
STATE OF WISCONSIN 

BEFORE THE WISCONSIN EMPLOYMENT RELATIONS COMMISSION 

--------------------- 

: 
DAWN J. HOLLISTER, JOYCE A. FRITZ, : 

: 
Complainants, : 

: 
vs. : 

: 
LIONEL HELLMER, RICHARD PATTERSON, : 
REPRESENTATIVES, LOCAL 56, JOHN : 
MILLER, JOHN HUPIIBRACHT, CLEVEPAK : 
CORPORATION, : 

: 
Respondents. : 

: ------------------ - .m - 

Case I 
No. 21705 Ce-1732 
Decision No. 15555-A 

ORDER DENYING MOTION TO MAKE COMPLAINT MORE DEFINITE AND CERTAIN -- 

Dawn J. Hollister and Joyce A. 
having on May 31, 

Fritz, hereinafter Complainants, 
1977, filed a complaint with the Wisconsin Employment 

Relations Commission alleging that the above-named Respondents have 
committed unfair labor practices within the meaning of the Wisconsin 
Employment Peace Act; 
McGilligan, 

and the Commission having appointed Dennis P. 
Examiner to make and issue Findings of Fact, Conclusions 

of Law and Order: and Respondent Union on June 21, 1977, having filed 
a Motion To Make More Definite And Certain; and the Examiner being 
advised in the premises makes and issues the followin 

ORDER 

That Respondent Union's Motion To Make More Definite And Certain 
be, and the same hereby is, denied. 

Dated at Madison, Wisconsin this 27th day of June, '1977. 

WISCONSIN EMPLOYMENT RELATIONS COMMISSION 

No. 15555-A 



CLEVEPAK CORPORATION, I, Decision No. 15555-A --- 

MEMORANDUM ACCOMPANYING ORDER DENYING MOTION 
TO MAKE COMPLAINT MORE DEFINITE AND CERTAIN 

Complainants filed their complaint on May 31, 1977. The Examiner 
served a copy of said complaint on the representatives of the Respondent 
Union on June 7, 1977. Thereafter on June 21, 1977, Respondent Union 
filed a Motion To Make Complaint More Definite And Certain. The 
Commission, in its rules at ERB 12.03(3), established in regard to 
a Motion To Make Complaint More Definite And Certain that: 

"If a complaint is alleged to be so indefinite as to 
hamper the respondent or any other party in the preparation 
of its answer to the complaint, such partv may, within 5 
after the service of the complaint, by motion request the 

days 

commission tlo order the complainant to file a statement 
supplyin'g sp,ecified information to make the complaint more 
definite and1 certain." 

Therefore, the Examiner has denied Respondent Union's Motion To Make 
Complaint More Definite And Certain because it was not timely filed 
according to the above rule. 

Dated at Madison , Wisconsin this 27th day of June, 1977. 

WISCONSIN EMPLOYIrlENT RELATIONS COMMISSION 

BY 6 *?rcj&g,+- 
Dennis P. McGilligaw Examiner 
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