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      Now comes t he Wi sconsi n Supr eme Cour t - - - Of f i ce of  

Lawyer  Regul at i on ( OLR) ,  by Ret ai ned Counsel  Thomas J.  

Bast i ng,  Sr .  of  Madi son WI ,  and al l eges t o t he Cour t  as 

f ol l ows:  

 1.   The OLR was est abl i shed by t he Wi sconsi n Supr eme 

Cour t  and oper at es pur suant  t o Supr eme Cour t  Rul es.  Thi s 

di sci pl i nar y compl ai nt  i s  f i l ed pur suant  t o SCR 22. 11.  

     2.   Kennet h R.  Kr at z was admi t t ed t o t he pr act i ce of  

l aw i n t he St at e of  Wi sconsi n on May 20,  1985,  and 



mai nt ai ns an of f i ce t o pr act i ce l aw as Kr at z Law Fi r m LLC 

at  702 Ei senhower  Dr i ve,  Sui t e A,  Ki mber l y WI  54136- 2152.   

Kr at z ’ s Wi sconsi n l aw l i cense i s act i ve and i n good 

st andi ng.   

    3.   Kr at z was appoi nt ed Di st r i c t  At t or ney of  Cal umet  

Count y Wi sconsi n i n 1992 and ser ved i n t he posi t i on unt i l  

he r esi gned i n Oct ober  2010.  Pr evi ousl y,  Kr at z  had ser ved 

as an Assi st ant  Di st r i c t  At t or ney i n La Cr osse , WI .  

Regarding SVG (Counts 1-4) 

 4.   On August  12,  2009,  Kr at z whi l e ser vi ng as 

Cal umet  Count y Di st r i c t  At t or ney,  f i l ed a f el ony cr i mi nal  

compl ai nt  agai nst  Mr .  Shannon R.  Koni t zer  ( Koni t zer )  of  

Kaukauna,  WI .   Accor di ng t o t he compl ai nt ,  Koni t zer  beat  

and st r angl ed Ms.  SVG,  a f or mer  l i ve- i n par t ner  and mot her  

of  Koni t zer ’ s chi l d.  The compl ai nt  char ged one f el ony count  

of  st r angul at i on and suf f ocat i on ( pur suant  t o Wi s.  St at .  

940. 235( 1) )  and one count  of  di sor der l y conduct  ( Wi s.  St at .  

947. 01) .  

      5.   On Oct ober  13,  2009,  t he Cour t  hel d a 

pr el i mi nar y hear i ng,  f ound pr obabl e cause,  and bound 

Koni t zer  over  f or  t r i al .  

      6.   On Oct ober  20,  2009,  SVG met  wi t h Kr at z  

al one i n a conf er ence r oom at  t he Di st r i c t  At t or ney’ s 

of f i ce.   SVG r equest ed t he meet i ng,  exer ci s i ng her  r i ght  t o 



consul t  wi t h t he di st r i c t  at t or ney “ concer ni ng t he 

di sposi t i on of  a case i nvol v i ng a cr i me of  whi ch he or  she 

was a v i ct i m. . .  “   See Wi s.  St at s.  950. 04( 1v) ( zm) .  

     7.   Dur i ng t he meet i ng,  SVG,  upon i nf or mat i on and 

bel i ef ,  vol unt eer ed per sonal  i nf or mat i on t o Kr at z dur i ng 

t hei r  di scussi on,  st at i ng t hat  she di d not  have a cur r ent  

boyf r i end,  t hat  she suf f er ed f r om l ow sel f - est eem,  t hat  she 

l i ved wi t h her  mot her  and was st r uggl i ng as a s i ngl e 

mot her .   

      8.   Accor di ng t o SVG,  she under st ood dur i ng her  

meet i ng wi t h Kr at z t hat  he woul d be pr osecut i ng Koni t zer .   

SVG al so r el ayed det ai l s  of  her  r el at i onshi p wi t h Koni t zer ,  

and i ndi cat ed t hat  Koni t zer  had pr evi ousl y abused her ,  

i ncl udi ng beat i ngs and st r angul at i on.   Kr at z asked SVG i f  

she obj ect ed t o r educi ng t he char ges f r om a f el ony t o a 

mi sdemeanor .  SVG obj ect ed t o t he suggest i on.  At  t he 

concl usi on of  t he meet i ng Kr at z and SVG exchanged cel l  

phone number s.  

    9.   Kr at z c l ai med t hat  he “ per cei ved some f l i r t at i on 

by SVG”  and t hat  he became per sonal l y i nt er est ed i n SVG,  

bel i evi ng her  “ t o be qui t e i nt er est i ng. ”  SVG was 25 year s 

ol d at  t he t i me of  t he meet i ng;  Kr at z,  mar r i ed,  wi t h one 

chi l d,  was 50 year s ol d.  



     10.   As a v i ct i m of  domest i c abuse,  SVG was ent i t l ed 

t o t he r i ght s out l i ned i n Wi s.  St at s.  Chapt er  950 and 

Wi sconsi n Const .  ar t  I ,  sect i on 9m.  

     11.   Af t er  SVG l ef t  Kr at z ’ s of f i ce,  Kr at z began 

t ext i ng SVG f r om hi s per sonal  cel l  phone.  Kr at z sent  her  3 

messages on Oct ober  20,  2009,  t he same day t hey met ,  hi s 

l ast  message st at i ng,  “ I  wi sh you wer en’ t  one of  t hi s 

of f i ces c l i ent s.  You’ d be a cool  per son t o know! ”   

    12.   On Oct ober  21,  2009,  Kr at z  sent  SVG 19 messages,  

i ncl udi ng aski ng her ,  “ Ar e you t he k i nd of  gi r l  t hat  l i kes 

secr et  cont act  wi t h an ol der  mar r i ed el ect ed DA…t he r i sk i er  

t he bet t er ? Or  do you want  t o st op r i ght  know ( s i c)  bef or e 

any i ssues?”   

    13.   On Oct ober  22,  2009,  Kr at z sent  SVG 8 mor e 

messages,  t el l i ng her  t hat  she was “ beaut i f ul ” ,  “ pr et t y” ,  

t hat  “ I ’ m t he at t y.  I  have t he $350, 000 house.   I  have t he 

6 f i gur e car eer .  You may be t he t al l ,  young,  hot  nymph,  but  

I  am t he pr i ze!  St ar t  convi nci ng” ,  and t hat  “ I  woul d not  

expect  you t o be t he ot her  woman.   I  woul d want  you t o be 

so hot  and t r eat  me so wel l  t hat  you’ d be THE woman.   R U 

t hat  good?”  

     14.   Kr at z ’ s t ext s car r i ed sexual  over t ones and sought  

t o i ni t i at e a per sonal  r el at i onshi p wi t h SVG.  SVG’ s 



r esponses t o Kr at z ’ s t ext s wer e shor t ,  of t en wi t h a s i ngl e 

wor d and i n a neut r al  manner .   

    15.   Accor di ng t o SVG,  Kr at z ’ s per sonal  over t ur es wer e 

unwel come and of f ensi ve,  and t hat  she f el t  pr essur e t hat  i f  

she f ai l ed t o r espond t o Kr at z,  he may t ake act i on wi t h 

r espect  t o t he case agai nst  Koni t zer  t hat  coul d pot ent i al l y 

adver sel y af f ect  SVG.  

     16.   On Oct ober  22,  2009,  SVG,  accompani ed by her  

mot her ,  t r avel ed t o t he Kaukauna Pol i ce Depar t ment  and 

r epor t ed t he messages t o Of f i cer  P.  Romanesko.  She t ol d t he 

pol i ce,  “ I ’ m af r ai d t hat  i f  I  don’ t  do what  he want s me t o 

do he wi l l  t hr ow out  my whol e case,  and who knows what  

el se. ”  

     17.   Af t er  phot ogr aphi ng t he t ext  messages on SVG’ s 

t el ephone and t aki ng SVG’ s st at ement ,  t he Kaukauna Pol i ce 

Depar t ment  r ef er r ed t he mat t er  t o t he St at e of  Wi sconsi n 

Depar t ment  of  Just i ce ( DOJ) .  

     18.   Af t er  r evi ewi ng t he t ext  messages and t he r epor t  

of  t he Kaukauna Pol i ce Dept . ,  t he DOJ det er mi ned t hat  t her e 

had not  been any cr i mi nal  act i v i t y.  Nonet hel ess i n a ser i es 

of  e- mai l s and t el ephone conver sat i ons wi t h Kr at z i n ear l y 

November  2009,  DOJ r epr esent at i ves st r ongl y suggest ed t o 

Kr at z t hat  he must  st ep asi de f r om t he pr osecut i on of  

Koni t zer .  The DOJ advi sed Kr at z t o sel f - r epor t  hi s conduct  



t o OLR and upon i nf or mat i on and bel i ef  advi sed Kr at z t hat  

he f ai l ed t o t r eat  SVG wi t h t he di gni t y and r espect  

r equi r ed by Wi s.  St at .  950. 01.  I n addi t i on,  DOJ advi sed 

Kr at z t hat  hi s conduct  pot ent i al l y  v i ol at ed conf l i c t  of  

i nt er est  r ul es because t he di scomf or t  communi cat ed by SVG 

r egar di ng Kr at z ’ s obvi ousl y sexual  over t ones,  as wel l  as 

her  r epor t i ng unwant ed advances t o t he pol i ce,  “ i s  a good 

i ndi cat i on t hat  her  wi l l i ngness t o wor k wi t h you has been 

compr omi sed. ”  

     19.   Kr at z f aci l i t at ed t he appoi nt ment  of  a speci al  

pr osecut or  i n t he Koni t zer  case.  Kr at z al so agr eed t o 

r esi gn as Chai r man of  t he Wi sconsi n Cr i me Vi ct i ms’  Ri ght s 

Boar d ( CVRB) .   

     20.   I n a December  4,  2009 l et t er  t o OLR t hat  i ncl uded 

t he t r anscr i bed messages t o and f r om SVG,  Kr at z admi t t ed 

t hat  he had sought  a per sonal  “ f r i endshi p”  wi t h SVG.   He 

expr essed r egr et  and embar r assment  f or  hi s conduct  and 

admi t t ed t hat  he had vi ol at ed SVG’ s t r ust .   Kr at z al so 

not ed t hat  he was under goi ng t her apy “ t o answer  why a 

car eer  pr osecut or ,  wi t h a spot l ess r ecor d and st er l i ng 

r eput at i on,  woul d r i sk hi s pr of essi onal  est eem on such a 

di sr espect f ul  communi cat i on wi t h a cr i me vi ct i m. ”   

    21.    On Apr i l  5,  1010,  Koni t zer  ent er ed a pl ea t o one 

f el ony count  of  st r angul at i on and suf f ocat i on.  Sent ence was 



wi t hhel d,  and Koni t zer  was pl aced on 3 year s of  pr obat i on.   

As one condi t i on of  pr obat i on,  Koni t zer  was or der ed t o 

ser ve one year  j ai l  t i me,  wi t h s i x mont hs st ayed,  wi t h 

Huber  pr i v i l eges.   The di sor der l y conduct  count  was 

di smi ssed,  but  r ead- i n f or  sent enci ng pur poses.  

     22.   On Sept ember  15,  2010,  t he Associ at ed Pr ess 

publ i shed a st or y r egar di ng t he t ext  messages.  Kr at z i ssued 

a st at ement  admi t t i ng t hat  he sent  t he t ext s and was 

embar r assed at  hi s l ack of  j udgment .  

     23.   On Sept ember  17,  2010,  t he execut i ve commi t t ee of  

t he Wi sconsi n Di st r i c t  At t or ney’ s Associ at i on i ssued a 

l et t er  t o Kr at z  cal l i ng f or  hi s r esi gnat i on.  The l et t er  

st at ed i n par t ,  “ t he goal s you wer e pur sui ng wer e i mpr oper ,  

di st ur bi ng and r epugnant ”  and suggest ed t hat  Kr at z t ook 

advant age of  v i ct i m cont act  i nf or mat i on “ t o pur sue an 

unwant ed sexual  l i ai son. ”  

     24.   Fol l owi ng r ecei pt  of  addi t i onal  i nf or mat i on f r om 

ot her  women t hat  suggest ed i mpr oper  conduct  by Kr at z,  t hen-

Gover nor  Doyl e i ni t i at ed r emoval  pr oceedi ngs pur suant  t o 

Wi s.  St at s.  Chapt er  17.    On Oct ober  4,  2010,  Kr at z 

r esi gned as Cal umet  Count y Di st r i c t  At t or ney.  

COUNT ONE 

     25.   By seeki ng a per sonal  r el at i onshi p wi t h SVG,  a 

domest i c abuse cr i me vi ct i m and wi t ness,  whi l e ser vi ng as 



t he pr osecut or  of  t he per pet r at or  of  t he domest i c cr i me,  

t her eby cr eat i ng a s i gni f i cant  r i sk t hat  t he r epr esent at i on 

of  t he St at e of  Wi sconsi n woul d be mat er i al l y  l i mi t ed by 

hi s own per sonal  i nt er est s,  Kratz engaged in a concurrent 

conflict of interest in violation of SCR 20: 1.7(a) 1  (as 

applied to a lawyer serving as a public officer via SCR 20: 

1.11(d)2. 

COUNT TWO 

     26.   By seeki ng a per sonal  r el at i onshi p wi t h SVG,  a 

domest i c abuse cr i me vi ct i m and wi t ness,  and by sendi ng her  

t ext  messages car r y i ng sexual  over t ones,   Whi l e pr osecut i ng 

t he per pet r at or  of  t he domest i c cr i me dur i ng t he t i me i n 

whi ch t he cr i me vi ct i m was pr ot ect ed by t he pr ovi s i ons of  

Wi s.  St at s.  950,  et. seq., Kratz violated SCR 20: 8.4 (f)3. 

 

SCR 20:1.7(a) provides:  “Except as provided in par. (b), a lawyer shall not represent a client if the 
representation involves a concurrent conflict of interest. A concurrent conflict of interest exists if: 
 (1) the representation of one client will be directly adverse to another client; or 
 (2) there is a significant risk that the representation of one or more clients will be materially 
limited by the lawyer's responsibilities to another client, a former client or a third person or by a personal 
interest of the lawyer.”  
2 SCR 20:1.11(d) provides:  “Except as law may otherwise expressly permit, a lawyer currently serving as 
a public officer or employee: 
 (1) is subject to SCR 20:1.7 and SCR 20:1.9; and 
 (2) shall not: 
  (i) participate in a matter in which the lawyer participated personally and substantially 
while in private practice or nongovernmental employment, unless the appropriate government agency gives 
its informed consent, confirmed in writing; or 
  (ii) negotiate for private employment with any person who is involved as a party or as 
attorney for a party in a matter in which the lawyer is participating personally and substantially, except that 
a lawyer serving as a law clerk to a judge, other adjudicative officer or arbitrator may negotiate for private 
employment as permitted by SCR 20:1.12(b) and subject to the conditions stated in SCR 20:1.12(b).”  
 
3 SCR 20:8.4(f) provides:  “ It is professional misconduct for a lawyer to violate a statute, supreme court 
rule, supreme court order or supreme court decision regulating the conduct of lawyers.”  



COUNT THREE 

     27.   By seeki ng a per sonal  r el at i onshi p wi t h SVG,  a 

domest i c abuse cr i me vi ct i m and wi t ness,  and by sendi ng her  

t ext  messages car r y i ng sexual  over t ones,  whi l e pr osecut i ng 

t he per pet r at or  of  t he domest i c cr i me,  Kratz engaged in 

offensive personality, in violation of SCR 20: 8.4 (g)4 and 

SCR 40.155. 

COUNT FOUR 

     28.   By sendi ng del i ber at e,  unwel come and unsol i c i t ed 

sexual l y suggest i ve t ext  messages t o SVG,  a s i ngl e,  

domest i c abuse vi ct i m and wi t ness whi l e pr osecut i ng t he 

per pet r at or  of  t he domest i c cr i me,  Kratz harassed SVG on 

the basis of her sex, in violation of SCR 20: 8.4 (i)6. 

 

4 SCR 20:8.4(g) provides:  “ It is professional misconduct for a lawyer to violate the attorney's oath.”  
5 SCR 40.15 provides: “The oath or affirmation to be taken to qualify for admission to the practice of law 
shall be in substantially the following form:  
 I will support the constitution of the United States and the constitution of the state of Wisconsin;   
 I will maintain the respect due to courts of justice and judicial officers;  
 I will not counsel or maintain any suit or proceeding which shall appear to me to be unjust, or any 
defense, except such as I believe to be honestly debatable under the law of the land;   
 I will employ, for the purpose of maintaining the causes confided to me, such means only as are 
consistent with truth and honor, and will never seek to mislead the judge or jury by any artifice or false 
statement of fact or law;  
 I will maintain the confidence and preserve inviolate the secrets of my client and will accept no 
compensation in connection with my client's business except from my client or with my client's knowledge 
and approval;   
 I will abstain from all offensive personality and advance no fact prejudicial to the honor or 
reputation of a party or witness, unless required by the justice of the cause with which I am charged;  
 I will never reject, from any consideration personal to myself, the cause of the defenseless or 
oppressed, or delay any person's cause for lucre or malice. So help me God.”   
6 SCR 20:8.4(i) provides:  “ It is professional misconduct for a lawyer to) harass a person on the basis of 
sex, race, age, creed, religion, color, national origin, disability, sexual preference or marital status in 
connection with the lawyer's professional activities.  Legitimate advocacy respecting the foregoing factors 
does not violate par. (i).”  
  



REGARDING SS (COUNTS 5-6) 

     29.   SS i s a soci al  wor ker  wi t h t he Cal umet  Count y 

Human Ser vi ces Depar t ment .  I n Oct ober  of  2009,  Kr at z was 

pr osecut i ng a t er mi nat i on of  par ent al  r i ght s case and SS 

was a wi t ness i n t he case.   

    30.   Pr i or  t o t est i f y i ng,  SS comment ed on whet her  she 

coul d t r ust  Kr at z s i nce she was ner vous about  t est i f y i ng.   

I n r esponse t o SS’ s concer ns,  Kr at z st at ed t o SS t hat  he 

“ won’ t  cum i n your  mout h, ”  

     31.  Kr at z ’ s st at ement  t o SS was a sexual  and 

demeani ng r emar k.  

     32.   SS st at ed i n a s t at ement  t o t he DOJ t hat  Kr at z ’ s  

r emar k was unwel come,  made her  uncomf or t abl e and bot her ed 

her .  

     33.  The same day,  Kr at z al so r emar ked t o SS t hat  he 

want ed t he t r i al  t o be over  because he was l eavi ng on a 

t r i p t o Las Vegas,  wher e he coul d have “ bi g boobed women 

ser ve me dr i nks” .  

COUNT FIVE 

      34.  I n hi s capaci t y as Cal umet  Count y Di st r i c t  

At t or ney,  by st at i ng t o SS,  a Cal umet  Count y soc i al  wor ker  

and wi t ness i n a t er mi nat i on of  par ent al  r i ght s case t hat  

he “ won’ t  cum i n your  mout h” ,  and,  i n addi t i on,  i ndi cat i ng 

t o her  t hat  he wi shed t he t r i al  t o be over  because he was 



t r avel l i ng t o Las Vegas wher e he coul d have “ bi g- boobed 

women ser ve me dr i nks, ”  Kratz engaged in offensive 

personality, in violation of SCR 20:8.4(g) and SCR 40.15. 

COUNT SIX 

     35.   I n hi s capaci t y as Cal umet  Count y Di st r i c t  

At t or ney,  by st at i ng t o SS,  a Cal umet  Count y soc i al  wor ker  

and wi t ness i n a t er mi nat i on of  par ent al  r i ght s case,  t hat  

he “ won’ t  cum i n your  mout h” ,  and,  i n addi t i on,  i ndi cat i ng 

t hat  he wi shed t he t r i al  woul d be over  because he was 

t r avel l i ng t o Las Vegas wher e he coul d have “ bi g boobed 

women ser ve me dr i nks” ,  Kratz harassed SS on the basis of 

her sex, in violation of SCR 20:8.4 (i). 

REGARDING RH  (COUNT 7) 

     36.   RH i s a soci al  wor ker  wi t h t he Cal umet  Count y 

Human Ser vi ces Depar t ment  and wor ks i n chi l d pr ot ect i on and 

j uveni l e j ust i ce cases.  RH r egul ar l y t est i f i es i n cour t  

pr oceedi ngs.  

      37.  Dur i ng a cour t  pr oceedi ng Kr at z made a sexual l y 

char ged comment  t o RH.  Kr at z comment ed i n cour t  t o RH t hat  

t he cour t  r epor t er  had “ bi g beaut i f ul  br east s” .     

     38.   Kr at z ’ s comment  t o RH was unpr of essi onal  and 

i nappr opr i at e.   

 

 



COUNT SEVEN 

      39.  I n hi s capaci t y as Cal umet  Count y Di st r i c t  

At t or ney,  by maki ng a comment  dur i ng a cour t  pr oceedi ng t o 

RH,  a Cal umet  Count y soci al  wor ker ,  t hat  a r epor t er ,  had 

“ bi g beaut i f ul  br east s” ,  Kratz engaged in offensive 

personality, in violation of SCR 20: 8.4 (g) and SCR 40.15. 

REGARDING JW (COUNTS 8 & 9) 

     40.   I n Apr i l  of  2006,  Kr at z pr osecut ed JW of  

Appl et on,  Wi sconsi n f or  t hef t - f al se r epr esent at i on.   I n 

June of  2006,  Kr at z pr osecut ed JW f or  r et ai l  t hef t .   I n 

December  of  2008,  Kr at z was t he pr osecut or  agai nst  JW  f or  

di sor der l y conduct  .  

     41.   Kr at z cont act ed JW somet i me bet ween Thanksgi v i ng 

and Chr i st mas of  2009.  To JW,  t he cont act  was “ out  of  t he 

bl ue”  i n t hat  JW di d not  know how Kr at z got  her  phone 

number .   

    42.   Af t er  var i ous phone conver sat i ons,  Kr at z asked t o 

v i s i t  JW at  her  apar t ment .  JW asser t s t hat  Kr at z ar r i ved at  

her  apar t ment  and af t er  t hr eat eni ng JW,  f or ced her  t o have 

sex.  Ther eaf t er  JW asser t s t hat  Kr at z t el ephoned and came 

t o her  apar t ment  r egul ar l y.       

    43.   On Sept ember  28,  2010,  JW pr ovi ded t he 

i nf or mat i on about  Kr at z t o her  pr obat i on of f i cer  at  t he 



Depar t ment  of  Cor r ect i ons ( DOC) .  The DOC r epor t ed t he i ssue 

t o t he DOJ.  

     44.   The DOJ i nt er v i ewed JW who pr ovi ded a st at ement .   

The st at ement  JW pr ovi ded al l eges t hat  Kr at z,  whi l e 

Di st r i c t  At t or ney of  Cal umet  Count y,  had f or c i bl e sex wi t h 

an emot i onal l y vul ner abl e woman af t er  pr evi ousl y 

pr osecut i ng t he woman.  

     45.   Kr at z al l eged t hat  hi s sexual  r el at i onshi p wi t h 

JW was pr i vat e and consensual .  

COUNT EIGHT 

     46.   I n hi s capaci t y of  Cal umet  Count y Di st r i c t  

At t or ney,  by pur sui ng and engagi ng i n sexual  cont act  wi t h 

JW,  a vul ner abl e woman whom he had pr evi ousl y pr osecut ed,  

Kratz engaged in offensive personality, in violation of SCR 

20:8.4(g) and SCR 40.15. 

COUNT NINE 

     47.   I n hi s capaci t y as Cal umet  Count y Di st r i c t  

At t or ney,  by pur sui ng and havi ng sexual  cont act  wi t h JW,  a 

vul ner abl e woman who he had pr evi ousl y pr osecut ed,  Kratz 

harassed JW on the basis of her sex, in violation of SCR 

20:8.4(i). 

REGARDING MR (COUNTS 10 & 11) 

     48.   MR i s an Appl et on,  Wi sconsi n nat i ve and a r ecent  

l aw school  gr aduat e.  I n 2008 MR sought  assi st ance f r om 



Kr at z i n hel pi ng her  obt ai n a par don f or  an ear l i er  dr ug 

convi ct i on.  Kr at z,  who had pr evi ousl y pr osecut ed MR,  

suppor t ed her  par don i n a l et t er  sent  t o t he t hen- Gover nor  

of  Wi sconsi n.  

     49.   Af t er  r ecei v i ng t he l et t er  of  suppor t ,  MR wr ot e a 

t hank- you not e i n May of  2008 i n whi ch she asked Kr at z f or  

car eer  advi ce.  I n r esponse,  Kr at z asked MR t o make an 

appoi nt ment  wi t h hi m.  

     50.   MR met  wi t h Kr at z i n hi s of f i ce dur i ng nor mal  

busi ness hour s.  Dur i ng t he meet i ng Kr at z asked MR about  

var i ous sexual  scenar i os,  such as what  she t hought  about  a 

boss and a secr et ar y havi ng sex,  or  a babysi t t er  and chi l d 

havi ng sex,  peopl e of  di f f er ent  ages havi ng sex,  or  ol der  

men havi ng sex wi t h younger  gi r l s .  MR bel i eved t he 

quest i ons t o be unusual ,  but  t hought  Kr at z was t r y i ng t o 

see i f  she was t ough enough t o be a pr osecut or .  

     51.   Fol l owi ng t he meet i ng,  Kr at z gave MR hi s cel l  

phone number .  MR sent  hi m a t ext  message t hanki ng hi m f or  

hi s suppor t .  A week l at er ,  on Jul y 2,  2008,  Kr at z sent  a 

t ext  message t o MR t el l i ng her ,  “ I ’ m on vacat i on wi t h my 

f ami l y ( Tr aver se Ci t y)  al l  week.  So,  i n bet ween naps,  I  

t hought  I  woul d l et  you i mpr ess me t he next  coupl e days.  

Let ’ s see what  you do. ”  Kr at z sent  anot her  t ext  message t o 



MR l at er  t hat  same day st at i ng,  “ How can you f ai l  t o 

r espond t o t hat  i nvi t at i on?”  

     52.   On Jul y 22,  2008,  at  8: 20 p. m. ,  Kr at z sent  a t ext  

message t o MR aski ng agai n,  “ How ar e you doi ng? Anyt hi ng 

you want  t o t el l  me?”  Kr at z t hen t ext ed MR agai n aski ng 

“ Thi ngs st i l l  goi ng wel l ?”  

     53.   MR bel i eved t hat  i n t he cont ext  of  her  pr evi ous 

meet i ng wi t h Kr at z,  t hat  hi s l at er  unsol i c i t ed t ext  

messages wer e of  a sexual  nat ur e.  

     54.   Two mont hs l at er ,  on Sept ember  22,  2008 at  1: 50 

p. m. ,  Kr at z t ext ed MR and st at ed,  “ I  need t o meet  wi t h you 

( per sonal  mat t er ) .  Ei t her  br i ng i t  up t he next  t i me we 

t al k,  or  cont act  me t o set  up a di scussi on.  Thanks.  Ken.  

Thi s i s  f r om t hat  di st r i c t  at t or ney. ”  

     55.   MR never  met  wi t h Kr at z,  but  l at er  advi sed 

i nvest i gat or s t hat  she was di st ur bed by Kr at z ’ s t ext  

messages and was wor r i ed t hat  Kr at z mi ght  t ake back hi s 

suppor t  of  her  par don r equest .  

COUNT TEN 

     56.   I n hi s capaci t y as Cal umet  Count y Di st r i c t  

At t or ney,  by sendi ng unsol i c i t ed,  i nappr opr i at e t ext  

messages t o MR,  a young woman seeki ng a par don f r om a 

convi ct i on i n a mat t er  he had pr evi ousl y pr osecut ed,  

i ncl udi ng a message aski ng her  t o schedul e an appoi nt ment  



wi t h hi m on a “ per sonal  mat t er ”  and an “ i nvi t at i on”  t hat  

“ i n bet ween naps,  I  t hought  I  woul d l et  you i mpr ess me t he 

next  coupl e of  days.   Let ’ s see what  you can do” ,  Kratz 

engaged in offensive personality, in violation of SCR 

20:8.4(g) and SCR 40.15. 

COUNT ELEVEN 

      57.  I n hi s capaci t y as Cal umet  Count y Di st r i c t  

At t or ney,  by sendi ng unsol i c i t ed,  i nappr opr i at e t ext  

messages t o MR,  a young woman seeki ng a par don f r om a 

convi ct i on i n a mat t er  he had pr evi ousl y pr osecut ed,  

i ncl udi ng a message aski ng her  t o schedul e an appoi nt ment  

wi t h hi m on a “ per sonal  mat t er ”  and an “ i nvi t at i on”  t hat  

“ i n bet ween naps,  I  t hought  I  woul d l et  you i mpr ess me t he 

next  coupl e of  days.   Let ’ s see what  you can do” ,  Kratz 

harassed MR on the basis of her sex, in violation of SCR 

20:8.4(i). 

 

      WHEREFORE, The Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on asks t hat  

Kennet h R.  Kr at z be f ound t o have v i ol at ed t he Supr eme 

Cour t  Rul es of  Pr of essi onal  Conduct  f or  At t or neys as 

al l eged i n t hi s  compl ai nt ;  and t hat  t he Cour t  suspend 

Kr at z ’ s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n f or  s i x 

mont hs,  and i ssue such or der s as ar e j ust ,  i ncl udi ng an 



or der  r equi r i ng t he r espondent  t o pay t he cost s of  t hi s  

pr oceedi ng.   

     

Dat ed t hi s ____ day of  _____________,  2011.  

       OFFI CE OF LAWYER REGULATI ON 

 

                               

       By: ________________________ 

Thomas J.  Bast i ng,  Sr .  
Ret ai ned Counsel  
125 Nor t h Hami l t on St .  #905 
Madi son WI  53703 
TEL:  608- 441- 9075 
E- MAI L:  bast i ngconsul t @gmai l . com                            


