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On Apr i l  23,  2009,  t he Wi sconsi n Judi c i al  Counci l ,  by St af f  

At t or ney Apr i l  M.  Sout hwi ck,  pet i t i oned t hi s cour t  f or  an or der  

amendi ng Wi s.  St at .  §§ 802. 10,  804. 01,  804. 08,  804. 09,  804. 12,  and 

805. 07,  r el at i ng t o di scover y of  el ect r oni cal l y st or ed i nf or mat i on.   

The cour t  hel d a publ i c hear i ng and admi ni st r at i ve conf er ence on 

Januar y 21,  2010.   On Mar ch 19,  2010,  pet i t i oner  f i l ed an amended 

pet i t i on.   The cour t  hel d an admi ni st r at i ve conf er ence on Apr i l  28,  

2010.   Upon consi der at i on of  mat t er s pr esent ed at  t he publ i c hear i ng 

and submi ssi ons made i n r esponse t o t he pr oposed amendment s,  t he 

cour t ,  on Apr i l  28,  2010,  adopt ed t he amended pet i t i on wi t h a 4 t o 3 

vot e.   Chi ef  Just i ce Shi r l ey S.  Abr ahamson,  Just i ce Ann Wal sh 

Br adl ey,  Just i ce N.  Pat r i ck Cr ooks,  and Just i ce Davi d T.  Pr osser ,  Jr .  

vot ed t o adopt  t he pet i t i on,  and Just i ce Pat i ence D.  Roggensack,  

Just i ce Annet t e Ki ngsl and Zi egl er ,  and Just i ce Mi chael  J.  Gabl eman 

di ssent ed.   The cour t  al so modi f i ed Wi s.  St at .  § 804. 01( 4m)  by 
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adopt i ng a mandat or y conf er  pr ovi s i on,  somet i mes r ef er r ed t o as " meet  

and conf er "  even t hough § 804. 01( 4m)  does not  r equi r e a meet i ng,  f or  

t he di scover y of  el ect r oni cal l y st or ed i nf or mat i on.  Chi ef  Just i ce 

Abr ahamson and Just i ce Br adl ey di ssent ed t o t he adopt i on of  a 

mandat or y conf er  pr ovi s i on under  t he new Wi s.  St at .  § 804. 01( 4m) .  

Fol l owi ng an admi ni st r at i ve conf er ence on June 30,  2010,  t he 

cour t  i ssued an or der  on Jul y 6,  2010.   The cour t  adopt ed t he 

amendment s,  whi ch become ef f ect i ve Januar y 1,  2011,  subj ect  t o 

r evi s i on af t er  a publ i c hear i ng t o be hel d i n t he f al l  of  2010 and an 

oppor t uni t y f or  publ i c comment .    

The cour t  hel d a publ i c hear i ng and admi ni st r at i ve conf er ence on 

Sept ember  30,  2010.  Upon consi der at i on of  mat t er s pr esent ed at  t he 

publ i c hear i ng and submi ssi ons made,  t he cour t  di scussed amendment s 

t o t he conf er  pr ovi s i on r egar di ng t he di scover y of  el ect r oni cal l y 

st or ed i nf or mat i on.    

Fol l owi ng an admi ni st r at i ve conf er ence on Oct ober  18,  2010,  t he 

cour t  adopt ed t he f ol l owi ng amendment s t o Wi s.  St at .  § 804. 01.  

Ther ef or e,  I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he f ol l owi ng amendment s shal l  be 

ef f ect i ve Januar y 1,  2011:   

Section 1.  804. 01( 4m)  of  t he st at ut es and accompanyi ng 2010 

Judi c i al  Counci l  Not e ar e r epeal ed.  

Section 2.  804. 01( 2) ( e)  of  t he st at ut es i s cr eat ed t o r ead:  

804. 01( 2) ( e)  Specific Limitations on Discovery of Electronically 

Stored Information.   

1.  No par t y may ser ve a r equest  t o pr oduce or  i nspect  under  s.  

804. 09 seeki ng t he di scover y of  el ect r oni cal l y s t or ed i nf or mat i on,  or  

r espond t o an i nt er r ogat or y  under  s.  804. 08( 3)  by pr oduci ng 
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el ect r oni cal l y st or ed i nf or mat i on,  unt i l  af t er  t he par t i es conf er  

r egar di ng al l  of  t he f ol l owi ng,  unl ess excused by t he cour t :  

a.  The subj ect s on whi ch di scover y of  el ect r oni cal l y st or ed 

i nf or mat i on may be needed,  when such di scover y shoul d be compl et ed,  

and whet her  di scover y of  el ect r oni cal l y st or ed i nf or mat i on shal l  be 

conduct ed i n phases or  be l i mi t ed t o par t i cul ar  i ssues.  

b.  Pr eser vat i on of  el ect r oni cal l y st or ed i nf or mat i on pendi ng 

di scover y.   

c.  The f or m or  f or ms i n whi ch el ect r oni cal l y st or ed i nf or mat i on 

shal l  be pr oduced.  

d.  The met hod f or  asser t i ng or  pr eser vi ng cl ai ms of  pr i v i l ege or  

of  pr ot ect i on of  t r i al - pr epar at i on mat er i al s,  and t o what  ext ent ,  i f  

any,  t he c l ai ms may be asser t ed af t er  pr oduct i on of  el ect r oni cal l y  

st or ed i nf or mat i on.  

e.  The cost  of  pr oposed di scover y of  el ect r oni cal l y st or ed 

i nf or mat i on and t he ext ent  t o whi ch such di scover y shal l  be l i mi t ed,  

i f  at  al l ,  under  sub.  ( 3)  ( a) .  

f .  I n cases i nvol v i ng pr ot r act ed act i ons,  compl ex i ssues,  or  

mul t i pl e par t i es,  t he ut i l i t y  of  t he appoi nt ment  by t he cour t  of  a 

r ef er ee under  s.  805. 06 or  an exper t  wi t ness under  s.  907. 06 t o 

super vi se or  i nf or m t he cour t  on any aspect  of  t he di scover y of  

el ect r oni cal l y st or ed i nf or mat i on.  

2.  I f  a par t y f ai l s  or  r ef uses t o conf er  as r equi r ed by sub.  ( e)  

1. ,  any par t y may move t he cour t  f or  r el i ef  under  s.  804. 12 ( 1) .  

3.  I f  af t er  conf er r i ng as r equi r ed by sub.  ( e)  ( 1) ,  any par t y 

obj ect s t o any pr oposed r equest  f or  di scover y of  el ect r oni cal l y 

st or ed i nf or mat i on or  obj ect s t o any r esponse under  s.  804. 08( 3)  
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pr oposi ng t he pr oduct i on of  el ect r oni cal l y st or ed i nf or mat i on,  t he 

obj ect i ng par t y may move t he cour t  f or  an appr opr i at e or der  under  

sub.  ( 3) .   

Supreme Court Note, 2010:  

Sub.  ( 2)  ( e)  was cr eat ed as a measur e t o manage t he cost s of  t he 

di scover y of  el ect r oni cal l y st or ed i nf or mat i on.  I f  t he par t i es conf er  

bef or e embar ki ng on such di scover y,  t hey may r educe t he ul t i mat e 

cost .   

The r ul e does not  r equi r e par t i es t o conf er  bef or e commenci ng 

di scover y under  ss.  804. 05 ( Deposi t i ons upon or al  exami nat i on) ,  

804. 06 ( Deposi t i ons upon wr i t t en quest i ons) ,  804. 08 ( I nt er r ogat or i es 

t o par t i es) ;  or  804. 11 ( Request s f or  admi ssi on) .   These di scover y 

devi ces,  i f  empl oyed bef or e ser vi ng a r equest  f or  pr oduct i on or  

i nspect i on of  el ect r oni cal l y st or ed i nf or mat i on,  may l ead t o mor e 

i nf or med conf er ences about  t he pot ent i al  scope of  such di scover y.  

Par t i es may not  be abl e t o r each consensus on how di scover y of  

el ect r oni cal l y s t or ed i nf or mat i on i s t o be managed.   Accor di ngl y,  

subs.  ( e)  2.  and ( e)  3.  conf er  aut hor i t y on t he cour t  t o i nt er vene as 

appr opr i at e.   I n det er mi ni ng whet her  t o i ssue an or der  r el at i ng t o 

di scover y of  el ect r oni cal l y st or ed i nf or mat i on,  t he c i r cui t  cour t  may 

compar e t he cost s and pot ent i al  benef i t s of  di scover y.  See Vincent & 

Vincent, Inc. v. Spacek, 102 Wi s.  2d 266,  306 N. W. 2d 85 ( Ct .  App.  

1981) .   I t  i s  al so appr opr i at e t o consi der  t he f act or s speci f i ed i n 

t he Advi sor y Commi t t ee not es t o Fed.  R.  Ci v.  P.  26( b) ( 2) ( B) :  ( 1)  t he 

speci f i c i t y of  t he di scover y r equest ;  ( 2)  t he quant i t y of  i nf or mat i on 

avai l abl e f r om ot her  and mor e easi l y accessed sour ces;  ( 3)  t he 

f ai l ur e t o pr oduce r el evant  i nf or mat i on t hat  seems l i kel y t o have 
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exi st ed but  i s no l onger  avai l abl e on mor e easi l y accessed sour ces;  

( 4)  t he l i kel i hood of  f i ndi ng r el evant ,  r esponsi ve i nf or mat i on t hat  

cannot  be obt ai ned f r om ot her ,  mor e easi l y accessed sour ces;  ( 5)  

pr edi ct i ons as t o t he i mpor t ance and usef ul ness of  t he f ur t her  

i nf or mat i on;  ( 6)  t he i mpor t ance of  t he i ssues at  st ake i n t he 

l i t i gat i on;  and ( 7)  t he par t i es '  r esour ces.     

I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  not i ce of  t hi s amendment  of  Wi s.  

St at .  § 804. 01 be gi ven by a s i ngl e publ i cat i on of  a copy of  t hi s  

or der  i n t he of f i c i al  st at e newspaper  and i n an of f i c i al  publ i cat i on 

of  t he St at e Bar  of  Wi sconsi n.  

Dat ed at  Madi son,  Wi sconsi n,  t hi s 10t h day of  November ,  2010.  

 
BY THE COURT:  
 
 
 
A.  John Voel ker  
Act i ng Cl er k of  Supr eme Cour t  
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¶1 ANN WALSH BRADLEY,  J.    (dissenting).  I  f ear  t hat  t he 

maj or i t y i s usi ng a s l edgehammer  t o cr ack a nut .  The pr obl ems 

wi t h el ect r oni c  di scover y i n our  st at e' s cour t s ar e f ew.   

Never t hel ess,  t he maj or i t y r esponds wi t h a st at ewi de mandat e 

t hat  i s al l - encompassi ng and i mmedi at e.  

¶2 Because I  am concer ned t hat  t hi s unnecessar y new 

mandat e has t he pot ent i al  t o di mi ni sh bot h f ai r ness and 

ef f i c i ency al ong wi t h t he pot ent i al  of  i ncr easi ng t he t i me and 

expense of  l i t i gat i on,  I  r espect f ul l y di ssent .  

                              I .  

¶3 Af t er  al most  t wo year s of  st udy by t he Judi c i al  

Counci l  Evi dence and Ci vi l  Pr ocedur e Commi t t ee,  r epr esent i ng 

exper t  and di ver se exper i ence i n t he l aw, 1 t he Judi c i al  Counci l  

                                                 
1 The f ol l owi ng per sons wer e on t he Commi t t ee:   Judge Edwar d 

Lei neweber ,  Ri chl and Count y;  Tom Ber t z,  Ander son,  O' Br i en,  
Ber t z,  Skr enes & Gol l a,  St evens Poi nt ;  J i m Bol l ,  St at e Bar  
Pr esi dent ,  Madi son Gas &  El ect r i c,  Madi son;  Al  Foeckl er ,  Cannon 
& Dunphy S. C. ,  Br ookf i el d;  Kat hl een Gr ant ,  Bor gel t ,  Powel l ,  
Pet er son & Fr auen S. C. ,  Mi l waukee* ;  Pr of .  Jay Gr eni g,  Mar quet t e 
Law School ,  Mi l waukee;  Bet h Hanan,  Gass Weber  Mul l i ns LLC,  
Mi l waukee;  Cat her i ne LaFl eur ,  LaFl eur  Law Of f i ce,  Mi l waukee;  
Rober t  McCr acken,  St at e Bar  Li t i gat i on Sect i on,  Nash Spi ndl er  
Gr i mst ad & McCr acken,  Mani t owoc;  Robi n Ryan,  Legi s l at i ve 
Ref er ence Bur eau,  Madi son* ;  Chi ef  Judge Mar y Wagner ,  Kenosha 
Count y;  Cor ey F.  Fi nkel meyer ,  Dep' t  of  Just i ce,  Madi son* ;  
Wi l l i am Gl ei sner ,  Law Of f i ces of  Wi l l i am C.  Gl ei sner ,  I I I ,  
Mi l waukee;  Mar t y Kohl er ,  Kohl er  & Har t ,  Mi l waukee;  Ri char d B.  
Mor i ar t y,  Dep' t  of  Just i ce,  Madi son;  Judge Ri char d Sankovi t z,  
Mi l waukee Count y;  Debor ah M.  Smi t h,  St at e Publ i c Def ender ' s 
Of f i ce,  Madi son. *  

The per sons whose names have been st ar r ed ar e per sons no 
l onger  on t he Commi t t ee.  The Commi t t ee began i t s wor k i n 
Sept ember  2007.  
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advi sed t hat  Wi sconsi n does not  need a mandat or y conf er  r ul e.   

I t  suggest ed t hat  t hose who woul d have t hi s cour t  adopt  t he 

f eder al  meet  and conf er  r equi r ement  may not  be consi der i ng t he 

t ol l  i t  woul d t ake on l i t i gant s i n t he vast  maj or i t y of  cases.    

¶4 Expl ai ni ng t he r at i onal e behi nd t he Judi c i al  Counci l  

r ecommendat i on,  a member  of  t he commi t t ee emphasi zed t hat  t her e 

i s l i t t l e need f or  a mandat or y r ul e i n Wi sconsi n at  t hi s t i me. 2  

Unl i ke t he f eder al  cour t s,  Wi sconsi n st at e cour t s do not  have 

many cases i nvol v i ng a l ar ge number  of  document s and el ect r oni c 

di scover y di sput es.   I nst ead our  st at e cour t  docket s ar e 

domi nat ed by t he mor e r out i ne mor t gage f or ecl osur es,  aut omobi l e 

acci dent s,  col l ect i ons,  and cont r act  enf or cement  cases.   Concer n 

was expr essed t hat  adopt i ng a mandat or y conf er  r ul e woul d i mpose 

" s i gni f i cant  added bur den on l i t i gant s whi l e y i el di ng l i t t l e 

benef i t . " 3  Accor di ngl y,  t he Judi c i al  Counci l  r ecommended t hat  

t he meet  and conf er  r emai n di scr et i onar y,  t o be used by t he 

c i r cui t  cour t  onl y when needed,  r at her  t han mandat ed f or  al l  

cases i nvol v i ng t he di scover y of  el ect r oni c r ecor ds.    

                                                 
2 " Fi r st ,  our  cour t s have yet  t o see many cases i nvol v i ng 

el ect r oni c di scover y.   Onl y a handf ul  of  j udges r epor t  havi ng 
had t o deci de el ect r oni c di scover y di sput es.  .  .  .   El ect r oni c  
di scover y i s expensi ve and war r ant ed mai nl y i n cases i n whi ch 
l ar ge number s of  document s or  el ect r oni c communi cat i ons ar e at  
i ssue.  That  s i mpl y i sn' t  t he case i n t he mor t gage f or ecl osur e,  
aut omobi l e acci dent  and cont r act  enf or cement  cases t hat  domi nat e 
our  c i v i l  casel oads. "   Rul e 09- 01,  I n t he Mat t er  of  Amendment  of  
Wi s.  St at .  §§ 802. 10,  804. 01,  804. 08,  804. 09,  804. 12,  and 805. 07 
( Abr ahamson,  C. J . ,  di ssent i ng,  Appendi x D,  Januar y 11,  2010 
Let t er  f r om Judge Ri char d J.  Sankovi t z Expl ai ni ng Reasoni ng of  
Judi c i al  Counci l ' s  Pr oposed Rul es,  at  2) .  

3 I d.  at  3.  
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¶5 Never t hel ess,  t he maj or i t y t hought  ot her wi se.   

I nst ead,  t he r ul e t hat  t he maj or i t y pr omul gat es set s up a 

r equi r ement  f or  di scover y of  el ect r oni c r ecor ds t hat  i s al l -

encompassi ng and i mmedi at e.    

¶6 I t  r equi r es a mandat or y conf er  conf er ence i n al l  cases 

i nvol v i ng di scover y of  el ect r oni c r ecor ds.   Because most  r ecor ds 

t oday ar e kept  el ect r oni cal l y,  t he mandat or y conf er  r ul e 

encompasses t he l i on' s shar e of  al l  cases r equest i ng di scover y 

of  a r ecor d.  

I I .  

¶7 I n movi ng i mmedi at el y r at her  t han caut i ousl y,  t he 

maj or i t y f ai l s  t o heed i t s own advi ce.   Thi s cour t  advi sed t he 

Judi c i al  Counci l  t hat  t he Wi sconsi n r ul es shoul d f ol l ow t he 

f eder al  r ul es of  c i v i l  pr ocedur e,  wher e appr opr i at e,  and benef i t  

f r om t he f eder al  exper i ence.   Real i z i ng t he need t o moni t or  t he 

consequences of  t he new f eder al  el ect r oni c di scover y r ul es,  t he 

Sevent h Ci r cui t  Cour t  of  Appeal s moved caut i ousl y.     

¶8 I t  est abl i shed a pi l ot  pr ogr am i n t he nor t her n 

di st r i ct  of  I l l i noi s and commi ssi oned a mul t i - year  st udy t o 

expl or e how t he pr i nci pl es under pi nni ng t he f eder al  r ul es 

r el at i ng t o t he di scover y of  el ect r oni cal l y st or ed i nf or mat i on 

wer e wor ki ng i n pr act i ce.   The r epor t  of  phase one of  t he pi l ot  

pr ogr am i ndi cat es t hat  a maj or i t y of  at t or neys who r esponded t o 

a sur vey opi ned t hat  t he pr i nci pl es under pi nni ng t he new f eder al  
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r ul es,  whi ch i ncl uded a mandat or y meet  and conf er ,  nei t her  

enhanced f ai r ness nor  i ncr eased ef f i c i ency. 4 

¶9 I  l i kewi se am not  per suaded t hat  t he pr i nci pl es behi nd 

t he f eder al  el ect r oni c di scover y r ul es,  i ncl udi ng t he mandat or y  

conf er  r ul e,  wi l l  ei t her  enhance f ai r ness or  i ncr ease 

ef f i c i ency.   Thi s i s especi al l y t r ue i n a j ur i sdi ct i on l i ke 

Wi sconsi n wher e t he mandat e i s  unnecessar y because el ect r oni c 

di scover y i ssues have not  posed a st at ewi de pr obl em.   

¶10 Rat her  t han enhanci ng f ai r ness and i ncr easi ng 

ef f i c i ency,  I  bel i eve t hat  a mandat or y conf er  r ul e has t he 

pot ent i al  t o di mi ni sh bot h.   A mandat e t o conf er  can di mi ni sh 

                                                 
4 A subst ant i al  por t i on of  t he r espondi ng at t or neys,  
f or t y- t hr ee per cent  ( 43%) ,  r epor t ed t hat  t he 
Pr i nci pl es " i ncr eased"  or  " gr eat l y i ncr eased"  t he 
f ai r ness of  t he di scover y pr ocess.   Fi f t y- f i ve per cent  
( 55%)  st at ed t hey bel i eved t he Pr i nci pl es had no 
ef f ect  on t he f ai r ness of  t he di scover y pr ocess,  and 
j ust  under  t hr ee per cent  ( 3%)  f el t  t hat  t he Pr i nci pl es 
decr eased t he f ai r ness.    

Mor e t han t hi r t y- ei ght  per cent  ( 38%)  of  t he r espondi ng 
at t or neys st at ed t hat  t he Pr i nci pl es i ncr eased t he 
par t i es '  abi l i t y  t o r esol ve e- di scover y di sput es 
wi t hout  cour t  i nvol vement ,  s i xt y- one per cent  ( 61%)  
st at ed t he Pr i nc i pl es had no ef f ect  on t hi s,  and l ess 
t han one per cent  ( 1%)  st at ed t he Pr i nci pl es decr eased 
t hei r  abi l i t y  t o r esol ve e- di scover y i ssues wi t hout  
cour t  i nvol vement .  

Sevent h Ci r cui t  El ect r oni c Di scover y Pi l ot  Pr ogr am,  Repor t  on 
Phase One,  May 20,  2009- May 1,  2010,  at  2- 3,  avai l abl e at  
ht t p: / / www. 7t hci r cui t bar . or g/ associ at i ons/ 1507/ f i l es/ 05-
2010%20Phase%20One%20Repor t %20and%20Appendi x%20wi t h%20Bookmar ks.
pdf  ( l ast  accessed November  8,  2010) .  

 

http://www.7thcircuitbar.org/associations/1507/files/05-2010%20Phase%20One%20Report%20and%20Appendix%20with%20Bookmarks.pdf
http://www.7thcircuitbar.org/associations/1507/files/05-2010%20Phase%20One%20Report%20and%20Appendix%20with%20Bookmarks.pdf
http://www.7thcircuitbar.org/associations/1507/files/05-2010%20Phase%20One%20Report%20and%20Appendix%20with%20Bookmarks.pdf
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f ai r ness i f  used as a swor d agai nst  unr epr esent ed l i t i gant s.    

I t  has t he pot ent i al  t o decr ease ef f i c i ency by spawni ng 

sat el l i t e l i t i gat i on r egar di ng compl i ance i ssues.  

I I I .  

¶11 Anot her  unf or t unat e consequence of  t hi s unnecessar y 

mandat e i s t hat  i t  wi l l  i ncr ease t he cost  of  l i t i gat i on.   When 

t he par t i es ar e r epr esent ed by at t or neys,  t he expenses 

associ at ed wi t h t he mandat ed conf er ence wi l l  be added t o t he 

c l i ent ' s bi l l .  When one or  mor e of  t he par t i es i s sel f -

r epr esent ed,  t he pr ocedur e l i kel y wi l l  be mor e cumber some and 

cost l y.   I t  i s  not  j ust  a mat t er  of  one per son pi cki ng up t he 

t el ephone t o conf er  wi t h anot her .   Many adul t s wor k dur i ng t he 

day and cannot  be r eached by phone at  home dur i ng t he day.   Mor e 

pr obl emat i c i s t hat  t he t r end i s movi ng t owar d mor e peopl e 

havi ng onl y a cel l  phone wher e t her e may be no easy way t o 

di scover  t he l i t i gant ' s cel l  phone number . 5  How ar e t hey t o be 

cont act ed?  I f  a l et t er  i s  sent  and t her e i s not  an i mmedi at e 

r esponse,  what  i s t he next  st ep?  How much added t i me and 

expense wi l l  be i ncur r ed? 

¶12 Unl i ke t he maj or i t y,  I  woul d f ol l ow t he i ni t i al  

r ecommendat i on of  t he Judi c i al  Counci l  commi t t ee and make a meet  

                                                 
5 One of  ever y f our  Amer i can homes ( 24. 5%)  had onl y cel l ul ar  

t el ephones dur i ng t he l ast  hal f  of  2009.   Among househol ds wi t h 
bot h l andl i ne and cel l ul ar  t el ephones,  25. 7% r ecei ved al l  or  
al most  al l  cal l s on t he cel l ul ar  t el ephones.   St ephen J.  
Bl umber g,  Ph. D.  and Jul i an V.  Luke,  Wi r el ess Subst i t ut i on:   
Ear l y Rel ease of  Est i mat es Fr om t he Nat i onal  Heal t h I nt er vi ew 
Sur vey,  Jul y- December  2009,  Cent er s f or  Di sease Cont r ol ,  
r el eased May 12,  2010,  at  1,  5.  
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and conf er  di scr et i onar y.   Al so,  unl i ke t he maj or i t y,  I  woul d 

f ol l ow t he l ead of  t he Sevent h Ci r cui t  and caut i ousl y cont i nue 

t o t est  how t hi s newl y mandat ed pr ocedur e i s wor ki ng.  

Accor di ngl y,  I  ur ge j udges,  l awyer s and l i t i gant s f r om ar ound 

t he st at e t o moni t or  t hi s new mandat e,  and i f  i t  i s  not  wor ki ng,  

pet i t i on t he cour t  f or  change.  

¶13 For  t he r easons set  f or t h above,  I  r espect f ul l y 

di ssent .  

¶14 I  am aut hor i zed t o st at e t hat  Chi ef  Just i ce SHI RLEY S.  

ABRAHAMSON j oi ns t hi s di ssent .  
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