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January 19, 2022

To:   

 

Hon. Mark F. Nielsen 

Circuit Court Judge 

Racine County Courthouse 

730 Wisconsin Avenue 

Racine, WI 53403 

 

Samuel A. Christensen 

Clerk of Circuit Court 

Racine County Courthouse 

730 Wisconsin Avenue 

Racine, WI 53403 

 

Gregory Bates 

Attorney at Law 

P.O. Box 70 

Kenosha, WI 53141-0070 

Winn S. Collins 

Assistant Attorney General  

P.O. Box 7857 

Madison, WI 53707 

 

Patricia J. Hanson 

District Attorney 

730 Wisconsin Avenue 

Racine, WI 53403 

 

Joshua L. Vinson Sr. 319099 

Columbia Correctional Center 

P.O. Box 900 

Portage, WI 53901-0900 

  

 

You are hereby notified that the Court, by its Clerk and Commissioners, has entered the 

following order:   

 

 

No. 2021AP370-CRNM State v. Joshua L. Vinson, Sr., L.C. #2018CF92 

 

By order of November 8, 2021, the court deemed a pro se motion filed by defendant-

appellant-petitioner, Joshua L. Vinson, Sr., to be a timely but nonconforming petition for review 

of the court of appeals' October 27, 2021 decision.  The order required Mr. Vinson to file a 

statement in support of the petition, conforming to the requirements of Wis. Stat. §§ 809.62(2) and 

(4), by December 28, 2021.  The order warned Mr. Vinson that if he did not file the statement by 

that time, the court would summarily dismiss his petition. 

 

Mr. Vinson filed nothing by the December 28, 2021 deadline.  About two weeks after that 

deadline, in a motion dated January 10, 2022, and received by the clerk of this court on January 

13, 2022, Mr. Vinson asked for an extension of time. 
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January 19, 2022 

No. 2021AP370-CRNM State v. Joshua L. Vinson, Sr., L.C. #2018CF92 

 
 

 

IT IS ORDERED that the motion is denied.  Mr. Vinson did not file anything—not even a 

motion for and extension of time—by the deadline by which he was obliged to file a rule-compliant 

statement in support of his petition for review or else face summary dismissal; and  

 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the petition for review is dismissed, without costs. 

 

 
Sheila T. Reiff 

Clerk of Supreme Court 
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