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Oi-T'CE or THE ELECTION OmCSR 
INTERNATIONAL B^OTI^tRHOOD OF TEAMSTERS 

35 Louisiana A\cnue NW 
vVashmgion DC 20001 

(202) 824 S7?8 
1 800 B2S 6496 

Fax (202) 624 8792 

Michael H Ho'la-ul 
Electior Officer 

September 24, 1990 

Chicago Omcc. 
% Corn/Jeld and Feldman 
343 South Deartorn Street 
C>iJa«0, IL 60604 
(312) 922 2800 

/ 

Mr. Mitchel Ude i 
President 
IBT Local Umon 270 
Post Office Box 3398 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70177 

Gentlemen 

Mr. Allen C. Hall 
7670 Pine Bluff Road 
Denham Springs, Louisiana 70726 

The election protest filed bv Allen C. Hall has been mvesiigated by the 
Election Officer The Election Officer concludes that the Rules for the IBT 
International Union Delegate and Officer Election have been violated. 

To remedy this violation, the Elecuon Officer hereby orders that the enclosed 
Nonce be signed by Mitchel Ledet and, at Local Union exoense, be: (1) posted on all 
Umon buUetm boards or other locauons at Matlack, Inc where notices to IBT members 
are customanly posted, and (2) mailed to all members of Local Union 270 employed 
by Matlack, Inc at such members' last known home addresses. 

Po'^ting shall occur within five days of receipt of this letter, and shall be 
maintained for a period of thirty consecutive days thereafter. Mailing shall occur within 
seven days of receipt of this letter Within ten days of receipt of this letter, Mr. Ledet 
shall file an appropnaie affidavit with the Election Officer affirming that such posting 
and mailing has been accomplished 

Very truly yours, 

Michael H. Holland 
MHH/kpm 

Enclosure 

cc Donald H Williams, Elecuon Office Regional Coordinator 
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cFFi:*: or THE EJECTION OFFICLR 
'f IMERNfTlOSAL SROThERHOOD OF TEAMSTERS 

23 L^itlATi Avenue, MW 
Wa8hi'\ston,OC 20001 

(202)624 8778 
1 800 828 6496 

Fax (202) 624 8792 

Mlchkel H Holland Chicago Office 
E ection Oficer % CornflftU and Feldman 

343 South Detrborn Street 
Chicago, 1160004 
(312)922 2600 

NOTICE TO ALL TEAMSl^R MEMBERS 
EMPLOYED BY MATLACK, INC. 

FROM MTTCHEL LEDET, PRESIDENT, IBT LOCAL UNION 270 

You have the nght to panicipate in campaign activities on behalf of candidatei 
for delegate and alternate dtlegate to the 1991 IBT Convention. 

You have the nght to participate in campaign activities on behalf of candidates 
for International Office in the IBT 

You have the nght to post campaign material on employer and Union bulletin 
boards at Matlack, Inc . since such bulletin boards have been useo in the past for limilar 
postings 

No one, no company official, business agent, steward, or member can 
inumidate, harass, threaten, or prohibit you from engaging in the above-described 
campaign activity 

I will not interfere with your nght to post campaign material on Union or 
employer bulletin boards at Matlack, Inc 

I hereby revoke all statements I made, both oral and written, which said that 
you could not use such bulletir boards for posting campaign publicity. 

MITCHEL i m t President" 
JBT Local Uraon 270 

This IS an official notice and must rmain posted for thirty consecutive dms 
from the day of posting, and must not he aUered, defaced, or covered by any 
other material, ' ' 
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ALLEN C. HALL, 

Clalm&nt/Appellee, 

V. 

IBT LOCAL UNION 270 and 
MITCHEL LEDET, 

Respondents/Appellants. 

90 - E l e c . App. - 1 

DECISION OP THE 
INDEPENDENT ADMINISTRATOR 

I . INTRODUCTION 

T h i s matter i n v o l v e s an appeal of a determination by the 

E l e c t i o n O f f i c e r of a p r e e l e c t i o n p r o t e s t (90-SEC-l) pursuant t o 

the procedures s e t f o r t h i n A r t i c l e XI of the "Rules For The IBT 

i n t e r n a t i o n a l Union Delegate And O f f i c e r Election,** (the "Rules**). 

The p r e e l e c t i o n p r o t e s t was f i l e d by A l l e n C. H a l l , a rank and 

f i l e member of L o c a l Union 270. The E l e c t i o n O f f i c e r i s s u e d h i s 

determination on the p r o t e s t by l e t t e r dated September 24, 1990, 

mailed t o M i t c h e l Ledet ( P r e s i d e n t of L o c a l 270) and Mr. H a l l . By 

l e t t e r dated September 27, 1990, to me, Mr. Ledet, through h i s 

attor n e y , requested an "appeal/hearing of the [ E l e c t i o n O f f i c e r ' s ] 

r u l i n g dated September 24, 1990.•» I n accordance w i t h A r t i c l e XI, 

s e c t i o n l . a . ( 7 ) of the Rules, I immediately scheduled a hearing to 

be conducted October 2, 1990, a t 3:30 P.M. On October 1, 1990, the 

E l e c t i o n O f f i c e r , Mr. H a l l ' s attorney and Mr. Ledet's attorney 

c o n s e n t e d t o submitting t h i s matter "on the papers." On October 

3 , 1990, I r e c e i v e d the f o l l o w i n g submissions: 
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1. E l e c t i o n O f f i c e r Summary; 
2. Mr. H a l l ' s L e t t e r Memorandum; 
3. Mr. L e d e t ' 8 and L o c a l 270's Memorandum; and 
4. The E l e c t i o n O f f i c e r ' s supplemental October 2, 1990, 

l e t t e r submission. 

I n a d d i t i o n , on October 3, 1990, v i a f a c s i m i l e , I r e c e i v e d a 

two-page l e t t e r from IBT General Counsel James T. Grady, which had 

att a c h e d to i t a copy of Mr. Ledet's and L o c a l 270's Kemorandum. 

i n i t s submission, the IBT i n d i c a t e d t h a t i t " j o i n s with L o c a l 270 

i n u r g i n g [me] t o a f f i r m the p o s i t i o n of P r e s i d e n t Mitchel Ledet. 

. . . " The IBT argued t h a t s i n c e the appeal involved a c o l l e c t i v e 

b a r g a i n i n g agreement, the s u b j e c t matter was "e x p r e s s l y . . . 

ou t s i d e [my] j u r i s d i c t i o n " pursuant to the March 14, 1990, Consent 

order ( S e c t i o n F . 1 2 . ( B ) . ( i i ) a t p.11). The IBT r a i s e d an 

a d d i t i o n a l j u r i s d i c t i o n a l argument c i t i n g S e c t i o n M.17. (c) . a t p.26 

of the Consent Order, s i n c e the appeal i m p l i c a t e d "the conduct and 

ope r a t i o n of the a f f a i r s of . . . [an] IBT a f f i l i a t e d e n t i t y . . . 

." L a s t l y , the IBT argued t h a t Mr. H a l l was seeking t o use the 

Consent Order to c r e a t e a " b e n e f i t " which was con t r a r y t o the terms 

of t h e Consent Order ( S e c t i o n P. a t p.27).' 

F i r s t , the IBT i s not a party t o t h i s appeal. A r t i c l e X I , 

S e c t i o n l . a . ( 7 ) of the Rules provides t h a t : 

The f o l l o w i n g i n d i v i d u a l s may be present a t such 
h e a r i n g s : the complainant(s) and/or h i s / h e r 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e ( B ) ; any r e p r e s e n t a t i v e ( s ) of the Union ( 8 ) 
i n v o l v e d ; the E l e c t i o n O f f i c e r or h i s r e p r e s e n t a t i v e ; the 
pe r s o n ( s ) f i l i n g the appeal, i f other than the 
complainant ( s ) , and/or h i s / h e r r e p r e s e n t a t i v e ( s ) ; and any 

V The IBT a l s o c i t e s t o Sect i o n P. a t p.21 i n support of t h i s 
argument. Not only i s t h e r e no such s e c t i o n "P" on page 21, but 
th e r e i s no language on t h a t page which would be a p p l i c a b l e to the 
argument. 

-2-
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Other person who obtains the permission of the 
Ad m i n i s t r a t o r or h i s designee. 

As the IBT d i d not obtain my p e r m i s s i o n t o p a r t i c i p a t e i n t h i s 

h e a r i n g , I need not c o n s i d e r t h e i r submissions. Moreover, even i f 

the IBT had my peinoission, c h e i r submission was out of time. I n 

the i n t e r e s t of c l o s i n g the record on t h i s matter, however, I have 

reviewed and considered the IBT's submission emd f i n d i t s arguments 

without m e r i t . Moreover, I f l ^ d t h a t the IBT, i n making such 

arguments, b l a t a n t l y ignores t he import of Judge David N. 

E d e l s t e i n ' s J u l y 10, 1990, d e c i s i o n i n which he modified, approved 

and d i r e c t e d compliance with the R u l e s . 

I I . THE PROTEST 

The p r o t e s t f i l e d by Mr. H a l l r a i s e s the i s s u e of the r i g h t 

of the members of L o c a l 270 t o post campaign p u b l i c i t y m a t e r i a l s 

on b u l l e t i n boards maintained w i t h i n t he business premises of 

Matlack, I n c . ("Matlack") . L o c a l 270*s members a r e employed by 

Matlack. 

Mr. H a l l , i n a l e t t e r dated J u l y 10, 1990, t o Mr. Ledet, 

s t a t e d , i n p a r t : 

On A p r i l 19, 1990, Texrminal Manager A l McMahan, 
removed s e v e r a l items from the b u l l [ e ] t i n board 
designated as the union board. On t h i s occasion he even 
removed some m a t e r i a l s important to informing members of 
events such as the grievance committee r e s u l t s of A p r i l 
11, 1990, on f u e l i n g . 

-3-
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Along wit:h these, he a l s o removed soiue of my 
a c t i v i s t m a t e r i a l s and information.' 

What I would l i k e t o }cnow i s are you going t o a l l o w 
c e n s o r s h i p of your members and t h e i r i d e a s ? I n the p a s t , 
Eugene Brown [Business Agent], Bob Lewis [ B u s i n e s s 
Agent], and Nolan LeBlanc [ S e c r e t a r y - T r e a s u r e r ] , have a l l 
seen my postings and s a i d notihing d i r e c t l y t o me about 
t a k i n g them down. A l s o o t h e r i t e s i s have been posted on 
t h a t b u l l [ e ] t i n board without p r e j u d i c i a l concern. 

On J u l y 13, 1990, Mr. Ledet responded, c i t i n g " A r t i c l e 28 of 

the union c o n t r a c t . " The "union c o n t r a c t " r e f e r r e d t o by Mr. Ledet 

i s t h e "Tank L i n e Agreement" entered i n t o between Matlack and IBT 

L o c a l 270. A r t i c l e 28 provides as f o l l o w s : 

Matlack agrees t o the posting w i t h i n i t s b u s i n e s s 
premises of n o t i c e s of Union meetings, e t c . , by an 
e l e c t e d or appointed o f f i c i a l of the L o c a l Union. 

R e l y i n g on A r t i c l e 28, Mr. Ledet s t a t e d i n h i s l e t t e r t h a t : 

S i n c e [Mr. H a l l i s ] n e i t h e r an appointed or e l e c t e d 
o f f i c e r of the L o c a l Union, [he has] no r i g h t t o post 
anything on the Union b u l l e t i n board, 
[emphasis i n o r i g i n a l ] 

Mr. Ledet f u r t h e r s t a t e d t h a t he had spoken to Nolan LeBlanc 

( S e c r e t a r y - T r e a s u r e r ) and Bob Louis* (Business Agent) and they 

informed him t h a t they had "never condoned any p o s t i n g s on the 

b u l l e t i n board other than o f f i c i a l union b u s i n e s s . " According to 

Mr. Ledet, Eugene Brown ( B u s i n e s s Agent) i s deceased. I n c l o s i n g 

Mr. Ledet s t a t e d i 

Only o f f i c i a l correspondence signed by one of the 
t h r e e persons mentioned above [Ledet, LeBlanc or L o u i s ] 

V I n the " E l e c t i o n O f f i c e r Summary" he d e s c r i b e s the m a t e r i a l s 
i n q u e s t i o n as i n c l u d i n g "campaign p u b l i c i t y and s o l i c i t a t i o n " 
l i t e r a t u r e . E l e c t i o n O f f i c e r Summary a t p.5. 

V Mr. H a l l s p e l l e d t h i s i n d i v i d u a l ' s name as "Lewis." 

-4-
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i s to bo posted on the b u l l e t i n board and t h a t w i l l bo 
done only by the oigmeo or tho appropriate union steward. 

Our members a t Matlack w i l l be i n f o r a e d by use of 
the union b u l l e t i n board by the proper o f f i c e r s of the 
Union and only by them. T h i s , of coxirse, does not 
i n c l u d e you, as you are a rank and f i l e meabor. 

Apparently c o n s i d e r i n g Mr. Ledet's c o n c l u s i o n a v i o l a t i o n of 

A r t i c l e V I I I , S e c t i o n lO.d. of the R u l e s / Mr. H a l l f i l e d h i s 

p r o t e s t with the E l e c t i o n O f f i c e r . On Septeober 24, 1990, the 

E l e c t i o n O f f i c e r i s s u e d h i s determination, a copy of which i s 

a t t a c h e d hereto. I n p e r t i n e n t part, the determination provided as 

f o l l o w s : 

To remedy t h i s v i o l a t i o n , the E l e c t i o n O f f i c e r 
hereby orders t h a t the enclosed Notice be signed by 
Mitchel Ledet and, a t L o c a l Union expense, be: (1) 
posted on a l l Union b u l l e t i n boards or other l o c a t i o n s 
a t Matlack, I n c . where n o t i c e s t o IBT members are 
c u s t o m a r i l y posted; and (2) mailed t o a l l members of 
L o c a l Union 270 employed by Matlack, i n c . a t such 
members' l a s t known home address. 

I I I . THE POSITION or LEDET AKD LOCAL 270 

A . THB TZMJBLIKE88 0¥ T E S FROTEBT 

A r t i c l e XI, S e c t i o n l . a . ( l ) of the R u l e s provides: 

P r o t e s t s regarding the following [ i n c l u d i n g Improper 
or i n e q u i t a b l e d e n i a l of access t o the membership] must 
be f i l e d w i t h i n f o r t y - e i g h t (48) hours or such p r o t e s t s 
s h a l l be waived, 
[emphasis i n the o r i g i n a l ] 

L^det and L o c a l 270 contend t h a t Mr. H a l l ' s p r o t e s t was untimely 

and thus waived because ho "did not f i l e h i s p r o t e s t u n t i l August 

V A r t i c l e V I I I , S e c t i o n 10.d., provides i n p e r t i n e n t p a r t : "No 
r e s t r i c t i o n s s h a l l bo placed upon ca n d i d a t e s ' or members' pro-
e x i s t i n g r i g h t s to use employer or Union b u l l e t i n boards f o r 
campaign p u b l i c i t y . " 

-5-
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6, 1990, more than f o r t y - e i g h t hours from the time of the r u l i n g 

of Mr. I«dot, s p e c i f i c a l l y J u l y 13, 1990." Ledet's and L o c a l 270's 

Memorandum a t p.2. 

T h i s argument i s r e j e c t e d f o r the reasons noted by the 

E l e c t i o n O f f i c e r i n h i s October 2, 1990, supplemental submission: 

"continued enforcement by L o c a l Union 270 of what [the E l e c t i o n 

O f f i c e r h a s ] h e l d t o c o n s t i t u t e an improper r e s t r i c t i o n on a c c e s s 

to b u l l e t i n boards would make a p r o t e s t t i m e l y whenever f i l e d . " 

Sfifi Mason & Hanger - S i l a s Mason Co.. I n c . . 767 NLRB Ko. 122, 66 

LRRM 1200 (1967) (Continued enforcement of r u l e improperly 

r e s t r i c t i n g s o l i c i t a t i o n remediable even where un d e r l y i n g charge 

c h a l l e n g i n g the r u l e was f i l e d beyond the s t a t u t e of l i m i t a t i o n , 

i . e . . more than s i x months a f t e r the r u l e was promulgated). As 

s t a t e d by the E l e c t i o n O f f i c e r , h i s " i n v e s t i g a t i o n d i s c l o s e d t h a t 

L o c a l Union 270 was adhering and would continue to adhere to i t s 

p o s i t i o n t h a t only i t s P r e s i d e n t , S e c r e t a r y - T r e a s u r e r , and Business 

Agent could a u t h o r i z e postings, and t h a t no campaign m a t e r i a l s were 

to be posted," i t being Ledet's p o s i t i o n t h a t " [ o ] n l y o f f i c i a l 

correspondence signed by one of the t h r e e persons mentioned above 

i s t o be posted on the b u l l e t i n board." 

B. THE MERITS 0 7 TEE PROTEST 

Mr. Ledet and L o c a l 270 c h a l l e n g e the merits of the E l e c t i o n 

O f f i c e r ' s determination by simply arguing t h a t Mr. H a l l ' s p o s t i n g 

of u n o f f i c i a l information on the b u l l e t i n board was i n v i o l a t i o n 

-6-
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of A r t i c l e 28 of the Tank L i n e Agreement. Ledet»s and L o c a l 270's 

Memorandum a t p.3. 

IV. THE POSITION 07 HALL AND TEE ELECTION OFriCBR 
Mr. H a l l contends t h a t L o c a l 270 members i n a d d i t i o n t o the 

L o c a l O f f i c e r s and B u s i n e s s Agents have h i s t o r i c a l l y posted 

m a t e r i a l on the b u l l e t i n boards w i t h i n the Matlack premises. Such 

p o s t i n g s have included p e r s o n a l n o t i c e s , r e l i g i o u s n o t i c e s , 

m a t e r i a l s r e l a t i n g to i n t e r n a l union p o l i t i c s as w e l l as L o c a l 

Union e l e c t i o n p u b l i c i t y and fund r a i s i n g doc\iments. Mr. Ledet and 

L o c a l 270 do not d i s p u t e r h i s a s s e r t i o n . Moreover, the E l e c t i o n 

O f f i c e r ' s Findings of F a c t as s e t f o r t h i n the E l e c t i o n O f f i c e r 

Summary a t pp.3-5, are i n f u l l accord with H a l l ' s p o s i t i o n . 

H a l l argues t h a t as a matter of law, " n e i t h e r an employer nor 

a union may prevent employees from posting union l i t e r a t u r e on 

company b u l l e t i n boards where, as here, employees were allowed to 

post other kinds of m a t e r i a l i n the past.** The E l e c t i o n O f f i c e r 

r e aches the ssune l e g a l c o n c l u s i o n . See, e.g. . Heltpn y. NLRB^ 656 

F.2d 883 (D.C. C i r . 1981) (Union committed u n f a i r l a b o r p r a c t i c e 

when i t r e f u s e d to a l l o w employees to post m a t e r i a l s c r i t i c a l of 

union on the union's b u l l e t i n board, d e s p i t e c o l l e c t i v e bargaining 

p r o h i b i t i o n on such p o s t i n g s , where i t was found t h a t such 

p r o h i b i t i o n had not been enforced i n the p a s t ) ; Container Corp. of 

Ajnerlca. 244 NLRB no. 53, 102 LRRM 1162 (1979) (Employer v i o l a t e d 

LMRA when i t removed union's news l e t t e r s from b u l l e t i n boards and 

t h r e a t e n e d employee with d i s c i p l i n a r y a c t i o n f o r any reposting of 

-7-
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n e w s l e t t e r s , s i n c e workers i n p a s t used b u l l e t i n boards to post 

p e r s o n a l and union n o t i c e s without p o l i c i n g by employer); Vincent's 

s t e a k House. 216 NLRB 647 (1975) (An employer i n t e r f e r e d w i t h 

p r o t e c t e d r i g h t s by removing an a r t i c l e about union p i c k e t i n g over 

another r e s t a u r a n t ' s r u l e t h a t w a i t r e s s e s appear happy, s i n c e the 

b u l l e t i n board on which the n o t i c e was posted had always been 

a v a i l a b l e f o r personal use, i n s p i t e of a r u l e to the c o n t r a r y ) . 

The E l e c t i o n O f f i c e r f u r t h e r concludes t h a t the "proven p a s t 

p r a c t i c e of p e r m i t t i n g postings binds L o c a l 270 r e g a r d l e s s of 

whether the L o c a l P r e s i d e n t , S e c r e t a r y - T r e a s u r e r and/or Business 

Agent Jcnew or condoned such p r a c t i c e . " E l e c t i o n O f f i c e r Summary 

at p. 6, c i t i n g Waaner E l e c t r i c Corporation. 76 LA 773, 780 !(Raymond 

R. Roberts, 1981) (knowledge of union steward s u f f i c i e n t to bind 

u n i o n ) ; Chattanooga Box and Lumber Comoanv. 44 LA 373, 376 (Sam 

Davis, 1965) (knowledge of bargaining u n i t employees imputed t o 

union) 
1 

V . C O N C L U S I O N 

1. I f i n d t h a t the b u l l e t i n boards w i t h i n the Matlack 

premises have h i s t o r i c a l l y been used by L o c a l 270 members i n 

a d d i t i o n to the L o c a l o f f i c e r s and b u s i n e s s agents f o r the posting 

of m a t e r i a l s other than " o f f i c i a l union b u s i n e s s . " Included i n 

V The E l e c t i o n O f f i c e r s ' i n t e r v i e w s w i t h two former Local Union 
stewards and a bargaining u n i t member, one from each Matlack 
l o c a t i o n employing L o c a l 270 members, r e v e a l e d t h a t : (1) Union 
b u l l e t i n boards had h i s t o r i c a l l y been used f o r the posting of 
p e r s o n a l n o t i c e s and information; and (2) i n t e r n a l union e l e c t i o n 
m a t e r i a l had been posted on tho b u l l e t i n boards i n t h e p a s t . 
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such m a t e r i a l s were l i t e r a t u r e r e l a t i n g t o i n t e r n a l union p o l i t i c s 

as w e l l as l o c a l union e l e c t i o n p u b l i c i t y and fund r a i s i n g 

documents. 

2. Mr. Ledet's J u l y 13, 1990, d e c i s i o n , as i t a p p l i e s t o Mr. 

H a l l ' s p o s t i n g of campaign m a t e r i a l s , c o n s t i t u t e s a wrongful 

r e s t r i c t i o n upon a "members' p r e - e x i s t i n g r i g h t s t o use employer 

or union b u l l e t i n boards f o r campaign p u b l i c i t y , " i n v i o l a t i o n of 

A r t i c l e V I I I , S e c t i o n 10.d. of the R u l e s . 

3 . The l i m i t a t i o n found i n A r t i c l e 28 of the Tank L i n e 

Agreement i s i n a p p l i c a b l e given the p a s t p r a c t i c e of a l l o w i n g 

p e r s o n a l as w e l l as o f f i c i a l union l i t e r a t u r e t o be posted on 

b u l l e t i n boards l o c a t e d on Matlack's premises by both rank and f i l e 

menbers and union o f f i c i a l s . 

4. The proven past p r a c t i c e of p e r m i t t i n g such postings 

binds L o c a l 270 r e g a r d l e s s of whether the L o c a l P r e s i d e n t , 

S e c r e t a r y - T r e a s u r e r and/or Business Agent knew or condoned such 

p r a c t i c e . 

5. The remedy ordered by the E l e c t i o n O f f i c e r i s appropriate 

and necessary to e r a d i c a t e any confusion and c o r r e c t any 

m i s s i n f o r m a t i o n L o c a l 270 members employed a t Matlack may have 

dbout t h e i r r i g h t s t o : (1) p a r t i c i p a t e i n ceunpaign a c t i v i t i e s on 

b e h a l f of c a n d i d a t e s f o r delegate and a l t e r n a t e d elegate p o s i t i o n s 

to the 1991 IBT Convention as w e l l as candidates f o r I n t e r n a t i o n a l 

O f f i c e i n the IBT; and (2) post campaign m a t e r i a l on employer and 

Union b u l l e t i n boards a t Matlack. 
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V I . ORDER 

The September 24, 1990, determination of the E l e c t i o n O f f i c e r 

i s t o be followed i n a l l r e s p e c t s except as modified below: 

1. The posting of the Notice to bo signed by Mr. Ledet s h a l l 

occur w i t h i n f i v e days of the date of t h i s d e c i s i o n , and s h a l l be 

maintained f o r a period of t h i r t y consecutive days t h e r e a f t e r ; 

2. w i t h i n ten days of tho date of t h i s d e c i s i o n , Mr. Ledet 

s h a l l f i l e an appropriate a f f i d a v i t with tho E l e c t i o n O f f i c e r 

a f f i r m i n g t h a t such posting and m a i l i n g has been accomplished; 

3. A l l expenses i n c u r r e d by L o c a l 270 i n t h i s matter, 

i n c l u d i n g the payment of reasonable a t t o r n e y s fees and the m a i l i n g 

of the Notice to a l l the members of L o c a l Union 270 employed by 

Matlack, s h a l l be a t Mr. Ledet's own personal expense, s i n c e tho 

p o s i t i o n taken by Mr. Ledet was so a t odds with esteiblished law and 

the L o c a l ' s own h i s t o r i c p r a c t i c e , t h a t i t cannot be considered 

anything other than Mr. Ledet's personal attempt to f r u s t r a t e the 

e l e c t i o n p r o c e s s envisioned by the Consent Order. S i m i l a r l y , Mr. 

Ledet, p e r s o n a l l y , s h a l l r«iii±)urse Mr H a l l f o r h i s reasonable 

c o s t s and a t t o r n e y s fees i n c u r r e d i n t h i s appeal. 

F r e d e r i c k B. Lacoy 
Independent Administrator 

Dated; October 4 , 1990 
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