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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of Wisconsin screened Justice Scott Stadler’s
pro se civil-rights complaint concerning his arrest, search, criminal charges, and alleged fabrication of
evidence. The court abstained under Younger v. Harris because the claims were intertwined with
ongoing state criminal proceedings, stayed the federal case, and directed the clerk to close it. Stadler
was instructed to move to lift the stay within 60 days after the conclusion of his criminal proceedings.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Screening of a pro se prisoner civil-rights complaint under 28 U.S.C.
§§ 1915 and 1915A while related state criminal proceedings were
pending.

STANDARD OF REVIEW On screening under 28 U.S.C. §§ 1915 and 1915A, the court accepted
the allegations as true, construed the pro se complaint generously, and
applied a less stringent standard than for formal pleadings drafted by
lawyers.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unknown; district court opinion with no reported citation
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the federal court must abstain from adjudicating Stadler's constitutional claims concerning his
arrest, search and seizure, prosecution, and alleged fabrication of evidence while related state criminal
proceedings are pending.

2. Whether the federal case should be stayed and administratively closed pending final resolution of the
state criminal proceedings.

HOLDINGS

1. The court must abstain from exercising jurisdiction over Stadler's claims because adjudicating his
allegations concerning false arrest and malicious prosecution would interfere with his ongoing state
criminal prosecution, and no extraordinary circumstance justified an exception.

2. The case must be stayed and closed by the clerk pending final resolution of the state criminal
proceedings, including direct appeals and relevant state collateral review proceedings; Stadler may move
to reopen after those proceedings conclude.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Absent extraordinary circumstances not present here, federal courts must abstain from deciding a claim
when doing so would interfere with a state’s pending criminal prosecution.”

“This case is STAYED. The clerk of court is directed to close the case.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Stadler alleged that Chippewa County sheriff's deputies arrested him on February 28, 2024, without a valid
reason or a valid signed Department of Corrections warrant concerning a probation violation. He alleged that the
deputies then conducted a warrantless search and recovered a substance they incorrectly identified as
methamphetamine. He further alleged that District Attorney Sheila Yohnk charged him with possession of
methamphetamine despite allegedly knowing of the unlawful search and seizure, and that defendants fabricated
portions of police reports. At the time of the federal action, Stadler's related state criminal case remained pending
and no trial had yet been scheduled.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Stadler filed a complaint alleging false arrest, unlawful search and seizure, malicious prosecution, and
fabrication of evidence. The court had allowed him to proceed without prepaying the filing fee, then screened the
complaint and determined that adjudicating the claims would interfere with his ongoing state criminal
prosecution. The court abstained under Younger, stayed the federal case, and directed the clerk to close it,
allowing Stadler to move to reopen after the state proceedings concluded.
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