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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 

At t or ney Rober t  H.  Paul  and t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on 

( OLR)  pur suant  t o SCR 22. 121 concer ni ng At t or ney Paul ' s 

                                                 
1 SCR 22. 12 st at es i n r el evant  par t :   St i pul at i on 

 ( 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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pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  i n hi s handl i ng of  per sonal  i nj ur y and 

wor ker ' s compensat i on act i ons.   The par t i es st i pul at ed t hat  t he 

appr opr i at e di sc i pl i ne t o i mpose i s t he suspensi on of  At t or ney 

Paul ' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n f or  60 days.  

¶2 We appr ove t hi s st i pul at i on and adopt  t he st i pul at ed 

f act s and concl usi ons of  l aw.   We agr ee t hat  t he ser i ousness of  

At t or ney Paul ' s mi sconduct  war r ant s t he suspensi on of  hi s 

l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw.   We al so accept  t he par t i es '  

st i pul at i on t hat  a 60- day suspensi on i s appr opr i at e di sci pl i ne.   

We f ur t her  agr ee t hat  At t or ney Paul  shoul d be r equi r ed t o pay 

t he cost s of  t he pr oceedi ng,  whi ch ar e $472. 20 as of  November  6,  

2006.  

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

Wi sconsi n i n 1998.   He cur r ent l y r esi des i n Chi cago,  I l l i noi s.   

Hi s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw has been suspended si nce June 6,  

2005,  due t o hi s f ai l ur e t o compl y wi t h mandat or y cont i nui ng 

l egal  educat i on ( CLE)  r equi r ement s.    

¶4 The ei ght  count s of  mi sconduct  det ai l ed i n t he 

par t i es '  st i pul at i on al l  ar i se out  of  At t or ney Paul ' s 

r epr esent at i on of  D. T.   I n Mar ch 2000 D. T.  r et ai ned At t or ney 

Paul  t o r epr esent  her  i n a per sonal  i nj ur y act i on and a wor ker ' s  

compensat i on c l ai m r esul t i ng f r om i nj ur i es she sust ai ned i n 

December  1999 f r om a hor se at  Hear t l and St abl es i n Cust er ,  

Wi sconsi n.   The st abl es wer e owned and oper at ed by Wi l l i am and 

                                                                                                                                                             
 ( 2)  I f  t he supr eme cour t  appr oves a st i pul at i on,  
i t  shal l  adopt  t he st i pul at ed f act s and concl usi ons of  
l aw and i mpose t he st i pul at ed di sci pl i ne.  
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El i zabet h Foss.   D. T. ' s medi cal  expenses exceeded $100, 000.   The 

wor ker ' s compensat i on c l ai m was based on t he t heor y t hat  D. T. ,  

who was a col l ege st udent  at  t he t i me,  wor ked at  Hear t l and 

St abl es i n l i eu of  payi ng boar d f or  her  t wo hor ses.  

¶5 I n August  2000 At t or ney Paul  f i l ed a per sonal  i nj ur y 

sui t  on D. T. ' s behal f  agai nst  t he Fosses and Hear t l and St abl es.   

Di scover y was conduct ed.   At  D. T. ' s deposi t i on she acknowl edged 

she was awar e of  t he st at ut or y not i ces r egar di ng an equi ne 

owner ' s l i abi l i t y  t hat  wer e post ed at  t he st abl es.    

¶6 I n Jul y 2001 At t or ney Paul  f i l ed D. T. ' s " uni nsur ed 

empl oyer ' s c l ai m f or m"  wi t h t he Depar t ment  of  Wor kf or ce 

Devel opment ,  Wor ker ' s Compensat i on Di v i s i on.   I n hi s l et t er ,  

At t or ney Paul  st at ed t hat  a st i pul at i on had been ent er ed i n t he 

per sonal  i nj ur y sui t  because t he equi ne st at ut e meant  t hat  D. T.  

di d not  have a c l ai m agai nst  t he Fosses f or  per sonal  i nj ur y 

l i abi l i t y .   I n f act ,  no such st i pul at i on had been ent er ed.  

¶7 On August  22,  2001,  t he per sonal  i nj ur y sui t  was 

di smi ssed wi t h pr ej udi ce pur suant  t o a st i pul at i on s i gned by 

At t or ney Paul ,  act i ng on D. T. ' s behal f ,  on August  14,  2001.   

At t or ney Paul  di d not  seek D. T. ' s per mi ssi on pr i or  t o s i gni ng 

t hi s st i pul at i on,  di d not  i nf or m her  t hat  he had f i l ed t he 

st i pul at i on di smi ssi ng her  case,  and di d not  pr ovi de her  wi t h a 

copy of  t he st i pul at i on.    

¶8 I n cor r espondence dat ed December  17,  2002,  At t or ney 

Paul  advi sed t he wor ker ' s compensat i on di v i s i on t hat  t he i nsur er  

had deni ed D. T. ' s c l ai ms f or  i nj ur i es and he r equest ed a hear i ng 

on whet her  D. T.  was empl oyed at  t he st abl es and was pai d mor e 
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t han $500 per  quar t er  at  t he t i me of  t he acci dent .   At t or ney 

Paul  di d not  i nf or m D. T.  t hat  t he i nsur er  had deni ed her  c l ai m.  

¶9 Bet ween December  17,  2002,  and June 12,  2003,  At t or ney 

Paul  pr ovi ded t he wor ker ' s compensat i on di v i s i on wi t h D. T. ' s 

medi cal  bi l l s ,  sent  a medi cal  aut hor i zat i on t o t he f i r m 

r epr esent i ng t he uni nsur ed empl oyer ' s f und,  and pr ovi ded t he 

wor ker ' s compensat i on di v i s i on wi t h a br eakdown of  medi cal  cost s  

r el at ed t o D. T. ' s i nj ur i es.   I n May and June 2003 t he f i r m 

r epr esent i ng t he uni nsur ed empl oyer ' s f und wr ot e t o At t or ney 

Paul  r equest i ng t hat  D. T.  s i gn a consent  and aut hor i zat i on of  

di scl osur e of  conf i dent i al  i nf or mat i on f or m,  pr ovi de a l i s t  of  

medi cal  pr ovi der s f or m and an empl oyment  aut hor i zat i on f or m.   

At t or ney Paul  f ai l ed t o t i mel y r espond t o t hose l et t er s and 

f ai l ed t o t i mel y pr ovi de D. T.  wi t h t he f or ms she was t o 

compl et e.   The f i r m r epr esent i ng t he f und wr ot e t o At t or ney Paul  

agai n i n Sept ember  and Oct ober  2003 r equest i ng i nf or mat i on.   

At t or ney Paul  f ai l ed t o r espond.  

¶10 On November  7,  2003,  t he f i r m r epr esent i ng t he f und 

wr ot e t o t he wor ker ' s compensat i on di v i s i on aski ng t hat  t he 

mat t er  be di smi ssed due t o D. T. ' s f ai l ur e t o cooper at e wi t h t he 

f und' s i nvest i gat i on.   On November  19,  2003,  t he admi ni st r at i ve 

l aw j udge ( ALJ)  advi sed At t or ney Paul  t o r espond or  he woul d 

assume t hat  At t or ney Paul  di d not  obj ect  t o t he di smi ssal  of  t he 

case.   At t or ney Paul  r esponded t o t he r equest  on December  3,  

2003.  

¶11 Due t o D. T. ' s i nabi l i t y  t o communi cat e wi t h At t or ney 

Paul ,  D. T.  schedul ed a meet i ng wi t h At t or ney Paul  and her  uncl e,  



No.  2006AP2132- D   

 

5 
 

W. G.   At  t he meet i ng At t or ney Paul  di scussed wi t h D. T.  and W. G.  

t he need t o pr ove D. T.  had r ecei ved suf f i c i ent  compensat i on t o 

qual i f y f or  wor ker ' s compensat i on benef i t s.   D. T.  and W. G.  

pr ovi ded At t or ney Paul  wi t h names and cont act  i nf or mat i on.   

Dur i ng t he meet i ng At t or ney Paul  i nf or med W. G.  t hat  he " was 

wor ki ng on get t i ng t he wor ker ' s comp case appr oved and hoped 

t hat  woul d be f ast er  t han t he PI  case. "   At t or ney Paul  di d not  

i nf or m D. T.  or  W. G.  t hat  t he per sonal  i nj ur y sui t  had been 

di smi ssed.    

¶12 I n cor r espondence t o t he OLR dat ed June 20,  2005,  

At t or ney Paul  deni ed t hat  he di scussed t he per sonal  i nj ur y case 

wi t h W. G.  dur i ng t he 2003 meet i ng.   At t or ney Paul  al so i nf or med 

t he OLR he di d not  hear  f r om ei t her  W. G.  or  D. T.  af t er  l eavi ng a 

message f or  W. G.  f ol l owi ng t he 2003 meet i ng.   However ,  af t er  t he 

meet i ng W. G.  made si x or  ei ght  phone cal l s t o At t or ney Paul ,  

l eavi ng messages wi t h D. T. ' s phone number  and aski ng At t or ney 

Paul  t o cont act  D. T.   At t or ney Paul  f ai l ed t o cont act  D. T.  af t er  

r ecei v i ng t hose messages.   Bet ween Apr i l  and August  2004 D. T.  

at t empt ed t o cont act  At t or ney Paul  on numer ous occasi ons and 

l ef t  hi m numer ous det ai l ed phone messages but  coul d never  r each 

hi m.  

¶13 D. T.  cont act ed At t or ney Chr i st opher  Van Wagner  t o 

assi st  her  i n at t empt i ng t o r each At t or ney Paul .   Bet ween 

Sept ember  27,  2004,  and Oct ober  6,  2004,  At t or ney Van Wagner  

at t empt ed t o cont act  At t or ney Paul  by t el ephone but  never  

r ecei ved a r et ur n phone cal l .   On Sept ember  30,  2004,  At t or ney 

Van Wagner  e- mai l ed At t or ney Paul  at  t he e- mai l  addr ess l i s t ed 
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f or  hi m i n t he 2004 St at e of  Wi sconsi n bar  di r ect or y.   At t or ney 

Paul  r esponded by t el ephone t o At t or ney Van Wagner  by st at i ng 

t hat  " he had cl osed up shop,  and t hat  he was now l i v i ng i n 

I l l i noi s dur i ng t he week t o assi st  hi s ai l i ng f at her . "   At t or ney 

Paul  had not  i nf or med D. T.  t hat  he had moved t o I l l i noi s.    

¶14 At t or ney Paul  i nf or med At t or ney Van Wagner  t hat  af t er  

D. T. ' s deposi t i on t he c i r cui t  cour t  t hr ew out  her  per sonal  

i nj ur y act i on.   At  f i r st  At t or ney Paul  i ndi cat ed t he di smi ssal  

had been i nvol unt ar y but  he l at er  r et r act ed t hat  st at ement  and 

sai d t he case had been vol unt ar i l y  di smi ssed.   Thi s was t he 

f i r st  t i me D. T.  l ear ned t hat  her  per sonal  i nj ur y sui t  had been 

di smi ssed.    

¶15 I n an Oct ober  7,  2004 e- mai l  t o D. T. ,  At t or ney 

Van Wagner  r ecount ed hi s conver sat i on wi t h At t or ney Paul ,  sayi ng 

At t or ney Paul  asser t ed t hat  t he wor ker ' s compensat i on c l ai m had 

been deni ed due t o quest i ons about  whet her  or  not  D. T.  was 

wor ki ng at  t he st abl es at  t he t i me of  t he i nj ur y;  t hat  At t or ney 

Paul  sai d he had appeal ed t o t he St at e and was awai t i ng a 

deci s i on;  and t hat  At t or ney Paul  l at er  i nf or med At t or ney 

Van Wagner  he had l ost  t he appeal  and was goi ng t o seek a 

r ehear i ng.   At t or ney Paul  never  advi sed D. T.  t hat  t he wor ker ' s 

compensat i on c l ai m had been deni ed,  t hat  he appeal ed and l ost ,  

or  t hat  he was seeki ng a r ehear i ng.    

¶16 I n November  2004 D. T.  sent  At t or ney Paul  a cer t i f i ed 

l et t er  r equest i ng her  f i l e.   The l et t er  was r et ur ned because 

At t or ney Paul  di d not  s i gn f or  i t .    
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¶17 The wor ker ' s compensat i on di v i s i on schedul ed a hear i ng 

i n D. T. ' s case f or  Januar y 18,  2005.   By l et t er  dat ed November  

12,  2004,  t he di v i s i on not i f i ed At t or ney Paul  and D. T.  of  t he 

hear i ng dat e.   At t or ney Paul  t ook no act i on on D. T. ' s wor ker ' s 

compensat i on c l ai m bet ween December  3,  2003,  and December  17,  

2004.   On December  17,  2004,  t he ALJ assi gned t o D. T. ' s case 

di smi ssed i t  wi t hout  pr ej udi ce due t o l ack of  pr osecut i on and 

t he depar t ment ' s i nabi l i t y  t o cont act  ei t her  D. T.  or  At t or ney 

Paul .   At t or ney Paul  f ai l ed t o not i f y D. T.  of  t he di smi ssal .    

¶18 On December  20,  2004,  At t or ney Li sa Pi er obon Mays,  as 

D. T. ' s successor  counsel ,  sent  a l et t er  t o t he wor ker ' s 

compensat i on di v i s i on,  s i gned by D. T. ,  r equest i ng a copy of  

D. T. ' s f i l e.   On December  21,  2004,  At t or ney Paul  f axed a copy 

of  an e- mai l  t o t he ALJ whi ch he asser t ed he had sent  t o t he ALJ 

on December  7,  2004.   I n t he l et t er  At t or ney Paul  apol ogi zed f or  

t he ALJ' s i nabi l i t y  t o r each hi m,  i ndi cat ed hi s f at her  had 

suf f er ed a medi cal  emer gency,  and pr ovi ded hi s I l l i noi s cont act  

i nf or mat i on.  

¶19 On Januar y 3,  2005,  t he ALJ r esci nded t he December  17,  

2004 or der ,  di smi ssi ng t he wor ker ' s compensat i on case f or  

nonpr osecut i on and r ei nst at ed D. T. ' s appl i cat i on.   I n Januar y 

2005 At t or ney Mays e- mai l ed At t or ney Paul  not i f y i ng hi m about  

D. T. ' s deci s i on t o hi r e At t or ney Mays.   At t or ney Mays r equest ed 

D. T. ' s f i l e.   At t or ney Paul  f ai l ed t o cont act  ei t her  D. T.  or  

At t or ney Mays.  

¶20 On Mar ch 18,  2005,  D. T.  sent  At t or ney Paul  a cer t i f i ed 

l et t er  agai n r equest i ng her  f i l e.   At t or ney Paul  agai n f ai l ed t o 
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r espond.   On Apr i l  21,  2005,  af t er  r ecei v i ng cor r espondence f r om 

t he OLR,  At t or ney Paul  f or war ded D. T. ' s f i l e t o At t or ney Mays.   

Due t o At t or ney Paul ' s f ai l ur e t o pur sue D. T. ' s c l ai ms,  At t or ney 

Paul  caused a del ay r esul t i ng i n D. T. ' s medi cal  pr ovi der s f i l i ng 

sui t  agai nst  her  f or  her  medi cal  bi l l s ,  whi ch r esul t ed i n t he 

possi bi l i t y  of  D. T.  f i l i ng f or  bankr upt cy,  as wel l  as a del ay i n 

her  abi l i t y  t o obt ai n addi t i onal  sur ger y f or  her  i nj ur i es.  

¶21 The par t i es '  st i pul at i on set s f or t h ei ght  count s of  

mi sconduct  wi t h r espect  t o At t or ney Paul ' s r epr esent at i on of  

D. T. :  

COUNT ONE:   [ At t or ney]  Paul  f ai l ed t o abi de by a 
c l i ent ' s deci s i ons concer ni ng t he obj ect i ves of  
r epr esent at i on and consul t  wi t h t he c l i ent  as t o t he 
means by whi ch t hey ar e t o be pur sued,  i n v i ol at i on of  
SCR 20: 1. 2( a) . 2 

COUNT TWO:   [ At t or ney]  Paul  f ai l ed t o act  wi t h 
r easonabl e di l i gence and pr ompt ness i n r epr esent i ng a 
c l i ent ,  i n v i ol at i on of  SCR 20: 1. 4( a) . 3 

                                                 
2 SCR 20: 1. 2( a)  pr ovi des:   Scope of  r epr esent at i on 

 ( a)  A l awyer  shal l  abi de by a c l i ent ' s deci s i ons 
concer ni ng t he obj ect i ves of  r epr esent at i on .  .  .  and 
shal l  consul t  wi t h t he c l i ent  as t o t he means by whi ch 
t hey ar e t o be pur sued.   A l awyer  shal l  i nf or m a 
cl i ent  of  al l  of f er s of  set t l ement  and abi de by a 
c l i ent ' s deci s i on whet her  t o accept  an of f er  of  
set t l ement  of  a mat t er .   I n a cr i mi nal  case or  any 
pr oceedi ng t hat  coul d r esul t  i n depr i vat i on of  
l i ber t y,  t he l awyer  shal l  abi de by t he c l i ent ' s 
deci s i on,  af t er  consul t at i on wi t h t he l awyer ,  as t o a 
pl ea t o be ent er ed,  whet her  t o wai ve j ur y t r i al  and 
whet her  t he c l i ent  wi l l  t est i f y.  

3 SCR 20: 1. 4( a)  st at es t hat  " [ a]  l awyer  shal l  keep a c l i ent  
r easonabl y i nf or med about  t he st at us of  a mat t er  and pr ompt l y 
compl y wi t h r easonabl e r equest s f or  i nf or mat i on. "  
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COUNT THREE:   [ At t or ney]  Paul  f ai l ed t o keep a c l i ent  
r easonabl y i nf or med about  t he s t at us of  a mat t er  and 
pr ompt l y compl y wi t h r easonabl e r equest s f or  
i nf or mat i on,  i n v i ol at i on of  SCR 20: 1. 4( a) .  

COUNT FOUR:   [ At t or ney]  Paul  f ai l ed t o expl ai n a 
mat t er  t o t he ext ent  r easonabl y necessar y t o per mi t  
t he c l i ent  t o make i nf or med deci s i ons r egar di ng t he 
r epr esent at i on,  i n v i ol at i on of  SCR [ 20: ] 1. 4( b) . 4 

COUNT FI VE:   [ At t or ney]  Paul  f ai l ed,  upon t er mi nat i on 
of  r epr esent at i on,  t o 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,  i n v i ol at i on of  SCR 
20: 1. 16( d) . 5 

COUNT SI X:   [ At t or ney]  Paul  knowi ngl y made a f al se 
st at ement  of  f act  or  l aw t o a t r i bunal ,  i n v i ol at i on 
of  SCR 20: 3. 3( a) ( 1) . 6 

COUNT SEVEN:   [ At t or ney]  Paul  engaged i n 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) . 7 

                                                 
4 SCR 20: 1. 4( b)  st at es t hat  " [ a]  l awyer  shal l  expl ai n a 

mat t er  t o t he ext ent  r easonabl y necessar y t o per mi t  t he c l i ent  
t o make i nf or med deci s i ons r egar di ng t he r epr esent at i on. "  

5 SCR 20: 1. 16( d)  pr ovi des:   Decl i ni ng or  t er mi nat i ng 
r epr esent at i on 

 ( 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.  

6 SCR 20: 3. 3( a) ( 1)  pr ovi des t hat  a l awyer  shal l  not  
knowi ngl y " make a f al se st at ement  of  f act  or  l aw t o a t r i bunal . "  
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COUNT EI GHT:   [ At t or ney]  Paul  i n t he cour se of  t he 
i nvest i gat i on,  made a mi sr epr esent at i on i n a 
di scl osur e,  i n v i ol at i on of  SCRs 20: 8. 4( f ) 8 and 
22. 03( 6) . 9 

¶22 As not ed above,  t he st i pul at i on st at es t hat  t he 

par t i es agr ee t hat  an appr opr i at e l evel  of  di sci pl i ne i s a 60-

day suspensi on of  At t or ney Paul ' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n.   The st i pul at i on st at es t hat  i t s t er ms wer e not  

bar gai ned f or  or  negot i at ed bet ween t he par t i es.   At t or ney Paul  

r epr esent s t hat  he f ul l y under st ands t he mi sconduct  al l egat i ons,  

he f ul l y under st ands t he r ami f i cat i ons shoul d t he cour t  i mpose 

t he st i pul at ed l evel  of  di sci pl i ne,  he f ul l y  under st ands hi s 

r i ght  t o cont est  t he mat t er ,  he f ul l y  under st ands hi s r i ght  t o 

consul t  wi t h and r et ai n counsel ,  and hi s ent r y i nt o t he 

st i pul at i on i s made knowi ngl y and vol unt ar i l y .    

¶23 We adopt  t he f i ndi ngs of  f act  and concl usi ons of  l aw 

t o whi ch t he par t i es have st i pul at ed concer ni ng At t or ney Paul ' s 

pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .   We det er mi ne t hat  t he ser i ousness of  

t he mi sconduct  war r ant s t he suspensi on of  At t or ney Paul ' s 

                                                                                                                                                             
7 SCR 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. "  

8 SCR 20: 8. 4( f )  pr ovi des t hat  i t  i s  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  
f or  a l awyer  t o " v i ol at e a st at ut e,  supr eme cour t  r ul e,  supr eme 
cour t  or der  or  supr eme cour t  dec i s i on r egul at i ng t he conduct  of  
l awyer s. "  

9 SCR 22. 03( 6)  pr ovi des t he " [ 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. "  



No.  2006AP2132- D   

 

11 
 

l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw f or  60 days.   We al so concl ude t hat  

At t or ney Paul  shoul d be r equi r ed t o pay t he cost s of  t he 

pr oceedi ng.  

¶24 I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he l i cense of  Rober t  H.  Paul  t o 

pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n i s suspended f or  a per i od of  60 days,  

ef f ect i ve t he dat e of  t hi s or der .   Thi s st i pul at i on has no 

ef f ect  on At t or ney Paul ' s admi ni st r at i ve suspensi on ar i s i ng out  

of  hi s f ai l ur e t o compl y wi t h mandat or y CLE r equi r ement s.    

¶25 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  At t or ney Rober t  H.  Paul  

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  

a per son whose l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n has been 

suspended.  

¶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  Rober t  H.  Paul  pay t o t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  

Regul at i on t he cost s of  t hi s pr oceedi ng.   I f  t he cost s ar e not  

pai d wi t hi n t he t i me speci f i ed,  and absent  a showi ng t o t hi s 

cour t  of  hi s i nabi l i t y  t o pay t he cost s wi t hi n t hat  t i me,  t he 

l i cense of  Rober t  H.  Paul  t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n shal l  

r emai n suspended unt i l  f ur t her  or der  of  t he cour t .  
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