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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.    We r evi ew t he r epor t  f i l ed by t he 

r ef er ee,  Reser ve Judge John B.  Mur phy,  r ecommendi ng t hat  t he 

cour t  suspend At t or ney Mar i a J.  Schr ei er ' s l i cense t o pr act i ce 

l aw i n t hi s st at e f or  a per i od of  t wo year s f or  20 count s of  
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mi sconduct .   Because no appeal  has been f i l ed,  we r evi ew t he 

r ef er ee' s r epor t  and r ecommendat i on pur suant  t o SCR 22. 17( 2) . 1 

¶2 We appr ove and adopt  t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  

and concl usi ons of  l aw.   However ,  we di sagr ee wi t h t he r ef er ee 

as t o t he appr opr i at e sanct i on.   We concl ude t hat  t he 

appr opr i at e di sci pl i ne f or  At t or ney Schr ei er ' s mi sconduct  i s a 

30- mont h suspensi on of  her  l aw l i cense r at her  t han t he t wo- year  

suspensi on r ecommended by t he r ef er ee.   We f ur t her  concl ude t hat  

condi t i ons must  be i mposed on any f ut ur e r ei nst at ement  of  

At t or ney Schr ei er ' s l i cense r el at ed t o her  r ehabi l i t at i on f r om 

al cohol  and dr ug addi ct i on.   We agr ee wi t h t he r ef er ee t hat  a 

por t i on of  t he cost s of  t he pr oceedi ng,  $1, 403. 04,  shoul d be 

assessed agai nst  At t or ney Schr ei er .  

¶3 At t or ney Schr ei er  was admi t t ed t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n i n 1997.   The most  r ecent  addr ess At t or ney Schr ei er  

has on f i l e wi t h t he St at e Bar  of  Wi sconsi n i s i n Mont el l o,  

Wi sconsi n,  but  t he addr ess she l i s t s on t he pr oceedi ngs i n t hi s 

case i s i n Rosl i ndal e,  Massachuset t s.   Her  l i cense t o pr act i ce 

l aw i n Wi sconsi n i s cur r ent l y suspended f or  nonpayment  of  dues 

and noncompl i ance wi t h cont i nui ng l egal  educat i on r equi r ement s.   

                                                 
1 SCR 22. 17( 2)  st at es:  

 I f  no appeal  i s  f i l ed t i mel y,  t he supr eme cour t  
shal l  r evi ew t he r ef er ee' s r epor t ;  adopt ,  r ej ect  or  
modi f y t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs and concl usi ons or  
r emand t he mat t er  t o t he r ef er ee f or  addi t i onal  
f i ndi ngs;  and det er mi ne and i mpose appr opr i at e 
di sci pl i ne.   The cour t ,  on i t s own mot i on,  may or der  
t he par t i es t o f i l e br i ef s i n t he mat t er .  
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Her  l i cense had been suspended f r om Febr uar y 26,  2004,  t o 

Sept ember  29,  2011,  f or  her  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)  ef f or t s t o i nvest i gat e her .  

¶4 The mi sconduct  c l ai ms i n t hi s  case st em f r om t he 

f ol l owi ng mat t er s:  

• At t or ney Schr ei er ' s 14 cr i mi nal  convi ct i ons bet ween 

2008 and 2011,  l i s t ed bel ow,  and her  f ai l ur e t o r epor t  

t hem t o t he OLR and t he Wi sconsi n Supr eme Cour t  c l er k.    

o Four  count s of  oper at i ng whi l e under  t he 

i nf l uence ( t wo mi sdemeanor s and t wo f el oni es) .  

o Thr ee count s of  mi sdemeanor  r esi st i ng or  

obst r uct i ng an of f i cer .  

o Two count s of  mi sdemeanor  hi t  and r un.   

o One count  of  mi sdemeanor  cocai ne possessi on.   

o One count  of  mi sdemeanor  oper at i ng whi l e r evoked.  

o One count  of  mi sdemeanor  bai l  j umpi ng.  

o One count  of  f el ony second- degr ee r eckl essl y 

endanger i ng saf et y.  

o One count  of  mi sdemeanor  di sor der l y conduct .    

• At t or ney Schr ei er ' s muni ci pal  c i t at i on f or  r et ai l  

t hef t .   

• At t or ney Schr ei er ' s non- cooper at i on wi t h t he OLR' s 

i nqui r i es i nt o t he f ol l owi ng t hr ee mat t er s:    

o Over dr af t s of  her  t r ust  account  t ot al i ng $66. 37.   

o A cl i ent  gr i evance.   

o Pol i ce r epor t s t hat  r ef er enced dr ug par apher nal i a 

and cocai ne i n her  r esi dence.  
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¶5 I t  i s  undi sput ed t hat  much of  t he mi sconduct  at  i ssue 

i n t hi s case was a by- pr oduct  of  At t or ney Schr ei er ' s subst ance 

abuse pr obl ems dur i ng t he t i me per i od i n quest i on.    

¶6 The OLR f i l ed a compl ai nt  agai nst  At t or ney Schr ei er  on 

Febr uar y 21,  2012.   Based on t he mi sconduct  descr i bed above,  t he 

OLR' s compl ai nt  al l eged t he f ol l owi ng 20 cl ai ms of  mi sconduct :    

• Thr ee count s of  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.   See 

SCR 20: 8. 4( c) . 2 

• Seven count s of  commi t t i ng a cr i mi nal  act  t hat  

r ef l ect s adver sel y on t he l awyer ' s honest y,  

t r ust wor t hi ness or  f i t ness as a l awyer  i n ot her  

r espect s.   See SCR 20: 8. 4( b) . 3 

• One count  of  bot h 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 and 

commi t t i ng a cr i mi nal  act  t hat  r ef l ect s adver sel y on 

t he l awyer ' s honest y,  t r ust wor t hi ness or  f i t ness as a 

l awyer .   See SCR 20: 8. 4( c)  and SCR 20: 8. 4( b) .  

                                                 
2 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;  .  .  .  . "  

3 SCR 20: 8. 4( b)  s t at es i t  i s  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  f or  a 
l awyer  t o " commi t  a cr i mi nal  act  t hat  r ef l ect s adver sel y on t he 
l awyer ' s honest y,  t r ust wor t hi ness or  f i t ness as a l awyer  i n 
ot her  r espect s;  .  .  .  . "  
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• Si x count s of  f ai l i ng t o t i mel y not i f y t he OLR of  

convi ct i ons.   See SCR 21. 15( 5) 4 enf or ced vi a 

SCR 20: 8. 4( f ) . 5   

• Thr ee count s of  f ai l i ng t o cooper at e wi t h an OLR 

i nvest i gat i on.   See SCRs 22. 03( 2)  and 22. 03( 6) , 6 

enf or ceabl e v i a SCR 20: 8. 4( h) . 7 

                                                 
4 SCR 21. 15( 5)  pr ovi des as f ol l ows:  

 An at t or ney f ound gui l t y or  convi ct ed of  any 
cr i me on or  af t er  Jul y 1,  2002,  shal l  not i f y i n 
wr i t i ng t he of f i ce of  l awyer  r egul at i on and t he cl er k 
of  t he Supr eme Cour t  wi t hi n 5 days af t er  t he f i ndi ng 
or  convi ct i on,  whi chever  f i r st  occur s.   The not i ce 
shal l  i ncl ude t he i dent i t y of  t he at t or ney,  t he dat e 
of  f i ndi ng or  convi ct i on,  t he of f enses,  and t he 
j ur i sdi ct i on.   An at t or ney’ s f ai l ur e t o not i f y t he 
of f i ce of  l awyer  r egul at i on and cl er k of  t he supr eme 
cour t  of  bei ng f ound gui l t y or  hi s or  her  convi ct i on 
i s mi sconduct .  

5 SCR 20: 8. 4( f )  says i t  i s  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  f or  a 
l awyer  t o " 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;  .  .  .  . "  

6 SCRs 22. 03( 2)  and ( 6)  st at e:  

 ( 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 
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.  
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¶7 I n Mar ch 2012,  pr i or  t o t he appoi nt ment  of  a r ef er ee,  

At t or ney Schr ei er  and t he OLR ent er ed i nt o a st i pul at i on 

agr eement .   The par t i es st i pul at ed t hat  At t or ney Schr ei er ' s 

mi sconduct  gave r i se t o t he count s al l eged i n t he compl ai nt .   

They st i pul at ed t o a one- year  suspensi on of  At t or ney Schr ei er ' s 

l aw l i cense.   The st i pul at i on di d not  r ecommend t he i mposi t i on 

of  condi t i ons upon any f ut ur e r ei nst at ement  of  At t or ney 

Schr ei er ' s Wi sconsi n l aw l i cense.    

¶8 I n a June 28,  2012 or der ,  t hi s cour t  r evi ewed t he 

par t i es '  st i pul at i on and r ej ect ed i t ,  expl ai ni ng:  

Af t er  our  i ndependent  r evi ew of  t he mat t er ,  we 
r ej ect  t he SCR 22. 12 st i pul at i on.    We det er mi ne t hat  
t he ver y ser i ous and ext ensi ve nat ur e of  At t or ney 
Schr ei er ' s pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  war r ant s 
consi der abl y mor e t han a one- year  suspensi on of  her  
l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n t hi s st at e.    We f ur t her  
det er mi ne t hat  i n addi t i on t o a consi der abl y l onger  
l i cense suspensi on,  At t or ney Schr ei er ' s pr of essi onal  
mi sconduct  r equi r es t he i mposi t i on of  condi t i ons 
di r ect ed t o her  r ehabi l i t at i on f r om her  demonst r at ed 
subst ance abuse pr obl ems.   We bel i eve t hat  t hi s i s a 
necessar y st ep t o ensur e At t or ney Schr ei er ' s 
r ehabi l i t at i on and t o pr ot ect  t he publ i c gi ven t hat  

                                                                                                                                                             
 .  .  .   

 ( 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.  

7 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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t he use of  cont r ol l ed subst ances pl ayed a subst ant i al  
r ol e i n t he mi sconduct  t o whi ch At t or ney Schr ei er  
st i pul at ed.  

¶9 Pur suant  t o SCR 22. 12( 3) , 8 t hi s  cour t  or der ed t he 

appoi nt ment  of  a r ef er ee and f ur t her  or der ed t hat  t he mat t er  

pr oceed as a compl ai nt  f i l ed wi t hout  a st i pul at i on.    

¶10 A r ef er ee was appoi nt ed and t he par t i es ent er ed i nt o a 

second st i pul at i on.   I n t he par t i es '  second st i pul at i on,  

At t or ney Schr ei er  agai n admi t t ed t o al l  count s  of  mi sconduct  

al l eged i n t he OLR' s compl ai nt .   The st i pul at i on al so expl ai ned 

t hat  At t or ney Schr ei er  cur r ent l y i s on pr obat i on f or  her  past  

cr i mi nal  act i v i t y,  has compl et ed al l  per i ods of  i ncar cer at i on,  

has pai d al l  f i nes and cour t  cost s,  has pai d al l  of  t he 

r est i t ut i on owed t o t he v i ct i ms of  her  cr i mi nal  vehi cul ar  

oper at i on,  and has mai nt ai ned absol ut e sobr i et y f r om al cohol  and 

dr ugs f or  over  t hr ee year s.   The par t i es st i pul at ed t o a t wo-

year  l i cense suspensi on.   Not wi t hst andi ng t he above- quot ed 

l anguage f r om t hi s cour t ' s  June 2012 or der ,  t he par t i es '  

st i pul at i on di d not  r ecommend t he i mposi t i on of  condi t i ons upon 

any f ut ur e r ei nst at ement  of  At t or ney Schr ei er ' s Wi sconsi n l aw 

l i cense.    

¶11 On November  14,  2012,  t he r ef er ee f i l ed a r epor t  and 

r ecommendat i on based on t he par t i es '  second st i pul at i on.   The 

r ef er ee i ssued f i ndi ngs of  f act ,  concl usi ons of  l aw,  and a 

                                                 
8 SCR 22. 13( 3)  st at es as f ol l ows:   " I f  t he supr eme cour t  

r ej ect s t he st i pul at i on,  a r ef er ee shal l  be appoi nt ed and t he 
mat t er  shal l  pr oceed as a compl ai nt  f i l ed wi t hout  a 
st i pul at i on. "  
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di sci pl i nar y r ecommendat i on consi st ent  wi t h t he par t i es '  

st i pul at i on:   a t wo- year  suspensi on,  wi t h no condi t i ons 

pr ecedent  f or  r ei nst at ement .   I n a l at er  f i l i ng,  t he r ef er ee 

r ecommended,  consi st ent  wi t h t he OLR' s r ecommendat i on,  t hat  

At t or ney Schr ei er  pay $1, 403. 04 i n cost s,  whi ch consi st s of  t he 

r ef er ee' s and OLR counsel ' s f ees and cost s i ncur r ed af t er  t hi s 

cour t ' s  r ej ect i on of  t he par t i es '  f i r st  st i pul at i on.    

¶12 No appeal  was f i l ed f r om t he r ef er ee' s r epor t  and 

r ecommendat i on,  so t he cour t  r evi ews t hi s mat t er  pur suant  t o 

SCR 22. 17( 2) .  

¶13 Thi s cour t  wi l l  adopt  a r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  

unl ess t hey ar e 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.  

¶14 We adopt  t he f i ndi ngs of  f act  and concl usi ons of  l aw 

t o whi ch t he par t i es have st i pul at ed,  and as adopt ed by t he 

r ef er ee.   The f act ual  f i ndi ngs ar e suppor t ed by t he r ecor d,  and 

we agr ee wi t h t he r ef er ee t hat  t hose f act ual  f i ndi ngs 

demonst r at e t hat  At t or ney Schr ei er  commi t t ed each of  t he 20 

count s of  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  al l eged i n t he compl ai nt .  

¶15 We f ur t her  deci de,  cont r ar y t o t he r ef er ee' s 

r ecommendat i on,  t hat  a 30- mont h l i cense suspensi on i s 

appr opr i at e.   At t or ney Schr ei er ' s l i s t  of  mi sdeeds i s 

consi der abl e,  and many of  t hem,  by t hemsel ves,  coul d have l ed t o 
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a s i gni f i cant  suspensi on.   For  exampl e,  t hough t her e ar e no 

exact  mat ches t o t he f act s of  t hi s case,  pr i or  cases i nvol v i ng 

dr ug use have war r ant ed subst ant i al  suspensi ons.   See,  e. g. ,  I n 

r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Compt on,  2010 WI  112,  329 

Wi s.  2d 318,  787 N. W. 2d 831 ( t wo- year  suspensi on based on 

convi ct i ons f or  f el ony possessi on of  her oi n and f el ony bai l  

j umpi ng,  wi t h mi sdemeanor  char ges f or  possessi on of  cocai ne and 

possessi on of  dr ug par apher nal i a di smi ssed and r ead- i n f or  

sent enci ng) ;  I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Br oadnax,  

225 Wi s.  2d 440,  591 N. W. 2d 855 ( 1999)  ( t wo- year  suspensi on f or  

usi ng cocai ne whi l e subj ect  t o or der  not  t o do so,  

mi sappr opr i at i ng s l i ght l y l ess t han $1, 000 f r om hi s f or mer  l aw 

f i r m,  and st eal i ng sever al  compact  di scs f r om an empl oyee of  hi s 

f or mer  l aw f i r m) .   I n addi t i on,  t hi s cour t  has i mposed 

si gni f i cant  di sci pl i ne f or  past  cr i mi nal  convi ct i ons.   See I n r e 

Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Sol don,  2010 WI  27,  324 

Wi s.  2d 4,  782 N. W. 2d 81 ( s i x- mont h suspensi on af t er  mi sdemeanor  

convi ct i ons of  r et ai l  t hef t  and f el ony convi ct i on of  f l eei ng a 

l aw enf or cement  of f i cer ) ;  I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  

Geor ge,  2008 WI  21,  308 Wi s.  2d 50,  746 N. W. 2d 236 ( suspensi on 

of  f our  year s and t hr ee mont hs af t er  f eder al  convi ct i on of  

conspi r acy t o commi t  of f enses agai nst  f eder al  pr ogr ams i n 

v i ol at i on of  18 U. S. C.  § 371) ;  I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs 

Agai nst  Bur ke,  2007 WI  46,  300 Wi s.  2d 198,  730 N. W. 2d 651 ( t wo-

year  suspensi on af t er  f el ony convi ct i on of  mi sconduct  i n publ i c 

of f i ce and mi sdemeanor  convi ct i on of  obst r uct i ng an of f i cer ) ;  I n 

r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Gr al ,  2007 WI  22,  299 
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Wi s.  2d 160,  727 N. W. 2d 495 ( t hr ee- year  suspensi on af t er  f eder al  

convi ct i on of  mai l  f r aud) ;  I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs 

Agai nst  Sost ar i ch,  2005 WI  97,  282 Wi s.  2d 712,  698 N. W. 2d 711 

( 18- mont h suspensi on af t er  conv i ct i on of  conspi r acy t o commi t  

of f enses i nvol v i ng f eder al  pr ogr am f unds) .  

¶16 Whi l e al l  of  At t or ney Schr ei er ' s cr i mi nal  convi ct i ons 

ar e t r oubl esome,  one i s par t i cul ar l y so:   At t or ney Schr ei er ' s 

convi ct i on f or  second- degr ee r eckl ess endanger ment  cont r ar y t o 

Wi s.  St at .  § 941. 30( 2) ,  a Cl ass G f el ony.   By def i ni t i on,  t hi s  

convi ct i on was based on conduct  t hat  At t or ney Schr ei er  knew 

cr eat ed an unr easonabl e and subst ant i al  r i sk of  gr eat  bodi l y  

har m.   See Wi s JI - Cr i mi nal  1347;  Wi s.  St at .  § 939. 24( 1) .   By any 

measur e,  t hat  i s  a ser i ous cr i me.   Combi ni ng t hat  f el ony wi t h 

At t or ney Schr ei er ' s l ong l i s t  of  ot her  convi ct i ons,  i t  becomes 

cl ear  t hat  f or  sever al  year s,  At t or ney Schr ei er  had a habi t ual  

di sr egar d f or  t he l aw and her  obl i gat i ons as an at t or ney.   A 

t wo- year  suspensi on r i sks undul y  depr eci at i ng t he ser i ousness of  

At t or ney Schr ei er ' s pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .   A 30- mont h 

suspensi on i s mor e appr opr i at e.    

¶17 We t ur n now t o t he i ssue of  condi t i ons.   Ther e i s no 

di sput e t hat  much of  At t or ney Schr ei er ' s mi sconduct  at  i ssue i n 

t hi s case was a by- pr oduct  of  subst ance abuse pr obl ems.   Ther e 

al so i s no di sput e t hat  At t or ney Schr ei er  has made 

r ehabi l i t at i ve st r i des t hr ough her  per sonal  ef f or t s i n 

Massachuset t s,  wher e she cur r ent l y r esi des.   The r ecor d 

i ndi cat es,  f or  exampl e,  t hat  she has r ecei ved t r eat ment  f or  her  

subst ance abuse i ssues,  t hat  she does vol unt eer  wor k,  and t hat  
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she has ent er ed i nt o an agr eement  wi t h t he Massachuset t s Lawyer s 

Concer ned f or  Lawyer s pr ogr am——a pr ogr am whi ch we under st and 

pr ovi des ser vi ces f or  l awyer s deal i ng wi t h subst ance abuse 

i ssues.   However ,  gi ven t he appar ent  sever i t y of  At t or ney 

Schr ei er ' s pr evi ous subst ance abuse i ssues,  and i n or der  t o 

ensur e t hat  At t or ney Schr ei er  does not  l apse i nt o a r epet i t i on 

of  t he mi sconduct  t hat  l ed t o t he i nst ant  suspensi on,  we or der  

t hat  At t or ney Schr ei er  must  demonst r at e compl i ance wi t h t he 

f ol l owi ng r equi r ement s as a condi t i on of  any f ut ur e 

r ei nst at ement  of  her  Wi sconsi n l aw l i cense:  

• Compl i ance wi t h al l  t r eat ment  r ecommendat i ons of  any 

subst ance abuse t r eat ment  pr ovi der ;  

• Abst i nence f r om al l  al cohol  and ot her  mood- al t er i ng 

subst ances;  

• Abst i nence f r om over - t he- count er  medi cat i ons t hat  

cont ai n al cohol  or  mood- al t er i ng subst ances;  and 

• Regul ar  par t i c i pat i on i n a communi t y- based suppor t  gr oup 

such as Al cohol i cs Anonymous,  i ncl udi ng obt ai ni ng 

document at i on of  at t endance.  

¶18 Fi nal l y,  we t ur n t o t he i ssue of  cost s.   Bot h t he OLR 

and t he r ef er ee r ecommend t hat  At t or ney Schr ei er  pay $1, 403. 04 

i n cost s,  whi ch r epr esent s t he r ef er ee' s and t he OLR counsel ' s 

cost s af t er  t hi s cour t ' s  r ej ect i on of  t he par t i es '  f i r s t  

st i pul at i on.   We agr ee wi t h t he OLR and t he r ef er ee t hat ,  on t he 

f act s of  t hi s par t i cul ar  case,  t hi s cour t ' s  r ej ect i on of  t he 

par t i es '  f i r st  st i pul at i on was an ext r aor di nar y c i r cumst ance 

j ust i f y i ng a r educt i on i n cost s.   See SCR 22. 24( 1m) .  
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¶19 I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he l i cense of  Mar i a J.  Schr ei er  t o 

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

mont hs,  ef f ect i ve t he dat e of  t hi s or der .  

¶20 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat ,  as a condi t i on of  any 

f ut ur e r ei nst at ement  of  her  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n,  Mar i a J.  Schr ei er  must  demonst r at e compl i ance wi t h 

t he f ol l owi ng r equi r ement s:  

A)  Compl i ance wi t h al l  t r eat ment  r ecommendat i ons of  any 

subst ance abuse t r eat ment  pr ovi der ;  

B)  Abst i nence f r om al l  al cohol  and ot her  mood- al t er i ng 

subst ances;  

C)  Abst i nence f r om over - t he- count er  medi cat i ons t hat  

cont ai n al cohol  or  mood- al t er i ng subst ances;  and 

D)  Regul ar  par t i c i pat i on i n a communi t y- based suppor t  

gr oup such as Al cohol i cs Anonymous,  i ncl udi ng obt ai ni ng 

document at i on of  at t endance.  

¶21 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 ,  Mar i a J.  Schr ei er  shal l  pay $1, 403. 04 i n cost s t o 

t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on.  

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

al r eady done so,  Mar i a J.  Schr ei 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 suspended.  

¶23 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  compl i ance wi t h al l  

condi t i ons of  t hi s deci s i on i s r equi r ed f or  r ei nst at ement .   See 

SCR 22. 29( 4) ( c) .  
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