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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 a st i pul at i on f i l ed by t he 

Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on ( OLR)  and At t or ney Thomas A.  

Robi nson pur suant  t o SCR 22. 121 r equest i ng t hi s cour t  t o suspend 

                                                 
1 SCR 22. 12 pr ovi des:   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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At t or ney Robi nson' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n as 

r eci pr ocal  di sci pl i ne i dent i cal  t o t hat  i mposed by t he Supr eme 

Cour t  of  I l l i noi s.  

¶2 Fol l owi ng t he f i l i ng of  t he OLR' s compl ai nt ,  t hi s 

cour t  i ssued an or der  r equi r i ng At t or ney Robi nson t o show cause,  

i n wr i t i ng,  pur suant  t o SCR 22. 22( 3) 2 why t he i mposi t i on of  

di sci pl i ne i dent i cal  t o t hat  i mposed i n I l l i noi s woul d be 

unwar r ant ed.   The par t i es t her eaf t er  f i l ed t he pr esent  

st i pul at i on.  
                                                                                                                                                             

 ( 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.  

 ( 3)  I f  t he supr eme cour t  r ej ect s t he st i pul at i on,  
a r ef er ee shal l  be appoi nt ed and t he mat t er  shal l  
pr oceed as a compl ai nt  f i l ed wi t hout  a st i pul at i on.  

 ( 4)  A st i pul at i on r ej ect ed by t he supr eme cour t  
has no evi dent i ar y val ue and i s  wi t hout  pr ej udi ce t o 
t he r espondent ' s  def ense of  t he pr oceedi ng or  t he 
pr osecut i on of  t he compl ai nt .  

2 SCR 22. 22( 3)  pr ovi des:   Reci pr ocal  di sci pl i ne.  

 ( 3)  The supr eme cour t  shal l  i mpose t he i dent i cal  
di sci pl i ne or  l i cense suspensi on unl ess one or  mor e of  
t he f ol l owi ng i s pr esent :  

 ( a)  The pr ocedur e i n t he ot her  j ur i sdi ct i on was 
so l acki ng i n not i ce or  oppor t uni t y t o be hear d as t o 
const i t ut e a depr i vat i on of  due pr ocess.  

 ( b)  Ther e was such an i nf i r mi t y of  pr oof  
est abl i shi ng t he mi sconduct  or  medi cal  i ncapaci t y t hat  
t he supr eme cour t  coul d not  accept  as f i nal  t he 
concl usi on i n r espect  t o t he mi sconduct  or  medi cal  
i ncapaci t y.  

 ( c)  The mi sconduct  j ust i f i es  subst ant i al l y  
di f f er ent  di sci pl i ne i n t hi s st at e.  
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¶3 Accor di ng t o t he st i pul at i on,  At t or ney Robi nson became 

l i censed t o pr act i ce l aw i n I l l i noi s i n 1980 and was 

subsequent l y admi t t ed t o pr act i ce i n Wi sconsi n i n 1987.   

At t or ney Robi nson most  r ecent l y pr act i ced i n I l l i noi s.   Hi s 

l i cense t o pr act i ce i n Wi sconsi n has been suspended si nce June 

5,  2000,  f or  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 I n t he st i pul at i on At t or ney Robi nson acknowl edges t hat  

t he Supr eme Cour t  of  I l l i noi s suspended hi s l i cense t o pr act i ce 

l aw i n t hat  st at e f or  a per i od of  one year ,  ef f ect i ve Oct ober  

11,  2006.   Accor di ng t o t he I l l i noi s di sci pl i nar y r ecor ds,  whi ch 

wer e i ncor por at ed i nt o t he OLR' s compl ai nt  and acknowl edged i n 

t he st i pul at i on,  At t or ney Robi nson' s pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  

t hat  l ed t o hi s suspensi on i nvol ved hi s r epr esent at i on of  t he 

execut or  of  an est at e.   Speci f i cal l y,  At t or ney Robi nson was 

f ound t o have commi t t ed pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  consi st i ng of  

conver si on;  f ai l ur e t o del i ver  pr ompt l y c l i ent  f unds t hat  t he 

c l i ent  i s  ent i t l ed t o r ecei ve and t o r ender  an account i ng of  

such pr oper t y;  maki ng a st at ement  of  mat er i al  f act  t o a t r i bunal  

t hat  he knew or  r easonabl y shoul d have known was f al se;  engagi ng 

i n conduct  i nvol v i ng di shonest y,  f r aud,  decei t ,  or  

mi sr epr esent at i on;  engagi ng i n conduct  pr ej udi c i al  t o t he 

admi ni st r at i on of  j ust i ce;  and engagi ng i n conduct  whi ch t ends 

t o def eat  t he admi ni st r at i on of  j ust i ce or  br i ng t he cour t s or  

t he l egal  pr of essi on i nt o di sr eput e.  

¶5 Wi t h r espect  t o t he cour t ' s  or der  t o show cause,  

At t or ney Robi nson st at es i n t he st i pul at i on t hat  he does not  
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c l ai m t hat  any of  t he condi t i ons l i s t ed i n SCR 22. 22( 3) ( a) - ( c)  

pr event  t he i mposi t i on of  r eci pr ocal  di sci pl i ne i n t hi s case.   

At t or ney Robi nson and t he OLR t her ef or e j oi nt l y r equest  t hat  

At t or ney Robi nson' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n t hi s st at e be 

suspended f or  a per i od of  one year .   The st i pul at i on pr oper l y 

pr ovi des t hat  At t or ney Robi nson di d not  ent er  i nt o t he 

st i pul at i on because of  pl ea- bar gai ni ng,  t hat  he under st ands t he 

mi sconduct  al l egat i ons and t he r ami f i cat i ons of  t he st i pul at ed 

l evel  of  di sci pl i ne,  t hat  he under st ands hi s r i ght  t o cont est  

t he mat t er  and t o consul t  wi t h and r et ai n counsel ,  and t hat  he 

i s nonet hel ess ent er i ng i nt o t he st i pul at i on knowi ngl y and 

vol unt ar i l y .  

¶6 Fol l owi ng t he f i l i ng of  t he s t i pul at i on,  t he OLR f i l ed 

a st at ement  r equest i ng t hat  cost s not  be i mposed under  SCR 22. 24 

i n t hi s mat t er  because t he OLR' s cost s ar e mi ni mal ,  At t or ney 

Robi nson had al ways cooper at ed f ul l y wi t h t he OLR' s 

i nvest i gat i on,  and At t or ney Robi nson' s pr ompt  ent r y i nt o a 

compr ehensi ve st i pul at i on pr i or  t o t he appoi nt ment  of  a r ef er ee 

had pr event ed t he OLR f r om i ncur r i ng any unnecessar y cost s.  

¶7 Based upon our  i ndependent  r evi ew,  we det er mi ne t hat  

t he SCR 22. 12 st i pul at i on shoul d be accept ed and At t or ney 

Robi nson' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n shoul d be 

suspended f or  one year  as r eci pr ocal  di sci pl i ne t o t hat  i mposed 

by t he Supr eme Cour t  of  I l l i noi s.   We al so agr ee wi t h t he OLR' s 

r equest  t hat  cost s not  be i mposed under  t he par t i cul ar  f act s of  

t hi s case.  
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¶8 I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he l i cense of  Thomas A.  Robi nson 

t o pr act i ce l aw i n t he St at e of  Wi sconsi n i s suspended f or  a 

per i od of  one year ,  ef f ect i ve t he dat e of  t hi s or der .  

¶9 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  At t or ney Robi nson 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  

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

suspended.  
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