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suspended.

11 PER CURI AM This is a reciprocal discipline matter.
W review the stipulation entered by Attorney Eric Arthur
Forstrom and the Ofice of Lawer Regulation (OLR) for the
imposition of discipline reciprocal to that inposed by the
Suprene Court of California. After reviewing the matter, we
accept the stipulation. By virtue of having been sanctioned by
the California Supreme Court for violating California' s Business

and Professions Code, Attorney Forstromis subject to reciproca
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discipline in Wsconsin. Accordingly, we suspend Attorney
Forstrom's license to practice law in Wsconsin for one year.

12 Attorney Forstrom was admtted to practice law in
Wsconsin in 2001. He was admtted to the State Bar of
California in 2005.

13 On March 23, 2008, Attorney Forstrom was driving his
car when he collided with another car. Both vehicles were
damaged. Attorney Forstrom renained at the accident scene for a
few mnutes, and then walked away |eaving the scene and
abandoning his car. On March 24, 2008, Attorney Forstrom went
to a police station and reported that his car had been stolen.
That sane day he reported to his insurance conpany that his car
had been stolen and a claimwas initiated.

14 The police departnent investigated the accident and
identified Attorney Forstrom as the owner of the car involved in
the hit-and-run accident. On May 30, 2008, Attorney Forstronis
counsel wote to the insurance conpany saying Attorney Forstrom
was wthdrawng his theft claim and would hold the insurance
conpany harm ess.

15 On April 28, 2009, Attorney Forstrom entered an
initial guilty plea to insurance fraud, a felony involving noral
turpi tude. On Decenber 8, 2009, the charge was reduced to a
m sdeneanor and Attorney Forstromentered a final plea.

16 On February 18, 2011, the Suprene Court of California
suspended Attorney Forstroms license to practice law for two
years, staying the execution of the suspension, placing him on
probation for two years, and suspending his law |icense for the
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first year of the probation, retroactive to Septenber 29, 2009,
the date Attorney Forstrom was placed on interim suspension
foll ow ng his conviction.

17 On June 30, 2011, the OLR filed a conplaint and notion
for an order to show cause under SCR 22.22(2)(b) directing
Attorney Forstrom to inform the court in witing of any claim
predi cated upon the grounds set forth in SCR 22.22(3), that the
inposition of discipline comensurate to that inposed in
California would be unwarranted, and the factual basis for any
such claim

18 On July 26, 2011, the parties filed a stipulation
stating that Attorney Forstrom does not claim any of the
potential defenses articulated in SCR 22.22(3)(a)-(c) but asks
that this court consider supplenental information including the
fact that on July 14, 2011, the Superior Court of California
di sm ssed/ expunged Attorney Forstromis m sdeneanor conviction.
In addition, Attorney Forstrom maintains that he did not recal
being involved in an auto accident at the tinme he initiated the
insurance claim that led to his conviction. He asserts he
suffered a concussion/brain trauma caused by airbag deploynent
during the autonobile collision which gave rise to the
subsequent charge of knowingly providing false information in
support of an insurance claim Attorney Forstrom says after his
menory resurfaced in the weeks followng the accident, he
formally withdrew his insurance claim and he expresses deep

renorse for the entire incident.
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19 The stipulation states its terns were not bargained
for or negotiated between the parties, and that Attorney
Forstrom admts the facts and m sconduct alleged by the OLR and
agrees to the level of discipline sought by the OLR director.
Attorney Forstrom verifies that he fully wunderstands the
m sconduct allegations, the ramfications should this court
i npose the stipulated level of discipline, his right to contest
the matter, his right to consult wth and retain counsel, and
that his entry into the stipulation is mde knowngly and
vol untarily.

110 The OR filed a nenorandum in support of the
stipul ati on. It also filed a statenent of costs show ng costs
in the anmount of $231 as of July 26, 2011. The COLR director
recommends that no costs be assessed against Attorney Forstrom
since the parties' entry into a conprehensive stipulation, which
was achieved wi thout the need for the appointnent of a referee
and wthout the attendant expenditure of significant |awer
regul ation system resources, is a circunstance justifying this
court's deviation from its general policy of inposing full
costs.

11 Upon our review of the matter, we accept the
stipul ation.

12 1T IS ORDERED that the license of Eric Arthur Forstrom
to practice law in Wsconsin is suspended for a period of one
year, effective the date of this order.

13 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Eric Arthur Forstrom shall
conply with the provisions of SCR 22.26 concerning the duties of
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a person whose license to practice law in Wsconsin has been
suspended.
14 1T IS FURTHER ORDERED that no costs shall be assessed

against Eric Arthur Forstrom



No. 2011AP1509-D



	Text2
	Text3
	Text5
	Text6
	Text7
	Text9
	Text11
	Text12
	CaseNumber
	AddtlCap

		2014-09-15T18:22:49-0500
	CCAP




