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NOTI CE 
This opinion is subject to further 
editing and modification.  The final 
version will appear in the bound 
volume of the official reports.   
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ATTORNEY di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng.   At t or ney' s l i cense 

r evoked.  

 

¶1 PER CURI AM.    At t or ney Leonar d V.  Br ady has f i l ed a 

pet i t i on f or  consensual  l i cense r evocat i on pur suant  t o SCR 22. 191 

                                                 
1 SCR 22. 19 pr ovi des:  Pet i t i on f or  consensual  l i cense 

r evocat i on.  

( 1)  An at t or ney who i s t he subj ect  of  an 
i nvest i gat i on f or  possi bl e mi sconduct  or  t he 
r espondent  i n a pr oceedi ng may f i l e wi t h t he supr eme 
cour t  a pet i t i on f or  t he r evocat i on by consent  or  hi s 
or  her  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw.    
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st at i ng t hat  he cannot  successf ul l y def end agai nst  mul t i pl e 

al l egat i ons of  mi sconduct  cur r ent l y under  i nvest i gat i on by t he 

Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on ( OLR) ,  as wel l  as addi t i onal  count s 

of  mi sconduct  al l eged i n t wo pendi ng OLR i nt ake mat t er s whi ch 

have not  yet  been r ef er r ed wi t hi n t he OLR f or  f or mal  

i nvest i gat i on.   The OLR asks t hat  At t or ney Br ady be or der ed t o 

make r est i t ut i on i n t hr ee cl i ent  mat t er s.   The OLR i s not  

r equest i ng t hat  cost s be assessed agai nst  At t or ney Br ady.  

                                                                                                                                                             
( 2)  The pet i t i on shal l  st at e t hat  t he pet i t i oner  

cannot  successf ul l y def end agai nst  t he al l egat i ons of  
mi sconduct .  

( 3)  I f  a compl ai nt  has not  been f i l ed,  t he 
pet i t i on shal l  be f i l ed i n t he supr eme cour t  and shal l  
i ncl ude t he di r ect or ' s summar y of  t he mi sconduct  
al l egat i ons bei ng i nvest i gat ed.   Wi t hi n 20 days af t er  
t he dat e of  f i l i ng of  t he pet i t i on,  t he di r ect or  shal l  
f i l e i n t he supr eme cour t  a r ecommendat i on on t he 
pet i t i on.   Upon a showi ng of  good cause,  t he supr eme 
cour t  may ext end t he t i me f or  f i l i ng a r ecommendat i on.  

( 4)  I f  a compl ai nt  has been f i l ed,  t he pet i t i on 
shal l  be f i l ed i n t he supr eme cour t  and ser ved on t he 
di r ect or  and on t he r ef er ee t o whom t he pr oceedi ng has 
been assi gned.   Wi t hi n 20 days af t er  t he f i l i ng of  t he 
pet i t i on,  t he di r ect or  shal l  f i l e i n t he supr eme cour t  
a r esponse i n suppor t  of  or  i n opposi t i on t o t he 
pet i t i on and ser ve a copy on t he r ef er ee.   Upon a 
showi ng of  good cause,  t he supr eme cour t  may ext end 
t he t i me f or  f i l i ng a r esponse.   The r ef er ee shal l  
f i l e a r epor t  and r ecommendat i on on t he pet i t i on i n 
t he supr eme cour t  wi t hi n 30 days af t er  r ecei pt  of  t he 
di r ect or ' s r esponse.  

( 5)  The supr eme cour t  shal l  gr ant  t he pet i t i on 
and r evoke t he pet i t i oner ' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw or  
deny t he pet i t i on and r emand t he mat t er  t o t he 
di r ect or  or  t o t he r ef er ee f or  f ur t her  pr oceedi ngs.  
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¶2 At t or ney Br ady was admi t t ed t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n i n 1953 and pr act i ces i n Mi l waukee.  

¶3 Bot h of  t he pendi ng f or mal  gr i evance i nvest i gat i ons 

i nvol ve pr obat e mat t er s.   I n Januar y 2003 At t or ney Br ady was 

named guar di an of  t he Est at e f or  Cat her i ne P.   Cat her i ne P. ' s 

est at e consi st ed of  consi der abl e asset s.   Dur i ng t he t i me he 

ser ved as guar di an f or  t he est at e,  At t or ney Br ady f ai l ed t o f i l e 

i ncome t ax r et ur ns f or  t he est at e,  f ai l ed t o t i mel y f i l e annual  

account i ngs wi t h t he cour t ,  f ai l ed t o mai nt ai n det ai l ed r ecor ds 

of  i nvest ment s,  f ai l ed t o adequat el y t r ack t he asset s of  t he 

est at e,  and pai d hi msel f  and ot her s f r om t he est at e wi t hout  

cour t  appr oval .   Avai l abl e r ecor ds suggest  t hat  At t or ney Br ady 

pai d hi msel f  excessi ve f ees and conver t ed a subst ant i al  amount  

of  est at e f unds f or  hi s per sonal  use,  i ncl udi ng sendi ng a 

s i gni f i cant  amount  of  t he est at e' s f unds over seas.    

¶4 Cat her i ne P.  di ed on December  27,  2007.   Af t er  her  

deat h,  despi t e r epeat ed cour t  or der s t hat  he do so,  At t or ney 

Br ady f ai l ed t o t ur n over  f unds bel ongi ng t o Cat her i ne P. ' s 

est at e,  i ncl udi ng but  not  l i mi t ed t o f unds t hat  had been sent  

over seas.   He al so f ai l ed t o t ur n over  cer t ai n r ecor ds r el at i ng 

t o hi s management  and cont r ol  of  t he est at e.    

¶5 An account ant  hi r ed by Cat her i ne P. ' s hei r s t o conduct  

a f or ensi c exami nat i on of  t he est at e concl uded t hat  i t  was " onl y 

r easonabl e t o concl ude"  t hat  t her e had been " a l i kel i hood of  

commi ngl i ng,  embezzl ement  and f r aud i n t he r epor t i ng of  asset s;  

an i nt ent  t o depr i ve t he est at e of  f unds by At t or ney Br ady;  

[ and]  numer ous over char ges f or  ser vi ces r ender ed"  by At t or ney 
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Br ady.   The Mi l waukee Count y c i r cui t  cour t  or der ed j udgment  

agai nst  At t or ney Br ady and i n f avor  of  Ohi o Casual t y I nsur ance 

Company i n t he amount  of  $1, 015, 813. 21.  

¶6 Mi sconduct  al l egat i ons agai nst  At t or ney Br ady bei ng 

i nvest i gat ed by t he OLR ar i s i ng out  of  Cat her i ne P. ' s est at e 

i ncl ude vi ol at i ons of  SCRs 20: 1. 5( a) ,  20: 1. 15( b) ( 1) ,  

20: 1. 15( d) ( 1) ,  20: 1. 15( d) ( 2) ,  20: 3. 4( c) ,  20: 8. 4( b) ,  20: 8. 4( c) ,  

and 20: 8. 4( f ) .    

¶7 The ot her  f or mal  gr i evance i nvest i gat i on cur r ent l y 

pendi ng wi t h t he OLR i nvol ves At t or ney Br ady' s ser vi ce as 

per sonal  r epr esent at i ve f or  t he Est at e of  Ronal d M.   I n hi s 

capaci t y as per sonal  r epr esent at i ve,  At t or ney Br ady r ecei ved 

appr oxi mat el y $195, 000 i n l i f e i nsur ance pr oceeds.   He f ai l ed t o 

t ur n over  t o t he successor  per sonal  r epr esent at i ve appr oxi mat el y 

$188, 000 of  t hose pr oceeds,  despi t e bei ng or der ed t o do so by 

t he cour t .   At t or ney Br ady al so f ai l ed t o pr ovi de an account i ng 

of  t he appr oxi mat el y $188, 000 he shoul d have been hol di ng on 

behal f  of  t he est at e.   I n May 2010 t he Mi l waukee Count y c i r cui t  

cour t  appr oved a st i pul at i on f or  j udgment  t hat  pr ovi ded 

Uni ver sal  Sur et y  Company have j udgment  agai nst  At t or ney Br ady i n 

t he amount  of  $87, 681. 19.  

¶8 Mi sconduct  al l egat i ons agai nst  At t or ney Br ady bei ng 

i nvest i gat ed by t he OLR ar i s i ng out  of  Ronal d M. ' s est at e 

i ncl ude vi ol at i ons of  SCRs 20: 1. 15( b) ( 1) ,  20: 1. 15( d) ( 1) ,  

20: 3. 4( c) ,  20: 8. 4( b) ,  and 20: 8. 4( c) .    

¶9 The OLR' s r ecommendat i on i n suppor t  of  At t or ney 

Br ady' s pet i t i on f or  r evocat i on by consent  asked t hat  At t or ney 
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Br ady be r equi r ed t o make r est i t ut i on t o E. P.  i n t he amount  of  

$1, 500.   The E. P.  mat t er  i s one of  t he t wo cl i ent  mat t er s t hat  

i s  at  t he i nt ake st age and i s not  under  f or mal  i nvest i gat i on.  

¶10 At t or ney Br ady submi t s under  SCR 22. 19( 2)  t hat  he 

cannot  successf ul l y def end agai nst  t he al l egat i ons of  t he 

gr i evances cur r ent l y under  i nvest i gat i on.   He st at es t hat  he i s  

f r eel y,  vol unt ar i l y ,  and knowi ngl y f i l i ng t he pet i t i on f or  

consensual  l i cense r evocat i on;  he st at es he knows he may r et ai n 

counsel  and,  i n f act ,  he has been r epr esent ed by counsel  i n t hi s  

mat t er .   He al so st at es he i s awar e t hat  i f  t hi s cour t  gr ant s 

hi s pet i t i on and r evokes hi s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n,  SCRs 22. 26 t hr ough 22. 33 appl y.    

¶11 Af t er  t he pet i t i on f or  consensual  l i cense r evocat i on 

was f i l ed,  t he cour t  i ssued an or der  t o show cause aski ng t he 

par t i es t o mor e f ul l y addr ess t he i ssue of  r est i t ut i on.   Upon 

r evi ewi ng t he par t i es '  r esponses,  t he cour t  deems i t  appr opr i at e 

t o or der  At t or ney Br ady t o make r est i t ut i on i n t hr ee cl i ent  

mat t er s.  

¶12 I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he l i cense of  Leonar d V.  Br ady t o 

pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n i s r evoked,  ef f ect i ve t he dat e of  t hi s 

or der .    

¶13 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  Leonar d V.  Br ady make 

r est i t ut i on t o Ohi o Casual t y I nsur ance Company i n t he amount  of  

$1, 015, 813. 21;  t o Uni ver sal  Sur et y Company i n t he amount  of  

$87, 681. 19;  and t o E. P.  i n t he amount  of  $1, 500.  

¶14 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  Leonar d V.  Br ady 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  
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an at t or ney whose l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw has been r evoked,  t o 

t he ext ent  he has not  al r eady done so.    
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