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

2014AP35 State of Wisconsin ex rel. Edward D. Anderson v. Tim Douma
(L.C. #2013CV151)

Before Blanchard, P.J., Lundsten and Kloppenburg, JJ.

Edward Anderson appeals an order quashing his petition for a writ of habeas corpus and
dismissing the petition. He argues that he is entitled to 294 days of sentence credit that he claims
was incorrectly applied by the Department of Corrections. Based upon our review of the parties’
briefs and the record, we conclude at conference that this case is appropriate for summary

disposition. See Wis. STAT. RULE 809.21 (2011-12). We summarily affirm.

Anderson was convicted of numerous felonies and received numerous consecutive

sentences since 1992. He contends that the 294 days of credit granted by a court order dated



No. 2014AP35

December 16, 1999, if correctly applied, would shorten his current terms of incarceration. The
Department provided a detailed explanation of Anderson’s sentence credit in its response to the
petition. After conducting a hearing on the habeas corpus petition, the circuit court entered an

order dismissing the petition “for the reasons stated on the record.”

Anderson failed to provide a transcript of the hearing. This court cannot review the
circuit court’s reasoning without a transcript that shows its reasoning. When the record is

incomplete, this court must assume that the missing material supports the circuit court’s ruling.

State ex rel. Darby v. Litscher, 2002 WI App 258, 15 n.4, 258 Wis. 2d 270, 653 N.W.2d 160.

IT IS ORDERED that the order is summarily affirmed. See Wis. STAT. RULE 809.21(1)

(2011-12).

Diane M. Fremgen
Clerk of Court of Appeals
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