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AUG 3 1 2009

DiSSC[EIIE!IEAEY CS!&}M?S}\ON OF THE
BEFORE THE DISCIPLINARY COMMJSSI FIZONA

OF THE SUPREME COURT OF ARIZONA

IN THE MATTER OF AN APPLICATION

) No. 09-6002
FOR REINSTATEMENT OF A SUSPENDED )
MEMBER OF THE STATE BAR OF ARIZONA, )
)

DIETTE M. HANSBERRY, ) DISCIPLINARY COMMISSION

Bar No. 015779 ) REPORT

)
APPLICANT. )
)

This matter came before the Disciplinary Commission of the Supreme Court of
Arizona on August 8, 2009, pursuant to Rules 64 and 65, Ariz.R.Sup.Ct., for review of the
Hearing Officer’s Report filed July 2, 2009, recommending reinstatement. The State Bar
does not oppose the reinstatement.

Decision

Having found no facts clearly erroneous, the nine members of the Commission
unanimously recommend adopting and incorpdrating by reference the Hearing Officer’s
findings of fact, conclusions of law, and recommendation that Applicant Diette M.
Hansberry be reinstated and pay costs of these proceedings including costs incurred by the
Disciplinary Clerk’s office.’

Background

Applicant was sammarily suspended for nonpayment of bar dues on May 14, 2004,

and filed her Motion for Reinstatement on March 12, 2009. Pursuant to Rule 64(f),

Ariz R Sup.Ct., because Applicant’s Motion for Reinstatement was not filed within two
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years of the effective date of suspension, she must submit to formal reinstatement
proceedings pursuant to Rule 65. To be reinstated, Applicant must cure the grounds upon
which the suspension order was entered by payment of the amount of fees, assessments and
any administrative costs. |

The record reflects that Applicant has not practiced law since her suspension but has
worked in law related fields. Applicant resided in Texas from January 2003 to August 2005.
She completed Real Estate School in October 2007; however, Applicant has not worked
since November 2007, due to medical reasons.

The Hearing Officer found and the Commission agrees that Applicant has cured her
failure to pay dues, sufficiently resolved her medical issues, and she is now able to practice

law and recommends reinstatement.
g1 oL W{, —
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this day of g & 2009.

. AfW/ ““7/%
Jéfﬁ'é{r Messing:/Chair / / !

Disciplinary Commission

Original filed with the Discriplinary Clerk
this 3/ day of 2009.
Copy of the foregoing mailed

this 1>T_day of Sepeley 2009, to:

C. Eileen Bond

Hearing Officer 7N

10785 West Cherry Creek Road
Dewey, AZ 85327

' A copy of the Hearing Officer’s Report is attached as Exhibit A.
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Diette M. Hansberry
Applicant

3848 North 3™ Avenue, #2010
Phoenix, AZ 85013

Thomas E. McCauley, Jr.

Bar Counsel

State Bar of Arizona

4201 North 24™ Street, Suite 200
Phoenix, AZ 85016-6288

/mps
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BEFORE A HEARING OFFICER
OF THE SUPREME COURT OF ARIZONA &;{#@&’%W&%%A
IN THE MATTER OF AN APPLICATION FOR ) No.  09-6002
REINSTATEMENT OF A SUSPENDED MEMBER )
OF THE STATE BAR OF ARIZONA, )
)
DIETTE M. HANSBERRY, )
Bar No. 015779 ) HEARING OFFICER’S
) REPORT
)
APPLICANT )
)
PROCEDURAL HISTORY

1. . An Application for Reinstatement was filed by Diette Hansbeiry on March 12,
2009, and a hearing was held on the Application on June 12 2009, The hearing was held
in person. ‘The Applicant appeared along with Bar Counsel Thomas McCauley., The State
Bar did not file a written objection to Respondent’s Application. The only witness called
was the Applicant, Diette Hansberry. The transcript was prepared and filed on June 22,
2009, Based on Applicant’s Application and the evidence offered at the hearing, this
Hearing Officer makes the following findings 6{’ fact, conclusions of law and
recommendation,
FINDINGS OF FACT

1. Applicant was first admitted to practice law in Arizona in 1994. She was
suspended from the Arizona State Bar on May 14, 2004 as a result of non-pay-rment of her
2004 Bar dues. (Motion for Reinstatement, Exb. B)

2, Ms. Hansberry and has not practiced law in Arizona since that time.




3. Ms. Hansberry resided in Texas from January 2003 to August, 2005 (TR p. 20: 6-
13; 30:19-20). When Applicant was in Texas, she did not practice law but did work in
law 1elated fields (Exb. 2).
4. When she returned to Arizona, Ms. Hansberry also worked in law relate.d fields,
but did not practice law. (TR p. 10 — 13, Exb. 2) . She attended Real Estate School in
2007 (TR 13: 21-22). She has not worked at all since Nbvember of 2007 due to medical
issues. (TR: 14, 24, Exb. 2)
5. Applicant paid her Arizona Bar dues in December, 2008 and completed paying all
nnpaid Bar dues and reinstaterment fees by March 12, 2009. (Motion for Reinstatement
Exb. Q).
6. Applicant’s medical issues arc sufficiently resolved‘ that she is able to resume the
practice of law. (TR 20:9-16) |
7. Applicant’s suspension was not the result of any disciplinary process, she has now
paid all of her back Bar dues, has no other issues such as CLE compliance, and the Bar
does not oppose her reinstatement (TR 4:15-18)

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
8. Applicant has now cured her failure to pay her Bar dues and there appear to be no
legal or factual reasons precluding her reinstatement in good standing to the State Bar of
Arizona.

RECOMMENDATION

2. This Hearing Officer finds that Applicant has satisfied her obligation to the
Arizona State Bar, paid all her Bar dues arrearages, and recommends that she be

readmitted to the Arizona State Bar.
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C Bt Poud WA

C. Eileen Bond, Hearing Officer 7N

Original filed with the Disciplinary Clerk

, 2009.

this _ 4 -8 day of JV‘\L}’S

Copy of the foregoing mailed

. 2009, to:

this 20%  dayof 'i;l\‘l

Diette M. Hansberry
Applicant

3848 N 3rd Ave, #2010
Phoenix, AZ 85013

Thomas McCauley

Bar Counsel

State Bar of Arizona

4201 North 24" Street, Suite 200
Phoenix, AZ 85016-6288

By: _ﬁﬁl}ak\jnz) o~



