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ELECTIONS

Candidates tangle over
political issues, judicial

perspectives at first
2023 Wisconsin

Supreme Court forum
The two conservatives and two liberals running in the

2023 race for an open seat on the state's high court were
offered questions about high-profile issues of law and its

application to difficult and disputed issues.

By ZAC SCHULTZ
January 10, 2023

Judge Jennifer Dorow, former Justice Daniel Kelly,
Judge Everett Mitchell and Judge Janet Protasiewicz
participate in a panel forum for Wisconsin Supreme
Court candidates in Madison on Jan. 10, 2023. (Credit:
PBS Wisconsin)




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The four candidates running for a seat on the
Wisconsin Supreme Court in 2023 have a short
window of time to make an impression before the
Feb. 21 primary election, and they wasted no time
at a Jan. 9 forum in Madison trying to define
themselves to potential voters.

Milwaukee County Judge Janet Protasiewicz only
made it to her second sentence in her introductory
statement before attacking the conservative
majority on the state’s high court.

“I could not sit back and watch extreme right-wing
partisans hijack our Supreme Court,” Protasiewicz
said

Dane County Judge Everett Mitchell hopes to be the
first Black justice elected to the Wisconsin Supreme
Court, a goal he referenced in his opening
sentence.

RELATED STORIES

Meet the candidates running in the 2023
Wisconsin Supreme Court primary

“I believe our state deserves a justice that reflects
the diversity and ideas and values of our entire
state,” Mitchell said.

Daniel Kelly is a former justice on the court, having
been appointed in 2016 by then-Gov. Scott Walker,
a Republican. Kelly made no reference to losing his
bid for re-election in 2020, instead portraying
himself as a quasi-incumbent.

“Now, I’m the only candidate in this race who has
experience doing this sort of thing,” Kelly said.

Waukesha County Judge Jennifer Dorow made an
early reference to her claim to fame, which is
presiding as judge in the highly-publicized 2022 trial
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of Darrell Brooks, who was convicted in the 2021
Waukesha Christmas parade murders.

“I heard from judges across the country and even
inmates, who sent letters praising my efforts to be
fair and impartial in the face of extreme disrespect,
disruption and at times even vile behavior,” Dorow
said.

When it comes to their broader political ideologies,
Dorow and Kelly are conservatives and Protasiewicz
and Mitchell are liberals.

The winner will replace the retiring Justice Patience
Roggensack.

The remaining justices can generally be divided into
blocks of three conservatives and three liberals, so
the 2023 election will determine the ideological
balance of the court just as it is set to render
decisions over issues like abortion rights and
another potential battle over redistricting.

Redistricting was a topic of discussion at the forum,
as Protasiewicz made it clear what she thought
about the state Supreme Court’s decisions to use
Republican-created maps for legislative districts.

“So let’s be clear here. The maps are rigged —
bottom line. Absolutely, positively rigged. They do
not reflect the people in the state,” she said. “They
are rigged, period.”

It is expected that if liberal justices control the
court, Democrats will attempt to get the court to
relitigate the current maps, something Protasiewicz
is prepared for.

“I believe the gerrymandering decision was wrong.
As I indicated to you before, I can’t ever tell you
what I would do on a particular case, but I can tell
you my values and common sense tell you that it’s
wrong,” Protasiewicz said

App.010
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Kelly agreed with the decision by the conservative
majority on the high court to implement the
Republican maps, and criticized Protasiewicz for her
stance.

“I think when someone tells you what their values
are, in answer to a legal question, they’re telling
you how they’re going to decide the case,” Kelly
said.

Dorow spent most of the time during her answers
referencing a plastic binder of notes in front of her,
often declining to give specific answers, including
about redistricting.

“Now there is talk about further challenges. So I will
not put myself in a position to prejudge anything.
But as with any case, I will listen to the challenge
and I will apply the law to the task at hand,” Dorow
said.

Mitchell argued that voters should hear about the
values of the candidates.

“We all have values, and it is important to you to
know our values so you can decide who you want
to be sitting in that black robe making decisions
about the values of our state,” he said.

During his four years on the court, Kelly sided with
the conservative justices and conservative plaintiffs
on every controversial case he heard, but said
politics were never part of his motivation.

“Politics is poison to the work of the court.
Everybody who comes to the court — regardless of
what they might tell you — has political beliefs. The
question is whether you can set them aside to do
the work of the court,” said Kelly.

Dorow spoke from a similar position.

“So the role of the judge at its core is to apply the
law, not make it. Laws are written and words have
meaning. Everybody knows this,” she said.

App.011
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Mitchell spoke emotionally about the power of the
courts to make change in society, referencing the
Voting Rights Act and Brown v. Board of Education,
the 1954 U.S. Supreme Court case that struck down
segregation in public schools.

“You can use the law as a force for good — that you
can use the law as a force for change and making
people’s lives better,” Mitchell said.

Protasiewicz echoed that position, describing the
legal theory of a constitution as a living document.

“(It is) a living, breathing document and our laws
change and they evolve and the case law changes
and evolves,” she said.

That was too much for Kelly, who referenced
Alexander Hamilton’s writings on the role of the
courts.

“If it should ever combine itself with the powers of
the Legislature, that would then become the very
definition of tyranny,” Kelly paraphrased. “But I have
heard a fair amount [of] my opponents talking
about their values and what they think that the law
ought to do. That is the step towards the
combination of the power of the judiciary and the
Legislature. That is a step we cannot take.”

The primary election for the 2023 Wisconsin
Supreme Court election is on Tuesday, Feb. 21, from
which the top two vote-getters will move on to face
off in the spring election on Tuesday, April 4. More
information about the candidates and race is
available at Wisconsin Vote.
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Page 2

1           ANNOUNCER:  You're watching
2 WisconsinEye, an independent, non-profit, public
3 affairs network engaging the citizens of
4 Wisconsin since 2007 through access to government
5 proceedings and public policy events.
6           To support programs like this, please
7 consider a tax deductible donation at
8 Wiseye.org/donate or by texting Wiseye to 44321.
9           JEFF MAYERS:  All right, hi there

10 everybody.  I'm Jeff Mayers from WisPolitics.com.
11 Thanks very much for coming to this event.  We
12 have a very important Supreme Court race and your
13 attendance shows it.
14           I want to thank our sponsors, of
15 course.  State Bar of Wisconsin, thank you very
16 much, who we do debate, Attorney General debate
17 and Supreme Court debate with the State Bar every
18 time there's an important race.  So, candidates,
19 the winners who emerge will be invited, and I
20 hope you nod your yes right now that you will be
21 part of the State Bar debate.  Yes, there you go.
22 All right.  I did my job, Larry.
23           I also want to thank our other sponsor,
24 of course, the Wisconsin Institute for Law and
25 Liberty.  Thank you very much, Will, and all your
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1 guests for being part of this event.
2           Okay, so this is not a debate; it's a
3 forum, so I ask you to please refrain from jeers
4 or boos or wild applause or shouts of joy; just
5 try to keep it contained, okay, please.  Please
6 silence your phones if you can.
7           So this is not being livestreamed; it's
8 being recorded for a full broadcast later today
9 by WisconsinEye, and when we get the link, we'll

10 post it at our site and we'll also distribute it
11 in our products, so you can go to WisPolitics.com
12 later on for that.
13           So again, silence your phones.  Thank
14 you very much for attending.  I'm now going to
15 turn it over to the co-hosts of the WisconsinEye
16 program that we are also part of called "Rewind."
17 JR Ross, he's the WisPolitics.com editor, and
18 Emilee Fannon, she's the Capitol bureau chief for
19 Channel 58 out of Milwaukee.
20           So please welcome them and the
21 candidates.
22           EMILEE FANNON:  So I will begin just
23 talking to you guys about the format that we'll
24 be doing today.  Each candidate will have a 90-
25 second opening remarks and each will make a
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1 statement in alphabetical order.  We did draw
2 names in the back on who will be going first for
3 opening remarks, so with that, we have Everett
4 Mitchell who will be going first.  Then we will
5 be taking questions from myself and JR, and then
6 we'll be gathering some questions from the
7 audience to wrap up this 90-minute debate.
8           All right.  Well, with that, we'll
9 start with opening remarks, so Judge Everett

10 Mitchell, you can begin.
11           JUDGE EVERETT MITCHELL:  Well, good
12 afternoon, Wisconsin.  Good afternoon, guests.
13 My name is Everett Mitchell and I'm running for
14 Wisconsin Supreme Court because I believe our
15 state deserves the justice that reflects the
16 diversity and ideas and values of our entire
17 state.
18           For too long, partisanship has
19 separated us so that we're not able to have the
20 representation that Wisconsin people need.  And
21 as a judge since 2016, I've learned that justice
22 is not just what you say; justice is what you do.
23 And I believe that we need a justice can
24 represent what that means for our state.
25           I've worked hard as a judge to be tough

Page 5

1 but fair.  I've worked hard to be proactive in
2 our community rather than reactive, to address
3 public safety as the needs of Dane County heads
4 on.  Like a couple of my opponents here, I've
5 been a former prosecutor and now a judge, handing
6 out punishment when necessary, but giving out
7 hope when it's entirely needed as well.
8           What separates me from my opponents is
9 this: I've also worked with community leaders,

10 faith leaders, school officials, LGBTQ leaders,
11 police chiefs, sheriffs, and rank-and-file
12 officers to take on crime, to stop it before it
13 starts, and to prevent people from becoming
14 victims in the first place.
15           One of my proudest accomplishments is
16 establishing the Juvenile Empowerment Team
17 Committee, where we work with rank-and-file
18 officers, school officials to go out and work
19 with young people to ensure that they are not
20 committing crimes in the first place, because if
21 they're not committing crimes, that means their
22 futures are protected and there are no victims
23 being harmed at the same time.  My commitment to
24 our young people is that here in Dane County, we
25 want to make sure that crime is stopped, and I

2 (Pages 2 - 5)
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1 want to bring that vision and that passion
2 throughout our entire state.
3           I want people to know that you not only
4 can trust the work that I have done, but also
5 trust the vision that I have for what the rule of
6 law and what our Supreme Court can be able to
7 provide for our entire state.
8           I look forward to this conversation and
9 you getting to know a little bit more about me

10 and me getting to be able to answer your
11 questions about the things and the values of our
12 state that will continue to be forward for the
13 next 10 years.  Thank you so very much.
14           EMILEE FANNON:  Up next is going to be
15 Janet Protasiewicz.
16           JUDGE JANET PROTASIEWICZ:  Thank you
17 very much.  Well, first, I would like to thank
18 WisPolitics for hosting this forum and thank all
19 of you for turning out today to hear us talk
20 about our views and what we think about some of
21 the issues that may or may not come before the
22 Wisconsin Supreme Court in such a critically
23 important race.
24           I got into this race to bring change
25 and common sense back to our Supreme Court.  I

Page 7

1 started thinking about it last spring.  I could
2 not sit back and watch extreme right-wing
3 partisans hijack our Supreme Court, and that is
4 why I got into this race: change and common
5 sense.
6           My entire life has been dedicated to
7 community service; that is all I have ever wanted
8 to do.  For the past 30 years, I have worked as a
9 prosecutor in Milwaukee County and a judge in

10 Milwaukee County.  As a prosecutor, I handled
11 some of the most violent troubling cases that
12 could ever come before a court and that affect a
13 community in so very many ways.  As a judge, I
14 just came off of three years in homicide and
15 sexual assault court.  I have worked very, very
16 hard to keep the community safe and make the
17 tough calls necessary to ensure safety and uphold
18 peoples' constitutional rights.
19           I got into this race late last spring,
20 and I can tell you I have been all over our
21 beautiful state and, my God, our state is
22 beautiful, it is gorgeous.  I have been
23 everywhere.  During this period of time, I have
24 garnered over 1,000 endorsements from judges,
25 community leaders, and attorneys across our
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1 state.  I have spent time listening to people and
2 hearing about what they think is important and I
3 know what they think is important.  What they
4 want is the extremism to stop immediately; that
5 is what people want.
6           I am here to tell you that I am --
7           EMILEE FANNON:  Judge, your time is up
8 if you could wrap up your final remarks.
9           JUDGE JANET PROTASIEWICZ:  -- that

10 change, common sense candidate.  Thank you.
11           EMILEE FANNON:  Next up is Judge
12 Jennifer Dorow.
13           JUDGE JENNIFER DOROW:  Well, thank you
14 to WisPolitics for hosting this forum, to the
15 moderators, and to the audience both here and who
16 will eventually watch online today for taking
17 time out of your busy schedule to be here.
18           I am Judge Jennier Dorow.  I'm a wife,
19 I'm a mother, I'm a coach, and I'm a judge.  I'm
20 a lifetime resident of Wisconsin.  This is my
21 home.
22           Over my 26-year legal career, I have
23 served as a prosecutor, a private practice
24 attorney, and an advocate for abused and
25 neglected children.  And for the last 11 years, I
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1 have served as a Waukesha County judge having won
2 two elections as a trial court judge.
3           I am running for the Supreme Court
4 because the people of this great state of
5 Wisconsin need and deserve a justice who will
6 uphold the rule of law, protect our
7 constitutional rights, and not inject their
8 political bias by legislating from the bench.
9           I have a depth and a breadth of

10 experience, unlike any other candidate, and an
11 unwavering commitment to a fair and impartial
12 judiciary.  I'm also the choice of law
13 enforcement for the Wisconsin Supreme Court,
14 having earned bipartisan support and more law
15 enforcement endorsements than any other candidate
16 on this stage.
17           I also love this state and care deeply
18 for its future.  I want to do my part to ensure
19 that my children, my children's children, and the
20 families of Wisconsin have a safe and secure
21 state in which to live, work, and play, and where
22 judges and justices protect our constitutional
23 rights.
24           EMILEE FANNON:  Your time is up, please
25 wrap up.
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1           JUDGE JENNIFER DOROW:  I've done that
2 as a trial court judge and now I'd be honored to
3 do that on the Wisconsin Supreme Court.
4           EMILEE FANNON:  Justice Dan Kelly, your
5 opening remarks.
6           JUSTICE DAN KELLY:  Thank you.  Well,
7 good afternoon everyone.  I'd like to take just a
8 moment to introduce myself to you.  I came to
9 Wisconsin 40 years ago as a young man getting

10 ready to study at Carroll College.
11           I fell in love with the people of
12 Wisconsin the very first day I was here because
13 of the very first people that I met.  They were
14 the most warm and welcoming people that you could
15 imagine, and over a long weekend of camping and
16 fishing, they taught me what it is to be a
17 Wisconsinite.  I learned from them that
18 Wisconsinites are the people of the open hand and
19 the generous hearts.
20           A few years later, I met my wife at
21 intervarsity Christian fellowship meeting at
22 school, and 33 years and five children later,
23 they're my treasures.
24           The people of Wisconsin are the same as
25 when I met them 40 years ago: the people of the

Page 11

1 open hand and the generous heart.  That's one of
2 the reasons it has been such an honor and a
3 privilege to serve you as one of your Supreme
4 Court justices.  And this afternoon, I'm looking
5 forward to continuing a conversation that I
6 started many years ago about the proper role and
7 function of our Supreme Court and how critical it
8 is to elect a justice whose commitment is to
9 understanding and applying the original public

10 meaning of our Constitution, preserving the rule
11 of law, and preventing politics from interfering
12 with the work of the Court.
13           Thank you so much.
14           JR ROSS:  Now much like we drew who
15 would speak first opening comments, we're going
16 to rotate who answers each question for us to
17 keep it fair.
18           Judge Protasiewicz, you get the first
19 question here.  This race is for ideological
20 control of the Supreme Court. We know judges
21 often hate labels, so public views Judges
22 Mitchell Protasiewicz is left of center; they
23 view Judge Dorow and Justice Kelly as right of
24 center.
25           Outside groups are poised to spend

Page 12

1 millions of dollars on this race because what is
2 perceived to be at stake and they expect the
3 candidate they support will vote the "right" way.
4 Can you point to any ruling you've issued or
5 personal experience with the law that shows
6 you'll be an independent thinker on the Court
7 rather than a reliable vote for one side or the
8 other?
9           JUDGE JANET PROTASIEWICZ:  Thank you.

10 Judicial independence is absolutely crucial and
11 critical.  Wisconsinites deserve a court that is
12 independent.  Wisconsinites deserve a court where
13 there's not a thumb on the scale.  Wisconsinites
14 deserve a court where outcomes are not
15 preordained.
16           So the question is, what have I done to
17 show you that I'm a judicial independent.
18 Plenty.  I am in court every single day.  I told
19 you I just came off of three years in homicide
20 and sexual assault court; before that, I spent
21 two years in a high intensity drug trafficking
22 court; before that, a year in domestic violence
23 court.
24           Every single day, I heard arguments
25 from district attorneys, from defense attorneys,

Page 13

1 and I've heard victims tell me what's important

2 to them.  How do you know I'm independent?  Even

3 though I'm a career prosecutor, I side with the

4 person or party who I think is most appropriate.

5 Sometimes I do what the state want, sometimes I

6 do what the defense wants, but you never know.  I

7 follow the law, I uphold the Constitution, and

8 that's what I plan to do and that's what I plan

9 to continue to do if you elect me as your next

10 Justice of the Wisconsin Supreme Court.

11           Wisconsinites deserve better than what

12 we have had.  We deserve much better and that is

13 what I plan to do, fair and independent all the

14 time.

15           JR ROSS:  Judge Dorow, you're next with

16 that question.

17           JUDGE JENNIFER DOROW:  Thank you.  The

18 core of my judicial approach has always been

19 fairness and impartiality.  The people who appear

20 before a judge expect and deserve this.  I say

21 they should demand this.

22           For the past 11 years, I have

23 administered justice fairly, faithfully, and

24 impartially.  Sometimes judges are faced with

25 difficult litigants.  I recently had such an
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1 experience in a case that I handled.  The
2 citizens of Wisconsin got a very unique
3 opportunity to see my approach to fairness and
4 justice, and I was deeply touched by the feedback
5 that I got from around the world for how I
6 handled that case.  I heard from judges across
7 the country and even inmates who sent letters
8 praising my efforts to be fair and impartial in
9 the face of extreme disrespect, disruption, and

10 at times even vile behavior.
11           Through it all, I protected the very
12 rights of the person who engaged in this behavior
13 while also ensuring that the rights of the
14 victims and the witnesses were also protected.
15 You can expect nothing less from me as your next
16 Supreme Court Justice.  Fairness, impartiality;
17 that is what I will be.
18           JR ROSS:  Justice Kelly.
19           JUSTICE DAN KELLY:  Thank you.  I think
20 it's important to emphasize the significance of
21 the premise to that question.  Politics is poison
22 to the work of the Court.
23           Now everybody who comes to the court,
24 regardless of what they might tell you, everybody
25 has political beliefs.  The question is whether

Page 15

1 you can set them aside to do the work of the
2 Court.  In order to do that, you need to have a
3 methodology developed and ready at hand that you
4 can apply consistently every single day and
5 making sure that the results of the decision are
6 commanded by the law and are not influenced by
7 one's personal beliefs or personal politics.
8           The methodology I use is really quick
9 straightforward.  I start always with the

10 premises, the law that applies to the case, and
11 then I exercise rigorous logic to move from those
12 premises all the way down to the conclusion.  And
13 when you're done, you should be able to look back
14 and see an unbroken chain of logic connecting the
15 premises to the conclusion, and if you see an
16 unbroken chain, that's your guarantee that the
17 conclusion is commanded by the law, rather than
18 by the individual's personal preferences or
19 personal politics.
20           Now I've been told that there are some
21 of the opinions that I've written on the Court
22 that have not been the favorites of those might
23 be considered otherwise to be my supporters.
24 Because, in truth, every opinion that I've
25 written for the Supreme Court, every dissent,

Page 16

1 every concurrence has been based 100 percent on
2 what the law is, not on what I think it ought to
3 be, and certainly not on what any political party
4 or member of the legislature thinks that it ought
5 to be.
6           My commitment has always been the same:
7 simply applying the law and using rigorous logic
8 to reach the conclusion so that the people of
9 Wisconsin can have confidence that the decisions

10 of the Court are solely informed by the law.
11           And I've written my opinions in such a
12 way that they're accessible to anyone, regardless
13 of whether they have a legal background, because
14 I understand that I'm using borrowed authority
15 from the people of Wisconsin, and every opinion
16 that I write is my report to the people of
17 Wisconsin on what I have done with their borrowed
18 authority.  And so, I've made it accessible, I've
19 made it logical so that anyone in this state can
20 confirm that the opinions that I write are
21 commanded solely by the law.
22           JR ROSS:  Judge Mitchell.
23           JUDGE EVERETT MITCHELL:  I would say
24 that shortly after I took the bench, one of the
25 first things I realized is how unfair the system

Page 17

1 truly is.  There are so many inequalities within
2 our system that if you don't have the income to
3 be able to have representation in the court
4 system your voice isn't heard.
5           Fairness for me meant to make sure that
6 my courtroom was a place where every voice had an
7 opportunity to be heard, regardless of the income
8 that you did or did not have, regardless of your
9 race, regardless of your self-identified gender,

10 and was to give a space so that people could be
11 heard regardless of those things.
12           And when you're a judge who oversees
13 juvenile cases, it becomes even more important
14 because you're not dealing with adults; you're
15 dealing with children who often have no voice.
16 Children don't have a lobbyist group who can come
17 in and lobby for how you treat them, so it's up
18 to the judge who hears those cases to make sure
19 that they're creating an environment that is both
20 fair, that is honest, and most importantly,
21 transparent in those cases.
22           I do believe that there are times when
23 politics can try its best to enter into that
24 space, but a judge who is committed to the rule
25 of law and committed to fairness in our state
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1 will make sure that they understand that when
2 that person comes in, you don't ask them are you
3 Republican, are you Democrat, are you Green
4 Party, are you Independent.  They're
5 Wisconsinites and they deserve to have their
6 cases heard without any bias whatsoever.
7           And I always say any judge who comes to
8 the bench with a predetermined idea already
9 should recuse him- or herself from the process

10 because the fairness of our system is at stake;
11 the integrity of the court system is at stake.
12 And so we have to suspend those things, so at
13 that moment in which somebody needs to be heard,
14 that we remain curious to the facts that are
15 being brought before us.  And when you lose that
16 curiosity, you're no longer a judge, you're no
17 longer; you're a partisan tool that somebody can
18 use to be able to get what you want.
19           And I can promise you, I have a whole
20 lot in my resume that shows you I'm nobody's
21 tool.  I stand on the beliefs, I stand on what's
22 right, I stand on what's fair, and I live in that
23 moment and I believe what it is.
24           I remember as a pastor when I had to
25 marry -- when I was compelled to marry a same-sex

Page 19

1 couple in my congregation and people told me,
2 they said we don't do that.  Black Baptist
3 preachers don't do that.  And I said to them, I
4 said, we're going to stand on what is right, even
5 before the Supreme Court gave us cover to do so.
6 And I married those two women in my congregation
7 because they had been together 42 years and when
8 they asked me would I do it, I said of course, I
9 will.  I don't many straight people that's been

10 together 42 years.
11           And so I married that same-sex couple
12 and I pastor the only open and affirming
13 congregation.  Why?  Because I'm independent and
14 I cannot be controlled by others, groups, or
15 influencers.
16           So the example that you said give us an
17 example, I remember when I had a case before me
18 with a lawyer that I loved to death, came into my
19 courtroom, and he presented something before me,
20 and I remember that it was against Scott Walker.
21 And I looked at the law, looked at the facts, and
22 everything in me said this is about the rule of
23 law, not about my friend; that's not my friend in
24 this moment.  He's a litigant and I got to make
25 sure I follow the rule of law.

Page 20

1           And so I made that decision to uphold
2 the decision related to the Scott Walker
3 administration because, for me, that is the job,
4 and afterwards, we can go get some beers.  And he
5 was mad at me for two and a half years, but I had
6 to do the job that I was called -- that I was
7 committed to do and that's what I did in that
8 moment.  Thank you.
9           EMILEE FANNON:  All right.  Continuing

10 in our order, Judge Dorow, we will start with you
11 with this question:
12           The State Supreme Court has rejected
13 past petitions asking the Justices to set a
14 recusal standard for cases in which a party has
15 contributed to their campaign.  Essentially, the
16 Court has said it is up to each judge to make a
17 decision on whether they can be impartial.
18 Still, the State Democratic and Republican
19 Parties are already fundraising for the race and
20 are expected to spend millions of dollars in this
21 campaign.
22           One, do you believe the Court was
23 correct in rejecting requests to set a standard
24 for recusal and, two, will you hear cases
25 involving the state political parties knowing

Page 21

1 they will and likely spend against you in this
2 race?
3           JUDGE JENNIFER DOROW:  Well, first and
4 foremost, my integrity cannot be bought by
5 anyone.  We have rules and statutes already that
6 address recusal and they are important.  I would,
7 of course, follow them and apply them to the
8 facts of any given case.  At the same time, I
9 know that recusal is often used as a weapon by

10 litigants to secure the judges they prefer and
11 that is wrong.
12           Justice requires that judges and
13 justices hear the cases that come before the
14 Court.  We have an ethical obligation to
15 diligently take care of our cases.  That is the
16 job that the people of Wisconsin and of our
17 counties elect us to do.
18           I often think of recusal in the context
19 of a one judge county.  A judge in a one judge
20 county knows probably everyone, or at least a
21 large portion of that county's population.  And
22 if we start looking at money, why don't we look
23 at time or why don't we look at the efforts that
24 other people put even into our campaigns.  But if
25 a judge in a one judge county would recuse
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1 himself based on every relationship that that
2 judge had, even if it's just a litigant or an
3 attorney or even a financial donation without
4 more, that judge wouldn't handle the cases that
5 that judge was elected to do.
6           We can still look at the cases from a
7 broader perspective even when they come to the
8 Supreme Court.  And again, go back to the rules,
9 go back to the law because the law is important

10 and our statutes and our Supreme Court rules on
11 recusal and the case law that talks about them
12 are very important and I would start with that
13 and I would then apply those laws and those
14 principles to the facts of the case before me.
15           EMILEE FANNON:  Thank you.  Justice
16 Kelly, you are next.
17           JUSTICE DAN KELLY:  Here's where I
18 start.  I understand that all of the authority to
19 create and maintain governments in the State of
20 Wisconsin comes from -- well, you, we the people
21 of Wisconsin, and it comes to us only as a loan
22 and that loan is mediated by the Constitution of
23 that the people of Wisconsin decided to create
24 and maintain.
25           And the point of this is that the

Page 23

1 question of recusal is for the people of
2 Wisconsin to decide if they believe that there
3 should be new rules or different rules governing
4 how that is handled.  Right now, what they've
5 decided is that there is a cap on contributions
6 to judicial candidates and that's their call.
7 They believe that to be an appropriate way of
8 handling that issue.
9           The people of Wisconsin decided that

10 our judiciary is to be an elected judiciary.
11 There are many different ways of doing that: You
12 could have an appointive judiciary; you could
13 have a Senate confirmation for judicial nominees.
14 But Wisconsin has decided on elections and they
15 know well enough that elections require the
16 candidates have the ability to get their messages
17 out to the people of Wisconsin.  And so, they put
18 their stamp of approval on the contributions they
19 think is appropriate for a judicial candidate to
20 receive and continue to sit on cases.
21           Now, I think on top of that is the
22 individual responsibility of the Supreme Court
23 justice.  Only we can truly know whether we are
24 going to be adversely impacted by someone's
25 contribution, by someone's time or efforts in

Page 24

1 supporting us, or conversely, by someone who has
2 spent against us in a campaign.
3           The truth of the matter is it would be
4 extraordinarily difficult to develop a standard
5 of recusal that could capture all of those
6 elements and all of those dynamics in a way that
7 could be administered in an intelligent fashion.
8           The real key to recusal is this: It's
9 the choice of the people of Wisconsin and who

10 they send to their Supreme Court and that has to
11 begin with a level of trust in who you send.  It
12 has to be a commitment to looking at the
13 character of the person and understanding that
14 that person will stay true to the law and will
15 not allow other factors to influence the way they
16 decide cases.
17           And that if they should encounter a
18 circumstance in which there is an outside factor
19 that is so powerful, so dynamic that would
20 threaten to change the results of a case, that
21 that person would have the integrity and the
22 honor to step aside, and that's what recusal is
23 about.
24           EMILEE FANNON:  Up next is Judge
25 Everett Mitchell.

Page 25

1           JUDGE EVERETT MITCHELL:  So if you ever

2 go to the Wisconsin Supreme Court website,

3 there's a seal.  It's a beautiful seal because

4 it's different than the other seals that I've

5 seen representing justice.  The Wisconsin Supreme

6 Court seal has a hand that's holding the scale,

7 and that hand that's holding the scale is meant

8 to say that there's a certain balance that judges

9 and justices are supposed to have when it comes

10 to thinking about what justice should look like

11 in every case.

12           So when I think about recusal, I think

13 about that symbol; that when a judge's hand

14 starts to tilt the balance in a different

15 direction, he or she needs to make sure that they

16 recuse themselves.  I think that is the ultimate

17 decision that we all make.

18           I get that question all the time as a

19 person who's always in the community.  The first

20 thing people always ask, Judge, will you have to

21 recuse yourself because you know so many people.

22 I say, no, just because I'm popular doesn't mean

23 I got to recuse myself from every case.  What it

24 means is that I have to make sure that there is a

25 standard in which I review and I explain the
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1 relationships up front.
2           I think what has often made the court
3 seem as though it's a dark place is because
4 justices and judges are not always honest about
5 the relationships that they have when they see
6 them in the courtroom.  So any time I see
7 somebody that comes up, I make sure every party
8 is aware of what that relationship may look like,
9 and I make sure that every party is aware that

10 those things are important and they may be in
11 play so that everybody understands the rules of
12 engagement in that moment that we're going to
13 address the particular case.
14           Because my view has always been, we
15 should never be at the point where we're tipping
16 the balance of power in one direction or the
17 other because of relationships that we have.  As
18 I said earlier, it is about curiosity, and I
19 think that there are rules related to recusal.
20           And if you are in a position where you
21 do believe that you can no longer effectively,
22 fairly, impartially administer a decision or you
23 will be able to make rulings in a particular case
24 even before it goes before a jury or if you have
25 it to answer yourself in a court trial, if you

Page 27

1 cannot listen to evidence in a fair manner, then
2 you need to make sure that you give the person in
3 front of you the due respect to tell them I need
4 to get off this particular case.
5           And that goes back to the integrity of
6 the individuals that you elect to be in these
7 positions.  That goes back to people
8 understanding that it's not about having a
9 particular victory.  It is about their persons or

10 the persons or the bodies or the issues that are
11 in front of you, make sure that they get
12 litigated fairly in a way that brings and holds
13 the integrity of our court system and place at
14 the same time.
15           So again, I'll go back to that example.
16 I think you need a justice who has even hand and
17 they make sure that they don't tilt it, but they
18 let the facts tilt it in a direction that it's
19 supposed to go.  Thank you.
20           EMILEE FANNON:  Judge Protasiewicz up
21 next.
22           JUDGE JANET PROTASIEWICZ:  I think we
23 need a recusal rule.  I think we have two
24 distinct scenarios that we've been talking about.
25 Sure, we all go into our courtrooms and we all
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1 know many of the people on our cases.  We always
2 disclose I know the plaintiff, I know the
3 respondent, I know the defendant, you know, I
4 know the defendant's attorney is one of my court
5 commissioners; we always disclose that.
6           But I take it a step further when it
7 comes to the political contributions.  I think
8 that due to the extreme partisanship and the
9 amount of money that comes into races like this,

10 we absolutely need a recusal rule.  Now what
11 should that recusal rule be?  I think the public
12 should be able to weight in on that.
13           I know that it has been talked about
14 and presented to the Supreme Court in the past
15 and the idea of talking about the recusal rule
16 has been rejected, but I think there should be
17 open hearings about that.  I don't think I'm in
18 the minority.  I can tell you that there are a
19 majority of retired Wisconsin Circuit Court
20 judges who also think that there should be a
21 recusal rule.
22           And I also understand that there are
23 limits as to how much money an individual or a
24 union can contribute to a personal campaign, and
25 in this particular campaign, an individual can

Page 29

1 contribute $20,000 to my campaign.  The question
2 is if you're on the Supreme Court, does $20,000
3 sway you or not.  Each individual would have
4 their own answer to that.
5           However, that's not what we're talking
6 about.  We're talking about outside money that's
7 going to come into this campaign in millions and
8 millions of dollars, millions of dollars; that is
9 why there has to be a recusal rule.  The public

10 has to weigh in.
11           I'm not going to sit here and tell you
12 what I think an exact number is, but I absolutely
13 think there has to be a hearing, the public has
14 to weigh in, and I think there should be a
15 recusal rule 100 percent.  Thank you.
16           JR ROSS:  Judge, Dorow, did you answer
17 the question?
18           JUDGE JENNIFER DOROW:  I answered the
19 question.
20           JR ROSS:  All right, just making sure
21 we're on the same page.
22           EMILEE FANNON:  We're taking them in
23 the same order.
24           JR ROSS:  Justice Kelly, you're up
25 next.  Now, Judge Dorow and Justice Kelly, the
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1 applications you filled out for an appointment to
2 the bench asked you for the worst ruling by the
3 Wisconsin Supreme Court in the last 30 years.
4 Judge Dorow, in 2011, you cited a 2003 U.S.
5 Supreme Court ruling overturning a Texas anti-
6 sodomy law.  Justice Kelly, you cited a 2005
7 ruling from that Court that said -- that justify
8 the government taking private property to be put
9 to a more productive economic use.

10           For the two of you, I want to know is
11 that still the worst decision you've seen in the
12 last three decades.
13           For Judges Mitchell and Protasiewicz,
14 what's the worst ruling you've seen in the last
15 few decades in Wisconsin or U.S. Supreme Courts.
16           So Justice Kelly up first.
17           JUSTICE DAN KELLY:  I think that stands
18 up well.  You know, we look at our Wisconsin
19 Constitution and the very first article and the
20 very first section says that we are endowed with
21 inalienable rights, that amongst these are life
22 and liberty and the pursuit of happiness, and
23 that governments are created to protect those
24 rights gaining their just powers from the consent
25 to the government.

Page 31

1           When the government steps in and takes
2 private property, it's not just an economic
3 problem for the person who loses the property;
4 it's also a question of liberty.  You've acquired
5 that property, whether it's real estate or
6 personal property, for a reason: because you
7 believed that it would be productive, that it
8 would be enjoyable, because it would advance your
9 pursuit of happiness.

10           And when the government steps in and
11 takes that from you, it has to have a really good
12 reason and there has to be just compensation, but
13 the just compensation only takes care of the
14 financial aspect of that intrusion.
15           So I think any opinion of a Court that
16 allow for the government to, without regard to
17 absolute necessity of taking it for the purpose
18 of public use, that would allow a government to
19 take that property is inappropriate.  See, the
20 problem in that case was it was not being taken
21 for public use; private use, transferring it from
22 one private party to another, and this is a
23 significant interference with the liberties that
24 our Constitution protects, so I think that
25 opinion stands up well as one of the worst

Page 32

1 opinions.
2           JR ROSS:  Thank you.  Judge Mitchell.
3           JUDGE EVERETT MITCHELL:  So I think for
4 me there are a lot of Supreme Court decisions in
5 various categories that have had very adverse
6 impacts.  I think I can think of no other greater
7 impact that I have seen with the overturning of
8 the Roe decision.
9           I think the overturning of the Roe

10 decision really put at jeopardy of privacy that
11 we were founded in the Fourteenth Amendment as a
12 critical place of infrastructure of how we
13 understood the law.  It was one of the first
14 times that I can remember in my own history that
15 a right was reached into the lives of people and
16 taken away.
17           While we also understand that, you
18 know, the decision really focused a lot on, you
19 know, precedent, it also invalidated the ways in
20 which courts often use precedence to make sure
21 that we're ensuring the rights of individuals are
22 consistently maintained and protected at the same
23 time.
24           The invalidation of a protection for
25 reproductive choice also was telegraphed through

Page 33

1 Justice Thomas to also look at, you know, not
2 only same gender relationships but also, you
3 know, all of the other constitutional rights that
4 we also seen as protected as well.  So I think
5 overturning that also put our country in a very,
6 you know, chaotic place where you may have 50
7 different types of interpretations about
8 reproductive choice.
9           And our states are struggling to try to

10 figure out where these things mean because that
11 was taken away from something that the majority
12 of individuals in our communities in our states
13 had also thought was foundational at that time.
14           So there are a lot of consequential
15 decisions, whether we're talking about Shelby
16 County v. Holder that talked about voting rights
17 or Graham v. Connor that talked about the
18 engagement around police reform.  But this one is
19 significant because it was the first time in my
20 study of the law that I can see that the Supreme
21 Court went and took a right for which that had
22 been a right for people for over 50 years and
23 we're dealing with the consequences of that
24 instability all throughout our country and all
25 throughout many peoples' lives right now, so I'll
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1 leave it with that.
2           JR ROSS:  Thank you.  Judge
3 Protasiewicz.
4           JUDGE JANET PROTASIEWICZ:  I agree.  I
5 think the Dobbs decision is the worst Supreme
6 Court decision that comes to mind.  That is the
7 epitome and definition of judicial activism.
8 Quite frankly, I was surprised when they reached
9 and rendered that decision.  Three generations of

10 women have counted on Roe v. Wade to allow them
11 to make their own decisions in regard to
12 reproductive rights.
13           Now, I can't tell you where I'll end up
14 on any case.  I can tell you a little bit about
15 my values, and I assume I'd be asked about that
16 because it's no secret what my values are in
17 regard to Roe v. Wade and in regard to the Dobbs
18 case.  Privacy issue is parament.
19           My value is that women should be able
20 to make their reproductive right decisions
21 themselves.  Sure, go ahead, talk to your clergy,
22 talk to your family, talk to your healthcare
23 provider.  But in the end, my values tell me that
24 that should be your decision.
25           That is exactly why we need to bring

Page 35

1 common sense back to the Court.  That's exactly
2 why we need to bring change back to the Court to
3 not only uphold our Constitution, to not only
4 employ stare decisis, but to uphold the will of
5 the people who have relied on I think three
6 generations -- would that be 50 years
7 potentially? -- three generations of women.
8           Many women never knew a world before
9 Roe; now, they certainly do.  So, to me, that is

10 the most critically poor decision and, as I
11 indicated earlier, an absolute example of
12 judicial activism.
13           JR ROSS:  Thank you.  Judge Dorow.
14           JUDGE JENNIFER DOROW:  Thank you.  I'll
15 be honest with all of you, sometimes I don't
16 personally agree with the law that I'm applying
17 and I'm sure that's also true for the U.S. and
18 Wisconsin Supreme Court justices.  Sometimes the
19 words or even the statutes themselves are stupid,
20 but stupid doesn't mean unconstitutional.  It
21 doesn't matter to my job whether I like the words
22 or even to agree with the law.  My job is to
23 apply the words and what they mean.
24           If I were running for the senate or
25 assembly, I might campaign on changing some laws,
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1 but I'm not running for the legislature, none of
2 us are.  I'm running for a seat on the Wisconsin
3 Supreme Court.  Politics have absolutely no place
4 in the courtroom and we should not be legislators
5 in robes.  Thank you.
6           EMILEE FANNON:  All right.  This next
7 question we'll start with Judge Mitchell.  We now
8 want to flip that question that we just asked you
9 around.  What ruling has most shaped your

10 judicial philosophy?
11           JUDGE EVERETT MITCHELL:  If you have a
12 judicial philosophy, it is rooted in probably a
13 judicial mentor that you've used to better
14 understand how the law understands.
15           Part of my judicial is Justice Thurgood
16 Marshall.  And I think his argument in the Brown
17 v. Board of Education when it overturned the
18 separate but equal doctrine was one of those
19 decisions when you're growing up as a young man
20 learning about what the law is, that you
21 understand how the law can be used to oppress and
22 demean and hurt communities of color because of
23 the fact that they're using the law as a
24 foundation for that erosion.
25           And so, the fact that, you know,
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1 Justice Marshall was educated by Charles Hamilton
2 Houston at Howard University and he was educated
3 on the idea that the Fourteenth Amendment could
4 be the vehicle that is used to change the
5 dynamics of how we understood the law and that
6 you can use the law as a force for good, that you
7 can use the law as a force for change and making
8 peoples' lives better.
9           No, we're not up here trying to be

10 legislators, but even the language of the law
11 that we're supposed to enforce itself should make
12 sure that lives are being better if we have the
13 discretion to do so.
14           And it was Justice Marshall's ways in
15 which he thought about the law and using the law
16 that gave me a sense of purpose to my own
17 judicial philosophy so that when I think about
18 the discretion that judges have -- and trust me,
19 Wisconsin, judges, especially those who served in
20 the district courts, we have a lot of discretion
21 where we can implement all kinds of things that
22 are not codified in statute, nor in case law,
23 that you have to make ruling on every day, so you
24 make those decisions.
25           And so, I still remember the time that
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1 I have these ideas about Justice Marshall using
2 it and Brown v. Board of Education and the
3 decision to desegregate all these schools to
4 bring our communities together.  I think about
5 the times in my courtroom, like, when I had the
6 young child come into my courtroom -- blonde,
7 blue-eyed child -- in handcuffs, belts, and
8 restraints.  And I asked myself, what do I use my
9 discretion for in this moment to make this child

10 better, to make sure that the lives of these
11 children are better.
12           And when I pushed toward taking away
13 handcuffs off of children, not only in Dane
14 County, but also joining the petition that we get
15 before the Supreme Court to do it statewide, it
16 was a reminder that the law not only is about
17 what's in books and statutes and case law, but
18 the law is what it looks like in the lives of
19 people who have the impact to change something
20 that is wrong before you.
21           And that is what is a judge is supposed
22 to do also, not only just follow patterns and
23 trends with everybody else is, but ask the
24 critical question of why are we doing this and
25 can we change it.

Page 39

1           And so, always paying attention to how
2 passionately Justice Marshall argued for
3 integration in a world that seemed to be set in
4 how we do things gave me the courage to do some
5 of the stuff that I have done to make the
6 judiciary reflect a certain value system of
7 fairness, kindness, and equality.
8           EMILEE FANNON:  Judge Protasiewicz.
9           JUDGE JANET PROTASIEWICZ:  Judicial

10 philosophy is -- I'm not going to say it's
11 complicated.  It is what you do every single day
12 that you walk into your courtroom, and my goal
13 and my judicial philosophy is that every single
14 person who walks into my courtroom gets a fair
15 shake.
16           I'm a commonsense judge, I was a
17 commonsense prosecutor, and I'll be a commonsense
18 justice on your Supreme Court.  There's no thumb
19 on the scale putting down a weight toward one
20 side or the other.  Everybody is treated
21 absolutely fairly.  I've rendered some sentences
22 that parties don't like, but my goal is when they
23 walk out of the courtroom that everybody feels as
24 though they've been treated fairly.
25           In regard to specific cases, I have a
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1 couple of them that have really impacted me.  We
2 talked about Brown v. Board of Education; we
3 talked a little bit about Plessy v. Ferguson, you
4 know, it's a precursor.  And I think it's
5 critical that when you look at those two cases
6 you see that Plessy v. Ferguson talked about
7 separate but equal.  What did we learn back in
8 high school?  Always separate, never equal;
9 that's what we learned in Plessy v. Ferguson.

10           Then we come forward to the Board of
11 Education where those laws were struck down.  And
12 to me and my judicial philosophy, what it tells
13 you, is that we are a living, breathing document
14 and our laws change and they evolve and the case
15 law changes and evolves.  I think that that is
16 critically important.
17           So fairness, evolution, no thumb on the
18 scale, everybody being treated equitably would be
19 what I would have to say is my judicial
20 philosophy.
21           EMILEE FANNON:  Judge Dorow.
22           JUDGE JENNIFER DOROW:  So the role of a
23 judge at its core is to apply the law, not make
24 it.  Laws are written and words have meaning.
25 Everybody knows this.  We use words every single
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1 day in the contracts we enter into, in the wills
2 we make so that they will be applied upon our
3 death.  We expect that the words we use in those
4 moments of our wills and our contracts won't be
5 twisted later on by giving them a meaning that we
6 didn't intend or, frankly, wasn't even in
7 existence when we used them.  Statutes and the
8 Constitution should be treated no differently.
9           The role of a judge should not be

10 interfered with by our political views.  We wear
11 a black robe in part to tell of our authority,
12 but also to shield us from the biases and the
13 prejudice that we undoubtedly bring from our
14 personal experiences.
15           You know, I've spent 9 of my 11 years
16 on the trial court bench in key leadership
17 positions dedicating my career to improving the
18 justice system.  I have been appointed three
19 times by the Wisconsin Supreme Court to serve as
20 a chief judge, and I've been selected and have
21 the honor and privilege by my peers to serve as
22 the chair of the committee of chief judges or
23 chief of the chiefs, as we affectionately refer
24 to it.  That is where judges can really have an
25 impact on improving the justice system.
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1           Of course, we need to be fair and
2 impartial in every case that comes before us.
3 The litigants deserve it, the victims deserve it,
4 the families of everyone involved, the accused,
5 they deserve it as well.  But it starts and ends
6 with our commitment to be fair and impartial and
7 give due respect to the role that our founders
8 gave to us when they instituted the three
9 branches of government.  Thank you.

10           EMILEE FANNON:  Justice Kelly.
11           JUSTICE DAN KELLY:  I'm influenced by
12 all of the court opinions in which the justices
13 have demonstrated fidelity to the Constitution;
14 that's the north star for us, fidelity to the
15 Constitution.
16           Now sometimes circumstances call for
17 the Constitution to change, and that's why both
18 the United States Constitution and our Wisconsin
19 Constitution provide for amendments, amendments
20 in which the people and their representatives
21 decide how and when those Constitutions are going
22 to change.
23           It does not change in the hands of the
24 Court.  It must not ever change in the hands of
25 the Court.  That is a fundamentally illegitimate
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1 step to take, and the reason for that is because
2 of the nature of the authority that we wield.
3 You see, when the people of Wisconsin put
4 together our Constitution, they did not ask us
5 what our views on the Constitution were.  They
6 did not ask us to decide what laws are good and
7 effective and which are not.  They asked us to do
8 one thing: Please decide our cases according to
9 the way the law is written, and we -- we, the

10 people -- will take care of it if those laws or
11 the Constitution needs to change.
12           Now, there's been mention both of
13 Plessy and Brown v. Board of Education, and I
14 think that's a great example.  Plessy was wrong.
15 It was wrong the day it was decided; it was wrong
16 every day after that.  And when Brown came along
17 and overruled it, it was not because they took
18 the Constitution into their own hands to change
19 it.  It is because they looked at Plessy and the
20 compared it to the Constitution and they said
21 Plessy was simply wrong and we are fixing that
22 error.
23           Now I'm the only candidate in this race
24 who has experience doing that sort of thing.  Now
25 this might be a little self-referential and I
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1 apologize for that, but I wrote the opinion in
2 Tetra Tech v. Department of Revenue.  Now that
3 wasn't a case as monumental as Plessy and Brown,
4 but it was a question of whether the Supreme
5 Court of the State of Wisconsin had gone off on a
6 wrong track for about 100 years.  And the
7 question there was who decides as a final matter
8 how to apply the law: Is it an executive agency
9 or is it the Supreme Court, the branch that the

10 people of Wisconsin have entrusted with the
11 judicial power?
12           And over a course of about 100 years,
13 the Supreme Court had slowly begin deferring to
14 administrative agencies' interpretation of the
15 law, and they concluded that we have to defer to
16 what they think the law is.  So we researched
17 that, we compared it to the Constitution, and we
18 concluded that those precedents were wrong.  They
19 were wrong the day they were decided; they were
20 wrong every day after that.
21           And so, it was our responsibility and
22 our job to correct that wrong and it was my honor
23 to write the opinion in Tetra Tech in which we
24 said we are repatriating the authority of the
25 Court where it belongs, with the judiciary.  And
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1 the consequence of that is that when you have
2 cases in which the government is a party, you
3 will be assured that it's the Court applying the
4 law and not your opponent in the courtroom.
5           JR ROSS:  Thank you.  Emilee will tell
6 you from our (indiscernible), I'm a redistricting
7 dork, total and complete absolute dork.  So I
8 want to apologize to our two justices here for
9 summarizing the dozens and dozens and dozens of

10 pages you guys wrote about redistricting in the
11 past year and a half.
12           That said, Judge Protasiewicz, the
13 Court issued several rulings in that case.  One
14 was the parties decided to take a least change
15 approach map they submitted.  They then
16 eventually picked a map drawn by (indiscernible)
17 lawmakers because it followed that directive and
18 was race neutral.
19           My question is, was the Court correct
20 to require a least change approach, and do you
21 believe there are conditions in Wisconsin that
22 meet the requirements to allow race to be
23 considered as a factor in drawing political
24 boundaries?
25           JUDGE JANET PROTASIEWICZ:  So let's be
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1 clear here: the maps are rigged, bottom line,
2 absolutely positively rigged.  They do not
3 reflect the people in this state.  They do not
4 reflect accurately representation in neither the
5 state assembly or the state senate; they are
6 rigged, period.  I'm coming right out and saying
7 that.
8           I don't think you could sell to any
9 reasonable person that the maps are fair.  Least

10 change approach, I mean, I think the idea of it
11 might sound good to some people.  I see no basis
12 for it in the Constitution, no basis in case law.
13 Basically, what the least change approach has
14 done, has taken votes away from -- or meaningful
15 votes away from people in large communities in
16 Dane County and in Milwaukee County.
17           I believe the gerrymandering decision
18 was wrong.  As I indicated to you before, I can't
19 ever tell you what I'm going to do on a
20 particular case, but I can tell you values, my
21 common sense tell you that it's wrong.  And I was
22 talking to somebody and the person used this
23 phrase with me in regard to the maps -- I wrote
24 it down so I get it right because I think it is
25 so interesting.  They said, "In the State of
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1 Wisconsin, do the voters choose the politicians
2 or do the politicians choose the voters," right,
3 and that absolutely resonates with me.
4           So as I've indicated, I think those
5 maps are rigged.  I think they're unfair.  I
6 don't think they fairly reflect the population in
7 our state.  Thank you.
8           JR ROSS:  Judge Dorow.
9           JUDGE JENNIFER DOROW:  I think we all

10 would agree that what happened this past year was
11 very interesting and unique.  Following the
12 Census every 10 years, the legislature and the
13 governor are tasked with coming up with new maps.
14 The process is guided by the principle of one
15 person/one vote, the Voting Rights Act, and the
16 Wisconsin Constitution.
17           When the legislature and the governor
18 could not agree on the new maps, the Supreme
19 Court was asked to step in.  And then, of course,
20 we saw the very unusual back and forth between
21 the Wisconsin Supreme Court and the United States
22 Supreme Court.  Ultimately, after the U.S.
23 Supreme Court reversed our court, the 2020 map
24 proposed by the legislature was adopted.
25           Now, there is talk about further
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1 challenges, so I will not put myself in a
2 position to prejudge anything.  But as with any
3 case, I will listen to the challenge and I will
4 apply the law to the facts at hand.  Thank you.
5           JR ROSS:  Justice Kelly.
6           JUSTICE DAN KELLY:  I think when
7 someone tells you what their values are in an
8 answer to a legal question, they're telling you
9 how they're going to decide a case.

10           A redistricting map is an entirely
11 political act: It involves political calculation,
12 it involves communities of interest, it involves
13 give and take, it involves compromise, it
14 involves the political process; it is political
15 from start to end.
16           Now there are legal elements to a map.
17 The phrase least change is meant to capture what
18 the Court's responsibility is when it has to
19 consider a redistricting map.  See, we do have
20 legal standards for what a map must do.  It has
21 to have equal population.  And if you look at our
22 Constitution, Article 4, Section 4, it tells us
23 that the districts must be compact and
24 contiguous.  These are legal requirements, and
25 Courts are for the law and the law alone.  It is
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1 not for politics.
2           And so, when a map comes to the Court
3 with a challenge that it is unlawful in some
4 regard, the Court's responsibility is limited to
5 considering the legal challenges, not the
6 political challenges.
7           How districts get apportioned according
8 to political considerations must have no purchase
9 in the courts, unless we are dead set on tearing

10 down the distinctions between the branches of
11 government that our Constitution creates.  But if
12 we are going to preserve the constitutional
13 order, if we are going to make sure our courts
14 exist wholly and only for the purpose of deciding
15 legal questions, then we can't let our values,
16 our personal values or our personal politics
17 reorient what the different branches of
18 government are supposed to do.
19           When that map comes to the Court, its
20 mandate is the same as with respect to every
21 other case that has ever come before the Court or
22 will ever come before the Court: decide questions
23 of law, not politics.
24           JR ROSS:  Thank you.  Judge Mitchell.
25           JUDGE EVERETT MITCHELL:  I think I'll
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1 start my comments around this idea from Justice
2 Ginsburg in her dissent in Shelby County, Alabama
3 v. Holder, and Justice Ginsburg said:
4           "The evolution of voting discrimination
5 into more subtle second-generation barriers is
6 powerful evidence that a remedy as effective as
7 preclearance remains vital to protect minority
8 voting rights and to prevent backsliding."  She
9 said the second-generation barriers are no longer

10 subtle.
11           It's a reminder that when we think
12 about the nature of maps and the decision that
13 the Supreme Court in many ways had to make that
14 decision is because our democracy in many ways
15 has become broken; the partisanship has become
16 broken.  And now, they're looking to courts to
17 answer questions for which the courts should be
18 focused on the law, but now we're being forced to
19 answer questions because democracy is no longer
20 working.
21           So I think in order to restore peoples'
22 faith in our democracy, what we need to do is to
23 ensure that legislative districts are drawn in a
24 fair, non-partisan way.  And I think the way how
25 extremely partisan our maps have gotten, we're
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1 saying to folks, both on the left and to the
2 right, that your voices don't matter in these
3 districts, only party leadership does.
4           So I think you're right in the sense
5 that, yes, the law is a place for us to consider
6 these bigger things, but it's also the
7 implications that our laws will have upon the
8 lives of people that I believe our Constitution
9 asks for us to be able to make.

10           Just an example that we were given
11 earlier when we talked about overturning Plessy
12 and implementing Brown v. Board of Education,
13 they implemented that idea not because they were
14 following the law, because they understood the
15 implications of having children educated in
16 separate environments and what that meant.
17           It's also the understanding of why the
18 Supreme Court also supported same gender marriage
19 because of the social implications for what this
20 also looked like as it relates to privacy.
21           So I believe our maps that we have now
22 have ridded so many people of a particular voice
23 that is necessary and the standard of least
24 change approach.  Anytime as an African American
25 in judicial spaces hear the word least change
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1 approach, it just brings up all kind of past
2 trauma of how people didn't want to change stuff
3 because it did not empower our communities and
4 our communities, whether it is Black or whether
5 it is Native.
6           I'll bet you if you ask a Native,
7 you'll hear the same thing, our indigenous
8 community would say the same thing: least change
9 approach always means the same, it always means

10 wait, it always means never, and it always means
11 more oppression and more pain for folks who don't
12 have a voice in the political process.
13           So the role in which we are to play, we
14 all have values, and it is important to you to
15 know our values so you can decide who you want to
16 be sitting in that black robe making decisions
17 about the values of our state.
18           I'm going to say this and I'm done.  I
19 wasn't born in Wisconsin, but I chose Wisconsin
20 as a place to have my children, as a place to
21 build community because of the values of the
22 people that I see in this state, all throughout
23 this state.  My wife and I have traveled this
24 entire state with the intended purpose of
25 introducing the state to a judge named Everett
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1 Mitchell, and everybody in my community was,
2 like, you got to be careful where you go
3 throughout the state.  And I said to them when I
4 gave a five-minute speech and the person asked me
5 do you want to come hang out with us later, I
6 was, like, okay, this is Wisconsin, because it is
7 more welcoming.
8           And those are the people that I make
9 sure that we pay attention to in that space

10 because they are the ones who we are making a
11 Constitution commitment to ensure that we're
12 following the rule of law a particular kind of
13 way.  Thank you.
14           EMILEE FANNON:  All right.  We'll do
15 one mor question for all of you and then take
16 some audience questions.  Judge Dorow, we'll
17 start with you on this one.
18           The U.S. Supreme Court ruled in 2008
19 that the right to bear arms doesn't only apply to
20 militia but to all individuals.  In doing so, it
21 overturned the District of Columbia's handgun ban
22 and requirement that lawfully owned rifles and
23 shotguns be kept unloaded, disassembled, or bound
24 by a trigger lock.
25           Would you have sided with the majority
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1 or minority in that case and please explain why.
2           JUDGE EVERETT MITCHELL:  Can you read
3 that question one more time?  That was like 19
4 statements in one.
5           EMILEE FANNON:  Thank you.  I will
6 repeat it one more time.
7           JUDGE EVERETT MITCHELL:  Okay, go
8 ahead.
9           EMILEE FANNON:  The U.S. Supreme Court

10 ruled in 2008 that the right to bear arms doesn't
11 only apply to militia but to all individuals.  In
12 doing so, it overturned the District of
13 Columbia's handgun ban and requirement that
14 lawfully owned rifles and shotguns be kept
15 unloaded, disassembled, or bound by a trigger
16 lock.
17           The question is, would you have sided
18 with the majority or minority in that case and
19 please explain why.  Judge Dorow.
20           JUDGE JENNIFER DOROW:  In our country,
21 we have not only the Constitution that's made up
22 of the original words of our founders, but then
23 we have the Bill of Rights.  And within that Bill
24 of Rights, there are a number of very important
25 rights that are important to our communities, are
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1 important to our democracy, and I believe we
2 shouldn't pick and choose which ones we need to
3 follow.
4           As with any case before me, I'm going
5 to start with the law.  I'm going to look at what
6 the law means.  I'm going to consider the
7 challenge that is before me, the facts of that
8 case, and then apply the law as written to the
9 facts of that case.  That's really at the core of

10 what a judge and justice is.
11           I think we all can imagine a variety of
12 settings where the Second Amendment is brought to
13 the Supreme Court for a decision or that is
14 implicated in a case.  I want to be true to my
15 ethical obligations about not prejudging or
16 letting my personal biases or opinions or even
17 what I want the law to be or not be influence
18 what I do.  And that means I need to start again,
19 as I've said before, with the facts, with the
20 law, and only render a decision that addresses
21 those very specific things.
22           So because cases raising the Second
23 Amendment are very likely to come before the
24 Supreme Court, I'm going to leave my answer at
25 that and make a pledge to all of you that, once
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1 again, I will start with the law and I will apply
2 that law to the facts, every decision every time.
3           EMILEE FANNON:  Thank you.  Justice
4 Kelly.
5           JUSTICE DAN KELLY:  So I have heard the
6 Second Amendment is something of a controversial
7 provision of our Bill of Rights.  You know, one
8 of the reasons that we can reach constitutional
9 language is to put it beyond the reach of simple

10 majority rule, right?  It might be that at any
11 given time in our history, the people would favor
12 the keeping and bearing of arms.
13           And then time goes along, circumstances
14 change, and people might decide, well, I don't
15 like that so much anymore.  Well, we have a way
16 of accommodating those changes in time; we call
17 it amendments.  The Second Amendment came into
18 existence, as its name states, as an amendment;
19 did not exist in the original Constitution.
20           So the question is when we see that
21 language that promises the right to keep and bear
22 arms, what do we do with it.  Do we take a survey
23 of current impressions and preferences and
24 determine do most people like the terms of the
25 Second Amendment, and if they do, then we will
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1 uphold the terms and we will say that it is okay
2 to keep and bear arms.  Or do we say, you know,
3 times have changed and people really aren't that
4 committed to the keeping and bearing of arms
5 anymore, and so, as justices, we're going to
6 strike that down.
7           The role the Court is to not look at
8 passing fads and fancies, changes in political
9 opinion; it is to apply the law.

10           Now in this instance, the question is
11 what did that language mean when it was passed
12 and adopted in 1791.  So the role of the Court is
13 to discover the original public meaning of the
14 terms included in the Second Amendment and then
15 to have faithfully applied those without regard
16 to what opinion polls might say today about the
17 popularity, or lack thereof, of the Second
18 Amendment, and that's the role of a justice and I
19 can tell you it's not easy.
20           There are rulings that I've made that
21 were commanded by our law, by our Constitution,
22 and I was raked over the coals sometimes by the
23 left, sometimes by the right.  But my commitment
24 every single time was simply applying the law as
25 it exists.  Because my confidence is in the
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1 people of Wisconsin, that if they are so opposed
2 to a particular standard, if they are so desirous
3 of change in the law, they will move heaven and
4 earth to make sure that it changes, and they've
5 done that a lot.  You can look at our
6 Constitution and go through and see all the
7 amendments that have occurred over time.
8           So my confidence is in the people of
9 Wisconsin, not in four lawyers sitting in a

10 Madison courtroom thinking that they know what
11 the Constitution ought to say, thinking they know
12 what the law ought to be.  Our responsibility is
13 to set that aside and wait for the people of
14 Wisconsin to make their call.
15           Do I think the Heller decision was
16 right?  Of course, it was.  It inquired into the
17 original public meaning of the Second Amendment
18 and that's precisely what it meant: the right to
19 keep and bear arms.  Do I understand there are
20 people who wished that that were not true?  Yes,
21 I do.  And to those of you, I suggest you do your
22 organizing and you follow the constitutional
23 process for changing that, rather than asking
24 your members of the Court to disregard their oath
25 of office, to steal the power of the people of
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1 Wisconsin, of the legislature to change it
2 themselves.
3           EMILEE FANNON:  Thank you.  Judge
4 Mitchell.
5           JUDGE EVERETT MITCHELL:  I'll start by
6 answering your question upfront, and since I
7 didn't actually hear the facts of that case, I'm
8 not going to tell you how I would rule in that
9 case.  Does that make sense, no?  All right.

10           But in terms of values, what I think is
11 very important is I think Dan said something when
12 he talked about, well, one group that disagrees
13 is that we should really be paying attention to
14 our law enforcement officers, our rank-and-file,
15 who also indicated that the number of guns on the
16 street outnumber the amount of Americans that we
17 have.  Everybody in America, if we look at all
18 the guns on the street, everybody could have
19 seven guns on them.
20           And I think listening to groups of
21 people, one of them our law enforcement who have
22 been saying about the number of guns on the
23 streets makes their job almost unsafe.
24           I think about the tragic case of the
25 young man 10 years old in Milwaukee took his
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1 mother's life.  It is reminded that guns are not
2 toys.  How we play with guns are not toys.  How
3 we talk about these guns and these mass violent
4 tools that are being used to take lives of so
5 many people is a consistent reminder of us; that
6 the decisions that we make and how we make them
7 and how we understand the rule of law and what
8 that looks like has real implications on peoples'
9 lives.

10           Now I'm a carry and conceal owner, and
11 so I have my permit and so, I recognize the
12 importance of the Second Amendment and I
13 recognize and I own that because that is an
14 important value that I think everybody should
15 have.  But the stuff that we're seeing right now
16 has far reaching implications of people whose
17 lives are being taken on an everyday basis.
18 Murder rates all the way in Milwaukee and
19 different states around us remind us of the
20 critical nature in which we are supposed to be
21 engaging in these conversations.
22           We may not understand how we will rule
23 because of the fact that, you know, we're
24 supposed to follow the rule of law.  It is clear
25 that when certain facts come to us in a certain
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1 kind of way, it is important for us to think
2 about the implications that our rulings will have
3 on the facts that are being presented to us.  And
4 when we make our rulings and when we demonstrate
5 our rulings, we need to make sure that they're
6 narrowly tailored so as not to, you know, lean so
7 far one way to give one group of influence or
8 lean another way that totally takes away the
9 capacity of one group not to be able to get the

10 voice and advocacy that they need.
11           Because at the end of the day, you
12 know, lives are being lost when we're not being
13 attentive to the commitment that we have to the
14 rule of law, but also to the lives that are
15 impacted when we don't do our jobs as
16 consistently and importantly as we need to, so
17 thank you.
18           EMILEE FANNON:  Thank you.  Judge
19 Protasiewicz.
20           JUDGE JANET PROTASIEWICZ:  That's a
21 very challenging question.  I have not carefully
22 read the dissent; I have not carefully read the
23 majority opinion.  I don't know what the
24 legislative history is behind the law in the
25 District of Columbia.  I didn't hear the
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1 attorneys' arguments; I haven't reviewed the
2 briefs, so I'm not able to tell you do I agree
3 with the majority or the dissent in that case.  I
4 can't tell you.
5           What I can tell you is it's all a
6 balancing act.  Obviously, we have the Second
7 Amendment: people are entitled to bear firearms;
8 we all know that.  I also can tell you that I
9 know lots of responsible firearm owners, many

10 responsible firearm owners.  I also have seen
11 many irresponsible firearm users.
12           So the question becomes, was that an
13 overreach by the United States Supreme Court or
14 was it an appropriate decision?  On this
15 particular case, I'll tell you I am well aware of
16 what's going on in the community with firearms.
17 I am well aware that the community is frequently
18 -- the people in the community frequently don't
19 feel like they're safe because of the number of
20 firearms in the community.  But like I said
21 earlier, I can also tell you there are many, many
22 responsible firearms owners and firearms users.
23           So I am not going to take a position on
24 this case until I very carefully read it.  Thank
25 you.

Page 63

1           JR ROSS:  Thank you.  We're getting
2 close to time.  We have two quick audience
3 questions.  The first one, I'm hoping you do it
4 in three sentences or less, all right: favorite
5 founding father and why.  Justice Kelly, you are
6 up first.
7           JUSTICE DAN KELLY:  I guess I'd have to
8 say Alexander Hamilton.
9           JUDGE EVERETT MITCHELL:  Oh, come on,

10 man.  Everybody going to say Alexander Hamilton,
11 people seen the musical.
12           JUSTICE DAN KELLY:  So here's the
13 thing.  So I can't rap, but he's still my
14 favorite, and I think the reason for that is
15 because he wrote so extensively about the nature
16 of the court and its function.  He really was the
17 first expositor of the important but limited role
18 that the court has in a constitutional scheme of
19 government.
20           He understood the dangers that happened
21 when you combined the powers of different
22 branches into one.  He called the court the least
23 dangerous branch.  Why?  Because it has neither
24 the power of the sword nor the purse.  It can't
25 require anything; it can't do anything with
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1 motive force.  That belongs to the executive
2 branch.  All it has is its judgment, and he goes
3 on to say that even the execution of that
4 judgment is entirely dependent on the executive
5 branch.  It is the least dangerous, but only so
6 far as it does its job and only its job.
7           He went on to say that if it should
8 ever combine itself with the powers of the
9 legislature, that would then become the very

10 definition of tyranny.
11           What I've heard a fair amount this
12 afternoon is my opponents talking about their
13 values and what they think that the law ought to
14 do.  That is the step towards the combination of
15 the power of the judiciary and the legislature.
16 That is a step we cannot take.
17           Alexander Hamilton is my favorite
18 because he explained the importance of keeping
19 those branches separate and he went on to explain
20 the dangers that occur if the court steps outside
21 of its constitutionally limited role, so that's
22 why he's my favorite, and great Broadway
23 production.
24           I'm sorry, that was maybe four
25 sentences.

Page 65

1           JUDGE EVERETT MITCHELL:  Four run-on
2 sentences.
3           JUSTICE DAN KELLY:  Indeed, they were.
4           JR ROSS:  Judge Mitchell.
5           JUDGE EVERETT MITCHELL:  Well, to go
6 off of what he said, Alexander Hamilton, I'm not
7 going to take away my shot, all right.  I think
8 for me if I have to give an answer, which is
9 always complex, you know, for African American

10 whose communities were enslaved during the time
11 of the founding of this country.
12           I would say Thomas Jefferson probably
13 gives me the greatest one because he also penned
14 those revolutionary words, "Life, liberty, and
15 the pursuit of happiness," but he was also the
16 one who also codified the idea of what race is in
17 the notes of State of Virginia when he said that
18 blacks are inferior and whites are superior,
19 giving our country the first time a theory of
20 race in our country.
21           So it is the juxtaposition of founding
22 fathers who also aspired for what this young
23 country to become, but it's also recognition that
24 as they had the aspiration for some, they didn't
25 have that aspiration for others.  And so, I live
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1 in that intricate space of balance between those

2 two communities at the same time because there

3 were so many who were not included in that space.

4           And yet at the same time, those are the

5 same values, again, that my mentor and, you know,

6 God mentor, Justice Marshall said that we have a

7 right to live in as well, and they use that same

8 argument to say we should overturn these laws

9 that oppress people and make sure that we have

10 integration in our community.

11           So you stole Alexander Hamilton, so I

12 had to go to Thomas Jefferson.

13           JR ROSS:  Judge Protasiewicz please.

14           JUDGE JANET PROTASIEWICZ:  Our founding

15 fathers were obviously a brilliant group, but

16 they had some flaws, right?  I like the two

17 founding fathers that my opponents have

18 mentioned, so I'll just go with somebody else.

19 I'll take John Adams: brilliant, creative,

20 hardworking, hard scrappy New Englander, staying

21 away from Abigail fighting so hard to form this

22 country, so I'll go with John Adams.

23           JR ROSS:  Thank you.  Judge Dorow.

24           JUDGE JENNIFER DOROW:  I'm going to

25 take a little bit different approach to this and
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1 I think back to our very first president, George

2 Washington.  And the reason why I'm selecting him

3 is because he had an unwavering commitment to his

4 faith in the face of incredible tyranny, a man

5 who kind of like a David against Goliath, went

6 out and led our troops in battle against the

7 tyrannical government that King George had thrust

8 upon the Colonies.

9           And even though there weren't a lot of

10 founding mothers, I know there were a lot of

11 women supporting those men, women like Betsy

12 Ross, of course.  But I can still look at someone

13 like George Washington and be very proud of his

14 faith and how he brought that faith to his role

15 as president, and I'm proud to say I like him a

16 lot.

17           EMILEE FANNON:  All right, last

18 question for all candidates.  The state's high

19 court has and is expected to hear many cases

20 addressing voting laws.

21           Judge Mitchell, we'll start with you.

22 How do you plan to protect voting rights?

23           JUDGE EVERETT MITCHELL:  You know, as

24 I've always talked about, for me, voting is an

25 essential part of my values because it is rooted
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1 in the law.  In 1965 when the signed the Voting
2 Rights Act, the whole intention of the Voting
3 Rights Act was that all branches of government,
4 including civil rights leaders who endured the
5 brutality of Selma, was to expand access for all
6 people to participate in the political process at
7 the local, state, and national level.  Any time
8 we have an erosion of that law and those
9 principles, we're losing what is foundation for

10 our community.
11           So I say for me, obviously, I don't
12 know facts, I don't know what cases may be
13 brought, I don't know any of those issues, but I
14 can tell you that being able to overcome so much
15 in the historical nature of our communities so we
16 could be able to check that box is in my DNA.
17 And so it is a consistent value that I want to
18 make sure that we protect that value and we make
19 sure that within our discretion to be able to
20 view the law a certain way, that the lenses that
21 we have are rooted in making sure that we protect
22 that.
23           I don't wear glasses, but I have a
24 bifocal-like lens when it comes to the
25 Constitution.  I believe we have to have a sense
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1 where we pay attention to the historical nature
2 of the document, but we also have to have a
3 living approach to it to understand the
4 implications of where the law moves us to.
5           And so, for me, there's nothing more
6 critical than the voice of the democracy of
7 people and making sure that they have access to
8 the ballot and making sure they have access to
9 the right to vote, and that goes from no matter

10 how young you are, how old you are, everybody
11 should make sure that they have access to that.
12 And when we can make those decisions and we do, I
13 think we must lean always on the side of opening
14 our democracy, rather than shrinking it.
15           EMILEE FANNON:  Thank you.  Judge
16 Protasiewicz.
17           JUDGE JANET PROTASIEWICZ:  Thank you.
18 I think this question dovetails into some of the
19 areas that we've already talked about, right: our
20 founding fathers, maps, gerrymandering.  And I
21 suspect the reason we are asked about our
22 favorite patriot or founding father has to do
23 with what are values are, what our history has
24 taught us, what we think, what we think going
25 forward.
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1           Remember, we fought that battle against

2 Great Britain in the 1700s when it wasn't

3 necessarily popular.  A third of the people

4 wanted to split from Great Britian, a third of

5 the people wanted to stay with Great Britain, and

6 about a third of the people were indifferent,

7 right?

8           But that third who were really, really

9 fighting to separate were fighting to separate

10 for one reason: they wanted fair representation.

11 Remember the Boston Tea Party, remember the Stamp

12 Act, everything we've talked about, taxation

13 without representation?  It all comes back to

14 that, and then that question dovetails with that

15 gerrymandering question.

16           When I said to all of you do the voters

17 pick the politicians or do the politicians pick

18 the voters, right?  It all comes back to

19 representation and every single person's voice

20 should be heard.  That is what is so critically

21 unique about this country: every single person's

22 voice should be heard.

23           So will cases be coming to the

24 Wisconsin Supreme Court?  I would suspect so.

25 But I can tell you our entire history is all

Page 71

1 about our democracy and having everybody's voice
2 heard.  Thank you.
3           EMILEE FANNON:  Judge Dorow.
4           JUDGE JENNIFER DOROW:  So not only is
5 the right to vote essential, it is core to our
6 democracy.  I also believe that election
7 integrity is vital.  The system needs to be fair
8 and reliable and the people need to be confident
9 that it works as it should.

10           In future cases making ballot access
11 claims, I will apply well-developed case law from
12 the United States Supreme Court.  And as with any
13 case that comes before the Court, I will listen
14 to the challenge and then apply the law fairly
15 and faithfully to the facts of that case.  Thank
16 you.
17           EMILEE FANNON:  Thank you.  Justice
18 Kelly.
19           JUSTICE DAN KELLY:  So I believe part
20 of the question was how will you enforce the law.
21 Could you read the part again?
22           EMILEE FANNON:  How do you plan to
23 protect voting rights.
24           JUSTICE DAN KELLY:  All right.  So my
25 plan to protect voting rights is to do my part of

Page 72

1 the job.  See, this goes back to the whole
2 question about what is the proper role and
3 function of the court within a constitutional
4 construct.  Now, I know we're sitting here
5 talking about a Supreme Court election and so,
6 we're focused pretty heavily on the court side of
7 it.
8           But a justice never loses sight of the
9 fact that the justice resides in only one third

10 of the government created by our Constitution,
11 and the protection of voting rights is a
12 collaborative work amongst the three branches.
13 The legislature makes the law, the executive
14 executes the law, and the court does one thing:
15 it resolves legal questions about the law.  It
16 doesn't tell the legislature you didn't think
17 wisely about this.  It doesn't tell the
18 legislature there's a better way of doing this.
19 It doesn't tell the executive you should be more
20 energetic.
21           A proper justice concentrates on simply
22 the role of the court: to decide disputed
23 questions of law and use that to resolve the case
24 and nothing more.
25           Now some might have more ambitions for

Page 73

1 the role.  Some may look at voting rights and say
2 we need to be more active in this, we need to
3 reach outside the authority of the courts, we
4 need to adopt laws that I think should be in
5 place, or perhaps we'll just stretch the
6 boundaries creatively of the laws that are
7 already there.  That's not for us to do.
8           That would break faith not only with
9 our Constitution, it would break faith with we

10 the people of Wisconsin, because it would be
11 going beyond what you have asked us to do, and
12 we'd be venturing into that space that Alexander
13 Hamilton warned about where tyranny resides when
14 we start combining our power with the power of
15 the other branches.
16           How will I protect?  First and
17 foremost, by not exercising anything but judicial
18 authority, and then by faithfully applying the
19 terms of the law that your representatives and
20 legislature have chosen, and then relying on the
21 people of Wisconsin that if they think there
22 needs to be a different standard that you'll take
23 care of business and you'll let your legislators
24 know that there needs to be a different standard.
25 Thank you.
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1           JR ROSS:  Thank you.  Thank you to all
2 four of you coming today.  Thank you to our
3 sponsors, Wisconsin State Bar.  Thank you all for
4 coming.  We appreciate the time.  On behalf of
5 Aimee and myself, have a wonderful day.
6
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POLITICS

Wisconsin Supreme Court candidate
Janet Protasiewicz assails state's election
maps as 'rigged'

Published 3:23 p.m. CT Jan. 9, 2023 Updated 4:14 p.m. CT Jan. 9, 2023

Corrinne Hess
Milwaukee Journal Sentinel

MADISON – Speaking at a campaign forum Monday, Wisconsin Supreme Court candidate
Janet Protasiewicz called state election maps "rigged" and designed to take away votes from
people in larger communities including Dane and Milwaukee counties.

"They do not reflect people in this state. I don't think you could sell any reasonable person
that the maps are fair," said Protasiewicz, a Milwaukee County judge and one of four running
for a seat on the state Supreme Court. "I can't tell you what I would do on a particular case,
but I can tell you my values, and the maps are wrong."

In April 2022, the court ruled 4-3 in favor of a legislative redistricting plan drawn by
Republican lawmakers giving the party's candidates in the Legislature a bigger advantage
over the next decade.

More: Wisconsin finally has its new election maps. Here is how we got there and what the
end result means for voters

New maps are drawn every 10 years.

Former Supreme Court Justice Daniel Kelly, seeking a return to the bench, said the court's
responsibility was limited to considering legal challenges, not political challenges.

"When someone tells you what their values are to a legal challenge, they are telling you how
they will decide a case," Kelly said. "Unless we are dead set on tearing down the distinctions
of the branches of government, we need to make sure the court exists for deciding legal
distinctions."
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Protasiewicz and Kelly joined the other two candidates, Waukesha County Court Judge
Jennifer Dorow and Dane County Judge Everett Mitchell, during a forum sponsored by
WisPolitics.com.

Mitchell agreed with Protasiewicz's assessment of the state's election maps, saying they only
benefit the status quo. He said he hopes future maps are less partisan and represent
Wisconsin's diversity.

On most questions, Dorow read from a prepared script and did not answer fully, saying the
issues, including election maps and gun control might be before the court.

The four candidates are in a hotly contested race for conservative Justice Patience
Roggensack's seat, which could swing the makeup of the court from its current 4-3
conservative majority.

On Monday, Roggensack endorsed Dorow, one of two conservative candidates running. Kelly,
the other conservative, served with Roggensack. Kelly was appointed to the court in 2016 and
lost his bid for a 10-year term in 2020 to Jill Karofsky, a member of the court's liberal
minority.

Protasiewicz and Mitchell are both liberals running with the support of Democrats.

Each candidate highlighted the individual experiences that they say will make them the best
candidate for the 10-year term on the Supreme Court.

The candidates also pledged to not let outside funding influence how they would rule from
the bench if elected and to recuse themselves if there is a conflict of interest.

The top two vote-getters during the primary on Feb. 21 will go onto the April 4 general
election.

While abortion is likely to be one of the key issues in the Supreme Court race, it was not a
focus of Monday's forum. Republican legislative leaders have said they don't want the race to
become a one-issue contest.

Assembly Speaker Robin Vos hopes the Republican-controlled Legislature can introduce
amendments to the state's abortion ban or write a new law that will be signed by Gov. Tony
Evers so the state Supreme Court doesn't have to weigh in. But Evers has repeatedly said he
wouldn't sign a bill unless it codifies abortion rules in place under the five decades of Roe v.
Wade.
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State leaders have grappled with abortion policy since the U.S. Supreme Court struck down
its 1973 ruling legalizing abortion nationwide, leaving it up to state officials to decide their
rules. The decision put back into effect the state's 1849 law banning doctors from providing
abortions unless women would die without the procedure.

Mitchell and Protasiewicz cited the Dobbs decision as the court's worst ruling in the last 50
years.

Candidates' fundraising varies widely

Early campaign finance reports show Protasiewicz, who declared her candidacy last May,
raised $756,217 in the second half of 2022, pushing her fundraising last year to $924,449,
according to figures released by her campaign Monday.

Mitchell, who declared his candidacy last June, raised $24,471 in the first six months of 2022
and had $27,767 in his campaign account on June 30. The latest campaign finance report for
Kelly, who entered the race last September, showed he raised nothing in the first six months
of 2022 and had $16,581 in his campaign account on June 30, left over from his unsuccessful
2020 court race, according to the Wisconsin Democracy Campaign.

Dorow, who entered the race in November, has not raised any campaign cash since 2012
when she ran for her first six-year term for circuit judge, according to the Wisconsin
Democracy Campaign.

Campaign finance reports for the last half of 2022 are due Jan. 17.
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Milwaukee County Judge Janet Protasiewicz said recently that those running for

the state Supreme Court should share their values with voters in races where

candidates typically keep their cards close to their chest.

She is one of four candidates running in the Feb. 21 primary as conservative

Justice Patience Roggensack is retiring. The top two candidates will advance to

an April general election that could tip the ideological balance of the court,

where conservatives currently hold a 4-3 majority.

JUSTICE, POLITICS, SUPREME COURT

Janet Protasiewicz thinks judicial
candidates should be open about their
values
Balance of power on court could swing if liberal-backed candidate wins April general election; primary is

Tuesday

BY JONAH BELECKIS FEBRUARY 14, 2023

Listen

•

Milwaukee County Judge Janet Protasiewicz. Photo courtesy of Janet Protasiewicz’ campaign
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Protasiewicz and Dane County Judge Everett Mitchell are being backed by

liberals. Former state Supreme Court Justice Daniel Kelly and Waukesha

County Judge Jennifer Dorow have support from conservatives.

Stay informed on the latest news

Sign up for WPR’s email newsletter.

Email

Submit

Wisconsin Public Radio’s “Central Time” recently invited the candidates to

discuss their campaigns on the program. Only Dorow declined the invitation.

Protasiewicz, a former prosecutor, has said the U.S. Supreme Court made a

mistake when last summer it overturned the landmark Roe v. Wade decision.

She has also criticized the state’s electoral maps.

Read about the interviews with Mitchell here and Kelly here. The following

from Protasiewicz was lightly edited for brevity and clarity.

Rob Ferrett: What is your case for being on the court?

Janet Protasiewicz: The reason I’m running for the state Supreme Court is to

bring back change and common sense to our court. I’m a follow-the-law,

common-sense judge — not an uber-partisan. There has been so much extreme

partisanship on our Wisconsin Supreme Court, and that’s why I’m running.

RF: Groups that support you view you as a liberal. So do groups that oppose

you. What would you say to them?

JP: Labels are interesting. Yes, I am very, very progressive when it comes to

social issues. But I would also say that there are issues that, quite frankly, go

across all party lines, such as community safety, judicial philosophy, being a fair

jurist, being nonpartisan, not having a thumb on the scale when it comes to

issues that are going to come before the Supreme Court, and not being an activist

judge. We need common sense. We don’t need extreme partisanship, and I will

root every decision in the law.

RF: One decision that could come before the court again is the state’s

election maps. You’ve described the current maps and the system that
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created them unfavorably. Could Republicans count on you to not have your

thumb on the scale?

JP: Absolutely. I said the maps are rigged. Wisconsin is a battleground state. I

don’t think you could sell to any rational person that the maps are fair. Just look

at them with the numbers in the Wisconsin State Senate (and) the numbers from

the Wisconsin State Assembly. Just look at those numbers. You know that

something is wrong.

But what I have told everyone: While I state that those maps are rigged and while

I talk about some of the other issues that are important to both me and all

Wisconsinites, all of my decisions are going to be rooted in the law. I plan to

follow the law. I tell you what my values are because I think that Supreme Court

candidates should share with the community and the electorate what their

values are. Nonetheless, I will uphold the law (and) follow the Constitution when

I make any decisions. Nothing is prejudged.

RF: How would you handle the ongoing legal conflict around the state’s 1849

abortion ban? The state Department of Justice contends it is in conflict with

a later law.

JP: I can’t make any specific comments as to what I would do when elected as a

Supreme Court justice. What I have told people regarding the 1849 (ban): I have

been very, very clear that my values are that women have the right to choose. I

have stated that I disagreed with the (U.S.) Supreme Court’s decision on this.

Quite frankly, I was surprised when the U.S. Supreme Court decided to take away

a fundamental right that so many people in our country had for such a long time.

I would also say that this is the same type of decision making that people are

tired of. They don’t want that from our Wisconsin Supreme Court. So, we

currently have a majority on the court who are making decisions based on right-

wing partisan beliefs — not the Constitution and not the law. We need to bring

that change back to the courts. We should get away from that right-wing

extremism and back to common sense.

READ MORE: Wisconsin Supreme Court candidates discuss abortion,

redistricting at Madison forum

RF: What would be your standards for when you should recuse yourself

from a particular case on the state Supreme Court?

JP: There needs to be a recusal rule. I have been very, very open about that. Just

what the standard and what the contribution limit needs to be in order to have

someone recuse themselves, there needs to be a public hearing. The public
1A
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absolutely needs to weigh in on that. But I really, really believe a recusal rule is

appropriate for lots of reasons.

Other candidates have opposed additional rules. I think that’s wrong. I will

obviously follow any recusal rules. But there are people who really believe that so

much money is being poured into these races and so much of it by outside groups

— should a Supreme Court justice really sit on a case where millions of dollars of

outside money have come in on your behalf? I don’t think that people think

that’s fair. People think that that puts a thumb on the scale.

RF: Usually, voters are picking politicians to enact certain policies they like.

How should voters decide what judge to vote for?

JP: You have to look at the person’s judicial philosophy — how they plan to run

their courtroom, how they plan to treat people, whether or not they are able to

be fair and appropriate under all circumstances. Judicial philosophy, it’s critical.

I tell people I can’t tell you where I’m going to end up on a case, but I can tell you

I’m going to root my decisions in the law.

We need to get away from hyper-partisanship and predetermined outcomes by

ideologues. We absolutely need to do that. The Supreme Court should be

different in many instances than the other branches of government. People

should really, really be able to look up to our Supreme Court and believe that it is

a bastion of dignity and integrity and that they are going to have a fair shake

across the board in our courts.

You count on WPR for independent journalism, statewide discussions

and quality entertainment. Member support is the largest source of

funding for this essential service. Keep Wisconsin informed and

inspired with your gift of any amount.

Donate Now

Wisconsin Public Radio, © Copyright 2024, Board of Regents of the University of

Wisconsin System and Wisconsin Educational Communications Board.
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In a supreme court race like no other, Wisconsin's political future is up for
grabs
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Judge Janet Protasiewicz points at former Justice Dan Kelly during a debate March 21 at the State Bar Center in
Madison, Wis.
Angela Major/WPR

MADISON, Wis. — An election on Tuesday could change the political trajectory of
Wisconsin, a perennial swing state, by flipping the ideological balance of the state
Supreme Court for the first time in 15 years.
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The race comes at a critical time for Wisconsin, with a challenge to the state's
pre-Civil War abortion ban already working its way to the court and legal fights
ahead of the next presidential election right around the corner.

The stakes of the race go beyond a single issue. Should liberals win control of the
court for the first time since 2008, they're almost certain to hear a challenge to
Wisconsin's Republican-drawn redistricting maps, which have helped cement
conservative priorities for more than a decade.

Republicans are framing the race in terms of what they could lose, which they
contend includes key pillars of former Republican Gov. Scott Walker's legacy.

Abortion rights and gerrymandering

On a recent Saturday night in Madison, people lined up down the street outside
the Barrymore Theater for a live recording of the show "Pod Save America." The
hosts — speechwriters who worked for former President Barack Obama — hold
celebrity status in Madison, a Democratic stronghold that's proven critical to
recent statewide victories in Wisconsin.

This show is aimed at turning out the Democratic vote for Milwaukee County
Judge Janet Protasiewicz in her race against former state Supreme Court Justice
Dan Kelly, the Republican favorite. (Races for Supreme Court in Wisconsin are
officially nonpartisan, but that's not how it works in practice.)

At the front of the line before the doors opened, Ariel Hendrickson, a Madison
resident, said the election boiled down to two issues.

"Abortion rights and making sure that gerrymandering does not get any worse in
our state," Hendrickson said.
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Melissa Johnson holds a sign in support of Wisconsin state Supreme Court candidate Judge Janet Protasiewicz
during a rally on March 11 in Appleton, Wis.
Angela Major/WPR

Abortion has been a major issue in Wisconsin since the U.S. Supreme Court struck
down Roe v. Wade last summer, a ruling that reinstated a long-dormant abortion
ban first written in 1849. Democrats have featured it prominently in their ads for
statewide office over the past year, and it's been the bedrock of Protasiewicz's
campaign.

National spending records broken

"I know people keep saying this, but this is probably one of the most important
elections for Wisconsin," said Sheila Hosseini, also of Madison. "Especially
because reproductive rights are on the line."

In a state like Wisconsin where close elections are a way of life, voters are
accustomed to hearing every couple of years — or in this case, every few months
— that the latest campaign is the most important one yet.

But there's actually so much riding on Wisconsin's court race this year, that it
might fit that billing, says University of Wisconsin-Madison political science and
law professor Howard Schweber.

App.042

Case 2021AP001450 Appendix to Memorandum in Support of Motion to Rec... Filed 01-29-2024 Page 42 of 168



"I have to agree, I think this election really does live up to its hype," Schweber
says. "In the sense that the stakes are extraordinarily high across an
extraordinarily broad range of issues."

Supporters of former Justice Dan Kelly attend a St. Patrick's Day party with Republican speakers on March 16 at
Clifford's Supper Club in Hales Corners, Wis.
Angela Major/WPR

Money has poured into the race, doubling, and by one estimate, tripling the old
national record for spending in a state Supreme Court campaign.

According to the Brennan Center for Justice, the old record of $15.2 million was set
in a 2004 race for the Illinois Supreme Court. According to the center's tracking,
nearly $29 million had been spent on political ads in Wisconsin's race. Another
running tally by the Wisconsin political news site WisPolitics found total spending
on the race had hit $45 million.

"It shows that Wisconsin just tends to be the center of the political universe," says
Anthony Chergosky, a professor of political science at the University of Wisconsin-
La Crosse. "And it also shows that money is flowing into this high stakes battle
over abortion in the post-Roe v. Wade political landscape."

For some Republicans, more than a decade of GOP accomplishments are on
the ballot
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For Republican activists, the Supreme Court election is less about what they could
gain and more about what they could lose.

At a Republican get-out-the-vote party in the Milwaukee suburb of Hales Corners,
organizers warned that a long list of GOP wins could get struck down if liberals
win the court, including election laws like voter ID and laws that strengthen gun
owner rights.

Former Justice Dan Kelly attends a Republican event for St. Patrick's Day on March 16 at Clifford's Supper Club in
Hales Corners, Wis.
Angela Major/WPR

Former Gov. Walker's signature law curbing union rights could also be in danger if
the court flips, according to Orville Seymer, a longtime Republican activist.
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Protasiewicz was among the tens of thousands who marched against the law in
2011. She also signed a recall petition against Walker.

"All those things, they don't appear on the ballot, but they really are on the ballot,"
Seymer said at the GOP event. "People are voting on those issues. And the people
here in this room — conservative people — they want to maintain that."

While seemingly everyone else is framing the court race in terms of issues, Kelly
has notably avoided them.

"If I were to start talking about my political views, that would be no more relevant
to this race than who I think the Packers' next quarterback ought to be," he said at
a Milwaukee Press Club forum in March.

As a private lawyer, Kelly once defended Republicans' legislative maps in federal
court, and his recent clients included state and national Republican parties. Kelly
offered legal counsel to the state party after the 2020 presidential election when
Republicans used fake electors in an effort to contest former President Donald
Trump's narrow loss in Wisconsin.

It's not that Kelly has never shared his views. About a decade ago, Kelly wrote in a
blog that abortion took the life of a human being, and he wrote a passage in a
book comparing affirmative action to slavery.

As a judicial candidate, he says it's inappropriate for him to share his political
views, since a judge's job is applying the law.

"I am running to be the most boring Supreme Court justice in the history of the
country," Kelly said. "Because the role of the court is not to be original. It's not to
be innovative."

Protasiewicz says voters want to hear where candidates stand

Protasiewicz, who spent decades as a prosecutor and judge in Milwaukee County,
has no such hesitation when it comes to sharing her personal beliefs, particularly
on abortion.

During a brief interview at the "Pod Save America" event, Protasiewicz was asked
what kind of a difference she could make if she's elected to the court.
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Judge Janet Protasiewicz, center, waves to the audience during a Pod Save America live podcast event March 18 at
the Barrymore Theatre in Madison, Wis.
Angela Major/WPR

"I have been very, very forthright that my personal value is that women have a
right to choose," Protasiewicz said. "Reproductive choices belong to the person."

Asked about Wisconsin's Republican-drawn legislative districts, which the court's
conservative majority endorsed last year, Protasiewicz was similarly outspoken.

"Our maps are rigged in this state," she said. "I would certainly welcome the
opportunity to have a fresh look at our maps."

For Democrats in this moment, the Supreme Court race means everything. With a
liberal majority on the court and new maps, their hope is that they could finally
push the state's politics to the left like neighboring Minnesota and Michigan.

That prospect has helped Protasiewicz smash candidate fundraising records,
drawing from a network of Democratic donors around the country and a handful
of wealthy donors, like George Soros and Illinois Gov. JB Pritzker, who've made
million-dollar donations to the state Democratic Party.

Conservatives were badly outspent in the early stages of the race but have closed
the funding gap recently. The state's largest business lobby, Wisconsin
Manufacturers and Commerce, and a group funded by GOP megadonor Richard
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Uihlein, have spent more than $10 million on ads attacking Protasiewicz as soft on
crime.

Both parties have also described this race in presidential terms because
whichever side wins will have a majority on the court ahead of the 2024
presidential race. That means they'll get to hear election lawsuits in Wisconsin,
the swing state where each campaign feels a little more important than the last.
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POLITICS & GOVERNMENT

Supreme Court candidates accuse each
other of lying, extremism in sole debate
BY: HENRY REDMAN - MARCH 21, 2023 2:27 PM

     

 Dan Kelly and Janet Protasiewicz met on Tuesday for the only debate in the Wisconsin
Supreme Court race. (Henry Redman | Wisconsin Examiner)

This story has been updated.

In the only debate of an increasingly expensive and heated
campaign between Milwaukee County Judge Janet Protasiewicz
and former Supreme Court Justice Dan Kelly for an open seat on
the Wisconsin Supreme Court, the two candidates exchanged
attacks over their impartiality, legal histories and political
allegiances. 

During the debate, hosted Tuesday afternoon by the Wisconsin
State Bar,  each candidate made several accusations that the other is
a liar. 

The race for the seat, set to become vacant following the retirement
of conservative Justice Patience Roggensack, will determine the


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ideological sway of the seven-member court. While the race is
officially nonpartisan, Kelly is running as a conservative and
Protasiewicz as a liberal. 

The first time the court’s lean has been up for grabs in more than a
decade, the race has blown away national fundraising records for
judicial campaigns. 

Kelly served on the court for four years from 2016 to 2020 after
being appointed to an open seat by former Republican Gov. Scott
Walker. He lost reelection to liberal Justice Jill Karofsky by a 10-
point margin. 

On Tuesday, Kelly’s attacks on Protasiewicz grew increasingly
pointed as he argued — as he has throughout the race — that she
would bring her political views to the bench. Several times, Kelly
said Protasiewicz was a liar or slandering him. 

“Again, this is you being quick to lie,” Kelly said in response to
Protasiewicz saying the support he’s received from outside political
organizations signals which political side his decisions will benefit.
“This has been apparent in all your ads against me. It’s been
apparent every time you speak about me. It’s just full of deceit.” 

Protasiewicz, on the other hand, regularly argued that Kelly’s
history of working for the Republican party and its related interest
groups should signal how he will rule — even though throughout the
campaign he’s said he will only decide based on the rule of law. 

“I am running against probably one of the most extreme partisan
characters in the history of the state,” Protasiewicz said. “This is
somebody who advised the Republican Party on the fake electors.
This is somebody who was running his former office out of the
Republican Party headquarters. This is somebody who’s given legal
advice to the Republican Party over and over and over.” 

The race for the open seat has taken on an increased importance
because the court is likely to play a major role in coming years as the
arbiter between the divided government in Wisconsin’s executive
and legislative branches. The winner of the race will likely be the
swing vote in cases over abortion access, the state’s legislative maps
and voting rights.

Throughout the campaign, Protasiewicz has repeatedly shared what
her “personal values” are over abortion rights, saying she believes
women should have the right to choose to get an abortion. Kelly has
often pointed to these statements as evidence she is pre-judging a
case. 
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A lawsuit against Wisconsin’s 1849 outlawing abortion is currently
pending in the courts and the winner is likely to play an important
role in its outcome. 

“I would say that I have been very clear about my values to the
electorate because I think the electorate deserves to know what the
person’s values are rather than hiding,” Protasiewicz said. “I’ve also
been very clear that any decision that I render will be made based
solely on the law and the Constitution. I have told everyone I am
making no promises to you. But I can tell you that if my opponent is
elected, I can tell you with 100% certainty, that 1849 abortion ban
will stay on the books.” 

Protasiewicz, who has received endorsements from Planned
Parenthood and Emily’s List, organizations that favor abortion
rights, pointed to Kelly’s endorsements from anti-abortion groups
such as Wisconsin Right to Life as evidence he’s also signaled his
views on the issue. 

Wisconsin Right to Life, which is working to strengthen Wisconsin’s
abortion ban, states on its political endorsement web page that
candidates pledge to support their values to receive their
endorsement. 

“The Wisconsin Right to Life Political Action Committee endorses
candidates who have pledged to champion pro-life values and stand
with Wisconsin Right to Life’s legislative strategy,” the page states.
“In judicial elections, the Wisconsin Right to Life Political Action
Committee endorses candidates whose judicial philosophies and
values fit with those of Wisconsin Right to Life.”

Kelly said Protasiewicz was lying when she said his endorsements
show he has made pledges on the issue. 

“That’s absolutely not true, once again,” Kellys said. “So this seems
to be a pattern for you, Janet, is telling lies about me. So you don’t
know what I”m thinking about that abortion ban. You have no idea,
these things you do not know. What I know is this: the
endorsements I’ve received are entirely because of conversations
that I have with individuals or organizations in which they asked me
what kind of a justice will you be and I explained to them at length
the role of a jurist instead of talking about politics, which is all you
do.” 

Whoever wins the race will also be a crucial vote in a likely
challenge to the state’s legislative maps, which are frequently
characterized as the most gerrymandered political lines in the
country. 
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Protasiewicz has said several times throughout the campaign that
the maps are “rigged.” On Tuesday, she indicated she agreed with
the dissent written by the court’s liberal justices in the state
Supreme Court case that decided the maps last year. 

“I think the map issue is really kind of easy, actually. I don’t think
anybody thinks those maps are fair, anybody,” she said. “But the
question is, am I able to carefully make a decision on a case? Of
course I am. It’s what I’ve spent my entire career doing, follow laws I
don’t always necessarily like or agree with, you follow the law, that’s
what you do. I can assure you that every single case that I will ever
handle will be rooted in the law 100%. If you look at the dissent in
that maps case, that dissent is what I will tell you I agree with.”

Kelly, who was one of the lawyers who worked with Republicans to
install the 2011 maps that entrenched the state’s gerrymandering,
said that is another example of an issue in which Protasiewicz is
pre-judging a case.

“Well there you have it, I think she’s just told you how she’d resolve
the case,” Kelly said. “See this is the problem you have when we get a
candidate who does nothing to talk about her personal politics.
She’s already told each and every one of us how she will approach
this and although she says the formulaic words that she will follow
the law, she’s never said one thing in this campaign that would lead
to any reasonable belief that that’s what she would do.”

The candidates also sparred over the increasingly negative attack
ads that have aired about them during the campaign. 

Protasiewicz regularly alluded to the complaints raised in her
campaign’s ads which paint Kelly as a partisan extremist with a
“corrupt” history of siding with groups that had supported him
financially and participating in Republican efforts to overturn the
2020 election. 

“He is a true threat to our democracy,” she said on Tuesday. 

Kelly countered that he was just one of many lawyers who advised
the Republican party as it searched for ways to change the results of
the 2020 election in the weeks and months after it was won by Joe
Biden. 

Throughout the race, Kelly and outside groups supporting him have
regularly highlighted sentencing decisions Protasiewicz made in a
handful of cases in which sexual offenders were given little or no
prison time. On Tuesday, she said that a few cases were “cherry
picked” out of the thousands of sentencing decisions she’s made
while serving as a judge in Milwaukee County and when Kelly gave
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direct quotes, she said she’d like to see the transcripts because “it
certainly doesn’t sound like anything I would do.” 

In one case, Kelly accused her of not giving a 25-year-old man who
got a 15-year-old girl pregnant jail time because of COVID. 

The transcripts from the sentencing hearing show that she did say
“But for COVID, I would be giving you some House of Correction
time.” The transcripts also show that the prosecutor in the case did
not recommend a jail or prison term, instead recommending the
defendant be placed on probation. 

In another case highlighted during the debate, Kelly accused
Protasiewicz of telling a defendant, who pleaded guilty to sexually
assaulting his cousin, that she saw “good” in him. 

Protasiewicz did say there were “a lot of good things” in the
defendant’s character, the transcripts show. Yet the transcripts also
show she said the offense was “phenomenally serious” and
warranted a heftier sentence because of that. 

The prosecutor in the case did not recommend a sentence, instead
leaving the decision to Protasiewicz, who imposed 14 months of
imprisonment and 18 months of extended supervision. 

The Supreme Court election is set for April 4. Early voting has
already begun. Voters can check with their local clerk’s offices for
hours and locations.
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A Democratic law firm has filed a lawsuit challenging Wisconsin’s congressional

maps, weeks after the state Supreme Court ruled Wisconsin’s legislative maps

unconstitutional.

Should the effort succeed, it could upend Wisconsin’s congressional races

months before the 2024 election. Six of the state’s eight congressional districts

are currently held by Republicans, and only two are seen as competitive. 

“Wisconsin is a purple state, but our current congressional district maps don’t

reflect that,” wrote U.S. Rep. Mark Pocan on X, formerly Twitter.

NEWS, POLITICS, SUPREME COURT

Democratic law firm files challenge to
Wisconsin’s congressional maps
The Elias Law Group lawsuit comes weeks after the Wisconsin Supreme Court ruled the state legislative maps

unconstitutional

BY ANYA VAN WAGTENDONK JANUARY 17, 2024
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Attendees hold signs at the Rally for Fair Maps on Monday, May 17, 2021, in Madison, Wis. Angela Major/WPR
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Pocan’s district, which encompasses liberal Madison, is one of Wisconsin’s two

safely Democratic seats in Congress.

Meanwhile, Republicans blasted the lawsuit, calling it a further example of a

liberal agenda in the state Supreme Court. The ideological makeup of that court

swung to the left last year after the election of Justice Janet Protasiewicz.

Republicans have argued that she pre-judged maps challenges while on the

campaign trail.

“The newly bought and paid for liberal majority on the Wisconsin Supreme

Court faces yet another test of the public’s trust: do the right thing by leaving the

current, constitutional maps in place, or once again abandon sound judgment by

catering to their left-wing out-of-state donors,” said Wisconsin GOP chair Brian

Schimming in a statement Wednesday.

The argument behind the new congressional lawsuit is based on the ruling the

Wisconsin Supreme Court handed down in December, which changed the

standard by which the court evaluates redistricting.

The state maps ruling, delivered by the court’s liberal majority, ruled that the

“least changes” approach to redistricting used by the previous conservative

majority was unlawful. Under that approach, conservative justices endorsed

maps with as little change as possible from previous, Republican-drawn maps.

The “least change” requirement created congressional maps that “perpetuated

and exacerbated the partisan unfairness that has robbed Wisconsin voters of fair

congressional districts for over a decade,” argued an attorney for the Elias Law

Group, which filed the lawsuit Tuesday. Democrats voiced support for the

challenge, which could result in maps that are more favorable to them.

Schimming said that if the Wisconsin Supreme Court accepts the congressional

redistricting case, opponents would likely appeal it to the U.S. Supreme Court.

The court has not yet said whether it will take up the case.
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New maps could make Congressional
seats more competitive

The lawsuit contends the Congressional maps are based on a “now-discredited

legal principle” that upheld GOP-drawn maps unnecessarily. For that reason, the

plaintiffs argue, new maps offer voters more fair representation in a purple state.

Just two of the eight seats — both now held by Republicans — are seen as

competitive. The 1st District, held by Rep. Bryan Steil, comprises Racine,

Kenosha and parts of Rock and Milwaukee Counties. The 3rd District, held by

Rep. Derrick Van Orden, comprises much of western Wisconsin and the cities of

Eau Claire, La Crosse and Stevens Point. That seat had previously been held by

Democrat Ron Kind, who did not seek reelection in 2022.

The current maps were drawn up by Gov. Tony Evers under the “least-change”

model, which required them to be closely modeled on maps drawn by

Republicans after the 2010 Census. Evers’ maps were approved by the Wisconsin

Supreme Court.

Congressional primaries are scheduled for Aug. 13, and the general election is on

Nov. 5.

Marc Elias, who chairs the Elias Law Group, has been active around the country

on voting issues, including in Wisconsin. Elias’ firm has also challenged

Wisconsin’s requirement to have witness signatures on absentee ballots and is

behind an effort to overturn a ruling that restricts the use of absentee ballot drop

boxes.
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Early Victories in the Fight for Democracy in Wisconsin

For many years Wisconsin had the distinction of having the most Republican gerrymandered state legislature
and among the most conservative state Supreme Courts. It was the Wisconsin Supreme Court that came
closest to giving former President Donald Trump a victory in  of the 2020 election. A
toxic brew of antidemocratic laws and court rulings hung over an otherwise closely divided state.

Times have changed.

As a result of a critical , there is now a newly minted progressive majority on the state Supreme
Court. Already the new Wisconsin Supreme Court has  the state’s heavily gerrymandered
legislative maps. And recently, a motion to  a challenge to the state’s congressional maps was filed in the
high court.

With the 2024 elections only months away, the focus has turned to the Badger State’s voting laws. Pro-voting
groups have already notched some early victories. Voters with disabilities who are physically unable to return
their absentee ballots  the right to have a person of their choice do it for them. A right-wing effort to prevent

OPINION FROM MARC LITIGATION VOTING

By Marc Elias | January 26, 2024
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the counting of absentee ballots cast by members of the military . Most recently, a court  the
widespread availability of early, in-person absentee voting.

The most consequential cases, however, involve the state’s arcane absentee ballot witness requirement.

At the core of the fight is the fact that Wisconsin absentee voters must vote on absentee ballots and sign a
certificate on the return envelope — in the presence of a witness. That witness, in turn, must then complete and
sign their own certification.

It turns out that a surprisingly high number of people who witness absentee ballots make some type of error or
omission in completing their own certification. The most common culprit was an incomplete witness’s address.
A post-2020 election audit  that almost 7% of all absentee ballots suffered from some type of potential
witness address certification defect and 5.4% were simply missing a zip code.

Is a zip code essential? If a witness fills in Milwaukee, but omits the state, is the address insufficient? What if the
witness lives with the voter and simply writes “same”?

Wisconsin law does not specify what is needed for an address and local election officials differ greatly on what
information they require to consider the address requirement met and for the ballot to be considered properly
cast.

Making matters worse, we know that rejected ballots are  cast by minority and young voters.
With  absentee ballots in the last presidential election year, the partisan impact on the
election results is in the thousands of votes.

The good news is that the pro-voting forces have won the first major case involving witness addresses. A
Wisconsin judge  with the student group Rise, Inc. in holding that any witness address
information on the certificate that can identify where a witness can be reached is sufficient. The court rejected
the Republican Legislature’s argument that a witness must include a street number, street name, municipality
and postal code for a ballot to be counted.

Meanwhile, two even bigger cases are pending in state and federal court. In , a pair of liberal
organizations are suing to strike down the entire witness requirement as a violation of the Wisconsin
Constitution. In , a group of individuals are arguing that the witness requirement violates the

failed affirmed
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As a key battleground state, we should expect more litigation by both pro-
and anti-voting forces in Wisconsin in the months to come.
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Voting Rights Act’s prohibition on laws requiring a person to “prove his qualifications by the voucher of
registered voters or members of any other class.”

A victory in either of these cases would transform absentee voting in Wisconsin. It would not only prevent
ballots from being rejected for insufficient witness certifications, but it would increase confidence in
communities that all too often are discouraged from voting because of the understandable fears of ballot
rejection. It would also empower citizens who cannot reliably find a witness, but who also cannot vote in person,
to participate in elections.

Standing on the other side of all these cases is the Republican Party and its anti-voting allies. Just as they
demonized absentee voting in 2020, they are desperate to make absentee voting as difficult as possible in
2024.

Recall that it was in Wisconsin in 2019 when a Trump campaign advisor  that “traditionally it’s always
been Republicans suppressing votes in places” as he assured the crowd that the GOP would “start playing
offense a little bit.” After the 2022 election, a prominent Wisconsin election official  that because of the
GOP’s plan, voter turnout in Milwaukee dropped by 37,000 votes “with the major reduction happening in the
overwhelming Black and Hispanic areas.”

The absentee ballot cases are not the only voting cases pending in Wisconsin. Nor have we seen the last of new
litigation that will inevitably be filed in the state before November. As a key battleground state, we should
expect more litigation by both pro- and anti-voting forces in Wisconsin in the months to come.

So far, the pro-voting side has won the early battles, but the war to protect voting rights is not over.
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 Register your Campaign Committee online with the Wisconsin Ethics Commission. A current 
Campaign Registration Statement must be filed with the Ethics Commission by 5:00 p.m., on Monday, 
June 3, 2024.  Wis. Stat. §§ 8.10(5), 8.30(2), Wis. Admin. Code EL § 6.04. 

 

 

➢ New candidates  
Register online at http://cfis.wi.gov/Public/Registration.aspx?page=Candidate before campaign 
funds are collected or spent or submitting nomination papers.  Wis. Stat. §§ 11.0202(1)(a), 
11.0101(1).  Submit a signed copy of the form to the Ethics Commission by email, fax or mail. 

➢ Continuing candidates  
Amend your current registration, indicating the office sought and the new primary and election 
dates, at http://cfis.wi.gov/Login.aspx. Please log in by entering your username (your 7-digit 
registrant number beginning with “0”) and the password emailed to you when you originally 
registered. If you do not have or do not know your username or password, please contact the 
Ethics Commission at (608) 266-8123.  

Complete and Submit a Declaration of Candidacy (Form EL-162) to the Wisconsin Elections 
Commission (WEC). The Declaration of Candidacy must be received in the WEC office no later than 
5:00 p.m., on Monday, June 3, 2024, or the candidate’s name will not be placed on the ballot.  If the 
form is faxed or emailed, the original document must follow, postmarked no later than June 3, 2024. 
Wis. Stat. §§ 8.15(4)(b), 8.21, 8.30(4), EL § 6.04, Wis. Adm. Code. 
 
Circulate and Submit Nomination Paper for Partisan Office (Form EL-168) to the Wisconsin 
Elections Commission (WEC) no later than 5:00 p.m. on Monday, June 3, 2024. 

Only original nomination papers will be accepted (no photocopies, faxes or emailed documents).  
Signatures must be received in the WEC office no later than 5:00 p.m. on Monday, June 3, 2024.   
Nomination papers may not be circulated before April 15, 2024.  Wis. Stat. §8.15(1), EL § 6.04(2),  
Wis. Adm. Code. 

The number of signatures required are as follows: 
  

State Senator                                                                                400   -     800 
Representative to the Assembly                                                   200   -     400 

 

Complete and Submit a Statement of Economic Interests (SEI) to the Ethics Commission using the 
website https://sei.wi.gov.  Faxed or emailed forms are also acceptable.  The SEI must be received no 
later than 4:30 p.m. on Thursday, June 6, 2024, or the candidate’s name will not appear on the ballot.  
Wis. Stat. §§ 8.15(4)(b), 8.30(3), 19.43(4).  Incumbent candidates must file an SEI by Tuesday, April 30, 
2024 and that satisfies this requirement.  New candidates will receive an email notice within one or two 
days of registering their committee.  Any time after January 1, 2024, a candidate may print the Statement 
of Economic Interests form and instructions from the Ethics Commission website https://ethics.wi.gov.   

For further information regarding registering your campaign or filing your SEI, please contact the Wisconsin 
Ethics Commission at 608-266-8123 or ethics@wi.gov.  All other ballot access questions may be directed to 
the Elections Commission at 608-261-8005 or elections@wi.gov. 
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2024 BALLOT ACCESS CHECKLIST  
FOR FEDERAL CANDIDATES  

IN WISCONSIN 
(U.S. SENATOR, REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS) 

 
 
 

Each of the following forms must be completed and filed on time by a candidate for federal office 
for the candidate's name to be placed on the ballot for the August 13, 2024 Partisan Primary 
and the November 5, 2024 General Election in Wisconsin. 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

  

Campaign Finance Registration and Disclosure Requirements  

Contact the Federal Election Commission to determine the applicable registration 
and reporting requirements: 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 
Complete and Submit a Declaration of Candidacy (Form EL-162) to the 
Wisconsin Elections Commission (WEC). The Declaration of Candidacy must be 
received in the WEC office no later than 5:00 p.m., on Monday, June 3, 2024, or 
the candidate’s name will not be placed on the ballot.  If the form is faxed or emailed, 
the original document must follow, postmarked no later than June 3, 2024. Wis. Stat. 
§§ 8.15(4)(b), 8.21, 8.30(4), ch. EL § 6.04, Wis. Adm. Code. 

 
 
Circulate and Submit Nomination Papers for Partisan Office (Form EL-168) to 
the Wisconsin Elections Commission (WEC). Original nomination papers (no 
photocopies, faxes or emailed documents) must be received in the WEC office no 
later than 5:00 p.m. on Monday, June 3, 2024, or the candidate’s name will not be 
placed on the ballot.  Nomination papers may not be circulated before April 15, 
2024.  Wis. Stat. §8.15(1), ch. EL § 6.04(2), Wis. Adm. Code. 

 
 The number of signatures required are as follows: 

 U.S. Senator                          2,000 – 4,000 
            Representative in Congress  1,000 – 2,000 

For further information or to obtain any of the necessary forms, please contact the Wisconsin 
Elections Commission.   

 

   

Federal Election Commission 
999 E Street, N. W. 
Washington, DC  20463 
800-424-9530 
www.fec.gov 
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Milwaukee County Circuit Judge Janet Protasiewicz says that she will run for the

Wisconsin Supreme Court next year to fill a seat currently held by the

conservative former chief justice.

The April election will determine the ideological balance of the court.

ELECTIONS, JUSTICE, POLITICS, SUPREME COURT

Milwaukee County Judge Janet
Protasiewicz announces candidacy
for state Supreme Court
Protasiewicz running for seat being vacated by retiring Justice Patience

Roggensack

BY THE ASSOCIATED PRESS MAY 25, 2022•

The Wisconsin Supreme Court on Wednesday, June 9, 2021, at the Wisconsin State Capitol in Madison, Wis.

Angela Major/WPR

Privacy  - Terms

The Larry Meiller Show
The Ideas Network • Schedule
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Retiring Justice Patience Roggensack, who turns 82 in July, isn’t seeking a third

10-year term. She is part of the four-justice conservative majority on the seven-

member court.

Stay informed on the latest news

Sign up for WPR’s email newsletter.

Email

Submit

Protasiewicz said in a statement Wednesday launching her candidacy that

“radical right-wing extremists” are attacking “our most closely-held

constitutional rights.”

Numerous others are mulling whether to run, including former conservative

state Supreme Court Justice Dan Kelly.

You count on WPR for independent journalism, statewide discussions

and quality entertainment. Member support is the largest source of

funding for this essential service. Keep Wisconsin informed and

inspired with your gift of any amount.

Donate Now

© Copyright 2024 by The Associated Press. All rights reserved. This material may

not be published, broadcast, rewritten or redistributed.

The Larry Meiller Show
The Ideas Network • Schedule
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R

https://madison.com/news/local/govt-and-politics/elections/candidate-q-a-wisconsin-supreme-court/article_fb416ee5-a99e-5a8f-b43d-
d4652861a65e.html

�Äêx7�ª �Äê�ø�Äî:

ELECTION 2023 | WISCONSIN SUPREME COURT

Candidate Q&A: Wisconsin Supreme Court

Alexander Shur | Wisconsin State Journal

Jan 30, 2023

Alexander Shur | Wisconsin State Journal

esponses to the Wisconsin State Journal’s candidate questionnaire. The four candidates

will face off in the Feb. 21 primary, with the top two vote-getters advancing to the April 4

general election.

The candidates for the Wisconsin Supreme Court are, from left, Waukesha County Circuit Judge Jennifer Dorow, former Justice Dan Kelly,
Dane County Circuit Judge Everett Mitchell and Milwaukee County Circuit Judge Janet Protasiewicz.
JOHN HART, STATE JOURNAL ARCHIVES
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2A.  Gross Expenditures

2B.  Contributions to Committees (Transfers-Out)

TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS (Add totals from 2A and 2B)

2. DISBURSEMENTS

$5,481,363.44 $16,540,350.31

$0.00 $0.00

$5,481,363.44 $16,540,350.31

Street Address: 1314 S. 1st Street, #145

City, State and Zip: Milwaukee, WI 53204

Filing Period Name:

Covers all activity from 03/21/2023 through 06/30/2023

July Continuing 2023

Name of 
Committee/Corporation:

Janet for Justice

CAMPAIGN FINANCE  REPORT


STATE OF WISCONSIN



CF-2

COMMITTEE IDENTIFICATION

1. RECEIPTS

1A. Contributions (Including Loans) from Individuals

1B. Contributions from Committees (Transfers-In)

1C. Other Income and Commercial Loans

TOTAL RECEIPTS (Add totals from 1A, 1B and 1C)

Column A 


This Period

Column B 


Calendar Year-To-Date

$1,499,754.60 $5,438,469.61

$1,199,691.09 $10,371,419.50

$100.00 $100.00

$2,699,545.69 $15,809,989.11

SUMMARY OF RECEIPTS AND DISBURSEMENTS

Committee ID: 0106639

OFFICE USE ONLY

CASH SUMMARY

Cash Balance Beginning of Report

Total Receipts

Subtotal

Total Disbursements

CASH BALANCE END OF REPORT

INCURRED OBLIGATIONS

(Balance at the Close of This Period-3A)

LOANS (Balance at the Close of This Period-3B)

$2,786,368.50

$2,699,545.69

$5,485,914.19

$5,481,363.44

$0.00

$0.00

$4,550.75*

*

I certify that I have examined this report and to the best of my knowledge and belief it is true, correct and complete.

Type or Print Name of Candidate or Treasurer: Signature of Candidate or Treasurer Date:

Daytime Phone:Steinle, Michael

NOTE: The information on this form is required by ss.11.06, 11.20, Wis. Stats.  Failure to provide the information may subject you to the
penalties of ss.11.60, 11.61, Wis. Stats.

CF-2 (Rev. 12/03) This form is prescribed by the Wisconsin Ethics Commission | P.O. Box 7984, Madison, WI 53707-7984 | Phone: 608-266-
8123 | Email: ethicscfis@wi.gov.

*Cash Balance as reported by committee
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The complete report, with all the schedules is 1215 pages long.

Please click on the "(Download)" link in the search results grid, save it to your computer, unzip it and 
view it using Adobe Acrobat Reader.
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2A.  Gross Expenditures

2B.  Contributions to Committees (Transfers-Out)

TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS (Add totals from 2A and 2B)

2. DISBURSEMENTS

$1,469,684.87 $3,664,601.67

$0.00 $0.00

$1,469,684.87 $3,664,601.67

Street Address: 8383 Greenway Boulevard Suite 600

City, State and Zip: Middleton, WI 53562

Filing Period Name:

Covers all activity from 03/21/2023 through 06/30/2023

July Continuing 2023

Name of 
Committee/Corporation:

Friends of Justice Daniel Kelly

CAMPAIGN FINANCE  REPORT


STATE OF WISCONSIN



CF-2

COMMITTEE IDENTIFICATION

1. RECEIPTS

1A. Contributions (Including Loans) from Individuals

1B. Contributions from Committees (Transfers-In)

1C. Other Income and Commercial Loans

TOTAL RECEIPTS (Add totals from 1A, 1B and 1C)

Column A 


This Period

Column B 


Calendar Year-To-Date

$623,344.80 $2,377,875.43

$430,974.00 $989,904.67

$20,328.28 $20,328.28

$1,074,647.08 $3,388,108.38

SUMMARY OF RECEIPTS AND DISBURSEMENTS

Committee ID: 0105892

OFFICE USE ONLY

CASH SUMMARY

Cash Balance Beginning of Report

Total Receipts

Subtotal

Total Disbursements

CASH BALANCE END OF REPORT

INCURRED OBLIGATIONS

(Balance at the Close of This Period-3A)

LOANS (Balance at the Close of This Period-3B)

$395,098.21

$1,074,647.08

$1,469,745.29

$1,469,684.87

$0.00

$0.00

$60.42*

*

I certify that I have examined this report and to the best of my knowledge and belief it is true, correct and complete.

Type or Print Name of Candidate or Treasurer: Signature of Candidate or Treasurer Date:

Daytime Phone:Turke, Jon

NOTE: The information on this form is required by ss.11.06, 11.20, Wis. Stats.  Failure to provide the information may subject you to the
penalties of ss.11.60, 11.61, Wis. Stats.

CF-2 (Rev. 12/03) This form is prescribed by the Wisconsin Ethics Commission | P.O. Box 7984, Madison, WI 53707-7984 | Phone: 608-266-
8123 | Email: ethicscfis@wi.gov.

*Cash Balance as reported by committee
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The complete report, with all the schedules is 238 pages long.

Please click on the "(Download)" link in the search results grid, save it to your computer, unzip it and 
view it using Adobe Acrobat Reader.
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à‡àŸãç�ç´«ÍŸ›�” ��ãŸç´›ŸÍîç�Ôª�î±Ÿ�›´çîã´•î�´Í�ÿ±´•±�î±Ÿ ��‡ãŸ�ãóÍÍ´Í«�” ��<óÍŸ�Ú �

'ÔÆÆÔÿ´Í«�'ã´›‡�Eç�Ì‡à�çó”Ì´çç´ÔÍç ��‡�à‡´ã�Ôª�•ÔÍçóÆî‡Íîç�±´ãŸ›�”��î±Ÿ�`óàãŸÌŸ��Ôóãî�ÿ´ÆÆ�‡Í‡Æ��Ÿ�î±Ÿ

àãÔàÔç‡Æç�‡Í›�´ççóŸ�‡�ãŸàÔãî�”��'Ÿ” ��Ú�

g±Ÿ�•ÔÍçóÆî‡Íîç�•ÔóÆ›�•±ÔÔçŸ�îÔ�´«ÍÔãŸ�‡ÆÆ�Ôª�î±Ÿ�Ì‡àç�çó”Ì´îîŸ›�Æ‡çî�ÿŸŸÃ�‡Í›�àóî�ªÔãÿ‡ã›�î±Ÿ´ã�ÔÿÍ�àÆ‡Í�

Mã��î±Ÿ��•ÔóÆ›�‡›Ôàî�Ì‡àç�‡ç�çó”Ì´îîŸ›��ÿ´î±�Ôã�ÿ´î±Ôóî�•±‡Í«Ÿç ��g±Ÿ�`óàãŸÌŸ��Ôóãî�±‡ç�ç‡´›�´î�ÿ´ÆÆ�ŸÍ‡•î�‡

Ì‡à�óÍÆŸçç�î±Ÿ�@Ÿ«´çÆ‡îóãŸ�à‡ççŸç�àÆ‡Íç�î±‡î��þŸãç�ÿÔóÆ›�ç´«Í�´ÍîÔ�Æ‡ÿ��‡�±´«±Æ��óÍÆ´ÃŸÆ��ç•ŸÍ‡ã´Ô�

x´ç�ÔÍç´Í�ã��´çîã´�î´Í«��ÔÍçóÆî�Íîç�îÔ����à�´��óà�îÔ�hÚÙÙ�ÙÙÙ����±

App.109

Case 2021AP001450 Appendix to Memorandum in Support of Motion to Rec... Filed 01-29-2024 Page 109 of 168



�Ôî±�\Ÿàó”Æ´•‡Í�‡Í›��ŸÌÔ•ã‡î´•�Æ‡ÿÌ‡ÃŸãç��‡ÆÔÍ«�ÿ´î±��þŸãç ��‡�•ÔÍçŸãþ‡î´þŸ�x´ç•ÔÍç´Í�Æ‡ÿ�fi ãÌ��‡�Æ´”Ÿã‡Æ

Æ‡ÿ�fi ãÌ�î±‡î�”ãÔó«±î�î±Ÿ�ãŸ›´çîã´•î´Í«�Æ‡ÿçó´î��‡�«ãÔóà�Ôª�Ì‡î±ŸÌ‡î´•ç�àãÔªŸççÔãç�‡Í›�‡�ãŸ›´çîã´•î´Í«

•ÔÍçóÆî‡Íî�çó”Ì´îîŸ›�ÍŸÿ�Ì‡àç�ÔÍ�'ã´›‡ � �

BxŸEãŸ�‡�àóãàÆŸ�çî‡îŸ��‡Í›�Ôóã�Ì‡àç�ç±ÔóÆ›�ãŸfl Ÿ•î�î±‡î�”‡ç´•�ª‡•î�C��þŸãç�ç‡´›�´Í�‡�çî‡îŸÌŸÍî��B1EþŸ�‡Æÿ‡ � ç

àãÔÌ´çŸ›�1E›� fi «±î�ªÔã�ª‡´ã�Ì‡àç�4�ÍÔî�Ì‡àç�î±‡î�ª‡þÔã�ÔÍŸ�àÔÆ´î´•‡Æ�à‡ãî��Ôã�‡ÍÔî±Ÿã�4�‡Í›�î±‡î Eç�‡�àãÔÌ´çŸ

1EÌ�àãÔó›�îÔ�ÃŸŸà�ÿ´î±�î±Ÿ�Ì‡àç�1E Ì�çó”Ì´îî´Í« �C

F‡ãâóŸîîŸ�lÍ´þŸãç´î ��@‡ÿ�`•±ÔÔÆ�ãŸçŸ‡ã•±�ªŸÆÆÔÿ�<Ô±Í����<Ô±ÍçÔÍ�›´›�‡Í� ‡Í‡Æ�ç´ç�Ôª�î±Ÿ�Ì‡àç�óç´Í«�‡

çî‡î´çî´•‡Æ�ÌÔ›ŸÆ�îÔ�àãŸ›´•î�î±Ÿ�ãŸçóÆîç�Ôª�î±Ÿ�ÛÙÛÛ�çî‡îŸ�ÆŸ«´çÆ‡î´þŸ�ŸÆŸ•î´ÔÍ�±‡›�î±Ÿ��î‡ÃŸÍ�àÆ‡•Ÿ�´Í�î±Ÿ�ÍŸÿÆ�

àãÔàÔçŸ›�›´çîã´•îç��g±´ç�� Ÿ‡ã��›´ªªŸãŸÍî�`ŸÍ‡îŸ�çŸ‡îç�ÿ´ÆÆ�”Ÿ�óà�ªÔã�ŸÆŸ•î´ÔÍ�‡Í›�îóãÍÔóî�ÿ´ÆÆ�”Ÿ�±´«±Ÿã�”Ÿ•‡óçŸ

Ôª�î±Ÿ�àãŸç´›ŸÍî´‡Æ�ŸÆŸ•î´ÔÍ�

`î´ÆÆ��î±Ÿ�‡Í‡Æ�ç´ç�ç±Ôÿç�î±‡î�î±Ÿ��ççŸÌ”Æ��Ì‡àç�ÿÔóÆ›�ÃŸŸà�‡�\Ÿàó”Æ´•‡Í�Ì‡ÀÔã´î ��ã‡Í«´Í«�ªãÔÌ�‡ç�ÆÔÿ�‡ç

ÔÍŸ�çŸ‡î�îÔ�‡ç�±´«±�‡ç�î±Ÿ�•óããŸÍî�Ûâ�çŸ‡î�Ì‡ã«´Í�

g±Ÿ�ÞÙ1Ýâ�\Ÿàó”Æ´•‡Í�Ì‡ÀÔã´î��Ì‡à�ÿ‡ç�çó”Ì´îîŸ›�” ��@‡ÿ�'Ôãÿ‡ã›��î±Ÿ�F‡›´çÔÍ1”‡çŸ›�Æ‡ÿ� fi ãÌ

ãŸàãŸçŸÍî´Í«��ŸÌÔ•ã‡î´•�þÔîŸãç�î±‡î�”ãÔó«±î�î±Ÿ�Æ‡ÿçó´î��g±Ÿ�Ì‡à�Ì‡´Íî‡´Í´Í«�î±Ÿ�•óããŸÍî�ßÝ1ÜÞ�”ãŸ‡Ã›ÔÿÍ

ÿ‡ç�àãÔàÔçŸ›�” ��\Ÿàó”Æ´•‡Í�Æ‡ÿÌ‡ÃŸãç�

\Ÿàó”Æ´•‡Íç�ÔÍÆ��‡››ãŸççŸ›�î±Ÿ�•ÔÍî´«ó´î ��´ççóŸ�´Í�î±Ÿ´ã�Ì‡àç��ãŸçóÆî´Í«�´Í�ªŸÿŸã�•±‡Í«Ÿ›�”ÔóÍ›‡ã��Æ´ÍŸç

î±‡Í�Ôî±Ÿã�àãÔàÔç‡Æç�

1Í�î±Ÿ�`ŸÍ‡îŸ ��fi þŸ�Ôª�î±Ÿ�çŸþŸÍ�çó”Ì´îîŸ›�àÆ‡Íç�ÿÔóÆ›�Ì‡´Íî‡´Í�î±Ÿ�\Ÿàó”Æ´•‡Í�Ì‡ÀÔã´î � ��‡••Ôã›´Í«�îÔ

<Ô±ÍçÔÍ Eç�‡Í‡Æ�ç´ç��1î�ÿÔóÆ›�ã‡Í«Ÿ�ªãÔÌ�ÔÍŸ�çŸ‡î��óÍ›Ÿã�àÆ‡Íç�ªãÔÌ��þŸãç�‡Í›�@‡ÿ�'Ôãÿ‡ã›��îÔ�ÚÜ�çŸ‡îç�óÍ›Ÿã

î±Ÿ�\Ÿàó”Æ´•‡Í�Ì‡à �

g±Ÿ�Ì‡àç�àãÔàÔçŸ›�” ��`ŸÍ‡îŸ��ŸÌÔ•ã‡îç�‡Í›�‡�ãŸ›´çîã´•î´Í«�•ÔÍçóÆî‡Íî�ÿ±Ô�´ÍîŸãþŸÍŸ›�´Í�î±Ÿ�•‡çŸ�ÿÔóÆ›

«´þŸ��ŸÌÔ•ã‡îç�‡�Í‡ããÔÿ�Ì‡ÀÔã´î ��Ôª�Ÿ´î±Ÿã�î±ãŸŸ�çŸ‡îç�Ôã�ÔÍŸ�çŸ‡î�

\Ÿàó”Æ´•‡Íç�±‡þŸ�´Í›´•‡îŸ›�î±‡î�î±Ÿ �� àÆ‡Í�‡Í�‡ààŸ‡Æ�îÔ�î±Ÿ�l�` ��`óàãŸÌŸ��Ôóãî�‡ã«ó´Í«�›óŸ�àãÔ•Ÿçç

þ´ÔÆ‡î´ÔÍç��”óî�´î Eç�ÍÔî�•ÆŸ‡ã�ÿ±ŸÍ�î±‡î�ÿÔóÆ›�Ô••óã�

\Ÿàó”Æ´•‡Í��ççŸÌ”Æ�� `àŸ‡ÃŸã�\Ô”´Í�wÔç�±‡ç�çó««ŸçîŸ›�î±Ÿ�‡ààŸ‡Æ�ÿ´ÆÆ�‡ã«óŸ�î±‡î�Æ´”Ÿã‡Æ�<óçî´•Ÿ�<‡ÍŸî

YãÔî‡ç´Ÿÿ´•� ��ÿ±Ô�•‡ÆÆŸ›�î±Ÿ�•óããŸÍî�Ì‡àç�Bã´««Ÿ›C�‡Í›�BóÍª‡´ãC�›óã´Í«�±Ÿã�ãóÍ�ªÔã�Ôªfi •Ÿ��ç±ÔóÆ›�ÍÔî�±‡þŸ

±Ÿ‡ã›�î±Ÿ�•‡çŸ��.Ÿã�þÔîŸ�ÿ‡ç�î±Ÿ�›Ÿ•´›´Í«�ÔÍŸ�´Í�î±Ÿ�ãóÆ´Í«�î±‡î�Ôã›ŸãŸ›�ÍŸÿ�Ì‡àç�îÔ�”Ÿ�›ã‡ÿÍ�

`�Mgg���l�\
�‡óŸã�´ç�î±Ÿ��YEç�`î‡îŸ±ÔóçŸ�ãŸàÔãîŸã�•ÔþŸã´Í«�àÔÆ´î´•ç�‡Í›�çî‡îŸ�«ÔþŸãÍÌŸÍî�´Í�F‡›´çÔÍ��x´ç•ÔÍç´Í��.Ÿ�‡ÆçÔ
ÿã´îŸç�Ìóç´•�ãŸþ´Ÿÿç�

�
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Th#f;{¿¢f�öp�I�ö·#«f¢¿ppIp<f;{¢föf�IÛ{·ödf«#ö·f{pf·D#fàI«�{p«Ipf°¿�¢#n#f�{¿¢·

döI�f{¿·fD{Üf·D#âª�fö��¢{ö�Df·D#f^{�f�¿¢Ip<föf;{¢¿nfIpfsö�I«{pfs{p�öâpfÜI·D

«{n#f{;f·D#f�öp�I�ö·#«f«#p�Ip<f«·¢{p<f«I<pöd«fö�{¿·f·D#I¢fÛI#Ü«f{pfI««¿#«fdIa#

¢#�I«·¢I�·Ip<föp�fö�{¢·I{po

àö¿a#«Döf�{¿p·âfd¿�<#fd#ppI;#¢f%{¢{Üpf;{¢n#¢fàI«�{p«Ipf°¿�¢#n#f�{¿¢·

d¿«·I�#f%öpff#ddâpf%öp#f�{¿p·âf�I¢�¿I·f�{¿¢·fd¿�<#f-Û#¢#··fsI·�D#ddföp�

sIdÜö¿a##f�{¿p·âf�I¢�¿I·f�{¿¢·fd¿�<#fdöp#·f¤¢{·ö«I#ÜI�ìfö¢#föddf«##aIp<föf���

â#ö¢f·#¢nf{pf·D#f�{¿¢·f·{f¢#�dö�#f�{p«#¢Ûö·IÛ#fd¿«·I�#f¤ö·I#p�#f§{<<#p«ö�apfÜD{

I«f¢#·I¢Ip<of§{<<#p«ö�af#p�{¢«#�f%{¢{Üfs{p�öâo

Th#f�{¿¢·f�¿¢¢#p·dâfDö«föf���f�{p«#¢Ûö·IÛ#fnö^{¢I·âpfn#öpIp<f·D#f¢ö�#f�{¿d�fflI�

·D#fI�#{d{<I�ödf�ödöp�#f{;f·D#f�{¿¢·ofàDId#f·D#f¢ö�#fI«f{ffi�Iöddâfp{p�ö¢·I«öpp

.h.�ºT�t­ñIdÁ­ºT�.ñI¢�hTºT�­ñI­º�º.I��¢Tº�h

àI«�{p«Ipf°¿�¢#n#f�{¿¢·f�öp�I�ö·#«f�I«�¿««
ö�{¢·I{ppf¢#�I«·¢I�·Ip<fö·fsö�I«{pf;{¢¿n
Th#f¢ö�#f�#·Ü##pfd#ppI;#¢f%{¢{Üpf%öpff#ddâpf-Û#¢#··fsI·�D#ddföp�fdöp#·f¤¢{·ö«I#ÜI�ìf�{¿d�f«ÜIp<f·D#fI�#{d{<I�ödf�ödöp�#

{;f·D#f�{¿¢·

�ßI­O�ÙtId�Ot­�t d�tÁ�¥ßI~ñIwuwx

h�éöh±

ú

Ù�éY»±é�±I­þÞáh¯hI�»þáöðJ¥�Y�=á`IOþá`J
����ß�

Qsjwbdz !.!Ufsnt

Th#fhö¢¢âfs#Idd#¢f°D{Ü
º�hIT`h=éIthö�»á£ ú ­Y�h`þ¦h
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%{¢{Üföp�ff#ddâfö¢#f«¿��{¢·#�f�âf§#�¿�dI�öp«fÜDId#fsI·�D#ddföp�f¤¢{·ö«I#ÜI�ì

ö¢#f�ö�a#�f�âf%#n{�¢ö·«o

°·öâfIp;{¢n#�f{pf·D#fdö·#«·fp#Ü«

°I<pf¿�f;{¢fà¤§ª«f#nöIdfp#Ü«d#··#¢o

Email

­þX¯�ö

Th#f;{¢¿nf�{n#«föfdI··d#fn{¢#f·Döpföfn{p·Df�#;{¢#fÛ{·#¢«fD#ö�f·{f·D#f�{dd«fIpfö

E#�of��f�¢Inö¢âofTh#f·{�f·Ü{fÛ{·#�<#··#¢«fÜIddfö�Ûöp�#f·{f·D#f<#p#¢ödf#d#�·I{pf{p

��¢Idf�o

M#¢#fö¢#f«{n#f{;f·D#fI««¿#«f·D#âfö��¢#««#�o

��{¢·I{p

àDId#f·D#f�öp�I�ö·#«fÜ#¢#fp{·fö«a#�f�I¢#�·dâfö�{¿·fö�{¢·I{ppf·D#fI««¿#f�ön#f¿�

ÜD#pf·D#âfÜ#¢#fö«a#�f·{fpön#f·D#fÜ{¢«·f°¿�¢#n#f�{¿¢·f¢¿dIp<f·D#âª�f«##pfIp

·D#fdö«·f��fâ#ö¢«o

sI·�D#ddföp�f¤¢{·ö«I#ÜI�ìf�{·DfdI«·#�fÃo°of°¿�¢#n#f�{¿¢·ª«f%{��«fÛofdö�a«{p

à{n#pª«fM#öd·Df�¢<öpIìö·I{pf�#�I«I{ppfÜDI�Df{Û#¢·¿¢p#�f§{#fÛofàö�#föp�

¢#Û#¢«#�f�#�ö�#«f{;f�¢#�#�#p·f<¿ö¢öp·##Ip<fö�{¢·I{pf¢I<D·«o

§R·fÜö«f·D#ffi¢«·f·In#fIpfnâf«·¿�âf{;f·D#fdöÜf·Dö·fRf�öpf«##f·Dö·f·D#f°¿�¢#n#f�{¿¢·

Ü#p·föp�f·{{aföf¢I<D·p̈ fsI·�D#ddf«öI�o

sI·�D#ddf«öI�f·D#f�#�I«I{pfDö�fd#ftf�#DIp�f�Dö{«fÜD#¢#f#ö�Df«·ö·#fI«fnöaIp<fI·«

{Üpf�#�I«I{p«fö�{¿·f¢#�¢{�¿�·IÛ#f�D{I�#o

§à#ª¢#f�#ödIp<fÜI·Df·D#f�{p«#¡¿#p�#«f{;f·D#fIp«·ö�IdI·âföddf·D¢{¿<D{¿·f{¿¢

�{¿p·¢âpföp�föddf·D¢{¿<D{¿·fnöpâf�#{�d#ª«fdIÛ#«f¢I<D·fp{Üp̈ fsI·�D#ddf«öI�o

¤¢{·ö«I#ÜI�ìf«öI�f«D#fÜö«f«¿¢�¢I«#�f·D#fÃo°of°¿�¢#n#f�{¿¢·f{Û#¢·¿¢p#�f§{#o

§Thö·fI«f·D#f#�I·{n#föp�f�#fipI·I{pf{;f^¿�I�Iödfö�·IÛI«np̈ f¤¢{·ö«I#ÜI�ìf«öI�o

§Th¢##f<#p#¢ö·I{p«f{;fÜ{n#pfDöÛ#f�{¿p·#�f{pf§{#fÛofàö�#pf·{född{Üf·D#nf·{

nöa#f·D#I¢f{Üpf�#�I«I{p«fIpf¢#<ö¢�f·{f¢#�¢{�¿�·IÛ#f¢I<D·«ö

¤¢{·ö«I#ÜI�ìf«öI�f«D#f�{¿d�pª·f«öâfÜD#¢#f«D#fÜ{¿d�f#p�f¿�f{pf·D#fI««¿#f{pföf�ö«#

IpÛ{dÛIp<fö�{¢·I{ppf�¿·f«D#f«öI�f·Dö·f«D#f�{¿d�f«Dö¢#fD#¢f�#¢«{pödfÛöd¿#«fÜD#pfI·

�{n#«f·{f·D#fI««¿#o

Th#fhö¢¢âfs#Idd#¢f°D{Ü
º�hIT`h=éIthö�»á£ ú ­Y�h`þ¦h
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§sâfÛöd¿#fI«f·Dö·fÜ{n#pf«D{¿d�f�#fö�d#f·{fnöa#f·D#I¢f¢#�¢{�¿�·IÛ#f¢I<D·

�#�I«I{p«f·D#n«#dÛ#«p̈ f¤¢{·ö«I#ÜI�ìf«öI�o

u#I·D#¢ff#ddâfp{¢f%{¢{Üfn#p·I{p#�f§{#fIpf·D#I¢föp«Ü#¢«of�{·DfÜ#¢#f{p�#

ö��{Ip·#�f·{f^¿�I�Iödf�{«I·I{p«f�âf;{¢n#¢f§#�¿�dI�öpfF{Ûof°�{··fàöda#¢pfÜD#¢#

·D#âfÜ#¢#fö«a#�föf«InIdö¢f¡¿#«·I{pf{pf·D#I¢fö��dI�ö·I{p«o

�·f·D#f·In#pff#ddâpfÜD{nfàöda#¢fö��{Ip·#�f·{f·D#fàI«�{p«Ipf°¿�¢#n#f�{¿¢·p

�I·#�föf����f¢¿dIp<f·Dö·f#á�öp�#�f·D#f<{Û#¢pn#p·ª«f�{Ü#¢f{;f#nIp#p·f�{nöIpp

ö��{¢�Ip<f·{f·D#f;{¢¿nfn{�#¢ö·{¢o

§ThI«fI«f«I<pIfi�öp·fIp·#¢;#¢#p�#fÜI·Df·D#fdI�#¢·I#«f·Dö·f{¿¢f�{p«·I·¿·I{p

�¢{·#�·«p̈ ff#ddâf«öI�of§�p�f«{fRf·DIpaf·Dö·f{�IpI{pf«·öp�«f¿�fÜ#ddfö«f{p#f{;f·D#

Ü{¢«·f{�IpI{p«ö

RpfD#¢fö��dI�ö·I{pf·{f·D#fàö¿a#«Döf�{¿p·âf�I¢�¿I·f�{¿¢·pf·D#f;{¢¿nfn{�#¢ö·{¢

«öI�pf%{¢{Üf�I·#�f·D#f����fÃo°of°¿�¢#n#f�{¿¢·f�#�I«I{pf{Û#¢·¿¢pIp<föf¼#áö«

öp·I�«{�{nâfdöÜof°D#f�I�fp{·fö��¢#««f·Dö·f�ö«#f{¢f�¢{ÛI�#föp{·D#¢f#áön�d#fIpfD#¢

öp«Ü#¢f·{f·D#f¡¿#«·I{pfs{p�öâpfIp«·#ö�f«öâIp<f«D#fÜ{¿d�f;{dd{Üf·D#fdöÜ

¢#<ö¢�d#««f{;fÜD#·D#¢f«D#fdIa#�fI·o

§°{n#·In#«pf·D#fÜ{¢�«pf{¢f#Û#pf·D#f«·ö·¿·#«f·D#n«#dÛ#«pfö¢#f«·¿�I�p̈ f%{¢{Üf«öI�o

§�¿·f«·¿�I�f�{#«pª·fn#öpf¿p�{p«·I·¿·I{pödofR·f�{#«pª·fnö··#¢f·{fnâf^{�fÜD#·D#¢fR

dIa#�f·D#fÜ{¢�«f{¢f#Û#pfö<¢##fÜI·Df·D#fdöÜofsâf^{�fI«f·{fö��dâf·D#fÜ{¢�«föp�fÜDö·
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¢#·I¢#�fE¢I�öâof§{<<#p«ö�afÜö«ffi¢«·f#d#�·#�f��fâ#ö¢«fö<{föp�f�#�I�#�fp{·f·{f«##afö

·DI¢�f·#¢no

�n{p<f·D#f¢#nöIpIp<f�{p«#¢Ûö·IÛ#«f{pf·D#f�{¿¢·pf{pdâf«ÜIp<fd¿«·I�#f�¢Iöp

Mö<#�{¢pfö··#p�#�f¼¿#«�öâª«fIpÛ#«·I·¿¢#pf«I··Ip<fIpf·D#f;¢{p·f¢{Üfp#á·f·{

fö¢{;«aâo

Th#fhö¢¢âfs#Idd#¢f°D{Ü
º�hIT`h=éIthö�»á£ ú ­Y�h`þ¦h
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h¦hYöId=±höI¢á»ö=é�h��Y'-éI�±�héö�öþáhIºþhé`=�ñI�þ�ðIvñIwuwxñI=öIö�hIÙ�éY»±é�±I­ö=öhI�=Þ�ö»¦I�±Ir=`�é»±ñIÙ�éð

�±�h¦=Ir= »áýÙ¢¥

§¼{fnâf�{dd#ö<¿#«fÜD{fö¢#fD#¢#f·{�öâp̈ f¤¢{·ö«I#ÜI�ìf«öI�pf§Rªnf¿p�#¢fp{fIdd¿«I{p

·Dö·fÜ#fÜIddfödÜöâ«fö<¢##of�¿·fRf¢#«�#�·f#ö�Df{;fâ{¿fInn#p«#dâof�p�fâ{¿fDöÛ#fnâ

�¢{nI«#f·{fÜ{¢afÜI·Dfâ{¿f·{f;¿dfiddf{¿¢f�¿·I#«f·{f·D#f�#{�d#f{;fàI«�{p«Ipö

Th#f�{¿¢·ª«f{·D#¢f�{p«#¢Ûö·IÛ#«pf�DI#;fd¿«·I�#f�pp#··#fðI#<d#¢föp�fd¿«·I�#

§#�#��öf�¢ö�d#âpf�I�fp{·fö··#p�f¼¿#«�öâª«f�#¢#n{pâofd¿«·I�#f§#�#��öf�¢ö�d#â

�ön�öI<p#�fDö¢�f;{¢f¤¢{·ö«I#ÜI�ìª«f{��{p#p·pf;{¢n#¢f�{p«#¢Ûö·IÛ#fd¿«·I�#

%öpff#ddâo

�{p«#¢Ûö·IÛ#«fÜ#¢#föd«{f�¢I·I�ödf{;f·D#f�{¿¢·ª«fp#ÜfdI�#¢ödfnö^{¢I·âföft#¢fI·fÜö«

¢#�{¢·#�fs{p�öâf�âfàR°u��sf·Dö·f·D#f�{¿¢·f�döpp#�f·{ffi¢#f§öp�âff{«�DpI�ap

·D#f�I¢#�·{¢f{;f·D#f«·ö·#f�{¿¢·f«â«·#nf«Ip�#f����off{«�DpI�apföf�{p«#¢Ûö·IÛ#pf¢öp

öpf¿p«¿��#««;¿df�ön�öI<pf;{¢f°¿�¢#n#f�{¿¢·fIpf����ofM#f�¢#ÛI{¿«dâfÜ{¢a#�fö«fö

^¿�<#föp�f�¿�dI�f�#;#p�#¢fIpfd#ff#¢«{pf�{¿p·âo

§¤{dI·I�ödf�¿¢<#«f{;f�{¿¢·f#n�d{â##«fö¢#f�#â{p�f·D#f�öd#p̈ fd¿«·I�#f§#�#��ö

�¢ö�d#âf·{d�fàI«¤{dI·I�«fIpföf·#á·fn#««ö<#f¼¿#«�öâo

�·D#¢f�Döp<#«f·{f·D#f�{¿¢·ª«f�öâ�·{��öâf{�#¢ö·I{p«f�{¿d�föd«{f�#fIpf«·{¢#ofàDId#

ðI#<d#¢fÜö«f¢#�#p·dâf#d#�·#�f�âfD#¢f�##¢«f·{föf·Ü{�â#ö¢f·#¢nfö«f�DI#;f^¿«·I�#pf·D#

�{¿¢·ª«fp#ÜfdI�#¢ödfnö^{¢I·âfI«f#á�#�·#�f·{f#Û#p·¿öddâf�D{{«#föfp#Üf�DI#;f·{

¢#�dö�#fD#¢o

Th#fhö¢¢âfs#Idd#¢f°D{Ü
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ºþhé`=�ñI�þ�ðIvñIwuwxñI=öIö�hIÙ�éY»±é�±I­ö=öhI�=Þ�ö»¦I�±Ir=`�é»±ñIÙ�éðI�±�h¦=Ir= »áýÙ¢¥

¤¢{·ö«I#ÜI�ìfÜ{pª·fDöÛ#f·{f«·öp�f;{¢f¢##d#�·I{pf;{¢föp{·D#¢f�#�ö�#pfn#öpIp<f«D#

�öpf¢#nöIpf{pf·D#f«#Û#p�n#n�#¢f�{¿¢·f¿p·Idfö·fd#ö«·f����o

�ö¢¢Ip<f·D#f¿p#á�#�·#�pf·D#fp#á·f�Döp�#f�{p«#¢Ûö·IÛ#«fDöÛ#f·{fflI�f·D#f�{¿¢·

�ö�afÜIddf�#fIpf��¢Idf����pfÜD#pfd¿«·I�#f�ppfàöd«Df�¢ö�d#âfI«f¿�f;{¢f¢##d#�·I{po

�{p«#¢Ûö·IÛ#«fÜ{¿d�f·D#pf�#f{pf·D#f�#;#p«IÛ#fö<öIpfIpf����pfÜD#pfd¿«·I�#

§#�#��öf�¢ö�d#âª«f·#p�â#ö¢f·#¢nfI«f¿�o

æ{¿f�{¿p·f{pfà¤§f;{¢fIp�#�#p�#p·f^{¿¢pödI«npf«·ö·#ÜI�#f�I«�¿««I{p«

öp�f¡¿ödI·âf#p·#¢·öIpn#p·ofs#n�#¢f«¿��{¢·fI«f·D#fdö¢<#«·f«{¿¢�#f{;

;¿p�Ip<f;{¢f·DI«f#««#p·Iödf«#¢ÛI�#off##�fàI«�{p«IpfIp;{¢n#�föp�

Ip«�I¢#�fÜI·Dfâ{¿¢f<Iftf{;föpâfön{¿p·o

$»±=öhIt»�

àI«�{p«Ipf¤¿�dI�f§ö�I{pfÄf�{�â¢I<D·f����pf�{ö¢�f{;f§#<#p·«f{;f·D#fÃpIÛ#¢«I·âf{;

àI«�{p«Ipf°â«·#nföp�fàI«�{p«Ipf-�¿�ö·I{pödf�{nn¿pI�ö·I{p«f�{ö¢�o

Th#fhö¢¢âfs#Idd#¢f°D{Ü
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ThF�NPTU�JNQPSUBOU�FMFDUJPO�PG������NBZ�BMTP�PffFS�DSVDJBM�JOTJHIUT�JOUP�UIF�NPTU

JNQPSUBOU�FMFDUJPO�PG������

/FYU�5VFTEBZ�T�WPUF�GPS�BO�PQFO�TFBU�PO�UIF�8JTDPOTJO�4VQSFNF�$PVSU�IBT�CFFO

KVTUJfiBCMZ�EFTDSJCFE�BT�UIF�NPTU�DPOTFRVFOUJBM�FMFDUJPO�JO�UIF�OBUJPO�UIJT�ZFBS
�CFDBVTF

JU�XJMM�EFUFSNJOF�XIFUIFS�MJCFSBMT�PS�DPOTFSWBUJWFT�DPOUSPM�B�NBKPSJUZ�PG�UIF�CPEZ��ThF

FMFDUJPO�T�PVUDPNF�XJMM�MJLFMZ�EFDJEF�XIFUIFS�BCPSUJPO�JO�UIF�TUBUF�JT�DPNQMFUFMZ

CBOOFE�BOE�XIFUIFS�UIF�TFWFSFMZ�HFSSZNBOEFSFE�TUBUF�MFHJTMBUJWF�NBQT�UIBU�IBWF

MPDLFE�JO�PWFSXIFMNJOH�3FQVCMJDBO�NBKPSJUJFT�TJODF������BSF�BMMPXFE�UP�SFNBJO�JO

QMBDF�

#VU�UIF�DPOUFTU�CFUXFFO�UIF�MJCFSBM�.JMXBVLFF�$PVOUZ�$JSDVJU�$PVSU�KVEHF�+BOFU

1SPUBTJFXJD[�BOE�UIF�DPOTFSWBUJWF�GPSNFS�TUBUF�TVQSFNF�DPVSU�KVTUJDF�%BO�,FMMZ�IBT

BMTP�CFDPNF�B�SFWFBMJOH�UFTU�PG�UIF�FMFDUPSBM�TUSFOHUI�PG�UIF�NPTU�QPXFSGVM�XFEHF

JTTVFT�UIBU�FBDI�QBSUZ�JT�MJLFMZ�UP�TUSFTT�JO�OFYU�ZFBS�T�QSFTJEFOUJBM�SBDF�

1SPUBTJFXJD[�BOE�IFS�BMMJFT�IBWF�DFOUFSFE�IFS�DBNQBJHO�PO�QPSUSBZJOH�,FMMZ�BT�B�UISFBU

UP�MFHBM�BCPSUJPO�BOE�BO�BDDPNQMJDF�JO�%POBME�5SVNQ�T�TDIFNFT�UP�VOEFSNJOF

EFNPDSBDZ�UIF�TBNF�JTTVFT�UIBU�IFMQFE�%FNPDSBUT�QFSGPSN�VOFYQFDUFEMZ�XFMM�JO�MBTU

/PWFNCFS�T�FMFDUJPOT��,FMMZ�BOE�IJT�BMMJFT�IBWF�DFOUFSFE�IJT�DBNQBJHO�PO�QSFTFOUJOH

1SPUBTJFXJD[�BT�TPGU�PO�DSJNF
�UIF�TBNF�BDDVTBUJPO�UIBU�3FQVCMJDBOT�TUSFTTFE�JO�NBOZ

PG�UIFJS�XJOOJOH�DBNQBJHOT�MBTU�ZFBS�
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8JUI�UIF�DIPJDF�GSBNFE�TP�TUBSLMZ
�JO�B�TUBUF�UIBU�IBT�CFFO�TP�FWFOMZ�CBMBODFE�CFUXFFO

UIF�QBSUJFT
�5VFTEBZ�T�SFTVMU�XJMM�NFBTVSF�XIJDI�PG�UIPTF�BSHVNFOUT�SFNBJOT�NPSF

QPUFOU
�QBSUJDVMBSMZ�BNPOH�UIF�TVCVSCBO�WPUFST�XIP�MPPN�BT�UIF�DSJUJDBM�TXJOH�CMPD�JO

�����T�QSFTJEFOUJBM�DPOUFTU�

*G�,FMMZ�XJOT
�BGUFS�CFJOH�TJHOJfiDBOUMZ�PVUTQFOU�PO�UFMFWJTJPO
�JU�XPVME�VOEFSTDPSF�IPX

NVDI�SJTL�%FNPDSBUT�GBDF�GSPN�SJTJOH�QVCMJD�BOYJFUZ�BCPVU�DSJNF��#VU�B�1SPUBTJFXJD[

XJO
�XIJDI�NPTU�QPMJUJDBM�PCTFSWFST�JO�8JTDPOTJO�FYQFDU
�XPVME�TVHHFTU�UIBU�TVQQPSU

GPS�MFHBMJ[FE�BCPSUJPO�IBT�BDDFMFSBUFE�UIF�SFDPJM�GSPN�UIF�5SVNQ�FSB�(01�UIBU�JT

BMSFBEZ�FWJEFOU�BNPOH�DPMMFHF�FEVDBUFE�TVCVSCBO�WPUFST��"OE�TVDI�B�TIJGU�DPVME

SFTUPSF�B�OBSSPX�CVU�EFDJTJWF�BEWBOUBHF�GPS�%FNPDSBUT�JO�B�TUBUF�BU�UIF�BCTPMVUF

UJQQJOH�QPJOU�PG�QSFTJEFOUJBM�FMFDUJPOT�

iThF�NBSHJOT�BSF�TUJMM�WFSZ�OBSSPX
�BOE�PG�DPVSTF�UIF�FDPOPNZ�BOE�PUIFS�JTTVFT�XJMM

DPNF�JOUP�QMBZ�OFYU�ZFBS
�CVU�JG�JU�TJNQMZ�CFDPNFT�B�UFTU�CFUXFFO�BCPSUJPO�BOE�DSJNF


*�XPVME�TBZ�ZFT
�<BCPSUJPO>�JT�NPSF�QPXFSGVM�CZ�B�TMJHIU
�TMJHIU�NBSHJO
w�TBZT�1BVM

.BTMJO
�B�%FNPDSBUJD�QPMMTUFS�XIP�IBT�XPSLFE�JO�8JTDPOTJO�GPS�EFDBEFT�

3FBE� )PX�XPSLJOH�DMBTT XIJUF WPUFST CFDBNF UIF�(01�T�GPVOEBUJPO

-JLF�UIF�TUBUF�JUTFMG
�UIF�8JTDPOTJO�4VQSFNF�$PVSU�JT�DMPTFMZ�EJWJEFE��$POTFSWBUJWFT

OPX�IPME�B��o��NBKPSJUZ�	UIPVHI�#SJBO�)BHFEPSO
�POF�PG�UIF�GPVS�DPOTFSWBUJWF

KVTUJDFT
�IBT�WPUFE�XJUI�UIF�MJCFSBMT�PO�TPNF�LFZ�DBTFT
�QBSUJDVMBSMZ�GPVS�SVMJOHT

EFOZJOH�5SVNQ�T�FffPSU�UP�PWFSUVSO�UIF�TUBUF�T������FMFDUJPO�SFTVMUT
��ThF�SFUJSFNFOU�PG

B�DPOTFSWBUJWF�KVTUJDF�IBT�QSPWJEFE�%FNPDSBUT�UIJT�PQQPSUVOJUZ�UP�TFDVSF�B��o��MJCFSBM

NBKPSJUZ�

ThPVHI�5VFTEBZ�T�FMFDUJPO�JT�UFDIOJDBMMZ�OPOQBSUJTBO
�UIF�SBDF�IBT�CFDPNF�B�CSBXM

CFUXFFO�UIF�UXP�QBSUJFT��ThF�TUBUF�(01�JT�NPVOUJOH�BO�FYUFOTJWF�HFU�PVU�UIF�WPUF

DBNQBJHO�GPS�,FMMZ
�XIP�XBT�BQQPJOUFE�UP�UIF�TUBUF�TVQSFNF�DPVSU�CZ�3FQVCMJDBO

UIFO�(PWFSOPS�4DPUU�8BMLFS�UP�fiMM�BO�VOFYQJSFE�UFSN�JO������CFGPSF�MPTJOH�IJT�CJE

GPS�B�GVMM�UFSN�JO�������4UBUF�%FNPDSBUT
�NFBOXIJMF
�IBWF�SBJTFE�BOE�USBOTGFSSFE

NJMMJPOT�PG�EPMMBST�JOUP�UIF�DBNQBJHO�GPS�1SPUBTJFXJD[
�XIP�TFSWFE�BT�BO�BTTJTUBOU
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DPVOUZ�EJTUSJDU�BUUPSOFZ�CFGPSF�XJOOJOH�FMFDUJPO�BT�B�DPVOUZ�DJSDVJU�DPVSU�KVEHF���ThF

UFOTJPO�CFUXFFO�UIF�SBDF�T�PQFOMZ�QBSUJTBO�DIBSBDUFS�BOE�USBEJUJPOBM�OPUJPOT�PG�KVEJDJBM

OFVUSBMJUZ�BOE�OPOQBSUJTBOTIJQ�IBT�JUTFMG�CFDPNF�B�DFOUSBM�QPJOU�PG�DPOUFOUJPO�JO�UIF

DBNQBJHO�

1SPUBTJFXJD[�IBT�QVTIFE�UIF�FOWFMPQF�GPS�B�KVEJDJBM�DBOEJEBUF�CZ�PffFSJOH�WPUFST

FYQMJDJU�EFDMBSBUJPOT�PG�IFS�WJFXT��4IF�IBT�VOFRVJWPDBMMZ�BffiSNFE�IFS�TVQQPSU�GPS�MFHBM

BCPSUJPO
�EFTDSJCFE�UIF�HFSSZNBOEFSFE�TUBUF�MFHJTMBUJWF�NBQT�BT�iSJHHFE
w�BOE�EFDMBSFE

UIBU�UIF�TJHOBUVSF�MFHJTMBUJPO�8BMLFS�QBTTFE�UP�FWJTDFSBUF�UIF�QPXFS�PG�UIF�TUBUF�T

QVCMJD�TFDUPS�VOJPOT�JT�VODPOTUJUVUJPOBM��#VU�JO�UIF�OFYU�CSFBUI�TIF�JOTJTUT�UIBU�UIPTF

WJFXT�XIJDI�TIF�DBMMT�IFS�iWBMVFTw�XJMM�OPU�BffFDU�IFS�EFDJTJPOT�PO�UIF�CFODI�

ThF�KVYUBQPTJUJPO�PG�UIPTF�UXP�BTTFSUJPOT�DBO�CF�IFBE�TQJOOJOH��"U�B�GPSVN�UIJT�XFFL

PO�UIF�6OJWFSTJUZ�PG�8JTDPOTJO�BU�.JMXBVLFF�DBNQVT
�1SPUBTJFXJD[�EFDMBSFE
�i*�WF

CFFO�WFSZ�DMFBS�XJUI�FWFSZCPEZ�UIBU�*�UIJOL�XPNFO�TIPVME�IBWF�B�SJHIU�UP�DIPPTF�

0CWJPVTMZ
�*�DBO�U�DPNNFOU�BCPVU�XIBU�*�XPVME�EP�PO�BOZ�DBTF��ThBU�SPCF�HPFT�PO�

NZ�QFSTPOBM�PQJOJPOT�HP�PVU�UIF�EPPS�w

"GUFS�IFS�BQQFBSBODF
�*�BTLFE�1SPUBTJFXJD[�XIZ�IFS�iWBMVFTw�TIPVME�NBUUFS�UP�WPUFST�JG

UIFZ�BSF�JSSFMFWBOU�PODF�TIF�EPOT�IFS�KVEJDJBM�SPCF��i*�USVMZ�CFMJFWF�UIBU�QFPQMF�IBWF�BO

BCTPMVUF�SJHIU�UP�LOPX�XIBU�B�DBOEJEBUF�T�QFSTPOBM�UIPVHIUT�BOE�QFSTPOBM�WBMVFT�BSF
w

TIF�BOTXFSFE��&WFO�JG
�*�BTLFE
�UIFZ�BSF�JSSFMFWBOU�UP�ZPVS�EFDJTJPOT �i*�QVU�UIFN

BTJEF
w�TIF�TBJE�

,FMMZ�BOE�PUIFS�3FQVCMJDBOT�IBWF�BSHVFE�UIBU�1SPUBTJFXJD[�T�DBOEJE�FYQSFTTJPO�PG�IFS

iWBMVFTw�SFOEFST�IFS�UPP�QBSUJTBO�GPS�B�KVEJDJBM�QPTJUJPO��	"U�UIF�.JMXBVLFF�GPSVN
�UIF

DPOTFSWBUJWF�TUBUF�TVQSFNF�DPVSU�KVTUJDF�3FCFDDB�#SBEMFZ
�BQQFBSJOH�GPS�,FMMZ


NBJOUBJOFE�UIBU�1SPUBTJFXJD[�XPVME�CF�GPSDFE�UP�SFDVTF�IFSTFMG�GSPN�DBTFT�JOWPMWJOH

BCPSUJPO
�SFEJTUSJDUJOH
�BOE�PUIFS�JTTVFT�CFDBVTF�TIF�IBT�FYQSFTTFE�TVDI�DMFBS�QPTJUJPOT

PO�UIFN�B�WJFX�UIBU�PUIFS�MFHBM�FYQFSUT�SFKFDU�
�#VU�,FMMZ�JT
�UP�TBZ�UIF�MFBTU
�BO

JNQFSGFDU�NFTTFOHFS�GPS�UIF�BSHVNFOU�UIBU�BOZPOF�FMTF�JT�UPP�CJBTFE��)F�IBT�CFFO�GBS

NPSF�JOWPMWFE�UIBO�1SPUBTJFXJD[�JO�EJSFDU�QBSUJTBO�BDUJWJUJFT��,FMMZ�IBT�TFSWFE�BT�B�QBJE

MFHBM�BEWJTFS�UP�UIF�TUBUF�T�MFBEJOH�BOUJ�BCPSUJPO�HSPVQ�BT�XFMM�BT�UP�UIF�TUBUF

3FQVCMJDBO�1BSUZ�
App.154
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"OESFX�)JUU
�UIF�GPSNFS�TUBUF�(01�DIBJSNBO
�UFTUJfiFE�UP�UIF�DPOHSFTTJPOBM

DPNNJUUFF�JOWFTUJHBUJOH�UIF�+BOVBSZ���JOTVSSFDUJPO�UIBU�IF�IBE�iQSFUUZ�FYUFOTJWF

DPOWFSTBUJPOTw�XJUI�,FMMZ�BOE�BOPUIFS�MBXZFS�BCPVU�UIF�GBLF�FMFDUPST�TDIFNF�UIBU

5SVNQ�TVQQPSUFST�EFWFMPQFE�BGUFS�UIF������FMFDUJPO�JO�PSEFS�UP�PWFSUVSO�1SFTJEFOU�+PF

#JEFO�T�WJDUPSZ�JO�8JTDPOTJO��,FMMZ�TBZT�IJT�JOWPMWFNFOU�XBT�MJNJUFE�UP�B�TJOHMF����

NJOVUF�DPOWFSTBUJPO�JO�XIJDI�IF�FYQMBJOFE�IF�XBT�OPU�iJO�UIF�MPPQw�PO�UIF�QMBOT��#VU

BU�UIF�TPMF�EFCBUF�CFUXFFO�UIF�DBOEJEBUFT�FBSMJFS�UIJT�NPOUI
�1SPUBTJFXJD[�EFTDSJCFE

,FMMZ�BT�iB�USVF�UISFBU�UP�PVS�EFNPDSBDZ�w

*O�UIF�QBTU
�MPDBM�PCTFSWFST�TBZ
�8JTDPOTJO�4VQSFNF�$PVSU�FMFDUJPOT�IBWF�NPSF

OBSSPXMZ�DFOUFSFE�PO�EFCBUFT�BCPVU�DSJNF�BOE�DSJNJOBM�KVTUJDF�	FWFO�UIPVHI�UIF�DPVSU

JTO�U�EJSFDUMZ�JOWPMWFE�JO�IBOEJOH�EPXO�TFOUFODFT
��i-BX�BOE�PSEFS�DBOEJEBUFT�IBWF

USBEJUJPOBMMZ�EPOF�WFSZ�XFMM
w�.BSL�+FffFSTPO
�UIF�FYFDVUJWF�EJSFDUPS�PG�UIF�TUBUF

3FQVCMJDBO�1BSUZ
�UPME�NF�

3FBE� 5IF�GPVS RVBESBOUT�PG "NFSJDBO QPMJUJDT

,FMMZ�JT�SVOOJOH�JO�UIBU�USBEJUJPO��"ET�GSPN�IJT�DBNQBJHO�T�fiOBM�EBZT�BSF�GPDVTFE

BMNPTU�FYDMVTJWFMZ�PO�MBTIJOH�1SPUBTJFXJD[�PWFS�SVMJOHT�TIF�NBEF�UP�TFOUFODF�B�SBQJTU

BOE�PUIFS�WJPMFOU�PffFOEFST�UP�MJNJUFE�PS�OP�KBJM�UJNF��4P�NBOZ�TIFSJffT�BSF�BQQFBSJOH

JO�,FMMZ�BET�UIBU�JU�T�SFBTPOBCMF�UP�XPOEFS�XIP�JT�TUJMM�QBUSPMMJOH�UIF�TUBUF�T�IJHIXBZT

UIJT�XFFL�

1SPUBTJFXJD[�IBT�SFTQPOEFE�XJUI�BET�EFGFOEJOH�IFS�SFDPSE�PO�DSJNF
�BOE�BMTP�KBCCJOH

,FMMZ�PWFS�IJT�XPSL�BT�B�DSJNJOBM�EFGFOTF�BUUPSOFZ��#VU�NPTUMZ�IFS�BEWFSUJTJOH�IBT

JOTJTUFE�UIBU�,FMMZ�XPVME�VQIPME�UIF������TUBUF�BCPSUJPO�CBO�UIBU�TOBQQFE�CBDL�JOUP

FffFDU�XIFO�UIF�6�4��4VQSFNF�$PVSU�MBTU�ZFBS�PWFSUVSOFE�3PF�W��8BEF��	#PUI�TJEFT

BHSFF�UIBU�UIF�TUBUF�TVQSFNF�DPVSU�XJMM�FWFOUVBMMZ�OFFE�UP�EFDJEF�XIFUIFS�UP�TVTUBJO�PS

TUSJLF�EPXO�UIBU�MBX
�XIJDI�QSPIJCJUT�BCPSUJPOT�JO�BMNPTU�BMM�DBTFT
�BOE�JT�OPX�CFJOH

DIBMMFOHFE�JO�B�MPXFS�TUBUF�DPVSU�
�1SPUBTJFXJD[�BOE�UIF�HSPVQT�TVQQPSUJOH�IFS�BSF

IFBWJMZ�TUSFTTJOH�BCPSUJPO�JO�UIFJS�BET�BOE�IBWF�BJSFE�OFBSMZ�GPVS�UJNFT�BT�NBOZ�BET

BDSPTT�BMM�TVCKFDUT�BT�,FMMZ�BOE�IJT�CBDLFST
�BDDPSEJOH�UP�"E*NQBDU
�B�HSPVQ�UIBU�USBDLT

BE�QVSDIBTFT��	ThBU�EJTQBSJUZ�FYJTUT�MBSHFMZ�CFDBVTF�%FNPDSBUT�IBWF�SBJTFE�FOPVHI
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NPOFZ�UP�BMMPX�IFS�UP�CVZ�UIF�BET�EJSFDUMZ�UISPVHI�IFS�DBNQBJHO
�XIJDI�SFDFJWFT

MPXFS�SBUFT
�XIJMF�,FMMZ�T�SFMZJOH�NPTUMZ�PO�PVUTJEF�HSPVQT�UIBU�NVTU�QBZ�IJHIFS�SBUFT�


ThBU�IVHF�UBDUJDBM�BEWBOUBHF�GPS�IFS�JT�POF�SFBTPO�TPNF�PCTFSWFST�BSF�DBVUJPVT�BCPVU

ESBXJOH�UPP�NBOZ�DPODMVTJPOT�GSPN�OFYU�XFFL�T�PVUDPNF��$POWFSTFMZ
�5SVNQ�T

JOEJDUNFOU�ZFTUFSEBZ�NJHIU�JOTQJSF�FOPVHI�3FQVCMJDBO�UVSOPVU�UP�MJGU�,FMMZ
�FTQFDJBMMZ

CFDBVTF�GBS�GFXFS�QFPQMF�WPUF�JO�UIFTF�Pff�ZFBS�DPOUFTUT�UIBO�PO�B�UZQJDBM�/PWFNCFS

&MFDUJPO�%BZ�

:FU�B�1SPUBTJFXJD[�XJO�DPVME�QVU�BO�FYDMBNBUJPO�QPJOU�PO�B�TVCUMF�CVU�EJTDFSOJCMF�TIJGU

JO�UIF�TUBUF�T�QPMJUJDBM�EJSFDUJPO�

ThPVHI�DMPTF�FMFDUJPOT�BSF�VTVBMMZ�UIF�SVMF�JO�8JTDPOTJO
�FBSMZ�JO�UIJT�DFOUVSZ�JU�PGUFO

MFBOFE�%FNPDSBUJD��ThF�TUBUF�XBT�QBSU�PG�XIBU�*�UFSNFE�UIF�iCMVF�XBMMw��UIF����TUBUFT

UIBU�WPUFE�GPS�%FNPDSBUJD�QSFTJEFOUJBM�DBOEJEBUFT�JO�BMM�TJY�FMFDUJPOT�GSPN�����

UISPVHI�������	%FNPDSBUT�BDUVBMMZ�TUBSUFE�UIFJS�8JTDPOTJO�QSFTJEFOUJBM�XJOOJOH

TUSFBL�JO������
�%FNPDSBUT�BMTP�DPOUSPMMFE�CPUI�6�4��4FOBUF�TFBUT�UISPVHIPVU�NPTU�PG

UIBU�TBNF�QFSJPE
�BOE�UIF�HPWFSOPSTIJQ�GPS�UXP�UFSNT�BGUFS������

#VU�UIF�UJEF�CFHBO�UP�TIJGU�BSPVOE�����
�XJUI�UIF�FMFDUJPO�PG�3FQVCMJDBO�(PWFSOPS

8BMLFS�BOE�B�(01�TXFFQ�PG�UIF�TUBUF�MFHJTMBUVSF��*O�����
�UXP�ZFBST�BGUFS�8BMLFS�XPO

SFFMFDUJPO
�5SVNQ�EJTMPEHFE�8JTDPOTJO�GSPN�UIF�CMVF�XBMM
�DBSSZJOH�JU�CZ���
���

WPUFT��-JLF�5SVNQ�T������WJDUPSJFT�JO�1FOOTZMWBOJB�BOE�.JDIJHBO
�XIJDI�IBE�BMTP

CFFO�QBSU�PG�UIF�iCMVF�XBMM
w�UIF�GPSNFS�QSFTJEFOU�T�8JTDPOTJO�CSFBLUISPVHI

TZNCPMJ[FE�IJT�TVDDFTT�BU�GPSHJOH�B�XJOOJOH�DPBMJUJPO�UIBU�SFWPMWFE�BSPVOE�NBTTJWF

NBSHJOT�BNPOH�OPO�DPMMFHF�FEVDBUFE�BOE�OPO�VSCBO�XIJUF�WPUFST�

$IBSMFT�'SBOLMJO
�UIF�EJSFDUPS�PG�UIF�.BSRVFUUF�-BX�4DIPPM�QPMM�JO�UIF�TUBUF
�TBZT

8JTDPOTJO�UPEBZ�SFNBJOT�EJWJEFE�BMNPTU�FWFOMZ�CFUXFFO�UIF�QBSUJFT�����QFSDFOU�PG

WPUFST�JEFOUJGZ�BT�3FQVCMJDBOT
����QFSDFOU�BT�%FNPDSBUT
�BOE�UIF�SFTU�BSF�VOBffiMJBUFE�

:FU�TJODF�5SVNQ�T�JOJUJBM�WJDUPSZ
�%FNPDSBUT�IBWF�XPO�NPTU�PG�UIF�TUBUF�T�LFZ�DPOUFTUT�

ThF�%FNPDSBU�5POZ�&WFST�CFBU�8BMLFS�GPS�HPWFSOPS�CZ�BCPVU���
����WPUFT�JO�����

BOE�XPO�SFFMFDUJPO�CZ�USJQMF�UIBU�BNPVOU�MBTU�ZFBS��*O�����
�%FNPDSBUJD�4FOBUPS

5BNNZ�#BMEXJO�XPO�B�MBOETMJEF�SFFMFDUJPO��%FNPDSBUT�BMTP�XPO�CJH�JO�TUBUF�
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TVQSFNF�DPVSU�FMFDUJPOT�JO������BOE�������#JEFO�DBSSJFE�UIF�TUBUF�CZ�BCPVU���
���

WPUFT�JO�������ThF�NBKPS�3FQVCMJDBO�WJDUPSJFT�PWFS�UIJT�QFSJPE�IBWF�CFFO�OBSSPX

POFT��)BHFEPSO�T��
����WPUF������XJO�GPS�UIF�TUBUF�TVQSFNF�DPVSU�BOE�UIF�SPVHIMZ

��
����WPUF�XJO�MBTU�/PWFNCFS�CZ�(01�4FOBUPS�3PO�+PIOTPO�PWFS�UIF�%FNPDSBU

.BOEFMB�#BSOFT�

ThPTF�SFTVMUT�TVHHFTU�UIBU�%FNPDSBUT�IBWF�DPNF�PVU�TMJHIUMZ�BIFBE�GSPN�UIF

EFNPHSBQIJD�BOE�HFPHSBQIJD�SF�TPSUJOH�PG�UIF�FMFDUPSBUF�UIBU�5SVNQ�BDDFMFSBUFE�IFSF�

"T�JO�TUBUFT�BDSPTT�UIF�DPVOUSZ
�3FQVCMJDBOT�IBWF�HSPXO�TUSPOHFS�JO�IFBWJMZ�CMVF�DPMMBS

BOE�XIJUF�SVSBM�BSFBT
�QSJNBSJMZ�BDSPTT�8JTDPOTJO�T�OPSUIFSO�BOE�XFTUFSO�DPVOUJFT

XIFSF�%FNPDSBUT�PODF�DPNQFUFE�FffFDUJWFMZ��#VU�%FNPDSBUT�IBWF�CFFO�CPPTUFE�CZ

PffTFUUJOH�HBJOT�JO�UIF�TUBUF�T�NPTU�QPQVMPVT�DJUJFT�BOE�UPXOT
�NBOZ�PG�UIFN�SFMBUJWFMZ

NPSF�SBDJBMMZ�EJWFSTF�PS�CFUUFS�FEVDBUFE��	"CPVU����QFSDFOU�PG�8JTDPOTJO�WPUFST�BSF

XIJUF�


$SBJH�(JMCFSU
�B�GFMMPX�XJUI�.BSRVFUUF�6OJWFSTJUZ�-BX�4DIPPM�T�-VCBS�$FOUFS�GPS

1VCMJD�1PMJDZ�3FTFBSDI�BOE�$JWJD�&EVDBUJPO
�DBMDVMBUFE�UIBU�GSPN�UIF�����o��

HPWFSOPS�SBDFT
�&WFST�JNQSPWFE�IJT�QFSGPSNBODF�JO�BMM����DPNNVOJUJFT�UIBU�DBTU�UIF

NPTU�WPUFT�FYDFQU�GPS�,FOPTIB�	XIFSF�IF�XBT�IVSU�CZ�B�CBDLMBTI�BHBJOTU�UIF������SJPUT

PWFS�UIF�QPMJDF�TIPPUJOH�PG�B�#MBDL�NBO�JO�UIF�DJUZ
��ThF�QMBDFT�XIFSF�3FQVCMJDBOT�BSF

XJOOJOH�iTJNQMZ�BSFO�U�HSPXJOH
w�XIJMF�%FNPDSBUT�BSF�HFOFSBMMZ�JNQSPWJOH�JO�UIF

QMBDFT�UIBU�BSF�BEEJOH�QPQVMBUJPO
�%FWJO�3FNJLFS
�UIF�FYFDVUJWF�EJSFDUPS�PG�UIF

8JTDPOTJO�%FNPDSBUJD�1BSUZ
�UPME�NF��i*U�T�HFUUJOH�IBSEFS�BOE�IBSEFS�GPS�UIFN�UP�LFFQ

VQ�XJUI�UIBU�USFOE�w

%FNPDSBUT�IBWF�CFOFfiUFE�GSPN�JNQSPWFE�TIPXJOHT�NPTUMZ�JO�UXP�BSFBT��0OF�JT�UIF

TP�DBMMFE�808�TVCVSCBO�DPVOUJFT�	8BVLFTIB
�0[BVLFF
�BOE�8BTIJOHUPO
�BSPVOE

.JMXBVLFF��ThPVHI�UIF�(01�TUJMM�DPNGPSUBCMZ�XJOT�BMM�UISFF
�%FNPDSBUT�IBWF

OPUJDFBCMZ�OBSSPXFE�JUT�NBSHJOT��"T�(JMCFSU�DBMDVMBUFE
�JO�8BVLFTIB
�XIJDI�IF

EFTDSJCFE�BT�iUIF�NPTU�JNQPSUBOU�3FQVCMJDBO�DPVOUZ�JO�8JTDPOTJO
w����DPNNVOJUJFT

IBWF�TIJGUFE�BU�MFBTU����QPJOUT�UPXBSE�UIF�%FNPDSBUT�JO�HVCFSOBUPSJBM�SBDFT�TJODF

�����
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&WFO�NPSF�TJHOJfiDBOU�IBT�CFFO�UIF�FYQMPTJWF�%FNPDSBUJD�HBJOT�JO�%BOF�$PVOUZ
�UIF

IJHIMZ�FEVDBUFE�IVC�GPS�CJPUFDI
�JOTVSBODF
�BOE�HPWFSONFOU�KPCT�DFOUFSFE�PO�UIF�DJUZ

PG�.BEJTPO
�IPNF�UP�CPUI�UIF�flBHTIJQ�DBNQVT�PG�UIF�6OJWFSTJUZ�PG�8JTDPOTJO�BOE

UIF�TUBUF�DBQJUBM��ThF�%FNPDSBUJD�TIBSF�PG�UIF�WPUF�JO�%BOF�$PVOUZ�IBT�JODSFBTFE

GSPN�BCPVU����QFSDFOU�GPS�)JMMBSZ�$MJOUPO�JO������UP����QFSDFOU�GPS�#JEFO�JO������UP

���QFSDFOU�GPS�&WFST�JO�������%BOF�BDUVBMMZ�QSPWJEFE�&WFST�B�MBSHFS�OFU�WPUF�NBSHJO

UIBO�.JMXBVLFF�$PVOUZ�EJE
�TPNFUIJOH�UIBU�XPVME�IBWF�CFFO�BMNPTU�VOJNBHJOBCMF

FWFO�B�EFDBEF�BHP��'SBOLMJO�TBZT�%BOF�IBT�CFDPNF�B�USJQMF�UISFBU�GPS�%FNPDSBUT��i*U�JT

HSPXJOH�GBTU
�UIF�UVSOPVU�LFFQT�SJTJOH
�BOE�UIF�MPQTJEFE�QBSUJTBO�NBSHJOT�LFFQ

HSPXJOH�w

ThF�flJQ�TJEF�PG�UIF�%FNPDSBUT��JNQSPWJOH�QFSGPSNBODF�JO�%BOF�BOE�UIF�.JMXBVLFF

TVCVSCT�JT�SJTJOH�DPODFSO�JO�UIF�QBSUZ�BCPVU�MBDLMVTUFS�UVSOPVU�BNPOH�#MBDL�WPUFST


FTQFDJBMMZ�JO�.JMXBVLFF��4PNF�MPDBM�MFBEFST�GFBS�UIBU�B�QPMJUJDBM�DPNQFUJUJPO�CFUXFFO

UIF�QBSUJFT�GPDVTJOH�NPSF�PO�TPDJBM�JTTVFT�TVDI�BT�BCPSUJPO�TJNQMZ�EPFTO�U�FOHBHF

FOPVHI�MPXFS�JODPNF�#MBDL�WPUFST
�XIP�BSF�GPDVTFE�NPSF�PO�NBUFSJBM�OFFET�TVDI�BT

KPCT�BOE�IFBMUI�DBSF��i*G�QFPQMF�GFFM�MJLF�UIFJS�JTTVFT�BSF�OPU�HPJOH�UP�CF�SFflFDUFE
�UIFZ

BSF�HPJOH�UP�TJU�PVU
w�"OHFMB�-BOH
�UIF�FYFDVUJWF�EJSFDUPS�PG�UIF�HSPVQ�#MBDL�-FBEFST

0SHBOJ[JOH�GPS�$PNNVOJUJFT
�UPME�NF�

-BHHJOH�.JMXBVLFF�UVSOPVU�OFYU�XFFL�XPVME�CF�BOPUIFS�TJHOBM�UIBU�%FNPDSBUT
�BT�JO

����
�DPOUJOVF�UP�GBDF�DIBMMFOHFT�OPU�POMZ�XJUI�OPO�DPMMFHF�FEVDBUFE�XIJUFT
�CVU�BMTP

XJUI�CMVF�DPMMBS�WPUFST�PG�DPMPS��#VU�JG�BCPSUJPO�SJHIUT
�JO�FffFDU
�USVNQ�DSJNF�BOE

BMMPX�1SPUBTJFXJD[�UP�FYUFOE�UIF�%FNPDSBUT��HBJOT�JO�XIJUF�DPMMBS�TVCVSCT
�UIBU�DPVME

TJHOBM�USPVCMF�GPS�BOUJ�BCPSUJPO�3FQVCMJDBO�QSFTJEFOUJBM�DBOEJEBUFT�JO������OPU�POMZ

JO�8JTDPOTJO�CVU�JO�UIF�TVCVSCT�PG�BOZ�TXJOH�TUBUF��ThF�%FNPDSBUT��SVSBM�BOE�JOOFS�

DJUZ�USPVCMFT�JO�8JTDPOTJO
�XIJDI�TUJMM�NJHIU�BMMPX�,FMMZ�UP�FLF�PVU�BO�VQTFU�XJO


UFTUJGZ�UP�UIF�GSBHJMJUZ�PG�B�NPEFSO�%FNPDSBUJD�DPBMJUJPO�CPOEFE�MFTT�CZ�FDPOPNJD

JOUFSFTUT�UIBO�CZ�DVMUVSBM�WBMVFT��#VU�B�1SPUBTJFXJD[�XJO
�JO�B�TUBUF�UIBU�3FQVCMJDBOT

QSPCBCMZ�NVTU�SFDBQUVSF�UP�SFHBJO�UIF�8IJUF�)PVTF�JO�����
�XPVME�EFNPOTUSBUF

BHBJO�UIBU�UIFSF�T�GPSNJEBCMF�QPXFS�JO�UIBU�OFX�DPBMJUJPO�UPP�
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