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IN THE SUPREME COURT

STATE OF ARIZONA
	PETITION TO ADD RULE 38(i), ARIZONA RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT, REGARDING ADMISSION

	Supreme Court No. R-12-0020
Comment of the State Bar of Arizona on Petition to Add Rule 38(i), Ariz. R. Sup. Ct., Regarding Admission



The State Bar of Arizona endorses the petition’s attempt to accommodate lawyers who are military spouses and must move frequently to other states because of their spouses’ deployments. The White House supports a coordinated and comprehensive approach to supporting military families through its Joining Forces Initiative. The Department of Defense recently issued a survey of active-duty spouses, expressing concern about the impact of spousal employment on military recruitment and retention.  In February, the ABA House of Delegates unanimously passed a resolution advocating that admissions authorities accommodate the unique needs of military-spouse attorneys.

In short, lawyers who are military spouses are trying to balance their personal life choices with their choice to be part of a profession currently governed by a state-based licensing system. Other lawyers face similar challenges. A new lawyer’s life partner may get a medical internship in another state or spouse may get transferred by an international company to another country.

While supporting the goal of accommodating the needs of military families, however, the State Bar proposes a more restrained approach than does the proposed rule, which would open the admissions door unconditionally to all military spouses.  The State Bar proposes, in its stead, a conditional admissions proposal that would require military spouses who wish to practice in Arizona to be employed by local counsel and to receive conditional licensing for a year at a time.

Having the local counsel connection is important. The petition acknowledges the “unique lifestyle of our military personnel and their families temporarily stationed in the state of Arizona” and that a “typical military family moves every two to three years.”  Local counsel, as provided for in the State Bar’s proposal, would be available for the client when the military-spouse lawyer needs to move on relatively short notice.

Idaho recently became the first state in the nation to adopt a military-spouse rule.  Rule 229, Section II, Idaho Bar Commission Rules, effective July 1, 2012.  The petitioner’s organization was a proponent of that rule, which solves many of the objections to the rule proposed in Arizona.  The State Bar has modeled its proposed rule on Idaho’s adopted rule, customized for Arizona.

Accordingly, Appendix A shows petitioner’s proposed rule with the State Bar’s proposed changes.  Appendix B is a clean version of the State Bar’s proposal.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this ____ day of ________, 2012.

John A. Furlong

General Counsel

Electronic copy filed with the Clerk of the Supreme Court of Arizona this _____ day of __________, 2012,

by: 







� The petition asks the Court to add the new rule as Rule 38(j), Ariz. R. Sup. Ct.  Because the rule governing admission pro hac vice was transferred to Rule 34 effective January 1, 2012, any proposed rule should be added as Rule 38(i), Ariz. R. Sup. Ct.
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