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version will appear in the bound 
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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.    On Mar ch 5,  2008,  t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  

Regul at i on ( OLR)  f i l ed a compl ai nt  al l egi ng At t or ney Ter r ence J.  

Woods commi t t ed s i x count s of  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  i n 

connect i on wi t h r epr esent i ng a c l i ent  i n a per sonal  i nj ur y 

l awsui t  and f or  f ai l ur e t o f i l e and/ or  pay cer t ai n st at e i ncome 

t axes.   The par t i es execut ed a j oi nt  st i pul at i on,  so we consi der  

t he OLR compl ai nt  and t he par t i es '  st i pul at i on wi t hout  t he 
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appoi nt ment  of  a r ef er ee pur suant  t o SCR 22. 12( 1) . 1  Af t er  

car ef ul  consi der at i on,  we adopt  t he st i pul at i on of  t he par t i es 

and agr ee t hat  t he ser i ousness of  At t or ney Woods'  mi sconduct  

war r ant s t he suspensi on of  hi s  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n f or  a per i od of  one year  t o r un consecut i ve t o hi s 

cur r ent  suspensi on i mposed by t hi s cour t  i n Jul y 2008.   We 

f ur t her  agr ee t hat  At t or ney Woods shoul d not  be r equi r ed t o pay 

t he cost s of  t hi s pr oceedi ng.  

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

Wi sconsi n i n 1965.   At t or ney Woods'  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n i s cur r ent l y suspended and he has been di sci pl i ned by 

t hi s cour t  on sever al  pr evi ous occasi ons.   

¶3 I n 1993 At t or ney Woods r ecei ved a publ i c r epr i mand f or  

f ai l i ng t o pr oper l y pur sue an appeal  on behal f  of  t wo cr i mi nal  

def endant s.   See Publ i c Repr i mand of  Ter r ence J.  Woods,  1993- 2.    

¶4 I n 1996 At t or ney Woods consent ed t o a pr i vat e 

r epr i mand f or  set t l i ng a case wi t hout  hi s c l i ent ' s knowl edge or  

consent  and f or  r ef usi ng t o r et ur n document s and pr oper t y 

bel ongi ng t o hi s c l i ent .   See Pr i vat e Repr i mand of  Ter r ence J.  

Woods,  1996- 1.    

                                                 
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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¶5 I n 1998 t hi s  cour t  suspended At t or ney Woods f or  60 

days f or  mi sconduct  t hat  i ncl uded f ai l ur e t o keep hi s c l i ent s 

i nf or med of  t he st at us of  t hei r  mat t er s,  f ai l ur e t o r et ur n 

pr oper t y,  f ai l ur e t o act  wi t h r easonabl e di l i gence i n pur sui ng 

hi s c l i ent s '  i nt er est s,  f ai l ur e t o communi cat e wi t h hi s c l i ent s,  

and f ai l ur e t o cooper at e wi t h t he Boar d of  At t or neys 

Pr of essi onal  Responsi bi l i t y ' s i nvest i gat i on i nt o hi s mi sconduct .   

See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Woods,  216 

Wi s.  2d 137,  573 N. W. 2d 838 ( 1998) .   

¶6 Lat er  i n 1998 At t or ney Woods was agai n suspended f or  

60 days f or  f ai l ur e t o act  di l i gent l y on hi s c l i ent ' s behal f  and 

f ai l ur e t o pr oper l y i nf or m hi s c l i ent  of  t he st at us of  t he case.   

See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Woods,  221 

Wi s.  2d 230,  583 N. W. 2d 650 ( 1998) .    

¶7 I n 2003 At t or ney Woods r ecei ved a publ i c r epr i mand f or  

mi sconduct  commi t t ed i n connect i on wi t h a possi bl e smal l  c l ai ms 

act i on over  unpai d vacat i on compensat i on and f or  f ai l ur e t o 

i nf or m hi s c l i ent  t hat  he woul d not  pur sue a wor ker ' s 

compensat i on c l ai m on her  behal f  af t er  l eadi ng her  t o bel i eve 

t hat  he woul d pur sue t he cl ai m.   See Publ i c Repr i mand of  

Ter r ence J.  Woods,  2003- 11.   

¶8 Most  r ecent l y,  i n Jul y 2008,  t hi s cour t  suspended 

At t or ney Woods'  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw f or  90 days f or  

pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  commi t t ed i n t he cont ext  of  a bankr upt cy 

pr oceedi ng and a di vor ce pr oceedi ng.   OLR v.  Woods,  2008 WI  79,  

311 Wi s.  2d 213,  751 N. W. 2d 840.   Agai n,  hi s  l i cense r emai ns 

suspended.  
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¶9 The pr esent  di sci pl i nar y mat t er  i nvol ves mi sconduct  

commi t t ed i n t he cont ext  of  r epr esent i ng a c l i ent  i n a f ee 

di sput e and mi sconduct  r el at i ng t o At t or ney Woods'  own f ai l ur e 

t o f i l e and/ or  pay st at e i ncome t axes.    

I N THE MATTER OF D. B.  

¶10 I n 2001 D. B.  was i nvol ved i n an aut omobi l e acc i dent .   

I n November  2002 D. B.  and her  husband cont act ed At t or ney Woods 

because t hei r  i nsur ance company had decl i ned t o pay D. B. ' s 

chi r opr act or  bi l l s .   At t or ney Woods agr eed t o r epr esent  D. B. ,  

and D. B.  s i gned a cont i ngent  f ee agr eement  wi t h At t or ney Woods.    

¶11 At t or ney Woods di d not  f i l e a l awsui t  on behal f  of  

D. B.  unt i l  one day bef or e t he appl i cabl e st at ut e of  l i mi t at i ons 

expi r ed.   Then,  At t or ney Woods f ai l ed t o ser ve t he def endant s 

wi t h an aut hent i cat ed copy of  t he summons and compl ai nt  as 

r equi r ed by Wi s.  St at .  § 801. 02( 2) .   Accor di ngl y,  t he c i r cui t  

cour t  schedul ed a hear i ng t o di smi ss t he l awsui t  on Januar y 11,  

2005.   At t or ney Woods f ai l ed t o advi se D. B.  of  t hi s hear i ng.   

At t or ney Woods at t ended t he di smi ssal  hear i ng,  and t he l awsui t  

was di smi ssed wi t h pr ej udi ce on Januar y 11,  2005,  because of  

At t or ney Woods'  f ai l ur e t o ser ve an aut hent i cat ed copy of  t he 

summons and compl ai nt .   At t or ney Woods f ai l ed t o not i f y D. B.  

t hat  her  case was di smi ssed.   Sever al  t i mes af t er  t he Januar y 

11,  2005,  hear i ng,  D. B.  spoke wi t h At t or ney Woods about  her  

l awsui t ,  and each t i me At t or ney Woods t ol d her  t hat  her  case was 

pr oceedi ng nor mal l y.    

¶12 D. B. ' s f at her  di ed i n t he f al l  of  2006.   At  t hat  t i me,  

she l ear ned t hat  At t or ney Woods was handl i ng her  f at her ' s 
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est at e.   D. B.  spoke wi t h At t or ney Woods sever al  t i mes about  her  

per sonal  i nj ur y l awsui t  as wel l  as her  f at her ' s est at e.   At  no 

t i me di d At t or ney Woods i nf or m D. B.  t hat  her  l awsui t  had been 

di smi ssed.    

¶13 I n November  2006 D. B.  i nf or med At t or ney Woods t hat  she 

had l ear ned her  l awsui t  had been di smi ssed.   She at t empt ed t o 

ar r ange a meet i ng wi t h At t or ney Woods t o di scuss t he mat t er ,  but  

At t or ney Woods f ai l ed t o appear  at  t he meet i ng.    

¶14 I n Januar y 2007 D. B.  r et ai ned At t or ney Br i an Mal oney 

t o pur sue a l egal  mal pr act i ce act i on agai nst  At t or ney Woods.   

At t or ney Mal oney r equest ed D. B. ' s f i l e but  At t or ney Woods f ai l ed 

t o r espond t o t hese r equest s and di d not  make D. B. ' s f i l e 

avai l abl e unt i l  he was deposed i n June 2007.    

¶15 Based on t he f or egoi ng,  t he OLR compl ai nt  al l eged and 

t he par t i es l at er  st i pul at ed as f ol l ows:  

By f ai l i ng t o f i l e a per sonal  i nj ur y l awsui t  
unt i l  t he day bef or e t he expi r at i on of  t he st at ut e of  
l i mi t at i ons and,  i n addi t i on,  i n f ai l i ng t o ser ve t he 
def endant s i n such l awsui t  wi t h an aut hent i cat ed copy 
of  t he summons and compl ai nt  wi t hi n 90 days af t er  
f i l i ng,  r esul t i ng i n t he di smi ssal  of  t he l awsui t  wi t h 
pr ej udi ce,  At t or ney Woods 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 
hi s c l i ent s,  i n v i ol at i on of  SCR 20: 1. 3. 2   

                                                 
2 Ef f ect i ve Jul y 1,  2007,  subst ant i al  changes wer e made t o 

t he Wi sconsi n Supr eme Cour t  Rul es of  Pr of essi onal  Conduct  f or  
At t or neys,  SCR Chapt er  20.   See S.  Ct .  Or der  04- 07,  2007 WI  4,  
293 Wi s.  2d xv,  726 N. W. 2d Ct . R- 45 ( ef f .  Jul y 1,  2007) ;  and 
S.  Ct .  Or der  06- 04,  2007 WI  48,  297 Wi s.  2d xv,  730 
N. W. 2d Ct . R. - 29 ( ef f .  Jul y 1,  2007) .   Because t he conduct  
under l y i ng t hi s case ar ose pr i or  t o Jul y 1,  2007,  unl ess 
ot her wi se i ndi cat ed,  al l  r ef er ences t o t he supr eme cour t  r ul es 
wi l l  be t o t hose i n ef f ect  pr i or  t o Jul y 1,  2007.  
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By f ai l i ng t o i nf or m D. B.  t hat  t he def endant s had 
f i l ed a mot i on t o di smi ss t he l awsui t ,  and t hat  t he 
cour t  had schedul ed a hear i ng on def endant s '  mot i on t o 
di smi ss and,  i n addi t i on,  by f ai l i ng t o i nf or m D. B.  of  
t he cour t ' s  or der  di smi ssi ng t he l awsui t  wi t h 
pr ej udi ce,  At t or ney Woods f ai l ed t o keep hi s c l i ent s 
r easonabl y i nf or med about  t he st at us of  t hei r  case,  i n 
v i ol at i on of  f or mer  SCR 20: 1. 4( a) . 3 

By f ai l i ng t o expl ai n t o D. B.  t he r ami f i cat i ons 
of  t he di smi ssal  of  t he l awsui t  wi t h pr ej udi ce at  any 
t i me f r om Januar y 11,  2005,  t hr ough November  29,  2006,  
At t or ney Woods depr i ved hi s c l i ent  of  t he abi l i t y  t o 
make i nf or med deci s i ons r egar di ng t he r epr esent at i on 
and t her eby vi ol at ed SCR 20: 1. 4( b) . 4 

By f ai l i ng t o r espond t o successor  counsel ' s 
r equest s f or  D. B. ' s f i l e,  At t or ney Woods f ai l ed t o 
t ake st eps t o pr ot ect  hi s c l i ent s '  i nt er est s,  such as 
sur r ender i ng t hei r  f i l e,  i n v i ol at i on of  SCR 
20: 1. 16( d) . 5 

By f ai l i ng t o i nf or m D. B.  of  t he di smi ssal  of  t he 
l awsui t ,  not wi t hst andi ng mul t i pl e di r ect  i nqui r i es t o 

                                                                                                                                                             
For mer  SCR 20: 1. 3 pr ovi des " [ a]  l awyer  shal l  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 . "  

3 For mer  SCR 20: 1. 4( a)  st at es " [ 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. "  

4 For mer  SCR 20: 1. 4( b)  st at es,  " 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 For mer  SCR 20: 1. 16( d)  pr ovi des:  

 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.   
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At t or ney Woods concer ni ng t he st at us of  t hei r  case 
made af t er  t he di smi ssal  wi t h pr ej udi ce of  t he sui t ,  
At t or ney Woods vi ol at ed SCR 20: 8. 4( c) . 6 

STATE I NCOME TAX MATTERS 

¶16 I n August  2007 t he Depar t ment  of  Revenue ( DOR)  advi sed 

t he OLR t hat  At t or ney Woods had f ai l ed t o f i l e st at e i ncome t ax 

r et ur ns and owed del i nquent  st at e i ncome t ax,  st at e wi t hhol di ng 

t ax,  and st at e busi ness t ax r egi st r at i on f ees t o t he DOR.   

I ni t i al l y ,  t he DOR advi sed t he OLR t hat  At t or ney Woods'  

est i mat ed t ax l i abi l i t y  t ot al ed $430, 338. 80.    

¶17 At t or ney Woods r esponded t o t he OLR i nqui r y r egar di ng 

t he al l eged i ncome t ax l i abi l i t i es denyi ng t hat  he owed 

$430, 338. 80,  but  admi t t i ng t hat  he had been wor ki ng wi t h an 

account ant  t o addr ess hi s st at e wi t hhol di ng t ax i ssue and hi s 

t ax l i abi l i t y .   I n November  2007 t he DOR r epor t ed t o t he OLR 

t hat  At t or ney Woods'  t ax l i abi l i t y  was $208, 478. 76.    

¶18 Based on t he f or egoi ng,  t he OLR al l eged and t he 

par t i es l at er  st i pul at ed t hat  At t or ney Woods vi ol at ed SCR 

20: 8. 4( f ) 7 by:  

Fai l i ng t o f i l e Wi sconsi n st at e i ncome t ax r et ur ns 
wi t h t he Depar t ment  of  Revenue f or  t he t ax per i od( s)  
1996,  1997,  1998,  1999,  2004,  2005,  and 2006.  

                                                 
6 For mer  SCR 20: 8. 4( c)  pr ovi des 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. "  

7 SCR 20: 8. 4( f )  s t at es 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  deci s i on r egul at i ng t he conduct  of  
l awyer s. "  
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Fai l i ng t o pay i ncome t axes t o t he Depar t ment  of  
Revenue f or  t he t ax year s 1996,  1997,  1998,  and 1999.  

Fai l i ng t o pay wi t hhol di ng t axes f or  t he t ax year s 
1996,  1998,  1999,  2000,  May t hr ough December  2001,  
2002,  Sept ember  t hr ough December  2003,  and June 2004.   

Fai l i ng t o f i l e wi t hhol di ng t ax r et ur ns f or  1997,  
2004,  2005,  2006,  and f or  Januar y t hr ough June 2007.  

Fai l i ng t o pay busi ness t ax r egi st r at i on f ees f or  
1999,  2001,  2003,  and 2005.  

Fai l i ng t o sat i sf y t ax war r ant s i ssued agai nst  hi m by 
t he Depar t ment  of  Revenue f or  t he year s 1998 t hr ough 
2007.    

¶19 As par t  of  t he s t i pul at i on,  At t or ney Woods admi t t ed he 

owes moni es t o t he DOR,  but  cont ends t he amount  he owes i s 

subst ant i al l y  l ess t han what  DOR cl ai ms.   

¶20 At t or ney Woods acknowl edged t hat  t he st i pul at i on was 

made knowi ngl y and vol unt ar i l y  and r epr esent s hi s admi ssi on of  

t he mi sconduct  char ged i n t he di sci pl i nar y compl ai nt  and hi s 

assent  t o t he l evel  of  di sci pl i ne sought  by t he OLR.    

¶21 Wi t h r espect  t o t he appr opr i at e l evel  of  di sci pl i ne,  

t he par t i es agr eed t hat  a one- year  suspensi on was appr opr i at e 

and t hat  t he suspensi on shoul d be i mposed consecut i ve t o 

At t or ney Woods'  cur r ent  suspensi on i mposed i n Jul y 2008.   The 

OLR expl i c i t l y  advi sed t he cour t  t hat  t he r ecommended di sci pl i ne 

was not  t he r esul t  of  negot i at i ons.  

¶22 SCR 22. 12( 2)  pr ovi des t hat  i f  t hi s 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.   SCR 22. 12( 3)  

pr ovi des t hat  i f  t hi s cour t  r ej ect s t he st i pul at i on,  a r ef er ee 
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wi l 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.    

¶23 We adopt  t he st i pul at ed f act s and concl usi ons of  l aw.   

We now t ur n t o t he r ecommended di sci pl i ne.    

¶24 At t or ney Woods has an ext ensi ve di sci pl i nar y hi st or y.   

At t or ney Woods'  mi sconduct  i n t hi s mat t er  ser i ousl y compr omi sed 

t he l egal  r i ght s of  hi s c l i ent ,  D. B.   Upon r evi ew of  t he 

st i pul at i on,  t hi s cour t  quest i oned whet her  t he pr oposed one- year  

suspensi on was i nadequat e under  t he c i r cumst ances,  par t i cul ar l y 

gi ven At t or ney Woods'  ext ensi ve di sci pl i nar y hi st or y.   

Accor di ngl y,  t hi s cour t  i ssued an or der  di r ect i ng t he par t i es t o 

j ust i f y t he r ecommendat i on f or  di sci pl i ne cont ai ned i n t he 

par t i es '  st i pul at i on.  

¶25 Bot h par t i es f i l ed wr i t t en r esponses.   The OLR 

pr ovi ded t hi s cour t  wi t h a 14- page det ai l ed memor andum whi ch 

anal yzed some 11 di sci pl i nar y cases i nvol v i ng negl ect  of  c l i ent  

mat t er s.   The OLR advi sed t he cour t  t hat  t ypi cal l y,  t he 

mi sconduct  al l eged i n t hi s compl ai nt  woul d war r ant  a suspensi on 

i n t he r ange of  60 t o 90 days.   The OLR al so anal yzed ni ne 

di sci pl i nar y cases i nvol v i ng f ai l ur e t o f i l e i ncome t ax r et ur ns 

or  pay i ncome t ax l i abi l i t i es.   Absent  hi s ext ensi ve 

di sci pl i nar y hi st or y,  At t or ney Woods'  mi sconduct  i n t hi s mat t er  

woul d l i kel y war r ant  a suspensi on of  hi s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw 

i n Wi sconsi n f or  a per i od of  90 days t o s i x mont hs.   Her e,  

however ,  t he OLR was mi ndf ul  t hat  At t or ney Woods'  pr evi ous 

di sci pl i nar y hi st or y i s a s i gni f i cant  aggr avat i ng f act or  

j ust i f y i ng a mor e l engt hy suspensi on.   
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¶26 Upon r evi ew of  t he OLR' s st at ement  i n suppor t  of  t he 

st i pul at i on,  t hi s cour t  i s  per suaded t hat  a one- year  suspensi on 

of  At t or ney Woods'  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n——i mposed 

consecut i ve t o hi s cur r ent  suspensi on——i s adequat e di sci pl i ne 

f or  t he mi sconduct  commi t t ed i n t hi s mat t er .   Ther ef or e,  

¶27 I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he l i cense of  Ter r ence J.  Woods t o 

pr act i ce l aw i n 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 .   The suspensi on shal l  r un 

consecut i ve t o t he 90- day suspensi on i mposed by t hi s cour t  i n 

OLR v.  Woods,  2008 WI  79,  311 Wi s.  2d 213,  751 N. W. 2d 840.  

¶28 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  Ter r ence J.  Woods shal l  

compl y wi t h t he r equi r ement s of  SCR 22. 26 per t ai ni ng t o 

act i v i t i es f ol l owi ng suspensi on i f  he has not  al r eady done so.  

 



No.  2008AP544- D   

 

 
 

1 

 

 
 


	Text2
	Text3
	Text5
	Text6
	Text7
	Text9
	Text10
	Text11
	Text12
	CaseNumber
	AddtlCap

		2014-09-15T18:06:04-0500
	CCAP




