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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 r epor t  and r ecommendat i on 

of  t he r ef er ee f ol l owi ng t he ent r y of  a st i pul at i on by t he 

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

Washi ngt on.   As r equest ed by t he st i pul at i on,  t he r ef er ee 

r ecommended t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw 

i n Wi sconsi n be suspended f or  one year ,  ef f ect i ve Febr uar y 3,  

2006,  t he dat e on whi ch At t or ney Washi ngt on' s l i cense was 

summar i l y suspended due t o her  cr i mi nal  convi ct i on.  
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¶2 On Januar y 10,  2007,  af t er  r evi ewi ng t he r ef er ee' s 

r ecommendat i on,  t hi s cour t  i ssued an or der  di r ect i ng t he par t i es 

t o show cause why t he di sci pl i ne t o be i mposed shoul d not  be an 

18- mont h suspensi on.   The OLR and At t or ney Washi ngt on each f i l ed 

a wr i t t en r esponse mai nt ai ni ng t hat  t he one- year  suspensi on 

cont empl at ed by t hei r  st i pul at i on woul d be appr opr i at e 

di sci pl i ne.  

¶3 Af t er  consi der at i on of  t he f act s  of  t hi s case and t he 

par t i es '  r esponses t o t he or der  t o show cause,  we concl ude t hat  

an 18- mont h suspensi on of  At t or ney Washi ngt on' s l i cense t o 

pr act i ce l aw i n t hi s st at e i s necessar y t o r ef l ect  t he ser i ous 

nat ur e of  her  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .   We agr ee wi t h t he 

r ecommendat i on of  t he r ef er ee t hat  t hi s suspensi on shoul d be 

deemed t o have commenced on t he dat e of  t he summar y suspensi on 

of  At t or ney Washi ngt on' s l i cense pur suant  t o SCR 22. 20.   

Fi nal l y,  we concl ude t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on shoul d pay t he 

cost s of  t hi s di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng,  whi ch wer e $488. 14 as of  

December  5,  2006.  

¶4 At t or ney Washi ngt on was admi t t ed t o t he pr act i ce of  

l aw i n Wi sconsi n i n June 1988.   She has not  been t he subj ect  of  

di sci pl i ne pr i or  t o t he pr oceedi ngs i n t hi s mat t er .   She has 

most  r ecent l y pr act i ced i n Mi l waukee.  

¶5 Thi s di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng gr ew out  of  At t or ney 

Washi ngt on' s gui l t y pl ea and convi ct i on f or  at t empt i ng t o evade 

and def eat  t he payment  of  a l ar ge por t i on of  her  f eder al  i ncome 

t axes f or  1998.  
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¶6 Accor di ng t o At t or ney Washi ngt on' s pl ea agr eement ,  

whi ch was f i l ed wi t hout  obj ect i on i n t hi s cour t  i n connect i on 

wi t h a mot i on f or  t he summar y suspensi on of  her  l i cense,  she 

used t he same i ndi v i dual  as t he account ant  and t ax pr epar er  f or  

bot h her  l egal  pr act i ce,  Washi ngt on Law Of f i ces,  I nc. ,  and f or  

her  per sonal  af f ai r s.   At t or ney Washi ngt on was t o gi ve t he 

account ant  t he mont hl y st at ement s and cancel ed checks f r om her  

f i r m' s c l i ent  t r ust  account s,  busi ness checki ng account  and 

busi ness payr ol l  account .   The account ant  used t hese i t ems t o 

cal cul at e At t or ney Washi ngt on' s i ncome and t o gener at e gener al  

l edger s,  payr ol l  r epor t s and f i nanci al  st at ement s,  whi ch t he 

account ant  r egul ar l y r evi ewed wi t h At t or ney Washi ngt on.    

¶7 The account ant  used t he gener al  l edger  and a l i s t  of  

i t emi zed deduct i ons pr ovi ded by At t or ney Washi ngt on t o pr epar e 

At t or ney Washi ngt on' s busi ness and per sonal  t ax r et ur ns.   

Al t hough t he account ant  r emi nded At t or ney Washi ngt on of  t he need 

t o capt ur e al l  i ncome,  At t or ney Washi ngt on never  advi sed t he 

account ant  of  any addi t i onal  i ncome beyond t hat  shown on t he 

busi ness account  st at ement s ( wi t h a mi nor  except i on i r r el evant  

t o t hi s opi ni on) .  

¶8 For  1998,  At t or ney Washi ngt on cl ai med gr oss r ecei pt s 

of  $591, 725,  l i s t ed $40, 136 i n t ot al  i ncome,  and showed i ncome 

t ax due of  $8930.   At t or ney Washi ngt on' s r ecei pt s,  i ncome and 

t ax due wer e act ual l y much hi gher  because she deposi t ed at  l east  

$93, 514 i n l egal  f ees i nt o a per sonal  account  t hat  she never  

di scl osed t o t he account ant .   At t or ney Washi ngt on t hen used 

t hese hi dden moni es t o pay f or  per sonal  expenses.   At t or ney 
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Washi ngt on al so " s i gned over "  checks payabl e t o her  l aw pr act i ce 

t o her  per sonal  mor t gage l ender  wi t hout  di scl osi ng t hem t o t he 

account ant  so t hat  t he f unds woul d not  show up on her  busi ness 

r ecor ds or  her  t ax r et ur n.   I n t ot al ,  At t or ney Washi ngt on had 

unr epor t ed gr oss i ncome i n 1998 of  mor e t han $100, 000,  causi ng a 

t ax l oss t o t he f eder al  gover nment  of  mor e t han $31, 000.  

¶9 The f eder al  cr i mi nal  r ecor ds al so showed t hat  At t or ney 

Washi ngt on engaged i n s i mi l ar  conduct  i n 1999 and 2000,  al t hough 

t he f eder al  gover nment  chose not  t o char ge her  wi t h t ax evasi on 

f or  t hose year s.   For  t hose t wo year s,  At t or ney Washi ngt on had 

addi t i onal  unr epor t ed i ncome of  mor e t han $100, 000.   Al t hough 

she was not  convi ct ed of  cr i mi nal  of f enses f or  t hose t wo year s,  

At t or ney Washi ngt on has admi t t ed her  unl awf ul  conduct .  

¶10 Pur suant  t o t he pl ea agr eement ,  At t or ney Washi ngt on 

pl ed gui l t y t o one count  of  at t empt i ng t o evade and def eat  

payment  of  a l ar ge por t i on of  her  f eder al  i ncome t ax l i abi l i t y  

f or  1998.   The Uni t ed St at es Di st r i ct  Cour t  f or  t he East er n 

Di st r i ct  of  Wi sconsi n subsequent l y sent enced At t or ney Washi ngt on 

t o f i ve mont hs i n pr i son and t wo year s of  super vi sed r el ease,  

150 days of  whi ch wer e r equi r ed t o be ser ved i n home 

conf i nement .  

¶11 Af t er  At t or ney Washi ngt on ent er ed her  gui l t y pl ea,  t he 

OLR f i l ed a mot i on seeki ng t he summar y suspensi on of  At t or ney 

Washi ngt on' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n t hi s st at e pur suant  t o 

SCR 22. 20( 1) . 1  On Januar y 27,  2006,  t hi s cour t  summar i l y 
                                                 

1 SCR 22. 20( 1)  Summar y l i cense suspensi on on cr i mi nal  
convi ct i on pr ovi des:  
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suspended At t or ney Washi ngt on' s l i cense,  ef f ect i ve as of  

Febr uar y 3,  2006.  

¶12 Pur suant  t o SCR 22. 20( 6) , 2 t he OLR t hen f i l ed a 

compl ai nt  t hat  al l eged i n a s i ngl e count  t hat  At t or ney 

Washi ngt on had vi ol at ed SCR 20: 8. 4( b) . 3  Af t er  At t or ney Kat hl een 

Cal l an Br ady was appoi nt ed t o ser ve as t he r ef er ee i n t hi s 

mat t er ,  t he OLR and At t or ney Washi ngt on f i l ed a st i pul at i on.   I n 

t he st i pul at i on At t or ney Washi ngt on admi t t ed t hat  by pl eadi ng 

gui l t y t o and bei ng convi ct ed of  wi l l f ul l y  at t empt i ng t o evade 

and def eat  a l ar ge por t i on of  t he f eder al  i ncome t ax due and 

                                                                                                                                                             
 ( 1)  Summar y suspensi on.   Upon r ecei v i ng 
sat i sf act or y pr oof  t hat  an at t or ney has been f ound 
gui l t y or  convi ct ed of  a ser i ous cr i me,  t he supr eme 
cour t  may summar i l y suspend t he at t or ney' s l i cense t o 
pr act i ce l aw pendi ng f i nal  di sposi t i on of  a 
di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng,  whet her  t he f i ndi ng of  gui l t  
or  t he convi ct i on r esul t ed f r om a pl ea of  gui l t y or  no 
cont est  or  f r om a ver di ct  af t er  t r i al  and r egar dl ess 
of  t he pendency of  an appeal .  

2 SCR 22. 20( 6)  Summar y l i cense suspensi on on cr i mi nal  
convi ct i on pr ovi des:  

 ( 6)  Fi l i ng of  compl ai nt .   The di r ect or ,  or  
speci al  i nvest i gat or  act i ng under  SCR 22. 25,  shal l  
f i l e t he compl ai nt  i n t he di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng 
wi t hi n 2 mont hs of  t he ef f ect i ve dat e of  t he summar y 
suspensi on or  shal l  show cause why t he summar y 
suspensi on shoul d cont i nue.   The r espondent  at t or ney 
may f i l e a r esponse wi t h t he supr eme cour t  wi t hi n 10 
days of  ser vi ce.   Rei nst at ement  under  t hi s sect i on 
does not  t er mi nat e any mi sconduct  i nvest i gat i on or  
di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng pendi ng agai nst  t he at t or ney.  

3 SCR 20: 8. 4( b)  st at es t hat  i t  i s  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  
f or  a l awyer  t o " commi t  a cr i mi nal  act  t hat  r ef l ect s adver sel y 
on t he l awyer ' s honest y,  t r ust wor t hi ness or  f i t ness as a l awyer  
i n ot her  r espect s. "  
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owi ng by her  and her  husband f or  1998,  she had commi t t ed a 

cr i mi nal  act  t hat  r ef l ect s  adver sel y on her  honest y,  

t r ust wor t hi ness or  f i t ness as a l awyer ,  i n v i ol at i on of  SCR 

20: 8. 4( b) .   The st i pul at i on st at es t hat  t he OLR r ecommends,  and 

At t or ney Washi ngt on agr ees,  t hat  an appr opr i at e l evel  of  

di sci pl i ne woul d be a one- year  suspensi on of  At t or ney 

Washi ngt on' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n t hi s st at e.  

¶13 On t he basi s  of  t he st i pul at i on,  t he r ef er ee f ound 

t hat  al l  of  t he f act ual  al l egat i ons i n t he OLR' s compl ai nt  had 

been pr oven and concl uded t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on had vi ol at ed 

SCR 20: 8. 4( b) .   The r ef er ee r ecommended t he one- year  suspensi on 

r equest ed by t he par t i es,  r et r oact i ve t o t he dat e of  t he summar y 

suspensi on of  At t or ney Washi ngt on' s l i cense.   I n addi t i on,  she 

r ecommended t hat  t he cour t  or der  At t or ney Washi ngt on t o pay t he 

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

¶14 As not ed above,  af t er  consi der i ng t he r ef er ee' s 

r ecommendat i on,  on Januar y 10,  2007,  t hi s cour t  i ssued an or der  

t o t he par t i es t o show cause why t he suspensi on shoul d not  be 

f or  a per i od of  18 mont hs.   

¶15 The OLR and At t or ney Washi ngt on bot h f i l ed r esponses 

t hat  cont i nued t o ar gue i n f avor  of  a one- year  suspensi on.   The 

OLR' s r esponse st at ed t hat  i t  had consi der ed a number  of  cases 

t hat  i t  bel i eved t o be somewhat  s i mi l ar  t o t he f act s of  t he 

pr esent  case,  al t hough i t  acknowl edged t hat  no Wi sconsi n case i s 

di r ect l y on poi nt .   For  exampl e,  i t  ar gued t hat  At t or ney 

Washi ngt on' s mi sconduct  was not  as ser i ous as t he conduct  t hat  

suppor t ed a st i pul at ed 18- mont h suspensi on agai nst  At t or ney Mar k 



No.  2006AP578- D   

 

7 
 

Br own.   I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Br own,  2005 WI  

49,  280 Wi s.  2d 44,  695 N. W. 2d 295.   I n t hat  case,  At t or ney 

Br own admi t t ed t hat  he had conver t ed t o hi s per sonal  use over  

$16, 000 i n f ees bel ongi ng t o hi s l aw f i r m,  had f ai l ed t o r epor t  

f ee i ncome on hi s per sonal  i ncome t ax r et ur n,  had made mul t i pl e 

mi sr epr esent at i ons t o hi s l aw par t ner  and associ at e,  and had 

made mi sr epr esent at i ons t o t he OLR.   I d. ,  ¶¶13- 14.    

¶16 The OLR asser t ed t hat  t he pr esent  case was si mi l ar  t o 

I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Hausmann,  2005 WI  131,  

285 Wi s.  2d 608,  699 N. W. 2d 923 ( one- year  suspensi on due t o 

f eder al  convi ct i on f or  conspi r acy t o commi t  mai l  and wi r e f r aud,  

wher e at t or ney had no pr i or  di sci pl i ne and a r ecor d of  communi t y 

ser vi ce) ,  and I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Br own-

Per r y,  2003 WI  151,  267 Wi s.  2d 184,  672 N. W. 2d 287 ( st i pul at ed 

one- year  suspensi on f or  mul t i pl e count s of  mi sconduct ,  i ncl udi ng 

f ai l i ng t o pl ace cl i ent  f unds i n t r ust ,  f ai l i ng t o r et ur n 

unear ned r et ai ner  f ees,  f ai l i ng t o f or war d set t l ement  f unds t o a 

c l i ent ,  usi ng c l i ent  f unds f or  per sonal  expenses,  f ai l i ng t o 

cooper at e wi t h t he OLR,  and f ai l i ng t o f i l e i ncome t ax r et ur ns 

f or  a number  of  year s) .    

¶17 The OLR acknowl edged,  however ,  t hat  i n anot her  case 

i nvol v i ng a s i ngl e convi ct i on f or  f eder al  t ax evasi on,  t he 

deci s i on i n whi ch i s bei ng r el eased on t he same dat e as t hi s 

opi ni on,  i t  was r ecommendi ng a t hr ee- year  suspensi on.   I n r e 

Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Phi l l i ps,  No.  2006AP334- D 

( Phi l l i ps I I ) .   I n t hat  case,  At t or ney Phi l l i ps hi d t he pr oceeds 

of  a $125, 000 l oan by conver t i ng t he f unds t o cashi er ' s checks 
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and negot i at i ng t hem t hr ough hi s c l i ent  t r ust  account  and a 

separ at e bank account  mai nt ai ned by hi s wi f e so t hat  t he 

I nt er nal  Revenue Ser vi ce ( I RS)  coul d not  at t ach t he f unds t o pay 

past  i ncome t ax l i abi l i t i es.   The OLR at t empt ed t o di st i ngui sh 

i t s r ecommendat i on i n Phi l l i ps I I  by not i ng t hat  At t or ney 

Phi l l i ps had pr evi ousl y r ecei ved a one- year  suspensi on and t hat  

he had a l ong- st andi ng pat t er n of  f ai l i ng t o f i l e i ncome t ax 

r et ur ns and t o pay t he t axes due.   See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y 

Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Phi l l i ps,  2006 WI  43,  290 Wi s.  2d 87,  713 

N. W. 2d 629 ( Phi l l i ps I )  ( one- year  suspensi on i mposed f or  

i mpr oper l y obt ai ni ng l oans f r om cl i ent ,  f ai l i ng t o act  wi t h 

r easonabl e di l i gence,  f ai l i ng t o r et ur n c l i ent  f i l es and f ai l i ng 

t o f i l e st at e i ncome t ax r et ur ns) .  

¶18 At t or ney Washi ngt on' s r esponse not ed t hat  t he sanct i on 

i mposed i n di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ngs i nvol v i ng t ax- r el at ed 

mi sconduct  has r anged f r om r epr i mands t o r evocat i on.   She ar gues 

t hat  because of  mi t i gat i ng f act or s i n her  case,  i ncl udi ng t he 

l ack of  a pr i or  di sci pl i nar y hi st or y,  her  vol unt ar y ent r y of  a 

gui l t y pl ea,  her  sel f - r epor t i ng t o and cooper at i on wi t h t he OLR,  

and t he l ack of  di r ect  har m t o her  c l i ent s,  t he di sci pl i ne 

shoul d be on t he l ower  end of  t he spect r um.  

¶19 On t he basi s  of  t he document ar y evi dence of  At t or ney 

Washi ngt on' s f eder al  convi ct i on f or  t ax evasi on and t he par t i es '  

st i pul at i on,  we det er mi ne t hat  t he r ef er ee' s f act ual  f i ndi ngs 

ar e wel l - f ounded.   We al so agr ee wi t h t he r ef er ee' s concl usi on 

t hat  t he f act s pr ove t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on commi t t ed a 

cr i mi nal  act  t hat  r ef l ect s  adver sel y on her  honest y,  
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t r ust wor t hi ness and f i t ness as a l awyer ,  i n v i ol at i on of  SCR 

20: 8. 4( b) .  

¶20 Wi t h r espect  t o t he appr opr i at e l evel  of  di sc i pl i ne 

f or  an at t or ney' s cr i mi nal  convi ct i on t hat  v i ol at es SCR 

20: 8. 4( b) ,  we have pr evi ousl y st at ed t hat  each such case " must  

be assessed on t he basi s of  i t s  own f act s. "   Hausmann,  285 

Wi s.  2d 608,  ¶23;  see al so 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 

( cour t  i mposes appr opr i at e di sci pl i nar y sanct i on r egar dl ess of  

r ef er ee' s r ecommendat i on) .    

¶21 I n t he pr esent  case,  we det er mi ne t hat  t he ser i ous 

nat ur e of  At t or ney Washi ngt on' s pr ol onged cour se of  hi di ng her  

i ncome and f i l i ng f al se t ax r et ur ns r ender s t he r equest ed one-

year  suspensi on i nadequat e.   We concl ude t hat  At t or ney 

Washi ngt on' s mi sconduct  r equi r es an 18- mont h suspensi on of  her  

l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n t hi s st at e.    

¶22 Thi s was not  a s i t uat i on wher e an at t or ney 

i nadver t ent l y omi t t ed on one or  t wo occasi ons t o r ecor d a f ee i n 

t he f i nanci al  r ecor ds of  her  l aw f i r m or  f ai l ed t o f i l e an 

i ncome t ax r et ur n.   Accor di ng t o her  f eder al  pl ea agr eement ,  

At t or ney Washi ngt on on mul t i pl e occasi ons deposi t ed f ee i ncome 

di r ect l y i nt o her  per sonal  account  so t hat  her  account ant  di d 

not  r ecor d t he i ncome on t he books of  her  l aw f i r m.   Al t hough 

her  account ant  r emi nded her  each year  t hat  al l  f ee i ncome had t o 

go t hr ough t he f i r m' s busi ness account s t o be capt ur ed on her  

t ax r et ur n,  At t or ney Washi ngt on hi d her  i ncome and si gned 

i nt ent i onal l y f al se t ax r et ur ns.   I ndeed,  al t hough her  1998 t ax 
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r et ur n showed t ot al  i ncome of  onl y appr oxi mat el y $40, 000,  she 

t ol d pot ent i al  cr edi t or s and ot her s t hat  her  sal ar y f or  t hat  

year  was $130, 000.   Mor eover ,  t hi s mi sconduct  was not  l i mi t ed t o 

a s i ngl e year .   At t or ney Washi ngt on admi t t edl y engaged i n t hi s 

f r audul ent  cour se of  conduct  f or  at  l east  t hr ee year s,  r esul t i ng 

i n unr epor t ed i ncome of  over  $200, 000.   She di d not  st op unt i l  

t he I RS sent  her  an audi t  not i ce i n 2001.  

¶23 Whi l e each di sci pl i nar y case does t ur n on i t s own 

f act s,  we do not  agr ee wi t h t he OLR' s asser t i on t hat  t hi s cour se 

of  conduct  i s l ess egr egi ous t han t he conduct  i n Br own,  2005 WI  

49.   The at t or neys i n bot h cases engaged i n decept i ve conduct  on 

mul t i pl e occasi ons over  an ext ended per i od of  t i me,  wi t h 

At t or ney Washi ngt on conver t i ng t o her  own per sonal  use a 

subst ant i al l y  gr eat er  amount  of  money ( whi ch i n t hi s case 

pr oper l y bel onged t o t he f eder al  gover nment ) .  

¶24 We al so bel i eve t hat  a one- year  suspensi on i n t hi s 

case woul d pose t oo gr eat  a di spar i t y wi t h t he t hr ee- year  

suspensi on we i mpose t oday i n Phi l l i ps I I .   Al t hough we 

r ecogni ze t hat  At t or ney Phi l l i ps,  unl i ke At t or ney Washi ngt on,  

was t he subj ect  of  pr i or  di sci pl i ne,  bot h ar e bei ng di sci pl i ned 

f or  engagi ng i n f eder al  t ax evasi on.   Wi t h t he 18- mont h 

suspensi on we i mpose on At t or ney Washi ngt on,  she st i l l  i s  

r ecei v i ng a suspensi on t hat  i s hal f  as l ong as t he 3- year  

suspensi on t hat  At t or ney Phi l l i ps i s r ecei v i ng.  

¶25 Fi nal l y,  we agr ee wi t h t he par t i es '  r equest  and t he 

r ef er ee' s r ecommendat i on t hat  t he suspensi on of  At t or ney 

Washi ngt on' s l i cense shoul d be deemed t o have commenced on 
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Febr uar y 3,  2006,  t he ef f ect i ve dat e of  t he summar y suspensi on 

of  her  l i cense.   We al so agr ee t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on shoul d 

pay t he cost s of  t hi s di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng.  

¶26 I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he l i cense of  At t or ney Hazel  J.  

Washi ngt on t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n i s suspended f or  a 

per i od of  18 mont hs,  r et r oact i ve t o Febr uar y 3,  2006.  

¶27 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 Washi ngt on shal l  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  her  i nabi l i t y  t o pay t hose cost s wi t hi n t hat  t i me,  

t he l i cense of  At t or ney Washi ngt on 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 hi s cour t .  

¶28 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  t o t he ext ent  she has not  

al r eady done so,  At t or ney Washi ngt on 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.  

¶29 LOUI S B.  BUTLER,  JR. ,  J. ,  di d not  par t i c i pat e.  
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