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

r evoked.    

 

¶1 PER CURI AM.    On May 10,  2011,  Ref er ee Ri char d M.  

Esenber g i ssued a r epor t  r ecommendi ng t hat  At t or ney Al exi s L.  

Mi chael  be decl ar ed i n def aul t ,  concl udi ng t hat  At t or ney Mi chael  

engaged i n numer ous count s of  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct ,  and 

r ecommendi ng t hat  her  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n be 

r evoked.  

¶2 We concl ude t hat  t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  ar e 

suppor t ed by sat i sf act or y and convi nci ng evi dence.   Si nce 



No.  2008AP2337- D   

 

2 
 

At t or ney Mi chael  f ai l ed t o pr esent  a def ense despi t e bei ng gi ven 

mul t i pl e oppor t uni t i es t o do so,  we decl ar e her  t o be i n 

def aul t .   We f ur t her  det er mi ne t hat  t he ser i ousness of  At t or ney 

Mi chael ' s mi sconduct  war r ant s t he r evocat i on of  her  l i cense t o 

pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n.   We al so concl ude t hat  t he f ul l  cost s  

of  t he pr oceedi ng,  whi ch ar e $6, 853. 80 as of  May 31,  2011,  

shoul d be assessed agai nst  At t or ney Mi chael .  

¶3 At t or ney Mi chael  was admi t t ed t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n i n 2004.   On Oct ober  31,  2007,  At t or ney Mi chael ' s 

l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n was suspended f or  

nonpayment  of  st at e bar  dues.   Her  l i cense r emai ns suspended.  

¶4 On Sept ember  19,  2008,  t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on 

( OLR)  i ssued a compl ai nt  agai nst  At t or ney Mi chael  al l egi ng 34 

count s of  mi sconduct  i n v i ol at i on of  14 separ at e Rul es of  

Pr of essi onal  Conduct  f or  At t or neys.    

¶5 The al l egat i ons i n t he 59- page OLR compl ai nt ,  whi ch 

ar e di scussed i n gr eat  det ai l  i n t he 52- page r ef er ee' s r epor t ,  

wi l l  not  be ext ensi vel y r eci t ed or  r epeat ed her e.   The count s  of  

mi sconduct  al l  ar ose out  of  At t or ney Mi chael ' s oper at i on of  a 

bed and br eakf ast  i n Oconomowoc,  Wi sconsi n,  and an apar t ment  

bui l di ng i n Wat er t own,  Wi sconsi n.   At t or ney Mi chael  and her  

husband,  Fr eder i ck Decker ,  f or med a var i et y of  l egal  ent i t i es,  

some of  whi ch had been i nvol ved i n r unni ng t he bed and br eakf ast  

and apar t ment  bui l di ng.   I n her  management  of  t he bed and 

br eakf ast ,  At t or ney Mi chael  used a var i et y of  al i ases i n deal i ng 

wi t h empl oyees and t he Oconomowoc Pol i ce Depar t ment  of t en i n an 

ef f or t  t o evade payment  of  t he bed and br eakf ast ' s obl i gat i ons.   
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At  var i ous t i mes,  At t or ney Mi chael  t ol d bed and br eakf ast  

empl oyees t hat  her  name was " Jenni f er , "  " Moni ca, "  " Rochel l e, "  

" Sar ah, "  and " Al l y. "   At t or ney Mi chael  t ol d one empl oyee t hat  

her  phi l osophy was " i f  t hey can' t  f i nd you t hey can' t  ser ve 

you. "   Empl oyees f i gur ed out  t hat  t he per son who cal l ed her sel f  

by t hese var i ous names was act ual l y At t or ney Mi chael  because 

Waukesha Count y sher i f f ' s  deput i es and pr ocess ser ver s came t o 

t he bed and br eakf ast  f r equent l y t o ser ve At t or ney Mi chael  wi t h 

pr ocess or  t o col l ect  money.  

¶6 The OLR' s compl ai nt  al l eged t hat  At t or ney Mi chael  

engaged i n pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  i n an ef f or t  t o avoi d payi ng 

wages t o bed and br eakf ast  empl oyees.   The compl ai nt  al l eged 

t hat  At t or ney Mi chael  f ai l ed t o pay $408 t o a 14- year - ol d boy 

who wor ked at  t he bed and br eakf ast  i n l at e 2006.   The boy' s 

mot her  di d not  al l ow her  son t o r et ur n t o wor k because he had 

not  been pai d f or  wor k he had al r eady per f or med.   At t or ney 

Mi chael  asser t ed t o ot her  empl oyees t hat  f eder al  l aw r equi r ed 

her  t o wi t hhol d an empl oyee' s pay unl ess speci f i c  i dent i f i cat i on 

was pr ovi ded.   Thi s c l ai m was unt r ue si nce a r epr esent at i ve of  

t he Wi sconsi n Depar t ment  of  Wor kf or ce Devel opment ,  Equal  Ri ght s  

Di v i s i on,  advi sed t he boy' s mot her  t hat  hi s wor k per mi t  was 

suf f i c i ent  i dent i f i cat i on f or  hi m t o be pai d.    

¶7 I n l at e 2006 t he boy' s mot her  made numer ous t el ephone 

cal l s and vi s i t s t o t he bed and br eakf ast  t r y i ng t o col l ect  her  

son' s pay.   Al t hough At t or ney Mi chael  di d not  pay t he boy,  she 

at t empt ed t o det er  hi s mot her  f r om seeki ng compensat i on on hi s 

behal f .   At t or ney Mi chael  f i l ed wr i t t en st at ement s wi t h t he 
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Oconomowoc Pol i ce Depar t ment  c l ai mi ng t he boy' s mot her  had made 

wel l  over  150 phone cal l s t o At t or ney Mi chael ' s pr i vat e,  

busi ness,  and f ami l y phones i n t he past  f ew days and had gone t o 

At t or ney Mi chael ' s r esi dence si x t o t en t i mes per  day,  st ayi ng 

at  t he pr oper t y 20 t o 30 mi nut es each t i me.   On t wo occasi ons i n 

ear l y December  2006,  At t or ney Mi chael  f i l ed wr i t t en st at ement s 

wi t h t he Oconomowoc Pol i ce Depar t ment  accusi ng t he boy' s mot her  

of  t r espassi ng at  t he bed and br eakf ast .   At t or ney Mi chael  l at er  

c l ai med t he boy' s mot her  " i s a t yr ant  and has been comi ng t o t he 

bed- and- br eakf ast  at  l east  s i x t o 10 t i mes a day and has pl aced 

at  l east  200 phone cal l s i n t he l ast  mont h.   .  .  .  "  

¶8 On December  8,  2006,  At t or ney Mi chael  f i l ed a pet i t i on 

f or  a t empor ar y r est r ai ni ng or der  and i nj unct i on agai nst  t he 

boy' s mot her  i n Waukesha Count y Ci r cui t  Cour t .   A cour t  

commi ssi oner  i ssued a t empor ar y r est r ai ni ng or der ,  but  t he case 

was l at er  di smi ssed when At t or ney Mi chael  f ai l ed t o appear  f or  a 

hear i ng.   Al t hough At t or ney Mi chael  t est i f i ed dur i ng t he i ni t i al  

hear i ng i n t he Waukesha Count y case t hat  she had " r ecei ved 

pr obabl y c l ose t o 250 cal l s"  f r om t he boy' s mot her  bet ween 

November  17 and December  22,  2006,  t he boy' s mot her ' s home and 

cel l ul ar  t el ephone r ecor ds showed onl y f our  cal l s made t o t hr ee 

t el ephone number s associ at ed wi t h At t or ney Mi chael  bet ween 

November  17 and December  22,  2006.    

¶9 I n May 2007 At t or ney Mi chael  f i l ed anot her  pet i t i on 

f or  a t empor ar y r est r ai ni ng or der  and i nj unct i on agai nst  t he 

boy' s mot her ,  t hi s t i me i n Jef f er son Count y.   The pet i t i on 

al l eged t hat  t he boy' s mot her  was har assi ng At t or ney Mi chael  i n 
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a var i et y of  ways.   The pet i t i on asked t hat  t he cour t  or der  t he 

boy' s mot her  t o " st op cal l i ng,  dest r oyi ng mi ne and t enant s '  

pr oper t y .  .  .  Remai n 200 f eet  f r om my pl aces of  wor k .  .  .  Do 

not  cont act  ( per sonal l y,  wr i t t en,  phone,  et c. )  any of  t he 

t enant s I  manage.   I mmedi at el y  di smant l e def amat or y websi t e. "   

At t or ney Mi chael  asked one of  t he cour t  commi ssi oner ' s st af f  i f  

t he commi ssi oner  assi gned t o t he case woul d al t er  t he or der  t o 

be mor e speci f i c  about  t he l ocat i on wher e At t or ney Mi chael  owns 

pr oper t y.   The st af f  member  i nf or med t he commi ssi oner  t hat  

At t or ney Mi chael  was r equest i ng t hat  he i ncl ude addi t i onal  

l anguage i n t he or der .   The commi ssi oner  decl i ned t o do so and 

sai d t he mat t er  woul d be cl ar i f i ed at  t he hear i ng wi t h al l  

par t i es pr esent .    

¶10 On May 23,  2007,  t he Jef f er son Count y cour t  

commi ssi oner  i ssued a Not i ce of  Hear i ng- Tempor ar y Rest r ai ni ng 

Or der .   The commi ssi oner  checked t wo boxes on t he f or m but  di d 

not  wr i t e i n any addi t i onal  pr ohi bi t i ons or  di r ect i ves.   Af t er  

t he commi ssi oner  r ef used t o al t er  t he or der ,  he had a st af f  

member  r ecor d a memo t o t he f i l e conf i r mi ng he had r ef used t o 

i ncl ude any addi t i onal  l anguage or  or der s.   The st af f  member  

gave t he paper wor k back t o At t or ney Mi chael ,  t ol d her  t he 

commi ssi oner  woul d not  add anyt hi ng t o t he or der ,  and sent  

At t or ney Mi chael  t o t he c l er k of  cour t  t o f i l e i t .   Pr i or  t o 

havi ng t he not i ce and or der  ser ved on t he mi nor  empl oyee' s 

mot her ,  At t or ney Mi chael  al t er ed i t .  

¶11 On May 23,  2007,  a Jef f er son Count y cour t  commi ssi oner  

expl ai ned t o At t or ney Mi chael  t hat  she was not  per mi t t ed t o 
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ser ve def endant s i n mat t er s i n whi ch she was a par t y or  counsel .   

Not wi t hst andi ng t hat  advi ce,  At t or ney Mi chael  cal l ed t he 

Oconomowoc Pol i ce Depar t ment  t o ask t hat  an of f i cer  be pr esent  

whi l e she ser ved t he t empor ar y r est r ai ni ng or der  on t he mi nor  

empl oyee' s mot her .   Pol i ce advi sed At t or ney Mi chael  not  t o go t o 

t he r esi dence t o ser ve t he document  her sel f  and sai d t hat  i f  she 

at t empt ed t o ser ve t he document  her sel f  and t he mi nor ' s mot her  

cal l ed pol i ce,  At t or ney Mi chael  woul d be char ged wi t h 

t r espassi ng.   I n spi t e of  t hat  admoni t i on,  At t or ney Mi chael  went  

t o t he r esi dence and at t empt ed t o per sonal l y ser ve t he mi nor ' s 

mot her  wi t h t he t empor ar y r est r ai ni ng or der .   A Jef f er son Count y 

cour t  commi ssi oner  subsequent l y di smi ssed t he case.   

¶12 The Wi sconsi n Depar t ment  of  Wor kf or ce Devel opment ,  

af t er  i nvest i gat i ng wage cl ai ms f i l ed on behal f  of  t he mi nor  and 

ot her  f or mer  empl oyees of  t he bed and br eakf ast ,  f ound At t or ney 

Mi chael  t o be t he per son r esponsi bl e f or  nonpayment  of  empl oyees 

and f ound t hat  $6, 589. 08 i n unpai d wages r emai ned out st andi ng,  

i ncl udi ng $408 owed t o t he mi nor .   The Depar t ment  of  Wor kf or ce 

Devel opment  al so f ound t hat  At t or ney Mi chael  had vi ol at ed chi l d 

l abor  l aws and t hat  she had of f er ed f al se i nf or mat i on and used 

an al i as i n an ef f or t  t o i nt er f er e wi t h t hei r  i nvest i gat i on.  

¶13 The OLR' s compl ai nt  al so al l eged t hat  At t or ney Mi chael  

engaged i n a var i et y of  mi sconduct  t o avoi d payi ng wages t o 

cont r act or s who per f or med wor k at  t he bed and br eakf ast .   The 

compl ai nt  al l eged t hat  At t or ney Mi chael  f ai l ed t o pay money owed 

t o a man who hung dr ywal l  at  t he bed and br eakf ast .   The man 

t ook hi s t ool s and l ef t  af t er  not  r ecei v i ng payment .   At t or ney 
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Mi chael  and her  husband went  t o t he man' s r esi dence unannounced 

and demanded t hat  t he man gi ve t hem t he t ool s necessar y t o 

compl et e t he dr ywal l  wor k.   The t ool s bel onged t o t he man and he 

r ef used t o t ur n t hem over .   A physi cal  al t er cat i on ensued 

i nvol v i ng At t or ney Mi chael ' s husband and t he man,  i n whi ch t he 

man suf f er ed a br oken el bow and a br ui sed hi p.   The man f i l ed a 

pet i t i on f or  a t empor ar y r est r ai ni ng or der  agai nst  At t or ney 

Mi chael  and her  husband.    

¶14 At t or ney Mi chael  sent  a f ax t o t he c i r cui t  j udge 

sayi ng t hat  t he man had an ext ensi ve dr i nki ng and dr ug pr obl em 

and cl ai med t o be t he l ar gest  di st r i but or  of  THC i n Dodge and 

Waukesha count i es.   At t or ney Mi chael ' s husband was char ged wi t h 

bat t er y and cr i mi nal  damage t o pr oper t y st emmi ng f r om t he 

i nci dent .   The di st r i ct  at t or ney l at er  amended t he bat t er y  

char ge t o di sor der l y conduct  i n exchange f or  At t or ney Mi chael ' s 

husband pl eadi ng gui l t y t o t he amended char ge.   The cr i mi nal  

damage t o pr oper t y char ge was di smi ssed and r ead i n.   The 

dr ywal l er  r ecei ved a t hr ee- year  i nj unct i on agai nst  At t or ney 

Mi chael  and her  husband.   A c i r cui t  cour t  commi ssi oner  sent  a 

l et t er  t o At t or ney Mi chael  r emi ndi ng her  t hat  supr eme cour t  

r ul es pr ohi bi t  a l awyer  f r om communi cat i ng ex par t e wi t h a j udge 

about  a mat t er  pendi ng bef or e t he cour t .    

¶15 The OLR' s compl ai nt  al so al l eged t hat  At t or ney Mi chael  

engaged i n a cour se of  conduct  i nt endi ng t o avoi d payi ng money 

t o a man who di d some r emodel i ng wor k on t he upper  apar t ment  

l ocat ed adj acent  t o t he bed and br eakf ast  and t hat  At t or ney 

Mi chael  t ook t ool s t hat  bel onged t o t he man.   The compl ai nt  al so 
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al l eged t hat  At t or ney Mi chael  mi sr epr esent ed t hat  anot her  bed 

and br eakf ast  empl oyee had r ecei ved f r ee l odgi ng and t hat  she 

was r esponsi bl e f or  ut i l i t y  bi l l s .  

¶16 The OLR' s compl ai nt  f ur t her  al l eged t hat  At t or ney 

Mi chael  engaged i n mi sconduct  t o avoi d payi ng money owed t o 

onsi t e manager s of  an apar t ment  bui l di ng i n Wat er t own,  

Wi sconsi n,  owned by an LLC i n whi ch At t or ney Mi chael  and her  

husband had an i nt er est .   The coupl e ser ved as t he onsi t e 

manager s f or  t he apar t ment s f r om June 1,  2006,  t hr ough Apr i l  1,  

2007.   On or  about  Apr i l  1,  2007,  t he coupl e advi sed At t or ney 

Mi chael  t hey had deci ded t o st op managi ng t he apar t ment s.   At  

At t or ney Mi chael ' s r equest  t he coupl e pr ompt l y r et ur ned al l  keys 

f or  t he apar t ment s ot her  t han t hei r  own.   They gave At t or ney 

Mi chael  t hei r  t i mesheet s f or  wor k t hey had per f or med i n Mar ch of  

2007 managi ng t he apar t ment s and get t i ng some of  t he apar t ment s 

r eady t o be r ent ed.   The coupl e was not  pai d f or  t he wor k t hey 

had per f or med.    

¶17 At t or ney Mi chael  demanded t hat  t he coupl e r et ur n t ool s 

she had pr ovi ded f or  t he r emodel i ng wor k.   The coupl e r ef used t o 

r et ur n t he t ool s unt i l  t hey had been pai d wages t hey wer e owed.   

At t or ney Mi chael  cal l ed t he Wat er t own Pol i ce Depar t ment  sayi ng 

t he coupl e was not  owed any wages because t he agr eement  was t hat  

t he coupl e woul d r ecei ve r educed r ent  i f  t hey woul d wor k ar ound 

t he compl ex.   A Wat er t own Pol i ce Depar t ment  ser geant  r epor t ed 

t hat  he had been shown hour s t he coupl e had wor ked and had been 

shown wher e At t or ney Mi chael ' s t ool s wer e.   The t ool s wer e 

subsequent l y t ur ned i n t o t he pol i ce.  
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¶18 On Apr i l  3,  2007,  At t or ney Mi chael  f i l ed a summons and 

compl ai nt  f or  evi ct i on agai nst  t he coupl e as wel l  as a summons 

and compl ai nt  f or  r epl evi n seeki ng possessi on of  t hei r  van.   On 

bot h summons and compl ai nt  f or ms At t or ney Mi chael  i dent i f i ed t he 

man as " [ J. G. ]  AKA ' Cokehead' "  and i dent i f i ed t he woman as 

" [ K. G. ]  AKA ' June St upi d. ' "   As of  Apr i l  3,  2007,  At t or ney 

Mi chael  had not  pr ovi ded wr i t t en not i ce t o t he coupl e t hat  any 

r ent  was over due or  al l owed t hem f i ve days t o cur e t he asser t ed 

over due r ent  as r equi r ed by Wi s.  St at .  § 704. 17.   The coupl e 

bel i eved t hey di d not  owe any r ent  because t hei r  t i me sheet s f or  

t he management  wor k showed wages due f or  managi ng t he apar t ment s 

t hat  exceeded t he r ent  due.   I n f act ,  t he coupl e bel i eved t hey 

wer e owed i n excess of  $2, 600.    

¶19 On or  about  Apr i l  7,  2007,  At t or ney Mi chael  used her  

vehi c l e t o push t he man' s t r uck ont o t he l awn of  t he apar t ment  

compl ex so t hat  i t  hi t  an el ect r i cal  box.   When pol i ce 

i nvest i gat ed At t or ney Mi chael ' s r epor t  t hat  t he man had dr i ven 

hi s t r uck i nt o t he el ect r i cal  box,  pol i ce i dent i f i ed damage t o 

At t or ney Mi chael ' s car  and t he t r ansf er  of  pai nt  f r om her  car  t o 

t he man' s t r uck and det er mi ned t hat  At t or ney Mi chael  had used 

her  car  t o push t he man' s t r uck ont o t he gr ass and i nt o t he 

el ect r i cal  box.   Pol i ce al so ar r est ed At t or ney Mi chael  f or  

havi ng gl ued f i ve l ar ge st i cker s ont o t he man' s t r uck.   

¶20 Af t er  Apr i l  10,  2007,  At t or ney Mi chael  post ed not i ces 

ar ound t he compl ex i n publ i c ar eas maki ng mi sr epr esent at i ons 

about  t he coupl e,  i ncl udi ng cl ai mi ng t he man suf f er ed f r om 

sever e al cohol  and cocai ne addi ct i on.   A c i r cui t  cour t  
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commi ssi oner  subsequent l y di smi ssed At t or ney Mi chael ' s sui t s and 

gr ant ed t he coupl e' s count er cl ai ms i n t he col l ect i ve amount  of  

$5, 624. 92.    

¶21 The OLR' s compl ai nt  al so al l eged t hat  At t or ney Mi chael  

engaged i n mi sconduct  i n asser t i ng unwar r ant ed cl ai ms agai nst  

t wo t enant s of  t he Wat er t own apar t ment  bui l di ng.   The coupl e 

wer e t enant s of  t he apar t ment  unt i l  May 31,  2007.   I n Febr uar y 

of  2007,  t he coupl e gave At t or ney Mi chael  wr i t t en not i ce of  

t hei r  i nt ent  t o vacat e t he apar t ment  on June 1,  2007.   They 

advi sed At t or ney Mi chael  t o keep t hei r  secur i t y deposi t  as r ent  

f or  May of  2007.   On May 15,  2007,  At t or ney Mi chael  f i l ed a 

summons and compl ai nt  f or  evi ct i on agai nst  t he coupl e.   On t he 

summons and compl ai nt  f or m,  At t or ney Mi chael  i dent i f i ed t he man 

as " [ D. B. ]  AKA ' Mr .  KKK, ' "  and i dent i f i ed t he woman as " [ D. F. ]  

AKA ' The Oakr i dge Bi t ch. ' "   A c i r cui t  cour t  commi ssi oner  

di smi ssed t he case f or  l ack of  ser vi ce and or der ed al l  

i nf l ammat or y i nf or mat i on and al i ases st r i cken f r om t he 

compl ai nt ,  case capt i on,  and CCAP ent r i es.   At t or ney Mi chael  

l at er  r ef i l ed t he evi ct i on act i on agai nst  t he coupl e.   The case 

was agai n di smi ssed.    

¶22 The OLR' s compl ai nt  al so al l eged t hat  At t or ney Mi chael  

f ai l ed t o cooper at e wi t h OLR i nvest i gat i ons and wi l l f ul l y  f ai l ed 

t o pr ovi de r el evant  i nf or mat i on t o t he OLR.   The compl ai nt  al so 

al l eged t hat  At t or ney Mi chael  made wi l l f ul  mi sr epr esent at i ons i n 

t he cour se of  t he OLR i nvest i gat i ons.  

¶23 The OLR' s compl ai nt  was ser ved on At t or ney Mi chael  on 

Sept ember  19,  2008.   She f ai l ed t o r espond.   On Januar y 6,  2009,  
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t he r ef er ee i ssued an or der  t o show cause why a def aul t  j udgment  

shoul d not  be ent er ed agai nst  her .   A t el ephone hear i ng was 

schedul ed f or  Januar y 21,  2009.   At t or ney Mi chael  di d not  

r espond t o t he or der  t o show cause or  par t i c i pat e i n t he 

t el ephone conf er ence.   At t or ney Mi chael  subsequent l y r et ai ned 

counsel ,  who cont act ed t he r ef er ee aski ng whet her  At t or ney 

Mi chael  coul d have an addi t i onal  30 days t o r espond t o t he 

compl ai nt .   The r ef er ee gave At t or ney Mi chael  unt i l  Oct ober  8,  

2009,  t o f i l e a pr oposed answer  and mot i on f or  r el i ef .   She di d 

so.    

¶24 The OLR r equest ed an evi dent i ar y hear i ng,  whi ch was 

set  f or  Febr uar y 25,  2010.   The hear i ng was conduct ed on t hat  

day.   On Sept ember  1,  2010,  t he r ef er ee i ssued an or der  

r el i evi ng At t or ney Mi chael  f r om her  def aul t .   The r ef er ee 

concl uded t hat  r el i ef  was war r ant ed i n t he i nt er est  of  j ust i ce.  

On November  16,  2010,  t he r ef er ee ent er ed a schedul i ng or der  

whi ch speci f i ed t hat  At t or ney Mi chael ' s deposi t i on woul d t ake 

pl ace on December  8- 10,  2010.   At t or ney Mi chael  f ai l ed t o appear  

on t hose dat es.   At  OLR' s r equest ,  t he r ef er ee s i gned a pr oposed 

or der  r eschedul i ng t he deposi t i on f or  Januar y 19- 21,  2011.   

At t or ney Mi chael  agai n f ai l ed t o appear  f or  her  deposi t i on.   The 

OLR r enewed i t s mot i on f or  a def aul t  j udgment ,  st r i k i ng At t or ney 

Mi chael ' s answer  and ent er i ng j udgment  agai nst  her .    

¶25 I n hi s May 10,  2011,  r epor t ,  t he r ef er ee r ecommended 

t hat  At t or ney Mi chael  be decl ar ed i n def aul t .   The r ef er ee sai d,  

" Her  negl ect  of  t hese pr oceedi ngs i s ast oni shi ng and woul d,  i n 

and of  i t sel f ,  war r ant  subst ant i al  di sci pl i ne.   Her  cont empt  f or  
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t hese pr oceedi ngs i s of  a pi ece wi t h t he cont empt  f or  her  

obl i gat i ons as an at t or ney and of f i cer  of  t he cour t  r ef l ect i ng 

i n t he al l egat i ons agai nst  her  whi ch I  now have no choi ce but  t o 

deem t o be t r ue. "    

¶26 The r ef er ee sai d:  

Mi chael  r epeat edl y l i ed——t o empl oyees,  r epor t er s and 
suppl i er s——about  her  i dent i t y;  of t en wi t h i nt ent  t o 
avoi d her  f i nanci al  obl i gat i ons.   She r epeat edl y 
i gnor ed t hese obl i gat i ons and l ashed out  agai nst  t hose 
t o whom she owed t hem.   She abused pr ocess;  made 
mi sr epr esent at i ons t o j udi c i al  of f i cer s and def amat or y 
st at ement s about  t hose t o whom she owed money.   She 
al t er ed a cour t  or der  and i nser t ed scandal ous mat er i al  
i n pl eadi ngs,  suggest i ng an ut t er  l ack of  r egar d f or  
t he di gni t y of  t he cour t s and f or  her  r esponsi bi l i t y 
as an of f i cer  of  t hose cour t s.   She f ai l ed t o 
cooper at e wi t h,  and made mi sr epr esent at i ons t o,  t he 
Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on.   She f ai l ed t o appear  and 
par t i c i pat e i n t hese pr oceedi ngs.   Then,  when gi ven an 
oppor t uni t y t o do so,  she r epeat edl y mi ssed deadl i nes 
and f ai l ed t o meet  her  obl i gat i ons.  

 Ms.  Mi chael  c l ai med onl y vague f ami l i ar i t y wi t h a 
compl ai nt ——si gned by her ——t hat  i s a s i gni f i cant  par t  
of  t he count s agai nst  her  i n whi ch she r ef er r ed,  i n an 
of f i c i al  f i l i ng,  t o t he def endant s as " Oakr i dge Bi t ch"  
and " Mr .  Cokehead. "   None of  t hi s was ver y i mpr essi ve 
t hen and i t  i s  l ess so now.   I  t r i ed t o gi ve Ms.  
Mi chael  chances t o def end her sel f  but  she has 
exhaust ed any r easonabl e concept  of  [ f or bear ance] ——and 
i ndeed t he abi l i t y  of  t he cour t ——t o accommodat e her .   
She has been of f er ed mul t i pl e choi ces whi ch she j ust  
woul dn' t  t ake.   Thi s i s consi st ent  wi t h t he pat t er n of  
behavi or  set  f or t h i n OLR' s compl ai nt .   She expl ai ned 
a l engt hy hi st or y of  def aul t  j udgment s wi t h t he odd 
not i on t hat  she has so many i mpr oper l y f i l ed or  bogus 
l awsui t s f i l ed agai nst  her  t hat  t hey cannot  be 
def ended.   She t est i f i ed t hat  her  l aw l i cense was ver y 
i mpor t ant  t o her  and t hen t wi ce f ai l ed t o appear  at  a 
deposi t i on i n t he ver y pr oceedi ng t hat  woul d det er mi ne 
whet her  she can keep i t .  
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 Al t hough I  deci ded,  af t er  a hear i ng,  t o gi ve Ms.  
Mi chael  anot her  chance——a chance she squander ed——her  
t est i mony at  t he hear i ng was consi st ent  wi t h t hi s l ack 
of  r egar d f or  her  obl i gat i ons.   She cont r adi ct ed t he 
af f i davi t  of  ser vi ce on f i l e wi t h t he cour t  by 
asser t i ng t hat  i t  was handed t o her  at t or ney i nst ead 
and t hat ,  al t hough her  at t or ney gave i t  t o her ,  she 
pai d no f ur t her  at t ent i on t o what  " t ur ned out "  t o be 
OLR' s compl ai nt  agai nst  her .   She bl amed t he mul t i t ude 
of  compl ai nt s agai nst  her  on t he " ment al l y unst abl e"  
mot her  of  a chi l d who had " vol unt eer ed"  at  t he bed and 
br eakf ast .   She spoke of  vague and undocument ed 
pr obl ems wi t h mai l  del i ver y and unsubst ant i at ed heal t h 
pr obl ems and ext ended st ays i n Chi cago.  

 Gi ven t he sever i t y and f r equency of  t hese 
vi ol at i ons,  combi ned wi t h her  appar ent  di s i nt er est  i n 
r et ai ni ng her  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw,  i t  i s  qui t e 
c l ear  t hat  t o per mi t  Mi chael  t o pr act i ce l aw woul d 
pr esent  ser i ous r i sk t o t he publ i c and t he cour t s.   I t  
i s  my r ecommendat i on t hat  her  l i cense t o pr act i ce be 
r evoked.  

¶27 At t or ney Mi chael  has not  f i l ed an appeal  f r om t he 

r ef er ee' s r epor t  and r ecommendat i on.   

¶28 Al t hough At t or ney Mi chael  was gi ven mul t i pl e 

oppor t uni t i es t o pr esent  a def ense t o t he OLR' s compl ai nt ,  she 

f ai l ed t o do so.   Accor di ngl y,  we deem i t  appr opr i at e t o st r i ke 

her  answer  t o t he OLR' s compl ai nt  and decl ar e her  i n def aul t .   

¶29 A r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  ar e af f i r med unl ess 

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.   The cour t  may i mpose 

what ever  sanct i on i t  sees f i t  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.    
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¶30 Ther e i s no showi ng t hat  any of  t he r ef er ee' s det ai l ed 

f i ndi ngs of  f act  ar e c l ear l y er r oneous.   Accor di ngl y,  we adopt  

t hem.   We al so agr ee wi t h t he r ef er ee' s concl usi ons of  l aw t hat  

At t or ney Mi chael  v i ol at ed t he f ol l owi ng supr eme cour t  r ul es,  

some of  t hem i n mul t i pl e i nst ances:   SCRs 20: 3. 1( a) ( 1)  and 

( a) ( 2) ; 1 f or mer  SCR 20: 3. 1( a) ( 3) ; 2 f or mer  SCRs 20: 3. 3( a) ( 1)  and 

( a) ( 4) ; 3 SCR 20: 3. 4( c) ; 4 SCR 20: 3. 5( b) ; 5 f or mer  SCR 20: 4. 4; 6 

                                                 
1 SCRs 20: 3. 1( a) ( 1)  and ( 2)  st at e:  

I n r epr esent i ng a c l i ent ,  a l awyer  shal l  not :   

( 1)  knowi ngl y advance a c l ai m or  def ense t hat  i s  
unwar r ant ed under  exi st i ng l aw,  except  t hat  t he l awyer  
may advance such cl ai m or  def ense i f  i t  can be 
suppor t ed by good f ai t h ar gument  f or  an ext ensi on,  
modi f i cat i on or  r ever sal  of  exi st i ng l aw;   

( 2)  knowi ngl y advance a f act ual  posi t i on unl ess 
t her e i s a basi s f or  doi ng so t hat  i s  not  
f r i vol ous;  .  .  .  .  

2 For mer  SCR 20: 3. 1( a) ( 3)  ( ef f ect i ve t hr ough June 30,  2007)  
st at ed t hat  i n r epr esent i ng a c l i ent ,  a l awyer  shal l  not  " f i l e a 
sui t ,  asser t  a posi t i on,  conduct  a def ense,  del ay a t r i al  or  
t ake ot her  act i on on behal f  of  t he c l i ent  when t he l awyer  knows 
or  when i t  i s  obvi ous t hat  such an act i on woul d ser ve mer el y t o 
har ass or  mal i c i ousl y i nj ur e anot her . "  

3 For mer  SCRs 20: 3. 3( a) ( 1)  and ( a) ( 4)  ( ef f ect i ve t hr ough 
June 30,  2007)  st at ed t hat  a l awyer  shal l  not  knowi ngl y 
" ( 1)  make a f al se st at ement  of  f act  or  l aw t o a 
t r i bunal ;  .  .  .  "  and " ( 4)  of f er  evi dence t hat  t he l awyer  knows 
t o be f al se.   I f  a l awyer  has of f er ed mat er i al  evi dence and 
comes t o know of  i t s f al s i t y,  t he l awyer  shal l  t ake r easonabl e 
r emedi al  measur es. "  

4 SCR 20: 3. 4( c)  s t at es a l awyer  shal l  not  " knowi ngl y di sobey 
an obl i gat i on under  t he r ul es of  a t r i bunal ,  except  f or  an open 
r ef usal  based on an asser t i on t hat  no val i d obl i gat i on 
exi st s;  .  .  .  . "  
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SCRs 20: 8. 4( a) ,  ( c) ,  and ( f ) , 7 and SCR 20: 8. 4( h) ; 8 and 

SCRs 22. 03( 2)  and ( 6) . 9   

                                                                                                                                                             
5 SCR 20: 3. 5( b)  ( ef f ect i ve Jul y  1,  2007)  pr ovi des t hat  a 

l awyer  shal l  not :  

communi cat e ex par t e wi t h such a per son dur i ng t he 
pr oceedi ng unl ess aut hor i zed t o do so by l aw or  cour t  
or der  or  f or  schedul i ng pur poses i f  per mi t t ed by t he 
cour t .   I f  communi cat i on bet ween a l awyer  and j udge 
has occur r ed i n or der  t o schedul e t he mat t er ,  t he 
l awyer  i nvol ved shal l  pr ompt l y not i f y t he l awyer  f or  
t he ot her  par t y or  t he ot her  par t y,  i f  unr epr esent ed,  
of  such communi cat i on;  .  .  .  .  

6 For mer  SCR 20: 4. 4 ( ef f ect i ve t hr ough June 30,  2007)  
st at ed:   " I n r epr esent i ng a c l i ent ,  a l awyer  shal l  not  use means 
t hat  have no subst ant i al  pur pose ot her  t han t o embar r ass,  del ay,  
or  bur den a t hi r d per son,  or  use met hods of  obt ai ni ng evi dence 
t hat  v i ol at e t he l egal  r i ght s of  such a per son. "  

7 SCRs 20: 8. 4( a) ,  ( c) ,  and ( f )  pr ovi de i t  i s  pr of essi onal  
mi sconduct  f or  a l awyer  t o:  

( a)  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 ;  .  .  .   

( c)  engage i n conduct  i nvol v i ng di shonest y,  
f r aud,  decei t  or  mi sr epr esent at i on;  .  .  .   

( f )  v i ol at e a st at ut e,  supr eme cour t  r ul e,  
supr eme cour t  or der  or  supr eme cour t  deci s i on 
r egul at i ng t he conduct  of  l awyer s;  .  .  .   

8 SCR 20: 8. 4( h)  ( ef f ect i ve Jul y 1,  2007)  pr ovi des i t  i s  
pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  f or  a l awyer  t o " f ai l  t o cooper at e i n 
t he i nvest i gat i on of  a gr i evance f i l ed wi t h t he of f i ce of  l awyer  
r egul at i on as r equi r ed by SCR 21. 15( 4) ,  SCR 22. 001( 9) ( b) ,  
SCR 22. 03( 2) ,  SCR 22. 03( 6) ,  or  SCR 22. 04( 1) ;  .  .  .  . "  

9 SCRs 22. 03( 2)  and ( 6)  st at e as f ol l ows:  

( 2)  Upon commenci ng an i nvest i gat i on,  t he 
di r ect or  shal l  not i f y t he r espondent  of  t he mat t er  
bei ng i nvest i gat ed unl ess i n t he opi ni on of  t he 
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¶31 Revocat i on of  an at t or ney' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i s 

t he most  sever e sanct i on t hi s cour t  can i mpose.   I t  i s  r eser ved 

f or  t he most  egr egi ous cases.   Al t hough At t or ney Mi chael  had a 

l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw f or  onl y t hr ee year s bef or e her  l i cense 

was suspended f or  nonpayment  of  St at e Bar  dues,  dur i ng t hat  

shor t  t i mef r ame,  she engaged i n r epeat ed,  aggr avat ed,  and 

somet i mes di st ur bi ng conduct  t hat  demonst r at es she i s appar ent l y  

unabl e t o conf or m her  conduct  t o t he st andar ds expect ed of  al l  

member s of  t he Wi sconsi n bar .   I n l i ght  of  t he ext r emel y 

aggr avat ed nat ur e of  t he mi sconduct ,  we concl ude t hat  no 

sanct i on shor t  of  r evocat i on woul d be suf f i c i ent  t o pr ot ect  t he 

publ i c,  achi eve det er r ence,  and i mpr ess upon At t or ney Mi chael  

t he ser i ousness of  her  mi sconduct .   We al so agr ee t hat  At t or ney 

Mi chael  shoul d be assessed t he f ul l  cost s of  t he pr oceedi ng.  

                                                                                                                                                             
di r ect or  t he i nvest i gat i on of  t he mat t er  r equi r es 
ot her wi se.   The r espondent  shal l  f ul l y  and f ai r l y 
di scl ose al l  f act s and ci r cumst ances per t ai ni ng t o t he 
al l eged mi sconduct  wi t hi n 20 days af t er  bei ng ser ved 
by or di nar y mai l  a r equest  f or  a wr i t t en r esponse.   
The di r ect or  may al l ow addi t i onal  t i me t o r espond.   
Fol l owi ng r ecei pt  of  t he r esponse,  t he di r ect or  may 
conduct  f ur t her  i nvest i gat i on and may compel  t he 
r espondent  t o answer  quest i ons,  f ur ni sh document s,  and 
pr esent  any i nf or mat i on deemed r el evant  t o t he 
i nvest i gat i on.  

.  .  .   

( 6)  I n t he cour se of  t he i nvest i gat i on,  t he 
r espondent ' s wi l f ul  f ai l ur e t o pr ovi de r el evant  
i nf or mat i on,  t o answer  quest i ons f ul l y,  or  t o f ur ni sh 
document s and t he r espondent ' s mi sr epr esent at i on i n a 
di scl osur e ar e mi sconduct ,  r egar dl ess of  t he mer i t s of  
t he mat t er s asser t ed i n t he gr i evance.  
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¶32 I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he l i cense of  Al exi s L.  Mi chael  t o 

pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n i s r evoked,  ef f ect i ve t he dat e of  t hi s 

or der .  

¶33 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 ,  Al exi s L.  Mi chael  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.    

¶34 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat ,  t o t he ext ent  she has not  

al r eady done so,  Al exi s L.  Mi chael  shal l  compl y wi t h t he 

pr ovi s i ons of  SCR 22. 26 concer ni ng t he dut i es of  an at t or ney 

whose l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw has been r evoked.    
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