
STATE OF WISCOIqSil\ CIRC COURT IR.OI{ COLD{TY

Defendant

MOTIOI{ FOR, COIIRT TO ISSUE \4rRrT oF h{AI{DA]\{US

DONAID MILLER, Piaintif{ moves this court for iawful resolution of case 03-CV-36,
in u'hich case Miller petitioned this court to issue a uryit of mandumus to compel Robert
Bruneau, custodian ofpublic records requested byMillerpursuant to $$ 19. 31 and 19.35
Wis. Stats", to comply with Miller's ta\a'ful request that Bruneau provide Mller with frue,
accurate, &d complete copies of the Sheriffs Departrnent log book entries which
document the movement, havels, tiges, and wheieabouts oflimself and his deputies,
inciuding radio communication log book entries, concenring the 19th and 20th days of
October, 1997, all of which specific public records *r r"quled to be kept by Bruneau
and are subject to public disclosure. 

L - '/

By refusing to fln^sv/s1 Miller's 1arn,fuI open records requests, Bruneau failed to comply
with Wisconsin's public record.s law, in disregard of his mandatory duty to disclose
requested public documents. @[1). This courl's denial of Miller'r ,"qurrt and petition
for mandarnus was ambiguous and confrary to law; TO WTI, 

'

' On July 29,2003, this court answered Miller's lawful petiton for a writ of
manda:nus by stating that the petition was " overbroai and laclcs
spectficity". (E)rHItsrT 1)

: ' Miller re-wrote and re-subrdtted the Petiton, mahing it as specific as the English
language alrows,_ciearly identifying exact records re-quested. on august rg, 2003,
tle court responded by stating that the request was "intended to harass,,, ,,serves
no legitintate purpose", and that ther e is'ino lawful articulable reason to grant theW'rit of Mandamus; it is therefore denied.,, @)aHIBIT 2)

Though Miller is not required to state a purpose or reason for zr records request(FN2), he did so, yet on A,gust 1g, 2003, the court improperry aeniea Mi[er's rigi; ;obtain the requested pubtric documents proving thut m" ;-" of perjrt ** committed
byConn ieVargov ich in I ronCountycaseNo.97-cT-60.w} i9hpdu 'y " "aus"aao ' ,n i ! . ,1 � � � � �

+on+iotion'of an innocent person confraryi-ofi'dltiil 3Tfi€ p36pl-6g-6;;=..:-=-=-=-.---=:::.='
5tate of Wlscons1n.
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r Qn February 15, 2005, this courl entered a'Dismissai Order'in case no. 03-CV-
36. The court's stated reason for the dismissal was that " This matter has not been
diligentlY Prosecuted." (EffiIBIT 3)

The Dismissal Order of 2115105 conflicts rnrith the court's origiaal reason for
denial which it gave on 8/1 8120A3. Confaryto the Dismissal Order o f ZIIS/05,Miller
did not fail to diligentlyprosecute that matter where it was in fact denied in August of
2003. Because of the court's inconsistent position in this matter, any delay was by no
fault of Miiler's.

On February 24, 2005, Miller motioned the court to correct the Dismissal Order to
reflect the original reason why the petition was denied in 2003. 13IgiItsIT 4).

The court failed to respond to that rnotion dated February 24, ZAA5, ffid has'not
corrected the inaccurate reason stated in its Dism-issal OiOer dated February 15,
2005, signed by Judge Pah-ick J, Madden.

\4rffiREF O${8, for reasons set forth in his original petition for a writ of rn-andamus
filed in the above capfioned matter, and for reasons set forth herein, Miller -ou-r tU, 

-

court to grant relief he requested in this matter : that the court issue the writ of
mandamus to compeil Sheriff Bruneau to provide Miller with cornplete, true, and
accurate copies of requested public records in compiiance with tne fegislativeintent
made hrown and binding upon the Sheriff€nd thelourt under"Wisconsin Statutes $$19.31 throueh 19.3V .

Respectfully submiffed and signed this 22nd day of April, 2005,

n f f \ n . .

NLCI.PO BOX 4OOO
New Lisbon, WT 53950

(FNl). "starute pertaining to public records must be broadly construed to favor. disclosure, and exceptions should benarrowly construed, and unless the exception is expiicit and unequivocal, it should not be heid to be an excepfion.,,Hathawav v. Loint school Dist. No. l. ciry of Green Bay. 342 N.IU.z d'6g2,116 wis.2d 3gg o]i/is. igg4); v/.s.A.19 '21: "Because the denial of public access _under open records statute ir g.ortuuy contrary to public interest, accessmaybe denied only in exceptional cases." Id. ;W.SA. 19.31. 
e -'--J ----'-J

FI{2) Section 19'.35. STATS., governs access to records under ch. 19, STATS., ,,General Duties ofpublicofficials'" section l9'35(1Xi) provides in relevant part: "Except as authorized under this paragraph, no requesr...maybe refused because the person making the request is unwilling to be identified or to state the purpose of the request..,'



3ksft &nu:trty We*, nf. {surf
3OO TACONII-E STREET

,*rrr.t*T*jilJ,_ s4s34
TELEPHONE: (215i 561-41084

FAX: {715) SGIj40S4
KAREN L. RANSAMCI

CLERK OF COT.IRT

NADYA KEruCAS
DEPU-TY CLERK

I-ION. PATRICK J. MADDEN
cIRCtrrTItrDGE

DIANE hd. ERICKSON
REGISTER IN PROBATE

4/25/05
Don Miiler #343005
P.O. Box 4000
New Lisbon, WI53950

Dear I4r. MiIIer:
Re: Refum ofDocuments

1,.:::"::dvised 

that per Judge Madden, r was ordered ro rerunr rhese documenh to yo'"

kon County Clerk of Court

Enc.
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aren L. Ransaaici
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