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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 

suspended.    

 

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

r ef er ee,  Ti mot hy L.  Vocke,  t hat  At t or ney Aar on J.  Rol l i ns '  

l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n be suspended f or  60 days 

f or  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .   That  mi sconduct  consi st s of  

commi t t i ng a cr i mi nal  act  t hat  r ef l ect s adver sel y on hi s  

honest y,  t r ust wor t hi ness,  or  f i t ness as a l awyer  i n ot her  

r espect s;  f ai l i ng t o not i f y t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on 

( OLR)  and t he Cl er k of  t he Wi sconsi n Supr eme Cour t  of  hi s 
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Cal i f or ni a mi sdemeanor  convi ct i on f or  one count  of  gr and t hef t ;  

and f ai l i ng t o cooper at e wi t h t he OLR' s i nvest i gat i ve i nqui r y 

r egar di ng hi s Cal i f or ni a convi ct i on.   The r ef er ee al so 

r ecommended t hat  At t or ney Rol l i ns be r equi r ed t o pay t he cost s 

of  t he pr oceedi ng,  whi ch t ot al  $1, 597. 81 as of  Oct ober  14,  2011.  

¶2 We det er mi ne t hat  t he ser i ousness of  At t or ney Rol l i ns '  

pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  war r ant s a suspensi on of  hi s l i cense t o 

pr act i ce l aw f or  60 days.  

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

Wi sconsi n i n 2001.   At t or ney Rol l i ns has not  pr evi ousl y been t he 

subj ect  of  an at t or ney di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng.   However ,  hi s 

l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw has been admi ni st r at i vel y suspended f or  

f ai l i ng t o pay bar  dues and assessment s and f or  f ai l i ng t o 

compl y wi t h cont i nui ng l egal  educat i on r epor t i ng r equi r ement s.   

Hi s l i cense r emai ns admi ni st r at i vel y suspended.   He di d not  

answer  or  ot her wi se appear  i n t hi s di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng,  and 

t he r ef er ee made f i ndi ngs of  f act  and concl usi ons of  l aw i n 

r esponse t o t he OLR' s mot i on f or  def aul t  j udgment .  

¶4 The OLR' s compl ai nt  al l eged t hat  on Febr uar y 26,  2010,  

At t or ney Rol l i ns  ent er ed a no cont est  pl ea t o one count  of  gr and 

t hef t  as a mi sdemeanor  i n v i ol at i on of  Sect i on 487( a)  of  t he 

Cal i f or ni a Penal  Code.   The Los Angel es Count y Super i or  Cour t  

sent enced At t or ney Rol l i ns t o ser ve 24 mont hs on summar y 

pr obat i on,  wi t h condi t i ons t hat  i ncl uded:   ( a)  ser vi ng one day 

i n t he Los Angel es Count y j ai l ;  ( b)  payi ng cour t  cost s t ot al i ng 

$95;  ( c)  payi ng r est i t ut i on i n t he amount  of  $100;  and ( d)  

per f or mi ng 100 hour s of  communi t y ser vi ce.   At t or ney Rol l i ns di d 
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not  not i f y t he Cl er k of  t he Wi sconsi n Supr eme Cour t  or  t he OLR 

of  hi s convi ct i on.  

¶5 By l et t er  of  Mar ch 22,  2010,  t he OLR not i f i ed At t or ney 

Rol l i ns of  i t s  r ecei pt  of  i nf or mat i on concer ni ng hi s Cal i f or ni a 

cr i mi nal  convi ct i on,  and r equest ed t hat  At t or ney Rol l i ns pr ovi de 

a wr i t t en r esponse t o t he OLR no l at er  t han Apr i l  14,  2010.   

At t or ney Rol l i ns f ai l ed t o r espond.   The post al  ser vi ce r et ur ned 

t he OLR' s Mar ch 22,  2010 l et t er ,  mar ked " Ret ur n t o Sender "  and 

" Not  Del i ver abl e as Addr essed,  Unabl e t o For war d. "  

¶6 I n an e- mai l ed l et t er  dat ed Apr i l  19,  2010,  t he OLR 

not i f i ed At t or ney Rol l i ns of  i t s  r ecei pt  of  i nf or mat i on 

concer ni ng hi s cr i mi nal  convi ct i on i n Cal i f or ni a and r equest ed 

t hat  he pr ovi de a wr i t t en r esponse t o t he OLR no l at er  t han 

May 10,  2010.   The e- mai l  was not  r et ur ned t o t he OLR as 

undel i ver abl e.   At t or ney Rol l i ns f ai l ed t o r espond.    

¶7 The OLR asked t he St at e Bar  of  Cal i f or ni a Of f i ce of  

Enf or cement  ( CA- OE)  f or  assi st ance i n per sonal l y ser vi ng 

aut hent i cat ed copi es of  a compl ai nt  and or der  t o answer  on 

At t or ney Rol l i ns .   I nvest i gat or s  f r om t he CA- OE t r i ed,  wi t hout  

success,  t o per sonal l y ser ve At t or ney Rol l i ns at  t he l ast  

addr ess At t or ney Rol l i ns had f ur ni shed t o t he St at e Bar  of  

Wi sconsi n.    

¶8 On Jul y 5,  2011,  af t er  l ear ni ng t hat  t he CA- OE 

i nvest i gat or s '  ser vi ce at t empt s had f ai l ed,  t he OLR sent  

aut hent i cat ed copi es of  t he compl ai nt  and or der  t o answer  t o 

At t or ney Rol l i ns v i a bot h f i r st - c l ass and cer t i f i ed mai l .   

At t or ney Rol l i ns di d not  f i l e an answer .   On August  18,  2011,  
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OLR' s counsel  f i l ed a mot i on f or  def aul t  j udgment  and suppor t i ng 

af f i davi t . 1 

¶9 The r ef er ee hel d a t el ephone schedul i ng conf er ence on 

August  24,  2011.   The r ef er ee had pr evi ousl y not i f i ed At t or ney 

Rol l i ns of  t he t i me and dat e of  t he schedul i ng conf er ence vi a 

e- mai l  sent  t o At t or ney Rol l i ns '  l ast  known e- mai l  addr ess on 

f i l e wi t h t he St at e Bar  of  Wi sconsi n.   At t or ney Rol l i ns di d not  

appear  at  t he schedul i ng conf er ence.  

¶10 On Sept ember  13,  2011,  t he r ef er ee conduct ed a hear i ng 

on t he OLR' s mot i on f or  def aul t  j udgment .   At t or ney Rol l i ns di d 

not  appear  at  t he hear i ng.  

¶11 The r ef er ee concl uded t hat  by engagi ng i n conduct  

r esul t i ng i n a mi sdemeanor  convi ct i on f or  one count  of  gr and 

t hef t  cont r ar y t o Sect i on 487( a)  of  t he Cal i f or ni a Penal  Code,  

At t or ney Rol l i ns v i ol at ed SCR 20: 8. 4( b) . 2 

                                                 
1 OLR' s counsel  suppl ement ed t he i nf or mat i on pr ovi ded i n t he 

OLR' s def aul t  j udgment  mot i on by way of  a Mar ch 26,  2012 
r esponse t o t hi s cour t ' s  or der  t o show cause why t hi s 
di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng shoul d not  be di smi ssed f or  f ai l ur e t o 
ser ve t he compl ai nt  and or der  t o answer  consi st ent  wi t h 
SCR 22. 13( 1) .   The OLR' s Mar ch 26,  2012 f i l i ng sat i sf i ed t he 
or der  t o show cause because i t  cont ai ned af f i davi t s of  non-
ser vi ce f r om i nvest i gat or s at  t he CA- OE descr i bi ng unsuccessf ul  
ef f or t s t o per sonal l y ser ve At t or ney Rol l i ns wi t h t he compl ai nt  
and or der  t o answer  bef or e t he OLR ef f ect ed ser vi ce t hr ough 
cer t i f i ed mai l .   See SCR 22. 13( 1) .   

2 SCR 20: 8. 4( b)  pr ovi des i t  i s  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  f or  a 
l awyer  t o " commi t  a cr i mi nal  act  t hat  r ef l ect s adver sel y on t he 
l awyer ' s honest y,  t r ust wor t hi ness or  f i t ness as a l awyer  i n 
ot her  r espect s;  .  .  .  . "  
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¶12 The r ef er ee al so concl uded t hat  by f ai l i ng t o r epor t  

hi s Cal i f or ni a cr i mi nal  convi ct i on t o t he OLR and t he Cl er k of  

t he Wi sconsi n Supr eme Cour t ,  At t or ney Rol l i ns v i ol at ed 

SCR 21. 15( 5) , 3 enf or ceabl e v i a SCR 20: 8. 4( f ) . 4 

¶13 The r ef er ee al so concl uded t hat  by f ai l i ng t o pr ovi de 

a wr i t t en r esponse t o t he OLR' s i nvest i gat i ve i nqui r y r egar di ng 

hi s convi ct i on,  and by f ai l i ng t o f ul l y  and f ai r l y di scl ose t he 

f act s and ci r cumst ances per t ai ni ng t o t he al l eged mi sconduct ,  

At t or ney Rol l i ns v i ol at ed SCR 22. 03( 2) . 5 
                                                 

3 SCR 21. 15( 5)  pr ovi des:  

An at t or ney f ound gui l t y or  convi ct ed of  any 
cr i me on or  af t er  Jul y 1,  2002,  shal l  not i f y i n 
wr i t i ng t he of f i ce of  l awyer  r egul at i on and t he cl er k 
of  t he Supr eme Cour t  wi t hi n 5 days af t er  t he f i ndi ng 
or  convi ct i on,  whi chever  f i r st  occur s.   The not i ce 
shal l  i ncl ude t he i dent i t y of  t he at t or ney,  t he dat e 
of  f i ndi ng or  convi ct i on,  t he of f enses,  and t he 
j ur i sdi ct i on.   An at t or ney' s f ai l ur e t o not i f y t he 
of f i ce of  l awyer  r egul at i on and cl er k of  t he supr eme 
cour t  of  bei ng f ound gui l t y or  hi s or  her  convi ct i on 
i s mi sconduct .  

4 SCR 20: 8. 4( f )  pr ovi des 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;  .  .  .  . "  

5 SCR 22. 03( 2)  st at es:  

Upon commenci ng an i nvest i gat i on,  t he di r ect or  
shal l  not i f y t he r espondent  of  t he mat t er  bei ng 
i nvest i gat ed unl ess i n t he opi ni on of  t he di r ect or  t he 
i nvest i gat i on of  t he mat t er  r equi r es ot her wi se.   The 
r espondent  shal l  f ul l y  and f ai r l y di scl ose al l  f act s 
and ci r cumst ances per t ai ni ng t o t he al l eged mi sconduct  
wi t hi n 20 days af t er  bei ng ser ved by or di nar y mai l  a 
r equest  f or  a wr i t t en r esponse.   The di r ect or  may 
al l ow addi t i onal  t i me t o r espond.   Fol l owi ng r ecei pt    
( cont i nued)       
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¶14 We adopt  t he f i ndi ngs of  f act  and concl usi ons of  l aw 

set  f or t h i n t he r ef er ee' s r epor t  and r ecommendat i on.   At t or ney 

Rol l i ns '  mi sconduct  wi t h r espect  t o hi s Cal i f or ni a cr i mi nal  

convi ct i on,  hi s f ai l ur e t o not i f y t he OLR and t he cl er k of  t hi s 

cour t  of  t hat  convi ct i on,  and hi s f ai l ur e t o cooper at e wi t h t he 

OLR' s i nvest i gat i on ar e ser i ous f ai l i ngs war r ant i ng a suspensi on 

of  hi s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n.   A 60- day 

suspensi on of  hi s l aw l i cense i s  appr opr i at e di sci pl i ne f or  hi s 

pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .  

¶15 I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he l i cense of  Aar on J.  Rol l i ns t o 

pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n i s suspended f or  a per i od of  60 days,  

ef f ect i ve t he dat e of  t hi s or der .  

¶16 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  t o t he ext ent  he has not  

al r eady done so,  Aar on J.  Rol l i ns 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  a per son whose l i cense t o 

pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n has been suspended.  

¶17 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 ,  Aar on J.  Rol l i ns 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 Aar on J.  Rol l i ns has 

not  ent er ed i nt o a payment  pl an appr oved by t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  

Regul at i on,  t hen t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on i s aut hor i zed 

                                                                                                                                                             
of  t he r esponse,  t he di r ect or  may conduct  f ur t her  
i nvest i gat i on and may compel  t he r espondent  t o answer  
quest i ons,  f ur ni sh document s,  and pr esent  any 
i nf or mat i on deemed r el evant  t o t he i nvest i gat i on.  
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t o move t hi s cour t  f or  a f ur t her  suspensi on of  t he l i cense of  

Aar on J.  Rol l i ns t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n.  
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¶18 SHI RLEY S.  ABRAHAMSON,  C. J.    ( di ssent i ng) .   I  t hi nk a 

60- day suspensi on i s i nadequat e.  
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