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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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NATURE OF THE ACTION

This is an action under Title V1L of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, and Title | of the Civil Rights
Actof 1991, to correct unlaw [ul employment practices on the basis of race, and to provide appropriate
relicfto Doraretha McKee, Aaron Laird, Robert Shaw, Roderic Boone, Anita Claxton, Johnny l""aql1er
and Nicklas Maddox, and other similarly situated persons who were adversely affected by such
practices. The EEOC alleges that Defendant, Michigan Scamless Tube, ("Defendant” or “Michigan
Scamless™) discriminated against these individuals and persons similarly situated by failing to hire
them because of their race, African American,

JURISDICTION AND VENUE

1. Jurisdiction of this Court is invoked pursuant to 28 1J.5.C, §§ 451, 1331, 1337, 1343,

and 1345, This aclion is authorized and instituted pursuant to Sections 706(0(1) and (3) of Title VII

of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended, 42 U.8.C. 2000e-5(f)(1} and (3) (*Title VII"') , and
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Scction 102 of the Civil Rights Aclol1991,42 U.S.C. § 19814, 28 ULS.C. §§ 451, 1331, 1337,1343
and 1345,

2. The employment practices alleged to be unlawful were and are now being committed
within the jurisdiction of the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan,
Southern Division.

3. Plaintiff, the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission, ("EEOC™ or the
“Commission”) is the agency of the United States of America charged with the administration,
interpretation and enforcement of Title V1T, and is cxpressly authorized to bring this action by Section
706(H)(1) and (3) of Title V11, 42 U.5.C. §8 2000e-5(1)(1) and (3).

4, At all relevant times, Defendant, Michigan Seamless, has continuously been a
corporation doing business in South Lyon, Michigan, and has continuously had over 15 employees,

3, Atallrelevant times, Dcfcndam Employer has continuously been an employer engaged
in an industry affecting commerce within the meaning of Sections 701(b), (g), and (h) of Title VT,
42 U.S.C. §§ 2000e(b), (), and (h).

STATEMENT OF CLATMS

0. More than thirty (30) days prior to the institution ol this lawsuit, Doraretha McKee,
Aaron Laird, Robert Shaw, Roderic Boone, Anita Claxton, Johnny Farmer and Nicktas Maddox, filed
charges with the Commiission alleging violations of Title VII by Defendant Employer. All conditions
preceden( to the institution of this lawsuit have been [ulfilled.

7. Since at least October 2002, Defendant Employer has engaged in unlawlul
cmployment practices at its South Lyon, Michigan facility, in violation of Section 703(a), 42 U.5.C,

§ 2000e-2(a). The unlawful employment practices include failing to hire Doraretha McKee, Aaron
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Laird, Robert Shaw, Roderic Boone, Anita Claxton, Johnny Farmer and Nicklas Maddox, and persons
similarly situated, because of their race, Afncan American,

8. The effect of the unlawful conduct complained ol in paragraph 7, above, has been to
deprive Doraretha McKee, Aaron Laird, Robert Shaw, Roderic Boone, Anita Claxton, Johmny Farmer,
Nicklas Maddox and others similarly situated of equal employment opportunities and otherwise
adversely affect their status as employees because of their race, African American.

g, The unlawful employment practices complained of in paragraph 7, above, were and
are inlentional.

10, The unlawful employment practices complained of in paragraph 7, above, were done
with malice or with reckless indifference to the federally protected rights of Dotarctha McKee, Aaron
Laird, Robert Shaw, Roderic Boone, Anita Claxton, Johnny Farmer, Nicklas Maddox and others
similarly situated.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

Wherefore, the Commission respectfully requests that this Court:

A, GRANT a permanent injunction cnjoining Defendunt Employer, its officers,
successors, assigns, and all persons in active concert or participation with it, from engagg in race
discrimination in hiring, and any other cmployment practice which discriminates on the basis of ace;

B. ORDER Defendant Employer to inslilule and carry out policics, practices, and
programs which provide equal employment opportunities for A frican Americans, and which eradicate
the effects of its past and present unlaw ful employment practices;

C. ORDER Defendant Employer to provide training on Title VII of the Civil Rights Act

of 1964, as amended, and its prohibitions agamst race discrimination to all of its employees at its
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South Lyon, Michigan facility and its human resources department,

D. ORDIER Defendant Employer to make whole Dorarctha MeKee, Aaron Laird, Robert
Shaw, Roderie Boone, Anita Claxton, Johnny Farmer, Nicklas Maddox and others similarly situated
by providing appropriate monctary relief, in the form of back pay, pecuniary and compensaiory
damagges in the amounts to be proven at trial;

E. ORDER Defendant Employer to pay Doraretha McKee, Aaron Laird, Robert Shaw,
Roderic Boone, Anita Claxton, Johnny Farmer, Nicklas Maddox and others similarly situated punitive
damages for its malicious or reckless conduct deseribed in paragraph 7, above, in amounts (o be
proven ai irial;

F. ORDER Defendant Employer to make whole Doraretha McKee, Aaron Laird, Robert
Shaw, Roderic Boone, Anita Claxton, Johnny Farmer, Nicklas Maddox and others sinzilarly situated
by providing appropriate fringe benefits they would have been entitled to had they not been subjected
o unlawful discrimination.

Gq. GRANT such further relicf as the Court deems necessary and proper in the public
interest; and

H, AWARD the Commission its costs for this action.



DATED: September 29, 2005
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JURY TRIAT, DEMAND

The Commission requests 4 jury trial on all questions of fact raised by its Complaint.

Respectfully submitted,

JAMES L. LEE
Deputy General Counsel

ADELE ORT (P44333)
Regional Allomey

ROBERT K. DAWKINS (P38289)
Supervisory Trial Attorney

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY
COMMISSION

DETROIT DISTRICT OFFICE

Patrick V. McNamara Building

477 Michigan Avenue, Room 865

Delroit, Michigan 48226

Tclephone: (313)226-6701
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