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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 epor t  of  Ref er ee James G.  

Cur t i s r ecommendi ng t hi s cour t  suspend At t or ney Bar t l ey G.  

Mauch' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw f or  s i x mont hs and i mpose t he 

cost s of  t hi s di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng on hi m.   No appeal  has 

been f i l ed so t he cour t  consi der s t hi s mat t er  pur suant  t o SCR 

22. 17( 2) . 1 

                                                 
1 SCR 22. 17( 2)  pr ovi des:  
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¶2 We adopt  t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  and 

concl usi ons of  l aw.   We agr ee t hat  At t or ney Mauch' s mi sconduct  

war r ant s t he suspensi on of  hi s  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n f or  s i x mont hs.   We al so i mpose t he cost s of  t hi s 

di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng on At t or ney Mauch.   

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

Wi sconsi n i n 1972.   He pr act i ced i n Pr ai r i e du Sac and has a 

pr i or  di sci pl i nar y hi st or y.  

¶4 I n Mar ch 1994 At t or ney Mauch was publ i c l y r epr i manded 

f or  f ai l i ng t o pr ovi de compet ent  r epr esent at i on t o per sonal  

i nj ur y c l i ent s by f ai l i ng t o exer ci se t he knowl edge,  ski l l ,  

t hor oughness,  and pr epar at i on necessar y f or  such r epr esent at i on;  

f ai l i ng t o abi de by t he c l i ent s '  deci s i ons concer ni ng t hei r  

c l ai ms and f ai l i ng t o consul t  wi t h t hem as t o t he means by whi ch 

t hei r  obj ect i ves wer e t o be pur sued;  f ai l i ng t o act  wi t h 

r easonabl e di l i gence and pr ompt ness i n r epr esent i ng t hem,  

f ai l i ng t o keep t he cl i ent s r easonabl y i nf or med of  t he st at us of  

t hei r  mat t er s,  and f ai l i ng t o compl y wi t h t hei r  r easonabl e 

r equest s f or  i nf or mat i on;  and f ai l i ng t o cooper at e i n a Boar d of  

At t or neys Pr of essi onal  Responsi bi l i t y  i nvest i gat i on of  hi s 

                                                                                                                                                             
I f  no appeal  i s  f i l ed t i mel y,  t he supr eme cour t  

shal l  r evi ew t he r ef er ee' s r epor t ;  adopt ,  r ej ect  or  
modi f y t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs and concl usi ons or  
r emand t he mat t er  t o t he r ef er ee f or  addi t i onal  
f i ndi ngs;  and det er mi ne and i mpose appr opr i at e 
di sci pl i ne.   The cour t ,  on i t s own mot i on,  may 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 .  
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conduct  i n an unr el at ed mat t er .   I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs 

Agai nst  Mauch,  182 Wi s.  2d 82,  513 N. W. 2d 133 ( 1994) .   

¶5 I n Mar ch 2003 At t or ney Mauch was publ i c l y r epr i manded 

f or  f ai l i ng t o act  wi t h r easonabl e di l i gence i n r epr esent i ng a 

c l i ent ,  f ai l i ng t o pr oper l y communi cat e wi t h hi s c l i ent ,  and 

f ai l i ng t o cooper at e i n an Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on ( OLR)  

i nvest i gat i on of  hi s conduct .   Publ i c Repr i mand of  Bar t l ey G.  

Mauch,  No.  2003- 03.   

¶6 On Jul y 24,  2007,  At t or ney Mauch' s l i cense was 

suspended f or  90 days f or  f ai l i ng t o abi de by a c l i ent ' s 

deci s i ons concer ni ng t he obj ect i ves of  r epr esent at i on and 

f ai l i ng t o consul t  wi t h t he c l i ent  as t o t he means by whi ch t hey 

wer e t o be pur sued;  f ai l i ng t o i nf or m t he cl i ent  of  al l  of f er s  

of  set t l ement  and abi de by t he c l i ent ' s deci s i on whet her  t o 

accept  an of f er  of  set t l ement  i n t he mat t er ;  f ai l i ng t o act  wi t h 

r easonabl e di l i gence and pr ompt ness i n r epr esent i ng a c l i ent ,  

f ai l i ng t o keep a c l i ent  r easonabl y i nf or med about  t he st at us of  

a mat t er  and pr ompt l y compl y wi t h r easonabl e r equest s f or  

i nf or mat i on,  and f ai l i ng t o expl ai n a mat t er  t o a c l i ent  i n 

or der  t o per mi t  t he c l i ent  t o make i nf or med deci s i ons r egar di ng 

t he r epr esent at i on;  engagi ng i n conduct  i nvol v i ng di shonest y,  

f r aud,  decei t ,  or  mi sr epr esent at i on;  deposi t i ng i n hi s t r ust  

account  excess per sonal  f unds,  f ai l i ng t o mai nt ai n a t r ansact i on 

r egi st er ,  and f ai l i ng t o ent er  i nt o an over dr af t  r epor t i ng 

agr eement  wi t h r egar d t o hi s c l i ent  t r ust  account ;  and pr ovi di ng 

unt i mel y and f al se i nf or mat i on t o t he OLR.   I n r e Di sci pl i nar y 
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Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Mauch,  2007 WI  109,  304 Wi s.  2d 541,  736 

N. W. 2d 141.   

¶7 Most  r ecent l y,  on Januar y 23,  2008,  t hi s cour t  

t empor ar i l y  suspended At t or ney Mauch' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw 

f or  f ai l ur e t o cooper at e i n OLR' s i nvest i gat i on of  t he t wo 

mat t er s whi ch ar e t he subj ect  of  t hi s di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng.   

Hi s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n r emai ns suspended.   

¶8 The OLR f i l ed i t s compl ai nt  i n t hi s mat t er  on 

Januar y 28,  2009.   At t or ney Mauch di d not  f i l e an answer  t o t he 

compl ai nt .  

¶9 On Apr i l  15,  2009,  t he OLR f i l ed a mot i on f or  def aul t  

j udgment  based on At t or ney Mauch' s f ai l ur e t o f i l e an answer  t o 

t he compl ai nt .   The r ef er ee at t empt ed t o cont act  bot h par t i es t o 

set  a schedul i ng conf er ence.   Mul t i pl e at t empt s t o r each 

At t or ney Mauch by t el ephone and by e- mai l  wer e unsuccessf ul .   

The r ef er ee sent  not i ce of  a schedul i ng conf er ence set  f or  

May 14,  2009,  r equi r i ng bot h par t i es t o at t end and par t i c i pat e 

or  be subj ect  t o sanct i ons.   

¶10 Not i ce of  t he schedul i ng conf er ence was ser ved on 

At t or ney Mauch by cer t i f i ed mai l  wi t h r et ur n r ecei pt  r equest ed.   

The r et ur n r ecei pt  was si gned by " Geof f  Mauch"  on May 2,  2009.   

The r ef er ee had i nvi t ed t he par t i es t o cont act  hi m t o r eschedul e 

t he conf er ence i f  needed and ur ged At t or ney Mauch t o f i l e an 

answer  t o OLR' s compl ai nt .  The r ef er ee i ni t i at ed t he t el ephone 

conf er ence as schedul ed,  but  At t or ney Mauch di d not  answer  t he 

cal l s t he r ef er ee pl aced t o sever al  di f f er ent  t el ephone number s.   
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¶11 The next  day t he r ef er ee i ssued an or der  gr ant i ng 

def aul t  j udgment  agai nst  At t or ney Mauch.   The r ef er ee f ound 

At t or ney Mauch was pr oper l y ser ved wi t h t he compl ai nt  and t hat  

At t or ney Mauch was i n def aul t  f or  f ai l i ng t o answer  t he 

compl ai nt .   The r ef er ee al so f ound t hat  by f ai l i ng t o appear  and 

par t i c i pat e i n t he schedul i ng conf er ence,  At t or ney Mauch 

vi ol at ed t he r ef er ee' s or der  f or  appear ance,  t her eby subj ect i ng 

hi m t o sanct i ons as set  f or t h i n t he or der .   The r ef er ee 

concl uded t he appr opr i at e sanct i on was t o ent er  def aul t  j udgment  

agai nst  At t or ney Mauch.    

¶12 The r ef er ee i ssued hi s r epor t  on Jul y 9,  2009,  i n 

whi ch he adopt ed t he f act ual  al l egat i ons of  t he OLR' s compl ai nt .    

¶13 The OLR al l eged and t he r ef er ee f ound t hat  i n Apr i l  

2006 At t or ney Mauch was appoi nt ed by t he Of f i ce of  t he St at e 

Publ i c Def ender  ( SPD)  t o r epr esent  S. Z.  i n t wo cr i mi nal  mat t er s.   

S. Z.  was sent enced on August  17,  2006,  and S. Z.  and At t or ney 

Mauch si gned a not i ce of  i nt ent  t o seek post - convi ct i on r el i ef  

t hat  same day.   At t or ney Mauch f i l ed t he not i ce of  i nt ent  t o 

seek post - convi ct i on r el i ef  on Sept ember  19,  2006,  14 days af t er  

t he Sept ember  5,  2006,  deadl i ne.   He di d not  r equest  an 

ext ensi on of  t i me t o f i l e t he not i ce of  i nt ent  at  t hat  t i me.   

At t or ney Mauch al so di d not  pr ovi de S. Z.  wi t h a copy of  t he 

not i ce of  i nt ent .   I n f act ,  At t or ney Mauch di d not  communi cat e 

wi t h S. Z.  bet ween August  17,  2006,  and Febr uar y 22,  2007.  

¶14 On Febr uar y 15,  2007,  t he SPD' s appel l at e i nt ake 

coor di nat or  wr ot e t o S. Z.  i nf or mi ng hi m t he SPD had not  r ecei ved 

an or der  f r om t he cour t  of  appeal s ext endi ng t he t i me t o f i l e 
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t he not i ce of  i nt ent  t o pur sue post - convi ct i on r el i ef ,  and 

appar ent l y At t or ney Mauch i nf or med t he SPD he t hought  i t  had 

al r eady been f i l ed.   The i nt ake coor di nat or  sai d At t or ney Mauch 

st at ed he woul d pr epar e and f i l e t he mot i on as soon as possi bl e.   

The i nt ake coor di nat or  f ur t her  t ol d S. Z.  t he SPD woul d appoi nt  

appel l at e counsel  when t he cour t  of  appeal s gr ant ed t he 

ext ensi on.   

¶15 On Febr uar y 28,  2007,  At t or ney Mauch f i l ed a mot i on 

f or  ext ensi on of  t i me t o f i l e S. Z. ' s not i ce of  i nt ent  t o seek 

post - convi ct i on r el i ef  wi t h t he cour t  of  appeal s.    

¶16 On Oct ober  11 and November  8,  2007,  t he OLR r equest ed 

At t or ney Mauch pr ovi de i nf or mat i on r el evant  t o i t s i nvest i gat i on 

i n t he S. Z.  mat t er .   At t or ney Mauch f ai l ed t o r espond t o bot h 

r equest s.    

¶17 The r ef er ee f ur t her  f ound t hat  on Apr i l  4,  2007,  t he 

Boar d of  Bar  Exami ner s ( BBE)  adv i sed At t or ney Mauch hi s l i cense 

t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n woul d be aut omat i cal l y suspended on 

May 29,  2007,  at  4: 30 p. m. ,  because he had f ai l ed t o compl y wi t h 

mandat or y cont i nui ng l egal  educat i on ( CLE)  r equi r ement s.   On 

May 29,  2007,  At t or ney Mauch' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n was suspended.    

¶18 On May 30,  2007,  At t or ney Mauch appear ed on behal f  of  

c l i ent s i n Sauk Count y c i r cui t  cour t  and Col umbi a Count y c i r cui t  

cour t .   He al so f i l ed a di scover y demand and a mot i on.   The next  

day At t or ney Mauch was schedul ed t o appear  i n Juneau Count y 

c i r cui t  cour t .   Bef or e t he schedul ed appear ance,  t he j udge 

cal l ed At t or ney Mauch i nt o chamber s and pr esent ed a memor andum 



No.  2009AP214- D 

 

7 
 

f r om t he BBE st at i ng At t or ney Mauch' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw 

had been suspended ef f ect i ve 4: 30 p. m.  on May 29,  2007.   

¶19 Bet ween May 30 and June 7,  2007,  At t or ney Mauch 

at t empt ed t o per sonal l y f i l e document s wi t h t he Sauk Count y 

di st r i ct  at t or ney' s of f i ce and at t empt ed t o r eschedul e cases.   

The di st r i ct  at t or ney' s of f i ce r ef used t o accept  document s f r om 

At t or ney Mauch or  al l ow hi m t o r eschedul e cases t hr ough t hei r  

of f i ce.   

¶20 At t or ney Mauch f i l ed a pet i t i on f or  r ei nst at ement  

dat ed June 4,  2007,  wi t h t he BBE.   I n hi s pet i t i on At t or ney 

Mauch st at ed,  " I  have not  pr act i ced l aw si nce t hi s per i od of  

i nel i gi bi l i t y ,  Cl ose of  busi ness,  May 29,  2007. "   The BBE 

appr oved At t or ney Mauch' s pet i t i on f or  r ei nst at ement  on June 7,  

2007.    

¶21 On June 12,  2007,  At t or ney Mauch t ol d t he OLR he f i r st  

l ear ned hi s l i cense had been suspended when a j udge so i nf or med 

hi m on May 31,  2007.   He st at ed he never  r ecei ved any pr i or  

not i f i cat i on of  t he suspensi on.   

¶22 I n a l et t er  t o t he OLR dat ed Jul y 12,  2007,  At t or ney 

Mauch wr ot e:  

On June 8,  2007,  I  agai n r evi ewed my cal endar  f or  t he 
week of  May 21,  2007.   Not wi t hst andi ng my Pet i t i on f or  
Rei nst at ement ,  I  det er mi ned t hat  on Wednesday,  May 30,  
2007,  I  had i ndeed r epr esent ed a 
[ c l i ent ]  .  .  .  i n .  .  .  [ Sauk Count y c i r cui t  
cour t ]  .  .  .   Al so I  det er mi ned t hat  on Wednesday,  
May 30,  2007,  I  r epr esent ed [ a 
c l i ent ]  .  .  .  i n .  .  .  a sent enci ng af t er  r evocat i on,  
i n [ Col umbi a Count y c i r cui t  cour t ] .   
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At t or ney Mauch di d not  not i f y t he OLR or  t he BBE t hat  he had 

made a mi sr epr esent at i on i n hi s pet i t i on f or  r ei nst at ement .  

¶23 Bet ween August  8,  2007,  and Sept ember  27,  2007,  t he 

OLR sent  t hr ee l et t er s t o At t or ney Mauch r equest i ng he pr ovi de a 

wr i t t en r esponse t o t he OLR' s i nvest i gat i ons i nt o t hi s mat t er .   

At t or ney Mauch f ai l ed t o r espond t o al l  t hr ee l et t er s.   

¶24 On November  28,  2007,  t hi s cour t  or der ed At t or ney 

Mauch t o show cause,  i n wr i t i ng,  why hi s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw 

i n Wi sconsi n shoul d not  be t empor ar i l y  suspended f or  f ai l ur e t o 

cooper at e wi t h t he OLR' s i nvest i gat i on i n bot h mat t er s.   

At t or ney Mauch f ai l ed t o r espond.   The cour t  t empor ar i l y  

suspended At t or ney Mauch' s l i cense on Januar y 23,  2008.   As 

not ed ear l i er ,  hi s l i cense r emai ns under  suspensi on.  

¶25 Based on t hese f i ndi ngs,  t he r ef er ee concl uded as 

f ol l ows:  

• By f ai l i ng t o t i mel y f i l e t he not i ce of  i nt ent  t o pur sue 

post - convi ct i on r el i ef  and a mot i on t o ext end t he t i me t o 

f i l e t he not i ce of  i nt ent  t o pur sue post - convi ct i on 

r el i ef  i n t he S. Z.  mat t er ,  At t or ney Mauch vi ol at ed SCR 

20: 1. 3. 2  

• By f ai l i ng t o pr ovi de S. Z.  wi t h a copy of  t he not i ce of  

i nt ent  t o pur sue post - convi ct i on r el i ef ,  or  ot her wi se 

i nf or m S. Z.  of  t he t i mi ng of  t he f i l i ng and f ai l i ng t o 

                                                 
2 SCR 20: 1. 3 pr ovi des t hat ,  " A l awyer  shal l  act  wi t h 

r easonabl e di l i gence and pr ompt ness i n r epr esent i ng a c l i ent . "   
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keep S. Z.  i nf or med r egar di ng t he st at us of  t he case,  

At t or ney Mauch vi ol at ed f or mer  SCR 20: 1. 4( a) . 3  

• By engagi ng i n t he pr act i ce of  l aw i n Wi sconsi n whi l e hi s 

st at e bar  member shi p was suspended,  At t or ney Mauch 

vi ol at ed SCR 31. 10( 1) 4 v i a SCR 20: 8. 4( f ) . 5 

• By mi sr epr esent i ng t o t he BBE i n hi s pet i t i on f or  

r ei nst at ement  t hat  he had not  pr act i ced l aw bet ween 4: 30 

p. m.  on May 29,  2007,  and June 4,  2007,  and by 

mi sr epr esent i ng t o t he OLR t hat  he had not  r ecei ved 

not i ce of  hi s suspensi on pr i or  t o May 31,  2007,  when he 

                                                 
3 For mer  SCR 20: 1. 4( a)  ( ef f ect i ve t hr ough June 30,  2007)  

pr ovi ded i n per t i nent  par t  t hat ,  " A l awyer  shal l  keep a c l i ent  
r easonabl y i nf or med about  t he st at us of  a mat t er ;  .  .  .  . "  

4 SCR 31. 10( 1)  pr ovi des as f ol l ows:   

I f  a l awyer  f ai l s  t o compl y wi t h t he at t endance 
r equi r ement  of  SCR 31. 02,  f ai l s  t o compl y wi t h t he 
r epor t i ng r equi r ement  of  SCR 31. 03( 1) ,  or  f ai l s  t o pay 
t he l at e f ee under  SCR 31. 03( 2) ,  t he boar d shal l  ser ve 
a not i ce of  noncompl i ance on t he l awyer .  Thi s  not i ce 
shal l  advi se t he l awyer  t hat  t he st at e bar  member shi p 
of  t he l awyer  shal l  be aut omat i cal l y suspended f or  
f ai l i ng t o f i l e evi dence of  compl i ance or  t o pay t he 
l at e f ee wi t hi n 60 days af t er  ser vi ce of  t he not i ce.  
The boar d shal l  cer t i f y t he names of  al l  l awyer s so 
suspended under  t hi s r ul e t o t he c l er k of  t he supr eme 
cour t  and t o each j udge of  a cour t  of  r ecor d i n t hi s  
st at e.  A l awyer  shal l  not  engage i n t he pr act i ce of  
l aw i n Wi sconsi n whi l e hi s or  her  st at e bar  member shi p 
i s suspended under  t hi s r ul e.  

5 SCR 20: 8. 4( f )  s t at es 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;  .  .  .  . "    
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had r ecei ved wr i t t en not i ce of  t he suspensi on on Apr i l  4,  

2007,  At t or ney Mauch vi ol at ed SCR 20: 8. 4( c) . 6  

• By f ai l i ng t o t i mel y pr ovi de OLR wi t h wr i t t en r esponses 

cont ai ni ng al l  of  t he r ecor ds and i nf or mat i on r equest ed 

i n OLR' s i nvest i gat i ve l et t er s t o At t or ney Mauch,  

At t or ney Mauch vi ol at ed SCRs 22. 03( 2)  and ( 6) 7 vi a SCR 

20: 8. 4( h) . 8 

                                                 
6 SCR 20: 8. 4( c)  pr ovi des t hat  i t  i s  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  

f or  a l awyer  t o " engage i n conduct  i nvol v i ng di shonest y,  f r aud,  
decei t  or  mi sr epr esent at i on;  .  .  .  . "   

7 SCRs 22. 03( 2)  and ( 6)  pr ovi de as f ol l ows:  

( 2)  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  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.  

( 6)  I n t he cour se of  t he i nvest i gat i on,  t he 
r espondent ' s wi l f ul  f ai l ur e t o pr ovi de r el evant  
i nf or mat i on,  t o answer  quest i ons f ul l y,  or  t o f ur ni sh 
document s and t he r espondent ' s mi sr epr esent at i on i n a 
di scl osur e ar e mi sconduct ,  r egar dl ess of  t he mer i t s of  
t he mat t er s asser t ed i n t he gr i evance.  

8 SCR 20: 8. 4( h)  ( ef f ect i ve Jul y 1,  2007)  st at es i t  i s  
pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  f or  a l awyer  t o " f ai l  t o cooper at e i n 
t he i nvest i gat i on of  a gr i evance f i l ed wi t h t he of f i ce of  l awyer  
r egul at i on as r equi r ed by SCR 21. 15( 4) ,  SCR 22. 001( 9) ( b) ,  SCR 
22. 03( 2) ,  SCR 22. 03( 6) ,  or  SCR 22. 04( 1) ;  .  .  .  . "   
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¶26 The r ef er ee t hought f ul l y and t hor oughl y eval uat ed t hi s 

mat t er .   He emphasi zed t he need f or  pr ogr essi ve di sci pl i ne,  

c i t i ng I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Conver se,  2006 WI  

4,  ¶37,  287 Wi s.  2d 72,  707 N. W. 2d 530.   The r ef er ee obser ved 

t hat  At t or ney Mauch' s di sci pl i nar y hi st or y suggest s " a pat t er n 

of  f ai l i ng t o act  wi t h r easonabl e di l i gence,  f ai l i ng t o 

adequat el y communi cat e wi t h c l i ent s,  f ai l i ng t o keep cl i ent s 

i nf or med, "  and,  on occasi on,  a pat t er n of  " decei t f ul  conduct  

wher e Mr .  Mauch has not  been t r ut hf ul  or  f or t hcomi ng. "   I n 

addi t i on,  t he r ef er ee obser ved At t or ney Mauch has demonst r at ed a 

ser i ous pat t er n of  " f ai l i ng t o cooper at e wi t h t he i nvest i gat i ve 

pr ocess,  par t i cul ar l y i n r ecent  year s. "   

¶27 The r ef er ee consi der ed ot her  cases i n whi ch an 

at t or ney has pr act i ced l aw whi l e admi ni st r at i vel y suspended f or  

a CLE vi ol at i on.   See,  e. g. ,  I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs 

Agai nst  Paget ,  2003 WI  130,  266 Wi s.  2d 1,  669 N. W. 2d 731 ( 60-

day suspensi on f or  pr act i c i ng l aw whi l e l i cense admi ni st r at i vel y 

suspended) ;  I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Engel br echt ,  

2000 WI  120,  239 Wi s.  2d 236,  618 N. W. 2d 743 ( 60- day suspensi on 

f or  pr act i c i ng l aw whi l e l i cense admi ni st r at i vel y suspended f or  

f ai l i ng t o compl y wi t h CLE r equi r ement s and maki ng f al se and 

mi sl eadi ng st at ement s i n t he r ei nst at ement  pr ocess) .    

¶28 The r ef er ee al so consi der ed cases i nvol v i ng mor e 

ser i ous al l egat i ons of  mi sconduct .   See,  e. g. ,  I n r e 

Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Tul l y,  2005 WI  100,  283 

Wi s.  2d 124,  699 N. W. 2d 882 ( t wo- year  suspensi on f or  29 count s 

of  mi sconduct  i n s i x c l i ent  mat t er s,  i ncl udi ng pr act i c i ng l aw 
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whi l e l i cense admi ni st r at i vel y suspended) ;  I n r e Di sci pl i nar y 

Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Gr af ,  2003 WI  122,  265 Wi s.  2d 376,  667 

N. W. 2d 340 ( t wo- year  suspensi on f or  ext ensi ve unaut hor i zed 

pr act i ce of  l aw whi l e suspended,  mi sr epr esent at i ons on a 

r ei nst at ement  pet i t i on,  and ot her  mi sconduct  wi t h r espect  t o 

sever al  c l i ent  mat t er s) ;  I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  

Har r i s,  2003 WI  22,  260 Wi s.  2d 46,  658 N. W. 2d 451 ( t wo- year  

suspensi on f or  pr act i c i ng l aw i n at  l east  60 cases dur i ng a 

suspensi on per i od of  al most  f our  year s) .  

¶29 The r ef er ee st at ed i t  was " s i gni f i cant  t o not e t hat  

Mr .  Mauch' s CLE suspensi on was of  ver y shor t  dur at i on,  and onl y 

a l i mi t ed number  of  c l i ent  mat t er s wer e i nvol ved. "   However ,  he 

concl uded At t or ney Mauch knew or  shoul d have known he was under  

suspensi on.   The r ef er ee st at ed:    

The mor e egr egi ous conduct  i n t hi s case was 
Mr .  Mauch' s June 4,  2007 Pet i t i on f or  Rei nst at ement  i n 
whi ch he mi sr epr esent ed t o t he BBE t hat  he had not  
pr act i ced l aw si nce Tuesday,  May 29t h.   June 4,  2007 
was a Monday,  and i n compl et i ng t he Pet i t i on f or  
Rei nst at ement ,  Mr .  Mauch must  have r ecal l ed t he cour t  
appear ances and l egal  wor k dur i ng t he pr i or  week.   The 
mi sr epr esent at i on on t he Rei nst at ement  Pet i t i on 
r epr esent s a ser i ous v i ol at i on of  t he r ul es.   

¶30 Wi t h r espect  t o At t or ney Mauch' s r epr esent at i on of  

S. Z. ,  t he r ef er ee not ed t he " del ays caused by [ At t or ney]  Mauch' s 

f ai l ur e t o f i l e t he Mot i on [ f or  post - convi ct i on r el i ef ]  r esul t ed 

i n no appoi nt ment  of  appel l at e counsel  f or  [ S. Z. ] ,  no pur sui t  of  

t he appeal ,  and no or der  of  t r anscr i pt s unt i l  af t er  t he Cour t  of  

Appeal s had r ul ed on t he l at e- f i l ed Not i ce of  I nt ent . "   

Mor eover ,  At t or ney Mauch " has of f er ed no expl anat i on f or  t hi s 
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cour se of  conduct .   I t  r epr esent s a ser i ous f ai l ur e on hi s par t  

t o act  wi t h r easonabl e di l i gence and pr ompt ness,  and t o keep t he 

cl i ent  r easonabl y i nf or med about  t he st at us of  t he mat t er . "  

¶31 The r ef er ee al so comment ed on At t or ney Mauch' s l ack of  

cooper at i on i n r espondi ng t o i nvest i gat i ve aut hor i t i es.   He 

not ed t hat  no mi t i gat i ng c i r cumst ances had been of f er ed and 

" [ At t or ney]  Mauch' s act i v i t i es over  t he l ast  18 mont hs ar e 

s i mpl y unknown.   Hi s r epeat ed f ai l ur es t o cooper at e wi t h OLR 

i nvest i gat i ons show an appar ent  i ndi f f er ence t o t he out come and 

ser i ousness of  t hese pr oceedi ngs. "  

¶32 The r ef er ee r ecommended At t or ney Mauch' s l i cense be 

suspended f or  s i x mont hs:  

I n l i ght  of  Mr .  Mauch' s appar ent  i ndi f f er ence t o t he 
ser i ousness of  t hese pr oceedi ngs,  and i n t he absence 
of  any evi dence of  Mr .  Mauch' s  act i v i t i es dur i ng t he 
l ast  18 mont hs,  t he Ref er ee i s per suaded by OLR' s 
posi t i on.   A s i x mont h suspensi on woul d r equi r e 
Mr .  Mauch t o pet i t i on t he Supr eme Cour t  f or  
r ei nst at ement  under  t he pr ocedur es set  f or t h i n SCR 
22. 29 t o 22. 33.   The r ei nst at ement  pr ocedur e wi l l  
pr ovi de assur ance t hat  Mr .  Mauch can be saf el y  
r ecommended t o t he pr of essi on,  t he cour t s and t he 
publ i c as a per son who i s f i t  and capabl e t o pr act i ce 
l aw i n t hi s St at e.    

I n r ecommendi ng t o t he cour t  t hat  a par t i cul ar  
l evel  of  di sci pl i ne be i mposed,  I  t ake i nt o account  
t he ser i ousness,  nat ur e and ext ent  of  mi sconduct ,  t he 
l evel  of  di sci pl i ne needed t o pr ot ect  t he publ i c,  t he 
cour t s,  and t he l egal  syst em f r om r epet i t i on of  t he 
mi sconduct ,  t he need t o i mpr ess upon t he at t or ney t he 
ser i ousness of  t he mi sconduct ,  and t he need t o det er  
ot her  at t or neys f r om commi t t i ng s i mi l ar  act s.  See I n 
r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Scanl an,  2006 WI  
38,  [ 290 Wi s.  2d 30,  712 N. W. 2d 877. ]  I  must  al so 
consi der  t he at t or ney' s pr i or  di sci pl i nar y hi st or y and 
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t he cour t ' s  r ecogni t i on of  t he concept  of  pr ogr essi ve 
di sci pl i ne.   

¶33 We have i ndependent l y r evi ewed t he r ef er ee' s r epor t  

and r ecommendat i on.   We accept  t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  

and concl usi ons of  l aw,  and we suspend At t or ney Mauch' s l i cense 

f or  s i x mont hs,  ef f ect i ve t he dat e of  t hi s or der .   I n addi t i on,  

we agr ee i t  i s  appr opr i at e t o i mpose t he cost s of  t hi s 

pr oceedi ng on At t or ney Mauch. 9   

¶34 I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he l i cense of  Bar t l ey G.  Mauch t o 

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

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

¶35 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 ,  Bar t l ey G.  Mauch 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  Bar t l ey G.  Mauch 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 .  

¶36 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  Bar t l ey G.  Mauch 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.  

 

                                                 
9 As of  Jul y 27,  2009,  t he cost s t ot al  $1, 602. 56.  
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