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ATTORNEY disciplinary proceeding. Attorney publicly

repri manded.

11 PER CURI AM The Ofice Lawer Regulation (OLR) has

filed a conplaint and notion pursuant to SCR 22.22! asking this

1 SCR 22.22 provides, in part: Reciprocal discipline.

(1) An attorney on whom public discipline for
m sconduct or a license suspension for nedical
i ncapacity has been inposed by another jurisdiction
shall pronptly notify the director of the matter.
Failure to furnish the notice within 20 days of the
effective date of the order or judgnment of the other
jurisdiction constitutes m sconduct.
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court to inpose reciprocal discipline against Attorney Lisa A

Webber Hicks identical to the public censure inposed by the

(2) Upon the receipt of a certified copy of a
judgnment or order of another jurisdiction inposing
di scipline for msconduct or a license suspension for
medi cal incapacity of an attorney adnmtted to the
practice of law or engaged in the practice of law in
this state, the director may file a conplaint in the
suprene court containing all of the follow ng:

(a) A certified copy of the judgnent or order
fromthe other jurisdiction.

(b) A notion requesting an order directing the
attorney to informthe suprene court in witing wthin
20 days of any claimof the attorney predicated on the
grounds set forth in sub. (3) that the inposition of
the identical discipline or |icense suspension by the
suprene court would be unwarranted and the factua
basis for the claim

(3) The suprenme court shall inpose the identica
di scipline or license suspension unless one or nore of
the followng is present:

(a) The procedure in the other jurisdiction was
so lacking in notice or opportunity to be heard as to
constitute a deprivation of due process.

(b) There was such an infirmty of proof
establishing the m sconduct or nedical incapacity that
the suprenme court <could not accept as final the
conclusion in respect to the msconduct or nedical
i ncapaci ty.

(c) The m sconduct justifies substantially
different discipline in this state.

(4) Except as provided in sub. (3), a final
adjudication in another jurisdiction that an attorney
has engaged in msconduct or has a nedical incapacity
shal | be conclusive evidence of the attorney's
m sconduct or nedical incapacity for purposes of a
proceedi ng under this rule.
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Suprene Court of Tennessee. The OLR s conplaint further alleges
that Attorney Wbber Hcks failed to notify the OLR of the
public censure in Tennessee within 20 days of the effective date
of its inposition, contrary to SCR 22.22(1).

12 On Novenber 14, 2012, in response to the OLR s noti on,
this court issued an anended order directing Attorney Wbber
H cks to show cause in witing by Decenber 4, 2012, why the
inposition of discipline reciprocal to that inposed by the
Suprene Court of Tennessee would be unwarranted. At t or ney
Webber Hicks failed to respond to either the OLR s conplaint or
the order to show cause.

13 Attorney Wbber H cks was admtted to practice law in
Wsconsin in 1991. Her nost recent address furnished to the
State Bar of Wsconsin is in Chicago, Illinois. The OLR s
conplaint alleges that on information and belief, the nost
recent address Attorney Whbber Hi cks provided to the Suprene
Court of Tennessee was diver Springs, Tennessee. At t or ney
Webber Hicks was admtted to practice law in Tennessee in 1997
and practiced under the nanes Lisa Anne Tenple and Lisa Anne
Webber . 2

14 Attorney Wbber H cks' Wsconsin |aw license was
suspended in June of 1994 for failure to conply with continuing

| egal education (CLE) requirenents and failure to pay State Bar

2 There is a minor discrepancy between the conplaint filed
by the OLR and the pleadings in the disciplinary proceedings in
Tennessee regarding the spelling of Attorney Wbber Hicks
m ddl e nane. W use the spelling in the Tennessee pl eadi ngs.
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dues. Her Wsconsin |license remains suspended for those
reasons. Attorney Webber Hicks' Wsconsin law |license is also
suspended for disciplinary reasons. This court inposed a four-
year suspension and a public reprinmand as reciprocal discipline
to that inposed by the Suprenme Court of Tennessee in a separate

pr oceedi ng. In re Disciplinary Proceedings Against [Wbber]

H cks, 2012 W 101, 343 Ws. 2d 411, 816 N W2d 316. The
prof essi onal m sconduct in that case consisted of practicing |aw
in Tennessee while her Tennessee |law |icense was suspended;
signing her law partner's name on a settlenment docunent w thout
his permssion; failure to respond to the Board of Professional
Responsibility of the Suprenme Court of Tennessee's requests for
information regarding her practice during suspension; making
incorrect disbursements from client trust funds to her forner
law firm for unapproved fees; disbursing noney from the firms
operating account to cover an inproper disbursenent; and
del ayi ng maki ng di sbursenments to clients for several nonths.

15 In the instant matter, on My 25, 2012, the Suprene
Court of Tennessee publicly censured Attorney Wabber Hicks for
agreeing to represent a client in a divorce while her I|icense
was suspended; not informng the client of her suspension; not
filing the divorce; msrepresenting that she had obtained a
divorce decree; failing to comunicate with the client; and
failing to return fees to the client after agreeing to do so.

16 Suprenme Court Rule 22.22(3) provides that this court
"shall inpose the identical discipline or |icense suspension
unless . . . [t]he procedure in the other jurisdiction was so

4
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| acking in notice or opportunity to be heard as to constitute a
deprivation of due process;" "[t]here was such an infirmty of
proof establishing the msconduct . . . that the suprene court
could not accept as final the conclusion in respect to the
m sconduct . . .;" or "[t]he m sconduct justifies substantially
different discipline in this state.” Attorney Webber Hi cks
failed to respond to the order to show cause and has not all eged
that any of these three exceptions exist. Accordingly, we
conclude that the inposition of reciprocal discipline against
her is warranted.

17 IT IS ORDERED that Lisa A Wbber Hcks is publicly
reprimanded as reciprocal discipline to that inposed by the
Suprene Court of Tennessee. Lisa A Wbber Hi cks' license to

practice law in Wsconsin remains suspended for bot h

adm ni strative and disciplinary reasons.
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