?’l?iﬂ“ i i b giluﬂ'-{Hﬁ-.

F;e.: m_:., Pefffran 4 Indict Wisconsin Prison S£hff ;Gr Their
53;.+an¢ Abuse of Prisoners in Splﬁ‘ntj Confinemen +
(veated [/ May R01Y
bJ Nﬂﬁ? /4 ! AE”

T he aftached fli‘?gﬂl documents will be usehy| Jgr anyone sep Kirn
‘HTE criminal f\f‘n&'&iuh‘hn ﬂ‘F dﬂtjm“m n LUFSf::ﬂﬁfn {'Gur‘f‘?f P.ﬂﬂ(i‘{ular‘{;
bll‘l‘"ﬁﬂuf'{“,ﬂjfﬁ_ 'Thsiuj ol .{}L{.jl‘\‘f' 1 reveal +he .J'.I"-"IPE'}‘U:; ?%r nipj Hrab) sFer
but of WI's prisen system & inf> the B.a Pl f.uf,fmiy,

Basically, in a county thick with prisons, sought he ndietmen L
.g.f +He endire ﬂﬁmrnf‘ﬁ ralien aft ane Ph‘ﬁdﬁf f}Efauée-—fﬂ\mm 7‘h+e 'J"LD‘[ﬂ
Jumn- *fﬁt-_tj p'ermf'ﬁ'e:i 57'%1?? To bm'fu!?ze Fn‘iﬂnérj in 7heir 55(].
unjt The {auny J‘u&'ﬂe denied m Pﬁﬁﬁanj but the appellate courd
Adicected he County judge fo refec it 1o fhe D A. Ar ?nwe;.*\:ﬂnﬁﬂh
” possible prosecution. 4o Far Tve net hq?ﬂrcﬁ Frem Fhe DA, what hiy
'nNestigation May have censisted of Che had 30 days Aem the
date o A5 Fe. L Aoty h in?%rm the court o~ me o his de:rér‘anj UJJ‘HTI\
I can ﬂ.ppeab - 7F hey genna presecute

ﬂ'y suspicion 5 fhat ?‘ﬁ@ think st of T ook afmmJ}“ whith weul 4
Mean Fhey Adent Knss me very well, m rr&}'?j s Case [ike a shlen

anﬂng. U
ﬂﬁjwq  heres whats atfached: |
Albgpﬁnéi% g =~ page “Petitton for Tobn Doe Proceed r‘ﬂjiup‘,‘
&Ppﬂﬂﬁix a ™ 2 ﬁmﬂuﬁf' R0(3 Dectsien of JMJ&E Sfeven Pauen
ane Pﬂ ¢
égﬁend‘.y 2 - 'f)oage "Motien For Peconsideration" df}\
ﬁp!c#ﬂdl'r: o S If‘ﬂge “mﬂ{‘fﬁﬂ + Qbﬁfr%f? :Tua:‘lgeh
fqpp'ﬂﬂﬂ?‘r B e fpn_je Decrsion af Juiﬂﬁ' E‘HHET‘, Aﬂf&p
at ﬁqﬁuﬁf‘ &df,?f ‘JE”:.H”B abewe Mmotions
ﬂﬂF?ﬂﬂiﬁ b <= f}paﬂe Pecision of J"uc{ﬂe Bauer, dated (%
September R013
Boperdix 7 — | page Memorandum Decision #Order of Judge
Toseph Serascia, dated 28 October RO(Z
Appendix 8 — 10 pa%r “Petition For éupprﬂs'wj Wit o e
h W Couct o ﬂﬁpmf;; bj me )
,Appendi'ﬁ N = page  respense o A i&j ARG favid ¢ Bice
Appendix 16 — 3 page rebaffal fo -7 with 3 page Declavation, by me.
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&Dpﬂﬂ&ﬁ I -y poge ﬂ?r’ﬂmﬁ .:ic\ DT Court o‘p App?c&h, dated
! F'E'brum}j 214

Apggﬁajg 12—\ page Brdecr a‘F 'TLL&&E ¢ abeiao. .

ﬁ-;- I Latd N an Mmmpanii‘ﬁj Pnﬂ, it's E‘maj -,{;,- e 1%, Ma ke
accusations of asbuste witheut bﬂck?ﬂj then up. That's mhﬂ T do M
Dest o provide 4peci fre focts, sources anyene can dig up R themselvey
Meooah W5 open Pecords laws T hope some joarnalists wHl fake
me up on this offer

/‘fﬂam‘ so far the D.A. has not peoxtded me with his repoct ¢
dectsrony on whether or nst hevw 460N Pﬁ:éﬂcu'f‘? any s fhe cfa
Tnvelued. T +he DA decimnes + Pm;emf‘e, Hhen fhe J‘udae Must
hald 4 hFﬂ.r‘iﬂj &+ decpde F‘f: that deersion was aPPrapH‘ufF_ S8, +he
tase s Aw Roem olee T might have + Ale ansther petifen uvs)fh
Hhe couet oF Appeals just +o make the DA ssue his report ¢ Aecrsian
which T wil pest here &

Please et éafﬁumwn‘irhl_mm & such kaows abadt this, Thank Pu

W/ Leve tHegpeed.
Jate




Ltote of Wisconsin (ieewit Gouet Dodue (ounty

Late ot Wisconsin ex vel. Nare A. Lindelf

Petitionec

(ﬂéé‘ Nﬂ.

\.
John Does,

Pespondeats |

Vedition for Sohn Doe pmcﬁ:&.fnn&s, Pursuant To Wis. 4fats. £ 968 36

To: (levk, E){:J%e ('auw‘fj (ircuit Couet
210 W. (enter 5t
Juneau, WT £30329

The ‘Br&ﬂa}l&ﬁ PE?‘HFﬂnEn “LmJEﬂ:' f}rmcee.;ll"nﬁ pro €. hﬁr@lzy prlfﬁ?ﬁn,{,
this court pursuant o \Wis. Stats. £968.3¢ o ipitiate o John Doe pro-
ceeding Aired?nﬁ the Dishrict ﬁHﬁf‘ﬂE_lj C'D.AD fo trivectinate i+, and,

Wpon '%E' conclusion of safd investraation, i F the D.A. declines o p vosecut
oppropriate Lh&f%ﬁé (tdentified below), review fhe DAY File on Yhe

matfee, Conduct an appropriate exidentiary ‘ﬂmﬂnﬁ . Where Hhig court
reviews the DAY File and considecs appropriate exrdence, Jhen
Aicects ]mé.H 10?@3 prose cutisn ().

T suppoct of This petifion, petitioner Fepresents as fellowsy

1. Basel wpon formec \Waupun (occectional =nshtution ("W, LI““)
prissoec Christopher 3. Hoawlins stadements to l".*tmlE“, Lmdell 15
awore that Corceckisnal Ofcec C“(_{}_‘})I}: Meungey , on | jﬁﬂumjj 013,
Fﬂléﬂﬁ wrote on a oo shect ‘Pﬂtﬁ' My, Hamltn referced 4o W.C.T 1.

Lavsony as a “oitch' an Qrﬁ-\melg degnanded ﬂlﬁhiﬁﬂr Whidn  cauzed
. | ; ’ ! o =

—HTWWMWW%WWFW”
Hamlin's veteation on “control chatus Cmmni*n5 Hamln had no

\D‘Ee}h"{ﬁ il Eluﬂnﬁn 1N & Vev cold EEﬁ) fg;r fwo More hours ‘H’};IH
would have been Yhe case. Landell dvafted o HA W4¢ 41983 2ujb
sbout that foc Mr. Hambia, which was fled in +he W.D. wWis,
0.4, Courthouae, 4iven +he file no. 12-(\-a06a-~ bbc. éhaﬂ"f‘tj

Appendix 1~ page l [ af &




aftec l’H’h‘é Luit Wos 'ﬁfe;\' CohJL pfi’!crunﬂe:j commented on it To
Lindell,

A, Numecous acts of sevece !ohg-:-aimi and sexual abuse oF
"‘N.C_I* ?ﬁmﬂm‘&- N W.C.Ts 5?3?93&'{‘?&& iDMP]‘EK ‘hmm Gf(ulrt“‘ecg
between 1 Tanuary st 2013 %quﬁh Tune 30th of X0(3, as

revealed on hﬂptf]beﬁueenﬁ»ﬁbar‘san /Haas/S‘lD/, post *[Y],

Hitled “Ongeing Abwse of Prisoness 1aW.CE Leg. Complex.” WLLY
warden, Willlam Pollard, security divector, 'An+hahﬁ Meli, deputy
wordery Donald  Shabsts, Seq. SuUperyiser, Brian drefl and eg. LE
Tessie Lchnerdee, all knew about Hrs 004010 systemic abuze,

e refused o {cmp\j with Wi, Adwin, (ede % Doc 206.0Y Regpnnir_
%i\ﬂaﬁ ot erngloyees (" Every EMPI&BEE of +he department s respoosible
foc Hhe safe Custedy of the rnmates confined in he m#ﬂmfmn,”) by }ukmj
&ﬂ\fl fNeasures ‘J’D .PWMEH+ éu.r_‘n &‘D«J‘EE 'Frarn Ean"'r‘:‘ﬂmnj % oL, Ny
some (0465, . Schnecder ond/oc P;rnm Greft cltre::ﬁ5 éupgrurgeA
oC Eﬁgﬁgﬁ'_& e his -535+Emi‘r_ obuse.

3. Wisconsin Dept. of Cocrections C\\N.D.&C,.% Wesk Rules fbt'ahEE}-L
W.(.T. shaf from.

Y1 Vrdlakin 5.8 cerminal shdute oc orAiNaNce, OoC sthec I‘EthiaJr?r:s-ﬂ

’hwrm_;) -H'm ?ETLE. {m& E’F:ELWL crf la‘u&.

“!&,'Thﬁmﬁnmgl attemptrng oc infliching buﬁ?lﬂ harm T ansthee pesaq
"13. Inﬁ“m?&ah‘nﬂi Tnﬁ-rﬂzﬁnﬂ with, I“l&*i’dﬁfu‘nﬂ, (rmlu&}‘ﬂj Zeyua |

oc vacial harassment), demmnmih 0 Using abusive Jﬂ‘ﬂgam,g# n

dealing with gthers.”

Y. The W.CT. Administration, rentified in ﬂa, ﬂbauﬂ, have
olowed 2hoff, such 66 0T Moungey, as detuiled in the ferencted
‘0‘1&% pcre'-jl*, Ho TE‘PQE‘{‘QMB cemp}lﬁﬁlﬂ da‘ércrg&?cl ‘HJ'IE ﬁmﬂﬁ@ﬁ Woele ‘le@i

5 Lindell s an advocate for the decent, humane treatment of

HETS = o=
Nouse IQWH}EE‘. oty of thee chavactertstice Make Lindel uﬂpa;un‘ar
amengst peison shoff intent on abustng priseners

. Evec zince, about the ides of March Q013 (0T Moungey
informed Lindell Hhat hp; (.00 m‘“’{r{ﬂ@‘:ﬁr Enew of Lindell hﬂr'pfﬂﬂ N, Hawlin
Sue (oI F}“?mnjfj_ (0T m::unﬁeﬂ has E‘ﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂzg N acts n?ﬂ hdragsment-

Apptnd‘m 1 —page ol P




ar e\ery gﬂmﬁun]‘b, soch ps |
“00 18 June 2013, (0. mmnﬂ{fﬂ Fold o rodie Ct,
mf. Lﬁ_&.l\* ’H‘ﬂ‘i‘ i?w\ﬁ“ he:LJ ‘J‘b hME :ﬂﬂﬂE_'j O h?ﬁ .:acmun{ i
order fo make a phone call, resulbing in ¢.0. Laih ﬁf:.lé.?ﬂj
o let Lindell make a Fhaﬂe call Thet was dvscennected pre—
fﬂﬂhfﬂ\}j- Lindell £iled grievance ez ~a013- 13106 about Thix
00 4 0une @013, (0. Moungey denied Lindell recreation,
walking vight past Lindells cell  while Lindell was shanding at
his dase as pex poliey. At the time Lindell was o cell
(-3, and the ay In cell €-303  Mark Alev [ialters)
tUc;lfiﬁMl as thiz jmppgn@;}, LUhE’n mmﬂge;i aj::tm Ioa:-;éeJ
Landells ceil, Lindell asked c.0Z Mouryey why Moungey skipped
Lindell foc ree. and asked +o be fuken out o rec, 3o Which ozt
mﬂwﬂgi{y ém‘el, “)U[,_“ er]n?ﬂ ﬁfecljﬁ.?mﬁfe W(T-30/3-12317F
About This
o On 5 July @63, While Lindel] was ot rec c.ot maunjey
fore apavt Lindells ¢olf faking Lindels on) pen, -&kmﬁ Lindells
W.GE TF;?MFE-’* '!".-;H'ﬂ\'hf--1 anJ fmqu all JJLFHJEJU‘; 'I[Eiﬂml papevs
in & Mesy pile. The prisoner n cell ¢-alB Mr. Wag fen wajmﬁﬂ,
whe was af rec. and could see 010 Meangey going
T cells, fold Lindell Hhat o1 Moungey spent an{y Momeints
n Hhe sther prizoners! cells but spent fedrly an hour in Lindells
cell. wm*ﬂ LFHJEH ﬂ&iﬂpg] (0.0 F}'}auﬂﬂ%‘r ,’gf—pﬂ 79;' apm’}, 50
Liodell cond write, C0.4T Moangey Toolted at Lindell with anger
and NeVEr br::mjh'!' i-':'ﬁ;iE“ 3 PEH. lr‘m‘ipu FHEJ rievance £
WeE- 30123897 o WCT-R012~ A 2bod $his meident
e (On 4 :-'Elb R01Z, at aPP.""ﬂ]{}”ﬁ'}d?‘r‘E‘(j 5 Rin, dhen (6.1 H?mmgey
come 1o Lindells cell oo escort Lindell 4o recreation —CoIr F??aun.jey

maJP—rf;ﬂ—WﬁnL—rﬁhm—bﬁwa«%ﬁﬂﬂfHWmF—ﬁ—%é 18] ;I.a:}

take Lindel] ifr’c:r:n Landells cell o ref-rmiimﬁ—-{ﬂ.ﬂ Mean ey

:ifappwﬁ Hhe helmi!uﬁcf:_ onty Lindels weists, -‘-’uﬁf?"rj Lrndelly Tef+
wrist, causing Lindel -l-ajwk his hands baelc 10 Fram +he pain.
Lindell Yhon nodiced Fhat his lof# wrick was cut Yhe skin torn,

Aix 1 —poge 2
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and a deop of blood oozed oub Lindell asked, “What Fhe fuck are

oo doing 7"+ chowed C.O.E Moungey the injury.CO.IT Moungey Ceplied,
“Thaty  wWhat ya ge-lhn closed Yhe trop ond dented Lindell pec.

,ngmnl AT h{\-‘m Walkers heaed Hhis Emchdﬂﬂﬂi N4, about an

Noue eaclier, heard ¢.0.0 Moungey el Liadell "I 2aw dhat suit

Yo Al Lo fn::-u?efr“ That evenin  Tyrus Lee (coper received e

suit that Lindel weote foc him glbput ¢-0.IC Moungey sexually assaulfin
M. (ooper Auﬁﬂ;}da s¥eip seavch, sticking his -nger i Mr. (eoper's anvg
contracy Yo \Wis. Admin. (sde § D0C 306.13 Leavch of inmates (3) ooy
(ANTTYS ZEAMCH D Medicsl stef shall renduct 'Do;kj (on Tty éﬁﬂﬁhﬁ./f”.'ﬁ
After (0. W‘mn&eiﬁ an&m‘&i Lindell Lindell pressed Ws intercom

buthon  and f"EttﬂuE'%‘\‘EA medical cace, because (.6. Kubat refused o
espond Yo Lindels, vecbal request foc medival cave and documentatron
of the injuey. (.0.IC Lunde hen come o Lindells cell, laughed at Lindel/,
‘H’l[’ﬂ ||e~7c-[-I mnatend mf ﬁﬂiumpﬂﬁnﬁ the Tﬂjtﬂfﬁ anJ inﬁrm?ﬂﬁ i éupﬂ'w‘;dr,
66 Lindell requested. That exealny, Lindell sent outa request f Anthany
['ﬂghi askin thet Meli inirate criminal me.éwf—r“&n of C.0.IT maunﬂeﬁ'
docuinent"Hhe i‘r‘gurg and mimf‘ni‘f;fra{iueiﬂ da‘?;frpf:‘nﬂe (0T mﬂunﬂeq}

Mels r{?li%r}l +v thet WQLLF& (Lindell gave Hat FEP\ o W.(. T
Tante {nm?'m.‘m-)r Cwaminer (Iif.Fl 4 be made pm"? of Hhe

WFHE' ‘FD'(' ‘“‘1& 3ri‘wemce ‘ﬂm{- i?njplil TCF[EMDI but-f' nevec drrdﬂﬂgfl j[:flf‘
én{umﬁhmn/?\wbgmpﬁ% of Jhe injucy, NoC adbhresed Dinldells
tequest foc prosecutton. The netday, while geeing Lindel foc anather
moaker, Nowrse Mecerole Yreated dhe injury, bat Pﬁvéésﬁfé fo provide
Lindel with o Rand-Aid — nuvse Mesewle caid she dscumented Yhe
AT Linde Filed o {rievance absut Hhie 'iﬁf.’"&éﬁ-i"! Dhick

Was assigned ene o the #s noted af Fhe end of the previsus bullet
point However, nebedy evec came Yo photegragh the 0 Uy, which,

(rimes Believed 1o Have Been Commified
Emé&:! o0 "‘Hﬂe ?—:}f‘ESn‘irg ‘F&t‘l‘s, L‘iﬁﬂ&ﬁ bEH@"{FE ﬁr’m‘f- ‘N‘.{.I,‘g,
Pdmintstration 1o quil st Hl‘u\a+‘mﬂ1 0L A DMJ,H Jo a (erme
nndee Wi, stls. $939.05 the :@ﬁ’am}’nﬂ laws ¢
ﬁlpp&miﬁ j—"P"‘F},‘i 1
4 of &



£940.29 Abuse of residentz of penal Ecilities

5940.19 B attery (1) ()

$940.335 bevual assault subs (DCB)+CEY (A)(BY, €O) +(b)

294612 Misconduct in Puhl'i‘c office (A +(3)

2 4% 013 Harassment (Im)

 940.45 Tntimidation of vichimy,-Telony, subs. () ,(3) #(),
a5 well as Fedecal Jaw, such a5
1B U5 SaM Conspivacy against rights

18 .6.¢. $a4a Deprivation of rights under color of law

18 U.4.C %3343 beyual abuse u‘fﬂa miner or ward, sub. (b)
Lindell believes hat C.0.30 mﬂungaﬂﬁ I gm‘hy of ‘f:“a!aﬁﬂ_ﬂ; n
Celation o Lindell, Wris. Stafs, $940.24, $940./90), §TH6.13 () ¢
(2), $M3.0120m) and $40.4s¢r) ~(4), d!'ﬂr?ﬁ with 18 i.4.C g24a

Conclusion
As the Fucts éﬂppﬂﬂ‘ Lindells belref Hhat the facenoted

crimes have been commilted, Lindell prags Shat fhis coart will
initiste o John Doc proceeding, and, should the D.B- decline
h prosecute these crimes conduet an ey raentiary ]:'\E&'ﬁ“}‘ﬁﬁJ
conadec the DA% File and the Ffecenstel witnesses, ete., allow
Lindell Jo be heard through video—confervencin , then direct
aPFraprmf& Pmsﬁ-mﬁ‘ﬁﬂ(eﬁﬂ and refeceals 4o e E.D. Wix,

U5, Aflecaey

Dated 37 jujj 2A0(3 [ﬂurfpma\:’j Ly bmited,

AN, L&l
Nate A Lndell # 30374
We .

20 Boy 24 /
Wavpun, I
5 346 3-035]
Ph, 1303247267
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STATE OF WISCONSIN CIRCUIT COURT DODGE COUNTY

STATE OF WISCONSIN ex rel FILED
NATE A. LINDELL IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
Petitioner AUG - 22013
V5. : ;
JOHN DOE | Dodge Cetuty W Case No. 13 1P 32
Respondent E- g hinoil
DECISION

Petitioner requests a John Doe investigation against staff members of Waupun
Correctional Institution. He cites many grievances against employees of the Department
of Correction. The only grievance that alleges any physical injury to him is a cut to the
wrist from a handcuff. The petitioner does not demonstrate a reason to believe a crime
was committed as handcuffing is a normal part of being a prisoner, there was no
all&éatiﬂn that the cut was intentional, and would lack prosecutive merit as any crime
would be impossible to prove at trial beyond a reasonable doubt. These matters should be
handled via the internal complaint process or civil litigation. This is not a criminal matter.
The Court denies the petition for a John Doe without further proceedings. |
THIS IS A FINAL DECISTON FOR APPEAL PURPOSES.

Dated: August 2, 2013
BY THE COURT:

I M
Steven 5. Bauer
Circuit Court Judge
cc. Nate A Lindell |
Y
Page1of1
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STATE OF WX SCONLIN (TRCNTT CouRT DODGE m&mm‘g .

é‘}qf‘e .-_':f Wisconsin ex rel.
Nate A. Lindell

peﬁ%r:hﬁpr | 'Cdée N.ﬂ;. | 2= P-323
Nsg

o e

Pessendents _ —
Notice F Motrons Foc Peconsi decation o The R Nugust 3013
Ordec & _'_'fm:]ée' Bantr*g:_ E)Fifﬂi.;;.?mp this  Peditren
To: Cleck, Dodge (o. Cic. (. — o other parties pF’F'éFﬂ'}jj
, ain W. Center 4+ '

Juneau, T 52034 |

PLEASE TALE NOTICE, Yhet pméuan-l o Wi, 4als,
$805 1#(3) and any ofher appliceble siatutes, Jhe Fornamel
petitioner '("'iinﬁﬁ}ff Prafﬂs‘? pro se, hrw@ moves Hhis -
coonet ‘fb Fprnﬂé.ialpr iﬂhzﬁgﬂ Feven G, Bauery Qﬂuﬂu# 013
ocder dismissin fhrs Tohn-Dee action without hm,ﬁy rrﬁ*rrp_
4 o He didTid aforoey (DAY Ac nvestiqaticn and wifhout
mﬂér‘Aﬁ"mQﬂ. (4N r@;uﬁmpﬁfp ;:m:} m"hpr refevan Eh*r.clpwse ,-‘“r'f}‘

kg7 mppm:P of his mofisn, Lindell represents as follows:

juﬁg?_ E’lm‘»Ef"i &{‘l-‘.? pdg@ ﬂfAE\“ r"anffiul&;, in ri—‘fl?’u’ﬂﬂ‘f pﬂr'?{_‘
Thf? PHI'}EH}IP-:‘ :‘,‘p.:'}tv“ﬁ. ﬂml c}Pﬁmr}f’;‘fr'd‘llf & eason ,:Lﬂ b[’;f{-*'.,r{?
A crime Was. commifled 4 }mﬂ}m%nﬂ s a4 Novrmasl
pnr+ {:]C b?]n{ a pyisoner -f;/I)FFE’ Was o aﬂi_f‘-_,}a-lfﬂn
f’h.{lf* -H’].p cuT Uas -?ﬂﬁ-‘ﬂﬁahﬁh .:E:HA_ r.uuufc:! Lﬂ;k Pf;}{ffu-ﬂ
fiue - mevid A4 any (yinlQ Hinnigj e ?m?m:..:,]}ﬁ.lp ':}‘.-'_} Arove

of Hrial beyond @ reasonoble doubt.
Judge Pover Eﬂﬁf@h disreqarded Lindclls sther 4pecific aUrgH?ﬂﬁ;
5T “other inctdents “such a4
* on 7 j_.-:lﬂflﬁf:j Rol3, Co.15 m;jllf'l.-fiF_'j ;ﬂf‘_w.f’,j‘ J{J\fa‘rli?
ﬂtﬂ'*’f{%iﬁ @ prisonee’s File Hhat the prisoner Tnsalted 4

g == e 1
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a supervisor o get a prisoner in trouble, which would
wiolate Wis, &tats, §946. 12 Miscanduet in Pub!r: office. <ub. (’ﬁ)}
beeause such fulse crtries inte prisoners' files eveee ds
(0K Moungey's ﬂu‘ﬂ’!ﬂr}taj. ( Peldidion of s .Z ¢ pp- VTS‘)
| ":aclm}ﬁp% a Mminde aFfﬂgﬁmﬁ. but I‘Eitf*f{ﬂﬂ"l‘ Decause
Lindell helped hat PrT;nﬂFr/uirhm )ri!'e é,uii—_".-:tﬂﬂ?n;,f c.o. 1
Moungey ( Pedidian 1D, - ‘

—As Jdezrvibed in ",ﬁ'ﬁ;#&“}"ﬂ—ﬂ' Ongoing Abuse—of—Priconers—ir——
W.EE % -‘5531 (ﬂﬂ"t,ﬂiﬂf-:' pay}eé on Lindells Hﬂﬁ'— h#P.‘J"bei'weEn :
thebars. arg/blng,a,f;ua/-— on 5 July Q013 whick Lindel]
ﬂbm‘augl;xb wanted and wants _'H'IE Court To toke jﬂdl?fi‘ﬂf
Notice Q]Ci under \Wis. Stals. éqf:};?-ﬂ';[ﬂumfrﬂus acts -:ﬂ(‘é@'*‘p”?
Fh%-f—»ifnl and zexuval abuge of W.C. 1. orizonecs in W%
segregution complex have eceucred  bedweren 1 Tanvacy of J013
throwgh TJune 20th of 013" (vhich W.¢ 1% warden, gecurd
director, d!‘-puﬁa !Uril'r'ﬁl{i'h' 5€(- supeeN oo and 595 L. " all ;lﬂﬂa

obout ... yet retused Jo... fakle] any  eagres o preuf;mJJ“ cuch

abuse From confinuin Wy M Hhe very least his ?Fﬂ?i‘m”
Evﬂrj-e‘gcz’j '

;)

ﬂ”%ﬁ'; avisladion oF \Wis. Liats. $ 940.39 Abute of veri
of wﬁ Fewities ( Pedidion T3, a-‘“ﬁt’-m&*h Lindell 1
ﬂ‘f'hﬁ‘f‘ ceiminal laws also \rfaf.ﬁ#cﬁ (pﬁHmﬁ I}g}:‘*’i?)} anc i
would alea wislate Wie, {hnts. $2Up. 34 Duly h ard vickim
or l‘Epﬂf‘!’ (ceime. This sevious ,g!',"gjﬁ;g.—n, 1A 4 ﬂi,’;rrﬁ#rfiﬁ;ﬂ
bq jquE Qmue‘r* |

{1“5/, inter alia, %

*®on A4 Tuy iz (O mm@nj ,ﬁjﬂpprf}__. hﬂ!ﬁjfuﬂg 51%s

Lindells wrieds, Euﬂi? LindeWs Jof# Twrish ... dhe skin Forn, and

o drop of Hood oozed ouk Lindell asked * What the Juck sve
Tjoo 7 “ u =6 A gt +]
eplicd " Thati what o 59%‘,' as Wwitnessed by a neighbor
Df L*T“ﬂ\f’ﬁlé- A*"r} ‘H‘]h hdpp?'ﬂr& 2 bout AN hﬂ{ir ﬂff#’r 4 Prifoncy
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STATE OF WISCONSIN CIRCUIT COURT DODGE COUNTY

STATE OF WISCONSIN ex rel
NATE A. LINDELL

Petitioner

VS.
JOHN-DOE - Case No.- 13- 1P-32

Respondent

DECISION

Petitioner moves the Court for a substitution of judge stating “there is no room for
discretion to deny this motion, it should be granted.” The Court disagrees. The Court has
already issued the decision in the case, so the request is untimely. The petitioner’s motion
for substitution of judge is denied.

Further, the Petitioner raises the same issues as raised in the imitial John Doe
complaint but argues against the Court’s decision. The Petitioner’s motion for
reconsideration is denied as nothing has been raised warranting rﬂﬁﬂnﬂidﬂrﬁﬁﬂn.. See
Koepsell's Olde Popcorn Wagons, Inc. v. Koepsell's Festival Popcorn Wagons, Lid.,
2004 WI App 129, P46 (Wis. Ct. App. 2004).

THIS IS A FINAL DECISION FOR APPEAL PURPOSES.

Dated: August 27, 2013

BY THE COURT:

S0 A ) P,
Steven G. Bauer
Circuit Court Judge

cc. Nate Lindell
Kurt Klomberg, DA

Page 1 of 1
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STATE OF WISCONSIN CIRCUIT COURT DODGE COUNTY

STATE OF WISCONSIN ex rel
NATE A. LINDELL

Petitioner
Vs.
JOHN DOE- -Case No-13-1P-32
Respondent

DECTISION

Petitioner again requests substitution of judge. The Court has reviewed the record
in this matter, and it is clear that the petitioner did na{@ any notice of the court official
assigned to this matter. It is unclear whether petitioner has the right to substitution under
the c:ir-::umstam:e of this case, but in the interest of justice and judicial economy, the
Court believes that allowing substitution is the most prudent decision. The Court grants
the petitioner’s request for substitution.

Dated: September 17, 2013
BY THE COURT:

Ay

Stéven G. Bauer
Circuit Court Judge

cc. Nate Lindell
Kurt Klomberg, DA
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STATE OF WISCONSIN CIRCUIT COURT DODGE COUNTY
BRANCH III

STATE OF WISCONSIN ex rel.
NATE A. LINDELL,

Petitioner,
VS, CASENO. 13 1P 32

JOHN DOE(s),
Respondents.

MEMORANDUM DECISION AND ORDER

Petitioner, an inmate at Waupun Correctional Institution, has filed a John Doe petition,
pursuant to sec. 968.26, Stats., requesting a criminal investigation against WCI staff. His
petition was initially denied by written order issued by Hon. Steven G. Bauer August 2,
2013. Petitioner then filed a motion for reconsideration and a request for substitution of
judge, which was granted. Upon its review of the motion, the Court will deny the motion

for reconsideration.

For a John Doe petition to proceed, the petitioner needs to demonstrate “reason to believe
that a crime has been committed within the judge's jurisdiction,” sec. 968.26(2)(am), Stats.
In this case, as Judge Bauer's original decision noted, the only allegation that could be of
concern in a John Doe proceeding is the allegation that Petitioner was cut by handcuffs at
the institution. This Court agrees with Judge Bauer, however, that this allegation is not
serious enough to warrant a criminal investigation, and should instead be pursued through

civil procedures.

THEREFORE, the motion for reconsideration is hereby DENIED.

Dated t@,ﬁ( th day of October, 2013.
BY THE COURT:

—G/

— N N~

~ Hon. Joseph G. Sciascia
ircuit Court Judge, Branch III

Distribution: Petitioner FILED Dodge County, Wisconsin
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
\ 0CT 282013
Pgpendes 3 = pang
Dodge County Wl
Lynn M. Hron

Clerk of Coutts /] ppen dx p. (2



LTATE OF WISCONSIN, COURT OF APPEALS, DIsTRTCT

Nnﬁe P; L%‘ﬁﬁ@“,
Petitioner
N. ﬂppeu\ No.
Da&&@, (ﬁm‘ﬁ"ra Ciccort Coort
Hon. ‘Faéei;"ﬁ Cr. LeTastia, - |
DﬂE&paﬁ&Eﬂ'}

Pevitisn e bupec\isdry \Writ e the Dodge (nuni:.j Cireuit
(oort the Honorable Joseph & bcrascia, Branch TIE, PFFﬁ;‘E:lF‘ﬂﬂ
in Civeuit Ceurt lase No. [3-TP- 32

PETTTToN POl SUPERNTzoQY WARIT
WITH MEMORANDUM TN 20PPDRT

Nate A Lindell, peo 2
D.0.C #3203 7aY
W. (T
P0. Box 357
Waugun, WL
$3463-034
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