
 

 

 
MARATHON COUNTY PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE MEETING 

AGENDA 
 

Date & Time of Meeting:  Wednesday, September 30, 2020, at 2:00 pm 
Meeting Location:  Courthouse Assembly Room B-105 – 500 Forest St., Wausau   
 

Committee Members: Matt Bootz, Chair; Brent Jacobson; Vice-Chair, Kelley Gabor; Bruce Lamont; Jean Maszk; Allen Opall; 
Arnold Schlei    

 

Marathon County Mission Statement: Marathon County Government serves people by leading, coordinating, and providing 
county, regional, and statewide initiatives.  It directly or in cooperation with other public and private partners provides services 
and creates opportunities that make Marathon County and the surrounding area a preferred place to live, work, visit, and do 
business.  (Last updated: 12-20-05) 
Committee Mission Statement:  Provide leadership for the implementation of the Strategic Plan, monitoring outcomes, 
reviewing and recommending to the County Board policies related to public safety initiatives of Marathon County. 
 

The meeting site identified above will be open to the public. However, due to the COVID‐19 pandemic and associated public 
health directives, Marathon County encourages Public Safety Committee members and the public to attend this meeting 
remotely.  Instead of attendance in person, Committee members and the public may attend this meeting by telephone 
conference. If Committee members or members of the public cannot attend remotely, Marathon County requests that 
appropriate safety measures, including adequate social distancing, be utilized by all in‐person attendees. 
Persons wishing to attend the meeting by phone may call into the telephone conference beginning five (5) minutes prior to 

the start time indicated above using the following number: 1‐408‐418‐9388. Access Code:  262 543 736 
When you enter the telephone conference, PLEASE PUT YOUR PHONE ON MUTE! 
 

1. Call Meeting to Order  
 

2. Public Comment (15 Minutes)  
  
3. Approval of the Minutes of the September 2, 2020 Public Safety Committee Meeting  

 
4. Policy Issues Discussion and Committee Determination to the County Board for Consideration:  

A. Should Marathon County Increase the Daily Rate Charged to Youth Placed at the Shelter Home from 
$130 per day to $160 per day? (Paul Mergendahl)   

 
5. Operational Functions Required by Statute, Ordinance or Resolution: 

A. Update on Emergency Management Department  
1) Discussions with City of Wausau Relative to Hazardous Material Response and upgrading of 

Administrative position to Emergency Management Technician 
 

6. Educational Presentations/Outcome Monitoring Reports  
A. District Attorney’s (DA’s) Office update (Theresa Wetzsteon) 

1) Marsy’s Law – Impact it has on District Attorney’s Office and Court Operations 
2) Ongoing DA’s Office Programmatic Review, including SSTOP (Safe Streets Treatment Options 

Program)  
 

7. Next Meeting Time, Location, Announcements and Agenda Items:   
A. Committee members are asked to bring ideas for future discussion 
B. Next meeting:  Wednesday, November 4, 2020 at 2:00 pm 

 
8. Adjournment 

 

“Any person planning to attend this meeting who needs some type of special accommodation in order to participate should call the 
County Clerk’s Office at 715-261-1500 one business day before the meeting. 
 

SIGNED  /s/     Matt Bootz     
          Presiding Officer or Designee       
 

FAXED TO: Wausau Daily Herald, City Pages, and  NOTICE POSTED AT COURTHOUSE 
FAXED TO: Other Media Groups     
FAXED BY:  M. Palmer    BY:   M. Palmer   
FAXED DATE:       DATE:        
FAXED TIME:       TIME:          



 

 

 

 

 
MARATHON COUNTY PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE  

MINUTES 
 

           Wednesday, September 2, 2020, at 2:00 p.m. 
Courthouse Assembly Room – B-105, 500 Forest St, Wausau      

  

 Attendance:                
              Members       Present     Absent  

  Matt Bootz, Chair X  
  Brent Jacobson, Vice-Chair W  
Kelley Gabor W  
Bruce Lamont W  

  Jean Maszk X  
  Allen Opall W  
  Arnie Schlei X  

 

Others Present: Lance Leonhard, Craig McEwen, Mary Palmer, members of the public 
Via Web or Phone:  Bill Millhausen, Chad Billeb, Pete Weinschenk, Dennis Gonnering 
 

1. Call Meeting to Order 
The meeting was called to order by Chair Matt Bootz at 2:00 p.m. 

 
2. Public Comment (15 minute limit) – None  

 
3. Approval of the Minutes of the Public Safety Meeting on August 5, 2020 

MOTION BY SCHLEI; SECOND BY MASZK TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF THE AUGUST 5, 
2020 COMMITTEE MEETING.  MOTION CARRIED. 

 

4. Policy Issues Discussion and Committee Determination to the County Board for its 
Consideration  

A. New Position Requests: 
1. Emergency Management Department – Emergency Management Technician 

Discussion:   
Administrator Leonhard explained the process for new positions and why they come to the standing 
committees. 
 
The Emergency Management Department has two positions, the director and an administrative 
coordinator. The finance portion of the Admin Coordinator position is being pulled to be handled by the 
Finance Department.  This new position will work with municipalities to update their Emergency 
Management Plans. Changing this to a technical position creates a gap in increased cost (approx. $5 
to $6 thousand) that needs to be funded by the municipalities. Discussions are taking place on Hazmat 
being taken over by the City of Wausau which will free up some of Phil’s time.    

Action:   
MOTION BY MASZK; SECOND BY SCHLEI TO GIVE CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF THE 
POSITION TO BE INCLUDED IN THE BUDGET WITH NO NET LEVY INCREASE.  MOTION 
CARRIED.    

Follow through:   
Send to HR/Finance/Property Committee.   

 
2. Sheriff’s Department - Contracted Deputy with Town of Rib Mountain 

Discussion:   
Chief Deputy Billeb explained that Rib Mountain will pay for a full time Deputy and all equipment except 



 

 

for about $4,000 in tax levy for additional equipment that we will retain and is already in the Sheriff’s 
budget.  Certain equipment would need to be taken back by the County, if this agreement ended.  
There could be equipment costs down the road.  $139,000 included wages and fringe, first year costs 
of a patrol vehicle and other equipment. This is a great opportunity for Rib Mountain and the County.   
This also follows our Strategic Plan for safety and intergovernmental cooperation. 

Action:   
MOTION BY SCHLEI; SECOND BY LAMONT TO ENTER INTO THE PARTNERSHIP WITH RIB 
MOUNTAIN FOR A CONTRACTED DEPUTY.  MOTION CARRIED.      

Follow through:   
Send to HR/Finance/Property Committee.   

 
5. Operational Functions Required by Statute, Ordinance or Resolution - None 

 
6. Educational Presentations/Outcome Monitoring Reports  

A. Update on the Jail and our COVID Preparedness and Reimbursement Response 
Discussion:   

The Sheriff’s Department has curbed who comes into the jail and how long they stay.  We have 38 
inmates housed out of county in Langlade, Lincoln, and Taylor counties resulting in a savings of about 
$500,000.  We have had only three COVID cases.  One active case and two asymptomatic.  There is 
an area in the jail for those with active COVID cases.  They have three different tools to use along with 
regular cleanings.  They are also tracking their time for reimbursement.     

Follow through:   
No follow through requested.   

 
B. Update on the Strategic Plan 

Discussion:   
Vice-Chair McEwen recapped what the Public Safety Committee is responsible for in the Strategic 
Plan. We have the lead on objective 7.1 (Provide cost-effective and high-quality public safety services) 
and support for objective 3.3 (Ensure that every child makes it to adulthood with health, stability, and 
growth opportunities.)  Some of the priorities to be acted on by this committee include 911 access, 
support large events in the county, intergovernmental agreement with Rib Mountain; by December 31, 
2022 response time for law enforcement, etc. will decrease but it is a challenge, dispatch center 
upgrade, body cameras were discussed at the August meeting, etc.  Keep up the good work on 
working on the Strategic Plan. 

Follow through:   
No follow through requested.   

 
C. Update on UniverCity Application – specific criminal justice related topics 

Discussion:   
This application is a collaborative effort between a municipality (county) and the UW Madison system to 
try to solve problems within the municipality.  They look to see if they have or are willing to build 
curriculum to help solve the problems outlined in the application such as: 

 What can we do to keep children out of the adult criminal justice system?   
 Help on developing options for alternative housing 
 Racial disparity in the criminal justice system and how to use diversion programs 
 Data analytics 
 Emergency Medical Services - how do we study, what do we look at and how do we improve in 

the rural areas? 
These are the areas that directly relate to the public safety system. 

Follow through:   
No follow through requested.   

 
 
 



 

 

D. Discussion regarding County Board Educational Presentation on Implicit/Explicit Bias and 
Institutional/Structural Discrimination and their Impact on Marathon County’s Ability to Achieve Its 
Goals (presentation available here - https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=k6lxZISeZJI   

1. What opportunities do you see to improve our policies and practices to enhance diversity and 
inclusion and help us meet Objective 3.8 of the Comprehensive Plan? 

 
Discussion:   

After the special county board educational presentation on implicit/explicit bias and institutional/ 
structural discrimination, each standing committee was asked to have a discussion on the topic.  Then 
each standing committee chair will take their committee’s responses to the Executive Committee. 
 
Administrator Leonhard answered questions from committee members, explaining that: 

 The presentation was the third presentation to the County Board as directed in the 2019 Pride 
Resolution adopted by the County Board  

 The program cost was $500; however, the City of Wausau has agreed to split the cost of the 
presentation 

 
Committee members offered their perspectives relative to the presentation and proceeded to discuss 
the efforts that the county has made.  Consensus emerged amongst members that Marathon County is 
doing better than many others.  Committee members felt that all Department Heads should view the 
presentation and see if there are areas of improvement in their departments and provide positive 
examples that are going on. 

Follow through:   
Administrator Leonhard and Chair Bootz will meet to finalize the public safety discussion topics for the 
September Executive Committee meeting. 

 
7. Next Meeting Time, Location, Announcements and Agenda Items   

A. Next meeting:  September 30, 2020 at 2:00 p.m. 
 

B. Announcements:   None 
 

8. Adjournment 
MOTION BY MASZK; SECOND BY SCHLEI TO ADJOURN THE MEETING. MOTION CARRIED.  
(3:22 pm) 
 
Respectfully submitted by, 
Mary Palmer 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=k6lxZISeZJI
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RACIAL EQUITY: It’s Time to Step Up. We Need Your Help. Click Here.  

Marsy's Law: Changes for Crime Victims?
Ratification of the Marsy's Law amendment of the Wisconsin Constitution might have made fewer changes and left more
unresolved issues than the amendment's proponents promised and its opponents feared.

REBECCA M. DONALDSON, AMANDA R.R. MAYER, MEGAN E. ROBSON, ANDREA K. RUFO, RACHEL E. SATTLER & PATRICK NICHOLAS
BARKER SHIRLEY

What are crime victims’ rights? What does it mean to impose them with “equal force” to the rights of the
accused? And why didn’t victims have these rights already?
Wisconsin residents weighed such questions this year before a majority of voters ratified Marsy’s Law, an
amendment to the state’s constitutional provision for crime victims.1 Opponents warned that the
amendment would devastate defendants’ rights and further overburden the criminal justice system.
Proponents insisted it would secure victims a voice by equalizing victims’ and defendants’ rights.2 Both
sides of the debate seemed to miss that Wisconsin victims have had such rights for years – at least, on
the books.
To work with Marsy’s Law, lawyers must understand the historical and practical legal context of crime
victims’ rights.3 This article considers the amendment in light of Wisconsin victims’ long-standing
constitutional and statutory rights in an effort to provide lawyers with a framework through which to discern
what Marsy’s Law means and does not mean for crime victims in this state.

Leading Up to Marsy’s Law

The Wisconsin Constitution and Wisconsin statutes have offered victims robust rights for decades. Forty
years ago, Wisconsin enacted Wis. Stat. chapter 950, and Wisconsin voters approved adding victims’
rights provisions to the state constitution in 1993 with article I, section 9m. Lawmakers executed the
constitutional provisions and provided remedies for violations by amending chapter 950 over the years,
expanding and expounding on victims’ rights along the way.4

Since their inception, these rights intended to serve the same purpose as Marsy’s Law: empower victims
to participate in the criminal justice process to protect them from the systemic wrongdoings and disregard
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Becca Donaldson,
Harvard 2016, is a staff
attorney on the Crime
Victims’ Rights Project
with Legal Action of
Wisconsin Inc.,
Milwaukee. She
previously served as a
law clerk to the Hon.
Virginia M. Kendall in
the Northern District of
Illinois, a Harvard
Presidential Public
Service Fellow at the
ACLU, and a Fulbright
Fellow in political
science.

Amanda R. Rabe Mayer,
Marquette 2012, is the
Civil Unit Lead Attorney
and a part of the Crime
Victims’ Rights Project
with Wisconsin Judicare
Inc., Wausau. She works
with victims and
survivors of domestic
abuse and sexual
assault, in cases
including family law,
victims’ rights, and
public benefits. She also
runs a clinic for self-
represented divorce
litigants and supervises
outreach at a domestic
abuse shelter. She is the
immediate past chair of
the State Bar of
Wisconsin Public
Interest Law Section.

Megan E. Robson,
Michigan State 2019, is a
staff attorney on the
Victims’ Rights Project
at Wisconsin Judicare
Inc., Wausau. She
advocates for victims
and survivors of
domestic abuse and
sexual assault in family
law and victims’ rights
cases and conducts
outreach at a domestic
abuse shelter.

Andrea K. Rufo,
Emory 2005, is project
director and supervisor
for Legal Action of
Wisconsin Inc.’s Crime
Victims’ Rights Project in
Racine. She works with
victims and survivors of
domestic and sexual

of state actors, specifically “law enforcement agencies,
prosecutors and judges.”5

Yet these same state actors also serve as victims’ primary
source of information during a case, including about victims’
rights.6 This often leaves victims to navigate their rights
alone when disputes arise, because these messengers also
function as system gatekeepers. Such a conflict can inhibit
accountability and rights enforcement. Victims rarely have
access to independent counsel, or even know that they can
seek it out, to assist in explaining and asserting their rights.
Only a handful of cases have explored the meaning of
victims’ rights in Wisconsin.7

Lacking statewide standards, and the motivation or capacity
to probe the status quo, the resulting underenforcement and
underdevelopment of victims’ rights law perpetuated
ambiguity and inattention toward victims on matters as
complicated as the remedies available for violations and as
simple as where victims should sit in the courtroom.
The Marsy’s Law amendment arose from a recent national
campaign to amend each state constitution with a Marsy’s
Law-branded victims’ rights provision, regardless of a state’s
existing protections.8 In Wisconsin, the amendment sought
to accomplish this primarily by constitutionalizing many of
victims’ existing statutory rights, even though these statutory
rights executed victims’ existing constitutional rights and
thus already inherently enjoyed the weight of constitutional
support.
Marsy’s Law alters multiple aspects of Wis. Const. article I,
section 9m.9 A close look reveals that victims could have
argued these rights under the previous section 9m along
with Wis. Stat. chapter 950 among other statutes.10 Instead,
these rights went largely unenforced.11

Marsy’s Law comprises two types of rights: broad enabling
provisions and a long list of enumerated, substantive rights.
The below sections survey these rights, compare them to
victims’ earlier rights, and question the impact Marsy’s Law
will have on Wisconsin crime victims.

The Amendment’s Enabling Provisions

Enabling provisions establish the means by which victims
can enforce substantive rights – the who, when, and how.
This section reviews the Marsy’s Law enabling provisions
and shows the extent to which victims already had these
rights before the amendment was ratified.
Definition of Victim. Marsy’s Law preserves the prior
statutory definition of “victim.” The amendment specifies that
rights vest “at the time of victimization.”12 Before, the law
remained silent on when vesting occurred. The omission left
open whether someone could raise violations that happened
before they reported – such as a bad experience while
trying to report. Clarifying when rights vest could ensure
greater protection for victims at the start of a case,
particularly those who fear for their safety while reporting
and those who doubt whether authorities will take their
complaint seriously enough to investigate and charge the
case, disproportionately affecting individuals of color, who
are differently abled, or those who have arrest or conviction
records. Chapter 950 still ultimately requires someone to
report to qualify as a victim.13

Accordingly, Wisconsin’s version of Marsy’s Law does not
substantially change who can claim victim status.14 The
system must still distinguish a victim from the “accused,” as

15
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abuse to preserve their
rights as victims and
protect their privacy
interests.

Rachel E. Sattler,
U.W. 2008, is with the
Crime Victims’ Rights
Project at Legal Action
of Wisconsin Inc.,
Madison, focusing in
privacy and crime
victims’ rights law. She
previously worked as a
sensitive-crimes
prosecutor. She is also
the cofounder of Dane
County Multi Agency
Center Inc., a local
nonprofit organization
dedicated to
streamlining survivor
access to support.

Patrick Shirley, U.W.
2018, is a staff attorney
on the Crime Victims’
Rights Project with
Legal Action of
Wisconsin Inc., Madison.
After a stint as a State
Public Defender, he
joined Legal Action in
2019. He now works
with victims of crime to
help them enforce their
privacy and other rights.

before,15 which will continue to prove complicated in
investigations such as officer-involved shootings.
Amendment opponents fear that, because of Marsy’s Law,
law enforcement officers, governmental entities, and
corporations now will be able to claim victim status. That
might be so, but not because of Marsy’s Law. Wisconsin did
not previously require a victim to be a private citizen or
natural person, nor did existing laws preclude such actors
from claiming victim status.16 Wisconsin’s earlier laws, not
Marsy’s Law, created this possibility in Wisconsin.17

Asserting and Appealing Victims’ Rights. Section 9m
now states that victims “may assert and seek in any circuit
court or before any other authority of competent jurisdiction,
enforcement of the rights in this section and any other right,
privilege, or protection afforded to the victim by law.” But
victim standing is not new. Victims could already participate
in proceedings implicating their rights under general
standing doctrine and Wis. Stat. section 950.105, which
gives victims “a right to assert, in a court in the county in
which the alleged violation occurred, his or her rights as a
crime victim….”18

For many years, victims asserted their interests in certain
criminal proceedings, such as sentencing hearings, without
resistance. More recently, with the help of private counsel,
victims have exercised and even successfully defended
against challenges to their standing in other types of
criminal court proceedings. Victims have appeared in a
limited scope to file legal briefs and argue orally through
counsel in support of issues implicating their rights. Victims
have even asserted their interests in opposition to
prosecutors’ positions – sometimes aligning with the
defense.19

Much the same can be said for victims’ ability to file appeals
and petitions for writ: they could do this before approval of
Marsy’s Law. The amendment articulates that victims “may
obtain review of all adverse decisions concerning their

rights” by “filing petitions for supervisory writ….” The Wisconsin Supreme Court already left open this
possibility in Gabler v. Crime Victims Rights Board. Moreover, nothing in chapter 950 nor laws governing
writs had previously foreclosed victims from filing appeals or petitions for supervisory writs.20 Some victims
have appealed decisions regarding their rights.21 Amendment critics argue that victims appealing pretrial
decisions will result in problematic if not unconstitutional delays or overburdening of the system. At any
rate, these tools have been available to victims before Wisconsin voters approved Marsy’s Law.22

Self-execution. Marsy’s Law deems the amendment “self-executing.” In 2005, the Wisconsin Supreme
Court held in Schilling v. State Crime Victims Rights Board that section 9m’s directive to “treat crime
victims … with fairness, dignity and respect for their privacy” constituted a statement of purpose, not an
enforceable, self-executing right.23 Lawmakers responded by amending chapter 950 in 2011 to enumerate
these rights. The Schilling court found that the other privileges and protections listed in section 9m
“intended to provide an outline of the specific rights that the State shall afford crime victims.”24 Each
privilege and protection traced to one or more specific rights in chapter 950 and was thus executed. Given
that lawmakers already executed victims’ constitutional rights and that Marsy’s Law primarily – if not
exclusively – constitutionalizes victims’ existing rights, Marsy’s Law does not execute victims’ rights to a
greater extent than before.25

In a Manner No Less Vigorous. Marsy’s Law affirms that a victim’s state constitutional rights must “be
protected by law in a manner no less vigorous than the protections afforded to the accused.” Chapter 950
has alluded to this standard since 1979, instructing state actors to extend rights to victims “in a manner no
less vigorous than the protections afforded criminal defendants.” Before Marsy’s Law, section 9m
articulated that “[n]othing” in Section 9m or corresponding statutes “shall limit any right of the
accused….”26 Because chapter 950 executed and enumerated section 9m, victims could have leveraged
the statute’s stated intent to argue the equal nature of their rights before Marsy’s Law. The new language
in Marsy’s Law does not necessarily create newly equal rights for victims, though it does elevate this
language from the statute to the constitution.
Constitutionalizing this language prompts perhaps the biggest unknown in the wake of Marsy’s Law.
Courts will need to balance victims’ and defendants’ constitutional rights when conflicts arise, harmonize
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their respective constitutional rights with statutory rights, and possibly limit or abrogate preexisting rights
that cannot be otherwise reconciled.
However, this alteration’s effects might not emanate as far as feared by opponents or as cheered by
proponents. An adversarial legal system, coupled with the traditional construct of a two-party criminal
system, sets up a false dilemma between defendants’ rights and victims’ rights. Defendants’ and victims’
interests sometimes align and often do not contradict, considering that section 9m and chapter 950
predominantly safeguard victims from state actors who might otherwise ignore their interests.
Marsy’s Law reflects section 9m’s earlier recognition that victims’ state constitutional rights are “not
intended and may not be interpreted to supersede a defendant’s federal constitutional rights.” The U.S.
Constitution’s Supremacy Clause makes this obvious.27 Defendants’ state constitutional and statutory
rights sometimes track with their federal rights, so this change might not lead to much difference for
victims’ rights in practice.
Even so, now that Marsy’s Law constitutionalizes this “no less vigorously” language in section 9m,
questions emerge about how to settle conflicts. What will happen when victims argue that their state
constitutional right should supersede a defendant’s state constitutional or statutory right not otherwise
captured as a federal right? Or when victims argue that their broader federal constitutional right, like the
U.S. Constitution’s underlying right to privacy, should take priority over a defendant’s state, or even
federal, constitutional right? Such legal and practical realities both amplify and temper the potential
magnitude of this change.

The Amendment’s Substantive Provisions

Marsy’s Law enumerates 16 rights. This list elevates many prior statutory rights to constitutional
protections, with tweaks to the exact wording. Overall, as with the enabling rights discussed above, these
rights are effectively not new. Victims could argue these rights under preexisting law.
Access to Information. Marsy’s Law maintains victims’ constitutional rights to confer with a prosecutor
and to obtain information about the case’s outcome, adding to section 9m that victims have a right to
information about the investigation and to receive this information in a “reasonable and timely” manner.
Victims already had the right to consult with intake workers, corporation counsel, and the government’s
attorneys, as well as rights to a speedy disposition, dignity, and fairness. Such preexisting rights thus
offered much the same as those provided in Marsy’s Law because courts could have interpreted these
rights to encompass reasonable and timely case updates, including about the investigation of a victim’s
case.
Relatedly, the amendment includes a provision that victims receive “timely notice about all rights under this
section,” along with information about how to enforce those rights. Chapter 950 had already placed such
obligations on law enforcement and district attorney offices by requiring them to share victims’ rights
information within 24 hours after initial contact with a victim.28

Proceedings and Timely Disposition Free from Unreasonable Delay. Marsy’s Law amends section 9m
to shield victims from “unreasonable delay” in cases and proceedings. Victims already enjoyed a
constitutional right to “timely” disposition of a case as well as to “speedy” disposition by statute.29 For a
case to resolve quickly, those involved already needed to minimize unreasonable delays at proceedings
and throughout a case.
Rights to Notice and to Being Heard. Victims have had numerous rights to notice and being heard.30

Marsy’s Law states that victims have the right to receive, on request, “reasonable and timely notification of
proceedings,” along with the right to “attend all proceedings involving the case.”31 Section 9m already
conferred “the opportunity to attend court proceedings” and “notification of court proceedings,” without any
apparent limitation on which proceedings, while chapter 950 has given victims the right to “attend court
proceedings” and “have reasonable attempts made to notify the victim of hearings or court proceedings.”32

Also, section 9m already contained a provision to inform victims “about the outcome of the case and the
release of the accused,” alongside an almost overwhelming number of notification requirements under
chapter 950, showing the legislature’s intent to convey extensive notice to victims before charges, during a
case, and after a conviction. Given this, a victim could have reasonably argued even before Marsy’s Law
that they were entitled to the full extent of updates available under Marsy’s Law, at a minimum under
victims’ existing rights to fairness and dignity.33

Under Marsy’s Law, victims also have the constitutional right “to be heard in any proceeding during which
a right of the victim is implicated, including release, plea, sentencing, disposition, parole, revocation,
expungement, or pardon.”34 While this right includes even more examples than previously listed, victims
already enjoyed express statutory rights to be heard regarding requests for continuance, sentencing,
parole, probation modification, and at “disposition,” a category separate from and broader than
sentencing.35 More generally, victims have had the right to provide the court “with information pertaining to
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the economic, physical and psychological effect of the crime … and have the information considered by
the court.”36

Dignity, Respect, Courtesy, Sensitivity, Fairness, and Privacy. Marsy’s Law lists the right “[t]o be
treated with dignity, respect, courtesy, sensitivity, and fairness” and a separate right to privacy. This
language parallels preexisting section 9m and chapter 950, which granted victims the right “to be treated
with fairness, dignity, and respect for his or her privacy by public officials, employees, or agencies …” and
expressed intent to ensure that victims “are treated with dignity, respect, courtesy and sensitivity….”37

These preexisting rights remained essentially untested, obscuring their potential and limitations. They are
not, however, newly provided under Marsy’s Law.38 Amendment critics suggest these rights might be
problematically vague, though no such challenges rose up through Wisconsin courts in the decades when
the previous provisions existed with nearly identical wording.
Meanwhile, Marsy’s Law breaks respect for privacy into two rights, respect and privacy, ostensibly
providing broader protections for both. Yet victims’ existing right to “dignity” might have already included
both as standalone rights, in addition to victims’ right to privacy under other relevant statutes39 and the
U.S. Constitution.40

Reasonable Protection from the Accused and Refusing Pretrial Discovery Requests. Marsy’s Law
presents victims an explicit constitutional right to refuse interviews, depositions, or other discovery
requests from the accused or their agents, in addition to the right to “reasonable protection” from the
accused.41 By comparison, the previous section 9m only expressed a general right to reasonable
protection from the accused.
Chapter 950, however, already empowered victims to decline defendants’ demands for pretrial interviews
and depositions.42 Further, victims’ preexisting constitutional and statutory rights required courts to
balance defendants’ and prosecutors’ discovery requests with a victim’s right to privacy, typically regarding
privileged records, often rendering victims able to refuse pretrial discovery requests in practice.43 In other
words, while some of the constitutional language is new, these rights are not.
Compensation and Restitution. Victims enjoy essentially the same rights post-Marsy’s Law when it
comes to compensation and restitution as they did pre-Marsy’s Law, down to nearly identical constitutional
wording. Marsy’s Law adds the right “to be provided with assistance collecting restitution” but does not
specify what this means. If it merely provides that victims can lean on district attorney offices or victim
service professionals for help submitting claims, victims might already have had the “assistance” this right
entails.44

Conclusion

Marsy’s Law proponents and opponents appear to agree on one thing: now ratified, Marsy’s Law will alter
Wisconsin’s criminal justice system. The question is how and to what extent.
As this article lays out, the previous version of the victims’ rights provision in Wisconsin’s constitution,
paired with chapter 950, already offered crime victims extensive rights. Indeed, the comparison above
shows that the rights afforded by the amendment existed plainly or arguably before its ratification.
Marsy’s Law also does not change victims’ lack of access to resources and information that have inhibited
the enforcement and development of their rights. Further, defendants still enjoy considerable, well-
established constitutional rights that courts will continue to emphasize as a legal, ethical, and practical
reality. So long as this is the situation, Marsy’s Law will not necessarily lead to greater enforcement, or
“equal force,” of victims’ rights laws any more than before the amendment.
This is not to say Marsy’s Law, now ratified, does not change the legal landscape for victims and
defendants, or for their respective counsel, prosecutors’ offices, law enforcement and corrections offices,
and courts. The amendment provides greater detail about the scope of many rights of victims. These
actors also must now play their respective roles to sort out how to reconcile the constitutional and statutory
conflicts that arise while ensuring that the system properly recognizes and enforces the rights of both
victims and defendants.45 The main points of contention about Marsy’s Law mentioned in this article
suggest the legal issues likely to manifest.
Perhaps most significantly, Marsy’s Law has increased the attention paid to victims’ rights laws in
Wisconsin. Law develops when people pay attention to it. Maybe the question therefore is not what the
amendment changes about the law on paper, but whether and how increased awareness of victims’ rights
will lead to more robust enforcement, protection, and critical thinking about the definitions and boundaries
of such rights in practice.
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Hoyt Park in Wauwatosa. The pool’s slides rival those in Wisconsin Dells – which was a big priority to
me as a kid growing up around here! As an adult, the beer garden offers some of my very
favorite things about Wisconsin all in one place: a quality public park, the memories of
special moments with loved ones, fireflies at sunset on a summer evening, good beer.
And the occasional polka band. 
Becca Donaldson, Legal Action of Wisconsin Inc., Milwaukee.

What was your favorite/best vacation?
Last summer I went on a two-week road trip with my husband out to the California coast
and back. We visited as many national parks and other landmarks as we could, ranging
from the Badlands to Yellowstone to Alcatraz Island. We even went whale watching and
saw otters, seals, and a pod of whales. My personal favorite was Arches National Park in
southern Utah, which is absolutely breathtaking.
Amanda R. Rabe Mayer, Wisconsin Judicare Inc., Wausau.

What is on your bucket list?
An item on my bucket list is to be a juror. Jurors have such great responsibility in our legal
system and are so crucial. However, I have seen characters in TV shows wear kooky
outfits and make wild excuses to avoid jury duty and articles dedicated to legally getting
out of jury duty. I, on the other hand, anxiously await the arrival of a jury summons and
hope to one day be able to serve as a juror and fulfill my civic duty.
Megan E. Robson, Wisconsin Judicare Inc., Wausau.

If you could have any superpower, what would it be?
To stop time. There are more books that I want to read than I have the actual lifespan to
complete. And here’s the rub: great books are still being written. Literally, every week a
new plethora of beautiful stories, fascinating information, and other wordy delights are
released into the world. I need more time.
I would like to tell you I would use my superpower solely for good and crime fighting, and
sure, if while on my way to the library or bookstore I see someone about to get hit by a
car, of course I’ll stop time and move them safely out of the way before restarting things –

I’m not a monster. But to be clear, the superpower I would most want is the ability to stop time. So I can
read all the books.
Andrea K. Rufo, Legal Action of Wisconsin Inc., Racine.

What are you reading now? Do you have a favorite author or genre?
I’m engrossed in two extraordinary page-turners right now; both are must-reads for very
different reasons: Caste: The Origins of Our Discontents, by Isabel Wilkerson, to better
understand our nation’s hierarchy in order to become a better friend, neighbor,
human. Life After Life, by Kate Atkinson, to simply delight in storytelling creativity and
inventiveness.
Rachel E. Sattler, Legal Action of Wisconsin Inc., Madison.

Where or when do you get your best ideas?
I get my best ideas in the kitchen, while cooking. This often results in good ideas, but
slightly distracted, and then burned, me.
Patrick Shirley, Legal Action of Wisconsin Inc., Madison.

Become a contributor! Are you working on an interesting case? Have a practice tip to share? There
are several ways to contribute to Wisconsin Lawyer. To discuss a topic idea, contact Managing Editor
Karlé Lester at (800) 444-9404, ext. 6127, or email klester@wisbar.org. Check out our writing and
submission guidelines.

Endnotes
1 Wisconsin voters ratified the Marsy’s Law Amendment on April 7, 2020, and the Wisconsin Election
Commission certified the election results on May 4, 2020. See 2020 Spring Election and Presidential
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Preference Vote, Statewide Referendum, Canvass Reporting System, County by County Report (WEC,
May 4, 2020).
2 See Rich Kremer, Wisconsin Voters Approve State Constitutional Amendment Known as Marsy’s Law,
WPR.org (April 13, 2020).
3 To interpret a constitutional amendment, Wisconsin courts look at the plain meaning of the provision, the
debates and practices at the time the state passed the amendment, and the legislature’s earliest
interpretations of the amendment as evidenced by the first legislative action after the amendment’s
adoption. Compare Dairyland Greyhound Park Inc. v. Doyle, 2006 WI 107, ¶ 19, 295 Wis. 2d 1, 719
N.W.2d 408 (citations omitted), with State ex rel. Kalal v. Circuit Court for Dane Cnty., 2004 WI 58, ¶¶ 45-
46, 48, 271 Wis. 2d 633, 681 N.W.2d 110. This accounts for the intent of the legislature in passing the
amendment and the intent of the voters in ratifying it. See Dairyland Greyhound Park, 2006 WI 107, ¶ 37,
295 Wis. 2d 1.
4 See Analysis by Wis. Legis. Reference Bureau, Constitutional Amendment Relating to Crime Victims’
Rights, 5 Reading the Constitution 1, at 3 (March 2020) [hereinafter Analysis]; Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m
(amended 2020).
5 See Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m (amended 2020); Wis. Stat. § 950.01; 1979 Wis. Act 219; Analysis, supra
note 4, at 2-4.
6 See, e.g., Wis. Stat. § 950.04(1v)(t)-(u).
7 See, e.g., Gabler v. Crime Victims Rights Bd., 2017 WI 67, ¶ 59, 376 Wis. 2d 147, 897 N.W.2d 384;
Schilling v. State Crime Victims Rights Bd., 2005 WI 17, ¶ 17, 278 Wis. 2d 216, 692 N.W.2d 623.
8 See Analysis, supra note 4, at 3-4. Since 2008, when California became the first state to enact Marsy’s
Law, 13 more states have passed a version of Marsy’s Law, amending existing victims’ rights provisions in
some state constitutions and adding them for the first time to others. See Cal. Const. art. 1, § 28; Fla.
Const. art. 1, § 16(b); Ga. Const. art. 1, § 1, ¶ XXX; Ill. Const. art. 1, § 8.1; N.C. Const. art. 1, § 37; N.D.
Const. art. 1, § 25(1); Nev. Const. art. 1, §8A; Ohio Const. art. 1, § 10a; Okla. Const. art. 2, § 34; Pa.
Const. art. 1, § 9.1; S.D. Const. art. 6, § 29(5). Lawsuits filed in three of those states have challenged the
validity of a Marsy’s Law state constitutional amendment on primarily procedural grounds, with Kentucky
and Montana striking down the amendment as proposed. See League of Women Voters of Pa. v.
Boockvar, 219 A.3d 594 (Pa. S. Ct. 2019); Westerfield v. Ward, 2018-SC-000583-TG, 2019 WL 2463046
(Ky. S. Ct. June 13, 2019); Montana Ass’n of Cntys. v. Montana, 389 Mont. 183 (2017).
9 Marsy’s Law contains so many provisions that a lawsuit seeks to enjoin Wisconsin’s amendment on the
grounds that the ballot oversimplified the question posed to voters to the point of rendering ratification
invalid. See Summons and Complaint, Wisconsin Justice Initiative Inc. v. Wisconsin Elections Comm’n,
No. 2019-CV-3485 (Wis. Cir. Ct. Dane Cty. Dec. 18, 2019).
10 Cf. Wis. Att’y Gen. Explanatory statement for proposed constitutional amendment 2-27 (2020) (“…
[T]the proposed amendment would expand the rights of victims by creating additional rights and
incorporating other statutory rights into the constitution…”) [hereinafter Explanatory Statement].
11 These arguments rest on the rules for statutory interpretation set forth by the Wisconsin Supreme Court,
according to which plain meaning considers not only a statute’s wording but its context, including the
“relation to the language of surrounding or closely-related statutes….” See State ex rel. Kalal, 2004 WI 58,
¶¶ 45-46, 48, 271 Wis. 2d 633. Chapter 950 uses several lists of instances when a particular right could
apply without further limiting language, signaling the legislature’s intent to elucidate a given right with
examples of when it might apply rather than putting forth a finite list of applications when it does apply. See
also State v. Lopez, 2019 WI 101, ¶ 21, 389 Wis. 2d 156, 936 N.W.2d 125 (“When the legislature does not
include limiting language in a statute, we decline to read any into it.”) These principles encourage a
broader rather than narrower reading of many rights afforded to victims under chapter 950.
12 See Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m(1), (2); Wis. Stat. § 950.02(1m), (4); see also Explanatory Statement, supra
note 10 (“the proposed amendment would incorporate into the constitution a definition of ‘victim’ similar to
the definition currently in statute”). Chapter 950 defines a victim as “[a] person against whom a crime has
been committed,” when a “crime” is “an act committed … which, if committed by a competent adult, would
constitute a crime….” Wis. Stat. § 950.02(1m), (4)(a). Marsy’s Law defines victim as “[a]ny person against
whom an acthas been committed that would constitute a crime if committed by a competent adult.” See
Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m(1). The goal of this subtle change might be to more directly align the definition of
victim with Marsy’s Law, making it more obvious that victims have rights throughout juvenile justice
proceedings, even though the definitions of “victim” and “crime” already provided this under chapter 950.
See id.; Wis. Stat. § 950.02(1m), (4)(a).
13 See Wis. Stat. § 950.03. Because Marsy’s Law defines victim “notwithstanding any statutory right,
privilege, or protection…,” reporting remains a prerequisite to victim status. See Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m(1)
(a).
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14 But see Asma Kadri Keeler, “Marsy’s Law Fails the Victims It Purports to Protect,” ACLU Wisconsin,
www.aclu-wi.org/en/news/marsys-law-fails-victims-it-purports-protect (March 4, 2020) [hereinafter ACLU];
Matt Rothschild, “Take a Stand against Fatally Flawed Marsy’s Law,” Wis. Examiner (March 18, 2020),
https://wisconsinexaminer.com/2020/03/18/take-a-stand-against-fatally-flawed-marsys-law/.
15 See Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m(1)(b); Wis. Stat. § 950.02(4)(b).
16 Wisconsin’s version of Marsy’s Law, along with chapter 950 and public records laws, differ in important
ways from the laws in other states that have passed Marsy’s Law. See e.g.,Fla. Const. art. 1, § 16(b); N.D.
Const. art. 1, § 25(1); Ohio Const. art. 1, § 10a; S.D. Const. art. 6, § 29(5).The opportunity for law
enforcement officers, municipalities, or corporations to claim victim status in Wisconsin cannot be
attributed to the amendment, save for legal arguments that may now come to mind because of the
attention Marsy’s Law brings to victims’ rights laws in Wisconsin.
17 Marsy’s Law now expressly excludes as a victim anyone “who the court finds would not act in the best
interests of a victim….” Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m(1)(b). The change clearly authorizes courts to assess
whether a representative, such as a parent or guardian, can stand in for the victim. Courts will need to
determine how to make this assessment and who can raise the issue. This check, which arguably could
have occurred before, does not change the core definition of who can be considered a victim in the first
place.
18 See Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m(4)(a); Wis. Stat. § 950.105; 2011 Wis. Act 283; Foley-Ciccantelli v. Bishops
Grove Condo. Ass’n, 2011 WI 36, ¶¶ 37-41, 333 Wis. 2d 402, 797 N.W.2d 789 (citation omitted) (standing
should be construed liberally and is appropriate when actions in question cause injury to the party seeking
standing); Explanatory Statement, supra note 10 (excluding standing from the list of changes the
amendment would make). See also Wis. Stat. § 950.04(1v)(pm), (z)-(zx).
19 See Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m(4)(a); Wis. Stat. § 950.02(4)(a). Although Marsy’s Law explicitly mentions a
“victim’s attorney” for the first time, chapter 950 already permitted “designated” persons to appear on
behalf of victims. See id. Marsy’s Law makes even clearer that victims have a “right” to an attorney, in the
sense that they can consult with and retain an attorney who “may seek and assert” rights enforcement on
behalf of a victim. This does not necessarily mean victims now have a “right” to assistance of counsel, as
with criminal defendants under Gideon v. Wainwright. Victims with the help of counsel have successfully
defended their standing when challenged in at least six Wisconsin counties: Dane, Eau Claire, Monroe,
Sheboygan, Sauk, and Walworth.
20 Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m(4)(b). Compare Gabler, 2017 WI 67, ¶ 59, 376 Wis. 2d 147 (“Wisconsin Stat. §
950.105 assures victims a mechanism for directly asserting their own rights in court. We reserve for future
cases more comprehensive discussion of the interplay between victims’ rights and … writs of mandamus,
and supervisory writs.”) and Wis. Stat. §§ 809.51, 809.71 with Explanatory Statement, supra note 10
(“[T]he proposed amendment would create an additional mechanism by which victims could enforce their
rights as victims.”).
21 See, e.g., State v. Johnson, No. 2019-AP-664-CR (Wis. Ct. App. May 7, 2019) (granting writ to victim in
interlocutory appeal about their ability to assert standing in circuit court). Some of the contributing authors
to this article represent the victim-appellant in this case. Chapter 950 prohibits victims from appealing
judgments of conviction or sentences based on a rights violation, but not appealing decisions more
generally. Wis. Stat. § 950.10(2).
22 See, e.g.,Testimony of the Wisconsin State Public Defenders Office, Hearing Materials for 2017 S.J.R.
53, Testimony, Sen. Comm. on Judiciary and Public Safety (June 15, 2017).
23 Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m(3); Schilling, 2005 WI 17, ¶ 17, 278 Wis. 2d 216.
24 Id.; see also Wis. Stat. § 950.04(1v)(ag);2011 Wis. Act 283.
25 If anything, the ability for crime victims’ rights to be modified might be reduced. Before, crime victims’
rights in Wisconsin could be changed by amendment of chapter 950 (done by the legislature). Now, for
certain rights, it might be necessary to amend the constitution – a much more involved process. See Wis.
Const. art. XII, § 1.
26 See Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m(2); Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m (amended 2020); Wis. Stat. § 950.01; see also
1979 Wis. Act 219.
27 See Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m(6); Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m (amended 2020). The Supremacy Clause
assumes this. See U.S. Const. art. VI, cl. 2.
28 See Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m(2)(h), (o); Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m (amended 2020). Wis. Stat. § 950.04(1v)
(ag), (i)-(k), (t)-(u).
29 See Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m(2)(c)-(d); Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m (amended 2020); Wis. Stat. § 950.04(1v)
(k).
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30 More broadly, Marsy’s Law constitutionalizes the acknowledgement of victims’ right to “due process.”
Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m(2). Given the extent and nature of victims’ rights before this amendment, which
largely focused on notice and the opportunity to be heard, victims could be said to have possessed at least
procedural due process rights before Marsy’s Law. See Goldberg v. Kelly, 397 U.S. 254, 268-69 (1970);
Mathews v. Eldridge, 424 U.S. 319, 348-49 (1976).
31 Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m(2)(e), (g). Section 9m confers these rights to victims only on request. In practice,
victims needed to opt in to notice and attendance rights before. Marsy’s Law also scraps the language that
conditioned victims’ right to attend proceedings by allowing the defendant to request that the victim be
sequestered at trial, though victims still could have advocated for their attendance at trial and contested a
request for sequestration as long as they showed that their presence would not impede a defendant’s right
to a fair trial. See Wis. Stat. §§ 950.04(1v)(b), 906.15 (exclusion of witnesses).
32 Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m (amended 2020); Wis. Stat. § 950.04(1v)(b), (g).
33 See Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m (amended 2020); Wis. Stat. § 950.04(1v)(ag), (g); see e.g., Wis. Stat. §§
950.04(1v)(f), (gm), (L), (o)-(p), (um)-(ym), 973.09(3m)(b) (probation).
34 See Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m(2)(i).
35 See Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m (amended 2020); Wis. Stat. § 950.04(1v)(ar), (m), (nx); Wis. Stat. §
973.20(14) (restitution).
36 Wis. Stat. § 950.04(1v)(pm).
37 Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m(2)(a)-(b); Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m (amended 2020); Wis. Stat. §§ 950.01,
950.04(1v)(ag).
38 See, e.g., ACLU, supra note 14.
39 See, e.g., Wis. Stat. §§ 801.21 (motions to seal), 905.04 (professional-patient privilege), 995.50 (right of
privacy).
40 See, e.g., Griswold v. Connecticut, 381 U.S. 479, 484-85 (1965).
41 Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m(2)(f), (L).
42 Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m (amended 2020); Wis. Stat. § 950.04(1v)(er).
43 Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m (amended 2020); Wis. Stat. § 950.04(1v)(ag). Some argue that defendants do
not even have a pretrial right to discovery, save for exculpatory evidence that prosecutors must turn over
under Brady v. Maryland. See Weatherford v. Bursey, 429 U.S. 545, 449 (1977) (“There is no general
constitutional right to discovery in a criminal case, and Brady did not create one.”). This point underlines
that a Wisconsin defendant’s access to victims’ information through discovery does not hinge entirely, or
maybe even primarily, on Marsy’s Law.
44 See Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m(2)(m)-(n); Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m (amended 2020); see also Wis. Stat. §§
950.04(1v)(q)-(rm), 973.20 (restitution). Marsy’s Law also says victims must receive “full” restitution,
presumably to address victims’ concerns that courts ordered partial, insufficient orders for restitution. See
Wis. Const. art. I, § 9m(2)(m). Victims argued this before Marsy’s Law under Wisconsin’s statutory
standards for restitution. See Wis. Stat. § 973.20(restitution).
45 See Explanatory Statement, supra note 10 (“… [T]he proposed amendment would expand the rights of
victims by … incorporating other statutory rights into the constitution.”).
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Marathon County Sheriff’s Department Wausau Police Department

Everest Metro Police Department Rothschild Police Department

Kronenwetter Police Department Mosinee Police Department

Marshfield Police Department Spencer Police Department

Stratford Police Department

Marathon Police Department

Athens Police Department

Colby/Abby Police Department

Edgar Police Department

Department of Justice Division of 
Criminal Investigation

State Patrol

DNR

12 Prosecutors

5,000+ Referrals 



 Solely responsible to determine whether to issue criminal 
charges

 Solely responsible to review all evidence

3



◦ IT Analyst (started 2018)
 Full time job to just locate, duplicate and send- not review

 Review – Attorney Responsibility

 WPD body cameras for 2018 
 3785 body camera videos at ½ hour per = 237 days to play
 15 other agencies
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 2011 workload analysis
◦ Marathon County 4.5 prosecutors short
 Need 13 prosecutors; state funded 8.5 prosecutors; 1.5 county funded; 1 VAWA funded 

 2014 workload analysis 
◦ Marathon County 5.6 prosecutors short
 Need 14.1 prosecutors; state funded 8.5; 1.5 county funded; 1 VAWA funded 

 2015 workload analysis 
◦ Marathon County- 5.8 prosecutors short
 Need 14.3 prosecutors; state funded 8.5; 1.5 county funded; 1 VAWA funded 

 = -3.3 prosecutors with Marathon County funding
 2016 workload analysis
◦ Marathon County- 6.1 prosecutors short
 Need 14.6 prosecutors; state funded 8.5; 2.5 county funded ($163,144)

 = -3.6 prosecutors with Marathon County funding
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 2018 Workload Analysis
◦ Marathon County 6.7 prosecutors short
 Need 17.7 prosecutors; state funded 8.5; county 2.5

 September 17, 2019- awarded 3 state funded prosecutors
 September 23, 2019- County Administrator Karger withdrew 2.5 county prosecutor 

funding ($163,144)
 Marathon County 5.7 prosecutors short without Marathon County funding
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 2017-2019 State Workload analysis
◦ Marathon County 6.18 prosecutors short 

 Have 12 prosecutors and need over 18

 Short 7,185 work hours per year (work year = 1162 hours)
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Core Responsibilities to Victims of Crime

Chapter 950

Marsy’s Law

Victim notifications‐ 1500‐2000 cases per year 

‐Number reflects only newly charged cases

‐notifications also required for postconviction
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Core Responsibilities of Victim Witness

• Notification of Hearings
• Marsy’s Law

• Confer with Prosecutor

• Accompany at Hearings/Trial

• Facilitate Restitution Collection

6th most understaffed Office in the State.  

Solution‐ 2020‐ eliminated DA Receptionist converted to VW



Legal Assistants‐ County Staff

• The State norm is 1:1 

• 12 Attorneys
• 1 legal secretary devoted to just input of data and file set up

• Hand entered – case charges, victims, defendants, referrals, reports need to be pulled 
over

• 1 Office manager‐ budget, payroll, office supplies, staff oversight and DA’s 
secretary

• 5 legal assistants‐ converted 1 to paralegal in last year’s budget to assist with 
higher level of duties‐ increase in her salary of $1123 per year.  

• 4 legal assistants for 11 remaining attorneys



Case Processing
DEF 1 DA CASE 

NO.

REFERRAL DATE INC DATE CRIME VICTIM ORDERED IN DATE SYNOPSIS

20MA2955 9/09/20

9/09/20

8/10/2020

8/10/2020

FBJ/Poss THC/drug

para

No N/A  Search warrant was executed by the Central WI Narcotics Task Force at the residence of his 

accomplice, Kira Parker. Lincoln was at this residence. 9/22/20 IA.  Def did not appear. 

Current warrants continue 

20MA2928 9/04/20

8/26/20

8/26/2020

8/26/2020

FBJ/Poss

THC

No 12/1/20 Citation dated 8/26/20 gave 12/1/20 IA. Scheduled to appear in this case along with others 

on 9/22/20‐def did not appear. Current warrants continue

20MA2480 7/27/20 7/26/2020 Poss THC/ drug para No 9/22/20 Citations (2) with IA 9/22/20. Def did not appear. Current warrants continue

20MA1593 5/20/20 5/19/2020 OWOC/Poss 

Meth/THC/

drug para, Misd. Bail 

jump,  receive stolen 

property

No N/A Defendant appeared in custody on 5/20/20. Missed 9/15 hearing re: signing bond. Case set 

for 9/22 w/other cases being called for IA. Def did not appear. Current warrants continue

20MA1248 4/03/20 3/22/2020 Misd. Theft Yes N/A Defendant appeared in custody on 5/20/20

20MA1152 3/25/2020 Burglary, Misd. Theft, 

Misd. Bail Jump. 

Yes N/A Defendant appeared in custody on 5/20/20. Does not appear at FPT‐warrant issued. Does 

appear at 9/14 BBFH. Missed 9/15 hearing re: signing bond. Case called at 9/11 IA w/other 

cases. Def did not appear. Current warrants continue. 

20MA845 3/03/20 2/27/2020 Misd. Retail Theft, 

Misd. Bail Jump.

Yes N/A Signature bond signed 2/27/20. Given 3/12/20 IA date which he didn’t appear at. Bench 

Warrant issued 3/13/20. Warrant quashed and IA on 5/20/20. Does not appear at FPT‐

warrant issued. Does appear at 9/14 BBFH. Missed 9/15 hearing re: signing bond. Case 

called at 9/11 IA w/other cases. Def did not appear. Current warrants continue.

20MA225 1/16/20

1/16/20

12/29/2019

01/05/2020

Misd Retail Theft  Yes N/A Signature bond signed 1/5/20. Given 1/21/20 IA date which def did appear at. Does not 

appear at FPT‐warrant issued. Does appear at 9/14 BBFH. Missed 9/15 hearing re: signing 

bond. Case called at 9/11 IA w/other cases. Def did not appear. Current warrants continue.
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* 16 files had victims for IAs that day



Evaluation of Discretionary Programming

#1 priority effective prosecution of crime in accordance with statutory 
and ethical responsibilities

Discretionary programming 

Does the outcome justify the investment of resources?



Discretionary Programming requires time and money

 Time resources
◦ Investment of prosecutor and court time

 Budgetary Considerations
◦ Investment of County dollars
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 Evaluation of allocation of resources to discretionary 
programming

◦ Measurable outcome examples
 Reduce Recidivism
 Increase Public Safety
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 We see the need, we wish we could help….

 What is the Safe Streets Treatment Options Program?
◦ Program in Marathon County since 1998

 What are the budgetary dollars allocated to this discretionary 
program?

 What are the outcome measures and results?
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