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REVIEW of a decision of the Court of Appeals.  Dismissed as 

improvidently granted. 

 

¶1 PER CURIAM.   Kelly Kloss and the State cross-petitioned 

for review of the decision of the court of appeals, State v. Kloss, 

2019 WI App 13, 386 Wis. 2d 314, 925 N.W.2d 563.  After reviewing 

the record and the briefs of both parties, and after hearing oral 

arguments, we conclude this matter should be dismissed as 

improvidently granted. 
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¶2 By the Court.—The review of the decision of the court of 

appeals is dismissed as improvidently granted. 

¶3 REBECCA GRASSL BRADLEY and DANIEL KELLY, JJ., dissent. 
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