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ATTORNEY reinstatenent proceeding. Rei nst at enent granted

upon conditi ons.

11 PER CURI AM W review a report filed by referee
James J. Wniarski recommending that the court reinstate, wth
conditions, the license of Stephen M Conpton to practice law in
W sconsi n. After careful review of the matter, we agree that
Attorney Conpton's |license should be reinstated and that
conditions should be placed upon his resunption of the practice

of |aw. W also agree with the referee that Attorney Conpton
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should be required to pay the <costs of this reinstatenent
proceedi ng, which are $4,373.03 as of March 11, 2013.

12 Attorney Conpton was admtted to practice law in
W sconsin in 1992. He resides in Waukesha County. In 2002, he
was publicly reprimanded for falsely recording the tine he
worked on a contingency fee case. Public Reprimand of
Stephen M Conpton, No. 2002-6. In 2008, Attorney Conpton's
license to practice |law was suspended for 60 days for m sconduct
related to failing to supervise an inmate performng |egal work
for himand falsely billing the state public defender for work

performed by that inmate. In re D sciplinary Proceedings

Agai nst Conpton, 2008 W 3, 306 Ws. 2d 280, 744 N.W2d 78.

13 In 2009, Attorney Conpton was charged wth felony
crim nal conduct in Walworth County. He was ultimately
convicted of possession of narcotic drugs (heroin), a Cass |
felony, and felony bail junping, a Cass H felony. Two
addi ti onal m sdeneanor crimnal charges for possession of
cocai ne and possession of drug paraphernalia were dism ssed but
read in.

14 On March 3, 2010, the Ofice of Lawer Regulation
(OLR) filed a notion seeking the sunmmary suspension of Attorney
Conmpton's law license based on the crimnal convi cti ons.
Attorney Conpton did not contest the notion, and this court
summarily suspended his law | icense on March 16, 2010.

15 In May of 2010, the OLR filed a disciplinary conpl aint
alleging Attorney Conpton's crimnal conduct and seeking a two-
year |icense suspension. Attorney Conpton stipulated to the

2
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facts, m sconduct, and sanction. On Septenber 8, 2010, this
court suspended Attorney Conpton's law license for a period of
two years, retroactive to March 16, 2010, the date of the

sunmmary suspensi on. In re D sciplinary Proceedings Against

Conpton, 2010 W 112, 329 Ws. 2d 318, 787 N. W2d 831.

16 Att or ney Conpt on filed a petition for t he
reinstatenent of his law license on March 12, 2012. The OLR
filed its response to the petition for reinstatenent on
Novenber 2, 2012, and did not oppose the petition. A public
hearing on the reinstatenent petition was held on Decenber 18,
2012. The referee filed his report and reconmendation on
February 19, 2013.

17 Supreme Court Rule 22.31(1)' provides the standards to

be net for reinstatenent. Specifically, the petitioner nust

1 SCR 22.31(1) states:

The petitioner has the burden of denonstrating,
by clear, satisfactory, and convincing evidence, all
of the foll ow ng:

(a) That he or she has the noral character to
practice law in Wsconsin.

(b) That his or her resunption of the practice of
law will not be detrinmental to the admnistration of
justice or subversive of the public interest.

(c) That his or her representations in the
petition, including the representations required by
SCR  22.29(4)(a) to [ (4m) ] and 22.29(5), are
subst ant i at ed.

(d) That he or she has conplied fully with the
terms of the order of suspension or revocation and
with the requirenents of SCR 22.26
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show by clear, satisfactory, and convincing evidence that he or
she has the noral character to practice law, that his or her
resunption of the practice of law will not be detrinental to the
adm nistration of justice or subversive of the public interest,
and that he or she has conplied with SCR 22.26 and the terns of
the order of suspension. In addition to these requirenents,

SCRs 22.29(4)(a)-(4m? provide additional requirements that a

2 SCR 22.29(4)(a) through (4m) provides that a petition for
rei nstatenent shall show all of the foll ow ng:

(a) The petitioner desires to have t he
petitioner's |license reinstated.

(b) The petitioner has not practiced |law during
t he period of suspension or revocation.

(c) The petitioner has conplied fully with the
terme of the order of suspension or revocation and
will continue to conmply wth them until t he
petitioner's license is reinstated.

(d) The petitioner has maintained conpetence and
learning in the law by attendance at identified
educational activities.

(e) The petitioner's conduct since the suspension
or revocation has been exenplary and above reproach.

(f) The petitioner has a proper understanding of
and attitude toward the standards that are inposed
upon nenbers of the bar and wll act in conformty
w th the standards.

(g) The petitioner can safely be recommended to
the legal profession, the courts and the public as a
person fit to be consulted by others and to represent
them and otherwise act in matters of trust and
confidence and in general to aid in the adm nistration
of justice as a nmenber of the bar and as an officer of
the courts.
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petition for reinstatenent nust show Al'l of these additiona
requirenents are effectively incorporated into SCR 22.31(1).

18 When we review a referee's report and reconmendation
we wll adopt the referee's findings of fact unless they are
clearly erroneous. Conclusions of law are reviewed de novo.

See In re Disciplinary Proceedings Against Eisenberg, 2004 W

14, 915, 269 Ws. 2d 43, 675 N.W2d 747.

19 W conclude the referee's findings support a
determnation that Attorney Conpton has net his burden to
establish by clear, convincing, and satisfactory evidence that
he has net all of the standards required for reinstatenent.

110 The referee noted that during the term of his
suspension, Attorney Conpton has not practiced |law and has
worked primarily as a |andscaper. The referee found that
Attorney Conpton has fully conplied with the terns of the order

of suspension and that he was not required to make any

(h) The petitioner has fully conplied wth the
requi renents set forth in SCR 22. 26

(j) The petitioner's proposed use of the license
i f reinstated.

(k) A full description of all of the petitioner's
busi ness activities during the period of suspension or
revocati on.

(4m The petitioner has mnade restitution to or
settled all clainms of persons injured or harned by

petitioner's msconduct, including reinbursenent to
the Wsconsin |awers' fund for client protection for
all paynments nade from that fund, or, if not, the
petitioner's explanation of the failure or inability
to do so.
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restitution or settle any clainms caused by his m sconduct. The
referee found that Attorney Conpton has nmaintained conpetence
and learning in the law by attending various educational
activities. The referee also found that Attorney Conpton's
conduct since the tine of the suspension has been exenplary and
above reproach.

11 The referee found that Attorney Conpton has a proper
understanding of and attitude toward the standards that are
i nposed upon nenbers of the bar and will act in conformty wth
t hose standards. The referee found that Attorney Conpton can
safely be recommended to the |egal profession, the courts, and
the public as a person fit to be consulted by others and to
represent them and otherwise act in mtters of trust and
confidence and in general to aid in the admnistration of
justice as a nenber of the bar and as an officer of the courts.
The referee noted that if his license to practice law is
reinstated, Attorney Conpton intends to engage in the general
practice of |aw, probably as a sole practitioner.

12 The referee found that, according to statenents
Attorney Conpton nade to Walworth County sheriff's deputies at
the time of his 2009 arrest, Attorney Conpton began using
illegal drugs around 2006, and he admtted being "coked up"
while handling legal cases in court. The referee noted that
Deputy  Sergeant Pat ek  of the Walworth County Sheriff's
Departnent testified at the reinstatenent hearing that Attorney
Compton's conduct before his arrest included possession and
delivery of both heroin and cocaine. Deputy Sheriff Long of the

6
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Wal worth County Sheriff's Departnent testified that Attorney
Compton's conduct before his arrest had a major inpact on a
woman who was a significant person in Attorney Conpton's life,
and the woman ultimately lost her teaching license as a result
of drug conduct and her relationship with Attorney Conpton.
Deputy Sheriff Long described Attorney Conpton as a "great
person” and "a very smart attorney."

113 The referee noted that Linda Al bert, manager of the
Wsconsin Lawers Assistance Program (WSsSLAP) worked wth
Attorney Conpton beginning on Cctober 26, 2009, when he
initially volunteered for one year of nonitoring following his
arrest. Attorney Conpton subsequently volunteered for an
addi tional four years of nonitoring. Ms. Albert testified that
Attorney Conpton, w thout hesitation, has provided access to all
of his treatnment providers, probation officers, and the OLR and
that he has denonstrated honesty and integrity throughout the
nmonitoring process. M. Albert opined that Attorney Conpton has
done an exenplary job of fulfilling his nonitoring contract and
has excelled in consistently neeting the conditions set for him

114 Ms. Al bert testified Attorney Conpton has a |low risk
of relapsing given the extended period of tine he has been free
of drugs and al cohol. Ms. Al bert opined that Attorney Conpton
is "no longer inpaired by his disease and is fit to practice.”
She recommended that Attorney Conpton conplete his contract for
five years of nmonitoring, which 1is scheduled to end on
Cctober 1, 2014. Ms. Albert testified that after five years of
being al cohol and drug free, a person's relapse rate

7
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statistically is approximately 14 percent, and she said that
rate does not significantly drop with | onger abstinence.

115 M. Al bert testified she could not think of a single
additional thing Attorney Conpton could have done during his
monitoring to help with his rehabilitation, and she said he did
everything he was asked to do and there were no failures on his
part during his nonitoring. VWiile Ms. Albert does not believe
Attorney Conpton requires nonitoring beyond Cctober 1, 2014, she
agrees that if he is reinstated, the public would be better
protected if his nonitoring were to continue past that date.

16 The referee noted that Attorney Conpton successfully
conpleted residential treatnent at a hospital. He has
successfully passed all required random drug and al cohol tests,
conpleted all required contacts with his nonitor, and conpleted
and docunented all required comunity support groups and
out patient treatnent. The referee also noted that as of
Decenber 18, 2012, Attorney Conpton successfully net all
requirenents to be discharged from probation which resulted from
his crimnal convictions.

117 The referee noted that since the time of his arrest,
Attorney Conpton lost his marriage, becane estranged from his
children for a period of tinme, lost the trust and confidence of
the lawers he used to work with, went through bankruptcy, and
| ost substantial investnments and assets. The referee noted that
sever al | awyers who testified at the hearing on the
reinstatenent petition said they watched Attorney Conpton |ose
everything that was inportant to him and that he hit "the very

8
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bottom " However, those |lawers also said they have watched
Attorney Conpton slowy recover and reestablish strong
relationships with his children and his comunity. Those
| awyers bel i eve At t or ney Conpton' s j our ney t hr ough
rehabilitation has been remarkable and that he is again fit to
practice | aw.

118 Both Deputy Sergeant Patek and Deputy Sheriff Long
recogni ze Attorney Conpton's successful rehabilitation to date
but both nen believe the period of Attorney Conpton's suspension
has not been sufficient, given the seriousness of his crimna
conduct . Both believe that nore tinme is needed before Attorney
Conpton is reinstated to the practice of |aw

119 Wiile the referee said the seriousness of Attorney
Compton's conduct cannot be overstated, the referee concluded
that since his 2009 arrest, Attorney Conpton has done everything
conceivable to turn his |ife around and begin the life-1long

process of rehabilitation. The referee explained:

Compton has not wundertaken the 1long and arduous
rehabilitation process for purposes of fooling the
system into giving back his license, but rather wth
the determned goal of truthfully turning his life
around and again becom ng a productive and neani ngful
menber of society.

Conpt on wllingly accept ed al | t reat nent,
suggestions[,] and nonitoring. He has genuinely
i npressed every individual he has worked with during
his years of nonitoring and rehabilitation.

My personal observations during the course of the
hearing concur with the observations of everybody who
has worked with Conpton since 2009. Conmpton is a man
hunmbled by his great and numerous errors. For a
while, he lost everything that neant anything to him

9
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in his life. | am quite satisfied that Conpton is
nost sincere in his efforts to rehabilitate hinself.
| believe Conpton recognizes that even if he never
practiced |law again, he would nake the sane efforts
toward rehabilitation that he has nmade since 2009.

The record shows that Conpton never tried to avoid,
evade[, | or blame others for his inappropriate

conduct . He does not lie about or cover up what he
di d. Hi s approach has been to "bare his soul," ask
for help, and do whatever it takes to turn his life
ar ound.

| specifically asked Linda Al bert of WSsLAP whether
there was anything Conpton failed to do or anything
nore he could have done as part of his nonitoring
program Linda Al bert was quick to reply that there
was nothing nore the nonitoring program could ask of
Compton that he has not already done. Sinmply put,
Conpton's sincere efforts at rehabilitation have been
out st andi ng and above questi on.

120 In spite of Attorney Conpton's remarkable efforts to
turn his life around, the referee did express sone concern about
the possibility of relapse. Al though Ms. Al bert put the risk of
a relapse at approximately 14 percent for soneone who has been
free of drugs and al cohol for five years, the referee said when
it cones to trusting a lawer to serve the public and the |ega
profession, a 14 percent relapse rate still needs to be
addr essed. For that reason, the referee recommends that
Attorney Conpton remain under close nonitoring, simlar to his
current WSsSLAP nonitoring, for a mninmm of tw years from the
date of his reinstatenent. The referee said extending the
nmoni tori ng deadl i ne beyond the October 1, 2014 expiration of his
current WSLAP nonitoring agreenent wll not only provide
further support for Attorney Conpton, but wll also allow a

gui cker response to any rel apse.

10
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21 In response to the concerns of the tw sheriff's
deputies that Attorney Conpton's term of suspension has been
insufficient given his crimnal convictions, the referee pointed
out that this court saw fit to suspend Attorney Conpton's
license for a period of two years. The referee said during that
two-year period, Attorney Conpton has done everything possible
to rehabilitate hinself; he appears rehabilitated; and expert
testimony shows there is very little nore that can be done for
him The referee said to deny reinstatenent on the basis that a
t wo- year suspension was not | ong enough woul d be second guessing
this court's choice of the appropriate period of suspension and
woul d al so be ignoring Attorney Conpton's nearly perfect record
at rehabilitation up to this tine.

22 This court has carefully evaluated whether Attorney
Conmpton has indeed net the requirenents for the reinstatenent of
his license to practice law in Wsconsin, and we conclude that
he has. The behavior that led to his 2010 suspension was very
serious. However, Att or ney Conpt on acknow edged t he
wongfulness of his conduct, voluntarily entered into a
rehabilitation program and, according to everyone who testified
at the hearing on the reinstatenent petition, he has in fact
turned his |life around and is ready to resune the practice of
| aw. W agree with the referee that Attorney Conpton has net
his burden of proof wth respect to all elements needed to
justify his reinstatenent. W stress that we expect the

exenpl ary behavior which Attorney Conpton has exhibited during

11
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the period of his suspension to continue once he resunes the
practice of |aw

123 We share the referee's concern about nmaking every
reasonable effort to ensure that Attorney Conpton does not
rel apse. For that reason we agree wth the referee that
Attorney Conpton should continue to participate in a nonitoring
program for a period of tw years from the date of his
rei nst at enent . W also agree wth the referee that Attorney
Conpt on should pay the full costs of this proceeding.

24 1T IS ORDERED that the |license of Stephen M Conpton
to practice law in Wsconsin is reinstated effective the date of
this order.

25 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that, as a condition of the
reinstatenent of his license to practice law in Wsconsin,
Stephen M Conpton shall continue to participate in a WSLAP
monitoring program and he shall conmply wth all conditions
i nposed as part of that program for a period of tw years from
the date of this order.

126 I T IS FURTHER ORDERED that within 60 days of the date
of this order, Stephen M Conpton shall pay to the Ofice of
Lawer Regulation the costs of this proceeding, which are
$4, 373. 03.

127 1T IS FURTHER ORDERED that conpliance with all of the
terms of this order remains a condition of Stephen M Conpton's

license to practice law in Wsconsin.
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