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United States District Court, 
W.D. Wisconsin. 

Nathaniel Allen LINDELL, Plaintiff, 
v. 

Matthew J. FRANK, Secretary of the Wisconsin 
Department of Corrections, Jon E. Litscher, 

former Secretary of the Wisconsin Department of 
Corrections; Cindy O’Donnell, Deputy Secretary to 

Litscher; John Ray, Corrections Complaint 
Examiner (“C.C.E.”); Gerald Berge, Warden at 

Supermax Correctional Institution; Peter 
Huibregtse, Deputy Warden of Supermax; 

Lieutenant Julie Biggar, a Lt. at Supermax; Ellen 
Ray, I.C.E.; Sgt. Jantzen; C.O. Wetter; C.O. S. 

Grondin; C.O. Mueller; C.O. Clark, all guards at 
Supermax; John Sharpe, Manager Foxtrot Unit at 

Supermax; Sgt. Boyelson, Defendants. 

No. 02–C–21–C. | Sept. 16, 2004. 

Attorneys and Law Firms 

Nathaniel Lindell, Pro Se. 

Jody J. Schmelzer, Assistant Attorney General, Madison, 
WI, for Defendants. 

Opinion 
 

ORDER 

CRABB, J. 

*1 In an order dated August 23, 2004, I modified the 
injunction concerning photocopies of clippings pursuant 
to directions provided in Lindell v. Frank, Nos. 03–2651 
& 03–2765 (7th Cir. July 19, 2004). The modified 
injunction enjoined defendants from enforcing their 
publisher’s only rule to the extent that it prohibits plaintiff 
Lindell from receiving a reasonable number of 
photocopies of clippings that are from published sources 
and in a reasonable format. 
  
Now before this court is plaintiff’s motion to amend the 
injunction and schedule briefing on the issue. In addition, 
plaintiff has informed this court that he has filed a petition 
for a rehearing en banc with the Court of Appeals for the 
Seventh Circuit. Under Fed. R.App. P. 41(d)(1), the 
timely filing of a petition for rehearing en banc stays the 
mandate issued by the Court of Appeals until disposition 
of the motion. As a result, the modified injunction is 
stayed as well. Because the Court of Appeals has not 
issued a ruling on plaintiff’s petition for rehearing, 
plaintiff’s motion to amend the injunction and schedule 
briefing is premature. I will deny the motion as 
unnecessary pending a ruling by the Court of Appeals. 
  
 

ORDER 

IT IS ORDERED that plaintiff Nathaniel Allen Lindell’s 
motion to amend the injunction and schedule briefing is 
DENIED as unnecessary. 
  
	
  

 
 
  


