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STATE OF WISCONSIN________________

IN THE MATTER OF THE PROCEEDINGS 
AGAINST BRYANT H. KLOS, 
ATTORNEY AT LAW

OFFICE OF LAWYER REGULATION,

Complainant,

vs.

BRYANT H. KLOS,

Respondent.

IN SUPREME COURT
FILED

FEB 2 7 2024

CLERK OF SUPREME COURT 

OF WISCONSIN

Case No. 2023 AP 1664-D

FIRST SCHEDULING ORDER

A telephonic scheduling conference was held in the above-entitled matter pursuant to 

SCR 22.15 on January 30, 2024. at approximately 9:00 a.m. The complainant appeared and was 

represented by Attorney Jonathan Hendrix. The respondent appeared in person and was 

represented by Attorney Stacie H. Rosenzweig. After discussion with the parties,

IT HIS HEREBY ORDERED as follows:

1. An in-person hearing in this matter is tentatively contemplated for June, 2024, on a 

date to be set at or before the next scheduling conference. The parties anticipate that the hearing 

will take no more than two days and be heard in the La Crosse County courthouse, La Crosse, 

Wisconsin, unless a stipulation is reached and approved to hold the hearing elsewhere.

2. The next telephonic scheduling conference shall be held on Wednesday, April 10, 

2024, at 10:00 a.m. The parties shall contact the referee by telephone with counsel for the 

complainant to initiate the call. The scheduling conference shall not be on the record unless a 

party so requests at least five days prior to the conference, or unless the referee chooses to have it 

on the record sua sponte.
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3. Discovery shall close on May 13, 2024.

4, Prior to the next scheduling conference, the parties shall confer in a good faith effort 

to stipulate to as many facts and legal issues as reasonably possible without compromising either 

party’s ability to fully litigate contested issues of fact or law in the case. The written stipulation 

shall be reduced to writing, signed and presented to the referee prior to the April 10lh telephone 

scheduling conference.

5. At the next scheduling conference the parties shall be prepared to make a preliminary 

disclosure of witnesses to be called and exhibits expected to be offered in a party’s case-in-chief. 

This is necessary so that an accurate assessment can be made of the likely length of the 

disciplinary hearing and confirm the date and place of the hearing.

6. Any pre-hearing motions shall be filed and served by the April 1 0lh scheduling 

conference. A motion hearing date will be set at the next scheduling conference, if necessary, 

unless earlier set by the parties and the referee.

7. The parties have represented to the referee that pleadings are in final form. No 

amendments or additional pleadings except pre-hearing motions referenced above shall be 

permitted except upon notice and motion and for good cause.

8. This scheduling order, including the dates and deadlines set forth herein, shall not be 

amended except for good cause as determined by the referee. Failure to comply with the 

provisions of this order may result in sanctions.

9. The parties are reminded of the need to file all original pleadings, motions, and 

memoranda, etc., and correspondence with the clerk of the Supreme Court, with copies to the 

referee and the opposing party. Copies of all such filings are to be provided to the opposing
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party and the referee by electronic means followed by paper copies via the USPS or commercial 

delivery service.

Dated this day of February, 2024.

Edward E. Leineweber, Referee
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