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! This total includes DeWitt Ross & Stevens, S.C. v. Galaxy Gaming & Racing, Ltd. P’ship. Here, neither Justice Wilcox nor
Justice Prosser participated; Justice Abrahamson dissented on one issue, while Justices Crooks and Sykes dissented on a different
issue. As a result, only two justices (Bradley and Roggensack) endorsed the “majority” opinion on all issues, and three did not.

2 This total does not include Raz v. Brown, in which no oral argument took place. Nor does it include Digicorp, Inc. v. Ameritech
Corp. Here, Justices Abrahamson and Wilcox did not participate; Justices Bradley and Bablitch dissented; Justices Crooks and
Prosser supported the “majority” opinion, and Justice Sykes concurred in part and dissented in part in an opinion that is difficult
to categorize as either a concurrence or a dissent according to the guidelines that | follow in these circumstances.

3 This total includes Putnam v. Time Warner Cable of Southeastern Wisconsin. Here, only Justices Bradley and Prosser
supported the “majority” decision in its entirety. Three justices (Crooks, Sykes, and Wilcox) dissented with regard to one part of
the decision, and two justices (Abrahamson and Bablitch) directed their dissent at another portion of the decision.

4 This total includes Vincent v. Voight. Here, only Justices Crooks and Wilcox supported, or at least concurred with, the
“majority” decision, while the other five justices dissented with regard to one portion or another of this opinion.



