
| as provided for by NRS 288.160. By letter filed on March 25, 1996, the County requested a hearing
| pursuant to NAC 288.143. On May 9, 1996, Service Employees International Union, Local 1107
| (hereinafter SEIU) filed a Petition to Intervene which was granted by Board order (Item No. 387)

| on June 28, 1996.
A hearing to challenge the sufficiency of said Application was held on Angust 29, 1996 and,

| issue of the appropriateness of the proposed bargaining unit. On February 24, 1997, at the instruction
27 | of the Board, the Commissioner requested all parties to submit briefs on the appropriateness of the
28 § proposed bargaining unit and scheduled oral arguments on the same.
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! Emplovees ocal 186 ada, (Item No. 9), the Board stated,
12 “Dupne&eﬁﬁ&mmchmmdmemthsmgm'dwnmwabmmeBouddmmt

15 At the hearing of May 1, 1997, or by pleading, CCPTA failed to prove by clear and
16 § cmﬁndngeﬁdme&ﬁﬂwmmmmityofhtw&ﬁuaﬂegedinmepeﬁﬁonmmﬂidaﬂydkﬁna
17 | from the general membership as currently represented by SETU. The evidence supporting the carve

19§ FINDINGS OF FACT

20 1. That the Petitioner, Clark County, is a local government employer,

21} 2, That the Applicant, Clark County Professional Tradeworkers Association, has
22 ] appropriately filed a Petition for Recognition.

23 § 3. Thatthemtavenor,SEIULochIOZEsthemogtﬁmdbargniuingagentﬁorthe
24 § represented employees of Clark County who are the subject of said Petition for Recognition

25| 4. That the Applicant failed fo meet the burden of clear and convincing evidence to

26 || support a carve out of this proposed unit.




Ni SOFLAW

1. MthelmaIGovetmnEmployee-LhnagemmRelauomBoardhuﬂmsd:cu

S. ThattheAppﬁcantfaﬂedtoshowdearmdconvincingevidmceofaeommm&yof
| interest as provided for under NRS 288.170(1).

DECISION AND ORDER

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Application for

LOCAL GOVERNMENT LOYEE-
GOVERNMENT RELATIONS BOARD
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