Case 2025AP002318

To:

Hon. Michael P. Maxwell
Circuit Court Judge
Electronic Notice

Monica Paz

Clerk of Circuit Court
Waukesha County Courthouse
Electronic Notice

Michael D. Dean
Electronic Notice

Clayton Patrick Kawski
Electronic Notice

2025-11-07 Court Order

Filed 11-07-2025

OFFICE OF THE CLERK
WISCONSIN COURT OF APPEALS

110 EAST MAIN STREET, SUITE 215
P.O. Box 1688

MADISON, WISCONSIN 53701-1688

Telephone (608) 266-1880
TTY: (800) 947-3529
Facsimile (608) 267-0640
Web Site: www.wicourts.gov

DISTRICT IV

November 7, 2025

Lynn Kristine Lodahl
Electronic Notice

Kevin M. Scott
Electronic Notice

Eduardo E. Castro

Pines Bach t.LP

122 W. Washington Ave., #900
Madison, W1 53703

Diane M. Welsh

Pines Bach LLP

122 W. Washington Ave., #900
Madison, W1 53703

You are hereby notified that the Court has 2ntered the following opinion and order:

Page 1 of 2
FILED
11-07-2025
CLERK OF WISCONSIN
COURT OF APPEALS

2025AP2318-LV

Ardis Cerny v. Wisconsin Elections Commission
{L.C. #2024CV1353)

Before Blanchard, Kloppenburg, and Nashold, JJ.

On October 17, 2025, the defendants in the circuit court case (“the State Defendants™)

filed both a notice of appeal and a petition for leave to appeal, each seeking review of a nonfinal
order of the circuit court dated October 3, 2025. The circuit court vacated that October 3 order
on November 5, 2025. On that basis, the plaintiffs-respondents filed in this court a motion to
dismiss the State Defendants’ petition for leave to appeal on November 6, 2025. On the same
day, the State Defendants submitted a letter indicating that they do not oppose that motion. Also
on November 6, the State Defendants filed a motion regarding the response time for a pending

motion for intervention in which they described the dismissal motion as one to “dismiss the
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above-captioned appeal,” which we interpret as confirmation of the parties’ agreement that
dismissal of both the petition for permissive appeal and any appeal as of right that was initiated

by the notice of appeal is appropriate.

Therefore,

IT IS ORDERED that both the petition for leave to appeal and any appeal as of right that

was initiated based on the State Defendants’ notice of appeal are dismissed.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that this court will take no further action on any pending
motions in this case, including the pending motion to intervang, motions for pro hac vice

admission, and motion for extension of the time to file a respense to the motion to intervene.

Samuel A. Christensen
Clerk of Court of Appeals





