STATE OF W SCONSI N
BEFORE THE W SCONSI N EMPLOYMENT RELATI ONS COWM SSI ON

DI STRI CT 10, | NTERNATI ONAL ASSCCI ATI ON
OF MACHI NI STS AND AEROSPACE WORKERS,

Conpl ai nant,
: Case 13
and : No. 40785 Ce-2071

Deci sion No. 26144-E
JOANN CHRI STI AN,
I nt er venor - Conpl ai nant ,
VS.
BRANDT, I NC.,

Respondent .

ear ances:

Previant, Coldberg, Uelnen, Gatz, MIller & Brueggenan, S.C., Attorneys at Law,
by M. Mitthew R Robbins, 788 North Jefferson Street, M Iwaukee,
W sconsin 53202, for the Conpl ai nant.

Quarles and Brady, Attorneys at Law, by Messrs. David B. Kern and Donald L.
Schriefer, 411 East Wsconsin Avenue, M I waukee, Wsconsin 53202,
for the Respondent.

Kelly and Haus, Attorneys at Law, by M. WIIiam Haus, 121 East WIson Street,
Madi son, W sconsin 53703-3422, for Intervenor-Conpl ai nant.

CRDER DI SM SSI NG PETI TI ON FOR REVI EW

Exam ner Jane B. Buffett having on Septenber 4, 1990 issued an O der
Denying Union's Request to Wthdraw the Conplaint and Requiring Union and
I nt ervenor - Conpl ai nant to State Position; and Conplainant District 10 having on
Sept enber 25, 1990 filed a petition for review with the Wsconsin Enpl oynent
Rel ati ons Conmmi ssion asking that the Examiner's Order be set aside and that the
Conmi ssion grant District 10's Mdtion to Wthdraw its conplaint; and Respondent
Brandt and Conplainant-Intervenor having filed witten responses to the
petition, the last of which was received Cctober 16, 1990; and the Conm ssion
having considered the matter and concluded that it wll not exercise its
di scretionary authority to review the Exam ner's Order;

NOW THEREFORE, it is
CORDERED
That the petition for review is dismssed.
G ven under our hands and seal at the Gty of
%giotson, Wsconsin this 28th day of Novenber,

W SCONSI N EMPLOYMENT RELATI ONS COWM SSI ON

By

A. Henry Henpe, Chairnan

Her man Tor osi an, Conm Ssi oner

WIiTiam K.  Strycker, Conm ssioner

BRANDT, | NC.

MEMORANDUM ACCOVPANYI NG ORDER DI SM SSI NG PETI TI ON FOR REVI EW

Unlike the Oder Dismssing Conplaint which we reviewed in Dec.
No. 26144-A, the Examiner's decision is not a "final" disposition of the
parties' dispute as to which a non-discretionary right to Comm ssion review
exi sts. As we decline to exercise our discretionary power to entertain the
Conplainant District 10's petition for review of the Examiner's interlocutory
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decision, 1/ we have dismissed the petition. |If the case is ultimately decided
in a final nanner which Conplainant District 10 believes to be incorrect,
Conplainant District 10 is free to file another petition for review at that
time raising whatever issues it deens appropriate.

Dated at Madi son, Wsconsin this 28th day of Novenber, 1990.

W SCONSI N EMPLOYMENT RELATI ONS COWM SS| ON

By

A. Henry Henpe, Chairmnman

Her man Tor osi an, Comm ssi oner

WITiam K. Strycker, Commi ssioner

1/ State of Wsconsin, Dec. No. 11457-C, D (WERC, 3/73), aff'd State of
Wsconsin v. WERC, 65 Ws.2d 624 (1974); M| waukee County, Dec.
No. 19545-D (WERC, 3/85); Gty of Beloit, Dec. No. 25917-C (WERC, 10/89).
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