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ATTORNEY disciplinary proceeding. Attorney's |icense

suspended.

11 PER CURI AM W review the report of the referee
recommendi ng that Attorney Keith R Hughes' |icense to practice
law in Wsconsin be suspended for three years for professional
m sconduct. No appeal has been fil ed.

12 On Novenber 6, 2007, the Ofice of Lawer Regulation
(OLR) filed a single count disciplinary conplaint alleging that
Attorney Hughes' crimnal conduct reflected adversely on his

honesty, trustworthiness, or fitness as a lawer in other
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respects, in violation of SCR 20:8.4(b).? Allan Beatty was
appoi nted referee.

13 The violation arises out of the charge against
Attorney Hughes for the felony of conspiracy to commt offense
or to defraud the United States, in violation of 18 U S. C
§ 371.2 W adopt the referee's report and recommendation and
conclude that the seriousness of Attorney Hughes' m sconduct
warrants suspension of his license to practice law for three
years.

14 Attorney Hughes was admtted to practice law in
Wsconsin in 1989 and practiced in Eagle R ver. In 1999 he
consented to a private reprimand for inconpetence and obtaining
from a client a prospective nmalpractice waiver. On  Sept enber
11, 2007, this <court summarily suspended Attorney Hughes
license to practice law in Wsconsin pursuant to SCR 22.20. See

Ofice of Lawer Regulation v. Hughes, Case No. 2007XX913-D.

His |license remains suspended.

15 In Decenber 2006 Attorney Hughes entered a plea
agreenent whereby he agreed to plead guilty to conspiracy to
commt offense or to defraud the United States, in violation of

18 US.C §8 371. On April 18, 2007, Attorney Hughes entered his

! SCR 20:8.4(b) provides it is professional misconduct for a
| awer to "commt a crimnal act that reflects adversely on the
| awyer's honesty, trustworthiness or fitness as a lawer in
ot her respects.”

2 See United States v. Hughes, Case No. 06CR344 (E.D. Ws.
2007).




No. 2007AP2546- D

guilty plea and was found guilty. He was sentenced to a prison
term of one year and one day.

16 The plea agreenent said that between Novenber 2002 and
Novenmber 2003, Attorney Hughes' creditors wote off as bad debt
or referred to collection agencies approximtely 28 of Attorney
Hughes' credit <card loans, resulting in over $270,000 in
princi pal debt plus additional unpaid fees and interest. The
federal sentencing transcript indicates that Attorney Hughes
conspired with his girlfriend to use the proceeds of the credit
card |oans, wthout repaynent, to purchase a house in Qlf
Shores, Al abama. According to the plea agreenent, Attorney
Hughes agreed to pay restitution as ordered by the federal court
for at least the principal anmpbunts owed to the credit card
issuers and their assignees for the <credit card debts he
incurred in the course of the conspiracy to which he pled
guilty. The court ordered $146, 100 in restitution.

17 After review ng the federal sentencing transcript, the
OLR recommended a three-year |icense suspension. Al t hough the
offense to which he pled was serious, the mtigating
circunst ances discussed at sentencing involved Attorney Hughes'
i mredi ate cooperation with authorities. |In short, he cooperated
fully in the investigation and successful prosecution of the co-
conspirator and provided docunentary evidence to corroborate his
account of the schene. The federal prosecutor observed that
Attorney Hughes' assistance was significant, his testinony was
truthful, and he had accepted responsibility. The prosecutor
said that Attorney Hughes should be rewarded for the

3



No. 2007AP2546- D

extraordinary steps he had taken to pay a significant anount of
restitution after being charged and before sentencing.

18 The OLR and Attorney Hughes stipulated that a three-
year suspension of Attorney Hughes' |icense to practice law in
W sconsin (effective Septenber 11, 2007, the date of the summary
suspensi on) would be appropriate. They stipulated that Attorney
Hughes should be responsible for the cost of the disciplinary
pr oceedi ng.

19 The stipulation states it is not the result of a plea
bargain but reflects the OLR s neasured consideration of
information not avail able earlier. The stipulation also states
that every avernent of the disciplinary conplaint is true and
accur at e, specifically t hat At t or ney Hughes comm tted
prof essi onal m sconduct because his crimnal conduct reflects
adversely on his honesty, trustworthiness, or fitness as a
| awyer in other respects, in violation of SCR 20:8.4(b).

10 Referee Beatty adopted the fact portion of the

parties' stipulation and concluded Attorney Hughes violated SCR

20: 8. 4(b), as alleged in <count one of the disciplinary
conpl ai nt. The referee recommends a three-year suspension of
Attorney Hughes' license to practice law in Wsconsin,
retroactive to Septenber 11, 2007. Referee Beatty also

recomends Attorney Hughes pay the cost of the disciplinary
pr oceedi ng. On June 26, 2008, the OLR submtted a statenent of
costs in the anount of $1,185. 08.

111 We adopt the referee's findings and conclusions set
forth in his report and accept his recommendati on. Att or ney

4
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Hughes' m sconduct is a serious violation warranting |icense
suspensi on. A three-year |icense suspension together with the
inposition of the full cost of this proceeding is justified.
This court takes into account the mtigating factors discussed
in the federal sentencing transcript, which include Attorney
Hughes' restitution attenpts and his imediate and full
cooperation with authorities.

112 A t hree-year suspensi on IS conmmensur at e wth
di scipline inmposed in other cases. For exanple, this court
suspended Attorney Brian Burke's license for a period of two
years, retroactive to January 3, 2006, after disciplinary
proceedings were instituted following his ~conviction for
m sconduct in public office, a Cass E felony, and obstructing

an officer, a Cass A msdeneanor. See In re Disciplinary

Proceedi ngs Agai nst Burke, 2007 W 46, 16, 300 Ws. 2d 198, 730

N. W2d 651. This court suspended Attorney Mchael A Gal's
license for three years related to a federal crimnal conviction
for mail fraud. The federal court had sentenced Gal to two

years inprisonment and a $50,000 fine. See In re Disciplinary

Proceedings Against Gal, 2007 W 22, 299 Ws. 2d 160, 727

N. W 2d 495. In 2005 Attorney Mark E. Sostarich received an 18-
mont h suspension for his conviction of the crinme of conspiracy
of sharing legal fees paid by his client with Gary George as

part of a larger conspiracy. See In re Disciplinary Proceedi ngs

Agai nst Sostarich, 2005 W 97, 282 Ws. 2d 712, 698 N wW2d 711.

13 IT IS ORDERED that the license of Keith R Hughes to
practice law in Wsconsin is suspended for a period of three
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years, effective the date of his summary |icense suspension,
Septenber 11, 2007.

14 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that to the extent he has not
done so already, Keith R Hughes shall conply with SCR 22.26
concerning the duties of a person whose license to practice |aw
in Wsconsin has been suspended.

15 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that within one year of the date
of this order Keith R Hughes pay to the Ofice of Lawer
Regul ation the cost of this proceeding. If the cost of this
proceeding is not paid within the tinme specified and absent a
showing to this court of his inability to pay within that tine,
the license of Keith R Hughes to practice law in Wsconsin

shall remain suspended until further order of this court.
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