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¶1 PER CURI AM.    We r evi ew,  pur suant  t o SCR 22. 33( 3) , 1 a 

r epor t  f i l ed on Jul y 15,  2011,  by Ref er ee Hannah C.  Dugan,  

r ecommendi ng deni al  of  At t or ney Jane A.  Edgar ' s pet i t i on f or  

r ei nst at ement  of  her  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n. 2  We 

adopt  t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  and concl usi ons of  l aw and 

agr ee t hat  At t or ney Edgar ' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw shoul d not  

be r ei nst at ed at  t hi s t i me.   We di r ect  At t or ney Edgar  t o pay t he 

cost s of  t he r ei nst at ement  pr oceedi ng,  whi ch t ot al ed $7, 597. 25,  

as of  August  3,  2011.   

¶2 At t or ney Edgar  was admi t t ed t o pr act i ce l aw i n 1985.   

She pr act i ced i n Mi l waukee.   She was suspended ef f ect i ve 

Mar ch 22,  1999,  f or  t wo year s f or  conver t i ng $11, 000 t hat  

bel onged t o a c l i ent  and an adver se par t y i n a di vor ce act i on,  

f or  commi ngl i ng her  own f unds and cl i ent  f unds i n her  l aw of f i ce 

busi ness account ,  f or  maki ng deposi t s i nt o and di sbur sement s 

f r om t hat  account  f or  per sonal  expenses,  and f or  havi ng f al sel y 

cer t i f i ed t hat  she had a t r ust  account  and t hat  she mai nt ai ned 

t hat  t r ust  account  and bank r ecor ds i n compl i ance wi t h t he 

                                                 
1 SCR 22. 33( 3)  pr ovi des as f ol l ows:   " I f  no appeal  i s  t i mel y 

f i l ed,  t he supr eme cour t  shal l  r evi ew t he r ef er ee' s r epor t ,  
or der  r ei nst at ement ,  wi t h or  wi t hout  condi t i ons,  deny 
r ei nst at ement ,  or  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 . "  

2 By or der  dat ed December  1,  2011,  t he cour t  di smi ssed 
At t or ney Edgar ' s  appeal  f r om t he r ef er ee' s r epor t  because of  
At t or ney Edgar ' s r epeat ed f ai l ur e t o f i l e a t i mel y br i ef .   
At t or ney Edgar ' s r equest  t o r eopen her  appeal  was deni ed by 
or der  dat ed Januar y 24,  2012.   Accor di ngl y,  t he cour t  consi der s 
t he r epor t  as i f  no appeal  had been f i l ed as pr ovi ded i n 
SCR 22. 33.  
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appl i cabl e r ul es gover ni ng t he conduct  of  at t or neys.   I n r e 

Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Edgar ,  230 Wi s.  2d 205,  601 

N. W. 2d 284 ( 1999) .   

¶3 Subsequent l y,  At t or ney Edgar  ent er ed i nt o a 

st i pul at i on f or  an addi t i onal  one- year  suspensi on f or  ot her  

i nci dent s of  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .   I n r e Di sci pl i nar y 

Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Edgar ,  2003 WI  49,  261 Wi s.  2d 413,  661 

N. W. 2d 817.   At t or ney Edgar  was or der ed t o pay r est i t ut i on 

t ot al i ng $4, 625 t o f our  f or mer  c l i ent s,  and t he cour t  adopt ed 

condi t i ons appl i cabl e t o At t or ney Edgar ' s r ei nst at ement  as 

f ol l ows:  

( 1)  t hat  [ At t or ney]  Edgar ' s r ei nst at ement  be 
cont i ngent  upon her  demonst r at i ng t hat  she has her  
depr essi on and any ot her  emot i onal  or  psychol ogi cal  
pr obl ems under  cont r ol ,  by her  submi ssi on t o an 
i ndependent  medi cal  exami nat i on ( I ME)  by a heal t h 
pr ovi der  appr oved by t he OLR,  at  her  own expense;  

( 2)  t hat  [ At t or ney]  Edgar ' s l i censur e f ol l owi ng 
r ei nst at ement  be condi t i oned on [ At t or ney]  Edgar  
r emai ni ng i n t r eat ment  as r ecommended by t he I ME 
and/ or  her  t her api st ,  moni t or ed by t he OLR vi a 
obt ai nment  of  quar t er l y r epor t s f or  a per i od of  t wo 
year s f ol l owi ng her  r ei nst at ement ;  

( 3)  t hat  [ At t or ney]  Edgar ' s pr act i ce of  l aw be 
moni t or ed by an at t or ney appr oved by t he OLR f or  a 
per i od of  t wo year s f ol l owi ng r ei nst at ement ,  unl ess 
[ At t or ney]  Edgar  i s ei t her  empl oyed by a l aw f i r m or  
pr act i c i ng wi t h anot her  at t or ney awar e of  her  
di sci pl i nar y and medi cal  hi st or y.  

I d. ,  ¶12.  

¶4 On Sept ember  21,  2010,  At t or ney Edgar  f i l ed a pet i t i on 

f or  r ei nst at ement .   The mat t er  was assi gned t o Ref er ee Hannah 

Dugan,  who conduct ed an evi dent i ar y hear i ng on May 23,  2011.   
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¶5 The st andar d t o be met  f or  r ei nst at ement  of  a l aw 

l i cense i s set  f or t h i n SCR 22. 31( 1) . 3  I n par t i cul ar ,  t he 

pet i t i oni ng at t or ney must  demonst r at e by c l ear ,  sat i sf act or y,  

and convi nci ng evi dence t hat  he or  she has t he mor al  char act er  

necessar y t o pr act i ce l aw i n t hi s st at e,  t hat  hi s or  her  

r esumpt i on of  t he pr act i ce of  l aw wi l l  not  be det r i ment al  t o t he 

admi ni st r at i on of  j ust i ce or  subver si ve of  t he publ i c i nt er est ,  

and t hat  t he at t or ney has compl i ed wi t h SCR 22. 26 and t he t er ms 

of  t he suspensi on.   I n addi t i on,  SCR 22. 29( 4)  set s f or t h r el at ed 

r equi r ement s t hat  a pet i t i on f or  r ei nst at ement  must  show. 4  Al l  

                                                 
3 SCR 22. 31( 1)  st at es:  

The pet i t i oner  has t he bur den of  demonst r at i ng,  
by c l ear ,  sat i sf act or y,  and convi nci ng evi dence,  al l  
of  t he f ol l owi ng:  

( a)  That  he or  she has t he mor al  char act er  t o 
pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n.  

( b)  That  hi s or  her  r esumpt i on of  t he pr act i ce of  
l aw wi l l  not  be det r i ment al  t o t he admi ni st r at i on of  
j ust i ce or  subver si ve of  t he publ i c i nt er est .  

( c)  That  hi s or  her  r epr esent at i ons i n t he 
pet i t i on,  i ncl udi ng t he r epr esent at i ons r equi r ed by 
SCR 22. 29( 4) ( a)  t o [ ( 4m) ]  and 22. 29( 5) ,  ar e 
subst ant i at ed.  

( d)  That  he or  she has compl i ed f ul l y wi t h t he 
t er ms of  t he or der  of  suspensi on or  r evocat i on and 
wi t h t he r equi r ement s of  SCR 22. 26.  

4 SCRs 22. 29( 4) ( a)  t hr ough ( 4m)  pr ovi de as f ol l ows:  

( 4)  The pet i t i on f or  r ei nst at ement  shal l  show al l  
of  t he f ol l owi ng:  

( a)  The pet i t i oner  desi r es t o have t he 
pet i t i oner ' s l i cense r ei nst at ed.  
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( b)  The pet i t i oner  has not  pr act i ced l aw dur i ng 

t he per i od of  suspensi on or  r evocat i on.  

( c)  The pet i t i oner  has compl i ed f ul l y wi t h t he 
t er ms of  t he or der  of  suspensi on or  r evocat i on and 
wi l l  cont i nue t o compl y wi t h t hem unt i l  t he 
pet i t i oner ' s l i cense i s r ei nst at ed.  

( d)  The pet i t i oner  has mai nt ai ned compet ence and 
l ear ni ng i n t he l aw by at t endance at  i dent i f i ed 
educat i onal  act i v i t i es.  

( e)  The pet i t i oner ' s conduct  s i nce t he suspensi on 
or  r evocat i on has been exempl ar y and above r epr oach.  

( f )  The pet i t i oner  has a pr oper  under st andi ng of  
and at t i t ude t owar d t he st andar ds t hat  ar e i mposed 
upon member s of  t he bar  and wi l l  act  i n conf or mi t y 
wi t h t he st andar ds.  

( g)  The pet i t i oner  can saf el y be r ecommended t o 
t he l egal  pr of essi on,  t he cour t s and t he publ i c as a 
per son f i t  t o be consul t ed by ot her s and t o r epr esent  
t hem and ot her wi se act  i n mat t er s of  t r ust  and 
conf i dence and i n gener al  t o ai d i n t he admi ni st r at i on 
of  j ust i ce as a member  of  t he bar  and as an of f i cer  of  
t he cour t s.  

( h)  The pet i t i oner  has f ul l y compl i ed wi t h t he 
r equi r ement s set  f or t h i n SCR 22. 26.  

( j )  The pet i t i oner ' s pr oposed use of  t he l i cense 
i f  r ei nst at ed.  

( k)  A f ul l  descr i pt i on of  al l  of  t he pet i t i oner ' s 
busi ness act i v i t i es dur i ng t he per i od of  suspensi on or  
r evocat i on.  

( 4m)  The pet i t i oner  has made r est i t ut i on t o or  
set t l ed al l  c l ai ms of  per sons i nj ur ed or  har med by 
pet i t i oner ' s mi sconduct ,  i ncl udi ng r ei mbur sement  t o 
t he Wi sconsi n l awyer s '  f und f or  c l i ent  pr ot ect i on f or  
al l  payment s made f r om t hat  f und,  or ,  i f  not ,  t he 
pet i t i oner ' s expl anat i on of  t he f ai l ur e or  i nabi l i t y  
t o do so.  
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of  t hese addi t i onal  r equi r ement s ar e ef f ect i vel y i ncor por at ed 

i nt o SCR 22. 31( 1) .  

¶6 The r ef er ee f ound t hat  At t or ney Edgar ' s pet i t i on met  

some of  t he r ei nst at ement  cr i t er i a.   She does desi r e t he 

r ei nst at ement  of  her  l aw l i cense.   SCR 22. 29( 4) ( a) .   She has not  

pr act i ced l aw si nce t he suspensi on of  her  l i cense i n 1999.   

SCR 22. 29( 4) ( b) .   She pr ovi ded t he r equi s i t e i nf or mat i on about  

her  pl ans i f  she i s r ei nst at ed,  i ndi cat i ng t hat  she woul d l i ke 

t o ser ve as a guar di an ad l i t em i n chi l dr en' s cour t  and 

pot ent i al l y  i n f ami l y cour t .   SCR 22. 29( 4) ( j ) .   She has st at ed 

t hat  she does not  i nt end t o r et ur n t o pr i vat e pr act i ce.   

¶7 At t or ney Edgar  pr ovi ded i nf or mat i on about  her  

act i v i t i es dur i ng her  suspensi on.   At t or ney Edgar  car ed f or  her  

di sabl ed son,  vol unt eer ed at  sever al  non- pr of i t  or gani zat i ons 

and at  her  son' s school ,  hel d l eader shi p posi t i ons wi t hi n 

sever al  non- pr of i t  or gani zat i ons whi ch i ncl uded managi ng f unds,  

and was el ect ed t o t he West  Al l i s  School  Boar d.    

¶8 At t or ney Edgar  has al so compl i ed wi t h cont i nui ng l egal  

educat i on r equi r ement s,  SCR 22. 29( 4) ( d) ,  and has made 

r est i t ut i on or  set t l ed al l  c l ai ms of  t he f our  c l i ent s who wer e 

i nj ur ed or  har med by her  mi sconduct  and who wer e i ncl uded i n t he 

2003 st i pul at ed suspensi on or der .   SCR 22. 29( 4m) .  

¶9 Ul t i mat el y,  however ,  t he r ef er ee f ound t hat  At t or ney 

Edgar  had f ai l ed t o meet  sever al  of  t he cr i t er i a f or  

r ei nst at ement .  Many of  t he cr i t er i a ar e i nt er r el at ed,  as 

evi denced by t he r ef er ee' s comment s.   The r ef er ee expr essed an 

over r i di ng concer n about  t he manner  i n whi ch At t or ney Edgar  



Nos.  1999AP62- D & 2002AP2962- D   

 

7 
 

pr esent ed her  r ei nst at ement  pet i t i on.   Accor di ng t o t he r ef er ee,  

At t or ney Edgar  di d not  f ol l ow basi c l awyer i ng st andar ds f or  

pr esent at i on and r ef ut at i on of  document at i on or  wi t ness 

pr ocur ement  and pr epar at i on.   Mor e speci f i cal l y,  At t or ney Edgar  

di d not  pr esent  wi t nesses or  exhi bi t s ei t her  t o suppor t  her  

pet i t i on or  t o r ef ut e an adver se exhi bi t  of f er ed by t he OLR.   

The r ef er ee expr essed concer n t hat  At t or ney Edgar  t wi ce 

i ncor r ect l y st at ed t hat  t he sol e i ssue bef or e t he r ef er ee was 

whet her  she sat i sf i ed t he supr eme cour t ' s  or der  wi t h r espect  t o 

havi ng her  ment al  heal t h i ssues under  cont r ol .   The r ef er ee 

expl ai ned:  " I n her  demeanor  was bot h casual ness about  t he 

r ei nst at ement  pr ocess and an unsubst ant i at ed conf i dence i n her  

r eadi ness t o r esume pr act i ce. "   

¶10 I ndeed,  t he r ef er ee f ound t hat  At t or ney Edgar ' s 

pr esent at i on and pr o se advocacy at  her  evi dent i ar y hear i ng 

suggest s t hat  she cannot  at  t hi s t i me meet  t he st andar ds of  

SCR 22. 26( g) .   

¶11 The r ef er ee al so expr essed concer n about  a pat t er n of  

i ncompl et e di scl osur e.   For  exampl e,  At t or ney Edgar  had st at ed 

she was not  par t y t o any ci v i l  act i on,  but  i t  was det er mi ned 

t hat  she had sever al  c i v i l  j udgment s agai nst  her  r el at ed t o 

f ai l ur e t o pay of f i ce r ent ,  f ai l ur e t o pay OLR cost s,  and 

sever al  Wi sconsi n Depar t ment  of  Revenue t ax war r ant s.   

Si mi l ar l y,  At t or ney Edgar  of f er ed a wr i t t en st at ement  t hat  

" [ s] i nce my suspensi on,  I  have f i l ed j oi nt  st at e and f eder al  

t axes wi t h my husband each year  i n a t i mel y f ashi on"  but  made no 

ment i on of  t he out st andi ng t ax war r ant s and a cur r ent  t ax debt  
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of  about  $27, 000 t o $29, 000.   She al so st at ed t hat  she di d not  

have i nf or mat i on about  her  f i nances f r om 1997- 1999,  but  i t  was 

l at er  r eveal ed t hat  a Wi sconsi n Depar t ment  of  Revenue war r ant  

f or  unpai d t axes was f i l ed wi t h t he Mi l waukee Count y Ci r cui t  

Cour t  and,  as t he r ef er ee not ed,  some f i nanci al  i nf or mat i on 

coul d have been obt ai ned f r om t hat  case.   The r ef er ee not ed 

At t or ney Edgar  f ai l ed " t o under st and t hat  t hese unr esol ved ci v i l  

l awsui t s cal l s i nt o quest i on whet her  she,  as a pr act i t i oner  or  

as a l awyer  suscept i bl e t o equi vocat i on,  can be saf el y 

r ecommended t o t he l egal  pr of ess i on,  t he cour t s,  and t he publ i c 

as a per son f i t  t o be consul t ed by ot her s. "   

¶12 Thus,  t he r ef er ee concl uded t hat  At t or ney Edgar  di d 

not  pr esent  an appr opr i at e at t i t ude r egar di ng t he r ei nst at ement  

pr ocess t hat  woul d be consi der ed i n conf or mi t y wi t h st andar ds of  

t he pr act i c i ng bar .   See SCR 22. 29( 4) ( f ) .   The r ef er ee not ed 

t hat  t hese omi ss i ons al so r ai sed concer ns about  At t or ney Edgar ' s  

under st andi ng of  and at t i t ude t owar ds cour t  pr oceedi ngs,  as wel l  

as t owar d f ut ur e c l i ent s '  needs and expect at i ons.   

¶13 The r ef er ee al so f ound t hat  At t or ney Edgar  has never  

been i n f ul l  compl i ance wi t h SCR 22. 26.   See SCR 22. 29( 4) ( h) .   

She di d not  pr ovi de any document at i on demonst r at i ng t hat  she had 

compl i ed wi t h t he r ul es r equi r i ng an at t or ney t o not i f y c l i ent s 

of  a suspensi on.   The not i ce t o c l i ent s t hat  she descr i bed i n 

her  t est i mony di d not  compor t  wi t h SCR 22. 26.   The r ef er ee al so 

not ed t hat  At t or ney Edgar  appear ed unconcer ned about  her  

over si ght s i n t hi s r egar d.   Thus,  t he r ef er ee f ound t hat  
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At t or ney Edgar  f ai l ed t o addr ess t he r equi r ement  t hat  she 

demonst r at e her  compl i ance wi t h t hi s condi t i on.   

¶14 The r ef er ee al so expr essed some concer n about  her  

f i ndi ngs r el at ed t o At t or ney Edgar ' s handl i ng of  t hi s cour t ' s  

or der  r equi r i ng payment  of  r est i t ut i on t o i nj ur ed cl i ent s and 

OLR cost s.   The r ef er ee di d f i nd t hat  At t or ney Edgar  cur r ent l y 

i s i n compl i ance wi t h t hat  por t i on of  t he cour t ' s  or der .   

However ,  t he r ef er ee not ed t he f our  c l i ent s onl y  r ecei ved t hei r  

r est i t ut i on i n 2010,  mont hs bef or e At t or ney Edgar  f i l ed her  

r ei nst at ement  pet i t i on.   Mor eover ,  At t or ney Edgar  pr ovi ded no 

document at i on t o subst ant i at e t he payment  of  r est i t ut i on and no 

document at i on or  sat i sf act or y expl anat i on was pr ovi ded t o 

expl ai n t he del ay i n payment .   No document at i on was pr ovi ded by 

ei t her  par t y t hat  At t or ney Edgar  r et ur ned t o t he cour t  t o ask 

f or  an ext ensi on of  t i me t o pay t he r est i t ut i on or  ot her wi se t o 

wai ve payment .   I ndeed,  t he r ef er ee not ed t hat  one of  t he f or mer  

c l i ent s had di ed and,  t her ef or e,  never  was di r ect l y pr ovi ded 

r est i t ut i on.   The r ef er ee f ound f ur t her  t hat  At t or ney Edgar  

seemed " unconcer ned and unr emor sef ul "  about  t he payment  del ay.   

The r ef er ee f ound At t or ney Edgar  f ol l owed a s i mi l ar  pat t er n wi t h 

r espect  t o payment  of  t he cost s of  t he pr evi ous OLR di sci pl i nar y 

mat t er .  

¶15 Thus,  t he r ef er ee' s r epor t  and r ecommendat i on descr i be 

a pat t er n of  shor t comi ngs i n At t or ney Edgar ' s compl i ance wi t h 

t he r equi r ement s of  suspensi on and r ei nst at ement  t hat ,  t aken 

i ndi v i dual l y,  mi ght  be excusabl e.   Taken cumul at i vel y,  however ,  

t hey caused t he r ef er ee t o concl ude t hat  At t or ney Edgar  does not  
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have a pr oper  under st andi ng of  and at t i t ude t owar ds meet i ng t he 

pr of essi onal  st andar ds i mposed on a member  of  t he bar  or  an 

appr eci at i on of  t he j ust i f i cat i on f or  t he suspensi ons.   

Ul t i mat el y,  t he r ef er ee concl uded At t or ney Edgar  di d not  car r y  

her  bur den of  pr oof  wi t h r espect  t o t he r equi r ement s of  

r ei nst at ement  set  f or t h i n t he supr eme cour t  r ul es.   

¶16 As not ed,  t he cour t  had al so i mposed addi t i onal  

r equi r ement s on At t or ney Edgar ' s  r ei nst at ement ,  r equi r i ng her  t o 

demonst r at e t hat  her  depr essi on and ot her  r el at ed i ssues ar e 

under  cont r ol ,  as evi denced by her  submi ssi on t o an i ndependent  

medi cal  exami nat i on ( I ME)  by a heal t h pr ovi der  appr oved by t he 

OLR,  at  her  own expense.  

¶17 At t or ney Edgar  compl i ed wi t h t hi s di r ect i ve,  but  t he 

medi cal  eval uat i on was not  r ecei ved unt i l  about  one week bef or e 

t he evi dent i ar y hear i ng. 5  The r ef er ee f ound t hat  t he r epor t ,  

once r ecei ved,  was not  def i ni t i ve.   The r epor t  st at ed t hat  

At t or ney Edgar ' s depr essi on i s under  cont r ol ,  but  t he r ef er ee 

not ed i t  di d not  expl i c i t l y  concl ude t hat  her  ot her  " emot i onal  

or  psychol ogi cal  pr obl ems ar e under  cont r ol , "  a condi t i on t he 

cour t  had expl i c i t l y  i mposed upon At t or ney Edgar ' s 

r ei nst at ement .   

¶18 At t or ney Edgar  of f er ed ext ensi ve t est i mony r egar di ng 

t he i ndependent  medi cal  r epor t .   The r ef er ee acknowl edged t hat  

                                                 
5 The r ef er ee not ed t hat  At t or ney Edgar  r epeat edl y expr essed 

t he desi r e t o pr oceed wi t h t he evi dent i ar y hear i ng despi t e 
i ndi cat i ons t her e was i nsuf f i c i ent  evi dence suppor t i ng her  
pet i t i on.  
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s i nce her  suspensi on,  At t or ney Edgar  has addr essed ver y 

chal l engi ng f ami l y heal t h i ssues——bot h her  son' s and her  own.   

The r ef er ee f ound t hat  t hr ough di l i gence and t r eat ment  

compl i ance,  she and her  son ar e f unct i oni ng wi t h gr eat er  heal t h 

and ar e l eadi ng pr oduct i ve l i ves.   The r ef er ee acknowl edged t hat  

At t or ney Edgar  di sagr eed wi t h many aspect s of  t he eval uat i on.   

However ,  t he r ef er ee f ound t hat  t he r epor t  " cannot  be i gnor ed or  

f ound unsuppor t abl e, "  and At t or ney Edgar  pr esent ed no wi t nesses 

or  document at i on f r om her  doct or s t hat  r ef ut ed cer t ai n 

concl usi ons i n t he I ME.   

¶19 Thus,  t he r ef er ee f ound t hat  " i t  i s  appar ent  t hat  

[ At t or ney]  Edgar  has made si gni f i cant  pr ogr ess i n her  ment al  

heal t h t r eat ment  wi t h r espect  t o her  di agnosed depr essi on, "  but  

she was not  sat i sf i ed t hat  At t or ney Edgar  had est abl i shed t hat  

her  ot her  ment al  heal t h r el at ed i ssues ar e suf f i c i ent l y under  

cont r ol  t o sat i sf y cour t - or der ed r ei nst at ement  r equi r ement s.   

¶20 Thi s cour t  wi l l  adopt  a 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.   Concl usi ons of  l aw ar e 

r evi ewed de novo.   See 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.   

Af t er  car ef ul  r evi ew of  t he r ecor d,  we agr ee wi t h t he r ef er ee 

t hat  At t or ney Edgar  has not  est abl i shed by c l ear ,  sat i sf act or y,  

and convi nci ng evi dence t hat  she has sat i sf i ed al l  of  t he 

cr i t er i a necessar y f or  r ei nst at ement .   Accor di ngl y,  we adopt  t he 

r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  and concl usi ons of  l aw,  and we accept  

t he r ef er ee' s r ecommendat i on t o deny t hi s pet i t i on f or  



Nos.  1999AP62- D & 2002AP2962- D   

 

12 
 

r ei nst at ement .   We f ur t her  di r ect  At t or ney Edgar  t o pay t he f ul l  

cost s of  t he r ei nst at ement  pr oceedi ng.  

¶21 I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he pet i t i on f or  r ei nst at ement  of  

t he l i cense of  Jane A.  Edgar  t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n i s 

deni ed.  

¶22 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 ,  Jane A.  Edgar  shal l  pay t o t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  

Regul at i on t he f ul l  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 Jane A.  Edgar  has not  

ent er ed i nt o a payment  pl an appr oved by t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  

Regul at i on,  t hen t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on i s aut hor i zed 

t o move t hi s cour t  f or  a f ur t her  suspensi on of  t he l i cense of  

Jane A.  Edgar  t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n.  
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