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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.    We r evi ew a st i pul at i on f i l ed by t he 

Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on ( OLR)  and At t or ney Ar t hur  L.  Schuh,  

Jr . ,  pur suant  t o SCR 22. 121 r equest i ng t hi s cour t  t o r evoke 

                                                 
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.  



No.  2006AP2235- D   

 

2 
 

At t or ney Schuh' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n due t o hi s 

pr of essi onal  mi sconduct ,  ef f ect i ve Jul y 27,  2006,  t he dat e of  

t he summar y suspensi on of  At t or ney Schuh' s l i cense.   At t or ney 

Schuh' s mi sconduct  consi st ed of  commi t t i ng cr i mi nal  act s,  

conspi r i ng t o di st r i but e a cont r ol l ed subst ance and knowi ngl y 

possessi ng a f i r ear m i n f ur t her ance of  a dr ug t r af f i ck i ng cr i me,  

t hat  r ef l ect  adver sel y on hi s honest y,  t r ust wor t hi ness and 

f i t ness as a l awyer ,  i n v i ol at i on of  SCR 20: 8. 4( b) . 2 

¶2 Havi ng i ndependent l y r evi ewed t he mat t er ,  we appr ove 

t he SCR 22. 12 s t i pul at i on and adopt  i t s st i pul at ed f act s and 

concl usi ons of  l aw.   We agr ee t hat  t he ser i ous nat ur e of  

At t or ney Schuh' s pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  r equi r es t he r evocat i on 

of  hi s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n t hi s st at e.   We al so agr ee t o 

t he par t i es '  r equest  t hat  t he r evocat i on be made ef f ect i ve on 

t he dat e of  t he summar y suspensi on of  At t or ney Schuh' s l i cense.    

                                                                                                                                                             
 ( 2)  I f  t he supr eme 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.  

 ( 3)  I f  t he supr eme cour t  r ej ect s t he st i pul at i on,  
a r ef er ee shal 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.  

 ( 4)  A st i pul at i on r ej ect ed by t he supr eme cour t  
has no evi dent i ar y val ue and i s  wi t hout  pr ej udi ce t o 
t he r espondent ' s  def ense of  t he pr oceedi ng or  t he 
pr osecut i on of  t he compl ai nt .  

2 SCR 20: 8. 4( b)  pr ovi des t hat  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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¶3 At t or ney Schuh was admi t t ed t o t he pr act i ce of  l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n i n 1982.   He pr evi ousl y pr act i ced i n t he Appl et on 

ar ea.   Pr i or  t o t he summar y suspensi on of  hi s l i cense due t o hi s 

cr i mi nal  convi ct i ons,  he had not  been subj ect  t o pr of essi onal  

di sci pl i ne.    

¶4 On Apr i l  3,  2006,  pur suant  t o a pl ea agr eement ,  

At t or ney Schuh pl ed gui l t y t o t wo cr i mi nal  count s i n t he Uni t ed 

St at es Di st r i ct  Cour t  f or  t he East er n Di st r i ct  of  Wi sconsi n.   I n 

Count  1,  At t or ney Schuh pl ed gui l t y t o conspi r i ng t o di st r i but e 

a cont r ol l ed subst ance,  500 gr ams or  mor e of  a mi xt ur e 

cont ai ni ng cocai ne,  i n v i ol at i on of  Ti t l e 21,  Uni t ed St at es 

Code,  Sect i ons 841( a) ( 1)  and ( b) ( 1) ( B) ,  and 846.   I n Count  2,  

At t or ney Schuh pl ed gui l t y t o knowi ngl y possessi ng a f i r ear m i n 

f ur t her ance of  t he dr ug t r af f i cki ng cr i me,  i n v i ol at i on of  Ti t l e 

18,  Uni t ed St at es Code,  Sect i on 924( c) ( 1) ( A) ( i ) .   Accor di ng t o 

t he pl ea agr eement ,  whi ch t he par t i es st i pul at e t o i ncl udi ng i n 

t he r ecor d of  t hi s pr oceedi ng,  f r om 2000 t o 2003 At t or ney Schuh 

r out i nel y obt ai ned one t o t hr ee ounces of  cocai ne f r om a 

suppl i er ,  used some of  i t  f or  per sonal  consumpt i on,  and 

di st r i but ed t he r est  t o f r i ends and associ at es.    

¶5 On Jul y 13,  2006,  t he f eder al  di st r i ct  cour t  sent enced 

At t or ney Schuh t o a t ot al  of  123 mont hs of  i mpr i sonment ,  t o be 

f ol l owed by f our  year s of  super vi sed r el ease.   The cour t  al so 

or der ed At t or ney Schuh t o pay a $2000 f i ne and t o f or f ei t  hi s 

owner shi p i nt er est  i n a mot or cycl e and a cabi n i n Pi ne Ri ver ,  

Wi sconsi n.  
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¶6 On Jul y 27,  2006,  t hi s cour t  summar i l y suspended 

At t or ney Schuh' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n t hi s  st at e pur suant  

t o SCR 22. 20 and based on hi s f eder al  cr i mi nal  convi ct i ons.  

¶7 I n t he SCR 22. 12 st i pul at i on,  At t or ney Schuh agr ees 

t hat  hi s cr i mi nal  act s of  conspi r i ng t o di st r i but e cocai ne and 

knowi ngl y possessi ng a f i r ear m i n f ur t her ance of  t hat  dr ug 

t r af f i ck i ng cr i me r ef l ect  adver sel y on hi s honest y,  

t r ust wor t hi ness and f i t ness as a l awyer ,  and const i t ut e a 

v i ol at i on of  SCR 20: 8. 4( b) .   On t he basi s of  t hat  v i ol at i on,  

At t or ney Schuh and t he OLR j oi nt l y r equest  t hat  t he cour t  r evoke 

hi s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n,  ef f ect i ve as of  Jul y 

27,  2006.  

¶8 The st i pul at i on not es t hat  At t or ney Schuh' s mi sconduct  

i s aggr avat ed by t he wi l l f ul  nat ur e of  hi s v i ol at i ons of  t he l aw 

and t he damage hi s cr i mi nal  act s have done t o t he per cept i on of  

l awyer s and t he l egal  syst em i n t hi s st at e.   On t he mi t i gat i ng 

s i de,  t he st i pul at i on not es t hat  At t or ney Schuh does not  have a 

pr i or  di sci pl i nar y hi st or y and t he OLR has no i nf or mat i on t hat  

At t or ney Schuh f ai l ed t o r epr esent  hi s c l i ent s di l i gent l y.   

Mor eover ,  At t or ney Schuh has exper i enced si gni f i cant  

consequences i ncl udi ng a pr i son t er m of  t en year s and t hr ee 

mont hs,  whi ch i s c l ose t o t he mandat or y mi ni mum t ot al  of  t en 

year s r equi r ed f or  t he t wo f eder al  of f enses.  

¶9 The st i pul at i on pr oper l y st at es t hat  At t or ney Schuh 

under st ands t he mi sconduct  al l egat i ons agai nst  hi m,  t he 

r ami f i cat i ons of  t he st i pul at ed l evel  of  di sci pl i ne,  hi s r i ght  
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t o cont est  t he mat t er ,  and hi s r i ght  t o consul t  wi t h counsel . 3  

Fur t her ,  At t or ney Schuh ver i f i es t hat  he i s ent er i ng t he 

st i pul at i on knowi ngl y and vol unt ar i l y .  

¶10 Fi nal l y,  t he st i pul at i on cont ai ns sever al  r equest s and 

st at ement s by At t or ney Schuh.   He r equest s t he cour t  t o t ake 

not e of  hi s asser t i ons t hat  he di d not  engage i n sel l i ng dr ugs 

f or  pr of i t  and di st r i but ed dr ugs t o a l i mi t ed number  of  

acquai nt ances i n connect i on wi t h hi s own use of  dr ugs.   He al so 

asser t s t hat  he r esponsi bl y t r ansf er r ed hi s c l i ent  f i l es t o 

ot her  at t or neys pr i or  t o hi s convi ct i on.   The st i pul at i on st at es 

t hat  At t or ney Schuh accept s r esponsi bi l i t y  and expr esses 

" hear t f el t  r emor se"  f or  hi s act i ons.  

¶11 Af t er  i ndependent l y consi der i ng t hi s mat t er ,  we accept  

t he SCR 22. 12 st i pul at i on and i t s j oi nt  r equest  f or  t he 

r evocat i on of  At t or ney Schuh' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n t hi s 

st at e.   Whet her  or  not  At t or ney Schuh sol d t he cocai ne f or  

pr of i t  or  s i mpl y di st r i but ed i t  t o hi s f r i ends and associ at es,  

hi s act i ons const i t ut e ser i ous cr i mi nal  of f enses and vi ol at i ons 

of  hi s obl i gat i ons as an at t or ney,  and r equi r e t he r evocat i on of  

hi s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n.   Nonet hel ess,  as we 

have done i n s i mi l ar  cases,  we accept  t he st i pul at i on' s r equest  

t hat  t he r evocat i on be deemed t o have commenced on Jul y 27,  

2006,  when t hi s cour t  summar i l y suspended At t or ney Schuh' s 

l i cense due t o hi s cr i mi nal  convi ct i ons.    

                                                 
3 The st i pul at i on i s al so s i gned by At t or ney Schuh' s 

counsel .  
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¶12 Because At t or ney Schuh has st i pul at ed t o t he 

r evocat i on of  hi s l i cense,  el i mi nat i ng t he need f or  t he 

appoi nt ment  of  a r ef er ee,  and because t he OLR has not  r equest ed 

t he i mposi t i on of  cost s,  we do not  assess t he cost s of  t hi s 

di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng agai nst  At t or ney Schuh.  

¶13 I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he l i cense of  Ar t hur  L.  Schuh,  

Jr . ,  t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n i s r evoked,  ef f ect i ve as of  

Jul y 27,  2006.  

¶14 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  i f  he has not  al r eady done 

so,  At t or ney Schuh 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 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 r evoked.  

 



No.  2006AP2235- D   

 

 
 

1 

 

 
 


	Text2
	Text3
	Text5
	Text6
	Text7
	Text9
	Text10
	Text11
	Text12
	CaseNumber
	AddtlCap

		2014-09-15T17:54:59-0500
	CCAP




