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

   
   
 2013AP158-CR State of Wisconsin v. Brian T. Lawler (L.C. # 2008CF1456) 

   

Before Lundsten, Sherman and Kloppenburg, JJ.   

Brian Lawler appeals a judgment convicting him of eight counts of stalking, and an order 

denying his supplemental motion for postconviction relief.  Lawler claims that counsel provided 

ineffective assistance by failing to challenge the constitutionality of the anti-stalking statute, 

WIS. STAT. § 940.32 (2011-12),
1
 on vagueness and overbreadth grounds.  After reviewing the 

briefs and record, we conclude at conference that this case is appropriate for summary 

disposition.  See WIS. STAT. RULE 809.21.  We further conclude that the circuit court’s decision 

                                                 
1
  All references to the Wisconsin Statutes are to the 2011-12 version unless otherwise noted.  
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identified and applied the proper legal standards to the relevant facts to reach the correct 

conclusion.  Specifically, we agree with the court’s analysis that counsel did not provide 

ineffective assistance by failing to raise claims foreclosed by the controlling precedent of State v. 

Ruesch, 214 Wis. 2d 548, 571 N.W.2d 898 (1997).  We therefore incorporate into this order the 

circuit court’s decision, which we are attaching, and summarily affirm on that basis.  See WIS. 

CT. APP. IOP VI(5)(a) (Nov. 30, 2009). 

IT IS ORDERED that the judgment and postconviction order are summarily affirmed 

under WIS. STAT. RULE 809.21(1).  

 
Diane M. Fremgen 

Clerk of Court of Appeals 
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