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NOTI CE 
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version will appear in the bound 
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ATTORNEY r ei nst at ement  pr oceedi ng.    Reinstatement granted.   

 

¶1 PER CURI AM.    We r evi ew t he r ecommendat i on of  t he 

r ef er ee,  James J.  Wi ni ar ski ,  t hat  At t or ney Gar y R.  Geor ge' s 

pet i t i on seeki ng t he r ei nst at ement  of  hi s l i cense t o pr act i ce 

l aw i n Wi sconsi n be deni ed.   At t or ney Geor ge f i l ed an appeal  

f r om t he r ef er ee' s r epor t  and r ecommendat i on pur suant  t o 

SCR 22. 33, 1 r equest i ng t hi s cour t  gr ant  t he pet i t i on f or  
                                                 

1 SCR 22. 33 pr ovi des as f ol l ows:   Revi ew;  appeal .  

( 1)  The di r ect or  or  t he pet i t i oner  may f i l e i n 
t he supr eme cour t  an appeal  f r om t he r ef er ee' s r epor t  
wi t hi n 20 days af t er  t he f i l i ng of  t he r epor t .   
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r ei nst at ement .   Af t er  consi der at i on of  t he par t i es '  br i ef s,  t he 

r ef er ee' s r epor t  and t he ent i r e r ecor d,  we concl ude t hat  

At t or ney Geor ge' s pet i t i on f or  r ei nst at ement  shoul d be gr ant ed.   

We al so di r ect  t hat  t he cost s of  t he r ei nst at ement  pr oceedi ng,  

whi ch t ot al  $9, 702. 01 as of  December  18,  2009,  be pai d by 

At t or ney Geor ge.    

¶2 At t or ney Geor ge was admi t t ed t o t he St at e Bar  of  

Wi sconsi n i n 1979.   He ser ved i n t he Wi sconsi n Senat e f or  23 

year s.   On Apr i l  1,  2004,  t hi s cour t  summar i l y suspended 

At t or ney Geor ge' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw upon l ear ni ng he had 

ent er ed a gui l t y pl ea t o one count  of  conspi r acy t o commi t  

of f enses i nvol v i ng f eder al  pr ogr am f unds i n v i ol at i on of  18 

U. S. C.  § 371.   See Uni t ed St at es v.  Geor ge,  403 F. 3d 470 ( 7t h 

Ci r .  2005) .   At t or ney Geor ge had not  pr evi ousl y been di sci pl i ned 

f or  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .    

                                                                                                                                                             
( 2)  An appeal  f r om t he r epor t  of  t he r ef er ee i s 

conduct ed under  t he r ul es gover ni ng ci v i l  appeal s t o 
t he supr eme cour t .   The supr eme cour t  shal l  pl ace t he 
appeal  on i t s f i r st  assi gnment  of  cases af t er  t he 
br i ef s ar e f i l ed.  

( 3)  I f  no appeal  i s  t i mel y f i l ed,  t he supr eme 
cour t  shal l  r evi ew t he r ef er ee' s r epor t ,  or der  
r ei nst at ement ,  wi t h or  wi t hout  condi t i ons,  deny 
r ei nst at ement ,  or  or der  t he par t i es t o f i l e br i ef s i n 
t he mat t er .   

( 4)  I f  t he supr eme cour t  deni es a pet i t i on f or  
r ei nst at ement ,  t he pet i t i oner  may agai n f i l e a 
pet i t i on f or  r ei nst at ement  commenci ng ni ne mont hs 
af t er  t he deni al .  
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¶3 The or der  and memor andum i n t he f eder al  cour t  case 

st at ed At t or ney Geor ge r ecei ved appr oxi mat el y $270, 000 i n 

i l l egal  k i ckbacks f r om anot her  at t or ney f or  l egal  f ees t o t hat  

at t or ney as a r esul t  of  At t or ney Geor ge exer ci s i ng hi s pol i t i cal  

i nf l uence over  f eder al  gr ant s as wel l  as pr ogr ams f i nanced by 

st at e r evenues.   I n addi t i on,  At t or ney Geor ge secur ed st at e 

const r uct i on cont r act s f or  a busi nessman as a r ewar d f or  t he 

busi nessman maki ng cash payment s t o a busi ness owned by At t or ney 

Geor ge' s f ami l y.   At t or ney Geor ge al so used St at e of  Wi sconsi n 

empl oyees t o conduct  hi s per sonal  busi ness i nvol v i ng hi s pr i vat e 

l aw pr act i ce.   At t or ney Geor ge was sent enced t o 48 mont hs i n 

pr i son and t hr ee year s of  ext ended super vi s i on.   He was or der ed 

t o pay $568, 596. 48 i n r est i t ut i on.   See Uni t ed St at es v.  Geor ge,  

No.  03- CR- 259,  Memor andum Deci s i on ( E. D.  Wi s.  May 3,  2006) ,  

af f ' d af t er  r emand,  Uni t ed St at es v.  Geor ge,  198 Fed.  Appx.  552 

( 7t h Ci r .  2006) . 2 

¶4 On Mar ch 26,  2008,  f ol l owi ng a f ul l  di sci pl i nar y 

pr oceedi ng,  t hi s cour t  suspended At t or ney Geor ge' s l i cense t o 

pr act i ce l aw f or  f our  year s and t hr ee mont hs,  r et r oact i ve t o 

Apr i l  1,  2004,  t he dat e of  t he summar y suspensi on.   I n r e 

Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Geor ge,  2008 WI  21,  308 

Wi s.  2d 50,  746 N. W. 2d 236.  

                                                 
2 At t or ney Geor ge successf ul l y chal l enged t hi s r est i t ut i on 

or der .   On Mar ch 24,  2009,  t he f eder al  cour t  r educed At t or ney 
Geor ge' s r est i t ut i on obl i gat i on t o $327, 278. 48.   The r ecor d i n 
t hi s di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng was suppl ement ed t o r ef l ect  t hi s 
r educt i on.  
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¶5 On June 23,  2008,  At t or ney Geor ge f i l ed a pet i t i on 

seeki ng r ei nst at ement  of  hi s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw.   A publ i c 

hear i ng on t he r ei nst at ement  pet i t i on was hel d on December  8,  

2008.   Seven char act er  wi t nesses t est i f i ed i n suppor t  of  

At t or ney Geor ge' s pet i t i on and At t or ney Geor ge t est i f i ed as 

wel l .   The par t i es f i l ed post - hear i ng memor anda.   On Febr uar y 2,  

2009,  t he r ef er ee f i l ed a r epor t  r ecommendi ng deni al  of  t he 

pet i t i on.   At t or ney Geor ge f i l ed a t i mel y appeal  f r om t he 

r ef er ee' s r epor t  and r ecommendat i on.   The Of f i ce of  Lawyer  

Regul at i on ( OLR)  opposes r ei nst at ement .   The mat t er  i s now 

bef or e t he cour t  pur suant  t o SCR 22. 33( 2) .    

¶6 Supr eme cour t  r ul e 22. 31( 1)  pr ovi des t he st andar ds t o 

be met  f or  r ei nst at ement .   Speci f i cal l y,  t he pet i t i oner  must  

show by cl ear ,  sat i sf act or y,  and convi nci ng evi dence t hat  he or  

she has t he mor al  char act er  t o pr act i ce l aw,  t hat  hi s or  her  

r esumpt i on of  t he pr act i ce of  l aw wi l l  not  be det r i ment al  t o t he 

admi ni st r at i on of  j ust i ce or  subver si ve of  t he publ i c i nt er est ,  

and t hat  he or  she has compl i ed wi t h SCR 22. 26 and t he t er ms of  

t he or der  of  suspensi on.   I n addi t i on t o t hese r equi r ement s,  

SCRs 22. 29( 4) ( a)  t o ( 4m)  pr ovi de addi t i onal  r equi r ement s t hat  a 

pet i t i on f or  r ei nst at ement  must  show.   Al l  of  t hese addi t i onal  

r equi r ement s ar e ef f ect i vel y i ncor por at ed i nt o SCR 22. 31( 1) .    

¶7 When we r evi ew a r ef er ee' s r epor t  and r ecommendat i on,  

we 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.    
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¶8 The r ef er ee made t he f ol l owi ng f act ual  f i ndi ngs 

r el evant  t o At t or ney Geor ge' s pet i t i on f or  r ei nst at ement :  

[ 1]   [ At t or ney Geor ge]  does desi r e t he r et ur n of  hi s 
l aw l i cense.   

[ 2]   Dur i ng t he cour se of  hi s suspensi on,  [ At t or ney]  
Geor ge act ed as a pai d " consul t ant "  f or  t wo busi ness 
ent i t i es.   Hi s consul t i ng act i v i t i es i ncl uded l aw 
r el at ed wor k and t he gi v i ng of  l egal  advi ce.   

[ 3]   [ At t or ney Geor ge]  r emai ns on f eder al  super vi sed 
r el ease f ol l owi ng hi s pr i son t er m.   Hi s super vi sed 
r el ease i s cur r ent l y schedul ed t o end i n August ,  2010.  
The t er ms of  hi s super vi sed r el ease i ncl ude t hat  he i s 
not  al l owed t o hol d empl oyment  havi ng f i duci ar y 
r esponsi bi l i t i es wi t hout  t he consent  of  hi s pr obat i on 
of f i cer .   He i s al l owed t o onl y mai nt ai n one checki ng 
account  i nt o whi ch al l  i ncome must  be deposi t ed and 
expenses pai d.   Al l  ot her  account s must  be di scl osed 
t o hi s pr obat i on of f i cer .   He i s not  al l owed t o 
di spose of  any asset s exceedi ng a f ai r  mar ket  val ue of  
$500. 00 wi t hout  t he appr oval  of  hi s pr obat i on of f i cer .   
Subj ect  t o t he di scr et i on of  hi s pr obat i on of f i cer ,  
[ At t or ney]  Geor ge may be r equi r ed t o not i f y t hi r d 
par t i es of  r i sks t hat  may be occasi oned by [ At t or ney]  
Geor ge' s cr i mi nal  r ecor d or  per sonal  hi st or y.   

[ 4]   [ At t or ney Geor ge]  r ecent l y f i l ed a mot i on i n 
Feder al  Cour t  aski ng t hat  hi s super vi sed r el ease be 
t er mi nat ed or  modi f i ed.   The mot i on was deni ed.   
[ At t or ney Geor ge]  i nt ends t o cont i nue ef f or t s t o 
modi f y or  end hi s super vi sed r el ease.   

[ 5]   [ At t or ney Geor ge]  bel i eves hi s pr osecut i on i n 
Feder al  Cour t  was pol i t i cal l y mot i vat ed.   He does not  
bel i eve he di d anyt hi ng wr ong.   He pl ed gui l t y onl y t o 
avoi d t he r i sk of  gr eat er  penal t i es.   He bel i eves t hat  
t he " t r ut h"  wi l l  ul t i mat el y come out  and show he di d 
not hi ng wr ong.   

[ 6]   Dur i ng t he l ast  year ,  whi l e [ At t or ney Geor ge' s]  
i ncome has f l uct uat ed,  i t  appear s t hat  he has aver aged 
appr oxi mat el y $8, 000 per  mont h i n gr oss i ncome.   
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[ 7]   [ At t or ney Geor ge]  has pai d ver y l i t t l e of  t he 
$568, 596. 48 i n r est i t ut i on or der ed by t he Feder al  
Cour t .  [ At t or ney Geor ge]  cont i nues t o di sput e t he 
r est i t ut i on and t he pr eci se r emai ni ng bal ance of  
r est i t ut i on due.   

[ 8]   [ At t or ney Geor ge]  has pai d ver y l i t t l e of  t he 
cour t  or der ed cost s of  hi s Wi sconsi n suspensi on 
pr oceedi ng,  whi ch amount ed t o $14, 064. 71.   However ,  
communi cat i ons have occur r ed bet ween OLR and [ At t or ney 
Geor ge] ,  and [ At t or ney Geor ge]  bel i eves he has an 
agr eement  wi t h OLR t o pay $150 per  mont h f or  now,  but  
mor e i n t he f ut ur e.   OLR bel i eves he can and shoul d 
pay mor e.  

[ 9]   As a r esul t  of  bei ng i mpr i soned and havi ng hi s 
l aw l i cense suspended,  [ At t or ney Geor ge]  has been 
unabl e t o pay al l  past  debt s,  f ami l y obl i gat i ons,  
cur r ent  l i v i ng expenses,  Feder al  r est i t ut i on,  and t he 
cost  of  hi s suspensi on pr oceedi ng.   However ,  he shoul d 
be payi ng mor e on a mont hl y basi s t owar ds cost s and 
r est i t ut i on.   

[ 10]   [ At t or ney Geor ge]  has at t ended necessar y 
cour ses and appear s compl i ant  wi t h CLE r equi r ement s.   
However  he must  obt ai n and submi t  pr oof .   

We adopt  t hese f i ndi ngs of  f act .    

¶9 The r ef er ee concl uded At t or ney Geor ge had f ai l ed t o 

meet  hi s bur den of  pr oof  under  SCR 22. 31.   I n r eachi ng t hi s 

concl usi on t he r ef er ee made speci f i c  concl usi ons of  l aw and 

di scussed t he r easoni ng under l y i ng t hose concl usi ons.   The 

r ef er ee concl uded At t or ney Geor ge has not  shown by c l ear ,  

sat i sf act or y,  and convi nci ng evi dence t hat  dur i ng hi s per i od of  

suspensi on,  he has not  engaged i n l aw- r el at ed wor k i n v i ol at i on 

of  SCR 22. 26( 2) .   He concl uded At t or ney Geor ge has not  compl i ed 

f ul l y wi t h t he t er ms of  t he or der  of  suspensi on and t hat  hi s 

conduct  s i nce t he suspensi on or  r evocat i on has not  been 

exempl ar y and above r epr oach.   The r ef er ee concl uded f ur t her  
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t hat  At t or ney Geor ge does not  have a pr oper  under st andi ng of  and 

at t i t ude t owar d t he st andar ds t hat  ar e i mposed upon member s of  

t he bar ,  and t hat  he has not  shown he wi l l  act  i n conf or mi t y 

wi t h such st andar ds.   The r ef er ee concl uded At t or ney Geor ge 

cannot  saf el y be r ecommended t o t he l egal  pr of essi on,  t he 

cour t s,  and t he publ i c as a per son f i t  t o be consul t ed by ot her s 

and t o r epr esent  t hem and ot her wi se act  i n mat t er s of  t r ust  and 

conf i dence,  and i n gener al  t o ai d i n t he admi ni st r at i on of  

j ust i ce as a member  of  t he bar  and as an of f i cer  of  t he cour t s.  

The r ef er ee concl uded At t or ney Geor ge has not  compl i ed f ul l y 

wi t h t he r equi r ement s set  f or t h i n SCR 22. 26.   The r ef er ee 

concl uded At t or ney Geor ge has not  shown by c l ear ,  sat i sf act or y,  

and convi nci ng evi dence t hat  he has t he mor al  char act er  t o 

pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n;  t hat  hi s r esumpt i on of  t he pr act i ce 

of  l aw wi l l  not  be det r i ment al  t o t he admi ni st r at i on of  j ust i ce 

or  subver si ve of  t he publ i c i nt er est ;  t hat  hi s  r epr esent at i ons 

i n t he pet i t i on,  i ncl udi ng t he r epr esent at i ons r equi r ed by 

SCRs 22. 29( 4) ( a)  t o [ ( m) ]  and 22. 29( 5) ,  ar e subst ant i at ed;  and 

t hat  he has compl i ed f ul l y wi t h t he t er ms of  t he or der  of  

suspensi on and wi t h t he r equi r ement s of  SCR 22. 26.   

¶10 We consi der  t hese concl usi ons de novo.   We begi n by 

acknowl edgi ng t hat  some of  At t or ney Geor ge' s past  conduct  has 

been deepl y f l awed.   He has been pr of essi onal l y di sci pl i ned and 

cr i mi nal l y pr osecut ed f or  t hat  bad conduct .   He has been l ess 

t han f or t hcomi ng wi t h i nf or mat i on about  hi s act i v i t i es whi l e 

under  suspensi on.   He has st eadf ast l y mai nt ai ned t hat  he di d 

not hi ng wr ong and t hat  hi s cr i mi nal  pr osecut i on was pol i t i cal l y 
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mot i vat ed.   He appear s t o oper at e under  t he mi sappr ehensi on t hat  

he i s somehow ent i t l ed t o r ei nst at ement  upon t he expi r at i on of  

hi s l i cense suspensi on.   I ndeed,  At t or ney Geor ge' s appr oach t o 

t hi s ent i r e r ei nst at ement  pr oceedi ng has made i t  a mor e 

di f f i cul t  and t i me- consumi ng i nqui r y t han i t  mi ght  ot her wi se 

have been.  

¶11 However ,  we f ocus on t he speci f i c  quest i on bef or e us 

t oday:  Whet her  At t or ney Geor ge has demonst r at ed by c l ear ,  

sat i sf act or y,  and convi nci ng evi dence t hat  hi s l i cense t o 

pr act i ce l aw shoul d be r ei nst at ed at  t hi s t i me.   Af t er  car ef ul  

r evi ew of  t he ent i r e r ecor d,  we concl ude t he answer  t o t hi s 

quest i on i s,  " Yes. "  

¶12 The r ef er ee concl uded At t or ney Geor ge di d meet  cer t ai n 

of  t he r equi r ement s necessar y f or  r ei nst at ement .   Ther e i s no 

di sput e At t or ney Geor ge desi r es t o have hi s  l i cense r ei nst at ed 

and t hat  he has mai nt ai ned compet ence and l ear ni ng i n t he l aw by 

at t endance at  i dent i f i ed educat i onal  act i v i t i es.   We agr ee wi t h 

t hese concl usi ons.  

¶13 The r ef er ee comment ed t hat  At t or ney Geor ge coul d have 

done mor e t o pay hi s r est i t ut i on obl i gat i ons i n f eder al  cour t  

and hi s cost s due i n t he di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng i n t hi s cour t .   

However ,  t he r ef er ee concl uded At t or ney Geor ge shoul d not  be 

deni ed r ei nst at ement  even t hough he has not  yet  f ul l y  pai d hi s 

r est i t ut i on obl i gat i ons.  

¶14 Mor e speci f i cal l y,  t he r ef er ee f ound t hat  as " a r esul t  

of  bei ng i mpr i soned and havi ng hi s l aw l i cense suspended,  

[ At t or ney Geor ge]  has been unabl e t o pay al l  past  debt s,  f ami l y 
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obl i gat i ons,  cur r ent  l i v i ng expenses,  Feder al  r est i t ut i on,  and 

t he cost  of  hi s suspensi on pr oceedi ng. "  The r ef er ee concl uded 

At t or ney Geor ge " shoul d be payi ng mor e on a mont hl y basi s t owar d 

cost s and r est i t ut i on. "   We agr ee wi t h t hese f i ndi ngs,  and we 

al so agr ee wi t h t he r ef er ee' s obser vat i on t hat  At t or ney Geor ge 

shoul d not  be deni ed r ei nst at ement  on t he basi s t hat  t hose cost s 

have not  been pai d.   As t o t he r est i t ut i on or der ed i n hi s 

f eder al  case,  as t he r ef er ee f ound,  At t or ney Geor ge cont i nues t o 

chal l enge t he r emai ni ng amount  of  r est i t ut i on.   Agai n,  we agr ee 

wi t h t he r ef er ee' s concl usi on t hat  hi s f ai l ur e t o pay mor e 

t owar d t hi s r est i t ut i on obl i gat i on shoul d not  pr ecl ude hi s 

r ei nst at ement . 3 

¶15 The r ef er ee was par t i cul ar l y t r oubl ed by evi dence t hat  

At t or ney Geor ge may have pr act i ced l aw whi l e under  suspensi on,  

may have f ai l ed t o compl y wi t h t he t er ms of  t he suspensi on 

or der ,  has f ai l ed t o acknowl edge any wr ongdoi ng,  and r emai ns on 

f eder al  super vi sed r el ease on t er ms t hat  woul d seem t o pr ecl ude 

t he pr act i ce of  l aw.   We addr ess t hese ser i ous mat t er s i n t ur n.  

¶16 The r ei nst at ement  pr ocess r equi r es At t or ney Geor ge t o 

show by cl ear ,  sat i sf act or y,  and convi nci ng evi dence t hat  dur i ng 

                                                 
3 On Apr i l  22,  2010,  At t or ney Geor ge si gned a st i pul at i on 

f or  f i nal  or der  of  gar ni shment  acknowl edgi ng t hat  t he 
r est i t ut i on bal ance on t hat  dat e was $191, 023. 50.   I n t hi s 
st i pul at i on At t or ney Geor ge r eser ved t he r i ght  t o chal l enge t he 
cal cul at i on of  t he amount  of  r est i t ut i on.   On August  6,  2010,  
At t or ney Geor ge f i l ed a pet i t i on f or  wr i t  of  habeas cor pus i n 
whi ch he seeks t o vacat e hi s convi ct i on.  
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hi s per i od of  suspensi on,  he has not  engaged i n l aw- r el at ed wor k 

i n v i ol at i on of  SCR 22. 26( 2) ,  whi ch pr ovi des:  

An at t or ney whose l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i s  
suspended or  r evoked or  who i s suspended f r om t he 
pr act i ce of  l aw may not  engage i n t hi s st at e i n t he 
pr act i ce of  l aw or  i n any l aw wor k act i v i t y 
cust omar i l y done by l aw st udent s,  l aw cl er ks,  or  ot her  
par al egal  per sonnel ,  except  t hat  t he at t or ney may 
engage i n l aw r el at ed wor k i n t hi s st at e f or  a 
commer ci al  empl oyer  i t sel f  not  engaged i n t he pr act i ce 
of  l aw.  

Thi s i s a cr i t i cal  i nqui r y because i t  i mpl i cat es sever al  r el at ed 

r ul e pr ovi s i ons r el evant  t o r ei nst at ement .   Supr eme cour t  r ul e 

22. 29( 4) ( b)  r equi r es a pet i t i oner  demonst r at e he has not  

pr act i ced l aw dur i ng t he per i od of  suspensi on or  r evocat i on.   

Supr eme cour t  r ul e 22. 29( 4) ( c)  r equi r es a showi ng t hat  t he 

pet i t i oner  has compl i ed f ul l y wi t h t he t er ms of  t he or der  of  

suspensi on or  r evocat i on.   Supr eme cour t  r ul e 22. 29( 4) ( h)  

r equi r es a demonst r at i on t hat  t he " pet i t i oner  has f ul l y compl i ed 

wi t h t he r equi r ement s set  f or t h i n SCR 22. 26. "   Supr eme cour t  

r ul e 22. 31( 1) ( d)  r equi r es At t or ney Geor ge demonst r at e t hat  he 

has compl i ed f ul l y wi t h t he t er ms of  t he or der  of  suspensi on or  

r evocat i on and wi t h t he r equi r ement s of  SCR 22. 26.   Pr oof  of  

compl i ance wi t h SCR 22. 26 " i s a condi t i on pr ecedent  t o 

r ei nst at ement  of  t he at t or ney' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw. "   See 

SCR 22. 26( 3) .  

¶17 Dur i ng t he cour se of  hi s suspensi on,  At t or ney Geor ge 

act ed as a pai d consul t ant  f or  t wo busi ness ent i t i es.   At t or ney 

Geor ge wor ked as a consul t ant  f or  Pennebaker  Ent er pr i ses LLC,  a 

busi ness engaged i n commer ci al  r oof i ng and sheet  met al ,  f or  
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appr oxi mat el y one year  dur i ng hi s suspensi on.   As a consul t ant ,  

At t or ney Geor ge " hel p[ ed]  [ Pennebaker  Ent er pr i ses]  wi t h [ i t s ]  

i nsur ance i ssues,  wor ker ' s comp i ssues,  st uf f  l i ke t hat ,  or  

gener al  HR mat t er s. "   At t or ney Geor ge was pai d $5, 000 per  mont h 

f or  hi s ser vi ces wi t h Pennebaker  Ent er pr i ses LLC.  

¶18 At t or ney Geor ge al so has wor ked as a consul t ant  f or  

R. J.  Har r i s and Associ at es,  a mar ket i ng company,  dur i ng hi s 

suspensi on.   At t or ney Geor ge appar ent l y wor ked on di ver si t y,  

per sonnel ,  and l egi s l at i ve i ssues on behal f  of  R. J.  Har r i s and 

Associ at es'  c l i ent s.   At t or ney Geor ge has been pai d $3, 000 a 

mont h f or  at  l east  ei ght  mont hs of  wor k dur i ng hi s suspensi on.    

¶19 The r ef er ee was concer ned about  sever al  aspect s of  

At t or ney Geor ge' s act i v i t i es whi l e under  suspensi on.   I n 

par t i cul ar ,  t he r ef er ee not ed t hat  t he evi dence At t or ney Geor ge 

pr ovi ded r egar di ng hi s act i v i t i es whi l e under  suspensi on was 

" not  c l ear . "  

¶20 The r ef er ee ul t i mat el y concl uded t hat  At t or ney Geor ge 

had vi ol at ed SCR 22. 26 by pr ovi di ng l aw- r el at ed wor k f or  mor e 

t han one commer ci al  empl oyer ,  r easoni ng t hat  t he i nt ent  of  

SCR 22. 26( 2)  " i s t o pr ohi bi t  a suspended l awyer  f r om engagi ng i n 

l aw r el at ed wor k,  as a consul t ant ,  or  ot her wi se,  f or  mul t i pl e 

empl oyer s,  ent i t i es,  and i ndi v i dual s. "   The r ef er ee comment ed 

t hat  " [ p] r ovi di ng l aw r el at ed wor k,  as a consul t ant ,  f or  

mul t i pl e empl oyer s or  ent i t i es,  c i r cumvent s t he r ul e and amount s 

t o t he pr act i ce of  l aw. "     
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¶21 We di sagr ee wi t h t hi s concl usi on.   Supr eme cour t  r ul e 

22. 26( 2)  does not  pr ecl ude a suspended at t or ney f r om engagi ng i n 

l aw- r el at ed wor k on behal f  of  mor e t han one empl oyer .    

¶22 Wi t h r espect  t o t he al l egat i ons t hat  At t or ney Geor ge 

engaged i n t he unaut hor i zed pr act i ce of  l aw,  we agr ee t hat  t he 

det ai l s At t or ney Geor ge pr ov i ded i n hi s  pet i t i on f or  

r ei nst at ement  r egar di ng hi s l aw- r el at ed act i v i t i es dur i ng hi s 

suspensi on wer e somewhat  cur sor y,  compl i cat i ng our  i nqui r y.   

That  sai d,  we concl ude t hat  At t or ney Geor ge sat i sf i ed t he 

r equi r ement s of  SCR 22. 26( 2) .   

¶23 The r ef er ee expr essed l egi t i mat e concer n about  

At t or ney Geor ge' s f ai l ur e t o acknowl edge wr ongdoi ng.   As t he 

r ef er ee not ed,  At t or ney Geor ge bel i eves hi s pr osecut i on i n 

f eder al  cour t  was pol i t i cal l y mot i vat ed:  

He does not  bel i eve he di d anyt hi ng wr ong.   He pl ed 
gui l t y onl y t o avoi d t he r i sk of  gr eat er  penal t i es.   
He bel i eves t hat  t he " t r ut h"  wi l l  ul t i mat el y come out  
and show he di d not hi ng wr ong.   

What  ar e t he r ami f i cat i ons of  At t or ney Geor ge' s bel i ef ?  Shoul d 

t hi s pr ecl ude hi s r ei nst at ement ?  The r ef er ee ul t i mat el y  

det er mi ned t hat  he coul d not  concl ude t hat  At t or ney Geor ge has 

t he pr oper  under st andi ng of  l egal  st andar ds or  t hat  he wi l l  act  

i n conf or mi t y wi t h t he st andar ds.   The r ef er ee expl ai ned:  

Sever al  t i mes dur i ng t he hear i ng,  I  asked 
[ At t or ney]  Geor ge t o addr ess hi s cur r ent  f eel i ngs on 
t he conduct  t hat  l ed t o hi s di sci pl i ne.   I t  was cl ear  
t o me t hat  he has di f f i cul t y expr essi ng r emor se f or  
hi s conduct ,  gi ven t he f act  t hat  he does not  f eel  he 
di d anyt hi ng wr ong.   [ At t or ney]  Geor ge di d i ndi cat e 
t hat  hi s past  pr obl ems wer e t he r esul t  of  hi s 
pol i t i cal  car eer .   He t est i f i ed t hat  t hose pr obl ems 
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wi l l  not  r eoccur ,  gi ven t hat  he can no l onger  be an 
el ect ed pol i t i c i an.   

¶24 We r espect  t he r ef er ee' s i nsi ght f ul  obser vat i ons,  but  

we r each a di f f er ent  concl usi on based on t he same f act s.   Ther e 

i s not hi ng i n t he supr eme cour t  r ul es t hat  r equi r es At t or ney 

Geor ge t o acknowl edge t he wr ongf ul ness of  hi s  act i ons bef or e 

r ei nst at ement .   The r ul es do r equi r e At t or ney Geor ge t o have a 

pr oper  under st andi ng of  and at t i t ude t owar ds t he st andar ds 

i mposed on member s of  t he Wi sconsi n bar  and t o act  i n conf or mi t y  

wi t h t hose st andar ds i f  r ei nst at ed.   We not e t hat  each of  t he 

seven wi t nesses who t est i f i ed on At t or ney Geor ge' s behal f  

bel i eves At t or ney Geor ge woul d not  engage i n f ur t her  mi sconduct  

i n t he f ut ur e.   Al l  of  t he wi t nesses bel i eve At t or ney Geor ge t o 

be honest  and al l  st at ed t hey woul d al so t r ust  At t or ney Geor ge 

wi t h t hei r  f ut ur e l egal  af f ai r s.   The r ecor d evi dence shows 

At t or ney Geor ge gr eat l y r egr et s t he embar r assment  he has br ought  

t o hi s f ami l y and hi s f ami l y name.   I ndeed,  t he r ef er ee 

acknowl edged t he evi dence " st r ongl y suggest s t hat  [ At t or ney]  

Geor ge wi l l  avoi d f ur t her  mi sconduct "  al bei t  because " he does 

not  wi sh t o go t o pr i son agai n or  l ose hi s l i cense t o pr act i ce 

l aw agai n,  and not  because he appr eci at es t he wr ongf ul ness of  

hi s pr evi ous mi sconduct . "    

¶25 We ar e r el uct ant  t o hol d t hat  an i ndi v i dual  must  

expl i c i t l y  admi t  wr ongdoi ng t o be r ei nst at ed.   At t or ney Geor ge 

has ent er ed a gui l t y pl ea t o cr i mi nal  conduct  and t hat  f act  i s  a 

mat t er  of  publ i c r ecor d.   He has been cr i mi nal l y sanct i oned,  

i ncar cer at ed,  and pr of essi onal l y di sci pl i ned f or  hi s of f enses.   
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The evi dence suppor t s a concl usi on t hat  At t or ney Geor ge wi l l  not  

commi t  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  i n t he f ut ur e.   As such,  we ar e 

per suaded t hat  he has met  hi s bur den of  showi ng t hat  he has a 

pr oper  under st andi ng of  and at t i t ude t owar d t he st andar ds 

i mposed on member s of  t he Wi sconsi n bar ,  and t hat  he wi l l  act  i n 

conf or mi t y wi t h t hose st andar ds.   

¶26 The most  t r oubl i ng aspect  of  At t or ney Geor ge' s 

r ei nst at ement  pet i t i on f or  t hi s cour t  was t he f act  t hat  At t or ney 

Geor ge r emai ned on f eder al  super vi sed r el ease wi t h condi t i ons 

t hat  made i t  pot ent i al l y  di f f i cul t  f or  hi m t o r esume t he 

pr act i ce of  l aw and compl y wi t h supr eme cour t  r ul es.   The 

r ef er ee st at ed,  " Whi l e t he Supr eme Cour t  r ul es do not  

speci f i cal l y addr ess t he i ssue of  r ei nst at ement  of  a l awyer  who 

r emai ns under  Feder al  super vi sed r el ease,  conf l i c t  of  i nt er est ,  

f i duci ar y,  and conf i dent i al i t y  i ssues ar e appar ent ,  gi ven t he 

cur r ent  condi t i ons of  pet i t i oner ' s super vi sed r el ease. "  

¶27 We shar e t he r ef er ee' s concer n t hat  t he t er ms of  

At t or ney Geor ge' s super vi sed r el ease coul d const r ai n hi s abi l i t y  

t o pr act i ce l aw.   He was not  al l owed t o hol d empl oyment  havi ng 

f i duci ar y r esponsi bi l i t i es wi t hout  t he consent  of  hi s pr obat i on 

of f i cer .   He was al l owed t o mai nt ai n onl y one checki ng account  

i nt o whi ch al l  i ncome must  be deposi t ed and expenses pai d.   He 

was r equi r ed t o di scl ose al l  ot her  account s t o hi s pr obat i on 

of f i cer .   He was not  al l owed t o di spose of  any asset s exceedi ng 

a f ai r  mar ket  val ue of  $500 wi t hout  t he appr oval  of  hi s 

pr obat i on of f i cer .   Subj ect  t o t he di scr et i on of  hi s pr obat i on 

of f i cer ,  At t or ney Geor ge mi ght  have been r equi r ed t o not i f y 
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t hi r d par t i es of  r i sks t hat  may be occasi oned by At t or ney 

Geor ge' s cr i mi nal  r ecor d or  per sonal  hi st or y.   

¶28 At t or ney' s Geor ge' s per i od of  super vi sed r el ease ended 

on August  9,  2010.   Ther ef or e,  t he st r i ct  condi t i ons i mposed 

upon hi m ar e no l onger  pot ent i al  i mpedi ment s t o hi s pr act i ce of  

l aw.    

¶29 At t or ney Geor ge i s a hi gh- pr of i l e i ndi v i dual  whose 

cr i mi nal  and pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  has been wel l  publ i c i zed.   

However ,  we must  guar d agai nst  a t empt at i on t o " r e- t r y"  t he 

di sci pl i nar y case or  r evi s i t  t he cr i mi nal  conduct  f or  whi ch 

At t or ney Geor ge has been puni shed.   At  t he same t i me,  At t or ney 

Geor ge i s not  " ent i t l ed t o r ei nst at ement "  s i mpl y because t he 

per i od of  suspensi on has l apsed.   See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y 

Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Hyndman,  2002 WI  6,  ¶4,  249 Wi s.  2d 650,  638 

N. W. 2d 293.    

¶30 Upon car ef ul  consi der at i on of  t he ent i r e r ecor d,  we 

concl ude At t or ney Geor ge has met  hi s bur den of  pr oof  wi t h 

r espect  t o t he el ement s necessar y t o j ust i f y r ei nst at ement .   We 

concl ude At t or ney Geor ge can saf el y be r ecommended t o t he l egal  

pr of essi on,  t he cour t s,  and t he publ i c as a per son f i t  t o be 

consul t ed by ot her s as a l awyer .  

¶31 I n gr ant i ng At t or ney Geor ge' s pet i t i on f or  

r ei nst at ement ,  we st r ess t hat  he i s not  bei ng hel d t o a 

di f f er ent  or  hi gher  st andar d of  conduct  t han ot her  at t or neys i n 

t hi s st at e.   Al l  at t or neys l i censed t o pr act i ce i n Wi sconsi n ar e 

hel d t o t he hi ghest  st andar d of  conduct ,  and we expect  not hi ng 

l ess f r om At t or ney Geor ge.   
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¶32 I T I S ORDERED t hat  Gar y R.  Geor ge' s l i cense t o 

pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n i s r ei nst at ed ef f ect i ve t he dat e of  

t hi s or der .  

¶33 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 ,  Gar y R.  Geor ge 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  Gar y R.  Geor ge t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n shal l  be 

suspended unt i l  f ur t her  or der  of  t he cour t .  

¶34 DAVI D T.  PROSSER,  J. ,  di d not  par t i c i pat e.  
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