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I.  County of Grant v. Vogt 
 

 The Respondent asserts that the Trial Court 

correctly found that a seizure occurred.  (Respondent’s 

Brief at page 9.)  In this section of the Respondent’s 

brief, the Respondent cites this Court to the case of 

County of Grant v. Vogt 347 Wis.2d 551, 830 N.W.2d 

723, which was an unpublished case, to assert that the 

Court had correctly found that a seizure occurred.  

(Respondent’s Brief at page 12).   

 As this Court is aware, the Appellant’s Reply Brief 

was put on hold so that the Wisconsin Supreme Court 

could issue its decision in the Vogt case.  That decision 

was issued by the Wisconsin Supreme Court on July 18, 

2014.  The Wisconsin Supreme Court reversed the 

Court of Appeals decision, holding that a seizure had 

not occurred under the facts of that case. 

 Due to the fact that this case is on point with that 

of the Vogt case, the Appellant asks that this Court 

follow the Wisconsin Supreme Court’s holding in the 

case of County of Grant v. Vogt ___ Wis.2d ___; ___ 

N.W.2d ___; 2014 WI 76 (2014),   overrule the trial 

court’s decision and send this case back to the trial 

court for further proceedings not inconsistent with this 

Court’s holding.    
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II. REASONABLE SUSPICION  

 
The Respondent, in section IV. of his brief, went 

through his allegations that even if the initial contact was 

not a seizure, he believed that the officer did not have 

reasonable suspicion to expand his contact and perform 

an OWI investigation.  (Respondent’s Brief at page 16.)  

The Appellant is not going to address this issue.  The 

Trial Court did not address this issue, therefore, it is not 

ripe for this Court to deal with. 

  

III. CONCLUSION 

 

Due to the fact that this case is on point with that 

of the Vogt case, the Appellant asks that this Court 

follow the Wisconsin Supreme Court’s holding in the 

case of County of Grant v. Vogt ___ Wis.2d ___; ___ 

N.W.2d ___; 2014 WI 76 (2014),   overrule the trial 

court’s decision and send this case back to the trial 

court for further proceedings not inconsistent with this 

Court’s holding.    
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