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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 pur suant  

t o SCR 22. 121 by t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on ( OLR)  and 

                                                 
1 SCR 22. 12 st at es as f ol l ows:   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 
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At t or ney Joseph M.  Engl .   I n t he st i pul at i on,  At t or ney Engl  

agr ees t hat  he commi t t ed t wo act s of  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct ,  

i ncl udi ng engagi ng i n cr i mes t hat  r ef l ect  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.   He al so agr ees t hat  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 i s a pr oper  l evel  of  di sci pl i ne f or  

hi s mi sconduct .   Ther e i s no r equest  i n t hi s mat t er  f or  a 

r est i t ut i on awar d nor  i s t her e a r equest  i n t he st i pul at i on f or  

t he i mposi t i on of  cost s agai nst  At t or ney Engl .  

¶2 Af t er  f ul l y  r evi ewi ng t he mat t er ,  we appr ove t he 

st i pul at i on and r evoke At t or ney Engl ' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw 

i n t hi s st at e.   The cr i mes and pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  commi t t ed 

by At t or ney Engl  ar e di st ur bi ng and,  gi ven t he pr i or  di sci pl i ne 

he r ecei ved f or  s i mi l ar  conduct ,  suppor t  hi s r emoval  f r om t he 

pr act i ce of  l aw.   Because t hi s mat t er  i s bei ng r esol ved wi t hout  

t he appoi nt ment  of  a r ef er ee,  we do not  i mpose any cost s on 

At t or ney Engl .  

                                                                                                                                                             
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.    

 ( 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 .  
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¶3 At t or ney Engl  was admi t t ed t o t he pr act i ce of  l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n i n May 2002.   He pr evi ousl y mai nt ai ned a l aw pr act i ce 

i n Mani t owoc.   The most  r ecent  addr ess he pr ovi ded t o t he St at e 

Bar  was i n Sheboygan.    

¶4 At t or ney Engl  has been t he subj ect  of  publ i c 

di sci pl i ne on one pr i or  occasi on.   I n 2005 t hi s cour t  accept ed 

an SCR 22. 12 st i pul at i on t hat  At t or ney Engl  r eached wi t h t he OLR 

and publ i c l y r epr i manded hi m.   I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs 

Agai nst  Engl ,  2005 WI  102,  283 Wi s.  2d 140,  698 N. W. 2d 821.   The 

mi sconduct  at  i ssue i n t hat  pr oceedi ng was At t or ney Engl ' s 

convi ct i on f or  one count  of  usi ng a comput er  t o f aci l i t at e a 

chi l d sex cr i me.   Speci f i cal l y,  whi l e wor ki ng at  a l aw f i r m,  

At t or ney Engl  used hi s comput er  t o ent er  an I nt er net  chat  r oom 

and t o communi cat e hi s i nt er est  i n havi ng sexual  i nt er cour se 

wi t h an i ndi v i dual  he bel i eved t o be a 14- year - ol d gi r l ,  but  who 

was act ual l y a pol i ce det ect i ve posi ng as a t eenage gi r l .   When 

At t or ney Engl  subsequent l y went  t o t he l ocat i on wher e he had 

ar r anged t o meet  t he gi r l ,  he was ar r est ed by t he pol i ce.  

¶5 As i n t he pr i or  di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng,  i n t he 

cur r ent  mat t er  At t or ney Engl  has ent er ed i nt o a st i pul at i on wi t h 

t he OLR pur suant  t o SCR 22. 12.   I n t he st i pul at i on,  At t or ney 

Engl  agr ees t hat  t he f act ual  al l egat i ons i n t he OLR' s compl ai nt  

ar e accur at e and t hat  he commi t t ed t he pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  

char ged i n t hat  compl ai nt .   He f ur t her  agr ees wi t h t he OLR' s 

r equest  t hat  t he appr opr i at e di sci pl i ne f or  hi s mi sconduct  i s 

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.    
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¶6 The st i pul at i on st at es t hat  At t or ney Engl  f ul l y  

under st ands t he nat ur e of  t he mi sconduct  al l egat i ons agai nst  

hi m,  hi s r i ght  t o cont est  t hose al l egat i ons,  and t he 

r ami f i cat i ons t hat  woul d f ol l ow f r om t hi s cour t ' s  i mposi t i on of  

t he st i pul at ed l evel  of  di sci pl i ne.   I t  al so st at es t hat  

At t or ney Engl  under st ands hi s r i ght  t o consul t  wi t h counsel .   

Fi nal l y,  i n t he st i pul at i on At t or ney Engl  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  and t hat  hi s 

ent r y i nt o t he st i pul at i on r epr esent s hi s deci s i on not  t o 

cont est  t hi s mat t er .  

¶7 The compl ai nt  t o whi ch At t or ney Engl  st i pul at ed 

addr esses t wo mat t er s.   The f i r st  mat t er  i s s i mi l ar  t o t he 

conduct  t hat  r esul t ed i n t he 2005 publ i c r epr i mand.   Accor di ng 

t o t he cr i mi nal  compl ai nt  f i l ed agai nst  hi m,  At t or ney Engl  

engaged i n e- mai l  communi cat i on wi t h a f emal e,  who expl i c i t l y  

i nf or med hi m t hat  she was 15 year s ol d.   Thei r  communi cat i ons 

i ncl uded di scussi ons about  meet i ng i n per son f or  t he pur pose of  

havi ng sexual  i nt er cour se.   On November  19,  2011,  At t or ney Engl  

dr ove t o t he gi r l ' s  wor kpl ace and pi cked her  up.   At t or ney Engl  

engaged i n sexual  cont act  wi t h t he gi r l  and had her  per f or m or al  

sex on hi m.  

¶8 I n Mar ch 2012 t he St at e char ged At t or ney Engl  wi t h s i x 

f el oni es.   St at e v.  Engl ,  Mani t owoc Count y Case No.  2012CF108.   

Ul t i mat el y,  i n Oct ober  2012,  At t or ney Engl  pl ed no cont est  t o 

t wo f el oni es:   chi l d ent i cement - sexual  cont act  and sexual  

assaul t  of  a chi l d under  16 year s of  age.   The r emai ni ng f our  

f el ony char ges wer e di smi ssed upon t he pr osecut or ' s mot i on and 
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r ead i n f or  sent enci ng pur poses.   The ci r cui t  cour t  accept ed 

At t or ney Engl ' s pl eas.   The cour t  sent enced hi m on t he chi l d 

ent i cement - sexual  cont act  count  t o t hr ee year s of  i ni t i al  

conf i nement  and t hr ee year s of  ext ended super vi s i on.   On t he 

sexual  assaul t  of  a chi l d count ,  t he c i r cui t  cour t  i mposed and 

st ayed a sent ence of  an addi t i onal  f our  year s of  i ni t i al  

conf i nement  and f i ve year s of  ext ended super vi s i on and pl aced 

At t or ney Engl  on pr obat i on f or  a per i od of  s i x year s,  whi ch was 

t o r un consecut i ve t o t he s i x- year  sent ence i mposed on t he chi l d 

ent i cement - sexual  cont act  count .   

¶9 On t he basi s of  t hese f act s,  t he par t i es st i pul at ed 

t hat  At t or ney Engl ' s convi ct i ons of  t he t wo f el oni es const i t ut ed 

vi ol at i ons of  SCR 20: 8. 4( b) . 2 

¶10 The second mat t er  r el at es t o At t or ney Engl ' s 

r epr esent at i on of  K. W.  and R. W. ,  who r et ai ned At t or ney Engl  t o 

r epr esent  t hem i n a bankr upt cy pr oceedi ng.   K. W.  and R. W.  gave 

At t or ney Engl  advance f ees t hat  t ot al ed $2, 300,  whi ch he was 

obl i gat ed t o hol d i n t r ust  unt i l  ear ned.   Because At t or ney Engl  

di d not  mai nt ai n a c l i ent  t r ust  account  at  t he t i me he r ecei ved 

t hese advance f ees,  he gave t hem t o an at t or ney wi t h whom he 

shar ed of f i ce space,  who pl aced t he f unds i nt o t hat  at t or ney' s 

c l i ent  t r ust  account .   At t or ney Engl  di d not  have any f or mal  

                                                 
2 SCR 20: 8. 4( b)  s t at es 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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pr of essi onal  associ at i on wi t h t he at t or ney whose t r ust  account  

cont ai ned K. W.  and R. W. ' s f unds.    

¶11 Af t er  K. W.  and R. W.  l ear ned of  t he f el ony char ges 

agai nst  At t or ney Engl ,  t hey concl uded t hat  he woul d be unabl e t o 

r epr esent  t hem i n t hei r  bankr upt cy and r equest ed a f ul l  r ef und 

of  t he advance f ees t hey had pai d t o hi m.   K. W.  and R. W.  di d 

ul t i mat el y r ecei ve a f ul l  r ef und of  t hei r  money.  

¶12 At t or ney Engl ' s handl i ng of  K. W.  and R. W. ' s advance 

f ees suppor t s a second count  of  mi sconduct .   By f ai l i ng t o 

mai nt ai n hi s own t r ust  account  and i nst ead pl aci ng t he cl i ent s '  

advance f ees i nt o a t r ust  account  t hat  he nei t her  owned nor  

cont r ol l ed,  t her eby pl aci ng t he f unds at  r i sk of  bei ng 

i mpr oper l y used by a t hi r d par t y wi t h whom he had no r ecogni zed 

pr of essi onal  associ at i on,  At t or ney Engl  v i ol at ed 

SCR 20: 1. 15( b) ( 1)  and ( 4) . 3 
                                                 

3 SCR 20: 1. 15( b) ( 1)  and ( 4)  st at es:    

 ( 1)  Separ at e account .   A l awyer  shal l  hol d i n 
t r ust ,  separ at e f r om t he l awyer ' s own pr oper t y,  t hat  
pr oper t y of  c l i ent s and 3r d par t i es t hat  i s  i n t he 
l awyer ' s possessi on i n connect i on wi t h a 
r epr esent at i on.   Al l  f unds of  c l i ent s and 3r d par t i es 
pai d t o a l awyer  or  l aw f i r m i n connect i on wi t h a 
r epr esent at i on shal l  be deposi t ed i n one or  mor e 
i dent i f i abl e t r ust  account s.  

 .  .  .   

 ( 4)   Unear ned f ees and cost  advances.   Except  as 
pr ovi ded i n par .  ( 4m) ,  unear ned f ees and advanced 
payment s of  f ees shal l  be hel d i n t r ust  unt i l  ear ned 
by t he l awyer ,  and wi t hdr awn pur suant  t o sub.  ( g) .   
Funds advanced by a c l i ent  or  3r d par t y f or  payment  of  
cost s shal l  be hel d i n t r ust  unt i l  t he cost s ar e 
i ncur r ed.  
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¶13 Havi ng consi der ed t hi s mat t er ,  we appr ove t he 

st i pul at i on and adopt  t he st i pul at ed f act s and l egal  concl usi ons 

of  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .   Gi ven t he ser i ousness of  t he f el ony 

cr i mi nal  convi ct i ons t hat  under l i e Count  One of  t he OLR' s 

compl ai nt  i n t hi s mat t er  and t he f act  t hat  At t or ney Engl  was 

pr evi ousl y di sci pl i ned f or  a s i mi l ar  cr i mi nal  convi ct i on,  we 

agr ee t hat  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 i s an appr opr i at e l evel  of  di sci pl i ne.   Because K. W.  and 

R. W.  ul t i mat el y r ecei ved a f ul l  r ef und of  t hei r  advance f ees,  we 

do not  i mpose any r est i t ut i on.   Fi nal l y,  because At t or ney Engl  

ent er ed i nt o a compr ehensi ve st i pul at i on under  SCR 22. 12,  

t her eby obvi at i ng t he need f or  t he appoi nt ment  of  a r ef er ee and 

a f ul l  di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng,  we do not  i mpose cost s i n t hi s 

mat t er .  

¶14 I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he l i cense of  Joseph M.  Engl  t o 

pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n i s r evoked,  ef f ect i ve t he dat e of  t hi s 

or der .  

¶15 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  Joseph M.  Engl  shal l  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 

r evoked.  
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