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ATTORNEY di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng.   At t or ney' s l i cense 

suspended.    

 

¶1 PER CURI AM.    We r evi ew t he r ef er ee' s1 r epor t  and 

r ecommendat i on t hat  t he l i cense of  At t or ney Phai dr a S.  Kni ght  t o 

pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n be suspended f or  a per i od of  90 days,  

and t hat  At t or ney Kni ght  be r equi r ed t o pay t he cost s of  t hi s 

di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng,  whi ch wer e $1, 524. 29 as of  August  22,  

2007.   Af t er  i ndependent l y r evi ewi ng t he mat t er ,  we agr ee wi t h 

                                                 
1 At t or ney Kat hl een Cal l an Br ady was appoi nt ed t o ser ve as 

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

whi ch wer e made af t er  ent er i ng a def aul t  j udgment  agai nst  

At t or ney Kni ght .   We det er mi ne t hat  At t or ney Kni ght ' s 

pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  r equi r es t hat  her  l i cense t o pr act i ce 

l aw i n Wi sconsi n be suspended f or  a per i od of  f our  mont hs.   I n 

addi t i on,  we concl ude t hat  t he r ei nst at ement  of  At t or ney 

Kni ght ' s l i cense shoul d be condi t i oned upon pr ov i di ng pr oof  t hat  

she pai d t he appr opr i at e f unds t o c l i ent s G. F.  and E. C.   

Fi nal l y,  we deci de t hat  At t or ney Kni ght  shoul d pay t he cost s of  

t hi s di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng.  

¶2 At t or ney Kni ght  was admi t t ed t o t he pr act i ce of  l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n i n August  1999.   She has not  been t he subj ect  of  pr i or  

di sci pl i ne,  but  her  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n t hi s st at e was 

admi ni st r at i vel y suspended i n June 2006 due t o her  f ai l ur e t o 

compl y wi t h t he mandat or y r epor t i ng r equi r ement s f or  cont i nui ng 

l egal  educat i on.   Her  l i cense r emai ns suspended as of  t he dat e 

of  t hi s opi ni on.  

¶3 On Oct ober  9,  2006,  t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on 

( OLR)  f i l ed a compl ai nt  agai nst  At t or ney Kni ght  al l egi ng seven 

separ at e count s of  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  ar i s i ng out  of  

At t or ney Kni ght ' s sol i c i t at i ons and r epr esent at i ons of  

i ndi v i dual s t hat  mi ght  have cl ai ms t o f unds t hat  had escheat ed 

t o t he st at e and wer e bei ng hel d by t he Wi sconsi n St at e 

Tr easur er .   The OLR made mul t i pl e at t empt s t o ser ve At t or ney 

Kni ght  per sonal l y wi t h aut hent i cat ed copi es of  t he compl ai nt  and 

or der  t o answer ,  but  t he at t empt s wer e unsuccessf ul .   

Ul t i mat el y,  t he OLR ser ved At t or ney Kni ght  pur suant  t o SCR 
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22. 13( 1)  by sendi ng an aut hent i cat ed copy of  t he compl ai nt  and 

or der  t o answer  t o At t or ney Kni ght  at  t he most  r ecent  addr ess 

she had f ur ni shed t o t he St at e Bar  of  Wi sconsi n.  

¶4 Af t er  At t or ney Kni ght  f ai l ed t o f i l e an answer  t o t he 

compl ai nt ,  an OLR r epr esent at i ve was abl e t o cont act  her  by 

t el ephone,  at  whi ch t i me At t or ney Kni ght  pr ovi ded a new cur r ent  

mai l i ng addr ess.   The OLR t hen f i l ed and ser ved a not i ce of  

mot i on and mot i on f or  def aul t .   At  t he t i me and pl ace set  f or t h 

i n t he not i ce of  mot i on,  t he OLR appear ed but  At t or ney Kni ght  

di d not  appear .   The r ef er ee adj our ned t he def aul t  hear i ng f or  a 

shor t  t i me and i nst r uct ed t he OLR counsel  t o at t empt  one mor e 

t i me t o cont act  At t or ney Kni ght .   Al t hough t he OLR counsel  l ef t  

a voi ce- mai l  message i nst r uct i ng At t or ney Kni ght  t o cont act  t he 

OLR i mmedi at el y,  At t or ney Kni ght  di d not  r espond.   When t he 

hear i ng r econvened,  t he r ef er ee gr ant ed t he OLR' s mot i on f or  

def aul t .  

¶5 By vi r t ue of  At t or ney Kni ght ' s def aul t ,  t he 

al l egat i ons cont ai ned i n t he OLR' s compl ai nt  wer e deemed 

admi t t ed.   The r ef er ee subsequent l y f i l ed a r epor t  t hat  

cont ai ned f act ual  f i ndi ngs i n accor d wi t h t he al l egat i ons of  t he 

compl ai nt .   The r ef er ee al so concl uded t hat  t hose f act ual  

f i ndi ngs pr oved t hat  At t or ney Kni ght  had commi t t ed t he seven 

count s of  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  al l eged by t he OLR.   

¶6 Because no appeal  has been f i l ed f r om t he r ef er ee' s 

r epor t ,  we pr oceed wi t h our  r evi ew of  t he mat t er  pur suant  t o SCR 
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22. 17( 2) . 2  I n conduct i ng our  r evi ew,  we uphol d a r ef er ee' s 

f i ndi ngs of  f act  unl ess t hey ar e shown t o be cl ear l y er r oneous.   

See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Sosnay,  209 Wi s.  2d 

241,  243,  562 N. W. 2d 137 ( 1997) .   We r evi ew t he r ef er ee' s 

concl usi ons of  l aw,  however ,  on a de novo basi s.   See I n r e 

Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Car r ol l ,  2001 WI  130,  ¶29,  248 

Wi s.  2d 662,  636 N. W. 2d 718.   Pur suant  t o our  obl i gat i on t o 

super vi se and r egul at e t he pr act i ce of  l aw i n t hi s st at e,  we 

det er mi ne t he appr opr i at e l evel  of  di sci pl i ne i ndependent l y,  

r egar dl ess of  t he r ef er ee' s r ecommendat i on.   See I n r e 

Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Wi dul e,  2003 WI  34,  ¶44,  261 

Wi s.  2d 45,  660 N. W. 2d 686.   

¶7 The f act ual  f i ndi ngs i n t hi s  case st at e t hat  whi l e 

At t or ney Kni ght  was wor ki ng i n t he of f i ce of  f or mer  Wi sconsi n 

St at e Senat or  Gar y Geor ge,  she met  an i ndi v i dual  by t he name of  

Cal v i n El eby,  Jr .  ( El eby) .   El eby oper at ed a gover nment al  

af f ai r s consul t i ng busi ness i n Mi chi gan.   He was al so an 

at t or ney,  but  was l i censed t o pr act i ce onl y i n t he st at e of  New 

Yor k.   One of  El eby' s busi ness i nt er est s was t o at t empt  t o 

l ocat e mi ssi ng hei r s and r epr esent  t hem as an at t or ney i n 

                                                 
2 SCR 22. 17( 2)  pr ovi des:   Revi ew:  appeal .  

 ( 2)  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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pr obat e cour t  pr oceedi ngs t o r et r i eve f unds t hat  had escheat ed 

t o t he St at e of  Wi sconsi n and wer e bei ng hel d by t he Of f i ce of  

t he Wi sconsi n St at e Tr easur er .  

¶8 At t or ney Kni ght  knew t hat  El eby di d not  hol d a l i cense 

t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n.   Nonet hel ess,  on mul t i pl e 

occasi ons she gave El eby per mi ssi on t o f i l e Wi sconsi n pr obat e 

cour t  pl eadi ngs under  her  name and St at e Bar  of  Wi sconsi n 

at t or ney number  as par t  of  hi s pr ocess of  c l ai mi ng escheat ed 

f unds i n Wi sconsi n.    

¶9 For  exampl e,  i n Mar ch 2000 El eby used At t or ney 

Kni ght ' s name and at t or ney number  t o f i l e a pet i t i on i n t he Pol k  

Count y c i r cui t  cour t  f or  t he r el ease of  escheat ed f unds t o 

El eby' s c l i ent ,  M. E.   The cour t  gr ant ed t he pet i t i on and or der ed 

t he st at e t o r el ease $30, 695. 33 t o M. E.   El eby convi nced t he 

t r easur er ' s of f i ce t o i ssue t he check i n t he name of  hi s t r ust  

account .   I n addi t i on t o r ecei v i ng t he agr eed- upon at t or ney f ee,  

El eby i mpr oper l y mi sappr opr i at ed an addi t i onal  $10, 236. 90 f or  

hi s own pur poses,  f al sel y t el l i ng M. E. ' s f ami l y t hat  he was 

r equi r ed t o pay t hose f unds t o t he ot her  s i de of  t he decedent ' s 

f ami l y.   El eby was l at er  char ged cr i mi nal l y f or  t hi s t hef t  and 

admi t t ed hi s wr ongdoi ng.   Al t hough At t or ney Kni ght  had al l owed 

El eby t o use her  name and at t or ney number  on t he pr obat e 

pet i t i on,  whi ch ul t i mat el y l ed t o t he conver si on of  f unds,  

At t or ney Kni ght  had no cont act  wi t h M. E.  and r ecei ved no par t  of  

t he at t or ney f ee ar i s i ng out  of  El eby' s r epr esent at i on of  M. E.  

¶10 I n Oct ober  2001 El eby si gned At t or ney Kni ght ' s name t o 

a pet i t i on he f i l ed i n t he Bar r on Count y c i r cui t  cour t  on behal f  
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of  c l i ent  J. W.  seeki ng t he r el ease of  escheat ed f unds.   Al t hough 

At t or ney Kni ght  never  pr act i ced l aw i n Mi chi gan or  shar ed an 

of f i ce wi t h El eby,  i n November  2001 El eby sent  a l et t er  t o t he 

cour t  under  l et t er head f or  t he pur por t ed l aw f i r m of  " El eby and 

Kni ght "  i n Bi r mi ngham,  Mi chi gan.   The cour t  ul t i mat el y gr ant ed 

t he pet i t i on and or der ed t he st at e t r easur er  t o r el ease 

$44, 124. 59 t o J. W.   On t he same dat e as t he cour t ' s  or der ,  t he 

t r easur er ' s of f i ce r ecei ved a l et t er  agai n wr i t t en on " El eby and 

Kni ght "  l et t er head and pur por t edl y bear i ng At t or ney Kni ght ' s 

s i gnat ur e.   The l et t er  aut hor i zed El eby t o pi ck up on behal f  of  

J. W.  a check f or  t he r el eased f unds t hat  was t o be made payabl e 

t o At t or ney Kni ght ' s t r ust  account .   El eby subsequent l y pi cked 

up t he check and endor sed i t  as " Phai dr a Kni ght  by Cal v i n 

El eby. "    

¶11 I n Febr uar y 2002 El eby was hi r ed by J. M.  t o r ecover  

escheat ed f unds.   El eby f i l ed a pet i t i on t o t hat  ef f ect  i n t he 

Mi l waukee Count y c i r cui t  cour t ,  agai n s i gni ng At t or ney Kni ght ' s  

name and usi ng her  at t or ney number .   When t he cour t  schedul ed a 

hear i ng on t he pet i t i on,  bot h At t or ney Kni ght  and El eby appear ed 

on behal f  of  J. M.   Because t he cour t  was concer ned about  t he 

suf f i c i ency of  t he document at i on t o suppor t  J. M. ' s c l ai m t o t he 

escheat ed f unds,  i t  schedul ed anot her  hear i ng and r equi r ed J. M.  

t o appear  per sonal l y.   Pr i or  t o t he second hear i ng,  El eby sent  a 

l et t er  t o t he cour t  under  At t or ney Kni ght ' s name t hat  pr ovi ded 

addi t i onal  document at i on t o suppor t  J. M. ' s c l ai m.   At  t he second 

hear i ng,  J. M.  per sonal l y appear ed al ong wi t h El eby and At t or ney 

Kni ght .   Thi s was t he onl y cont act  t hat  J. M.  ever  had wi t h 
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At t or ney Kni ght .   Af t er  t he cour t  gr ant ed t he pet i t i on,  t he 

t r easur er ' s of f i ce i ssued a check i n t he amount  of  $41, 514. 95 

made payabl e t o " Phai dr e [ s i c]  Kni ght  At t y.  Tr ust  FBO3 [ J. M. ] . "    

¶12 At t or ney Kni ght  aut hor i zed El eby t o pi ck up t he check 

and t o send t he appr opr i at e f unds t o J. M.   El eby endor sed t he 

check on behal f  of  At t or ney Kni ght  and pai d her  a f ew hundr ed 

dol l ar s f or  her  t i me and gas expenses.   El eby di d not  pay any of  

t he f unds t o J . M. ,  but  i nst ead mi sappr opr i at ed al l  of  t he 

r emai ni ng f unds f or  hi s own benef i t .   When t he OLR l at er  

quest i oned At t or ney Kni ght  about  whet her  she had t aken any 

act i ons t o ensur e t hat  J. M.  had r ecei ved hi s f unds,  she 

i ndi cat ed t hat  she had asked El eby about  t he mat t er  onl y a 

coupl e of  t i mes shor t l y af t er  he had endor sed t he st at e 

t r easur er ' s check.   At t or ney Kni ght  st at ed t hat  El eby had t ol d 

her  on t he second occasi on t hat  he had del i ver ed a check t o hi s 

c l i ent .   Because At t or ney Kni ght  had no cont act  i nf or mat i on f or  

J. M. ,  she coul d not  di r ect l y i nqui r e of  J. M.  whet her  he had 

r ecei ved hi s f unds.   At t or ney Kni ght  s i mpl y assumed t hat  El eby 

had di st r i but ed t hem pr oper l y.    

¶13 I n Jul y 2002 El eby agai n s i gned At t or ney Kni ght ' s name 

t o a pet i t i on i n t he Raci ne Count y c i r cui t  cour t  seeki ng t o 

c l ai m escheat ed f unds f r om t he est at e of  E. S.   El eby mai l ed 

t hese document s t o t he c i r cui t  cour t  under  cover  of  a l et t er  

t hat  bor e t he headi ng " Phai dr a S.  Kni ght ,  El eby Gover nment al  

Af f ai r s. "   As not ed above,  At t or ney Kni ght  and El eby never  

                                                 
3 Thi s i s an abbr evi at i on of  t he t er m " f or  t he benef i t  of . "  
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pr act i ced t oget her  i n t he same l aw f i r m or  even shar ed of f i ce 

space.   I n a subsequent  l et t er ,  El eby i nf or med t he cour t  t hat  he 

was wor ki ng " on behal f  of  At t or ney Phadr i a [ s i c]  S.  Kni ght . "   I n 

August  2002 El eby si gned At t or ney Kni ght ' s name t o a mot i on 

r equest i ng t he cour t  t o al l ow El eby t o appear  pr o hac vi ce i n 

t he est at e of  E. S.  mat t er .   The cour t  gr ant ed t he mot i on and 

subsequent l y gr ant ed t he pet i t i on,  aut hor i z i ng t he r el ease of  

$43, 068. 97 t o t he hei r s of  E. S.  t hat  El eby was r epr esent i ng.   

Shor t l y t her eaf t er ,  At t or ney Kni ght  sent  an e- mai l  message t o 

t he t r easur er ' s  of f i ce st at i ng t hat  because she woul d be 

unavai l abl e f or  t he next  t hr ee weeks,  t he t r easur er ' s of f i ce 

shoul d send t he check t o her  i n car e of  El eby at  El eby 

Gover nment al  Af f ai r s.   The t r easur er ' s of f i ce compl i ed,  sendi ng 

t o El eby t he check f or  $43, 068. 97 made payabl e t o " Phai dr a 

Kni ght  Tr ust  FBO Hei r  c/ o Cal v i n El eby. "   Al t hough El eby 

pr oper l y di st r i but ed some of  t he f unds,  he i l l egal l y conver t ed 

$10, 165. 56 f or  hi s own use.    

¶14 I n Mar ch 2003 J. A.  and P. G.  r et ai ned El eby t o r ecover  

cer t ai n escheat ed f unds f r om a Wood Count y est at e.   El eby agai n 

s i gned At t or ney Kni ght ' s name t o t he pet i t i on and t o subsequent  

pl eadi ngs.   J. A.  and P. G.  wer e unawar e of  At t or ney Kni ght ,  

havi ng never  hear d of  her  or  met  her .   They bel i eved t hat  El eby 

al one was r epr esent i ng t hem.   Af t er  t he st at e i ni t i al l y  opposed 

t he pet i t i on,  At t or ney Kni ght  and El eby bot h appear ed on behal f  

of  J. A.  and P. G.  i n t wo t el econf er ences wi t h t he c i r cui t  cour t .   

Ul t i mat el y,  t he cour t  gr ant ed t he pet i t i on and or der ed t he st at e 

t r easur er  t o di sbur se $16, 500 t o At t or ney Kni ght  f or  t he benef i t  
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of  J. A.  and P. G.   On June 16,  2003,  t he t r easur er ' s of f i ce 

i ssued t he check i n t hat  amount  made payabl e t o " Phai dr a Kni ght  

At t y.  Tr ust  Acct .  FBO [ P. G. ]  & [ J. A. ] . "   El eby cashed t he check,  

but  f ai l ed t o f or war d any f unds t o ei t her  J. A.  or  P. G.  

¶15 J. A.  and a r epr esent at i ve of  P. G.  subsequent l y 

cont act ed El eby sever al  t i mes about  r ecei v i ng t he f unds t hat  

bel onged t o t hem.   The r epr esent at i ve of  P. G.  t ol d El eby t hat  

she woul d soon r epor t  t o t he st at e aut hor i t i es El eby' s f ai l ur e 

t o di st r i but e t he f unds.   On August  30,  2003,  El eby sent  a check 

f or  $3, 250 t o P. G.   He deduct ed f r om t hi s check hi s t ot al  f ees,  

i ncl udi ng t hose f ees t hat  wer e t he r esponsi bi l i t y  of  J. A.   El eby 

never  sent  any payment  t o J. A.   

¶16 I n addi t i on t o cases i n whi ch At t or ney Kni ght  al l owed 

El eby t o use her  name and at t or ney number  t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n,  At t or ney Kni ght  al so handl ed some escheat ed f unds 

cases on her  own.   I n June 2000 she mai l ed f or m sol i c i t at i on 

l et t er s and pr oposed f ee agr eement s t o i ndi v i dual s t hat  

pot ent i al l y  coul d have been hei r s t o escheat ed f unds.   Her  f or m 

l et t er  cont ai ned t he f ol l owi ng l anguage:  

I  have l ocat ed your  uncl ai med shar e of  t he escheat ed 
est at e of  [ decedent ]  i n t he amount  of  $[ xxx] .   I n 
accor dance wi t h t he Chapt er  863 of  t he Wi sconsi n 
st at ut es,  you ar e ent i t l ed t o pet i t i on f or  your  
uncl ai med por t i on.   Be awar e,  however ,  t hat  t her e i s a 
st at ut e of  l i mi t at i ons f or  a pet i t i on t o be submi t t ed.   
I f  you do not  f i l e a t i mel y pet i t i on,  you wi l l  wai ve 
your  r i ght s t o make a c l ai m.  

¶17 At t or ney Kni ght  sent  t hese l et t er s t o i ndi v i dual s 

wi t hout  bei ng sur e t hat  she was i n f act  cont act i ng t he per son 
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wi t h a l egi t i mat e c l ai m t o t he escheat ed money and wi t hout  

aski ng f or  conf i r mat i on of  t he r eci pi ent ' s  i dent i t y.   I n 

addi t i on,  she sent  some of  t hese f or m l et t er s t o mor e t han one 

i ndi v i dual  wi t h t he same name.   Fur t her ,  her  l et t er  di d not  

cont ai n any qual i f i cat i on as t o whet her  t he r eci pi ent  was i n 

f act  ent i t l ed t o c l ai m t he escheat ed f unds.   None of  t he f or m 

l et t er s At t or ney Kni ght  sent  wer e l abel ed as an adver t i sement ,  

and At t or ney Kni ght  di d not  f i l e a copy of  t hose l et t er s wi t h 

t he OLR.    

¶18 At t or ney Kni ght  opened a c l i ent  t r ust  account  i n June 

2000,  but  mai nt ai ned i t  f or  l ess t han t wo mont hs.   She di d not  

deposi t  any f unds i nt o t he account  or  wi t hdr aw any f unds f r om 

t he account  whi l e i t  was open.   I nst ead of  usi ng a t r ust  

account ,  on some occasi ons when she r ecei ved a check on behal f  

of  a c l i ent  i n an escheat ed f unds mat t er ,  she woul d cash t he 

check f r om t he st at e t r easur er  and obt ai n a cashi er ' s check or  

money or der  f or  t he amount  she cal cul at ed was owed t o t he c l i ent  

under  her  r et ai ner  agr eement .   She woul d send t he cashi er ' s 

check or  money or der  t o t he c l i ent  and woul d r et ai n t he 

r emai ni ng amount  of  t he or i gi nal  check as payment  f or  her  

at t or ney f ee and expenses.   

¶19 One case i n whi ch At t or ney Kni ght  pur sued escheat ed 

f unds by her sel f  was her  r epr esent at i on of  G. F.   At t or ney Kni ght  

f i l ed a pet i t i on t o r ecover  escheat ed f unds on behal f  of  G. F.  i n 

June 2000.   Wi t hi n a f ew weeks t he pet i t i on was gr ant ed and t he 

st at e t r easur er  i ssued a check i n t he amount  of  $5, 708. 19 t o 

" Kni ght ,  Phai dr a Tr ust  FBO [ G. F. ] . "   I n t he cour se of  i t s  l at er  
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i nvest i gat i on,  t he OLR r epeat edl y r equest ed pr oof  t hat  At t or ney 

Kni ght  had di sbur sed t he pr oper  amount  of  f unds t o G. F.   

Al t hough At t or ney Kni ght  pr omi sed t o pr ov i de a r ecei pt  

conf i r mi ng G. F. ' s r ecei pt  of  t he f unds,  she never  pr oduced any 

such r ecei pt .   

¶20 Si mi l ar l y,  i n November  2000 At t or ney Kni ght  r ecei ved a 

check on behal f  of  c l i ent  E. C.  f or  $10, 945. 07 due t o a 

successf ul  c l ai m f or  r ecover y of  escheat ed f unds.   The check was 

made payabl e t o " Tr ust  Acct  At t y.  Phai dr e [ si c]  Kni ght  FBO 

[ E. C. ] . "   As was t he case wi t h G. F. ,  t he OLR l at er  r equest ed 

pr oof  t hat  E. C.  had r ecei ved her  pr oper  shar e of  t hese f unds.   

Al t hough At t or ney Kni ght  agai n c l ai med t hat  she had a r ecei pt  

conf i r mi ng payment  t o E. C.  and pr omi sed t o send i t  t o t he OLR 

" r i ght  away, "  she never  pr oduced any such r ecei pt .   

¶21 The var i ous s i t uat i ons i nvol v i ng El eby' s pat t er n of  

i l l egal  conduct  began t o come t o l i ght  i n t he summer  and f al l  of  

2003.   I n Jul y 2003 J. M.  consul t ed an at t or ney,  who cont act ed 

El eby about  t he f unds due t o J. M.   El eby r epl i ed t hat  he coul d 

not  di sbur se t he f unds t o J. M.  at  t hat  t i me because t hey wer e i n 

At t or ney Kni ght ' s account  and she was out  of  t he count r y f or  

sever al  weeks.   I n Sept ember  t he at t or ney cont act ed At t or ney 

Kni ght  di r ect l y  and r ai sed t he possi bi l i t y  of  cont act i ng t he 

pol i ce and l awyer  r egul at i on aut hor i t i es.   At t or ney Kni ght  t hen 

spoke wi t h El eby,  who admi t t ed t hat  he had spent  J. M. ' s money.   

At t or ney Kni ght  i nf or med J. M. ' s cur r ent  at t or ney of  El eby' s 

conf essi on.   That  at t or ney cont act ed t he Mi l waukee Count y 

di st r i ct  at t or ney' s of f i ce and t he OLR t o i nf or m t hem t hat  El eby 
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and At t or ney Kni ght  had st ol en appr oxi mat el y $30, 000 t hat  

r i ght f ul l y  bel onged t o J. M.    

¶22 The di st r i ct  at t or ney' s of f i ce i nvest i gat ed t he mat t er  

and ul t i mat el y obt ai ned an admi ssi on f r om El eby t hat  he had 

conver t ed f unds i n f our  cases.   I n t wo of  t he mat t er s,  whi ch 

f or med t he basi s of  cr i mi nal  char ges agai nst  El eby,  t he f unds 

t hat  El eby st ol e came f r om checks t hat  had been made payabl e t o 

At t or ney Kni ght ' s t r ust  account .   Al so,  At t or ney Kni ght  had 

per sonal l y appear ed at  hear i ngs i n t wo of  t he cases wi t h El eby.   

I n anot her  mat t er ,  At t or ney Kni ght  had per sonal l y sent  an e- mai l  

t o t he st at e t r easur er ' s of f i ce t o r equest  t hat  t he check be 

sent  t o her  at  El eby' s addr ess.   El eby ul t i mat el y pl ed gui l t y t o 

t wo f el ony count s of  t hef t  i n a busi ness set t i ng.   Al t hough 

At t or ney Kni ght  was i nt er vi ewed as par t  of  t he cr i mi nal  

i nvest i gat i on,  she was not  char ged wi t h any cr i mi nal  of f enses.  

¶23 On t he basi s of  t hese f act ual  f i ndi ngs,  t he r ef er ee 

concl uded t hat  t he OLR had pr oper l y pr oven each of  t he seven 

count s of  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  al l eged i n t he OLR' s 

compl ai nt .   Fi r st ,  by agr eei ng t o al l ow El eby,  who was not  

l i censed t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n,  t o use her  name and 

at t or ney number  t o r epr esent  c l i ent s i n Wi sconsi n cour t s,  

At t or ney Kni ght  assi st ed an unl i censed per son i n conduct  t hat  

const i t ut es t he unaut hor i zed pr act i ce of  l aw i n t hi s st at e,  i n 
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v i ol at i on of  f or mer  SCR 20: 5. 5( b) . 4  At t or ney Kni ght  al so 

knowi ngl y made a f al se st at ement  of  f act  t o a t r i bunal  i n 

v i ol at i on of  SCR 20: 3. 3( a) ( 1) 5 and SCR 20: 8. 4( a) 6 when she 

al l owed El eby t o s i gn her  name t o cor r espondence and pl eadi ngs 

t hat  she had never  seen,  t her eby mi sr epr esent i ng t o t he cour t  

t hat  a Wi sconsi n- l i censed at t or ney was i nvol ved i n t he 

r epr esent at i on.  

 ¶24 Thi r d,  by f ai l i ng t o deposi t  checks she r ecei ved f r om 

t he st at e t r easur er ' s of f i ce f or  t he benef i t  of  her  own per sonal  

c l i ent s i nt o one or  mor e i dent i f i abl e c l i ent  t r ust  account s,  

At t or ney Kni ght  v i ol at ed SCR 20: 1. 15( a) . 7  At t or ney Kni ght  al so 

                                                 
4 Ef f ect i ve Jul y 1,  2007,  subst ant i al  changes wer e made t o 

t he Wi sconsi n Supr eme Cour t  Rul es of  Pr of essi onal  Conduct  f or  
At t or neys,  SCR Chapt er  20.   See S. Ct .  Or der  No.  04- 07,  2007 WI  
4,  293 Wi s.  2d xv;  and S. Ct .  Or der  No.  06- 04,  2007 WI  48,  297 
Wi s.  2d x l v i i .   Si nce t he conduct  under l y i ng t hi s case ar ose 
pr i or  t o Jul y 1,  2007,  al l  r ef er ences t o t he supr eme cour t  r ul es  
wi l l  be t o t hose i n ef f ect  pr i or  t o Jul y 1,  2007.  

For mer  SCR 20: 5. 5( b)  st at es t hat  a l awyer  shal l  not  " assi st  
a per son who i s  not  a member  of  t he bar  i n t he per f or mance of  
act i v i t y t hat  const i t ut es t he unaut hor i zed pr act i ce of  l aw. "  

5 For mer  SCR 20: 3. 3( a) ( 1)  pr ovi des t hat  a l awyer  shal l  not  
knowi ngl y " make a f al se st at ement  of  f act  or  l aw t o a t r i bunal . "  

6 For mer  SCR 20: 8. 4( a)  st at es t hat  i t  i s  pr of essi onal  
mi sconduct  f or  a l awyer  t o " v i ol at e or  at t empt  t o v i ol at e t he 
Rul es of  Pr of essi onal  Conduct ,  knowi ngl y assi st  or  i nduce 
anot her  t o do so,  or  do so t hr ough t he act s of  anot her . "  

7 For mer  SCR 20: 1. 15( a)  ( ef f ect i ve t hr ough June 30,  2004)  
pr ovi ded:   

 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 
t hi r d per sons 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 or  when act i ng i n a 
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v i ol at ed f or mer  SCR 20: 1. 15( e) 8 by f ai l i ng t o pr epar e compl et e 

r ecor ds of  t r ust  account  f unds or  ot her  t r ust  pr oper t y,  

                                                                                                                                                             
f i duci ar y capaci t y.   Funds hel d i n connect i on wi t h a 
r epr esent at i on or  i n a f i duci ar y capaci t y i ncl ude 
f unds hel d as t r ust ee,  agent ,  guar di an,  per sonal  
r epr esent at i ve of  an est at e,  or  ot her wi se.   Al l  f unds 
of  c l i ent s and t hi r d per sons pai d t o a l awyer  or  l aw 
f i r m shal l  be deposi t ed i n one or  mor e i dent i f i abl e 
t r ust  account s as pr ovi ded i n par agr aph ( c) .   The 
t r ust  account  shal l  be mai nt ai ned i n a bank,  savi ngs 
bank,  t r ust  company,  cr edi t  uni on,  savi ngs and l oan 
associ at i on or  ot her  i nvest ment  i nst i t ut i on aut hor i zed 
t o do busi ness and l ocat ed i n Wi sconsi n.   The t r ust  
account  shal l  be c l ear l y desi gnat ed as " Cl i ent ' s 
Account "  or  " Tr ust  Account "  or  wor ds of  si mi l ar  
i mpor t .   No f unds bel ongi ng t o t he l awyer  or  l aw f i r m,  
except  f unds r easonabl y suf f i c i ent  t o pay or  avoi d 
i mposi t i on of  account  ser vi ce char ges,  may be 
deposi t ed i n such an account .   Unl ess t he c l i ent  
ot her wi se di r ect s i n wr i t i ng,  secur i t i es i n bear er  
f or m shal l  be kept  by t he at t or ney i n a saf e deposi t  
box i n a bank,  savi ngs bank,  t r ust  company,  cr edi t  
uni on,  savi ngs and l oan associ at i on or  ot her  
i nvest ment  i nst i t ut i on aut hor i zed t o do busi ness and 
l ocat ed i n Wi sconsi n.   The saf e deposi t  box shal l  be 
c l ear l y desi gnat ed as " Cl i ent ' s Account "  or  " Tr ust  
Account "  or  wor ds of  s i mi l ar  i mpor t .   Ot her  pr oper t y 
of  a c l i ent  or  t hi r d per son shal l  be i dent i f i ed as 
such and appr opr i at el y saf eguar ded.   I f  a l awyer  al so 
l i censed i n anot her  st at e i s  ent r ust ed wi t h f unds or  
pr oper t y i n connect i on wi t h an out - of - st at e 
r epr esent at i on,  t hi s pr ovi s i on shal l  not  super sede t he 
t r ust  account  r ul es of  t he ot her  st at e.  

8 The OLR' s compl ai nt  and t he r ef er ee' s r epor t  mi st akenl y 
l i s t  t he appr opr i at e r ul e i n t hi s v i ol at i on as " SCR 20: 1. 15( 3) , "  
whi ch does not  exi st .   I t  i s  c l ear  f r om t he descr i pt i on of  t he 
v i ol at i on i n t he compl ai nt  and r epor t ,  however ,  t hat  t he OLR and 
t he r ef er ee i nt ended t o r ef er  t o f or mer  SCR 20: 1. 15( e) ,  i n 
ef f ect  pr i or  t o Jul y 1,  2004.   That  pr ovi s i on st at ed as f ol l ows:  

 ( e)  Compl et e r ecor ds of  t r ust  account  f unds and 
ot her  t r ust  pr oper t y shal l  be kept  by t he l awyer  and 
shal l  be pr eser ved f or  a per i od of  at  l east  s i x year s 
af t er  t er mi nat i on of  t he r epr esent at i on.   Compl et e 
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i ncl udi ng r ecor ds document i ng t he di sposi t i on of  c l i ent  f unds,  

and t o pr eser ve such r ecor ds f or  at  l east  s i x year s af t er  

t er mi nat i on of  t he r epr esent at i on.  

¶25 Count s f i ve and si x r el at e t o t he sol i c i t at i on l et t er s 

t hat  At t or ney Kni ght  sent  t o pot ent i al  c l i ent s i n escheat ed 

f unds mat t er s.   The r ef er ee concl uded t hat  by f ai l i ng t o 

conspi cuousl y l abel  such l et t er s wi t h t he wor d " Adver t i sement , "  

and by f ai l i ng t o f i l e a copy of  t hose l et t er s wi t h t he OLR 

wi t hi n f i ve days of  t hei r  di ssemi nat i on,  At t or ney Kni ght  had 

vi ol at ed SCR 20: 7. 3( b) . 9  I n addi t i on,  At t or ney Kni ght ' s 
                                                                                                                                                             

r ecor ds shal l  i ncl ude:  ( i )  a cash r ecei pt s j our nal ,  
l i s t i ng t he sour ces and dat e of  each r ecei pt ,  ( i i )  a 
di sbur sement s j our nal ,  l i s t i ng t he dat e and payee of  
each di sbur sement ,  wi t h al l  di sbur sement s bei ng pai d 
by check,  ( i i i )  a subsi di ar y l edger  cont ai ni ng a 
separ at e page f or  each per son or  company f or  whom 
f unds have been r ecei ved i n t r ust ,  showi ng t he dat e 
and amount  of  each r ecei pt ,  t he dat e and amount  of  
each di sbur sement ,  and any unexpended bal ance,  ( i v)  a 
mont hl y schedul e of  t he subsi di ar y l edger ,  i ndi cat i ng 
t he bal ance of  each cl i ent ' s account  at  t he end of  
each mont h,  ( v)  a det er mi nat i on of  t he cash bal ance 
( checkbook bal ance)  at  t he end of  each mont h,  t aken 
f r om t he cash r ecei pt s and cash di sbur sement s j our nal s 
and a r econci l i at i on of  t he cash bal ance ( checkbook 
bal ance)  wi t h t he bal ance i ndi cat ed i n t he bank 
st at ement ,  and ( v i )  mont hl y st at ement s,  i ncl udi ng 
cancel ed checks,  voucher s or  shar e dr af t s,  and 
dupl i cat e deposi t  s l i ps.   A r ecor d of  al l  pr oper t y 
ot her  t han cash whi ch i s hel d i n t r ust  f or  c l i ent s or  
t hi r d per sons,  as r equi r ed by par agr aph ( a)  her eof ,  
shal l  al so be mai nt ai ned.  Al l  t r ust  account  r ecor ds 
shal l  be deemed t o have publ i c aspect s as r el at ed t o 
t he l awyer ' s f i t ness t o pr act i ce.  

9 For mer  SCR 20: 7. 3( b)  st at es:  " A wr i t t en communi cat i on 
under  par .  ( a)  shal l  be conspi cuousl y l abel ed wi t h t he wor d 
' Adver t i sement '  and a copy of  i t  shal l  be f i l ed wi t h t he of f i ce 
of  l awyer  r egul at i on wi t hi n 5 days of  i t s  di ssemi nat i on. "  
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sol i c i t at i on l et t er s st at ed wi t hout  qual i f i cat i on t hat  she had 

l ocat ed t he addr essee' s uncl ai med shar e of  escheat ed f unds when 

i n f act  she di d not  know i f  she was cont act i ng t he cor r ect  

per son.   I n so doi ng,  t he r ef er ee concl uded t hat  At t or ney Kni ght  

had made f al se and mi sl eadi ng st at ement s t o pot ent i al  c l i ent s by 

omi t t i ng a f act  necessar y t o make t he st at ement  consi der ed as a 

whol e not  mat er i al l y  mi sl eadi ng and by cr eat i ng a f al se 

expect at i on about  t he r esul t s she coul d achi eve,  i n v i ol at i on of  

SCR 20: 7. 1( a) . 10 

¶26 Fi nal l y,  because At t or ney Kni ght  had f ai l ed t o pr ovi de 

t he OLR wi t h document s evi denci ng payment s t o cer t ai n of  her  

c l i ent s af t er  she had asser t ed t hat  she had l ocat ed such 

document s and had pr omi sed t o pr ovi de t hem t o t he OLR 

i mmedi at el y,  t he r ef er ee concl uded t hat  At t or ney Kni ght  had 

vi ol at ed SCR 22. 03( 6) . 11 

¶27 Af t er  i ndependent l y r evi ewi ng t he mat t er ,  we adopt  t he 

r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act .   We al so agr ee t hat  t hose f act s 

demonst r at e t hat  At t or ney Kni ght  commi t t ed each of  t he seven 

count s of  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  al l eged agai nst  her .    

                                                 
10 For mer  SCR 20: 7. 1( a)  st at es,  i n par t ,  t hat  " [ a]  l awyer  

shal l  not  make a f al se or  mi sl eadi ng communi cat i on about  t he 
l awyer  or  t he l awyer ' s ser vi ces. "  

11 SCR 22. 03( 6)  st at es,  " I n t he cour se of  t he i nvest i gat i on,  
t he [ at t or ney' 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 
[ at t or ney' 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. "  
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¶28 Wi t h r espect  t o t he l evel  of  di sci pl i ne,  t he r ef er ee 

r ecommended t hat  At t or ney Kni ght ' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n be suspended f or  a per i od of  90 days and t hat  she be 

r equi r ed t o pay t he cost s of  t hi s di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng.  

¶29 Concer ned t hat  t he r ecommended di sci pl i ne may not  be 

adequat e f or  t he ser i ousness of  t he pr of essi onal  mi sconduct ,  we 

di r ect ed bot h At t or ney Kni ght  and t he OLR t o show cause why t he 

di sci pl i ne shoul d not  be a s i x- mont h suspensi on.   At t or ney 

Kni ght  f ai l ed t o f i l e a r esponse t o t he or der  t o show cause.  

¶30 The OLR f i l ed a r esponse t hat  cont i nued t o r equest  a 

90- day suspensi on.   The OLR acknowl edged t hat  whet her  At t or ney 

Kni ght ' s suspensi on shoul d be f or  90 days or  f or  a per i od of  s i x 

mont hs or  mor e,  whi ch woul d r equi r e a f or mal  pet i t i on and 

hear i ng f or  r ei nst at ement ,  was a c l ose cal l .   I t  st at ed t hat  i t  

had consi der ed At t or ney Kni ght ' s conduct  t o f al l  bet ween t wo 

cases.   Compar e I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Fi scher ,  

176 Wi s.  2d 145,  499 N. W. 2d 677 ( 1993)  ( 60- day suspensi on 

i mposed wher e at t or ney si gned and f i l ed pl eadi ngs and br i ef s  

wi t hout  adequat el y r evi ewi ng t hem and ensur i ng t he accur acy of  

t he f act ual  asser t i ons and t he val i di t y of  t he l egal  posi t i ons)  

wi t h I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Ness,  2002 WI  114,  

256 Wi s.  2d 33,  651 N. W. 2d 724 ( ni ne- mont h suspensi on i mposed 

wher e Wi sconsi n at t or ney mi sr epr esent ed hi s l i cense st at us and 

aut hor i t y t o appear  pr o hac vi ce i n sever al  Mi nnesot a cour t s and 

made mi sr epr esent at i ons i n adver t i s i ng hi s Mi nnesot a- based l aw 

f i r m wi t h l i t t l e or  no acknowl edgement  of  wr ongdoi ng) .  
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¶31 The OLR al so st at ed t hat  t he def aul t  nat ur e of  t he 

di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng may have kept  some mi t i gat i ng f act or s 

f r om bei ng f ul l y di scl osed.   Fi r st ,  i t  not ed t hat ,  wi t h t he 

except i on of  pr ovi di ng cer t ai n document s as di scussed bel ow,  

At t or ney Kni ght  had cooper at ed wi t h t he vast  maj or i t y of  t he 

OLR' s i nvest i gat i on,  i ncl udi ng pr ovi di ng a per sonal  i nt er vi ew 

wi t h t he OLR i nvest i gat or s,  and had expr essed " some r emor se. "   

Second,  t he OLR di scover ed t hr ough i t s i nvest i gat i on t hat  af t er  

l ear ni ng of  El eby' s wr ongdoi ng,  At t or ney Kni ght  f ol l owed up on 

some cases,  cooper at ed wi t h l aw enf or cement ,  and per sonal l y made 

payment s t o c l i ent s who had not  r ecei ved t he moni es t hat  wer e 

due t o t hem.   The OLR al so emphasi zed t hat  i t  had uncover ed no 

evi dence t hat  At t or ney Kni ght  had per sonal l y obt ai ned any 

i mpr oper  pr of i t s f r om El eby' s mi sconduct  or  her  own.   I ndeed,  

t he OLR i ndi cat ed t hat  because of  At t or ney Kni ght ' s l i mi t ed 

exper i ence as a l awyer ,  i t  f el t  t hat  At t or ney Kni ght  had l ooked 

t o El eby as a ment or ,  " and t her ei n became somewhat  of  a v i ct i m 

her sel f . "  

¶32 I n addi t i on t o expl ai ni ng t he basi s f or  i t s  r equest  

f or  a 90- day suspensi on,  t he OLR al so r ei t er at ed a r equest  t hat  

t he r ei nst at ement  of  At t or ney Kni ght ' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw 

i n Wi sconsi n be condi t i oned upon pr ovi di ng pr oof  t hat  she has 

made t he appr opr i at e payment s t o c l i ent s E. C.  and G. F.   See,  

e. g. ,  I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Pi t t s,  2007 WI  112,  

___ Wi s.  2d ___,  735 N. W. 2d 917 ( at t or ney' s r ei nst at ement  

f ol l owi ng 60- day suspensi on condi t i oned on cr eat i on of  of f i ce 

management  and busi ness pl an and quar t er l y f ur ni shi ng of  c l i ent  
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t r ust  account  r ecor ds) ;  I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  

Ki t chen,  2004 WI  83,  273 Wi s.  2d 279,  682 N. W. 2d 780 ( at t or ney' s  

r ei nst at ement  f ol l owi ng 60- day suspensi on condi t i oned on 

pr ovi di ng cer t ai n r ecor ds t o OLR) .   Al t hough t he OLR di d not  

i ndi cat e t hat  i t  bel i eved At t or ney Kni ght  had conver t ed any of  

t hose cl i ent s '  f unds,  At t or ney Kni ght  f ai l ed t o submi t  t he 

r ecei pt s t o ver i f y her  assur ances t hat  t he pr oper  payment s had 

been made.  

¶33 Whi l e we acknowl edge At t or ney Kni ght ' s i nexper i ence,  

her  expr essi on of  r emor se,  her  at t empt s t o r ect i f y some of  t he 

har m t o c l i ent s,  and t he l ack of  evi dence t hat  she expl i c i t l y  

knew of  El eby' s conver si on of  f unds,  we cannot  agr ee wi t h a 

char act er i zat i on of  At t or ney Kni ght  as a " v i ct i m. "   She 

knowi ngl y al l owed an i ndi v i dual  who was not  l i censed i n 

Wi sconsi n t o use her  name and at t or ney number  t o r epr esent  

c l i ent s i n t he cour t s of  t hi s st at e.   Mor eover ,  she al l owed 

El eby t o cash and di sbur se checks t hat  wer e made out  t o her  and 

t o her  t r ust  account  appar ent l y  wi t hout  any ef f or t  t o ensur e 

t hat  t he c l i ent s r ecei ved t he f unds t o whi ch t hey wer e ent i t l ed.   

These act i ons ul t i mat el y l ed t o t he t hef t  of  f unds t hat  bel onged 

t o c l i ent s f or  whom At t or ney Kni ght  was r esponsi bl e.   Fur t her ,  

At t or ney Kni ght ' s f ai l ur e t o mai nt ai n and ut i l i ze an appr opr i at e 

c l i ent  t r ust  account  demonst r at es an al ar mi ng l ack of  

under st andi ng or  a di sr egar d of  one of  a l awyer ' s cor e dut i es——

pr ot ect i ng t he i nt er est s of  c l i ent s and t hei r  pr oper t y.    

¶34 We vi ew At t or ney Kni ght ' s r epeat ed act s of  

pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  as ser i ous br eaches of  her  obl i gat i ons 
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as an at t or ney i n t hi s st at e.   Based on t he t ot al i t y of  t he 

f act s bef or e us,  we concl ude t hat  At t or ney Kni ght ' s l i cense t o 

pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n must  be suspended f or  a per i od of  f our  

mont hs.   I n addi t i on,  we adopt  t he OLR' s r equest  t hat  t he 

r ei nst at ement  of  her  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n t hi s st at e be 

condi t i oned upon pr ovi di ng accept abl e pr oof  t o t he OLR t hat  

At t or ney Kni ght  has pai d al l  of  t he necessar y amount s t o c l i ent s 

E. C.  and G. F.   

¶35 I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he l i cense of  At t or ney Phai dr a S.  

Kni ght  t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n i s suspended f or  a per i od of  

f our  mont hs,  ef f ect i ve as of  t he dat e of  t hi s or der .  

¶36 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  r ei nst at ement  of  At t or ney 

Phai dr a S.  Kni ght ' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n i s 

condi t i oned on pr ovi di ng wr i t t en document at i on,  i n a f or m 

r easonabl y accept abl e t o t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on,  t hat  

At t or ney Kni ght  has pai d t o c l i ent s E. C.  and G. F.  al l  f unds t o 

whi ch t hey ar e ent i t l ed.  

¶37 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 ,  At t or ney Phai dr a S.  Kni ght  shal l  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  her  i nabi l i t y  t o pay t hose cost s wi t hi n 

t hat  t i me,  t he l i cense of  At t or ney Kni ght  t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n shal l  r emai n suspended unt i l  f ur t her  or der  of  t hi s 

cour t .  

¶38 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  i f  she has not  al r eady done 

so,  At t or ney Phai dr a S.  Kni ght  shal l  compl y wi t h t he pr ovi s i ons 
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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 suspended.  
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