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Appearance; Elisa Maria Leptich, on her own behal f.

Before Blair, Chair; Carlyle and Johnson, Menbers.

DECI SI ON

CARLYLE, Menber: This case is before the Public Enploynent

Rel ati ons Board (PERB or Board) on a request by Elisa Maria

Leptich (Leptich) for reconsideration of the Board' s decision in

San Francisco Community College District (leptich) (1995) PERB
Deci sion No. 1081.

PERB Regul ation 32410(a)! states:

Any party to a decision of the Board itself
may, because of extraordinary_circunstances.
file a request to reconsider the decision
within 20 days followi ng the date of service
of the decision. An original and 5 copies of
the request for reconsideration shall be
filed wwth the Board itself in the
headquarters office and shall state with
specificity the grounds clalned and, where
applicable, shall specify the page of the
record relired on. Service and proof of
service of the request pursuant to Section
32140 are required. The grounds for
requesting reconsideration are Timted to

'PERB regul ations are codified at California Code of
Regul ations, title 8, section 31001 et seq.



clains that the decision of the Board itself
contains_prejudicial errors fact, or new

' ' whi ch was not
previously avail able and could not have been
di scovered with the exercise of reasonable
di li gence. [ Enphasi s added. ]

The request for reconsideration fails to conply with
Regul ati on 32410(a) because it does not state extraordinary
ci rcunst ances, nor does it state with specificity the groUnds.
claimed. Leptich's appeal was properly rejected by the Board in
t he underlying deci sion.

ORDER

The request for reconsideration of San Francisco Community

College District (Leptich) (1995) PERB Decision No.. 1081 is

her eby DENI ED. ?

Chair Blair and Menber Johnson joined in this Decision.

The request for reconsideration also contained a request
for judicial review. Since a request for the Board to join in a
request for judicial reviewis Iimted to review of a unit
determ nation with certain exceptions not present in this case,
this particular request would appear to be a petition for a wit
of extraordinary relief and is thus covered by the Educational
Enpl oynent Rel ations Act, Government Code section 3542(b) which
states:

Any charging party, respondent, or intervenor
aggrieved by a final decision or order of the
board in an unfair practice case, except _a

decision of the board not to_jissue a conplaint

in such a case, may petition for a wit of
extraordinary relief from such decision or

order. [ Enphasi s added. ]



