
STATE OF WISCONSIN 

ZEFORiZ TBE WISCONSIi? EPIPLdYi~iENT WLATIONS COIQ4ISSION 

--------------------- 
: 

In the Katter of the Petition of : 
: 

GEXERAL DRIVERS & BELPERS UNioi\J, : 
LOCAL 662 : 

: 
involving Certain Employes of : 

: 
.- ST. CROIX COUNTY. : 

(S'rERiFF'S DEPARTMENT) : 
: 

_-___-__------------- 

Case XVII 
No. 17690 IG-1032 
Decision 30. 13374 

Appearances: 
Fir. Robert E. Stein, Business Agent, appearing for the Petitioner. 
Mulcahy sr V7lizerry, S.C., Attorneys at Law, by g. James &. Everson, 

appearing for the 14unicipal Employer. 
iierrick, I-iart, Duchemin & Peterson, Attorneys at Law, by Kr. 

Webster &. Bart, appearing for the intervenor. 

ORDER DETE~~!IXIXG SCOPE OF BARGAiXiNG WIT AiqD GsqTIXG 
LEAVE TO ZQiiND PETITIOK FOR ELECTION 

General Drivers & Eielpers Union Local 662, having petitioned the 
Kisconsin Employment Relations Commission to conduct an election 
pursuant to the Municipal Employment Relations Act among all Dispatchers 
in the employ of the St. Croix County Sheriff's Department; and Attorney 
Keb s ter A iiart having been permitted to intervene on behalf of certain 
Criminal Investigators in the employ of the St. Croix County Sheriff's 
Department, on the basis of a claim to represent employes in a unit 
broader than the unit claimed appropriate in the petition; and hearing 
in the matter having been held at Eudson, Wisconsin, on April 22, 1974, 
Marvin L. Schurke, Bear'ing Gfficer, being present; and-the parties 
having filed written statements of their positions; and the Commission 
having considered the evidence and arguments, and being satisfied that 
the unit claimed appropriate in the petition is not an appropriate unit 
for the purposes of collective bargaining and, further, being satisfied 
that the Petitioner and Intervenor should be given opportunity to eitner 
request an election in the unit deemed to be appropriate or to withdrat7 
their previous requests concerniqg an election; 

NOW, THEREFORE, it is 

ORDERED 

1. That the unit appropriate for collective bargaining consists 
of all law enforcement personnel employed by St. Croix County, excluding 
supervisors and all other employes of the Municipal Employer. 

2. That leave is granted to the Petitioner and to the Intervenor 
to request, within 14 days from the date of this Order, an election 
among the employes in the aforesaid appropriate collective bargaining 
unit, for the purpose of determining whether a majority of such employesq 
desire to be represented by'such Petitioner or Intervenor for the pur- 
poses of coilective bargaining with the above-named Xunicipal Employer 
on questions of wages, hours and conditions of employment. 
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3. rL%at, if no request is made for an election within 14 days 
from the date hereof, 
shall be dismissed. 

the petition in+tiating the instant proceeding 

Given under our hands and seal at the 
City of Xadison, Tlisconsin this 7a 
day of,October, 1974. 

Zel: 5. FCt.ce II, Cormissioner 
/ #’ 

2b&Qdl!Lw- j /A. . 
Boward S. tiellman, Coimussioner 

Y. 

\ 
..’ 
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Copies ' of tnc notice of hearing v7ers served on the District 
Attorney for St. Croix County; b~hose office had previously represented 
the County in m&tcrs befor the Commission, and on <?e County Clerk. 
The Co~iission ‘s ZCCCOX~S indicated '&at the Wisconsin Council of County 
and Xunici;;~l Eq>loyecs, ~AFSCZZ, AFL-CIO, is the representative in a 
bargaining unit of Courthouse employes of St. Croix County and that 
certain Criminal Investigators employed by the St. Croix County Sheriff's 
DCpt3.TLIX3~t WE2Z3 represented by Attorney Waster A. Ikrt of Eau Claire. 
Accordingly, notica of j&z hearing in the instant matter was also 
served on the D, {strict Xeprcsentative of the WCCZZ and on Attorney Eart. 

Throqh conversations between the parties and between the parties 
and tire :icari pc @%-ficcr -aJ - -, the facts concerning the arrest powers 0E tk 
Dispatchers bccane known. Thereaftar, the District Zepresentative of 
4;;lz \,;ccE J3 cdvfs sd the Betrring Officer tint it was the position of that 
oqanization t&t deputized law enforcement personnel were properly 
excluded from the Courthouse unit, composed pr,.- +Farily of clerical emsloyes, 
and that tic WCC;,55 did not claim to represent law enforcement employes 
of St. Croix County. 

Shortly pric- r to the hearing date initially s& in the matter, 
Atkcrn2y c . A. ?.fchards of IIudson, Wisconsin, informed the EearFng 
Officer that ha had bean retained as special counsel far the County, 
zqd ;,,e rcciucsted a gostponemcnt of the-hearing. Eotices were issued 
1%rch 27,-'1374 postponing the hearing in the matter to April 4, 1974. 
Shortly prio r to the April 4, 1974 hearing date, Attorney James L. 
sversen of 1;ulcahy & Wherry, S.C., Wausau, Wisconsin, informed the 
Bearing Gfficcr that he had.bcen reteinad as special counsel for the 
co3u2t-~, s azlc he requrstzd a further postponement of the hearing to a 
date ?olls~L.i~~ A2ri.l 16, 197'4, when the County Board of St. Croix Comty 
was scheduled to hold its reorganizational meeting. Notices were issued 
on April 3, 1974, postponing hearing in this matter to April 22, 1974. 

Searina tms held at Hudson, Wisconsin, on April 22, 1974, at which 
tine t&i Lk!.~Fcipal m~loyer took the position that the petitioned-for 
unit 7;;s an ina?prcpriate fragmentation of a larger appropriate unit. " 
rn', ;A;er~'z2~A, ,. Attozncy ilart intervened as the ke?resentative of certorn 
ex> Ic.ye:3 Fn the unit claimed appropriate by the County. Q%z parties were 
asked k:o file :~ritten statements of their positions folloVing the close of 

. . the b ,-. - -r- .:, * PI &*-CL ---CJ , ad such statements were filed, the kst of which was 
received on Xay 28, 1974. 

2n ;.Zay 20, 1974, tile Petitioner herein filed a complaint wit21 the 

CGXXSSl 'on, 1/ xherein it alleged that the KuniciTal Employer had 
ccr~uy&.~j--d pr&jJait& practices within tie mcanincj of Section X1.70(3) (a) 

I/ co&eted as St. Croix County, Case ,X'VIII. 

? 
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i4 1 kix7c? your letter of Xarch 7th and you did not answer tics 
qu2^ 3 t+&J;> j&n.;= vc oligiZ%Ztly proposed.. Are you 'iPilling to 
~T-~i.t;rat.^ - tke '73 and '74 co;?-trxts uadcr the saz~e petition o-r 
zir'c! you going to mquim us to file tk70 separate petitions for lx.70 
sepazt"z arLitrationo3 

a,-Sitrakion cx proceed. Please advise by return nail." 
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