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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.    Attorney publicly 

reprimanded.  

 

¶1 PER CURI AM.    The Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on ( 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 

Mi chael  J.  Pi er ski  al l egi ng pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  ar i s i ng f r om 

one cl i ent  mat t er  and seeki ng a publ i c r epr i mand.   At t or ney 

Pi er ski  di d not  cont est  t he al l egat i ons of  mi sconduct .   James J.  

Wi ni ar ski  was appoi nt ed r ef er ee.   Fol l owi ng a hear i ng l i mi t ed t o 

t he i ssue of  di sci pl i ne,  Ref er ee Wi ni ar ski  r ecommended t he 

i mposi t i on of  a publ i c r epr i mand and cost s.  
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¶2 No appeal  has been f i l ed.   The mat t er  i s submi t t ed f or  

t hi s cour t ' s  r evi ew pur suant  t o SCR 22. 17( 2) . 1  We concl ude t he 

r ecor d suppor t s t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  and concl usi ons 

of  l aw.   We agr ee wi t h t he r ef er ee' s r ecommendat i on t o i mpose a 

publ i c r epr i mand.   We or der  At t or ney Pi er ski  t o bear  t he cost s 

of  t hi s pr oceedi ng.  

¶3 At t or ney Pi er ski  was admi t t ed t o t he pr act i ce of  l aw 

i n Wi sconsi n i n 1990.   He pr act i ces i n Mi l waukee.   I n 2003 

At t or ney Pi er ski  was i ssued a pr i vat e r epr i mand f or  f ai l i ng t o 

pr ompt l y del i ver  f unds t o a t hi r d par t y,  i n v i ol at i on of  f or mer  

SCR 20: 1. 15( b) ,  and f or  f ai l i ng t o cooper at e wi t h an OLR 

i nvest i gat i on i n v i ol at i on of  SCR 22. 03( 6) .  Pr i vat e Repr i mand 

2003- 26.   

¶4 I n Apr i l  of  2006 an at t or ney i n Cal i f or ni a,  C. L. ,  

cont act ed At t or ney Pi er ski  f or  t he pur pose of  i ni t i at i ng 

anci l l ar y pr obat e pr oceedi ngs t o t r ansf er  t i t l e of  r eal  est at e 

l ocat ed i n Mi l waukee Count y,  Wi sconsi n.   At t or ney C. L.  

r epr esent ed V. C.  r egar di ng t he pr obat e of  her  par ent s '  est at es 

i n Cal i f or ni a.   Under  t he t er ms of  t he decedent s '  wi l l s ,  t hei r  

pr oper t y l ocat ed i n Wi sconsi n was t o pass t o a f ami l y t r ust .   

                                                 
1 SCR 22. 17( 2)  pr ovi des as f ol l ows:  

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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¶5 At t or ney Pi er ski  agr eed t o handl e t he mat t er .   On 

Apr i l  24,  2006,  C. L. ' s of f i ce f or war ded copi es of  var i ous 

document s t o At t or ney Pi er ski  f or  hi s r evi ew.   On Oct ober  26,  

2006,  af t er  V. C.  was appoi nt ed speci al  admi ni st r at or  i n 

Cal i f or ni a,  C. L.  sent  At t or ney Pi er ski  cer t i f i ed copi es of  t he 

or der  f or  pr obat e and l et t er s of  speci al  admi ni st r at i on.   C. L.  

r equest ed t hat  At t or ney Pi er ski  pr epar e t he necessar y document s 

f or  V. C. ' s s i gnat ur e and f or war d t hem t o V. C.   C. L.  al so 

r equest ed cour t esy copi es of  al l  cor r espondence At t or ney Pi er ski  

sent  t o V. C. ,  and r equest ed t hat  At t or ney Pi er ski  cont act  C. L.  

i f  he r equi r ed any f ur t her  document at i on.   

¶6 I n Januar y of  2007 C. L. ' s f i r m sent  a f acsi mi l e 

message t o At t or ney Pi er ski  aski ng f or  an updat e and r equest i ng 

t hat  At t or ney Pi er ski  pr ovi de a l et t er  det ai l i ng t he cur r ent  

st at us of  t he anci l l ar y pr oceedi ng i n Wi sconsi n f or  submi ssi on 

t o t he pr obat e cour t  i n Cal i f or ni a.   At t or ney Pi er ski  di d not  

r espond.   

¶7 Over  t he next  sever al  mont hs,  C. L.  and V. C.  at t empt ed 

t o cont act  At t or ney Pi er ski  numer ous t i mes by t el ephone and l ef t  

messages wi t h hi s secr et ar y.   At t or ney Pi er ski  di d not  r espond 

t o C. L.  or  V. C. ,  nor  di d he r et ur n any of  t hei r  phone cal l s.   

¶8 At t or ney Pi er ski  t ook no act i on t o t r ansf er  t he r eal  

pr oper t y t o t he t r ust .   

¶9 C. L.  f i l ed a gr i evance agai nst  At t or ney Pi er ski .   The 

OLR cont act ed At t or ney Pi er ski  t o obt ai n a f or mal  r esponse.   

At t or ney Pi er ski  f ai l ed t o r espond t o sever al  r equest s f r om t he 
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OLR bef or e f i nal l y pr ovi di ng t he r equest ed r esponse on 

December  10,  2007. 2  

¶10 On December  14,  2010,  t he OLR f i l ed a t hr ee- count  

compl ai nt ,  al l egi ng t hat :   ( 1)  by f ai l i ng t o t ake any act i on t o 

t r ansf er  t he r eal  pr oper t y t o t he f ami l y t r ust ,  At t or ney Pi er ski  

f ai l ed 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 ,  i n v i ol at i on of  SCR 20: 1. 3; 3 ( 2)  by 

f ai l i ng t o r espond t o i nqui r i es f r om V. C.  and C. L.  begi nni ng i n 

Januar y 2007 and cont i nui ng t hr ough mi d- Jul y of  2007,  At t or ney 

Pi er ski  f ai l ed t o pr ompt l y compl y wi t h a c l i ent ' s r easonabl e 

r equest s f or  i nf or mat i on,  i n v i ol at i on of  f or mer  SCR 20: 1. 4( a) 4 

( ef f ect i ve t hr ough June 30,  2007)  and cur r ent  SCR 20: 1. 4( a) ( 4) 5 

( ef f ect i ve Jul y 1,  2007) ;  and ( 3)  by f ai l i ng t o pr ovi de hi s 

i ni t i al  r esponse t o t he gr i evance wi t hi n 20 days and by f ai l i ng 

                                                 
2 Af t er  t he gr i evance was f i l ed i n t he cur r ent  case,  OLR 

of f er ed At t or ney Pi er ski  a pr i vat e r epr i mand.   At t or ney Pi er ski  
consent ed and t he pr i vat e r epr i mand was pr esent ed t o a r ef er ee 
f or  appr oval ,  pur suant  t o SCR 22. 09.   That  r ef er ee r ef used t o 
accept  t he agr eement  f or  a pr i vat e r epr i mand i n t hi s case,  
c i t i ng s i mi l ar  conduct  i n bot h cases ( t he pr i or  pr i vat e 
r epr i mand f r om 2003 and t he cur r ent  case)  and t he need f or  
pr ogr essi ve di sci pl i ne.   At t or ney Pi er ski  woul d not  agr ee t o a 
publ i c r epr i mand.   The OLR t hen f i l ed t he di sci pl i nar y compl ai nt  
i n t he cur r ent  case.  

3 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 . "  

4 For mer  SCR 20: 1. 4( a)  ( ef f ect i ve t hr ough June 30,  2007)  
pr ovi ded 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  and pr ompt l y compl y wi t h 
r easonabl e r equest s f or  i nf or mat i on. "  

5 SCR 20: 1. 4( a) ( 4)  st at es a l awyer  shal l  " pr ompt l y compl y 
wi t h r easonabl e r equest s by t he c l i ent  f or  i nf or mat i on;  .  .  .  . "  



No.  2010AP3012- D   

 

5 
 

t o t i mel y r espond t o OLR' s r equest s f or  a suppl ement al  r esponse 

unt i l  bei ng per sonal l y ser ved wi t h a f i nal  not i ce t hr eat eni ng 

t he t empor ar y suspensi on of  hi s l i cense,  At t or ney Pi er ski  f ai l ed 

t o cooper at e wi t h an OLR i nvest i gat i on,  cont r ar y t o 

SCRs 22. 03( 2)  and ( 6) , 6 whi ch ar e enf or ced vi a SCR 20: 8. 4( h) . 7  

¶11 The par t i es f i l ed a " St i pul at i on of  Fact s and 

Admi ssi on of  Vi ol at i on"  on June 20,  2011.   By way of  t he 

st i pul at i on,  At t or ney Pi er ski  admi t t ed t he pr i mar y al l egat i ons 

                                                 
6 SCRs 22. 03( 2)  and ( 6)  st at e:  

 ( 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.  

7 SCR 20: 8. 4( h)  s t 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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of  t he compl ai nt  and al so admi t t ed t hat  t he f act s const i t ut e 

v i ol at i ons of  t he c i t ed supr eme cour t  r ul es.   At t or ney Pi er ski  

r eser ved t he r i ght  t o pr esent  evi dence and t est i mony r egar di ng 

t he appr opr i at e sanct i on.  

¶12 The r ef er ee t hen hear d and consi der ed t he par t i es '  

ar gument s r egar di ng di sci pl i ne.   At t or ney Pi er sk i  ar gued f or  a 

second pr i vat e r epr i mand.   The OLR ar gued t hat  s i nce t he conduct  

i n t he 2003 pr i vat e r epr i mand case and t he conduct  i n t hi s case 

ar e ver y s i mi l ar ,  i ncl udi ng f ai l ur e t o cooper at e wi t h t he OLR i n 

each case,  t hat  pr ogr essi ve di sci pl i ne must  be i mposed i n t hi s 

case and r equest ed a publ i c r epr i mand.    The r ef er ee f i l ed hi s  

r epor t  and r ecommendat i on on Sept ember  15,  2011.   No appeal  has 

been f i l ed.  

¶13 The cour t  wi l l  af f i r m t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  

unl ess t hey ar e c l ear l y er r oneous.   I n r e Di sci pl i nar y  

Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Ei senber g,  2004 WI  14,  ¶5,  269 Wi s.  2d 43,  

675 N. W. 2d 747.   The r ef er ee' s concl usi ons of  l aw ar e r evi ewed 

de novo.   I d.  

¶14 The r ef er ee ar t i cul at ed t he f act or s t o be consi der ed 

i n i mposi ng appr opr i at e di sci pl i ne f or  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct ,  

whi ch i ncl ude:  ( 1)  t he ser i ousness,  nat ur e and ext ent  of  t he 

mi sconduct ;  ( 2)  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 

at t or ney' s mi sconduct ;  ( 3)  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 ( 4)  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  mi sconduct .   I n r e 
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Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Car r ol l ,  2001 WI  130,  ¶40,  248 

Wi s.  2d 662,  636 N. W. 2d 718.    

¶15 The r ef er ee not ed he was t r oubl ed by t he f act  t hat  

At t or ney Pi er ski ,  wi t h no good expl anat i on,  has agai n f ai l ed t o 

cooper at e wi t h an OLR i nvest i gat i on.   The r ef er ee st at ed t hat  

t he " onl y concl usi on I  can r each i s t hat  [ At t or ney Pi er ski ]  

s i mpl y i gnor ed hi s dut i es and r esponsi bi l i t i es i n r el at i on t o 

t he anci l l ar y pr obat e pr oceedi ng he had agr eed t o under t ake.   He 

al so,  f or  t he second t i me,  i gnor ed hi s dut i es as a Wi sconsi n 

at t or ney t o pr ompt l y and t i mel y r espond t o a gr i evance as 

r equest ed by OLR. "   The r ef er ee f ound no evi dence t hat  At t or ney 

Pi er ski  had any ki nd of  i mpr oper  mot i ve i n f ai l i ng t o handl e t he 

anci l l ar y pr obat e pr oceedi ng or  f ai l i ng t o t i mel y r espond t o 

OLR' s i nvest i gat i on,  but  concl uded t hat  At t or ney Pi er ski  " s i mpl y  

di d not  r ecogni ze t he ur gency and hi s r esponsi bi l i t y  t o do so i n 

ei t her  case. "   On bal ance t he r ef er ee r ecommended,  and we agr ee,  

t hat  a publ i c r epr i mand i s appr opr i at e i n t hi s case.   The 

r ef er ee al so r ecommended,  and we agr ee,  t hat  At t or ney Pi er ski  

shoul d be r esponsi bl e f or  al l  cost s of  t hi s di sci pl i nar y  

pr oceedi ng whi ch t ot al  $5, 179. 43 as of  Oct ober  5,  2011.   

¶16 I T I S ORDERED t hat  Mi chael  J.  Pi er ski  i s  publ i c l y 

r epr i manded f or  hi s pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .  

¶17 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 ,  Mi chael  J.  Pi er ski  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 



No.  2010AP3012- D   

 

8 
 

l i cense of  Mi chael  J.  Pi er ski  t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n shal l  

be suspended unt i l  f ur t her  or der  of  t he cour t .  
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