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NOTI CE 
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version will appear in the bound 
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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.    The Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on ( OLR)  

appeal s t he por t i on of  Ref er ee Jonat han V.  Goodman' s r epor t  

r ecommendi ng as di sci pl i ne f or  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  t hat  

At t or ney Scot t  F.  Ander son pay hi s f or mer  c l i ent  $10, 872. 50.   

At t or ney Ander son st i pul at ed t o t hr ee count s of  mi sconduct  

i nvol v i ng a l ack of  di l i gence,  t he f ai l ur e t o i nf or m a cl i ent ,  

and t he f ai l ur e t o expl ai n mat t er s t o a c l i ent .   The r ef er ee 

r ecommended t hat  i f  At t or ney Ander son woul d f ai l  t o make t he 
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payment  wi t hi n 365 days,  At t or ney Ander son shoul d r emai n 

obl i gat ed t o make t he payment  and hi s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n shoul d be suspended f or  60 days.    

¶2 The OLR does not  seek r est i t ut i on or  a monet ar y 

penal t y,  and ar gues a 60- day l i cense suspensi on shoul d be 

i mposed.    At t or ney Ander son obj ect s t o a l i cense suspensi on and 

r equest s t hi s cour t  i mpose t he payment  pur suant  t o t he r ef er ee' s 

r ecommendat i on.  

¶3 We uphol d t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  and 

concl usi ons of  l aw t hat  At t or ney Ander son commi t t ed t hr ee count s  

of  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .   We concl ude t he nat ur e of  hi s 

mi sconduct  and At t or ney Ander son' s di sci pl i nar y hi st or y war r ant  

a 60- day l i cense suspensi on.   We do not  or der  a monet ar y 

penal t y.   We f ur t her  concl ude At t or ney Ander son shal l  bear  t he 

cost  of  t hi s pr oceedi ng.    

¶4 At t or ney Ander son was admi t t ed t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n i n 1985.   He pr act i ces i n Mi l waukee.   He has been 

subj ect  t o pr of essi onal  di sci pl i ne on t hr ee pr evi ous occasi ons. 1  

                                                 
1 I n 2005 At t or ney Ander son was publ i c l y r epr i manded f or  

v i ol at i ons of  SCR 20: 1. 3,  f or mer  SCR 20: 1. 4( a) ,  f or mer  SCR 
20: 1. 5( b) ,  and SCR 20: 1. 16( a) ( 3) .   Publ i c Repr i mand of  Scot t  F.  
Ander son,  No.  2005- 06.   I n 2004 At t or ney Ander son was publ i c l y 
r epr i manded f or  mi sconduct  i n t hr ee cases,  i ncl udi ng vi ol at i ons 
of  f or mer  SCR 20: 1. 4( a) ,  SCR 20: 1. 4( b) ,  SCR 20: 1. 3,  and SCR 
20: 3. 4( c) .   Publ i c Repr i mand of  Scot t  F.  Ander son,  No.  2004- 05.   
I n 1999 At t or ney Ander son r ecei ved a pr i vat e r epr i mand f or  
v i ol at i ons of  f or mer  SCR 20: 1. 4( a)  and SCR 20: 1. 3.   Pr i vat e 
Repr i mand of  Scot t  F.  Ander son,  No.  1999- 13.  
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¶5 I n November  2007 t he OLR f i l ed a t hr ee- count  

di sci pl i nar y compl ai nt  agai nst  At t or ney Ander son al l egi ng a l ack 

of  di l i gence and f ai l ur es i n communi cat i on wi t h hi s f or mer  

c l i ent ,  E. T. ,  Jr .   E. T.  had been char ged wi t h t hr ee f el ony dr ug 

of f enses and f el on i n possessi on of  a f i r ear m i n Mi l waukee 

Count y c i r cui t  cour t .   As a r esul t  of  t hese char ges,  U. S.  

Depar t ment  of  Just i ce Dr ug Enf or cement  Admi ni st r at i on ( DEA)  

agent s sei zed over  $48, 000 f r om E. T. ' s r esi dence and bank 

account s.   I n Mar ch 2005 E. T.  r et ai ned At t or ney Ander son t o 

pr ovi de l egal  ser vi ces f or  hi s def ense r el at ed t o t he cr i mi nal  

pr osecut i on and sei zur e of  hi s asset s.    

¶6 I n May 2005 t he Mi l waukee Count y pr osecut or  wr ot e 

At t or ney Ander son of f er i ng t o set t l e E. T. ' s pendi ng cr i mi nal  

char ges.   At t or ney Ander son di d not  pr ovi de a copy of  t he l et t er  

t o E. T.  nor  di d he di scuss wi t h E. T.  t he possi bi l i t y  of  f eder al  

char ges ar i s i ng f r om t he same ci r cumst ances.    

¶7 At  At t or ney Ander son' s r equest ,  t he Mi l waukee Count y 

c i r cui t  cour t  schedul ed a suppr essi on mot i on hear i ng f or  

Jul y 15,  2005,  and di r ect ed At t or ney Ander son t o f i l e E. T. ' s 

br i ef  i n suppor t  of  t he mot i on by Jul y 1,  2005.   E. T.  was 

conf i ned t o j ai l  and was not  pr esent  i n cour t  dur i ng At t or ney 

Ander son' s schedul i ng di scussi on.   Bet ween June 2,  2005,  and 

Jul y 14,  2005,  At t or ney Ander son di d not  f i l e any document s 

per t ai ni ng t o E. T. ' s case nor  di scuss wi t h hi m any def ense 

st r at egi es.   Al so,  At t or ney Ander son per f or med no r esear ch on 

t he suppr essi on mot i on unt i l  Jul y 12,  2005;  he di d not  pr epar e 

t he mot i on unt i l  Jul y 14,  2005,  and di d not  f i l e t he mot i on or  
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ser ve a copy on t he pr osecut or  unt i l  Jul y 15,  2005.   At t or ney 

Ander son never  pr ovi ded E. T.  wi t h a copy of  t he mot i on.   Due t o 

t he l at e f i l i ng,  t he cour t  adj our ned t he suppr essi on hear i ng 

unt i l  Sept ember  26,  2005.    

¶8 Because E. T.  r emai ned i n j ai l ,  he was not  i n cour t  on 

Jul y 15,  2005,  and At t or ney Ander son di d not  advi se E. T.  what  

had occur r ed dur i ng t he hear i ng.   I n August  2005 E. T.  wr ot e t o 

At t or ney Ander son expr essi ng concer n wi t h t he l ack of  cont act  

and f ai l ur e t o communi cat e t he out come of  t he Jul y 15,  2005,  

hear i ng.   E. T.  r equest ed t o see At t or ney Ander son i mmedi at el y.   

¶9 At t or ney Ander son di d not  r espond t o E. T. ' s l et t er  and 

di d not  cont act  hi m bet ween August  5,  2005,  and Sept ember  29,  

2005.   On Sept ember  20,  2005,  At t or ney Ander son f i l ed a not i ce 

of  mot i on and mot i on t o adj our n t he Sept ember  26,  2005,  

suppr essi on hear i ng.   The cour t  adj our ned t he suppr essi on 

hear i ng unt i l  Januar y 10,  2006.   At t or ney Ander son di d not  send 

E. T.  a copy of  t he mot i on or  ot her wi se advi se hi m of  t he 

adj our nment  or  t he new hear i ng dat e.    

¶10 On November  29,  2005,  E. T.  f i l ed a pr o se bai l  

r educt i on mot i on and r equest ed a hear i ng.   At t or ney Ander son had 

no cont act  wi t h E. T.  bet ween Oct ober  3,  2005,  and Januar y 10,  

2006,  and t ook no act i on wi t h r espect  t o t he mot i on.   Due t o a 

congest ed docket ,  t he cour t  adj our ned t he Januar y 10,  2006,  

hear i ng on t he suppr essi on and pr o se bai l  r educt i on mot i ons t o 

Januar y 18,  2006.   E. T.  r emai ned i n cust ody and was not  pr esent  

i n cour t  at  t he Januar y 10 adj our nment .  
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¶11 On Januar y 18,  2006,  At t or ney Ander son appear ed by 

t el ephone t o r equest  anot her  adj our nment  due t o a t r i al  i n a 

di f f er ent  cour t .   The mat t er  was adj our ned t o Januar y 20,  2006.   

E. T.  r emai ned i n j ai l  and di d not  appear  i n cour t  on Januar y 18.  

At t or ney Ander son f ai l ed t o advi se hi m of  what  had t r anspi r ed.    

¶12 On Januar y 20,  2006,  At t or ney Ander son moved t o r educe 

bai l ,  st at i ng gr ounds ot her  t han t hose pr ovi ded i n E. T. ' s pr o se 

mot i on.   At t or ney Ander son di d not  pr ovi de E. T.  wi t h a copy of  

t hi s new bai l  r educt i on mot i on.   At t or ney Ander son appear ed on 

Januar y 20 and ar gued t he bai l  i ssue on E. T. ' s behal f ;  E. T.  was 

not  br ought  t o cour t .   The bai l  r educt i on mot i ons wer e deni ed 

and t he suppr essi on hear i ng was adj our ned t o Apr i l  20,  2006.  

¶13 Al t hough E. T.  was br ought  t o cour t  f or  t he Apr i l  20,  

2006,  suppr essi on hear i ng,  t he cour t  adj our ned t he hear i ng due 

t o t i me const r ai nt s.   At  t he May 18,  2006,  adj our ned hear i ng,  

E. T.  once agai n was i n cour t  but  t he suppr essi on hear i ng was 

adj our ned yet  agai n,  t hi s t i me t o Sept ember  21,  2006,  due t o a 

co- def endant ' s at t or ney' s conf l i c t .    

¶14 On June 2,  2006,  t he cour t  deni ed anot her  bai l  

r educt i on mot i on;  E. T.  r emai ned i n j ai l  and was not  at  t he 

hear i ng.   At t or ney Ander son spoke wi t h E. T.  by t el ephone and 

agr eed t o meet  wi t h hi m i n per son t o di scuss hi s case.   However ,  

At t or ney Ander son had no cont act  wi t h E. T.  bet ween June 2,  2006,  

and Sept ember  20,  2006.   On Sept ember  21,  2006,  t he St at e 

di smi ssed t he Mi l waukee Count y case because,  on t hat  day,  t he 

U. S.  At t or ney f i l ed a f eder al  cr i mi nal  compl ai nt  agai nst  E. T.  
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st emmi ng f r om t he same ci r cumst ances.   At t or ney Ander son advi sed 

E. T.  on t hat  dat e t hat  t he st at e char ges had been di smi ssed.  

¶15 Wi t h r espect  t o cont est i ng t he f or f ei t ur e of  mor e t han 

$48, 000 of  E. T. ' s bank account s and cash,  t he DEA not i f i ed E. T.  

on Mar ch 22 and Apr i l  5,  2005,  t hat  cer t ai n c l ai ms must  be f i l ed 

wi t h t he DEA' s counsel  by Apr i l  26,  2005,  and ot her s must  be 

f i l ed by May 10,  2005.   At t or ney Ander son di d not  mai l  t he 

not i ces cont est i ng t he f or f ei t ur e of  most  of  t he sei zed asset s 

unt i l  Apr i l  28,  2005.    

¶16 On May 13,  2005,  t he DEA not i f i ed At t or ney Ander son 

t hat  because t hey wer e r ecei ved af t er  t he Apr i l  26 deadl i ne,  

E. T. ' s not i ces r egar di ng most  of  t he sei zed asset s wer e bei ng 

r et ur ned.   On June 3,  2005,  At t or ney Ander son f i l ed a pet i t i on 

f or  r emi ssi on r egar di ng t he r ej ect ed cl ai ms,  but  f ai l ed t o 

pr ovi de E. T.  wi t h copi es unt i l  December  2006.  

¶17 On June 6,  2005,  t he DEA sent  At t or ney Ander son a 

second not i ce of  i t s  sei zur e of  $8, 946 cash bel ongi ng t o E. T.   

To cont est  t hi s f or f ei t ur e,  t he not i ce r equi r ed E. T.  t o f i l e a 

c l ai m by Jul y 11,  2005.   On Jul y 7,  2005,  At t or ney Ander son sent  

a not i ce cont est i ng t he f or f ei t ur e but  i t  was not  unt i l  December  

2006 t hat  he pr ovi ded E. T.  a copy of  t he DEA' s not i ce or  t he 

f i l ed c l ai m.   On Jul y 29,  2005,  t he U. S.  At t or ney f i l ed a not i ce 

f or  c i v i l  f or f ei t ur e,  a compl ai nt ,  and ver i f i cat i on f or  t he 

f or f ei t ur e of  $8, 946 i n cash and $1, 926. 50 i n a bank account  

bel ongi ng t o E. T.    

¶18 On August  5,  2005,  E. T.  wr ot e At t or ney Ander son,  

compl ai ni ng he had not  r ecei ved copi es of  document s r el at i ng t o 
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t he f eder al  f or f ei t ur e act i on.   At t or ney Ander son di d not  r epl y.   

On August  10,  2005,  t he DEA deni ed At t or ney Ander son' s June 3,  

2005,  pet i t i on f or  r emi ssi on and advi sed hi m t hat  E. T.  coul d 

f i l e one r equest  f or  r econsi der at i on based on mat er i al  not  

pr evi ousl y submi t t ed,  pr ovi ded i t  was post mar ked wi t hi n t en days 

of  At t or ney Ander son' s r ecei pt  of  t he DEA' s August  10 l et t er .    

¶19 On August  24,  2005,  t he f or f ei t ur e compl ai nt  was 

ser ved upon At t or ney Ander son.   At t or ney Ander son t ook no 

act i on.   On Oct ober  18,  2005,  t he U. S.  At t or ney f i l ed a mot i on 

f or  def aul t  j udgment ,  whi ch At t or ney Ander son r ecei ved by mai l .   

At t or ney Ander son t ook no act i on wi t h r espect  t o t he def aul t  

j udgment  mot i on.   At t or ney Ander son di d not  not i f y E. T.  unt i l  

Febr uar y 2007 of  t he r ej ect i on of  hi s c l ai ms f or  t he r et ur n of  

t he sei zed pr oper t y or  hi s r i ght  t o r econsi der at i on.     

¶20 At t or ney Ander son st i pul at ed t o t hr ee count s of  

mi sconduct  ar i s i ng f r om hi s r epr esent at i on of  E. T. :  

• Count  One.   At t or ney Ander son vi ol at ed SCR 20: 1. 32 by 

f ai l i ng t o f i l e c l ai ms t i mel y and f ai l i ng t o t ake 

act i on on hi s  c l i ent ' s behal f  wi t h r egar d t o t he 

Compl ai nt  f or  Ci v i l  For f ei t ur e f i l ed on Jul y 29,  2005,  

or  t he Mot i on f or  Def aul t  Judgment  f i l ed on 

Oct ober  18,  2005.  

                                                 
2 SCR 20: 1. 3 st at es,  " 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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• Count  Two.   At t or ney Ander son vi ol at ed f or mer  SCR 

20: 1. 4( a) 3 by f ai l i ng t o r espond t o hi s c l i ent ' s 

r easonabl e r equest s f or  i nf or mat i on and t o communi cat e 

case devel opment s t o hi s c l i ent  i n a t i mel y manner .  

• Count  Thr ee.   At t or ney Ander son vi ol at ed SCR 20: 1. 4( b) 4 

by f ai l i ng t o expl ai n t o hi s c l i ent  t he ef f ect  of  

cor r espondence he r ecei ved f r om t he DEA and t he U. S.  

At t or ney' s Not i ce of  Compl ai nt  f or  Ci v i l  For f ei t ur e of  

Pr oper t y,  Ver i f i ed Compl ai nt  f or  For f ei t ur e,  

Ver i f i cat i on,  Mot i on f or  Def aul t  Judgment ,  Judgment  of  

Def aul t  and For f ei t ur e,  and Appl i cat i on t o Cl er k f or  

Ent r y of  Judgment ;  f ai l i ng t o expl ai n t he i mpl i cat i ons 

of  t he assi st ant  di st r i ct  at t or ney' s May 4,  2005,  

l et t er ;  and f ai l i ng t o expl ai n t he i mpl i cat i ons of  t he 

St at e' s di smi ssal  of  t he Mi l waukee Count y case,  

i ncl udi ng t hat  t he case was di smi ssed due t o t he 

char ges i n f eder al  cour t ,  and t hat  At t or ney Ander son' s 

r epr esent at i on woul d not  i ncl ude r epr esent at i on wi t h 

r egar d t o t he f eder al  char ges.  

¶21 Because of  At t or ney Ander son' s st i pul at i on t o t he 

t hr ee count s of  mi sconduct ,  t he onl y i ssue l i t i gat ed at  t he 

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

pr ovi ded,  " 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  and pr ompt l y compl y wi t h r easonabl e 
r equest s f or  i nf or mat i on. "    

4 SCR 20: 1. 4( b)  pr ovi des,  " A l awyer  shal l  expl ai n a mat t er  
t o t he ext ent  r easonabl y necessar y 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. "   
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di sci pl i nar y hear i ng was t he l evel  of  sanct i on.   E. T.  t est i f i ed 

by t el ephone t hat  due t o t he l ack of  communi cat i on wi t h At t or ney 

Ander son,  he suf f er ed st r ess whi l e conf i ned f or  t wo and one- hal f  

year s i n t he Mi l waukee Count y j ai l .   E. T.  t est i f i ed he pai d 

At t or ney Ander son $2, 500.   E. T.  st at ed he bel i eved At t or ney 

Ander son' s casel oad was t oo heavy t o per mi t  pr oper  

r epr esent at i on.   E. T.  sai d At t or ney Ander son had cont act ed hi m a 

coupl e of  t i mes dur i ng t he t wo and one- hal f  year s he was i n 

j ai l .   E. T.  c l ai med t he sums f or f ei t ed r epr esent ed benef i t  

payment s f r om hi s mi l i t ar y ser vi ce.   E. T.  f ur t her  t est i f i ed t hat  

a f ew days af t er  t he st at e char ges wer e di smi ssed,  he r et ai ned 

separ at e counsel  on t he f eder al  char ges t hr ough t he f eder al  

publ i c def ender ' s of f i ce.   E. T.  was subsequent l y sent enced t o a 

l engt hy t er m i n f eder al  pr i son f or  dr ug- r el at ed of f enses.   

¶22 The r ef er ee obser ved At t or ney Ander son admi t t ed he 

mi shandl ed t he f or f ei t ur e.   The r ef er ee consi der ed t hat  At t or ney 

Ander son had f ul l y cooper at ed wi t h t he OLR and showed cont r i t i on 

at  t he di sci pl i nar y hear i ng,  but  concl uded t hese act i ons di d not  

out wei gh t he har m t o E. T. ,  whi ch was At t or ney Ander son' s f our t h 

di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng i nvol v i ng s i mi l ar  supr eme cour t  r ul es i n 

s i x year s.   The r ef er ee al so not ed t hat  whi l e subj ect  t o t he 

di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ngs r esul t i ng i n hi s  2005 publ i c r epr i mand,  

At t or ney Ander son was engaged i n s i mi l ar  mi sconduct  i n t hi s 

mat t er .    

¶23 The r ef er ee r ecommended t hat  At t or ney Ander son be 

r equi r ed t o compensat e E. T.  wi t hi n 365 days f or  t he $10, 872. 50 

f or f ei t ed by t he DEA.   The r ef er ee r ecommended t hat  i f  At t or ney 
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Ander son woul d f ai l  t o make t he payment ,  At t or ney Ander son 

shoul d r emai n obl i gat ed t o make t he payment  and hi s l i cense t o 

pr act i ce l aw shoul d be suspended f or  60 days.   The r ef er ee al so 

r ecommended t he f ul l  cost s of  t hi s pr oceedi ng be i mposed and,  i f  

At t or ney Ander son woul d f ai l  t o pay t he cost s wi t hi n 180 days,  

hi s l i cense be suspended unt i l  cost s ar e pai d i n f ul l .     

¶24 The OLR obj ect s t o t he r ecommended st ayed suspensi on 

dependent  upon a monet ar y sanct i on.   The OLR st at es i t  does not  

seek r est i t ut i on of  f or f ei t ed sums because t he f unds wer e not  i n 

At t or ney Ander son' s di r ect  cont r ol .   The OLR says t he f or f ei t ed 

f unds const i t ut e i nci dent al  or  consequent i al  damages r esul t i ng 

f r om At t or ney Ander son' s mi sconduct ,  but  c l ai ms t hat  

r ei mbur sement  f ai l s  t o achi eve t he goal s of  at t or ney di sci pl i ne.   

The OLR cont ends t hat  a st ayed suspensi on does not  pr ot ect  t he 

publ i c or  l egal  syst em f r om f ur t her  mi sconduct ,  nor  woul d i t  

i mpr ess upon At t or ney Ander son t he ser i ousness of  hi s 

mi sconduct .   

¶25 At t or ney Ander son r esponds t hat  t he r ecommended 

sanct i on i s a sever e f i nanci al  bur den,  but  he does not  chal l enge 

t he amount .   He ar gues hi s  mi sconduct  does not  i nvol ve 

di shonest y and,  t her ef or e,  a l i cense suspensi on i s not  

j ust i f i ed.   He st at es he i s pai nf ul l y awar e of  t he ser i ousness 
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of  hi s mi sconduct  and r equest s t he cour t  i mpose t he r ef er ee' s 

r ecommended sanct i on. 5   

¶26 A r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  wi l l  not  be over t ur ned 

unl ess c l ear l y er r oneous.   I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs 

Agai nst  Car r ol l ,  2001 WI  130,  ¶29,  248 Wi s.  2d 662,  636 

N. W. 2d 718.   Thi s cour t  det er mi nes t he l evel  of  di sci pl i ne t hat  

woul d be appr opr i at e under  t he par t i cul ar  c i r cumst ances,  

i ndependent  of  t he r ef er ee' s r ecommendat i on but  benef i t i ng f r om 

i t .   See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Wi dul e,  2003 WI  

34,  ¶44,  261 Wi s.  2d 45,  660 N. W. 2d 686.   I n det er mi ni ng t he 

l evel  of  di sci pl i ne,  we consi der  t he ser i ousness of  t he 

mi sconduct ,  t he need 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 ve mi sconduct ,  as wel l  as t he need t o 

                                                 
5 Subsequent  t o or al  ar gument ,  t he c l er k of  cour t  r ecei ved 

an unsol i c i t ed l et t er  f r om an at t or ney who wi shed t o convey t o 
t he cour t  hi s t hought s r egar di ng t hi s di sci pl i nar y mat t er .   The 
at t or ney at t ached t o hi s l et t er  copi es of  cour t  r ecor ds i n 
E. T. ' s f eder al  pr osecut i on.   At t or ney Ander son does not  obj ect  
t o t he submi ssi on.   The OLR obj ect s t o t hi s cour t ' s  
consi der at i on of  t he l et t er  on t he gr ound t hat  i t  amount s t o an 
at t empt  t o i nf l uence t he cour t  wi t h opi ni on t est i mony,  whi ch was 
not  of f er ed at  t he di sci pl i nar y hear i ng when t he wr i t er  coul d 
have been avai l abl e f or  exami nat i on.   The OLR does not  obj ect  t o 
t he cour t  t aki ng j udi c i al  not i ce of  t he copi es of  E. T. ' s f eder al  
cour t  r ecor ds.     

We sust ai n t he OLR' s obj ect i on.   Thi s cour t  does not  f i nd 
f act s,  but  r at her  r eaches i t s concl usi on based on t he r ecor d 
made bef or e t he r ef er ee.   See Wi s.  St at .  §§ 751. 05;  751. 09.   An 
ar gument  by a per son not  a par t y t o t he pr oceedi ng i s made 
t hr ough mot i on pr act i ce.   See Wi s.  S.  Ct .  I OP I I . B.  6. c.  
( Oct ober  19,  2007) .   On t he basi s of  t he OLR' s obj ect i on,  t he 
l et t er  wi l l  not  be r ecei ved f or  t he cour t ' s  consi der at i on.   
Because nei t her  par t y obj ect s t o t he copi es of  t he f eder al  cour t  
r ecor ds,  t hey wi l l  be r ecei ved.  
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det er  ot her  at t or neys f r om engagi ng i n s i mi l ar  mi sconduct .   I n 

r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Ar t hur ,  2005 WI  40,  ¶78,  279 

Wi s.  2d 583,  694 N. W. 2d 910.    

¶27 We adopt  t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  and 

concl usi ons of  l aw as t o At t or ney Ander son' s pr of essi onal  

mi sconduct .   We do not  adopt  t he r ef er ee' s r ecommendat i on as t o 

di sci pl i ne.   We concl ude At t or ney Ander son' s di sci pl i nar y 

hi st or y and t he nat ur e of  hi s  mi sconduct  war r ant  a 60- day 

l i cense suspensi on. 6   

¶28 Cont r ar y t o At t or ney Ander son' s suggest i on,  not  al l  

cases i mposi ng a l i cense suspensi on i nvol ve di shonest y.   See I n 

r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Whi t nal l ,  230 Wi s.  2d 194,  

195- 96,  600 N. W. 2d 910 ( 1999) .   At t or ney Whi t nal l  had been 

di sci pl i ned t hr ee pr evi ous t i mes.   See i d.   Hi s mi sconduct  

i nvol ved a l ack of  di l i gence and cooper at i on wi t h t he OLR 

i nvest i gat i on,  r esul t i ng i n a 60- day suspensi on.   Al so,  i n t he 

case of  I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Jones,  176 

Wi s.  2d 140,  499 N. W. 2d 674 ( 1993) ,  af t er  At t or ney Jones had 

been di sci pl i ned f i ve pr evi ous t i mes,  he was f ound t o have 

vi ol at ed hi s dut i es of  di l i gence and communi cat i on.   See Jones,  

176 Wi s.  2d at  141,  143.   Hi s l i cense was suspended 60 days.   

I d.   

                                                 
6 Because t he st i pul at i on was not  ent er ed i nt o pur suant  t o 

SCR 22. 12,  addi t i onal  pr oceedi ngs ar e not  r equi r ed when t he 
cour t  r ej ect s t he r ecommended sanct i on.   I n r e Di sci pl i nar y 
Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Pet er son,  2006 WI  41,  ¶10,  290 Wi s.  2d 74,  
713 N. W. 2d 101.   
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¶29 We ar e not  per suaded a monet ar y penal t y woul d sat i sf y 

t he obj ect i ves of  at t or ney di sci pl i ne.   At t or ney Ander son has 

demonst r at ed a pat t er n of  mi sconduct ;  t hi s  i s hi s f our t h 

di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng i nvol v i ng s i mi l ar  mi sconduct .   We not e 

At t or ney Ander son' s expr essi ons of  r emor se and hi s cooper at i on 

i n t hese pr oceedi ngs.   We concl ude,  nonet hel ess,  a l i cense 

suspensi on f or  a mi ni mal  per i od i s cal l ed f or  under  t he 

c i r cumst ances.   At t or ney Ander son must  be i mpr essed wi t h hi s 

pr of essi onal  obl i gat i on t o pur sue di l i gent l y t he i nt er est s of  

t hose per sons who r el y on hi m t o pr ot ect  and f ur t her  t hei r  

i nt er est s i n t he l egal  syst em.   We concl ude pr ogr essi ve 

di sci pl i ne i n t he f or m of  a 60- day l i cense suspensi on i s 

war r ant ed.  

¶30 The OLR does not  seek r est i t ut i on and t he r ecor d l acks 

document ar y evi dence as t o t he sour ce of  t he f or f ei t ed f unds;  we 

decl i ne t o or der  compensat i on t o t he c l i ent  i n t hi s i nst ance.    

¶31 We or der  At t or ney Ander son t o pay t he cost s of  t hi s 

pr oceedi ng wi t hi n 90 days of  t he dat e of  t hi s or der .   Under  SCR 

22. 24( 1m) , 7 t he cour t ' s  gener al  pol i cy i s t o i mpose cost s on t he 

r espondent .   To awar d l ess t han f ul l  cost s,  t he cour t  must  f i nd 

                                                 
7 SCR 22. 24( 1m)  r eads,  i n par t :  

The cour t ' s  gener al  pol i cy i s  t hat  upon a f i ndi ng 
of  mi sconduct  i t  i s  appr opr i at e t o i mpose al l  cost s,  
i ncl udi ng t he expenses of  counsel  f or  t he of f i ce of  
l awyer  r egul at i on,  upon t he r espondent .   I n cases 
i nvol v i ng ext r aor di nar y c i r cumst ances t he cour t  may,  
i n t he exer ci se of  i t s  di scr et i on,  r educe t he amount  
of  cost s i mposed upon a r espondent .   .  .  .   
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" ext r aor di nar y c i r cumst ances. "   I d.   At t or ney Ander son has not  

obj ect ed t o cost s and has not  c l ai med ext r aor di nar y 

c i r cumst ances t o j ust i f y a r educt i on or  def er ment  of  hi s  

obl i gat i on t o pay cost s. 8   

¶32 I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he l i cense of  Scot t  F.  Ander son 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 June 28,  2010.  

¶33 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  wi t hi n 90 days of  t he dat e 

of  t hi s or der ,  Scot t  F.  Ander son 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  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 of  hi s i nabi l i t y  

t o pay t he cost s ,  Scot t  F.  Ander son' s l i cense 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 .  

¶34 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  Scot t  F.  Ander son shal l  

compl y wi t h SCR 22. 26 r egar di 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.  

                                                 
8 On May 27,  2009,  t he OLR f i l ed a st at ement  seeki ng cost s 

of  $5, 863. 96.   
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