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NOTI CE 
This opinion is subject to further 
editing and modification.  The final 
version will appear in the bound 
volume of the official reports.   
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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 st i pul at i on f i l ed by 

Kr i st i n J.  Ger net zke and t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on ( OLR)  

pur suant  t o SCR 22. 12, 1 wher ei n At t or ney Ger net zke admi t s t o t he 

f act s and mi sconduct  al l eged by t he OLR as set  f or t h i n t he 

                                                 
1 SCR 22. 12 pr ovi des i n r el evant  par t  t hat  " ( 1)  The di r ect or  

may f i l e wi t h t he compl ai nt  a st i pul at i on of  t he di r ect or  and 
t he r espondent  t o t he f act s,  concl usi ons of  l aw r egar di ng 
mi sconduct ,  and di sci pl i ne t o be i mposed.  The supr eme cour t  may 
consi der  t he compl ai nt  and st i pul at i on wi t hout  t he appoi nt ment  
of  a r ef er ee. "   
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par t i es '  st i pul at i on.   The mi sconduct  gi v i ng r i se t o t hi s 

di sci pl i nar y mat t er  i nvol ved i mpr oper  and undocument ed bi l l i ngs 

t hat  At t or ney Ger net zke submi t t ed t o t he Of f i ce of  t he St at e 

Publ i c Def ender  ( SPD) .   

¶2 We adopt  t he st i pul at ed f act s and concl usi ons of  l aw.   

We agr ee t hat  At t or ney Ger net zke' s mi sconduct  war r ant s 

suspensi on of  her  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw f or  a per i od of  s i x 

mont hs,  and we f ur t her  agr ee t hat  r est i t ut i on i s  appr opr i at e as 

di scussed her ei n.   The par t i es do not  seek t o i mpose t he cost s  

of  t hi s pr oceedi ng upon At t or ney Ger net zke and we accede t o t hat  

r ecommendat i on.  

¶3 At t or ney Ger net zke was admi t t ed t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n i n 2002.   She has no pr evi ous di sci pl i nar y hi st or y.    

¶4 Fr om Sept ember  2002 unt i l  May 7,  2005,  At t or ney 

Ger net zke was an associ at e at t or ney wi t h t he of f i ces of  Skemp & 

Associ at es i n La Cr osse.   Fr om May 7,  2005,  unt i l  her  

t er mi nat i on on Oct ober  20,  2005,  she was an associ at e at t or ney 

wi t h t he f i r m of  O' Fl aher t y,  Hei m & Egan,  Lt d. ,  ( " O' Fl aher t y 

f i r m" )  al so i n La Cr osse.   Thr oughout  t hi s per i od,  At t or ney 

Ger net zke was cer t i f i ed t o wor k as a publ i c def ender  by t he SPD 

and under t ook a number  of  cases i n t hat  capaci t y.    

¶5 Whi l e pr act i c i ng wi t h Skemp & Associ at es,  At t or ney 

Ger net zke began t o ut i l i ze a bi l l i ng ent r y descr i bed as " devel op 

l egal  t heor y"  on bi l l s  she submi t t ed t o t he SPD.   Thi s t ype of  

ent r y r equi r es cer t ai n document at i on i n t he f i l e t o be 

accept abl e.   At t or ney Ger net zke,  however ,  submi t t ed numer ous 

bi l l i ngs under  t he cat egor y " devel op l egal  t heor y"  wi t hout  



No.  2006AP2629- D   

 

3 
 

cr eat i ng pr oper  document at i on.   I n some cases,  no wor k had been 

done on t he f i l e or  t he ent r i es wer e made as a r esul t  of  

At t or ney Ger net zke " t hi nki ng"  about  t he case.   Event ual l y,  t he 

O' Fl aher t y f i r m t er mi nat ed At t or ney Ger net zke' s empl oyment  

because of  her  use of  t he " devel op l egal  t heor y"  ent r i es on 

bi l l s  submi t t ed t o t he SPD,  and f i l ed a gr i evance wi t h t he OLR.  

¶6 The OLR i nvest i gat or s r evi ewed 26 of  t he f i l es  

At t or ney Ger net zke wor ked on f or  t he SPD and det er mi ned t hat  

At t or ney Ger net zke was pai d $5120 f or  t i me descr i bed as " devel op 

l egal  t heor y. "   Addi t i onal  bi l l i ngs t ot al i ng $2698 submi t t ed 

under  t hi s cat egor y wer e pendi ng at  t he t i me of  t he OLR 

i nvest i gat i on.   The SPD conduct ed an addi t i onal  r evi ew of  i t s  

f i l es and i ndependent l y demanded At t or ney Ger net zke r et ur n 

addi t i onal  moni es pai d t o her  f or  bi l l i ng ent r i es desi gnat ed as 

" devel op l egal  t heor y. "  

¶7 The par t i es st i pul at ed t hat  t he ent r i es At t or ney 

Ger net zke desi gnat ed and bi l l ed as " devel op l egal  t heor y"  wer e 

wi t hout  suppor t ,  i mpr oper ,  i nf l at ed,  and const i t ut ed conduct  

i nvol v i ng di shonest y,  f r aud,  decei t  or  mi sr epr esent at i on i n 

v i ol at i on of  SCR 20: 8. 4( c) . 2 

¶8 The par t i es f ur t her  st i pul at ed t hat  r est i t ut i on was 

appr opr i at e.   At  t he t i me t he st i pul at i on was execut ed,  At t or ney 

Ger net zke had made r est i t ut i on t o t he SPD i n t he amount  of  $5000 

and had wai ved c l ai ms f r om addi t i onal  bi l l i ngs submi t t ed t o t he 

                                                 
2SCR 20: 8. 4( c)  pr ovi des t hat  i t  i s  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  

f or  a l awyer  t o " engage i n conduct  i nvol v i ng di shonest y,  f r aud,  
decei t  or  mi sr epr esent at i on. "   
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SPD i n t he amount  of  $8716. 87.   Thi s cour t  i s  advi sed t hat  

At t or ney Ger net zke i s i n t he pr ocess of  negot i at i ng a pl an t o 

r epay her  r emai ni ng obl i gat i ons t o t he SPD.   The st i pul at i on 

i ndi cat es t hat  r est i t ut i on t o her  f or mer  l aw f i r m may al so be 

appr opr i at e. 3 

¶9 We accept  t he par t i es '  st i pul at i on and r ecommendat i ons 

r egar di ng di sci pl i ne.   Cf .  I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs 

Agai nst  Gl asbr enner ,  2005 WI  50,  280 Wi s.  2d 37,  695 N. W. 2d 291.  

Consi st ent  wi t h t he par t i es '  st i pul at i on,  we wi l l  not  i mpose t he 

cost s of  t hi s pr oceedi ng upon At t or ney Ger net zke.    

¶10 I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he l i cense of  At t or ney Kr i st i n J.  

Ger net zke t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n i s suspended f or  a per i od 

of  6 mont hs,  ef f ect i ve Mar ch 2,  2007.  

¶11 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  At t or ney Kr i st i n J.  

Ger net zke shal l  compl y wi t h t he r equi r ement s of  SCR 22. 26 

per t ai ni ng t o act i v i t i es f ol l owi ng suspensi on.  

 

                                                 
3 The par t i es '  st i pul at i on di d not  expr essl y set  f or t h t he 

amount  of  r est i t ut i on,  i f  any,  t hat  At t or ney Ger net zke st i l l  
owes t he SPD or  her  f or mer  l aw f i r ms.   Ther ef or e,  we do not  
i mpose a speci f i c  or der  r egar di ng r est i t ut i on at  t hi s t i me.   
At t or ney Ger net zke i s r emi nded t hat  a pet i t i on f or  r ei nst at ement  
r equi r es t he pet i t i oner  t o demonst r at e t hat  she 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 ,  i ncl udi ng r ei mbur sement  t o 
t he Wi sconsi n Lawyer s '  Fund f or  Cl i ent  Pr ot ect i on f or  al l  
payment s made f r om t hat  f und,  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.  See SCR 
22. 29( 4m) .  
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