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version will appear in the bound 
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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.    We r evi ew t he pet i t i on of  At t or ney 

Chr i st opher  A.  Mut schl er  f or  t he consensual  r evocat i on of  hi s 

l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n.   See SCR 22. 19.   

¶2 At t or ney Mut schl er  was admi t t ed t o t he pr act i ce of  l aw 

i n Wi sconsi n i n 1991.   He most  r ecent l y pr act i ced l aw i n Fond du 

Lac.  

¶3 At t or ney Mut schl er  has not  pr evi ousl y been t he subj ect  

of  pr of essi onal  di sci pl i ne.   Hi s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n 
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Wi sconsi n,  however ,  has been t empor ar i l y  suspended si nce Mar ch 

2010 due t o hi s wi l l f ul  f ai l ur e t o cooper at e wi t h t he Of f i ce of  

Lawyer  Regul at i on' s ( OLR)  gr i evance i nvest i gat i ons concer ni ng 

hi s conduct .   See SCR 22. 03( 4) .   Hi s l i cense r emai ns suspended 

as of  t he dat e of  t hi s opi ni on.  

¶4 The pet i t i on f or  consensual  r evocat i on and t he OLR' s 

summar y of  t he mi sconduct  al l egat i ons agai nst  At t or ney Mut schl er  

st at e t hat  t her e ar e 59 separ at e i nvest i gat i ons pendi ng agai nst  

hi m.   The OLR' s summar y i ndi cat es t hat  f or  each i nvest i gat i on 

t her e appear  t o be vi ol at i ons of  mul t i pl e r ul es.   Thus,  i f  a 

f or mal  compl ai nt  wer e t o be f i l ed agai nst  At t or ney Mut schl er ,  

t her e coul d appar ent l y be scor es or  even hundr eds of  count s of  

pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .  I n addi t i on t o t he under l y i ng 

mi sconduct  at  i ssue i n t hese gr i evance i nvest i gat i ons,  At t or ney 

Mut schl er  woul d al so be subj ect  t o mul t i pl e addi t i onal  count s 

r el at ed t o hi s f ai l ur e t o cooper at e wi t h t he OLR' s separ at e 

gr i evance i nvest i gat i ons.    

¶5 Near l y al l  of  t he gr i evances agai nst  At t or ney 

Mut schl er  appear  t o f ol l ow a s i mi l ar  pat t er n.   I n gener al ,  

At t or ney Mut schl er  woul d obt ai n payment  of  an advance f ee,  whi ch 

was of t en a f l at  f ee,  t o r epr esent  a c l i ent  i n a t r af f i c ,  OWI ,  

or  cr i mi nal  case.   I n OWI  and t r af f i c  cases,  At t or ney Mut schl er  

woul d t hen of t en advi se t he c l i ent  t o ent er  a no cont est  pl ea 

and pr omi se t hat  he woul d wi n t he case on appeal .   I n some 

cases,  At t or ney Mut schl er  woul d never  not i f y t he c l i ent  of  t he 

schedul ed hear i ng on t he pendi ng char ge or  c i t at i on,  l eadi ng t o 

t he c l i ent  f ai l i ng t o appear .   I n some cases,  At t or ney Mut schl er  
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hi msel f  woul d f ai l  t o appear  at  t he schedul ed hear i ng.   The 

f ai l ur e t o appear  by t he c l i ent  or  At t or ney Mut schl er  woul d 

of t en l ead t he j udge pr esi di ng over  t he c i t at i on or  char ge t o 

ent er  a def aul t  j udgment  agai nst  t he c l i ent .   I n ot her  cases,  

t he c l i ent  woul d,  i n f act ,  ent er  a gui l t y or  no cont est  pl ea,  

but  At t or ney Mut schl er  woul d t hen ei t her  f ai l  t o f i l e an appeal  

or  woul d f ai l  t o pr osecut e t he appeal  pr oper l y,  whi ch woul d l ead 

t o t he di smi ssal  of  t he appeal .  

¶6 I n a l ar ge maj or i t y of  t he cases,  t he gr i evance 

al l eges t hat  At t or ney Mut schl er  f ai l ed t o communi cat e adequat el y  

wi t h hi s c l i ent .   I n some cases,  t he c l i ent s made dozens of  

t el ephone cal l s ( up t o 100 cal l s i n some i nst ances) ,  but  

At t or ney Mut schl er  never  r et ur ned t hem.   I n many cases,  At t or ney 

Mut schl er  s i mpl y st opped communi cat i ng at  al l  wi t h t he c l i ent s,  

r equi r i ng t hem ei t her  t o hi r e new counsel  or  t o pr oceed on t hei r  

own wi t hout  counsel .  

¶7 Some exampl es of  t he number s of  possi bl e v i ol at i ons 

may pr ovi de some cont ext  f or  t he scope of  At t or ney Mut schl er ' s 

pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .   I n 57 of  t he 59 i nvest i gat i ons,  t he 

OLR al l eges a possi bl e v i ol at i on of  SCR 20: 1. 3, 1 whi ch r equi r es a 

l awyer  t o act  wi t h r easonabl e di l i gence and pr ompt ness.   I n 53 

of  t he i nvest i gat i ons,  t her e ar e possi bl e f ai l ur es t o 

communi cat e pr oper l y wi t h c l i ent s,  i n v i ol at i on of  SCR 20: 1. 4. 2  
                                                 

1 SCR 20: 1. 3 st at es " [ a]  l awyer  shal l  act  wi t h r easonabl e 
di l i gence and pr ompt ness i n r epr esent i ng a c l i ent . "  

2 SCR 20: 1. 4 pr ovi des as f ol l ows:   

( a)  A l awyer  shal l :  
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I n 54 of  t he gr i evance i nvest i gat i ons,  t her e i s an al l egat i on 

t hat  At t or ney Mut schl er  f ai l ed t o hol d unear ned f ees and advance 

payment s r ecei ved f r om cl i ent s i n t r ust  unt i l  ear ned,  i n 

v i ol at i on of  SCR 20: 1. 15( b) ( 4) . 3  I n 52 of  t he i nvest i gat i ons,  

                                                                                                                                                             
( 1)  Pr ompt l y i nf or m t he cl i ent  of  any deci s i on or  

c i r cumst ance wi t h r espect  t o whi ch t he cl i ent ' s 
i nf or med consent ,  as def i ned i n SCR 20: 1. 0( f ) ,  i s  
r equi r ed by t hese r ul es;   

( 2)  r easonabl y consul t  wi t h t he c l i ent  about  t he 
means by whi ch t he cl i ent ' s  obj ect i ves ar e t o be 
accompl i shed;  

( 3)  keep t he cl i ent  r easonabl y i nf or med about  t he 
st at us of  t he mat t er ;   

( 4)  pr ompt l y compl y wi t h r easonabl e r equest s by 
t he c l i ent  f or  i nf or mat i on;  and 

( 5)  consul t  wi t h t he c l i ent  about  any r el evant  
l i mi t at i on on t he l awyer ' s conduct  when t he l awyer  
knows t hat  t he cl i ent  expect s assi st ance not  per mi t t ed 
by t he Rul es of  Pr of essi onal  Conduct  or  ot her  l aw.  

( b)  A l awyer  shal l  expl ai n a mat t er  t o t he ext ent  
r easonabl y necessar y t o per mi t  t he c l i ent  t o make 
i nf or med deci s i ons r egar di ng t he r epr esent at i on.  

The OLR' s mi sconduct  summar y i ndi cat es t hat  i n some 
i nst ances At t or ney Mut schl er ' s mi sconduct  may have been cover ed 
by t he pr i or  ver si on of  t hi s r ul e,  whi ch was i n ef f ect  pr i or  t o 
Jul y 1,  2007,  and pr ovi ded as f ol l ows:  

( a)  A l awyer  shal l  keep a c l i ent  r easonabl y 
i nf or med about  t he st at us of  a mat t er  and pr ompt l y 
compl y wi t h r easonabl e r equest s f or  i nf or mat i on.  

( b)  A l awyer  shal l  expl ai n a mat t er  t o t he ext ent  
r easonabl y necessar y t o per mi t  t he c l i ent  t o make 
i nf or med deci s i ons r egar di ng t he r epr esent at i on.    

3 SCR 20: 1. 15( b) ( 4)  st at es:    
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t her e i s an al l egat i on t hat  At t or ney Mut schl er  f ai l ed t o t ake 

r easonabl e st eps t o pr ot ect  hi s c l i ent s '  i nt er est s upon t he 

t er mi nat i on of  t he r epr esent at i on,  i ncl udi ng r et ur ni ng unear ned 

advance payment s,  i n v i ol at i on of  SCR 20: 1. 16( d) . 4  Fi nal l y,  t he 

                                                                                                                                                             
Unear ned f ees and cost  advances.   Except  as 

pr ovi ded i n par .  ( 4m) ,  unear ned f ees and advanced 
payment s of  f ees shal l  be hel d i n t r ust  unt i l  ear ned 
by t he l awyer ,  and wi t hdr awn pur suant  t o sub.  ( g) .   
Funds advanced by a c l i ent  or  3r d par t y f or  payment  of  
cost s shal l  be hel d i n t r ust  unt i l  t he cost s ar e 
i ncur r ed.  

The OLR' s mi sconduct  summar y i ndi cat es t hat  i n some 
i nst ances At t or ney Mut schl er ' s mi sconduct  may have been cover ed 
by t he pr i or  ver si on of  t hi s r ul e,  whi ch was i n ef f ect  pr i or  t o 
Jul y 1,  2007,  and pr ovi ded as f ol l ows:  

Unear ned f ees and cost  advances.   Unear ned f ees 
and advanced payment s of  f ees shal l  be hel d i n t r ust  
unt i l  ear ned by t he l awyer ,  and wi t hdr awn pur suant  t o 
SCR 20: 1. 15( g) .   Funds advanced by a c l i ent  or  3r d 
par t y f or  payment  of  cost s shal l  be hel d i n t r ust  
unt i l  t he cost s ar e i ncur r ed.  

4 SCR 20: 1. 16( d)  pr ovi des:    

Upon t er mi nat i on of  r epr esent at i on,  a l awyer  
shal l  t ake st eps t o t he ext ent  r easonabl y pr act i cabl e 
t o pr ot ect  a c l i ent ' s i nt er est s,  such as gi v i ng 
r easonabl e not i ce t o t he c l i ent ,  al l owi ng t i me f or  
empl oyment  of  ot her  counsel ,  sur r ender i ng paper s and 
pr oper t y t o whi ch t he cl i ent  i s  ent i t l ed and r ef undi ng 
any advance payment  of  f ee or  expense t hat  has not  
been ear ned or  i ncur r ed.   The l awyer  may r et ai n paper s 
r el at i ng t o t he c l i ent  t o t he ext ent  per mi t t ed by 
ot her  l aw.  

The OLR' s mi sconduct  summar y i ndi cat es t hat  i n some 
i nst ances At t or ney Mut schl er ' s mi sconduct  may have been cover ed 
by t he pr i or  ver si on of  t hi s r ul e,  whi ch was i n ef f ect  pr i or  t o 
Jul y 1,  2007,  and pr ovi ded as f ol l ows:  

 Upon t er mi nat i on of  r epr esent at i on,  a l awyer  
shal l  t ake st eps t o t he ext ent  r easonabl y pr act i cabl e 



No.  2010AP1939- D   

 

6 
 

OLR i ndi cat es t hat  i n 26 of  t he i nvest i gat i ons t her e may be a 

possi bl e v i ol at i on of  SCR 20: 8. 4( c) , 5 whi ch pr ohi bi t s at t or neys 

f r om engagi ng i n conduct  i nvol v i ng di shonest y,  f r aud,  decei t  or  

mi sr epr esent at i on.  

¶8 I n addi t i on t o mi sconduct  r el at ed t o r epr esent at i ons 

of  c l i ent s,  t he OLR' s summar y of  mi sconduct  al so i ndi cat es t hat  

At t or ney Mut schl er  engaged i n cr i mi nal  conduct .   I n 2008,  

pur suant  t o a pl ea agr eement ,  At t or ney Mut schl er  pl ed no cont est  

t o a char ge of  ut t er i ng a f or ger y,  a f el ony,  and t o a char ge of  

possessi on of  an i l l egal l y obt ai ned pr escr i pt i on medi cat i on,  a 

mi sdemeanor .   The f or ger y count  was subj ect  t o a def er r ed 

pr osecut i on agr eement  and was l at er  di smi ssed on t he 

pr osecut or ' s mot i on.   Accor di ng t o t he OLR' s summar y of  

mi sconduct ,  t hese char ges st emmed f r om At t or ney Mut schl er  bei ng 

caught  i n t he act  of  f or gi ng pr escr i pt i on f or ms and usi ng such 

f or ms t o obt ai n pai n medi cat i on on Mar ch 26,  2007.   The pol i ce 

l at er  di scover ed t hat  At t or ney Mut schl er  had al so successf ul l y 

used a f or ged pr escr i pt i on f or m t o obt ai n pai n medi cat i on on 

Mar ch 5,  2007.  

                                                                                                                                                             
t o pr ot ect  a c l i ent ' s i nt er est s,  such as gi v i ng 
r easonabl e not i ce t o t he c l i ent ,  al l owi ng t i me f or  
empl oyment  of  ot her  counsel ,  sur r ender i ng paper s and 
pr oper t y t o whi ch t he cl i ent  i s  ent i t l ed and r ef undi ng 
any advance payment  of  f ee t hat  has not  been ear ned.  
The l awyer  may r et ai n paper s r el at i ng t o t he c l i ent  t o 
t he ext ent  per mi t t ed by ot her  l aw.  

5 SCR 20: 8. 4( c)  s t at es i t  i s  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  f or  a 
l awyer  t o "  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;  .  .  .  . "  
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¶9 At t or ney Mut schl er ' s pet i t i on f or  consensual  

r evocat i on acknowl edges t hat  he cannot  successf ul l y def end 

hi msel f  agai nst  t he pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  al l egat i ons 

descr i bed i n t he OLR' s mi sconduct  summar y.   I n addi t i on,  i n t he 

pet i t i on At t or ney Mut schl er  avows t hat  hi s  f i l i ng of  t he 

pet i t i on i s bei ng done f r eel y,  vol unt ar i l y ,  and knowi ngl y.   He 

acknowl edges t hat  he has t he r i ght  t o cont est  t he char ges 

agai nst  hi m and t he r i ght  t o r et ai n counsel  t o advi se and assi st  

hi m i n t hese mat t er s,  and st at es t hat  he i s gi v i ng up t hese 

r i ght s.   At t or ney Mut schl er  f ur t her  acknowl edges t hat  i f  t he 

cour t  gr ant s hi s pet i t i on and r evokes hi s l i cense,  he wi l l  be 

subj ect  t o t he pr ovi s i ons of  SCRs 22. 26- 22. 33.   

¶10 We must  al so addr ess t he i ssue of  r est i t ut i on i n 

connect i on wi t h At t or ney Mut schl er ' s pet i t i on f or  r evocat i on.   

I n t he pet i t i on At t or ney Mut schl er  st at es t hat  he cannot  

successf ul l y def end agai nst  t he r est i t ut i on or der s sought  by t he 

OLR.   The OLR' s mi sconduct  summar y i ncl uded a st at ement  f or  each 

i nvest i gat i on as t o whet her  r est i t ut i on was sought .   Those 

r est i t ut i on st at ement s wer e summar i zed i n a char t  at t ached t o 

t he OLR' s r ecommendat i on i n suppor t  of  t he pet i t i on f or  

r evocat i on by consent .   The r est i t ut i on char t  showed t hat  t he 

OLR r equest ed r est i t ut i on awar ds i n 45 of  t he 59 i nvest i gat i ons 

i t  was conduct i ng.   Thus,  At t or ney Mut schl er ' s s t at ement  i n hi s 

pet i t i on i ndi cat es t hat  he di d not  and does not  cont est  a 

r est i t ut i on awar d t o some per son or  ent i t y i n t hose mat t er s.   I n 

a number  of  cases,  however ,  t her e r emai ned some uncer t ai nt y over  

t o whom a r est i t ut i on awar d was owed because t her e was st i l l  a 



No.  2010AP1939- D   

 

8 
 

c l ai m f or  r ei mbur sement  pendi ng bef or e t he Wi sconsi n Lawyer s '  

Fund f or  Cl i ent  Pr ot ect i on ( t he Fund) .   Thus,  i t  was not  c l ear  

whet her  t he r est i t ut i on awar d shoul d be gr ant ed i n f avor  of  t he 

c l i ent  or  t he Fund.   The Fund has subsequent l y deci ded a number  

of  t hose cl ai ms,  c l ar i f y i ng t he pr oper  r eci pi ent  of  any 

r est i t ut i on t o be pai d by At t or ney Mut schl er .   The OLR has 

submi t t ed updat ed r est i t ut i on r ecommendat i ons based on t he 

deci s i ons made by t he Fund.   At t or ney Mut schl er  has not  di sput ed 

t hose updat ed r est i t ut i on r ecommendat i ons,  and we awar d 

r est i t ut i on accor di ngl y.  

¶11 I n one mat t er ,  c l i ent  G. V.  and hi s mot her  T. S.  asked 

t hi s cour t  t o awar d r est i t ut i on t o t hem i n t he amount  of  t he 

$13, 500 t hat  t hey had pai d t o At t or ney Mut schl er ,  al t hough t he 

OLR had not  r equest ed a r est i t ut i on awar d i n t hei r  mat t er .   They  

asser t ed t hat  t hey had demonst r at ed t o t he OLR t hat  At t or ney 

Mut schl er  had engaged i n di shonest y and ot her  et hi cal  

v i ol at i ons.   Thi s cour t  or der ed t he OLR t o f i l e a r esponse t o 

t hei r  r est i t ut i on r equest .    

¶12 The OLR' s r esponse st at ed i t s pol i cy i s t o seek 

r est i t ut i on when ( 1)  t he r i ght s of  t he gr i evant  or  t he 

r espondent  at t or ney i n a col l at er al  pr oceedi ng wi l l  not  l i kel y  

be pr ej udi ced,  ( 2)  t he f unds t o be r est or ed do not  const i t ut e 

i nci dent al  or  consequent i al  damages,  ( 3)  t he f unds t o be 

r est or ed wer e i n t he r espondent  l awyer ' s di r ect  cont r ol ,  and ( 4)  

t he amount  of  any r est i t ut i on awar d can be r easonabl y 

ascer t ai ned.    
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¶13 The OLR expl ai ned t hat  i t  di d not  seek r est i t ut i on f or  

G. V.  and T. S.  because At t or ney Mut schl er  had per f or med a 

subst ant i al  amount  of  wor k i n t hat  mat t er .   Pur suant  t o a 

r epr esent at i on agr eement ,  G. V.  and T. S.  pai d At t or ney Mut schl er  

a $13, 500 f l at  f ee t o r epr esent  G. V.  i n a cr i mi nal  pr oceedi ng at  

t he t r i al  l evel .   At t or ney Mut schl er  per f or med a subst ant i al  

amount  of  wor k i n movi ng t he ci r cui t  cour t  t o al l ow G. V.  t o 

wi t hdr aw hi s gui l t y pl ea,  al t hough t he mot i on was unsuccessf ul .   

Mor eover ,  al t hough t he agr eement  obl i gat ed At t or ney Mut schl er  t o 

per f or m ser vi ces onl y i n t he t r i al  cour t ,  he al so agr eed t o 

handl e G. V. ' s appeal  at  no addi t i onal  char ge.   Fur t her ,  At t or ney 

Mut schl er  di d f i l e a subsequent  mot i on f or  addi t i onal  sent ence 

cr edi t ,  whi ch t he ci r cui t  cour t  gr ant ed,  r esul t i ng i n a benef i t  

t o G. V.   Thus,  unl i ke many of  t he mat t er s bei ng i nvest i gat ed,  

At t or ney Mut schl er  di d per f or m a subst ant i al  amount  of  wor k on 

behal f  of  G. V. ,  whi ch meant  t hat  t he amount  of  any r est i t ut i on 

awar d was uncl ear  and coul d not  be easi l y and r easonabl y 

ascer t ai ned.  

¶14 T. S.  and G. V.  f i l ed a r epl y t o t he OLR' s r esponse 

al ong wi t h a number  of  suppor t i ng document s.   They cl ai med t hat  

At t or ney Mut schl er  had not  r eal l y done t hat  much wor k f or  G. V.  

and t hat  ot her  member s of  hi s f i r m had made appear ances i nst ead 

of  At t or ney Mut schl er .   They asser t ed,  among ot her  t hi ngs,  t hat  

At t or ney Mut schl er  f ai l ed t o r espond t o t hei r  t el ephone cal l s 

and l et t er s,  t hat  much of  t he wor k done by At t or ney Mut schl er  

and hi s f i r m was not  sat i sf act or y,  and t hat  At t or ney Mut schl er  

had been di shonest  wi t h t hem.   They al so di sagr eed t hat  At t or ney 
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Mut schl er  had been r esponsi bl e f or  obt ai ni ng sent ence cr edi t  f or  

G. V.   They di d not e t hat  t hey had f i l ed a c l ai m wi t h t he Fund,  

but  t hei r  c l ai m mat er i al s had been r et ur ned wi t h an expl anat i on 

f r om a Fund r epr esent at i ve t hat  t hei r  c l ai m di d not  meet  t he 

Fund' s cr i t er i a f or  r est i t ut i on.   

¶15 Wi t h r espect  t o our  di sposi t i on of  t he pet i t i on,  i t  i s  

c l ear  under  t he f act s of  t hi s mat t er  t hat  t he pet i t i on f or  

consensual  r evocat i on shoul d be gr ant ed.   The descr i pt i ons of  

t he 59 pendi ng i nvest i gat i ons show a di st ur bi ng pat t er n of  

At t or ney Mut schl er  t aki ng an i ndi v i dual ' s money and t hen doi ng 

l i t t l e or  no l egal  wor k t o ear n t hat  money.   At t or ney Mut schl er  

has demonst r at ed t hat  he does not  appr eci at e t he obl i gat i ons 

t hat  appl y t o an i ndi v i dual  who has 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.  

¶16 Wi t h r espect  t o r est i t ut i on,  we i mpose t he r est i t ut i on 

r equest ed i n t he OLR' s updat ed r est i t ut i on r equest .   The amount s 

of  r est i t ut i on i n t he var i ous c l i ent  mat t er s and t he per son or  

ent i t y t o whom r est i t ut i on i s owed ar e set  f or t h i n Appendi x A 

t o t hi s opi ni on,  based on t he OLR' s updat ed r est i t ut i on r equest .   

See SCR 22. 29( 4m)  ( a l awyer  pet i t i oni ng f or  r ei nst at ement  must  

pr ove t hat  he or  she has made r est i t ut i on t o or  set t l ed al l  

c l ai ms of  per sons har med by t he l awyer ' s mi sconduct ,  or  must  

expl ai n hi s/ her  f ai l ur e or  i nabi l i t y  t o do so) .  

¶17 Wi t h r espect  t o t he r est i t ut i on r equest  of  G. V.  and 

T. S. ,  we concl ude t hat  r est i t ut i on i s not  appr opr i at e r egar di ng 

At t or ney Mut schl er ' s r epr esent at i on of  G. V.   Al t hough G. V.  and 

T. S.  may obj ect  t o t he qual i t y of  t he wor k,  i t  i s  c l ear  t hat  
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At t or ney Mut schl er  and hi s f i r m di d per f or m a subst ant i al  amount  

of  wor k on G. V. ' s behal f .   Whet her  t hat  wor k was appr opr i at e and 

f ul f i l l ed At t or ney Mut schl er ' s cont r act ual  obl i gat i on t o G. V.  

and T. S.  woul d r equi r e an ext ensi ve evi dent i ar y hear i ng or  t r i al  

and ext ensi ve f act - f i ndi ng,  whi ch i s not  cons i st ent  wi t h t he 

f ocus of  di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ngs on whet her  an at t or ney 

vi ol at ed t he r ul es of  pr of essi onal  conduct  and shoul d r ecei ve 

some f or m of  di sci pl i ne.   Ther e ar e ot her  venues f or  r esol v i ng 

such monet ar y i ssues.  

¶18 I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he pet i t i on f or  consensual  l i cense 

r evocat i on i s gr ant ed.  

¶19 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  t he l i cense of  

Chr i st opher  A.  Mut schl er  t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n i s  

r evoked,  ef f ect i ve as of  t he dat e of  t hi s or der .  

¶20 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  wi t hi n 180 days of  t he dat e 

of  t hi s or der  Chr i st opher  A.  Mut schl er  shal l  pay r est i t ut i on i n 

t he amount s and t o t he i ndi v i dual s or  ent i t i es set  f or t h i n 

Appendi x A t o t hi s opi ni on.  

¶21 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  Chr i st opher  A.  Mut schl er  

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  a per son whose l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n 

has been r evoked.  
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Appendix A 
 

Individual or Entity to Whom Owed Amount 
Wi sconsi n Lawyer s '  Fund f or  Cl i ent  Pr ot ect i on ( t he 
Fund)  ( Gr i evance r e:  Cl i ent  Gar y W. )  

 
$ 14, 000 

Cl i ent  Pat r i c i a C.  $  2, 250 
Cl i ent  Kur t  D.  $  4, 500 
Cl i ent  Mar ci e S.  $  2, 500 
Cl i ent  Shauna S.  $  4, 000 
Cl i ent  Scot t  R.  $  5, 000 
The Fund ( Gr i evance r e:  Cl i ent  Joshua V. )  $  2, 500 
The Fund ( Gr i evance r e:  Cl i ent  Cl i nt on M. )  $ 10, 000 
Cl i ent  Jason J.  $  4, 500 
The Fund ( Gr i evance r e:  Cl i ent  Maur een D. )  $  5, 000 
The Fund ( Gr i evance r e:  Cl i ent  Joseph L. )  $    700 
Cl i ent  Jami e H.  $  4, 500 
Cl i ent  Ri cky B.  $  4, 500 
The Fund ( Gr i evance r e:  Cl i ent  St eve D. )  $  4, 250 
The Fund ( Gr i evance r e:  Cl i ent  Al l en B. )  $  4, 500 
Cl i ent  James R.  $  6, 000 
Cl i ent  Sher r y L.  ( or  t o t he Fund i f  c l ai m pai d)  $  8, 500 
The Fund ( Gr i evance r e:  Shei l a F. )  $  5, 500 
Cl i ent  John S.  $  4, 500 
The Fund ( Gr i evance r e:  Cl i ent  Sever t  J. )  $  4, 500 
The Fund ( Gr i evance r e:  Cl i ent  Jason V. )  $  5, 000 
The Fund ( Gr i evance r e:  Cl i ent  Jenni f er  L. )  $    841 
Cl i ent  Mat t hew K.  ( or  t o t he Fund i f  c l ai m pai d)  $  4, 500 
Cl i ent  Dave M.  $  5, 653 
The Fund ( Gr i evance r e:  Cl i ent  Vi pul  K. )  $ 14, 500 
The Fund ( Gr i evance r e:  Cl i ent  Gl en H. )  $  5, 440 
The Fund ( Gr i evance r e:  Cl i ent  Tanya W. )  $  4, 250 
The Fund ( Gr i evance r e:  Cl i ent  John N. )  $  7, 500 
The Fund ( Gr i evance r e:  Cl i ent  Jason H. )  $  4, 500 
The Fund ( Gr i evance r e:  Cl i ent  James K. )  $  7, 000 
The Fund ( Gr i evance r e:  Cl i ent  Li nda D. )  $  4, 000 
The Fund ( Gr i evance r e:  Cl i ent  Mel odi e D. )  $  4, 439 
Cl i ent  Wi l l i am K.   $  6, 500 
The Fund ( Gr i evance r e:  Cl i ent  Scot t  C. )  $  5, 000 
Cl i ent  Ruben M.  ( or  t o t he Fund i f  c l ai m pai d)  $  5, 000 
The Fund ( Gr i evance r e:  Cl i ent  Jar ed C. )  $  4, 250 
Cl i ent  Tony M.  ( or  t o t he Fund i f  c l ai m pai d)  $  6, 500 
Cl i ent  Eugene K.  ( or  t o t he Fund i f  c l ai m pai d)  $  2, 000 
Cl i ent  Jason Z.  $  8, 500 
Const ance D.  ( Gr i evance r e:  Cl i ent  Kur t  D. ) ( or  t o t he 
Fund i f  c l ai m pai d)  

$ 15, 000 

Cl i ent  Ter r i  G.  $  4, 650 
The Fund ( Gr i evance r e:  Cl i ent  Chr i st opher  C. )  $  3, 500 
The Fund ( Gr i evance r e:  Cl i ent  Jason B. )  $  4, 500 
The Fund ( Gr i evance r e:  Cl i ent  Mar k S. )  $  7, 000 
Cl i ent  Sher i l l  O.  $  5, 000 
TOTAL: $246,723 
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