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ATTORNEY di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng.   At t or ney' s l i cense 

suspended.    

 

¶1 PER CURI AM.    We r evi ew t he f i ndi ngs of  f act ,  

concl usi ons of  l aw,  and r ecommendat i ons of  Ref er ee Cat her i ne M.  

Rot t i er  f or  sanct i ons,  pur suant  t o SCR 22. 17( 2) . 1   At t or ney 
                                                 

1 SCR 22. 17( 2)  pr ovi des:    

( 2)  I f  no appeal  i s  f i l ed t i mel y,  t he supr eme 
cour t  shal l  r evi ew t he r ef er ee' s  r epor t ;  adopt ,  r ej ect  
or  modi f y t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs and concl usi ons or  
r emand t he mat t er  t o t he r ef er ee f or  addi t i onal  
f i ndi ngs;  and det er mi ne and i mpose appr opr i at e 
di sci pl i ne.  The cour t ,  on i t s own mot i on,  may or der  
t he par t i es t o f i l e br i ef s i n t he mat t er .  
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Vi r gi ni a Rose Ray was f ound t o have engaged i n pr of essi onal  

mi sconduct  i n t he cour se of  her  pr act i ce of  l aw i n v i ol at i on of  

t he Rul es of  Pr of essi onal  Conduct .   The r ef er ee r ecommended a 

f i ve- mont h suspensi on of  her  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw,  t he 

payment  of  r est i t ut i on,  and t he payment  of  t he cost s of  t he 

Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on ( OLR) .  

¶2 We appr ove t he f i ndi ngs of  f act  and concl usi ons of  l aw 

of  t he r ef er ee.   However ,  we det er mi ne t hat  t he mi sconduct  of  

At t or ney Ray war r ant s t he i mposi t i on of  a s i x- mont h suspensi on 

of  her  l i cense.   

¶3 At t or ney Ray was l i censed t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n 

i n 1988.   Pur suant  t o I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  

Ray,  2002 WI  116,  256 Wi s.  2d 19,  651 N. W. 2d 727,  her  l i cense 

was suspended f or  60 days.   The suspensi on has not  yet  been 

l i f t ed because she has not  sat i sf i ed t he condi t i ons of  t he or der  

and has not  pet i t i oned f or  such r el i ef .   That  case i nvol ved 12 

et hi cal  v i ol at i ons.   Si x concer ned At t or ney Ray' s f ai l ur e t o 

cooper at e wi t h t he Boar d of  At t or neys Pr of essi onal  

Responsi bi l i t y ,  t wo wer e t r ust  account  v i ol at i ons,  t wo wer e 

excessi ve f ee v i ol at i ons,  and t wo wer e vi ol at i ons of  t he 

pr ohi bi t i on agai nst  an of f ensi ve per sonal i t y and f ai l ur e t o 

mai nt ai n r espect .    

¶4 The cur r ent  di sci pl i nar y mat t er  concer ns t hr ee count s 

ar i s i ng out  of  mat t er s t hat  occur r ed pr i or  t o i mposi t i on of  t he 

2002 suspensi on:  ( 1)  char gi ng an unr easonabl e f ee,  i n v i ol at i on 
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of  SCR 20: 1. 5( a) ; 2 ( 2)  i mpr oper  t er mi nat i on of  r epr esent at i on,  i n 

v i ol at i on of  SCR 20: 1. 16( d) ; 3  and ( 3)  r ef usal  t o cooper at e wi t h 

t he OLR' s i nvest i gat i on of  t he gr i evance,  i n v i ol at i on of  SCR 

                                                 
2 SCR 20: 1. 5( a)  pr ovi des:  

( a)  A l awyer ' s f ee shal l  be r easonabl e.  The 
f act or s t o be consi der ed i n det er mi ni ng t he 
r easonabl eness of  a f ee i ncl ude t he f ol l owi ng:   

( 1)  t he t i me and l abor  r equi r ed,  t he novel t y and 
di f f i cul t y of  t he quest i ons i nvol ved,  and t he ski l l  
r equi s i t e t o per f or m t he l egal  ser vi ce pr oper l y;   

( 2)  t he l i kel i hood,  i f  appar ent  t o t he c l i ent ,  
t hat  t he accept ance of  t he par t i cul ar  empl oyment  wi l l  
pr ecl ude ot her  empl oyment  by t he l awyer ;   

( 3)  t he f ee cust omar i l y char ged i n t he l ocal i t y 
f or  s i mi l ar  l egal  ser vi ces;   

( 4)  t he amount  i nvol ved and t he r esul t s obt ai ned;   

( 5)  t he t i me l i mi t at i ons i mposed by t he c l i ent  or  
by t he c i r cumst ances;   

( 6)  t he nat ur e and l engt h of  t he pr of essi onal  
r el at i onshi p wi t h t he c l i ent ;   

( 7)  t he exper i ence,  r eput at i on,  and abi l i t y  of  
t he l awyer  or  l awyer s per f or mi ng t he ser vi ces;  and  

( 8)  whet her  t he f ee i s f i xed or  cont i ngent .   

3 SCR 20: 1. 16( d)  pr ovi des:  

( d)  Upon t er mi nat i on of  r epr esent at i on,  a l awyer  
shal l  t ake st eps t o t he ext ent  r easonabl y pr act i cabl e 
t o pr ot ect  a c l i ent ' s i nt er est s,  such as gi v i ng 
r easonabl e not i ce t o t he c l i ent ,  al l owi ng t i me f or  
empl oyment  of  ot her  counsel ,  sur r ender i ng paper s and 
pr oper t y t o whi ch t he cl i ent  i s  ent i t l ed and r ef undi ng 
any advance payment  of  f ee t hat  has not  been ear ned.  
The l awyer  may r et ai n paper s r el at i ng t o t he c l i ent  t o 
t he ext ent  per mi t t ed by ot her  l aw.  
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21. 15( 4) 4  and SCR 22. 03. 5   Nei t her  s i de has appeal ed f r om t he 

r ef er ee' s r epor t .    

                                                 
4 SCR 21. 15( 4)  pr ovi des:  

( 4)  Ever y at t or ney shal l  cooper at e wi t h t he 
of f i ce of  l awyer  r egul at i on i n t he i nvest i gat i on,  
pr osecut i on and di sposi t i on of  gr i evances,  compl ai nt s 
f i l ed wi t h or  by t he di r ect or ,  and pet i t i ons f or  
r ei nst at ement .   An at t or ney' s wi l f ul  f ai l ur e t o 
cooper at e wi t h t he of f i ce of  l awyer  r egul at i on 
const i t ut es v i ol at i on of  t he r ul es of  pr of essi onal  
conduct  f or  at t or neys.  

5 SCR 22. 03 pr ovi des:   I nvest i gat i on.  

( 1)  The di r ect or  shal l  i nvest i gat e any gr i evance 
t hat  pr esent s suf f i c i ent  i nf or mat i on t o suppor t  an 
al l egat i on of  possi bl e mi sconduct .   

( 2)  Upon commenci ng an i nvest i gat i on,  t he 
di r ect or  shal l  not i f y t he r espondent  of  t he mat t er  
bei ng i nvest i gat ed unl ess i n t he opi ni on of  t he 
di r ect or  t he i nvest i gat i on of  t he mat t er  r equi r es 
ot her wi se.  The r espondent  shal l  f ul l y  and f ai r l y 
di scl ose al l  f act s and ci r cumst ances per t ai ni ng t o t he 
al l eged mi sconduct  wi t hi n 20 days af t er  bei ng ser ved 
by or di nar y mai l  a r equest  f or  a wr i t t en r esponse.  The 
di r ect or  may al l ow addi t i onal  t i me t o r espond.  
Fol l owi ng r ecei pt  of  t he r esponse,  t he di r ect or  may 
conduct  f ur t her  i nvest i gat i on and may compel  t he 
r espondent  t o answer  quest i ons,  f ur ni sh document s,  and 
pr esent  any i nf or mat i on deemed r el evant  t o t he 
i nvest i gat i on.  

( 3)  St af f  i nvol ved i n t he i nvest i gat i on pr ocess 
shal l  i ncl ude i n r epor t s t o t he di r ect or  al l  r el evant  
excul pat or y and i ncul pat or y i nf or mat i on obt ai ned.  

( 4)  I f  t he r espondent  f ai l s  t o r espond t o t he 
r equest  f or  wr i t t en r esponse t o an al l egat i on of  
mi sconduct  or  f ai l s  t o cooper at e i n ot her  r espect s i n 
an i nvest i gat i on,  t he di r ect or ,  or  a speci al  
i nvest i gat or  act i ng under  SCR 22. 25,  may f i l e a mot i on 
wi t h t he supr eme cour t  r equest i ng t hat  t he cour t  or der  
t he r espondent  t o show cause why hi s or  her  l i cense t o 
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pr act i ce l aw shoul d not  be suspended f or  wi l l f ul  
f ai l ur e t o r espond or  cooper at e wi t h t he 
i nvest i gat i on.  Al l  paper s,  f i l es,  t r anscr i pt s,  
communi cat i ons,  and pr oceedi ngs on t he mot i on shal l  be 
conf i dent i al  and shal l  r emai n conf i dent i al  unt i l  t he 
supr eme cour t  has i ssued an or der  t o show cause.  The 
l i cense of  an at t or ney suspended f or  wi l l f ul  f ai l ur e 
t o r espond or  cooper at e wi t h an i nvest i gat i on may be 
r ei nst at ed by t he supr eme cour t  upon a showi ng of  
cooper at i on wi t h t he i nvest i gat i on and compl i ance wi t h 
t he t er ms of  suspensi on.  The di r ect or  or  t he speci al  
i nvest i gat or  shal l  f i l e a r esponse i n suppor t  of  or  i n 
opposi t i on t o t he r ei nst at ement  wi t hi n 20 days af t er  
t he f i l i ng of  an at t or ney' s r equest  f or  r ei nst at ement .  
Upon a showi ng of  good cause,  t he supr eme cour t  may 
ext end t he t i me f or  f i l i ng a r esponse.  

( 5) ( a)  Except  as pr ovi ded i n sub ( b) ,  t he 
di r ect or  shal l  pr ovi de t he gr i evant  a copy of  t he 
r espondent ' s r esponse t o t he gr i evance and t he 
oppor t uni t y t o comment  i n wr i t i ng on t he r espondent ' s  
r esponse.  

( b)  I n l i mi t ed c i r cumst ances when good cause i s 
shown,  t he di r ect or  may pr ovi de t he gr i evant  a summar y 
of  t he r espondent ' s r esponse pr epar ed by t he 
i nvest i gat or  i n pl ace of  a copy of  t he r esponse.   

( 6)  I n t he cour se of  t he i nvest i gat i on,  t he 
r espondent ' s wi l f ul  f ai l ur e t o pr ovi de r el evant  
i nf or mat i on,  t o answer  quest i ons f ul l y,  or  t o f ur ni sh 
document s and t he r espondent ' s mi sr epr esent at i on i n a 
di scl osur e ar e mi sconduct ,  r egar dl ess of  t he mer i t s of  
t he mat t er s asser t ed i n t he gr i evance.  

( 7)  The dut y of  t he r espondent  t o cooper at e wi t h 
t he i nvest i gat i on does not  af f ect  t he r espondent ' s 
pr i v i l ege agai nst  sel f - i ncr i mi nat i on,  but  t he 
pr i v i l ege may be asser t ed onl y  i n r espect  t o mat t er s 
t hat  may subj ect  t he r espondent  t o cr i mi nal  l i abi l i t y .   

( 8)  The di r ect or ,  or  a speci al  i nvest i gat or  
act i ng under  SCR 22. 25,  may subpoena t he r espondent  
and ot her s and compel  any per son t o pr oduce per t i nent  
books,  paper s,  and document s.  The di r ect or ,  or  a 
speci al  i nvest i gat or  act i ng under  SCR 22. 25,  may 
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¶5 The cour t  wi l l  adopt  t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  

unl ess t hey ar e c l ear l y er r oneous.   I n r e Di sci pl i nar y  

Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Char l t on,  174 Wi s.  2d 844,  498 N. W. 2d 380 

( 1993) .   The cour t  does not  gr ant  def er ence t o t he r ef er ee' s 

concl usi ons of  l aw and r evi ews t hem on a de novo basi s.   I n r e 

Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Nor l i n,  104 Wi s.  2d 117,  310 

N. W. 2d 789 ( 1981) .   The cour t  al so may i mpose what ever  sanct i on 

i t  sees f i t  r egar dl ess of  t he r ef er ee' s r ecommendat i on.   I n r e 

Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Wi dul e,  2003 WI  34,  261 Wi s.  2d 

45,  660 N. W. 2d 686.  

¶6 Thi s case concer ns At t or ney Ray' s r epr esent at i on of  a 

di vor ce cl i ent .   She and her  c l i ent  ent er ed i nt o a wr i t t en 

agr eement  under  whi ch he woul d pay her  a f l at  f ee of  $5000 f or  

r epr esent at i on t hr ough ent r y of  t he j udgment  of  di vor ce.   

¶7 Per  t he agr eement ,  At t or ney Ray began r epr esent i ng t he 

cl i ent  i n Januar y 2002.   Most  of  her  ef f or t s t her eaf t er  wer e 

devot ed t o an at t empt  t o f r ee t he cl i ent  f r om a def aul t  j udgment  

f or  whi ch she was not  r esponsi bl e.   However ,  t he c l i ent  was 

st i l l  ent i t l ed t o pr oceed t o t r i al  but  onl y on f i nanci al  mat t er s 

ar i s i ng out  of  t he di vor ce.  

¶8 I n mi d- Apr i l  At t or ney Ray sought  t o wi t hdr aw f r om 

r epr esent i ng t he cl i ent .   She appar ent l y had become awar e of  

f i nanci al  mat t er s concer ni ng t he cl i ent  t hat  wer e cont r ar y t o 

r epr esent at i ons he had made t o her .   The cl i ent  appar ent l y di d 

                                                                                                                                                             
obt ai n exper t  assi st ance i n t he cour se of  an 
i nvest i gat i on.  



No.  03- 1743- D   

 

7 
 

not  obj ect  t o At t or ney Ray wi t hdr awi ng and she i ndi cat ed she 

woul d assi st  hi m i n f i ndi ng new counsel .   She al so t ol d t he 

c l i ent  she woul d r ef und $4000 of  t he r et ai ner .   

¶9 The t wo wer e not  i mmedi at el y successf ul  i n obt ai ni ng 

new counsel  and t hat  r equi r ed Ray t o cont i nue t o r epr esent  hi m 

as necessar y.   By ear l y May t he cl i ent  had new counsel  and t hat  

ended At t or ney Ray' s r epr esent at i on.   She agr eed t o f aci l i t at e 

t he change i n counsel  but  now r ef used t o r ef und any of  t he 

r et ai ner .   Thi s l ed t he c l i ent  t o submi t  a gr i evance t o t he OLR.    

¶10 The OLR sent  l et t er s t o Ray i n Jul y and August  2002 

r equest i ng a r esponse but  she di d not  r espond.   She was al so 

asked t o at t end a di st r i ct  commi t t ee meet i ng a f ew mont hs l at er  

but  di d not  at t end.    

¶11 The OLR al l eged i n count  one t hat  t he or i gi nal  f ee 

ar r angement  was unr easonabl e.   However ,  t he r ef er ee f ound t hat  

t he OLR of f er ed no evi dence pr ovi ng t hat  At t or ney Ray char ged 

mor e t han ot her  at t or neys woul d have char ged f or  t he same 

ser vi ces.   Rat her ,  t he OLR had conceded t hat  t he $5000 was 

unr easonabl e onl y because i t  was i nt ended t o cover  f or  ser vi ces 

t hr ough ent r y of  j udgment  and At t or ney Ray di d not  pr ovi de 

ser vi ces f or  t hat  per i od.    

¶12 Accor di ngl y,  t he r ef er ee concl uded,  as a mat t er  of  

l aw,  t hat  t he OLR had not  met  i t s bur den of  pr oof  on count  one 

si nce t her e was not hi ng i nher ent l y unr easonabl e about  t he f ee.    

¶13 We do not  f i nd t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  t o be 

cl ear l y er r oneous.   We f ur t her  agr ee wi t h t he r ef er ee' s 

concl usi on t hat  t her e was no vi ol at i on of  SCR 20: 1. 5( a) .    
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¶14 The OLR f ur t her  al l eged i n count  t wo t hat  At t or ney Ray 

i mpr oper l y t er mi nat ed her  r epr esent at i on gi ven t hat  SCR 

20: 1. 16( d)  r equi r es t hat  an at t or ney r ef und any unear ned advance 

payment  of  f ee.    

¶15 The r ef er ee f ound as a mat t er  of  f act  t hat  t her e had 

been no r ef und of  t he unear ned f ee and f ur t her  concl uded,  as a 

mat t er  of  l aw,  t hat  t he r ul e was vi ol at ed.   

¶16 Wi t h r espect  t o t he exact  amount  of  t he unear ned f ee,  

t he r ef er ee concl uded t hat  At t or ney Ray had spent  at  l east  12. 5 

t ot al  hour s i n r epr esent i ng t he cl i ent  and,  at  a r easonabl e r at e 

of  $200 per  hour ,  t he val ue of  her  ser vi ces was $2500.   The 

r ef er ee t her ef or e concl uded t hat  t he r emai ni ng $2500 shoul d be 

r ef unded t o t he c l i ent .   

¶17 The r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  wi t h r espect  t o t hi s 

count  ar e not  c l ear l y er r oneous.   Gi ven t he evi dence pr esent ed 

at  t he hear i ng,  t he est abl i shment  of  $2500 as t he unear ned f ee 

i s r easonabl e.   We f ur t her  agr ee wi t h t he r ef er ee t hat  t her e 

was,  as a mat t er  of  l aw,  a v i ol at i on of  SCR 20: 1. 16( d) .  

¶18 The OLR f ur t her  al l eged i n count  t hr ee t hat  At t or ney 

Ray f ai l ed t o cooper at e wi t h t he i nvest i gat i on of  t he gr i evance.   

Gi ven t hat  she admi t t ed her  l ack of  cooper at i on,  t he r ef er ee 

f ound and concl uded t hat  a v i ol at i on of  SCR 21. 15( 4)  and SCR 

22. 03 had occur r ed.   

¶19 The OLR had asked t hat  t he r ef er ee r ecommend a ni ne-

mont h suspensi on,  r est i t ut i on of  $4000 t o t he c l i ent ,  and 

payment  of  t he cost s of  t he di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng.   I t  

cont ended t hat  pr ogr essi ve di sci pl i ne was r equi r ed gi ven t hat  
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At t or ney Ray pr evi ousl y had been suspended,  t her eby 

demonst r at i ng a pat t er n of  mi sconduct  par t i cul ar l y wi t h r espect  

t o f ai l i ng t o cooper at e wi t h t he OLR.    

¶20 The r ef er ee concl uded t hat  a ni ne- mont h suspensi on " i s 

t oo much and ver ges on t he puni t i ve,  r at her  t han t he 

r ehabi l i t at i ve. "   The r ef er ee t her ef or e r ecommended a f i ve- mont h 

suspensi on al ong wi t h r est i t ut i on of  $2500 and payment  of  t he 

cost s.    

¶21 We agr ee t hat  r est i t ut i on and payment  of  cost s i s an 

appr opr i at e par t  of  t he sanct i on t o be i mposed i n t hi s case.   

However ,  we bel i eve t hat  a f i ve- mont h suspensi on i s i nsuf f i c i ent  

and t hat  t he per i od of  suspensi on shoul d be si x mont hs.    

¶22 Pr i or  di sci pl i nar y cases have f r equent l y f ol l owed a 

pr ogr essi ve di sc i pl i ne scheme.   See e. g. ,  I n r e Di sci pl i nar y 

Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Louder man,  230 Wi s.  2d 200,  601 N. W. 2d 625 

( 1999)  ( publ i c r epr i mand f ol l ows t hr ee pr i vat e r epr i mands) .   

Gi ven t hat  t hi s i s At t or ney Ray' s second di sci pl i nar y mat t er ,  a 

suspensi on i n excess of  t he pr evi ous t wo- mont h suspensi on i s 

c l ear l y war r ant ed.   A s i x- mont h suspensi on wi l l  r equi r e At t or ney 

Ray,  pur suant  t o SCR 22. 28( 3) , 6  t o f or mal l y  pet i t i on f or  

r ei nst at ement ,  r at her  t han si mpl y be r ei nst at ed upon t he OLR' s 

af f i r mat i on t hat  she has compl i ed wi t h t he condi t i ons of  t he 

suspensi on or der .   Gi ven her  subst ant i al  r ecent  di sci pl i nar y 

                                                 
6  SCR 22. 28( 3)  pr ovi des:  " ( 3)  The l i cense of  an at t or ney 

t hat  i s r evoked or  suspended f or  mi sconduct  f or  s i x mont hs or  
mor e shal l  be r ei nst at ed pur suant  t o t he pr ocedur e set  f or t h i n 
SCR 22. 29 t o 22. 33 and onl y by or der  of  t he supr eme cour t . "  
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hear i ng,  a f ul l  r ei nst at ement  pr oceedi ng under  SCR 22. 29 7  wi l l  

ser ve t o ver i f y t o t he l egal  communi t y and t he publ i c t hat  
                                                 

7 SCR 22. 29 pr ovi des:  Pet i t i on f or  r ei nst at ement .    

( 1)  A pet i t i on f or  r ei nst at ement  of  a l i cense 
suspended f or  a def i ni t e per i od may be f i l ed at  any 
t i me commenci ng t hr ee mont hs pr i or  t o t he expi r at i on 
of  t he suspensi on per i od.   

( 2)  A pet i t i on f or  r ei nst at ement  of  a l i cense 
t hat  i s r evoked may be f i l ed at  any t i me commenci ng 
f i ve year s af t er  t he ef f ect i ve dat e of  r evocat i on.  

( 3)  A pet i t i on f or  r ei nst at ement  shal l  be f i l ed 
i n t he supr eme cour t .  A copy of  t he pet i t i on shal l  be 
ser ved on t he di r ect or  and on t he boar d of  bar  
exami ner s.  

( 3m)  The pet i t i oner  shal l  f i l e 9 copi es of  a 
pet i t i on f or  r ei nst at ement .  

( 4)  The pet i t i on f or  r ei nst at ement  shal l  show al l  
of  t he f ol l owi ng:  

( a)  The pet i t i oner  desi r es t o have t he 
pet i t i oner ' s l i cense r ei nst at ed.  

( b)  The pet i t i oner  has not  pr act i ced l aw dur i ng 
t he per i od of  suspensi on or  r evocat i on.  

( c)  The pet i t i oner  has compl i ed f ul l y wi t h t he 
t er ms of  t he or der  of  suspensi on or  r evocat i on and 
wi l l  cont i nue t o compl y wi t h t hem unt i l  t he 
pet i t i oner ' s l i cense i s r ei nst at ed.  

( d)  The pet i t i oner  has mai nt ai ned compet ence and 
l ear ni ng i n t he l aw by at t endance at  i dent i f i ed 
educat i onal  act i v i t i es.  

( e)  The pet i t i oner ' s conduct  s i nce t he suspensi on 
or  r evocat i on has been exempl ar y and above r epr oach.  

( f )  The pet i t i oner  has a pr oper  under st andi ng of  
and at t i t ude t owar d t he st andar ds t hat  ar e i mposed 
upon member s of  t he bar  and wi l l  act  i n conf or mi t y 
wi t h t he st andar ds.  
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At t or ney Ray can agai n be ent r ust ed wi t h t he r esponsi bi l i t i es 

t hat  accompany t he pr act i ce of  l aw i n t hi s st at e.   Thi s wi l l  be 

i n addi t i on t o any condi t i ons she must  yet  sat i sf y t o be 

r el i eved f r om t he 2002 suspensi on.    

¶23 I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he l i cense of  At t or ney Vi r gi ni a 

Rose Ray t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n i s suspended f or  a per i od 

of  s i x mont hs,  ef f ect i ve t he dat e of  t hi s or der .  

                                                                                                                                                             
( g)  The pet i t i oner  can saf el y be r ecommended t o 

t he l egal  pr of essi on,  t he cour t s and t he publ i c as a 
per son f i t  t o be consul t ed by ot her s and t o r epr esent  
t hem and ot her wi se act  i n mat t er s of  t r ust  and 
conf i dence and i n gener al  t o ai d i n t he admi ni st r at i on 
of  j ust i ce as a member  of  t he bar  and as an of f i cer  of  
t he cour t s.  

( h)  The pet i t i oner  has f ul l y compl i ed wi t h t he 
r equi r ement s set  f or t h i n SCR 22. 26.  

( j )  The pet i t i oner ' s pr oposed use of  t he l i cense 
i f  r ei nst at ed.  

( k)  A f ul l  descr i pt i on of  al l  of  t he pet i t i oner ' s 
busi ness act i v i t i es dur i ng t he per i od of  suspensi on or  
r evocat i on.  

( m)  The pet i t i oner  has made r est i t ut i on t o or  
set t l ed al l  c l ai ms of  per sons i nj ur ed or  har med by 
pet i t i oner ' s mi sconduct  or ,  i f  not ,  t he pet i t i oner ' s 
expl anat i on of  t he f ai l ur e or  i nabi l i t y  t o do so.  

( 5)  A pet i t i on f or  r ei nst at ement  shal l  be 
accompani ed by an advance deposi t  i n an amount  t o be 
set  by t he supr eme cour t  f or  payment  of  al l  or  a 
por t i on of  t he cost s of  t he r ei nst at ement  pr oceedi ng.  
The supr eme cour t  may ext end t he t i me f or  payment  or  
wai ve payment  i n any case i n whi ch t o do ot her wi se 
woul d r esul t  i n har dshi p or  i nj ust i ce.  
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¶24 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  wi t hi n 60 days of  t he dat e 

of  t hi s or der  At t or ney Ray shal l  r ef und t o t he c l i ent  i nvol ved 

i n t hi s mat t er  t he unear ned r et ai ner  of  $2500.  

¶25 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  At t or ney Ray shal l  compl y 

wi t h t he pr ovi s i ons of  SCR 22. 26 concer ni ng t he dut i es of  an 

at t or ney whose l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw has been suspended,  t o 

t he ext ent  she has not  al r eady done so ar i s i ng out  of  t he pr i or  

suspensi on.   

¶26 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  wi t hi n 60 days of  t he dat e 

of  t hi s or der  At t or ney Ray shal l  pay t o t he OLR t he cost s of  

t hi s pr oceedi ng i n t he amount  of  $4721. 59.    
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