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N
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p
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O
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w
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26
augustus

2014
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D
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appellanten.
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anager
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dat
hij

het
form

ulier
niet

digitaal
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invullen.
D

e
ldantm

anager
heeft

daarop
m

et
appellanten
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zij
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nog
diezelfde

dag
op

het
W

erkplein
zouden

m
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het
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ulier
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et

de
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orden
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og

op
d
ie
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appellanten
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ulier

m
et

de
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van
een

baliem
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handm
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2. Bijde
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uitspraak
heeftde
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3. In
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hebben

appellanten
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aangevallen
uitspraak
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dat
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m
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denuit

kering
in

te
dienen

door
te

w
ijzen

op
de

m
ogelijk

heid
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rechtvan

appellante.
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w
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de
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W
W

B
en
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hetin
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o
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bij
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echtgenote
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op
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verkeerde
been

gezet
en

afgehouden
van
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een
aanvraag.
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naar
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