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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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¶1 PER CURI AM.    On Jul y 12,  2012,  Ref er ee Jonat han V.  

Goodman f i l ed an or der  r ecommendi ng t hat  At t or ney Pet er  J.  Kovac 

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

i n pr of essi onal  mi sconduct ,  and r ecommendi ng t hat  he be publ i c l y  

r epr i manded.   Si nce At t or ney Kovac f ai l ed t o pr esent  a def ense 

despi t e bei ng gi ven t he oppor t uni t y t o do so,  we decl ar e hi m t o 

be i n def aul t .   We f ur t her  concl ude t hat  a publ i c r epr i mand i s  

an appr opr i at e sanct i on f or  hi s mi sconduct .   We al so concl ude 
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t hat  t he cost s of  t he pr oceedi ng,  whi ch ar e $306. 41 as of  

August  1,  2012,  shoul d be assessed agai nst  At t or ney Kovac.  

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

Wi sconsi n i n 1973 and pr act i ces i n Mi l waukee.   I n 2008,  he 

consent ed t o t he i mposi t i on of  a publ i c r epr i mand f or  

pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  i nvol v i ng f our  separ at e c l i ent s.   The 

mi sconduct  i ncl uded f ai l ur e t o compet ent l y r epr esent  a cr i mi nal  

appel l at e c l i ent ;  f ai l ur e t o di l i gent l y r epr esent  t hr ee cr i mi nal  

c l i ent s;  f ai l ur e t o communi cat e wi t h c l i ent s;  f ai l ur e t o 

communi cat e wi t h t wo cl i ent s about  t hei r  appeal s '  st at us;  

cont i nui ng t o r epr esent  a c l i ent  af t er  a conf l i c t  of  i nt er est  

ar ose;  and non- cooper at i on wi t h t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on 

( OLR)  concer ni ng t hr ee of  t he i nvest i gat i ons.   Publ i c Repr i mand 

of  Pet er  J.  Kovac,  2008- 05.  

¶3 On December  8,  2010,  C. G.  f i l ed a gr i evance agai nst  

At t or ney Kovac wi t h t he OLR.   OLR i nt ake st af f  not i f i ed At t or ney 

Kovac of  t he gr i evance and asked hi m t o r espond.   When he f ai l ed 

t o do so,  t he gr i evance was r ef er r ed wi t hi n t he OLR f or  a f or mal  

i nvest i gat i on.   I n Januar y 2011 t he OLR di r ect or  r ef er r ed C. G. ' s 

gr i evance t o t he OLR' s Di st r i ct  2 Commi t t ee f or  i nvest i gat i on.   

The di r ect or  sent  At t or ney Kovac a l et t er  not i f y i ng hi m of  t he 

r ef er r al  and di r ect ed hi m t o r espond.   At t or ney Kovac f ai l ed t o 

do so.   At t or ney Kovac subsequent l y f ai l ed t o r espond t o 

addi t i onal  l et t er s f r om t he OLR' s di r ect or .  

¶4 On Apr i l  19,  2011,  t he OLR moved t hi s cour t  f or  an 

or der  r equi r i ng At t or ney Kovac t o show cause why hi s l i cense t o 

pr act i ce l aw shoul d not  be suspended f or  hi s wi l l f ul  f ai l ur e t o 
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cooper at e i n t he OLR i nvest i gat i on r egar di ng C. G. ' s gr i evance.   

Thi s cour t  i ssued an or der  t o show cause on Apr i l  21,  2011,  and 

i ssued an amended or der  t he f ol l owi ng day.  

¶5 On Apr i l  25,  2011,  t he OLR not i f i ed t hi s cour t  t hat  

At t or ney Kovac f i nal l y r esponded t o t he OLR' s communi cat i ons 

r egar di ng C. G. ' s gr i evance and i t  wi shed t o wi t hdr aw i t s mot i on.   

Thi s cour t  di smi ssed t he OLR' s mot i on on Apr i l  26,  2011.  

¶6 On Febr uar y 17,  2012,  t he OLR f i l ed a compl ai nt  

al l egi ng t hat  by f ai l i ng t o t i mel y r espond t o t he not i ce of  

f or mal  i nvest i gat i on f r om t he OLR,  At t or ney Kovac vi ol at ed SCR 

22. 03( 2) 1 and ( 6) , 2 enf or ceabl e v i a SCR 20: 8. 4( h) . 3  At t or ney 

                                                 
1 SCR 22. 03( 2)  pr ovi des:  

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 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.  

2 SCR 22. 03( 6)  st at es as f ol l ows:  

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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Kovac si gned an admi ssi on of  ser vi ce f or  t he compl ai nt  and or der  

t o answer  on Mar ch 16,  2012.   At t or ney Kovac di d not  f i l e an 

answer .  

¶7 On May 8,  2012,  t he OLR f i l ed a not i ce of  mot i on and 

mot i on f or  def aul t  j udgment  sayi ng t hat  mor e t han 20 days had 

passed si nce At t or ney Kovac admi t t ed ser vi ce of  t he compl ai nt  

and t hat  he f ai l ed t o f i l e an answer .   The OLR moved f or  a 

det er mi nat i on t hat  At t or ney Kovac def aul t ed i n t i mel y answer i ng 

t he compl ai nt ;  f or  an or der  f or  def aul t  j udgment ,  i ncl udi ng a 

det er mi nat i on t hat  al l  of  t he al l egat i ons i n t he compl ai nt  wer e 

deemed est abl i shed;  and f or  i ssuance and f i l i ng of  a r epor t  

maki ng f i ndi ngs of  f act  and concl usi ons of  l aw i n conf or mi t y 

wi t h t he al l egat i ons of  t he compl ai nt ,  i ncl udi ng a 

r ecommendat i on t hat  t hi s cour t  publ i c l y r epr i mand At t or ney Kovac 

and or der  hi m t o pay t he cost s of  t he pr oceedi ng.  

¶8 The r ef er ee f i l ed an or der  on Jul y 12,  2012,  sayi ng 

t hat  al t hough At t or ney Kovac r ecei ved t he or der  t o answer  and 

compl ai nt  on Mar ch 16,  2012,  and was gr ant ed an ext ensi on of  

t i me unt i l  June 26,  2012 t o answer  t he compl ai nt ,  he f ai l ed t o 

f i l e a t i mel y answer  and was i n def aul t .   The r ef er ee hel d t hat  

t he OLR was ent i t l ed t o a def aul t  j udgment  on t he compl ai nt .   

The r ef er ee al so concl uded t hat  At t or ney Kovac vi ol at ed SCR 

22. 03( 2)  and ( 6) ,  enf or ceabl e v i a SCR 20: 8. 4( h) .   The r ef er ee 

                                                                                                                                                             
3 SCR 20: 8. 4( h)  s t at es 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) ;  .  .  .  . "  
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r ecommended t hat  t hi s cour t  publ i c l y r epr i mand At t or ney Kovac 

and or der  hi m t o pay t he f ul l  cost s of  t he pr oceedi ng.  

¶9 At t or ney Kovac has not  f i l ed an appeal  f r om t he 

r ef er ee' s or der .   Al t hough At t or ney Kovac was gi ven t he 

oppor t uni t y t o f i l e an answer  and pr esent  a def ense t o t he OLR' s  

compl ai nt ,  he f ai l ed t o do so.   Accor di ngl y,  we decl ar e hi m t o 

be i n def aul t .  

¶10 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 scl i pi 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.   We 

adopt  t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  and agr ee wi t h t he 

r ef er ee' s concl usi on of  l aw t hat  At t or ney Kovac vi ol at ed SCR 

22. 03( 2)  and ( 6) ,  enf or ceabl e v i a SCR 20: 8. 4( h) .   We al so agr ee 

At t or ney Kovac shoul d be r equi r ed t o pay t he f ul l  cost s of  t hi s 

pr oceedi ng.  

¶11 I T I S ORDERED t hat  At t or ney Pet er  J.  Kovac i s publ i c l y 

r epr i manded f or  hi s pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .    

¶12 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 ,  Pet er  J.  Kovac 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.    

¶13 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  t he di r ect or  of  t he Of f i ce 

of  Lawyer  Regul at i on shal l  advi se t he cour t  i f  t her e has not  

been f ul l  compl i ance wi t h al l  condi t i ons of  t hi s or der .  
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