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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.    Thi s i s a r eci pr ocal  di sci pl i ne mat t er .   

The 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 Kr i st i ne A.  Peshek seeki ng t he i mposi t i on of  di sci pl i ne 

r eci pr ocal  t o t hat  i mposed by t he I l l i noi s Supr eme Cour t .   On 

May 18,  2010,  t he I l l i noi s Supr eme Cour t  suspended At t or ney 

Peshek' s I l l i noi s l aw l i cense f or  60 days,  ef f ect i ve June 8,  

2010,  based on t wo count s of  mi sconduct .   Upon our  r evi ew,  we 

i mpose t he same 60- day suspensi on i mposed by t he I l l i noi s 
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Supr eme Cour t .   The OLR does not  seek cost s.   Accor di ngl y,  no 

cost s wi l l  be i mposed.  

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

I l l i noi s i n 1989.   She was admi t t ed t o t he St at e Bar  of  

Wi sconsi n i n 2008.   At t or ney Peshek has not  been subj ect  t o 

pr evi ous di sci pl i ne.  

¶3 The f ol l owi ng f act s ar e t aken f r om t he document s 

at t ached t o t he OLR' s compl ai nt  r el at i ng t o t he I l l i noi s  

di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ngs.   At t or ney Peshek' s mi sconduct  i n 

I l l i noi s consi st ed of  publ i shi ng a bl og wi t h i nf or mat i on r el at ed 

t o her  l egal  wor k f r om June of  2007 t o Apr i l  of  2008.   The 

publ i c bl og cont ai ned conf i dent i al  i nf or mat i on about  her  c l i ent s  

and der ogat or y comment s about  j udges.   The bl og had i nf or mat i on 

suf f i c i ent  t o i dent i f y t hose c l i ent s and j udges usi ng publ i c  

sour ces.    

¶4 I n addi t i on,  At t or ney Peshek' s mi sconduct  i nvol ved 

f ai l i ng t o i nf or m t he cour t  of  a c l i ent ' s mi sst at ement  of  f act .   

One of  her  c l i ent s t ol d a j udge,  on t he r ecor d,  t hat  she was not  

usi ng dr ugs.   Lat er ,  t he c l i ent  i nf or med At t or ney Peshek t hat  

t he c l i ent  was usi ng met hadone at  t he t i me of  her  st at ement  i n 

cour t .   At t or ney Peshek di d not  i nf or m t he j udge of  t hi s f act  or  

cor r ect  t he c l i ent ' s mi sst at ement .    

¶5 On August  24,  2009,  t he I l l i noi s At t or ney Regi st r at i on 

and Di sci pl i nar y Commi ssi on ( t he I l l i noi s Commi ssi on)  f i l ed a 

compl ai nt  agai nst  At t or ney Peshek al l egi ng t wo count s of  

mi sconduct :    
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• Count  I :   Usi ng or  r eveal i ng a conf i dence or  

secr et  of  t he c l i ent  known t o t he l awyer ,  i n v i ol at i on of  

Rul e 1. 6( a)  of  t he I l l i noi s Rul es of  Pr of essi onal  Conduct  

( I RPC) ;  and conduct  whi ch t ends t o def eat  t he 

admi ni st r at i on of  j ust i ce or  br i ng t he cour t s or  t he l egal  

pr of essi on i nt o di sr eput e,  i n v i ol at i on of  I l l i noi s Supr eme 

Cour t  Rul e 770;  and 

• Count  I I :   f ai l i ng t o cal l  upon a c l i ent  t o 

r ect i f y a f r aud t hat  t he c l i ent  per pet r at ed on t he cour t ,  

i n v i ol at i on of  I RPC 1. 2( g) ;  f ai l i ng t o di scl ose t o a 

t r i bunal  a mat er i al  f act  known t o t he l awyer  when 

di scl osur e i s necessar y t o avoi d assi st i ng a cr i mi nal  or  

f r audul ent  act  by t he c l i ent ,  i n v i ol at i on of  

I RPC 3. 3( a) ( 2) ;  conduct  i nvol v i ng di shonest y,  f r aud,  decei t  

or  mi sr epr esent at i on,  i n v i ol at i on of  I RPC 8. 4( a) ( 4) ;  

conduct  t hat  i s  pr ej udi c i al  t o t he admi ni st r at i on of  

j ust i ce,  i n v i ol at i on of  I RPC 8. 4( a) ( 5) ;  and conduct  whi ch 

t ends t o def eat  t he admi ni st r at i on of  j ust i ce or  t o br i ng 

t he cour t s or  t he l egal  pr of essi on i nt o di sr eput e,  i n 

v i ol at i on of  I l l i noi s Supr eme Cour t  Rul e 770.  

¶6 At t or ney Peshek f i l ed i n t he I l l i noi s Supr eme Cour t  a 

pet i t i on t o i mpose di sci pl i ne on consent  and af f i davi t  admi t t i ng 

t he f act s of  t he mi sconduct .   On Febr uar y 26,  2010,  at  a hear i ng 

bef or e t he I l l i noi s Commi ssi on,  At t or ney Peshek r equest ed t he 

panel  appr ove t he pet i t i on t o i mpose di sci pl i ne on consent .   On 

At t or ney Peshek' s behal f ,  her  counsel  i nf or med t he panel  t hat  

At t or ney Peshek had been pr act i c i ng l aw f or  mor e t han 20 year s 
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and wor ked t i r el essl y as a publ i c def ender  f or  her  ent i r e 

car eer .   Counsel  asked t he panel  t o consi der  t he t r aumat i c event  

t hat  l ed t o t he st r ess At t or ney Peshek at t empt ed t o r esol ve 

t hr ough wr i t i ng a bl og about  her  exper i ences as a publ i c 

def ender .   The st r essf ul  i nci dent  occur r ed when At t or ney Peshek 

was r epr esent i ng a cr i mi nal  def endant  at  hi s t r i al  f or  home 

i nvasi on and ar med r obber y.   I n open cour t  dur i ng t he t r i al ,  t he 

c l i ent  punched At t or ney Peshek i n t he f ace,  r esul t i ng i n 

At t or ney Peshek suf f er i ng a concussi on and ot her  physi cal  

i nj ur i es.    

¶7 The cl i ent  was char ged wi t h aggr avat ed bat t er y i n 

r el at i on t o hi s assaul t  on At t or ney Peshek.   At t or ney Peshek was 

ul t i mat el y di agnosed wi t h acut e st r ess di sor der .   The t r i al  

j udge deni ed At t or ney Peshek' s mot i on t o wi t hdr aw and At t or ney 

Peshek was r equi r ed t o r epr esent  t he c l i ent  at  hi s r e- t r i al .   

At t or ney Peshek was al so suf f er i ng f r om a ser i ous medi cal  i ssue 

t hat  at  t he t i me was undi agnosed.    

¶8 Counsel  advi sed t he panel  t hat  At t or ney Peshek began 

t he bl og about  her  t hought s and exper i ences t o hel p her  deal  

wi t h her  st r essf ul  s i t uat i on.   At  no t i me di d she di scer n any 

r i sk of  di scl osi ng cl i ent  conf i dences,  because she bel i eved she 

adequat el y conceal ed her  c l i ent s '  i dent i t i es t o avoi d 

i nappr opr i at e di scl osur e.    

¶9 However ,  at  t he t i me of  t he di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng,  

At t or ney Peshek r eal i zed t he r i sk i n t hat  r egar d and r egr et t ed 

her  mi st ake.   Af t er  t he i ssue was br ought  t o her  at t ent i on,  she 

r emoved al l  ent r i es r el at ed t o c l i ent  mat t er s.   As f ar  as her  
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c l i ent ' s mi si nf or mi ng t he cour t ,  counsel  advi sed t hat  At t or ney 

Peshek mi sunder st ood her  et hi cal  obl i gat i ons at  t hat  poi nt  and 

had no i nt ent i on of  assi st i ng her  c l i ent  i n a f r aud on t he 

cour t .    

¶10 On May 18,  2010,  t he I l l i noi s  Supr eme Cour t  accept ed 

t he pet i t i on of  t he I l l i noi s Commi ssi on t o i mpose di sci pl i ne on 

consent  and suspended At t or ney Peshek' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw 

i n I l l i noi s f or  60 days,  ef f ect i ve June 8,  2010.   The I l l i noi s  

Supr eme Cour t  al so di r ect ed At t or ney Peshek t o r ei mbur se t he 

Cl i ent  Pr ot ect i on Pr ogr am Tr ust  Fund f or  any c l i ent  pr ot ect i on 

payment s ar i s i ng f r om her  conduct .    

¶11 Af t er  r evi ewi ng t he mat t er ,  we i mpose t he i dent i cal  

60- day suspensi on i mposed by t he I l l i noi s Supr eme Cour t .   See 

SCR 22. 22. 1  On Apr i l  25,  2011,  At t or ney Peshek admi t t ed ser vi ce 

                                                 
1 SCR 22. 22 pr ovi des,  i n per t i nent  par t :   Reci pr ocal  

di sci pl i ne.  

( 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 
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of  t he aut hent i cat ed copy of  t he OLR compl ai nt  and t he or der  t o 

answer .   On Apr i l  28,  2011,  t hi s cour t  or der ed At t or ney Peshek 

t o i nf or m t he cour t ,  i n wr i t i ng,  of  any c l ai m,  pr edi cat ed upon 

t he gr ounds set  f or t h i n SCR 22. 22( 3) ,  t hat  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 I l l i noi s woul d be 

unwar r ant ed and of  t he f act ual  basi s f or  any such cl ai m.   The 

or der  st at ed t hat  i f  At t or ney Peshek f ai l ed t o r espond by 

May 18,  2011,  t he cour t  woul d pr oceed under  SCR 22. 22.   At t or ney 

Peshek f i l ed no answer  t o t he compl ai nt  and di d not  r espond t o 

t hi s cour t ' s  Apr i l  28,  2011,  or der .    

¶12 On June 2,  2011,  t he OLR f i l ed wi t h t hi s cour t  a 

st i pul at i on s i gned by At t or ney Peshek i n whi ch she agr ees wi t h 

t he f act s al l eged i n t he compl ai nt  and t he document s at t ached t o 

t he compl ai nt ,  and t hat  she i s subj ect  t o r eci pr ocal  di sci pl i ne 

pur suant  t o SCR 22. 22.   Thr ough t he st i pul at i on,  At t or ney Peshek 

does not  c l ai m def enses t o t he pr oposed i mposi t i on of  r eci pr ocal  

di sci pl i ne,  nor  does she cont est  t he i mposi t i on of  di sci pl i ne i n 

Wi sconsi n.   

¶13 I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he l i cense of  Kr i st i ne A.  Peshek 

t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n i s suspended f or  a per i od of  60 

days,  ef f ect i ve Jul y 25,  2011.   

                                                                                                                                                             
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.   .  .  .   
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¶14 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  Kr i st i ne A.  Peshek shal l  

compl y wi t h t he t er ms and condi t i ons set  f or t h i n t he I l l i noi s 

Supr eme Cour t ' s  or der  and j udgment  of  May 18,  2010.    

¶15 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  Kr i s t i ne A.  Peshek 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 

suspended.    
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