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You are hereby notified that the Court has entered the following opinion and order:

2015AP2122 Dennis L. Maxberry v. Labor and Industry Review Commission
(L. C. No. 2015CV143)

Before Stark, P.J., Hruz and Seidl, JJ.

Dennis Maxberry, pro se, appeals a judgment affirming a Labor and Industry Review

Commission (LIRC) decision dismissing Maxberry’s complaint under the Wisconsin Fair

Employment Act. Based on our review of the briefs and record, we conclude at conference that

this case is appropriate for summary disposition, and summarily affirm the judgment. See Wis.

STAT. RULE 809.21 (2013-14).

L Al references to the Wisconsin Statutes are to the 2013-14 version unless otherwise noted.
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Maxberry’s brief is wholly inadequate. Although the brief contains a few record
citations, Maxberry fails to include appropriate references to the record for all facts relevant to
the issues presented for review. See Wis. STAT. RULE 809.19(1)(d). Although the appendix
should include, among other things, the findings or opinion of the circuit court, and limited
portions of the record essential to an understanding of the issues raised, see WIS. STAT.
RULE 809.19(2)(a), the appendix to the brief fails to include the decisions of either the circuit

court or, more importantly, LIRC.

To establish that the issues are properly preserved, the brief must contain a statement of
the issues presented for review and how the circuit court decided them. WIisS. STAT. RULE
809.19(1)(b). Here, the stated issues are incomprehensible. This court need not address issues
so lacking in organization and substance that for the court to decide the issues, it would first have

to develop them. State v. Pettit, 171 Wis. 2d 627, 646-47, 492 N.W.2d 633 (Ct. App. 1992).

Maxberry’s arguments on appeal are likewise incomprehensible. Proper appellate
argument must contain the contention of the party and the reasons therefore, with citation of
authorities, statutes and that part of the record relied on. Wis. STAT. RULE 809.19(1)(e). This
court strives to discern any possible arguments from pro se litigants in order to consider the
merits of an appeal, and we do not lightly decide that briefing is inadequate. We attempted to
discern such possible arguments in this case without success. Maxberry’s purported legal
arguments fall far below even the lenient standards we apply to pro se appellants. Inadequate
argument will not be considered. See State v. Shaffer, 96 Wis. 2d 531, 545-46 n.3, 292 N.W.2d
370 (Ct. App. 1980). Nor will we abandon our neutrality by developing Maxberry’s arguments

for him. See Barakat v. DHSS, 191 Wis. 2d 769, 786, 530 N.W.2d 392 (Ct. App. 1995).
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Because Maxberry’s inadequate briefing fails to persuade this court of any circuit court error, we

will affirm the judgment.

Upon the foregoing,

IT IS ORDERED that the judgment is summarily affirmed. See Wis. STAT. RULE 809.21.

Diane M. Fremgen
Clerk of Court of Appeals
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