
STATE OF WISCOXSIX 

: 
1XXJEW PiiT'1'BIG3W, PWld?. bJASlrlLCliUl< : 
PIICIIiLEL WASSElWl3X, AND STEVEN GII;‘SE, : 

: 
Complainants, : 

: 
vs. . 

Case I 
NO. 20351 i?l'-C;Ui; 
Decision do. ldtiS3-ti 

. . 
C;&tY i.QiL~tEh~~, l?'i~.CSIljBii'i, Ibi'l'~l~NA'l'IONAL L 
ASSOCIATICU OF FIX& FIG1-ITlUS, : 
LOCAL 2477, : 

: 
Respondent. : 

1 OWE;l< GWtiqTING Ih PART A&U DENYING IN PART RESPONLGWi'S 
- HOTIOK TO KAKE COMPLAINT E4OlU DEl?INITE AND CERTAIW --- 

The above named Complainants, having filed a complaint of Lro- 
hibited practices with the Wisconsin Employment i!elations Cormrrission 
on fll ril 1, 1976; and the Commission on A@1 19, 1976, having ap~~ointeti 

the undersigned as Examiner pursuant to Section 111.07 of the Wisconsin 
Statutes; and the Examiner on April 13, 1976 having ordered ComplainantS 
to amend their complaint; and Complainants on Nay 5, 1976 having fileci 
an amendment to their complaint; and Respondents on Ray 12, 1376 havlrl~ 
by motion requested the Commission to order Complainants to make saicL 
complaint more definite and certain; and the Examiner having reviewed 
the pleadings and being satisifed that the complaint should be made 
more definite and certain; 

L~OW, TGZP~FORE, it is 

OXJI!iR.IiU -- 

That Complainants shall make the complaint more definite and. certain 
by amending said complaint, on or before June 1, 1976, by s;?ecifyincJ Ike 
section of the 1l;unicipal timployment i'telations Act (KERA) alleged to have 
been violated, and at the same time serve a copy of such amended cor~;L~laint 
upon kes?ondents. 

Dated at Pladison, Wisconsin this 19th day of ilay, 1976. . 

By-LLA4hi* &bpw 
Thomas L. Yaeger, E*mlher 

go. 14553-B 



I&jT~~~~ATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF FITtE FIGEI'1'E1-$ LOCAL 2477, I, irecision A~~. 
14553-B 

XE~~iORANDUi ACCO3iPANYING ORDER GWlNTING IX PART A&L;, Z&iYIi‘~iis; 11: 
PART RESPONDENTS' MOTIOFTO Fid<U COIIPLAINT ilORE DEFINITE i3lU Cb>i’i:ILd 

-- 

Respondents claim they do not know if said complaint was "signed 
and sworn to before a person authorized to administer oaths or acknow-- 
ledgernent." The original of said complaint was signed and sworn to 
as prescribed by Wis. Adm. Code Section ERB 12.02(l) and, therefore, 
that aspect of Respondents' 
the complaint is denied. 

motion pertaining to the verification of 

In their motion Respondents also contend that they cannot deter- 
mine "the time, place, persons involved, and the specific circumstances 
under which the alleged violations occurred" and furthermore, the 
Sections of MERA violated. Wis. Admin. 
that the complaint shall contain 

Code ERB 12,02(2)(c) provides 

"A clear and concise statement of the facts constituting the 
alleged prohibited practice or practices including the time and 
place of occurrence of particular acts and the sections of the 
act alleged to have been violated thereby." 

After reviewing the complaint and amended complaint the Examiner is 
satisfied they are sufficiently specific as to the facts which 
Complainant alleges constitutes a prohibited practice. Bowever, 
Complainants have not stated the section(s) of the act which Responuents' 
are alleged to have violated, as required, 
motion has been granted. 

and to that extent i:espondents' 

Dated at Madison, Wisconsin this 19th day of Nay, 1976. 

WISCONSIN EMPLOYMENT RELATIONS CO~i&lISSIOt~l 
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