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

2019AP905-CRNM State of Wisconsin v. Traci L. Anderson (L.C. #2018CF586)

Before Neubauer, C.J., Reilly, P.J., and Gundrum, J.

Summary disposition orders may not be cited in any court of this state as precedent or

authority, except for the limited purposes specified in Wis. STAT. RULE 809.23(3).

Traci Anderson appeals from a judgment of conviction for battery to a law enforcement
officer. Her appellate counsel has filed a no-merit report pursuant to Wis. STAT. RULE 809.32

(2017-18),* and Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738 (1967). Anderson has filed a response to the

L All references to the Wisconsin Statutes are to the 2017-18 version unless otherwise noted.
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no-merit report. RULE 809.32(1)(e). Upon consideration of these submissions and an
independent review of the record, the judgment is summarily affirmed because we conclude that
there is no arguable merit to any issue that could be raised on appeal. See WIS. STAT. RULE

809.21.

Responding to a call for medical assistance, a Waukesha County sheriff deputy found
Anderson in an intoxicated and incoherent state. At the time, Anderson was out on a bond in a
case charging a felony offense of operating a motor vehicle while intoxicated (OWI). One
condition of the bond was absolute sobriety. Anderson was taken to the hospital. At one point
Anderson became agitated and threw a tray of food across the room. As a sheriff deputy tried to
apply a wrist restraint on Anderson, she kicked the deputy in the stomach. Two police officers
came to assist the deputy. Anderson resisted the officers’ efforts to apply soft restraints to her
ankles and wrists. Anderson was charged with felony bail jumping, battery to a law enforcement

officer, and misdemeanor resisting an officer.

Anderson entered a no contest plea to the battery charge and the other two were
dismissed as read-ins at sentencing. She was sentenced to three years of initial confinement and
three years of extended supervision. At the same hearing, Anderson was sentenced on a sixth
offense OWI conviction to four years of initial confinement and five years of extended

supervision.? The sentences were ordered to be concurrent to each other.

2 Although the two cases were handled together for plea and sentencing, the OWI conviction is
not before the court in this appeal.
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The no-merit report addresses the potential issues of whether Anderson’s plea was
knowingly, voluntarily, and intelligently entered and whether the sentence was the result of an
erroneous exercise of discretion, unduly harsh or excessive, based on inaccurate information, or
otherwise subject to modification based on a new factor. This court is satisfied that the no-merit
report properly analyzes the issues it raises as without merit, and this court will not discuss them

further.

In her response to the no-merit report, Anderson asserts that the sentence—the
maximum—was too harsh because she had no history of violence, she had an extremely high
blood alcohol content at the time of the crime, and there was “clear bias toward me from the
judge because of the OWI case.” She seeks resentencing. The record demonstrates that the
sentencing court considered Anderson’s lack of a violent history and her extreme intoxication at
the time of the crime. The court weighed those factors against the need to protect the public.
The court properly exercised its discretion and there is no arguable merit to a claim for

resentencing.

Our review of the record discloses no other potential issues for appeal. Accordingly, this
court accepts the no-merit report, affirms the conviction, and discharges appellate counsel of the

obligation to represent Anderson further in this appeal.

Upon the foregoing reasons,

IT IS ORDERED that the judgment of conviction is summarily affirmed. See Wis. STAT.

RuULE 809.21.
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Attorney Lauren J. Breckenfelder is relieved from

further representing Traci Anderson in this appeal. See Wis. STAT. RULE 809.32(3).

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that this summary disposition order will not be published.

Sheila T. Reiff
Clerk of Court of Appeals
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