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SUPREME COURT OF W SCONSI N

Case No. : 2006AP3075

CowPLETE TI TLE:

Rudy Nedvi dek, Conmander of VFW Post 1530 and
Tom Hundt, individually, and as President of
Vi et nam Era Vet erans,
Plaintiffs-Appellants-Petitioners,
V.
Judith L. Kuipers, Ex-Chancellor of U WL.,
Dougl as N. Hastad, Ex-Chancellor of U WL.,
Kat herine Lyall, Ex-President of U W System and
Ex officio nenber of the Board of Regents and
Uni versity of Wsconsin Board of Regents,
Def endant s- Respondent s.

REVI EW OF A DECI SI ON OF THE COURT OF APPEALS
Reported at: 309 Ws. 2d 234, 747 N.W2d 527
(Ct. App. 2008-Unpubli shed)

OPI NI ON FI LED: June 10, 2009
SUBM TTED ON BRI EFS:
ORAL ARGUMENT: February 5, 2009

SOURCE OF APPEAL:

COouRT: Crcuit

COUNTY: Dane

J UDGE: John C. Al bert
JUSTI CES:

CONCURRED:

DI SSENTED:

NOT PARTICIPATING  BRADLEY, J., did not participate.

ATTORNEYS:

For the plaintiffs-appellants-petitioners there were briefs
by James P. Genisen, La Crosse, and oral argunent by Janes P.
G eni sen.

For the defendants-respondents there was a brief and oral
argunment by F. Thomas Creeron I11, assistant attorney general,
with whomon the brief was J.B. Van Holl en, attorney general.
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This opinion is subject to further
editing and nodification. The final
version wll appear in the bound
vol ume of the official reports.

No. 2006AP3075
(L.C. No. 2006CV959)

STATE OF W SCONSI N ) I N SUPREME COURT

Rudy Nedvi dek, Commander of VFW Post 1530; and
Tom Hundt, individually, and as President of
Vi et nam Era Vet er ans,

Plaintiffs-Appellants-Petitioners, FI LED
V.
JUN 10, 2009
Judith L. Kuipers, Ex-Chancellor of U WL.;
Dougl as N. Hastad, Ex-Chancellor of U WL.; David R Schanker
Kat herine Lyal |, Ex-President of U W System derk of Supreme Court

and Ex officio nenber of the Board of Regents;
and University of Wsconsin Board of Regents,

Def endant s- Respondent s.

REVI EW of a decision of the Court of Appeals. Disnissed as

i mprovi dently grant ed.

11 PER CURI AM Plaintiffs petitioned for review of an
unpubl i shed deci si on® of the court of appeals, which affirned the

circuit court's decision® disnissing the plaintiffs' clains on

! Nedvi dek v. Kuipers, No. 2006AP3075, unpublished slip op.
(Ws. C. App. Feb. 28, 2008).

2 The Honorable John C. Al bert of Dane County presided.
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nmoot ness and standi ng grounds. After examning the record and
the briefs of the parties, and after hearing oral argunment, we
conclude that the petition for review was inprovidently granted.

12 In October of 1945, the Gty of La Crosse passed a
resolution to construct a recreational facility including a
football stadium which it nanmed Veterans Menorial Stadium On
February 2, 1988, the city quitclained the facility to the
University of Wsconsin Board of Regents (Board of Regents), and
it becane part of the University of Wsconsin-La Crosse (UWN)
facilities. A use agreenment fromthe city, executed as part of
the quitclaim deed, allegedly required the University of
Wsconsin to continue to honor veterans through its nam ng of
the stadium?

13 On May 31, 2000, Roger Harring resigned after a |ong
and successful tenure as UAL football coach. On June 5, 2000,
UW. chancel l or Judith Kui pers renaned the football stadi um Roger
Harring Veterans Menorial Stadium On August 8, 2001, Kuipers
successor, Douglas Hastad, nanmed the field adjacent to the
stadium the Roger Harring Field, and renaned the stadium
Veterans Menorial Stadium On Decenber 9, 2005, the Board of
Regents adopted a resolution namng the stadium Roger Harring
Stadium and namng the field and surrounding practice areas

Menorial field.

31n their petition for review and briefs to this court,
plaintiffs asserted third-party beneficiary status based on the
qui tclaim deed and use agreenent. However, these docunents are
not in the record before us.
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14 Plaintiffs, as nenbers of La Crosse area veterans'
groups, sued the Board of Regents, the ex-president of the UW
System and two forner chancellors of UA, alleging open records
and public neetings law violations, nualfeasance in office and
failure to follow internal wuniversity operating procedures in
renam ng the stadium The purpose of the plaintiffs' |awsuit
was to void the chancellors' change in the nanme of the stadi um
and to renane it the Veterans Menorial Stadium The circuit
court and court of appeals dism ssed these clains on nobotness
and standi ng grounds. W now dism ss the petition for review as
i nprovidently granted, because the issues for which we took the
case do not present any novel questions or Jlead to the
devel opment of the | aw

15 W note that that the defendants filed a notion to
strike wvarious portions of appendi ces submtted by the
plaintiffs, and a non-party filed a notion for l|leave to submt
an amcus brief. Because we have determned that the petition
for review should be dism ssed as inprovidently granted, we need
not address these notions.

16 By the Court.—Fhe review of the decision of the court
of appeals is dismssed as inprovidently granted.

17 ANN WALSH BRADLEY, J., did not participate.
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