
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT  

FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF WISCONSIN 

 

 

BOB JAMBOIS 

 

  Plaintiff, 

 

v.        Case No: 17-CV-156 

 

ISMAEL OZANNE 

(in his individual and official capacity) and 

COREY STEPHAN (in his individual capacity), 

MATT MOESER (in his individual capacity), 

MARY ELLEN KARST (in her individual capacity), 

 

  Defendants. 

 

 

COMPLAINT 

 

 

NOW COMES THE PLAINTIFF, Bob Jambois, by his attorneys Gingras, Cates & 

Luebke by Robert J. Gingras and Scott B. Thompson, and hereby states the following: 

NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS 

1. This civil action is brought pursuant to 42 U.S.C. sec. 1983 and the First and 

Fourteenth Amendments to the United States Constitution, to redress the retaliatory treatment of 

plaintiff by defendants Ozanne, Stephan, Moeser, and Karst. 

PARTIES 

2. At all times relevant hereto, Bob Jambois (Jambois) has been an adult residing 

within the Western Judicial District of the State of Wisconsin. Jambois is a licensed attorney, 

admitted to practice in the State of Wisconsin.  

3. At all times relevant hereto, Ismael Ozanne (Ozanne) has been an adult residing 

within the Western Judicial District of the State of Wisconsin. At all times relevant hereto, 
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Ozanne has been the District Attorney for Dane County. All actions attributed to him in this 

complaint were undertaken intentionally, under color of state law and within the scope of his 

employment. 

4. At all times relevant hereto, Corey Stephan (Stephan) has been an adult residing 

within the Western Judicial District of the State of Wisconsin. At all times relevant hereto, 

Stephan has been an Assistant District Attorney for Dane County.  All actions attributed to him 

in this complaint were undertaken intentionally, under color of state law and within the scope of 

his employment. 

5. At all times relevant hereto, Matt Moeser (Moeser) has been an adult residing 

within the Western Judicial District of the State of Wisconsin. At all times relevant hereto, 

Moeser  has been an Assistant District Attorney for Dane County.  All actions attributed to him 

in this complaint were undertaken intentionally, under color of state law and within the scope of 

his employment. 

6. At all times relevant hereto, Mary Ellen Karst (Karst) has been an adult residing 

within the Western Judicial District of the State of Wisconsin. At all times relevant hereto, Karst 

has been an Assistant District Attorney for Dane County.  All actions attributed to her in this 

complaint were undertaken intentionally, under color of state law and within the scope of her 

employment 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

7. This court has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to 42 U.S.C. sec. 1983, the 

First and Fourteenth Amendments to the United States Constitution, and pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 

§§ 1331 and 1343. 

8. Venue in the Western District of Wisconsin is proper insofar as all the parties 
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reside and/or do business in this district, and the circumstances giving rise to the claim occurred 

in this district . 

FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

9. As District Attorney, Ozanne had final policy making authority over the Dane 

County District Attorney’s office.  

10. Jambois served in the Kenosha County District Attorney’s Office as District 

Attorney from January of 1989 until 2005.  

11. Jambois was the special prosecutor appointed to handle the Mark Jensen murder 

trial in Kenosha county. The case against the accused, Mark Jensen, was complicated but 

Jambois won a conviction through excellent lawyering. This case is currently awaiting retrial in 

Kenosha County. 

12. In mid-to-early 2015 (and on the encouragement of then-Deputy District 

Attorney, Tom Fallon) Jambois applied for a position as an Assistant District Attorney in the 

Dane County District Attorney’s office. 

13. Jambois was encouraged to apply in order to bring significant trial experience to 

the Dane County District Attorney’s office, something that was severely lacking at the time. 

14. A few days after interviewing, Ozanne contacted Jambois to offer him a position 

as an Assistant District Attorney. 

15. Jambois accepted the aforementioned position.  When Jambois accepted the 

position, the Mark Jensen case was being appealed. 

16. Jambois began working at the Dane County District Attorney’s office in May of 

2015. 

17. As an Assistant District Attorney, Jambois served successfully, prosecuting and 

Case: 3:17-cv-00156-wmc   Document #: 1   Filed: 02/28/17   Page 3 of 10



 4

convicting at trial several high-profile defendants, all-the-while offering successful mentorship 

and tutelage to younger trial attorneys. 

18. Jambois’ success in the Dane County District Attorney’s Office came despite 

significant discontent amongst his colleagues over Ozanne’s leadership and management style.  

19. In May of 2016, Ozanne called a mandatory attorney staff meeting. Throughout 

the course of the meeting, Ozanne aired grievances against the attorneys working in the Dane 

County District Attorney’s office. In response to Ozanne’s issues with staff, some attorneys 

articulated general dissatisfaction with the Dane County District Attorney’s office.  

20. In response to the dissatisfaction of the staff, Ozanne encouraged the dissatisfied 

to run for the position of Dane County District Attorney if they believed they could direct the 

office better than he could.  

21. Jambois took Ozanne up on this offer. 

22. Jambois secured enough signatures to place his name on the ballot for the 

Democratic primary election for Dane County District Attorney.  

23. After securing the sufficient number of signatures, Jambois continued his full 

duties as an Assistant District Attorney. 

24. Jambois’ stated purpose for running for DA of Dane County was to address the 

dysfunction, demoralization, and disorganization of the DA’s office under Ozanne. During his 

campaign, Jambois made statements regarding Ozanne and the District Attoneys’ Office which 

related to matters of public concern. 

25. Jambois received only a single day off work prior to the election for campaign 

purposes. 

26. On August 9, 2016, Ozanne defeated Jambois in the primary election for Dane 
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County District Attorney.  

27. Shortly after defeating Jambois, Ozanne directed his subordinates, Stephan, and 

Moeser, and Karst, to initiate a campaign of retaliation and harassment of Jambois. 

28. First, Stephan met with Jambois on August 26, 2016 for a meeting that was 

ostensibly concerning Jambois’ trial schedule, among other things. 

29. To Jambois’ surprise, the meeting quickly became a conversation about 

resignation. 

30. In particular, Stephan indicated to Jambois that he would accept Jambois’ 

immediate resignation. 

31. Jambois refused to resign at this meeting. 

32. Immediately after the meeting, Stephan responded to Jambois’ refusal by handing 

Jambois a notice of investigatory review. 

33. The investigatory review notice was written on Ozanne’s letterhead, and signed 

by Stephan. 

34. The notice identified three issues with Jambois’ job performance, 1) the manner 

in which Jambois drafted complaints, 2) Jambois’ witness scheduling practices, and 3) Jambois’ 

involvement with the Kenosha County District Attorney’s office in the retrial of Mark Jensen. 

35. Jambois underwent an investigatory interview meeting with Stephan and Moeser 

on August 29, 2016. 

36. In the interview Jambois demonstrated that there was no foundation to the 

disciplinary actions taken against him.  

37. A second letter was sent to Jambois on Ozanne’s letterhead regarding this 

disciplinary campaign on September 8, 2016.  
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38. The September 8, 2016 letter contained the subject line “Letter of Expectation.” It 

outlined nearly identical complaints as those listed in the August 26, 2016 notice.  

39. Notably, the September 8, 2016 letter required that Jambois follow procedures 

required of no one else in the office. In particular, it required that he abstain from using 

paralegals to draft certain documents, and follow specific scheduling requirements for witnesses. 

Again, these procedures were not required for other Assistant District Attorneys.  

40. The September 8, 2016 letter also required that Jambois pen a letter to the judge 

hearing the Mark Jensen murder trial indicating Jambois’ withdrawal from the case. Jambois 

complied with this directive. 

41. Shortly thereafter, the management team at the Dane County District Attorney’s 

Office undertook efforts to guarantee Jambois’ noncompliance with aforementioned disciplinary 

requirements. 

42. On information and belief, and on the direction of Ozanne, Karst approached a 

young Assistant District Attorney, Shaun O’Connell, and requested that O’Connell identify his 

most difficult and complicated cases. 

43. O’Connell identified the twenty (20) most difficult cases in his caseload for Karst. 

44. Under the direction of Ozanne and / or Karst, all of these cases were subsequently 

shifted onto Jambois’ caseload. 

45. By shifting these cases, Ozanne made it impossible for Jambois to comply with 

the standards mandated by the aforementioned disciplinary letters. 

46. At this point, Jambois weighed the interests of the victims of crime in Dane 

County. He recognized that his ability to continue as a prosecutor in Dane County was in doubt. 

47. Critically, the Ozanne-imposed inefficiencies began to negatively affect the 
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prosecution of cases assigned to him. 

48. After Ozanne shifted the cases from O’Connell, Jambois’ trial schedule was 

packed with thirty-one (31) jury trials in the space of less than two (2) months. 

49. Such a crushing caseload, in such a minute expanse of time, was without parallel 

in the Dane County District Attorney’s Office under Ozanne. 

50. Jambois’ scheduled trials were complicated, requiring significant time and 

attention. 

51. Under such grueling conditions, Jambois’ ability to try his cases in a satisfactory 

manner was completely undermined.  

52. After much consideration, Jambois determined he could no longer represent the 

victims and interests of Dane County given the extraordinary burdens placed upon him by 

Ozanne and Stephan.  

53. In late September, 2016, Jambois was forced to retire as a result of the actions 

taken by Ozanne, Stephan, Moeser, and Karst in retaliation for Jambois’ campaign for District 

Attorney.  

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION AGAINST OZANNE – VIOLATION OF JAMBOIS’ FIRST 
AMENDMENT RIGHTS – INDIVIDUAL CAPACITY 

 

54. The plaintiff realleges and incorporates paragraphs 1-53 as if set forth fully 

herein. 

55. By engaging in the conduct set forth in this Complaint, Ozanne violated Jambois’ 

rights to free speech when he retaliated against Jambois’ for running against him for District 

Attorney and making statements of a public concern.  

56. Said retaliation caused Jambois severe and permanent emotional, psychological 

and economic injuries. 
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SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION AGAINST OZANNE – VIOLATION OF JAMBOIS’ FIRST 

AMENDMENT RIGHTS – OFFICIAL CAPACITY CLAIM 

57. The plaintiff realleges and incorporates paragraphs 1-56 as if set forth fully 

herein. 

58. As District Attorney, Ozanne was in a policy making position for the District 

Attorney’s office. 

59. By engaging the conduct described above, Ozanne created and enforced policies 

directed at Jambois. 

60. The policy of harassment and retaliation described in this complaint and 

established by Ozanne violated Jambois’ rights under the First Amendment to the United States 

Constitution. 

61. Said harassment and retaliation caused Jambois severe and permanent emotional, 

psychological and economic injuries. 

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION AGAINST STEPHAN – VIOLATION OF JAMBOIS’ FIRST 

AMENDMENT RIGHTS – INDIVIDUAL CAPACITY 

 

62. The plaintiff realleges and incorporates paragraphs 1-61 as if set forth fully 

herein. 

63. By engaging in the conduct set forth in this Complaint, Stephan violated Jambois’ 

rights to free speech when he retaliated against Jambois’ for running against Ozanne for District 

Attorney and making statements of a public concern.  

64. Said retaliation caused Jambois severe and permanent emotional, psychological 

and economic injuries. 

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION AGAINST MOESER – VIOLATION OF JAMBOIS’ FIRST 

AMENDMENT RIGHTS – INDIVIDUAL CAPACITY 
 

65. The plaintiff realleges and incorporates paragraphs 1-64 as if set forth fully 
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herein. 

66. By engaging in the conduct set forth in this Complaint, Moeser violated Jambois’ 

rights to free speech when he retaliated against Jambois’ for running against Ozanne for District 

Attorney and making statements of a public concern.  

67. Said retaliation caused Jambois severe and permanent emotional, psychological 

and economic injuries. 

FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION AGAINST KARST – VIOLATION OF JAMBOIS’ FIRST 
AMENDMENT RIGHTS – INDIVIDUAL CAPACITY 

 

68. The plaintiff realleges and incorporates paragraphs 1-67 as if set forth fully 

herein. 

69. By engaging in the conduct set forth in this Complaint, Karst violated Jambois’ 

rights to free speech when he retaliated against Jambois’ for running against Ozanne for District 

Attorney and making statements of a public concern.  

70. Said retaliation caused Jambois severe and permanent emotional, psychological 

and economic injuries. 

SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION AGAINST OZANNE, STEPHAN, MOESER, and KARST –

PUNITIVE DAMAGES 
 

71. The plaintiff realleges and incorporates paragraphs 1-70 as if set forth fully 

herein. 

72. The aforementioned conduct of Ozanne, Stephan, Moeser, and  Karst was carried 

out in a willful, wanton and/or reckless manner, and Jambois is therefore entitled to an award of 

punitive damages to be determined by a jury. 

 

WHEREFORE, the plaintiff requests a trial by jury along with the following relief: 

A. Unspecified compensatory and punitive damages; 
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B. Any injunctive relief that the Court may deem just and proper to award;  

C. An award of Plaintiffs’ reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs incurred in 

this action; 

D. Pre- and post-judgment interest; and 

E. Any other such relief as the Court may deem appropriate. 

 JURY DEMAND 

 The plaintiff respectfully requests that this matter be tried before a jury of six (6) 

competent persons.   

 

 Dated this 28
th

 day of February, 2017.   

       s/ Robert J. Gingras 

       Robert J. Gingras 

       State Bar No.: 1002909  

       Paul A. Kinne  

       State Bar No.: 1021493 

       Scott B. Thompson 

       State bar No.: 1098161 

       Attorneys for Plaintiff 

       Gingras, Cates & Luebke 

       8150 Excelsior Drive 

       Madison, WI 53717 

       Telephone: (608) 833-2632 

       Fax: (608) 833-2874  

       gingras@gcllawyers.com  
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