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editing and nodification. The final
version wll appear in the bound
vol ume of the official reports.
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STATE OF W SCONSI N ) I N SUPREME COURT

In the Matter of Disciplinary Proceedi ngs
Agai nst Thomas A. Robi nson, Attorney at Law

O fice of Lawer Regul ati on, FI LED
Conpl ai nant, FEB 6, 2007
V. A. John Voel ker
Acting derk of Suprene
Thomas A. Robi nson, ourt
Respondent .
ATTORNEY disciplinary proceeding. Attorney's |icense

suspended.

11 PER CURI AM W review a stipulation filed by the
Ofice of Lawer Regulation (OLR) and Attorney Thomas A

Robi nson pursuant to SCR 22.12' requesting this court to suspend

1 SCR 22.12 provides: Stipulation.

(1) The director may file with the conplaint a
stipulation of the director and the respondent to the
facts, conclusions of law regarding m sconduct, and
discipline to be inposed. The suprene court may
consider the conplaint and stipulation wthout the
appoi ntment of a referee.
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Attorney Robinson's license to practice law in Wsconsin as
reciprocal discipline identical to that inposed by the Suprene
Court of Illinois.

12 Following the filing of the OLR s conplaint, this
court issued an order requiring Attorney Robinson to show cause,
in witing, pursuant to SCR 22.22(3)? why the inposition of
discipline identical to that inposed in Illinois wuld be
unwar r ant ed. The parties thereafter filed the present

stipul ation.

(2) If the suprenme court approves a stipulation
it shall adopt the stipulated facts and concl usi ons of
| aw and i npose the stipul ated discipline.

(3) If the suprenme court rejects the stipulation,
a referee shall be appointed and the natter shal
proceed as a conplaint filed without a stipulation.

(4) A stipulation rejected by the suprenme court
has no evidentiary value and is without prejudice to
the respondent's defense of +the proceeding or the
prosecution of the conplaint.

2 SCR 22.22(3) provides: Reciprocal discipline.

(3) The suprene court shall inpose the identical
di scipline or license suspension unless one or nore of
the followng is present:

(a) The procedure in the other jurisdiction was
so lacking in notice or opportunity to be heard as to
constitute a deprivation of due process.

(b) There was such an infirmty of proof
establishing the m sconduct or nedical incapacity that
the suprene court <could not accept as final the
conclusion in respect to the msconduct or nedical
i ncapaci ty.

(c) The msconduct justifies substantially
different discipline in this state.

2
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13 According to the stipulation, Attorney Robinson becane
licensed to practice law in Illinois in 1980 and was
subsequently admtted to practice in Wsconsin in 1987.
Attorney Robinson nost recently practiced in Illinois. H s
license to practice in Wsconsin has been suspended since June
5, 2000, for failure to conply wth mandatory continuing | egal
education (CLE) requirenents.

14 In the stipulation Attorney Robinson acknow edges that
the Suprene Court of Illinois suspended his license to practice
law in that state for a period of one year, effective Cctober
11, 2006. According to the Illinois disciplinary records, which
were incorporated into the OLR s conplaint and acknow edged in
the stipulation, Attorney Robinson's professional m sconduct
that led to his suspension involved his representation of the
executor of an estate. Specifically, Attorney Robinson was
found to have commtted professional msconduct consisting of
conversion; failure to deliver pronptly client funds that the
client is entitled to receive and to render an accounting of
such property; making a statenent of material fact to a tribunal
that he knew or reasonably should have known was fal se; engagi ng
in conduct i nvol vi ng di shonesty, fraud, deceit, or
m srepresentation; engaging in conduct prejudicial to the
admnistration of justice; and engaging in conduct which tends
to defeat the admnistration of justice or bring the courts or
the | egal profession into disrepute.

15 Wth respect to the court's order to show cause,
Attorney Robinson states in the stipulation that he does not

3
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claim that any of the conditions listed in SCR 22.22(3)(a)-(c)
prevent the inposition of reciprocal discipline in this case.
Attorney Robinson and the OLR therefore jointly request that
Attorney Robinson's license to practice law in this state be
suspended for a period of one year. The stipulation properly
provides that Attorney Robinson did not enter into the
stipul ati on because of plea-bargaining, that he understands the
m sconduct allegations and the ramfications of the stipul ated
| evel of discipline, that he understands his right to contest
the matter and to consult with and retain counsel, and that he
is nonetheless entering into the stipulation know ngly and
vol untarily.

16 Following the filing of the stipulation, the OR filed
a statenent requesting that costs not be inposed under SCR 22. 24
in this matter because the OLR s costs are mninmal, Attorney
Robi nson had al ways cooper at ed fully wth t he CLR s
i nvestigation, and Attorney Robinson's pronpt entry into a
conprehensive stipulation prior to the appointnent of a referee
had prevented the OLR fromincurring any unnecessary costs.

17 Based upon our independent review, we determ ne that
the SCR 22.12 stipulation should be accepted and Attorney
Robi nson's license to practice law in Wsconsin should be
suspended for one year as reciprocal discipline to that inposed
by the Suprenme Court of Illinois. W also agree with the OLR s
request that costs not be inposed under the particular facts of

this case.



No. 2006AP2786- D

18 IT IS ORDERED that the license of Thomas A. Robinson
to practice law in the State of Wsconsin is suspended for a
period of one year, effective the date of this order.

19 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Attorney Robinson shall
conply with the provisions of SCR 22.26 concerning the duties of
a person whose license to practice law in Wsconsin has been

suspended.
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