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STATE OF WISCONSIN	CIRCUIT COURT	 DANE COUNTY
	
STATE OF WISCONSIN               
Department of Agriculture, Trade & Consumer Protection
2811 Agriculture Drive
Madison, WI 53708, 
Plaintiff                
v.

[bookmark: Text2]Ridglan Farms, Inc.
[bookmark: Text42]10489 W. Blue Mounds Rd. 
[bookmark: Text43]Blue Mounds, WI 53517,                       
Defendant.
                                  
	

     CASE NO. ______________________


CIVIL FORFEITURE COMPLAINT



The State of Wisconsin, by its attorney ________________________, Assistant District Attorney, Dane County, Wisconsin, complains against the Defendant herein and alleges that:
JURISDICTION
1. [bookmark: Text44][bookmark: Text45][bookmark: Text52]This complaint is filed and these proceedings are instituted under Wis. Stat. § 173.41 and chapter 778 to recover forfeitures, as provided in Wis. Stat. § 173.41(15), for violations of Wis. Admin. Code ch. ATCP 16.
2. [bookmark: Text46][bookmark: Text47][bookmark: Text48][bookmark: Text49]The Wisconsin Department of Agriculture, Trade and Consumer Protection ("Department") is a state agency authorized to administer and enforce animal health laws, pursuant to Wis. Stat. ch. 95.  The Department is authorized to regulate persons who operate as dog sellers and dog facility operators, pursuant to Wis. Stat. § 173.41, and has adopted dog seller and dog facility operator rules in Wis. Admin. Code ch. ATCP 16.
3. The Division of Animal Health (“Division”) is a division of the Department.  The Division administers animal health laws and regulates animal health establishments on behalf of the Department, through its Bureau of Field Services.

  DEFENDANT
4. [bookmark: Text12][bookmark: Text13][bookmark: Text14][bookmark: Text15][bookmark: Text16][bookmark: Text17][bookmark: Text18][bookmark: Text50][bookmark: Text19]Defendant Ridglan Farms, Inc. is located at 10489 W. Blue Mounds Rd, Blue Mounds in Dane County, WI 53517. Defendant operates as a dog breeder. At all times material to this matter, Defendant was subject to Wis. Stat. § 173.41 and Wis. Admin. Code ch. ATCP 16.
OFFENSES CHARGED
Counts 1-488: On and between February 7, 2022 to February 22, 2025, Defendant failed to handle dogs as carefully as practicable and in a humane manner that does not cause physical harm or unnecessary injury. This is a violation of Wis. Admin. Code § 16.20(2)(a).

Count 489: On June 6, 2024, Defendant failed to provide a daily body, mobility, and behavior check of a dog. This is a violation of Wis. Admin. Code § ATCP 16.20(2)(b).

Count 490: On June 6, 2024, Defendant failed to have a licensed veterinarian examine a dog as often as necessary to ensure adequate health care. This is a violation of Wis. Admin. Code § 16.20(2)(e). 

Count 491-492: On September 16, 2024, Defendant failed to provide a daily body, mobility, and behavior check of two dogs. This is a violation of Wis. Admin. Code § ATCP 16.20(2)(b).
Count 493-494: On September 16, 2024, Defendant failed to have a licensed veterinarian examine two dogs as often as necessary to ensure adequate health care. This is a violation of Wis. Admin. Code § 16.20(2)(e). 

  PENALTY
Pursuant to Wis. Stat. § 173.41(15)(b)1, upon conviction of this offense, any person who violates this section or a rule promulgated under this section may be required to forfeit not more than $1,000 for the first offense and may be required to forfeit not less than $200 nor more than $2,000 for the 2nd or any subsequent offense within 5 years.
If a violation under subd. 1. involves the keeping of animals, each animal with respect to which the statute or rule is violated constitutes a separate violation. See Wis. Stat. § 173.41(15)(b)2. In addition to the penalties under above, a court may order a person who violates this section to pay the expenses of caring for dogs that are removed from the person's possession because of mistreatment. See Wis. Stat. § 173.41(15)(c).

FACTS
On June 6, 2024, department inspectors conducted a routine inspection of the Defendant’s dog breeding facility at 10489 W. Blue Mounds Road in Blue Mounds, WI.    During the inspection of Building 7, inspectors found an adult, female Beagle (preliminarily identified as ZKA-8 or FZA-8) with an apparent interdigital cyst on the dog’s right-front paw.  The apparent interdigital cyst appeared to be ruptured. The dog was observed by inspectors to be limping and keeping weight off of the right-front paw. The Defendant was unaware of the dog’s condition and the dog had not been seen by a veterinarian for the condition. While the Defendant claimed the condition had not been noticed by staff yet that day, a cyst would require more than 24 hours to develop and subsequently rupture, indicating that the condition had gone unnoticed for at least a full day. 
On September 16, 2024, department inspectors conducted a follow-up inspection of the Defendant’s dog breeding facility at 10489 W. Blue Mounds Road in Blue Mounds, WI.    During inspection of Building 7, inspectors found an adult, female Beagle (FVC-O) with an apparent leg injury.  The dog was observed by inspectors to be limping and keeping weight off the right-front leg.  Inspectors noted that the dog’s right-front leg had swelling and there was the presence of two, apparent deep abrasions or puncture wounds.  Within the same enclosure an additional adult Beagle (FJA-9) dog was found to have similar wounds on the dog’s muzzle. Injuries on both dogs were partially healed including scabbing, indicating the injuries were present for at least 24 hours or more. The Defendant was unaware of either dog’s condition and neither dog had been seen by a veterinarian for the condition.
On February 5, 2025, Wisconsin Veterinary Examining Board (VEB) staff conducted an inspection of the veterinary care practices of staff at the Defendant’s facility.  This inspection and interviews with the Defendant’s staff revealed that that the Defendant was conducting various surgical procedures on dogs kept within facilities subject to Wis. Stat. § 173.41 and Wis. Admin. Code ch. ATCP 16. Based upon admissions by several facility employees directly involved, VEB inspectors found that the Defendant had been routinely performing nictitans gland prolapse, also known as ‘cherry eye,’ removal surgeries on dogs for several years.  This surgical method has been considered malpractice by the veterinary community since at least 1991. See Veterinary Ophthalmology, 2nd Ed. 1991 (“The importance of returning the gland to its normal position cannot be overstated. Several of the dog breeds predisposed to cherry eye are also prone to develop tear insufficiency disease. Removal of the complete prolapsed gland could precipitate developed of kerotoconojunctivitis sicca. Removal of the entire nictitans for nictitans gland prolapse or cherry eye is flagrant malpractice.”). 
During the performance of these surgeries, dogs were not given proper anesthesia or given proper surgical care according to the VEB.  Review of medical records provided to the Department and statements made by employees indicated that the Defendant physically restrained dogs while tissue was removed from the dog’s eyes and did not provide post-surgical care to prevent further injury.  Additionally, statements made to the VEB by Dr. Richard Van Domelen, managing veterinarian for the Defendant, the cherry eye removal surgeries were routinely performed by untrained and unlicensed individuals, contrary to Wis. Stat. § 89.05(1) and Wis. Admin. Code § VE 1.44(2)(c) which requires that veterinary surgery be performed only by a Doctor of Veterinary Medicine licensed to practice in Wisconsin. 
  Records provided to the Department by the Defendant demonstrated that the improper cherry eye procedures were performed by the Defendant on at least 409 dogs (488 procedures done on the 409 dogs— meaning multiple dogs received the procedure more than once) since 2022, causing harm and unnecessary injury.    




DEMAND FOR RELIEF
WHEREFORE, the State of Wisconsin demands judgment against Defendant as follows:
[bookmark: Text51]12. Pursuant to Wis. Stat. § 173.41(15), the Defendant pay a civil forfeiture to the Plaintiff, State of Wisconsin, in the amount of $XXX,XXX plus statutory surcharges and fees for the violations alleged in this complaint.
13. Granting any other such relief as the Court determines to be appropriate.

Signed this _______ day of _______________________, 2025.



Signed: __________________________________

Name:  __________________________________
Dane County Assistant District Attorney
State Bar No. __________________________
[bookmark: Text36]215 S. Hamilton St. #3000 
[bookmark: Text37][bookmark: Text38]Madison, WI 53703
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