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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 

suspended.    

 

¶1 PER CURI AM.    I n t hi s mat t er  we r evi ew whet her  

di sci pl i ne r eci pr ocal  t o t hat  i mposed by t he Supr eme Cour t  of  

Mi nnesot a i n December  2007 shoul d be i mposed agai nst  At t or ney 

Er i c L.  Cr andal l .  

¶2 At t or ney Cr andal l  was admi t t ed t o t he pr act i ce of  l aw 

i n t hi s st at e i n Sept ember  1991.   He cur r ent l y mai nt ai ns a l aw 

pr act i ce i n New Ri chmond.  
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¶3 At t or ney Cr andal l  has been t he subj ect  of  pr of essi onal  

di sci pl i ne i n t hi s st at e on t wo pr i or  occasi ons.   As wi l l  be 

di scussed mor e f ul l y bel ow,  At t or ney Cr andal l  r ecei ved a t hr ee-

mont h suspensi on i n Febr uar y 2006 as di sci pl i ne r eci pr ocal  t o 

t hat  i mposed by t he Supr eme Cour t  of  Mi nnesot a i n Jul y 2005 f or ,  

among ot her  t hi ngs,  negl ect i ng t hr ee separ at e c l i ent  mat t er s ,  

f ai l i ng t o communi cat e wi t h c l i ent s,  f ai l i ng t o compl y wi t h 

di scover y r ul es,  and f ai l i ng t o cooper at e wi t h a di sci pl i nar y 

i nvest i gat i on.   I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Cr andal l ,  

2006 WI  6,  287 Wi s.  2d 102,  708 N. W. 2d 690;  see al so I n r e 

Pet i t i on f or  Di sci pl i nar y Act i on agai nst  Cr andal l ,  699 

N. W. 2d 769 ( Mi nn.  2005) .   Fol l owi ng t hat  suspensi on,  hi s  

Wi sconsi n l i cense was r ei nst at ed.   I n Mar ch of  t hi s year ,  t hi s 

cour t  publ i c l y r epr i manded At t or ney Cr andal l  f or  knowi ngl y 

advanci ng a c l ai m t hat  was unwar r ant ed under  exi st i ng l aw,  f or  

f ai l i ng t o act  wi t h r easonabl e di l i gence and pr ompt ness,  f or  

f ai l i ng t o keep hi s c l i ent s r easonabl y i nf or med about  t he st at us 

of  t hei r  mat t er ,  f or  f ai l i ng t o r et ur n hi s c l i ent s '  f i l e i n a 

t i mel y manner ,  and f or  f ai l i ng t o cooper at e wi t h t he gr i evance 

i nvest i gat i on per f or med by t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on 

( OLR) .   I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Cr andal l ,  2008 WI  

14,  ___ Wi s.  2d ___,  745 N. W. 2d 679.  

¶4 Pur suant  t o t he pr act i ce of  t he Supr eme Cour t  of  

Mi nnesot a,  t he Jul y 2005 di sci pl i nar y act i on suspended At t or ney 

Cr andal l ' s  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Mi nnesot a i ndef i ni t el y,  

wi t h t he pr ovi so t hat  At t or ney Cr andal l  coul d pet i t i on f or  

r ei nst at ement  af t er  90 days.   Al t hough At t or ney Cr andal l  sought  
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r ei nst at ement  of  hi s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n 

f ol l owi ng t he expi r at i on of  hi s r eci pr ocal  t hr ee- mont h 

suspensi on i n t hi s st at e,  he never  sought  t he r ei nst at ement  of  

hi s Mi nnesot a l i cense.    

¶5 At t or ney Cr andal l ' s  Mi nnesot a l i cense r emai ned i n 

suspended st at us at  t he t i me t hat  t he Mi nnesot a di sci pl i nar y 

aut hor i t i es f i l ed t hei r  most  r ecent  di sci pl i nar y pet i t i on.   I t  

shoul d be not ed t hat  t he mi sconduct  t hat  f or med t he basi s f or  

t he most  r ecent  di sci pl i nar y pet i t i on di f f er ed f r om t he 

mi sconduct  i n t he t hr ee r epr esent at i ons t hat  f or med t he basi s 

f or  t he Jul y 2005 Mi nnesot a di sci pl i nar y act i on.   Accor di ng t o 

t he Mi nnesot a di sci pl i nar y mat er i al s t hat  t he OLR at t ached t o 

i t s compl ai nt  i n t hi s pr oceedi ng,  t he mi sconduct  al l eged i n t he 

most  r ecent  di sci pl i nar y compl ai nt  i n Mi nnesot a i nvol ved 

At t or ney Cr andal l ' s  f ai l ur e t o act  wi t h di l i gence and pr ompt ness 

i n r epr esent i ng a c l i ent ,  hi s f ai l ur e t o communi cat e wi t h hi s 

c l i ent s,  hi s engagi ng i n di shonest y or  mi sr epr esent at i on,  and 

hi s f ai l ur e t o cooper at e wi t h t he Mi nnesot a di sci pl i nar y  

i nvest i gat i on.   At t or ney Cr andal l  di d not  cont est  t he 

di sci pl i nar y pet i t i on,  but  i nst ead ent er ed i nt o a st i pul at i on i n 

whi ch he admi t t ed t he al l egat i ons i n t he di sci pl i nar y pet i t i on 

and j oi ned wi t h t he Mi nnesot a di sci pl i nar y aut hor i t i es i n 

r ecommendi ng an ext ensi on of  t he suspensi on of  hi s l i cense t o 

pr act i ce l aw i n Mi nnesot a f or  an addi t i onal  30 days.  

¶6 I n l i ne wi t h i t s pr act i ce of  i ndef i ni t e suspensi ons,  

t he Supr eme Cour t  of  Mi nnesot a accept ed t he st i pul at i on and 

phr ased i t s December  2007 di sci pl i nar y act i on as a 30- day 
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ext ensi on of  hi s ongoi ng suspensi on.   The Supr eme Cour t  of  

Mi nnesot a st at ed t hat  At t or ney Cr andal l  was not  al l owed t o 

pet i t i on f or  r ei nst at ement  of  hi s Mi nnesot a l i cense f or  a 

mi ni mum of  30 days f ol l owi ng t he dat e of  t he December  10,  2007,  

or der .   Thus,  t he suspensi on of  At t or ney Cr andal l ' s  Mi nnesot a 

l i cense l ast ed f or  at  l east  an addi t i onal  30 days beyond what  i t  

woul d have wi t hout  t he December  2007 di sci pl i nar y act i on.    

¶7 On Mar ch 6,  2008,  t he OLR f i l ed a compl ai nt  agai nst  

At t or ney Cr andal l  t hat  i ni t i at ed t he cur r ent  di sci pl i nar y 

pr oceedi ng i n t hi s cour t .   Count s 1- 7 of  t he compl ai nt  r el at ed 

t o mat t er s t hat  wer e not  t he subj ect  of  di sci pl i ne i mposed i n 

anot her  j ur i sdi ct i on.   Count  8 r el at ed t o t he OLR' s r equest  

under  SCR 22. 221 f or  t he i mposi t i on of  di sci pl i ne i n Wi sconsi n 

                                                 
1 SCR 22. 22 pr ovi des:   Reci pr ocal  di sci pl i ne.  

( 1)  An at t or ney on whom publ i c di sci pl i ne f or  
mi sconduct  or  a l i cense suspensi on f or  medi cal  
i ncapaci t y has been i mposed by anot her  j ur i sdi ct i on 
shal l  pr ompt l y not i f y t he di r ect or  of  t he mat t er .   
Fai l ur e t o f ur ni sh t he not i ce wi t hi n 20 days of  t he 
ef f ect i ve dat e of  t he or der  or  j udgment  of  t he ot her  
j ur i sdi ct i on const i t ut es mi sconduct .   

( 2)  Upon t he r ecei pt  of  a cer t i f i ed copy of  a 
j udgment  or  or der  of  anot her  j ur i sdi ct i on i mposi ng 
di sci pl i ne f or  mi sconduct  or  a l i cense suspensi on f or  
medi cal  i ncapaci t y of  an at t or ney admi t t ed t o t he 
pr act i ce of  l aw or  engaged i n t he pr act i ce of  l aw i n 
t hi s st at e,  t he di r ect or  may f i l e a compl ai nt  i n t he 
supr eme cour t  cont ai ni ng al l  of  t he f ol l owi ng:   

( a)  A cer t i f i ed copy of  t he j udgment  or  or der  
f r om t he ot her  j ur i sdi ct i on.  

( b)  A mot i on r equest i ng an or der  di r ect i ng t he 
at t or ney t o i nf or m t he supr eme cour t  i n wr i t i ng wi t hi n 
20 days of  any c l ai m of  t he at t or ney pr edi cat ed on t he 
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r eci pr ocal  t o t he 30- day suspensi on i mposed by t he Supr eme Cour t  

                                                                                                                                                             
gr ounds set  f or t h i n sub.  ( 3)  t hat  t he i mposi t i on of  
t he i dent i cal  di sci pl i ne or  l i cense suspensi on by t he 
supr eme cour t  woul d be unwar r ant ed and t he f act ual  
basi s f or  t he c l ai m.  

( 3)  The supr eme cour t  shal l  i mpose t he i dent i cal  
di sci pl i ne or  l i cense suspensi on unl ess one or  mor e of  
t he f ol l owi ng i s pr esent :  

( a)  The pr ocedur e i n t he ot her  j ur i sdi ct i on was 
so l acki ng i n not i ce or  oppor t uni t y t o be hear d as t o 
const i t ut e a depr i vat i on of  due pr ocess.  

( b)  Ther e was such an i nf i r mi t y of  pr oof  
est abl i shi ng t he mi sconduct  or  medi cal  i ncapaci t y t hat  
t he supr eme cour t  coul d not  accept  as f i nal  t he 
concl usi on i n r espect  t o t he mi sconduct  or  medi cal  
i ncapaci t y.  

( c)  The mi sconduct  j ust i f i es subst ant i al l y  
di f f er ent  di sci pl i ne i n t hi s st at e.  

( 4)  Except  as pr ovi ded i n sub.  ( 3) ,  a f i nal  
adj udi cat i on i n anot her  j ur i sdi ct i on t hat  an at t or ney 
has engaged i n mi sconduct  or  has a medi cal  i ncapaci t y 
shal l  be concl usi ve evi dence of  t he at t or ney' s 
mi sconduct  or  medi cal  i ncapaci t y f or  pur poses of  a 
pr oceedi ng under  t hi s r ul e.  

( 5)  The supr eme cour t  may r ef er  a compl ai nt  f i l ed 
under  sub.  ( 2)  t o a r ef er ee f or  a hear i ng and a r epor t  
and r ecommendat i on pur suant  t o SCR 22. 16.   At  t he 
hear i ng,  t he bur den i s on t he par t y seeki ng t he 
i mposi t i on of  di sci pl i ne or  l i cense suspensi on 
di f f er ent  f r om t hat  i mposed i n t he ot her  j ur i sdi ct i on 
t o demonst r at e t hat  t he i mposi t i on of  i dent i cal  
di sci pl i ne or  l i cense suspensi on by t he supr eme cour t  
i s  unwar r ant ed.  

( 6)  I f  t he di sci pl i ne or  l i cense suspensi on 
i mposed i n t he ot her  j ur i sdi ct i on has been st ayed,  any 
r eci pr ocal  di sci pl i ne or  l i cense suspensi on i mposed by 
t he supr eme cour t  shal l  be hel d i n abeyance unt i l  t he 
st ay expi r es.   
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of  Mi nnesot a i n December  2007.   Count  9 al l eged t hat  At t or ney 

Cr andal l  had f ai l ed t o not i f y t he OLR of  t he suspensi on of  hi s  

l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Mi nnesot a wi t hi n 20 days of  t he 

ef f ect i ve dat e of  t hat  suspensi on,  i n v i ol at i on of  SCR 22. 22( 1) .    

¶8 The OLR' s compl ai nt  i ncl uded a mot i on r equest i ng t he 

cour t  t o i ssue an or der  di r ect i ng At t or ney Cr andal l  t o show 

cause based upon t he gr ounds set  f or t h i n SCR 22. 22( 3)  why t he 

i mposi t i on of  di sci pl i ne i dent i cal  t o t hat  i mposed i n Mi nnesot a 

woul d be unwar r ant ed.   The cour t  i ssued such an or der  t o show 

cause on Mar ch 7,  2008.  

¶9 The cour t ' s  or der  t o show cause appar ent l y r eached 

At t or ney Cr andal l  bef or e he was per sonal l y ser ved wi t h t he OLR' s 

compl ai nt  and mot i on.   On Mar ch 17,  2008,  At t or ney Cr andal l  

f i l ed a l et t er  st at i ng t hat  s i nce he had not  seen t he OLR' s 

compl ai nt  or  mot i on,  he r equest ed t hat  t he or der  t o show cause 

be di smi ssed on due pr ocess gr ounds f or  l ack of  ser vi ce of  t he 

under l y i ng compl ai nt  and mot i on or  t hat  he be gi ven addi t i onal  

t i me t o r espond.   Hi s Mar ch 17,  2008,  l et t er  al so obj ect ed t o 

t he i mposi t i on of  r eci pr ocal  di sci pl i ne by c l ai mi ng t hat  t hi s 

cour t  has no l egal  aut hor i t y t o puni sh conduct  t hat  occur r ed 

out si de t he bor der s of  t hi s st at e.  

¶10 On Mar ch 19,  2008,  t he cour t  i ssued an or der  di r ect i ng 

t he OLR t o r espond t o At t or ney Cr andal l ' s  Mar ch 17,  2008,  

l et t er ,  i ncl udi ng t he al l egat i ons of  l ack of  ser vi ce.   On Mar ch 

20,  2008,  t he OLR r esponded t hat  i t  had been i nf or med t hat  

At t or ney Cr andal l  had been per sonal l y ser ved wi t h t he compl ai nt  

and t he mot i on f or  an or der  t o show cause on Mar ch 18,  2008.   
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Wi t h r espect  t o At t or ney Cr andal l ' s  obj ect i on based on t he 

al l egedl y unconst i t ut i onal  ext r at er r i t or i al  appl i cat i on of  

Wi sconsi n l aw,  t he OLR r equest ed t hat  t he obj ect i on be r ej ect ed 

as pat ent l y mer i t l ess or  t hat  i t  be gi ven addi t i onal  t i me t o 

br i ef  t he i ssue.  

¶11 On Mar ch 21,  2008,  t he cour t  i ssued an or der  di r ect i ng 

At t or ney Cr andal l  t o advi se t he cour t  i n wr i t i ng by Mar ch 27,  

2008,  whet her  he acknowl edged t he ser vi ce of  t he OLR' s compl ai nt  

and mot i on,  and whet her  he was wi t hdr awi ng hi s mot i on t o di smi ss 

based on l ack of  ser vi ce.   The or der  f ur t her  st at ed t hat  i f  

At t or ney Cr andal l  was not  wi t hdr awi ng t hat  mot i on,  he was 

r equi r ed t o pr ov i de speci f i c  ar gument  and aut hor i t y i n suppor t  

of  hi s mot i on t o di smi ss.   The or der  al so ext ended t he t i me f or  

At t or ney Cr andal l  t o r espond t o t he or der  t o show cause unt i l  

Apr i l  7,  2008,  and di r ect ed At t or ney Cr andal l  t o i ncl ude any 

const i t ut i onal  ar gument s agai nst  t he i mposi t i on of  r eci pr ocal  

di sci pl i ne i n hi s r esponse t o t he or der  t o show cause.  

¶12 At t or ney Cr andal l  di d not  f i l e any document  by Mar ch 

27,  2008,  cont est i ng t hat  he had been ser ved on Mar ch 18,  2008,  

or  pr ovi di ng speci f i c  ar gument  i n suppor t  of  hi s mot i on t o 

di smi ss t he or der  t o show cause due t o l ack of  pr oper  ser vi ce.  

¶13 On Apr i l  7,  2008,  At t or ney Cr andal l  f i l ed hi s  r esponse 

t o t he or der  t o show cause.   Hi s r esponse i ni t i al l y  obj ect ed t o 

t he i ncl usi on of  t he count s r el at i ng t o r eci pr ocal  di sci pl i ne 

( Count s 8- 9)  i n t he OLR' s compl ai nt  s i nce t he f i r st  7 count s 

addr essed cl ai ms of  al l eged pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  t hat  must  be 

addr essed t hr ough t he nor mal  pr ocess of  r ef er r al  t o a r ef er ee 
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f or  f act - f i ndi ng and a r ecommendat i on,  and t hen r evi ew by t hi s 

cour t .   At t or ney Cr andal l ' s  r esponse al so chal l enged t he 

i mposi t i on of  r eci pr ocal  di sci pl i ne because t he copi es of  t he 

Mi nnesot a di sci pl i nar y mat er i al s  at t ached t o t he OLR' s compl ai nt  

wer e not  cer t i f i ed copi es,  as r equi r ed by SCR 22. 22( 2) ( a) .   I n 

addi t i on,  t he r esponse cont ended t hat  because At t or ney Cr andal l  

had not  sought  r ei nst at ement  of  hi s Mi nnesot a l i cense,  t he 

December  2007 di sci pl i nar y act i on by t he Supr eme Cour t  of  

Mi nnesot a coul d not  be sai d t o be new di sci pl i ne t hat  coul d f or m 

t he basi s f or  r eci pr ocal  di sci pl i ne i n Wi sconsi n.   Fi nal l y,  

At t or ney Cr andal l  r epeat ed hi s ar gument  t hat  t hi s cour t  was 

pr ohi bi t ed by t he Uni t ed St at es Const i t ut i on and t he Wi sconsi n 

Const i t ut i on f r om puni shi ng conduct  t hat  occur r ed i n anot her  

j ur i sdi ct i on.   Among ot her  t hi ngs,  he poi nt ed t o Ar t i c l e VI I ,  

§ 8 of  t he Wi sconsi n Const i t ut i on,  whi ch st at es t hat  Wi sconsi n' s  

c i r cui t  cour t s have or i gi nal  j ur i sdi ct i on i n al l  c i v i l  and 

cr i mi nal  mat t er s  " wi t hi n t hi s s t at e, "  and t o var i ous deci s i ons 

of  t hi s cour t  and f eder al  cour t s t o t he ef f ect  t hat  a st at e' s 

st at ut es do not  have ef f ect  beyond t he bor der s of  t he enact i ng 

st at e.   See,  e. g. ,  St at e Far m Mut .  Aut o.  I ns.  Co.  v.  Campbel l ,  

538 U. S.  408,  421 ( 2003)  ( st at e cannot  puni sh def endant  f or  

conduct  t hat  was l awf ul  wher e i t  occur r ed) ;  St at e v.  Sor enson,  

218 Wi s.  295,  260 N. W.  662 ( 1935)  ( ef f ect  of  l egi s l at i ve act s 

l i mi t ed t o bor der s of  st at e i n whi ch enact ed) .  

¶14 On Apr i l  10,  2008,  At t or ney Cr andal l  f i l ed hi s answer  

and af f i r mat i ve def enses t o t he OLR' s compl ai nt .   The answer  di d 
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not  i ncl ude any af f i r mat i ve def ense r el at i ng t o i nsuf f i c i ency of  

ser vi ce of  pr ocess.  

¶15 On May 14,  2008,  t hi s cour t  i ssued an or der  r egar di ng 

t he i ncl usi on of  r eci pr ocal  di sci pl i ne count s and " st andar d"  

pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  count s ( i . e. ,  t hose not  ar i s i ng f r om 

di sci pl i ne i mposed i n ot her  j ur i sdi ct i ons)  i n t he same 

compl ai nt .   Gi ven t he cont r ast  bet ween t he st r eaml i ned pr ocess 

f or  consi der i ng r eci pr ocal  di sci pl i ne and t he l engt hi er  pr ocess 

f or  " st andar d"  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  count s under  SCRs 22. 15-

. 17,  we agr eed wi t h At t or ney Cr andal l ' s  posi t i on t hat  t he 

r eci pr ocal  di sci pl i ne count s shoul d not  have been combi ned i n 

t he OLR' s compl ai nt  wi t h unr el at ed count s ar i s i ng out  of  ot her  

gr i evances subj ect  t o t he st andar d gr i evance pr ocedur e.   We 

t her ef or e or der ed t hat  t he r eci pr ocal  di sci pl i ne count s ( Count s 

8- 9)  woul d be consi der ed by t hi s cour t  separ at el y f r om Count s 1-

7,  whi ch wer e r ef er r ed t o a r ef er ee f or  f ur t her  pr oceedi ngs 

under  SCRs 22. 15 and 22. 16.   We now di r ect  t hat  i n al l  f ut ur e 

s i t uat i ons i nvol v i ng t he pot ent i al  i mposi t i on of  r eci pr ocal  

di sci pl i ne,  any r eci pr ocal  di sci pl i ne count s shoul d be br ought  

i n a separ at e pr oceedi ng.  

¶16 The May 14,  2008,  or der  al so deni ed At t or ney 

Cr andal l ' s  mot i on t o di smi ss t he or der  t o show cause f or  l ack of  

ser vi ce of  t he under l y i ng compl ai nt  and mot i on.   We const r ued 

At t or ney Cr andal l ' s  f ai l ur e t o r espond t o t he Mar ch 21,  2008,  

or der  as a wi t hdr awal  of  t hat  mot i on.   At t or ney Cr andal l  has not  

obj ect ed t o t he deni al  of  hi s mot i on or  asked f or  

r econsi der at i on of  t hat  deci s i on.  
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¶17 We now t ur n t o t he consi der at i on of  r eci pr ocal  

di sci pl i ne f or  t he 30- day suspensi on i mposed i n December  2007 by 

t he Supr eme Cour t  of  Mi nnesot a.   Under  SCR 22. 22( 3) ,  t hi s cour t  

" shal l  i mpose t he i dent i cal  di sci pl i ne or  l i cense suspensi on 

unl ess .  .  .  [ t ] he pr ocedur e i n t he ot her  j ur i sdi ct i on was so 

l acki ng i n not i ce or  oppor t uni t y t o be hear d as t o const i t ut e a 

depr i vat i on of  due pr ocess" ;  " [ t ] her e was such an i nf i r mi t y of  

pr oof  est abl i shi ng t he mi sconduct  .  .  .  t hat  [ t hi s cour t ]  coul d 

not  accept  as f i nal "  t he ot her  j ur i sdi ct i on' s f i ndi ng of  

pr of essi onal  mi sconduct ;  or  " [ t ] he mi sconduct  j ust i f i es 

subst ant i al l y  di f f er ent  di sci pl i ne"  i n t hi s st at e.    

¶18 At t or ney Cr andal l ' s  r esponse t o t he or der  t o show 

cause does not  t i e any of  hi s ar gument s t o t he t hr ee bases f or  

obj ect i ng t o r eci pr ocal  di sci pl i ne i n SCR 22. 22( 3) .   Al t hough 

t hat  f act  coul d be a suf f i ci ent  basi s f or  r ej ect i ng hi s 

ar gument s,  we wi l l  br i ef l y addr ess t he mer i t s of  hi s c l ai ms.  

¶19 At t or ney Cr andal l  f i r st  ar gues t hat  t he copi es of  t he 

Mi nnesot a di sci pl i nar y mat er i al s  at t ached t o t he OLR' s compl ai nt  

wer e not  cer t i f i ed,  as pr ovi ded i n SCR 22. 22( 2) ( a) .   Al t hough 

t he r ul e does pr ovi de f or  a cer t i f i ed copy of  t he di sci pl i nar y 

j udgment  or  or der  i ssued by t he ot her  j ur i sdi ct i on t o be 

at t ached t o t he OLR' s compl ai nt ,  we concl ude t hat  t he at t achment  

of  non- cer t i f i ed copi es i n t hi s case does not  r equi r e t he 

di smi ssal  of  t he r eci pr ocal  di sci pl i ne count s.   Any er r or  her e 

was t echni cal  and di d not  pr ej udi ce At t or ney Cr andal l  s i nce he 

never  al l eged t hat  t he document s at t ached t o t he OLR' s compl ai nt  
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wer e not  aut hent i c copi es of  t he di sci pl i nar y or der  and f i l i ngs 

i n t he Supr eme Cour t  of  Mi nnesot a.  

¶20 Next  we consi der  At t or ney Cr andal l ' s  c l ai m t hat  

r eci pr ocal  di sci pl i ne shoul d not  be i mposed because t he 30- day 

suspensi on i n Mi nnesot a was not  " new di sci pl i ne. "   Thi s ar gument  

i s wi t hout  mer i t .   The or der  i ssued by t he Supr eme Cour t  of  

Mi nnesot a not ed t hat  At t or ney Cr andal l ' s  Mi nnesot a l i cense was 

al r eady under  suspensi on and t her ef or e t he cour t  ext ended t he 

suspensi on f or  an addi t i onal  30 days bef or e At t or ney Cr andal l  

coul d pet i t i on f or  r ei nst at ement .   Thus,  t he addi t i on of  a new 

30- day per i od bef or e a pet i t i on f or  r ei nst at ement  coul d be f i l ed 

c l ear l y const i t ut ed new di sci pl i ne.  

¶21 I n addi t i on,  al t hough At t or ney Cr andal l  ar gues t hat  he 

shoul d not  be puni shed f or  not  seeki ng r ei nst at ement  of  hi s 

Mi nnesot a l i cense i mmedi at el y upon expi r at i on of  t he or i gi nal  

90- day suspensi on,  he does not  expl ai n why t he r ei nst at ement  of  

hi s Mi nnesot a l i cense woul d have caused t he Supr eme Cour t  of  

Mi nnesot a not  t o i mpose di sci pl i ne f or  t he pr of essi onal  

mi sconduct  at  i ssue i n t hat  s t at e' s most  r ecent  di sci pl i nar y 

pr oceedi ng.   I ndeed,  At t or ney Cr andal l  does not  al l ege t hat  he 

obj ect ed t o t he i mposi t i on of  t he r ecent  30- day suspensi on on 

t he gr ound t hat  hi s mi sconduct  was cover ed by t he or i gi nal  90-

day suspensi on.   Rat her ,  he s t i pul at ed t o t he mi sconduct  and 

agr eed t hat  an addi t i onal  30- day suspensi on woul d be appr opr i at e 

di sci pl i ne i n t he Mi nnesot a pr oceedi ng.   Mor eover ,  t he pet i t i on 

upon whi ch t he 30- day ext ensi on was based r ef er enced mi sconduct  
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t hat  was di f f er ent  t han t he conduct  t hat  l ed t o t he or i gi nal  90-

day Mi nnesot a l i cense suspensi on i mposed i n Jul y 2005.  

¶22 As f or  At t or ney Cr andal l ' s  const i t ut i onal  ar gument s 

t hat  t hi s cour t  l acks aut hor i t y or  j ur i sdi ct i on t o " puni sh"  hi m 

f or  mi sconduct  t hat  occur r ed i n Mi nnesot a, 2 t hey ar e based on an 

i mpr oper  under st andi ng of  t hi s cour t ' s  const i t ut i onal  obl i gat i on 

t o r egul at e t he pr act i ce of  l aw i n Wi sconsi n and of  t he nat ur e 

of  pr of essi onal  di sci pl i ne.   The Wi sconsi n Const i t ut i on vest s 

t he j udi c i al  aut hor i t y of  t he st at e i n a uni f i ed cour t  syst em,  

Wi s.  Const .  ar t  VI I ,  § 2,  and gi ves t hi s cour t  super i nt endi ng 

and admi ni st r at i ve aut hor i t y over  al l  cour t s i n t he st at e.   Wi s.  

Const .  ar t .  VI I ,  § 3( 1) .   As we have not ed i n pr i or  cases,  

because at t or neys ar e an i mpor t ant  par t  of  t he admi ni st r at i on of  

j ust i ce i n t he cour t s of  t hi s st at e and because t he 

const i t ut i onal  gr ant s of  aut hor i t y obl i gat e t hi s  cour t  t o ensur e 

t hat  cour t s f unct i on ef f i c i ent l y and ef f ect i vel y t o pr ovi de f or  

t he due admi ni st r at i on of  j ust i ce,  t hi s cour t  has t he i nher ent  

and excl usi ve aut hor i t y and power  t o r egul at e and di sci pl i ne 

                                                 
2 Al t hough we need not  and do not  deci de t he i ssue,  as a 

f act ual  mat t er  i t  i s  not  c l ear  t hat  At t or ney Cr andal l ' s  
mi sconduct  occur r ed sol el y i n Mi nnesot a.   Al t hough t he l awsui t  
at  i ssue i n t he Mi nnesot a di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng was f i l ed i n a 
f eder al  di st r i ct  cour t  l ocat ed i n Mi nnesot a,  At t or ney Cr andal l  
appar ent l y pr act i ced out  of  hi s of f i ce i n Wi sconsi n.   Thus,  by 
way of  exampl e,  t o t he ext ent  t hat  he f ai l ed t o pr epar e r el evant  
cour t  f i l i ngs or  t o communi cat e wi t h hi s c l i ent s,  hi s mi sconduct  
coul d be sai d t o have occur r ed at  hi s l aw of f i ce i n Wi sconsi n.   
We need not  deci de t he i ssue because we concl ude t hat  we ar e not  
pr ohi bi t ed f r om i mposi ng r eci pr ocal  di sci pl i ne on an at t or ney 
l i censed i n Wi sconsi n f or  conduct  t hat  occur r ed i n anot her  
j ur i sdi ct i on.  
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member s of  t he bar  i n t hi s st at e.   See,  e. g. ,  Fl ynn v.  

Depar t ment  of  Admi n. ,  216 Wi s.  2d 521,  550,  576 N. W. 2d 245 

( 1998) ;  St at e ex r el .  Fi edl er  v.  Wi sconsi n Senat e,  155 

Wi s.  2d 94,  454 N. W. 2d 770 ( 1990) ;  I n r e I nt egr at i on of  Bar ,  5 

Wi s.  2d 618,  622,  93 N. W. 2d 601 ( 1958)  ( " The pr act i ce of  t he l aw 

i n t he br oad sense,  bot h i n and out  of  t he cour t s,  i s  such a 

necessar y par t  of  and i s so i nexor abl y connect ed wi t h t he 

exer ci se of  t he j udi c i al  power  t hat  t hi s cour t  shoul d cont i nue 

t o exer ci se i t s super vi sor y cont r ol  of  t he pr act i ce of  t he 

l aw. " ) ;  Rubi n v .  St at e,  194 Wi s.  207,  214- 15,  216 N. W.  513 

( 1927)  ( " Thi s power  on t he par t  of  t he cour t s [ t o super vi se and 

di sci pl i ne at t or neys]  i s not  based upon l egi s l at i ve act i on.   I t  

i nher es i n t he nat ur e and const i t ut i on of  j udi c i al  t r i bunal s. " ) .   

Thus,  our  i mposi t i on of  di sci pl i ne f or  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  

t hat  al l egedl y  occur r ed i n anot her  st at e does not  accor d 

ext r at er r i t or i al  ef f ect  t o Wi sconsi n' s Rul es of  Pr of essi onal  

Conduct  f or  At t or neys.   See SCR ch.  20.   Rat her ,  i mposi ng 

r eci pr ocal  di sci pl i ne i s a means ( 1)  t o ensur e t hat  at t or neys 

who have been gr ant ed t he pr i v i l ege t o pr act i ce l aw i n t hi s 

st at e compor t  t hemsel ves i n t hi s st at e i n a manner  t hat  pr omot es 

t he ef f i c i ent  admi ni st r at i on of  t he l aw,  and ( 2)  t o pr ot ect  t he 

c i t i zens of  t hi s st at e who r equi r e t he assi st ance of  a compet ent  

and t r ust wor t hy at t or ney.    

¶23 Mor eover ,  t he i mposi t i on of  pr of essi onal  di sci pl i ne 

r el at ed t o t he pr act i ce of  l aw i n t hi s st at e i s of  a di f f er ent  

nat ur e t han puni shi ng an i ndi v i dual  i n Wi sconsi n f or  a cr i mi nal  

act  whol l y commi t t ed i n anot her  st at e.   The i mposi t i on of  
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di sci pl i ne does not  have as i t s pur pose t o puni sh t he r espondent  

at t or ney,  but  r at her  t o pr ot ect  t he publ i c,  t he cour t s and t he 

l egal  pr of essi on i n Wi sconsi n f r om i ncompet ent  and unf i t  

at t or neys.   See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Hankel ,  

126 Wi s.  2d 390,  394,  376 N. W. 2d 848 ( 1985) .   The i mposi t i on of  

pr of essi onal  di sci pl i ne pr ot ect s t he publ i c by det er r i ng 

addi t i onal  mi sconduct  ei t her  by t he di sci pl i ned at t or ney or  by 

ot her  member s of  t he Wi sconsi n bar .  

¶24 Consequent l y,  we concl ude t hat  t he OLR has est abl i shed 

t hat  At t or ney Cr andal l  was t he subj ect  of  a 30- day suspensi on 

i mposed by t he Supr eme Cour t  of  Mi nnesot a due t o hi s 

pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .   Mor eover ,  we det er mi ne t hat  none of  

t he t hr ee except i ons i n SCR 22. 22( 3)  t o t he i mposi t i on of  

r eci pr ocal  di sci pl i ne i n t hi s st at e appl i es t o At t or ney 

Cr andal l ' s  s i t uat i on.   Thus,  we det er mi ne t hat  At t or ney 

Cr andal l ' s  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n t hi s st at e shoul d be 

suspended under  SCR 22. 22( 3)  f or  a per i od of  30 days as 

r eci pr ocal  di sci pl i ne t o t hat  i mposed by t he Supr eme Cour t  of  

Mi nnesot a. 3 

¶25 Because Count s 1- 7 of  t he OLR' s compl ai nt  r emai n 

pendi ng bef or e a r ef er ee and wi l l  be addr essed by t hi s cour t  at  

                                                 
3 Al t hough gener al l y t he mi ni mum l engt h of  a suspensi on of  

an at t or ney' s l i cense i n t hi s st at e i s 60 days,  i n r eci pr ocal  
di sci pl i ne cases we wi l l  i mpose a 30- day suspensi on when doi ng 
so makes t he di sci pl i ne i dent i cal  t o t hat  i mposed i n t he ot her  
j ur i sdi ct i on.   See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Gr ady,  
188 Wi s.  2d 98,  523 N. W. 2d 564 ( 1994) ;  I n r e Di sci pl i nar y 
Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Nor a,  173 Wi s.  2d 660,  495 N. W. 2d 99 ( 1993) .  
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a l at er  dat e,  we wi l l  not  i mpose cost s agai nst  At t or ney Cr andal l  

at  t hi s t i me.  

¶26 I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he l i cense of  Er i c L.  Cr andal l  t o 

pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n i s suspended f or  a per i od of  30 days,  

ef f ect i ve Sept ember  2,  2008.  

¶27 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  At t or ney Cr andal l  shal l  

compl y wi t h t he r equi r ement s of  SCR 22. 26 per t ai ni ng t o 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.  

¶28 DAVI D T.  PROSSER,  J.    ( concur r i ng) .  I  concur  i n t he 

r esul t .  
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