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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.    At t or ney Jef f r ey Rei t z appeal s Ref er ee 

Ri char d C.  Ni nneman' s r epor t  r ecommendi ng t he cour t  suspend 

At t or ney Jef f r ey Rei t z ' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw f or  f our  mont hs 

as di sci pl i ne f or  hi s pr of essi onal  mi sconduct ,  r equi r e 

r est i t ut i on t o one cl i ent ,  and i mpose t he cost s of  t hi s 

pr oceedi ng.   At t or ney Rei t z does not  chal l enge t he r ef er ee' s  

f i ndi ngs of  f act s or  concl usi ons of  l aw,  and he does not  oppose 
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t he r ecommended r est i t ut i on.   The onl y i ssue bef or e t he cour t  i s  

t he appr opr i at e di sci pl i ne f or  At t or ney Rei t z ' s mi sconduct .  

¶2 We agr ee wi t h t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs and concl usi ons 

of  l aw,  and we agr ee t hat  r est i t ut i on t o one of  At t or ney Rei t z ' s 

c l i ent s i s appr opr i at e.   However ,  we concl ude t hat  a 90- day 

suspensi on i s adequat e t o addr ess At t or ney Rei t z' s mi sconduct .   

We al so i mpose t he f ul l  cost s of  t he di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng.  

¶3 At t or ney Rei t z was admi t t ed t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n i n 1981.   I n 2005 At t or ney Rei t z was suspended f or  5 

mont hs f or  13 count s of  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  ar i s i ng f r om 

At t or ney Rei t z ' s r epr esent at i on of  6 c l i ent s.   I n r e 

Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Rei t z,  2005 WI  39,  279 

Wi s.  2d 550,  694 N. W. 2d 894.   The al l egat i ons i n t hat  

di sci pl i nar y mat t er  gener al l y consi st ed of  f ai l ur e t o 

communi cat e wi t h c l i ent s and l ack of  di l i gence.   Hi s l aw par t ner  

at  t he t i me of  many of  t hose vi ol at i ons was al so sanct i oned.   

See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Mandel man,  2006 WI  

45,  290 Wi s.  2d 158,  714 N. W. 2d 512.  

¶4 Al l  of  t he al l egat i ons i n t he cur r ent  compl ai nt  

i nvol ve a busi ness r ef er r al  r el at i onshi p t hat  At t or ney Rei t z ' s  

l aw f i r m ( " t he l aw f i r m" )  mai nt ai ned wi t h a chi r opr act or ,  Dr .  D.   

At t or ney Rei t z or  hi s par t ner ,  At t or ney Mandel man,  and cer t ai n 

c l i ent s woul d execut e a doct or ' s l i en wher eby t he cl i ent  and t he 

l aw f i r m agr eed t o pay f or  Dr .  D. ' s chi r opr act i c  ser vi ces out  of  

ant i c i pat ed set t l ement  pr oceeds. 1  
                                                 

1 I n at  l east  one case At t or ney Rei t z execut ed t he l i en on 
behal f  of  t he l aw f i r m.  
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¶5 The OLR compl ai nt  al l eged t hat  i n 15 cases wher e such 

a l i en exi st ed,  t he l aw f i r m f ai l ed t o send pr oper  wr i t t en 

not i ce t o Dr .  D.  when set t l ement  f unds wer e r ecei ved.   I n some 

cases t he l aw f i r m di d i nf or m Dr .  D.  t hat  a set t l ement  had been 

r ecei ved.   However ,  t he r ef er ee r ul ed t hese communi cat i ons di d 

not  sat i sf y t he supr eme cour t  r ul e r equi r ement s,  and At t or ney 

Rei t z does not  cont est  t hat  f i ndi ng.  

¶6 I n many of  t hese cases t he l aw f i r m di d not  pay t he 

f ul l  amount  of  t he chi r opr act i c bi l l .   Not abl y,  nei t her  At t or ney 

Rei t z nor  t he l aw f i r m necessar i l y  benef i t ed f i nanci al l y f r om 

t he l aw f i r m' s f ai l ur e t o pay t hese chi r opr act i c bi l l s  i n f ul l .   

The r ecor d r ef l ect s t he l aw f i r m or  t he c l i ent  sought  t o 

negot i at e a f ee r educt i on i n t hese cases.  

¶7 At  some poi nt  Dr .  D.  r et ai ned a col l ect i on f i r m t o 

pur sue t hese account s.   On at  l east  t wo occasi ons t he l aw f i r m 

wr ot e checks i n par t i al  payment  of  a c l i ent ' s chi r opr act i c bi l l  

wi t h t he i nt ent i on of  set t l i ng t he f ee di sput e i n f ul l .   I n bot h 

cases t he pr of f er ed set t l ement  check was pr ompt l y endor sed and 

cashed,  but  Dr .  D.  c l ai med he di d not  r ecei ve t hese moni es.   The 

l i cense of  t he col l ect i on f i r m empl oyed by Dr .  D.  was l at er  

r evoked f or  f ai l i ng t o t ur n over  col l ect ed f unds t o c l i ent s.   

¶8 Dr .  D.  i ni t i at ed smal l  c l ai ms cases agai nst  some of  

t hese cl i ent s t o r ecoup hi s f ees.   Event ual l y,  Dr .  D.  agr eed t o 

t ake r emai ni ng f ees hel d i n t he l aw f i r m' s t r ust  account  i n 

sat i sf act i on of  t hese obl i gat i ons.   He obt ai ned a j udgment  

agai nst  t he c l i ent  i n t hr ee mat t er s.   
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¶9 On Febr uar y 4,  2006,  af t er  Dr .  D.  had f i l ed a ser i es 

of  gr i evances agai nst  At t or ney Mandel man,  t he l aw f i r m and 

At t or ney Mandel man ( i n hi s per sonal  capaci t y)  f i l ed a c i v i l  

act i on agai nst  Dr .  D.  seeki ng a decl ar at or y j udgment  t hat  al l  

chi r opr act i c f ees due and owi ng t o Dr .  D.  had been pai d.   Dr .  D.  

di d not  r espond t o t he compl ai nt .   On June 22,  2006,  t he 

Mi l waukee Count y c i r cui t  cour t  i ssued a def aul t  j udgment  r ul i ng 

t hat  i f  t he l aw f i r m t r ansf er r ed amount s r emai ni ng i n t he l aw 

f i r m' s t r ust  account  t o Dr .  D. ,  t hi s t r ansf er  woul d sat i sf y t he 

l aw f i r m' s obl i gat i ons t o Dr .  D.  i n f ul l .   The j udgment  di d not  

absol ve c l i ent s of  pot ent i al  i ndebt edness t o Dr .  D.  

¶10 The OLR f i l ed t he compl ai nt  i n t hi s di sci pl i nar y 

pr oceedi ng on December  21,  2007.   The OLR compl ai nt  al l eges t hat  

by f ai l i ng t o gi ve Dr .  D.  wr i t t en not i ce t hat  set t l ement  

pr oceeds wer e r ecei ved i n sever al  cases i n whi ch he was t he 

t r eat i ng chi r opr act or ,  and by f ai l i ng t o pr ompt l y del i ver  t o 

Dr .  D.  t he amount  he was ent i t l ed t o r ecei ve i n accor dance wi t h 

t he document  s i gned by bot h t he c l i ent  and t he l aw f i r m 

ent i t l i ng Dr .  D.  t o payment  out  of  set t l ement  pr oceeds,  At t or ney 

Rei t z v i ol at ed f or mer  SCR 20: 1. 15( b) . 2 

                                                 
2 For mer  SCR 20: 1. 15( b)  ( ef f ect i ve t hr ough June 30,  2004)  

pr ovi ded as f ol l ows:  

Upon r ecei v i ng f unds or  ot her  pr oper t y i n whi ch a 
c l i ent  or  t hi r d per son has an i nt er est ,  a l awyer  shal l  
pr ompt l y not i f y t he c l i ent  or  t hi r d per son i n wr i t i ng.   
Except  as st at ed i n t hi s r ul e or  ot her wi se per mi t t ed 
by l aw or  by agr eement  wi t h t he c l i ent ,  a l awyer  shal l  
pr ompt l y del i ver  t o t he c l i ent  or  t hi r d per son any 
f unds or  ot her  pr oper t y t hat  t he c l i ent  or  t hi r d 
per son i s ent i t l ed t o r ecei ve and,  upon r equest  by t he 
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 ¶11 The i ndi v i dual  c l i ent  mat t er s at  i ssue ar e summar i zed 

as f ol l ows:    

Apr i l  1999  P. D.  obt ai ned a $10, 000 set t l ement .  
Her  chi r opr act i c bi l l  was $2, 211. 72.   
The l aw f i r m r et ai ned or  di sbur sed 
onl y $426. 75.  

May 1999 A. R.  obt ai ned a $10, 000 set t l ement .  
Hi s $977. 40 chi r opr act i c bi l l  was not  
pai d.    

May 1999 E. R.  obt ai ned a $10, 000 set t l ement .   
Hi s $505. 40 chi r opr act i c bi l l  was not  
pai d.  

June 1999 J. N.  obt ai ned a $10, 000 set t l ement .   
The l aw f i r m pai d $1, 200 of  hi s 
$1, 905. 10 chi r opr act i c bi l l  i n 
Febr uar y 2002.  

Januar y 2000 G. R.  obt ai ned a $10, 700 set t l ement .  
The l aw f i r m pai d $54. 15 of  a 
$4, 523. 10 chi r opr act i c bi l l .  

Jul y 2000 D. W.  obt ai ned a $12, 000 set t l ement .   
The l aw f i r m pai d one- hal f  of  hi s 
$1, 172 chi r opr act i c bi l l .  

August  2000 J. S.  obt ai ned a $25, 000 set t l ement .  
The l aw f i r m sent  $1, 400. 64 t o a 
col l ect i on agency t o cover  t he 
$1, 445. 65 bi l l ,  but  Dr .  D.  di d not  
r ecei ve t he payment .  

Januar y 2001 G. B.  obt ai ned a $3, 967 set t l ement .   
The l aw f i r m sent  Dr .  D.  $322. 33 t o 
sat i sf y hi s $890 chi r opr act i c bi l l .  

Januar y 2001 J. K.  obt ai ned a $6, 900 set t l ement .   
Dr .  D.  event ual l y accept ed $405 i n 
set t l ement  of  hi s $865 bi l l  af t er  

                                                                                                                                                             
cl i ent  or  t hi r d per son,  shal l  r ender  a f ul l  account i ng 
r egar di ng such pr oper t y.  



No.  2007AP2935- D   

 

6 
 

f i l i ng a smal l  c l ai ms act i on agai nst  
J. K.  

May 2001 E. G.  obt ai ned a $6, 250 set t l ement .   
Dr .  D.  obt ai ned a smal l  c l ai ms 
j udgment  agai nst  E. G.  i n t he amount  of  
$3, 409.   I t  appear s t hi s was not  pai d.  

May 2001 S. R.  obt ai ned a $6, 250 set t l ement .   
Dr .  D.  obt ai ned a $3, 451 def aul t  
j udgment  agai nst  S. R.   I t  appear s t hi s 
was not  pai d.  

Oct ober  2001 J. H.  obt ai ned an $82, 500 set t l ement .   
The l aw f i r m sent  a check i n t he 
amount  of  $1, 299. 64 i n sat i sf act i on of  
a $2, 565. 10 chi r opr act i c bi l l ,  but  
Dr .  D.  deni es r ecei v i ng t he payment .  

August  2002 J. Z.  r ecei ved a $20, 000 set t l ement .   
The l aw f i r m di d not  pay a $2, 443. 89 
chi r opr act i c bi l l .  

Mar ch 2003 A. G.  r ecei ved a $3, 300 set t l ement .   
The l aw f i r m r et ai ned i n t r ust  $500 
t owar d a $4, 813. 60 chi r opr act i c bi l l .   
I t  appear s Dr .  D.  di d not  r ecei ve 
payment  i n t hi s mat t er .  

¶12 I n Febr uar y 2001 cl i ent  B. S.  obt ai ned a $23, 000 

set t l ement .  The cl i ent ' s f i l e cont ai ned t wo bi l l s  f r om Dr .  D.   

One bi l l  was f r om 1999 and was i n t he amount  of  $6, 616. 88.   The 

ot her  bi l l  was f r om Febr uar y 2001 and was i n t he amount  of  

$3, 400. 04.   The l aw f i r m had r et ai ned $8, 717. 88 i n t r ust .   

Dr .  D.  i ni t i at ed col l ect i on pr oceedi ngs agai nst  B. S.  when t he 

l aw f i r m f ai l ed t o pay hi s bi l l .   The l aw f i r m t hen f ai l ed t o 

conf i r m t he cor r ect  amount  of  t he chi r opr act i c bi l l  and sent  a 

check t o t he col l ect i on agency i n t he amount  of  $5, 600.   The 

col l ect i on agency pr ompt l y endor sed and cashed t hi s check,  but  

Dr .  D.  never  r ecei ved t he f unds.   Dr .  D.  t hen i ni t i at ed a smal l  
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c l ai ms act i on agai nst  B. S. ,  obt ai ni ng a def aul t  j udgment .   I t  i s  

undi sput ed t hat  t he c l i ent  i s  ent i t l ed t o $2, 199. 96 r ef l ect i ng 

an over payment  made t o t he col l ect i on agency.  

¶13 Fol l owi ng an ev i dent i ar y hear i ng at  whi ch each of  

t hese mat t er s was pr esent ed,  t he r ef er ee concl uded t her e was 

cl ear  and convi nci ng evi dence t hat  At t or ney Rei t z v i ol at ed 

f or mer  SCR 20: 1. 15( b)  i n t hese 15 cl i ent  mat t er s.   The r ef er ee 

r ecommended r est i t ut i on t o c l i ent  B. S.  i n t he amount  of  

$2, 199. 96 because of  t he l aw f i r m' s over payment  t o t he 

col l ect i on agency.    

¶14 At t or ney Rei t z does not  chal l enge t he r ef er ee' s 

f i ndi ngs and does not  chal l enge t he r ecommended r est i t ut i on.   

Rat her ,  he cont ends t hat  t he r ecommended suspensi on of  f our  

mont hs i s excessi ve.  

¶15 Thi s cour t  wi l l  adopt  a r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  

unl ess t hey ar e c l ear l y er r oneous.   Concl usi ons of  l aw ar e 

r evi ewed de novo.   See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  

Ei senber g,  2004 WI  14,  ¶5,  269 Wi s.  2d 43,  675 N. W. 2d 747.   The 

cour t  may i mpose what ever  sanct i on i t  sees f i t  r egar dl ess of  t he 

r ef er ee' s r ecommendat i on.   See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs 

Agai nst  Wi dul e,  2003 WI  34,  ¶44,  261 Wi s.  2d 45,  660 N. W. 2d 686.    

¶16 The OLR poi nt s out  t hat  i n I n t he Mat t er  of  

Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Ri egl eman,  2003 WI  3,  259 

Wi s.  2d 1,  657 N. W. 2d 339,  At t or ney Ri egl eman r ecei ved a 60- day 

suspensi on f or  a s i ngl e i nst ance of  conduct  s i mi l ar  t o t he 15 

separ at e count s of  mi sconduct  commi t t ed by At t or ney Rei t z.   

However ,  At t or ney Ri egl eman act ual l y endor sed a check made out  
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t o t he l i enhol der  wi t hout  per mi ssi on,  t hus v i ol at i ng SCR 

20: 8. 4( c)  as wel l  as f ai l i ng t o pr ompt l y not i f y t he i nsur er ,  i n 

wr i t i ng,  of  f unds i n whi ch t he i nsur er  had an i nt er est ,  t hus 

al so v i ol at i ng SCR 20: 1. 15( b) .   

¶17 The OLR al so c i t es I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs 

Agai nst  Col l i ns,  2004 WI  9,  268 Wi s.  2d 441,  674 N. W. 2d 566,  i n 

whi ch t hi s cour t  i mposed a 60- day suspensi on f or  ei ght  separ at e 

count s of  mi sconduct  i nvol v i ng t hr ee separ at e c l i ent  mat t er s .   

At t or ney Col l i ns had pr evi ousl y r ecei ved t wo publ i c r epr i mands.   

Agai n,  however ,  t hi s mat t er  i s di st i ngui shabl e on i t s f act s.  

¶18 At t or ney Col l i ns  engaged i n t wo count s of  negl ect ,  t wo 

t r ust  account  v i ol at i ons,  t wo i nst ances of  f ai l i ng t o cooper at e 

wi t h t he OLR i nvest i gat i ons,  one count  of  di sobeyi ng a cour t  

or der ,  and one count  of  f ai l ur e t o keep a c l i ent  r easonabl y 

i nf or med about  a hear i ng i n her  case.   At t or ney Col l i ns f ai l ed 

t o deposi t  a set t l ement  check i nt o hi s t r ust  account  and f ai l ed 

t o i nst r uct  hi s c l i ent  t o endor se t hat  set t l ement  check so a 

l i enhol der  coul d r ecei ve payment .   He al so f ai l ed t o t i mel y f i l e 

a guar di anshi p r epor t  i n anot her  mat t er  i nvol v i ng a mi nor ,  

f ai l ed t o cooper at e wi t h t he boar d and t he admi ni st r at or  i n t he 

i nvest i gat i on,  pr osecut i on and di sposi t i on of  a gr i evance,  and 

f ai l ed t o appear  at  cer t ai n hear i ngs or  advi se c l i ent s of  

hear i ngs.   We deem At t or ney Col l i ns '  mi sconduct  mor e egr egi ous 

t han t he mi sconduct  commi t t ed by At t or ney Rei t z i n t hi s mat t er .    

¶19 We do f i nd I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  

McNeel ey,  2008 WI  91,  313 Wi s.  2d 283,  752 N. W. 2d 857,  

i nst r uct i ve.   At t or ney McNeel ey was suspended f or  60 days i n 
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connect i on wi t h hi s di st r i but i on of  set t l ement  pr oceeds wi t hout  

obt ai ni ng pr oper  conf l i c t  wai ver s or  pr ovi di ng pr oper  not i ce t o 

pot ent i al l y  i nt er est ed par t i es.   Ther e,  as her e,  At t or ney 

McNeel ey f ai l ed t o compl y wi t h cer t ai n not i ce r equi r ement s but  

di d not  benef i t  f i nanci al l y f r om t hat  f ai l ur e.   However ,  whi l e 

we ar e mi ndf ul  t hat  At t or ney Rei t z di d not  per sonal l y benef i t  

f r om t he admi t t ed t r ust  account  v i ol at i ons,  we not e t hat  he has 

been pr evi ousl y di sci pl i ned f or  mi sconduct .  

¶20 Ul t i mat el y,  i mposi t i on of  di sci pl i ne i n at t or ney 

di sci pl i nar y cases i s not  an exact  sci ence.   Upon car ef ul  

consi der at i on of  t he r ecor d and t he par t i es '  br i ef s,  we concl ude 

t hat  a 90- day suspensi on i s adequat e di sci pl i ne f or  At t or ney 

Rei t z ' s mi sconduct  t oget her  wi t h r est i t ut i on t o B. S.  i n t he 

amount  of  $2, 199. 96 and i mposi t i on of  t he cost s of  t he 

di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ngs,  whi ch t ot al  $9, 488. 08 as of  May 15,  

2009.  

¶21 I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he l i cense of  Jef f r ey A.  Rei t z t o 

pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n i s suspended f or  a per i od of  90 days,  

ef f ect i ve August  31,  2009.    

¶22 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  Jef f r ey A.  Rei t z 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.  

¶23 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 ,  Jef f r ey A.  Rei t z shal l  pay r est i t ut i on t o B. S.  i n 

t he amount  of  $2, 199. 96 as r ecommended i n t he r ef er ee' s r epor t .   

I f  t he r est i t ut i on i s 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  hi s i nabi l i t y  t o pay t he 
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r est i t ut i on wi t hi n t hat  t i me,  Jef f r ey A.  Rei t z ' s l i cense 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 he cour t .  

¶24 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 ,  Jef f r ey A.  Rei t z 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  hi s i nabi l i t y  t o pay t he cost s wi t hi n t hat  t i me,  

t he l i cense of  Jef f r ey A.  Rei t z 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 he cour t .  

¶25 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  t he r est i t ut i on t o B. S.  i s 

t o be compl et ed pr i or  t o payi ng cost s t o t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  

Regul at i on.  

 



No.  2007AP2935- D   

 

 
 

1 

 

 
 


	CaseNumber
	AddtlCap

		2014-09-15T18:09:11-0500
	CCAP




