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1. An Application for Reinstatement was filed by Diette Hansberry 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 of 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-pasrment 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 related fields (Exb. 2).
4. When she returned to Arizona, Ms. Hansberry also worked in law related 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
unpaid Bar dues and reinstatement fees by March 12, 2009. (Motion for Reinstatement
Exb. Q).
6. Applicant’s medical issues are sufficiently resolvedr 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

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

readmitted to the Arizona State Bar.
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