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Richard J. Martin,

Respondent .

The Court entered the follow ng order on this date:

This court reviews the stipulation filed by the Ofice of
Lawyer Regulation (OLR) and Attorney Richard J. Mrtin pursuant
to SCR 22.12. Attorney Martin was admtted to practice law in
Wsconsin in 1991. He was subsequently admtted to practice |aw
in Mchigan in 1996. Attorney Martin s Wsconsin bar menbership
has been continuously suspended since Cctober 31, 1996 for
failing to pay bar dues and since June 2, 1998 for nonconpliance
wi th continuing | egal education requirenents.

The stipulation provides that by virtue of having received
discipline in the form of a one year probationary term wth
conditions on his practice of law, 1inposed by the State of
M chigan Attorney Disciplinary Board for his violation of
M chigan Rules of Professional M sconduct, Attorney Martin is
subject to reciprocal discipline in Wsconsin pursuant to SCR
22.22(2).
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The stipulation states that Attorney Martin’s M chigan
m sconduct consisted of failing to explain a matter to a client
in a crimnal matter to the extent reasonably necessary to
perm t his client to mke informed decisions regarding
representation, contrary to Mchigan Rules of Professional
Conduct 1.4(b), 8.4(a) and 9.104(A) (4).

The stipulation requests that this court require as a
condition of his practice of law in Wsconsin that Attorney
Martin fully conply with the terns of his Mchigan probation as

reci procal discipline. The OLR states that pursuant to SCR
21.16(4), conditions on the continued practice of |aw may be
i nposed as discipline for attorney m sconduct. The OLR further

states that the terms and the conditions of probati on
established by the Mchigan Disciplinary Board effectuate
identical discipline under SCR 22.22(3). See Disciplinary
Proceedi ngs Agai nst Mree, 2004 W 118, 275 Ws. 2d 279, 684
N. W 2d 667.

SCR 22.22(3), which governs the inposition of reciprocal
di scipline, provides that this court “shall inpose the identical
discipline” with certain exceptions not applicable here. Under
SCR 22.12(2), if this court approves a stipulation, it shall
i npose the stipulated discipline.

Upon the foregoing, therefore,

IT IS ORDERED this court approves the stipulation and
adopts the stipulated facts and concl usi ons of | aw.

IT I'S FURTHER ORDERED that as reciprocal discipline, as a
condition of his practice of law in Wsconsin, Attorney Martin
shall fully conply with the terns of his Mchigan probation as
provided in the stipulation. The inposition of reciprocal
di sci pline does not affect his suspension for nonpaynent of bar
dues and nonconpliance with continui ng education requirenents.
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