IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DI STRI CT OF PENNSYLVAN A
ANTHONY W LLI AMS, et al. ) ClVIL ACTI ON
V. :
| NTERNATI ONAL STEEL GROUP and

UNI TED STEELWORKERS OF AMERI CA,
LOCAL 1165 : NO. 05-00336-JF

MVEMORANDUM AND ORDER

Ful lam Sr. J. May 11, 2005

Plaintiffs filed an anmended conpl ai nt agai nst their
enpl oyer and a | abor union, asserting clainms under Title VII and
28 U.S.C. § 1981, apparently contending that they were the
victinms of discrimnation on the basis of race, and perhaps age
and/ or sex. The docunent lists 15 persons as being plaintiffs,
but gives an address for only two of them

The defendants filed a notion to dismss, noting, anong
other things, that very few, if any, of the nanmed plaintiffs had
exhausted adm ni strative renedies or obtained a “right to sue”
letter fromthe EECC. Plaintiffs responded with a notion for
|l eave to file a second anended conplaint, to overcone these
percei ved defects.

Li ke its predecessors, the proposed second anended
conplaint is a chaotic ness. It appears that plaintiffs now
nunber 17, but we still do not know their addresses. The

docunent begins with a total of 205 nunbered paragraphs, followed



by additional paragraphs nunbered 174 through 210, 181, 135

t hrough 137, and 148. Thus, the docunent contains a total of 246
par agr aphs, not in nunerical order, set forth upon an uncounted
nunber of unnunbered pages. It is virtually inpossible to

deci pher all of the theories upon which plaintiffs seek to
proceed. No neaningful distinction is nmade between the def endant
enpl oyer and t he def endant uni on.

More to the point, on the basis of the record thus far
devel oped, it seens obvious that the clainms of the various
plaintiffs cannot be |unped together in a single |awsuit.

Judging fromthe detailed allegations of the plaintiffs’

pl eading, it would seemthat each of the 15 or 17 proposed
plaintiffs was the recipient of different, individualized acts of
di scrim nation, harassnent, etc.

It is conceivable, of course, that if plaintiffs’
clainms are valid, it mght be possible to frane a class action
seeking relief applicable to the class; but plaintiffs’ counsel
di sclaimed any intention of handling this case as a class action.

Plaintiffs conplaint, anended conpl aint and proposed
second anended conplaint will be stricken fromthe record, as
utterly inconsistent with the requirenents of the Federal Rules
of Cvil Procedure. Plaintiffs’ counsel will be afforded one
nmore opportunity to file an acceptable pleading, if the facts

(1 ncludi ng exhaustion of adm nistrative renedi es) warrant.



Counsel for plaintiffs would be well advised to enlist assistance
inthis effort.

An order foll ows.



IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DI STRI CT OF PENNSYLVAN A
ANTHONY W LLI AMS, et al. ) ClVIL ACTI ON
V. :
| NTERNATI ONAL STEEL GROUP and

UNI TED STEELWORKERS OF AMERI CA
LOCAL 1165 : NO. 05-00336-JF

ORDER

AND NOW this 11th day of May 2005, I T I S ORDERED

1. Plaintiffs’ Conplaint and Arended Conpl aint are
STRI CKEN from t he record.

2. Plaintiffs’ notion for leave to file a second anended
conplaint is DENIED, and the proposed second anended conplaint is
STRI CKEN from t he record.

3. Plaintiffs are granted a further period of 60 days from
and after the date of this Order in which to file one or nore
further amended conpl aints which conply with the requirenents of

the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.

BY THE COURT:

[s/ John P. Fullam
John P. Fullam Sr. J.




