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STATE OF WISCONSIN,
PLAINTIFF-RESPONDENT,
V.
PETER R. BAUMGARTEN,

DEFENDANT-APPELLANT.

APPEAL from a judgment of the circuit court for Marathon County:
VINCENT K. HOWARD, Judge. Affirmed.

LaROCQUE, J. Peter Baumgarten appeals a judgment of
conviction for resisting a police officer in violation of § 946.4(1), STATS. His
brief consists of a two-page argument that is essentially incomprehensible. He
may be arguing that his arrest was unlawful because the officer failed to display
the outstanding warrant for Baumgarten’s arrest that caused the officer to stop

him. This court affirms the judgment.
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Baumgarten was arrested after a Village of Spencer police officer
who knew him observed him driving a motor vehicle and confirmed that his
driving privileges were suspended. The radio dispatcher also informed the
arresting officer of an outstanding “body only” arrest warrant issued by the
Marathon County Circuit Court directing that Baumgarten be arrested and brought
before the court on a charge of obstructing an officer. Baumgarten refused to exit

his vehicle and was arrested after a struggle.

Following a jury trial, sentence was stayed pending appeal.
Baumgarten appears to argue that the officer’s failure to produce the arrest warrant
“for inspection” is grounds to reverse the judgment of conviction. This court

disagrees.

An arrest is reasonable where the arresting officer has information
indicating an outstanding arrest warrant. See White v. Olig, 56 F.3d 817 (7" Cir,
1995). In this case, the dispatcher, who testified at trial and produced the warrant
signed by a Marathon County judge, told the arresting officer that the sheriff’s
department computer showed an outstanding arrest warrant for Baumgarten. She
also testified that the entry included Baumgarten's name, date of birth, a physical
description, the charge and date of the warrant and the name of the person who
entered the information. This information provided sufficient probable cause to

permit the arrest.
By the Court.—Judgment affirmed.

This opinion will not be published. RULE 809.23(1)(b)4, STATS.






	OpinionCaseNumber

		2017-09-21T02:20:35-0500
	CCAP




