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IN THE SUPREME COURT

STATE OF ARIZONA
In the matter of:




)









)

PETITION TO AMEND 



)    Supreme Court No. R-15-
RULE 34-36





)    

Rules of the Supreme Court



)

                                                                                    )


Pursuant to Rule 28, Rules of the Supreme Court, Petitioner respectfully petitions this Court to adopt amendments to Rule 34-36, Rules of the Supreme Court, governing admissions as proposed, showing changes in legislative format.

I.
Purpose of Proposed Amendments


Over time, additions to language contained in Rules 34-36 have been made as new rules were added.  In a few instances, language included spelling, verb or word mistakes.  This petition would correct known mistakes from the current rules.  On December 10, 2014, the Attorney Regulation Advisory Committee reviewed these proposed changes and unanimously voted to endorse this petition.  The proposed amendments are summarized below.
II.
Contents of the Proposed Rule Amendments 


The proposed amendments correct errors in prior rules. Amendments include the following:

 Supreme Court Rule 34(b)(2)(f):

f. provides by the deadline to the Committee on Character and Fitness, on a form provided by the Committee an affidavit attested to by the applicant and the law school that they meet the above criteria.  The law school’s decision whether to certify that the student meets the criteria is final and shall not be subject to review by the Committee or the Court.  No applicant shall be recommended to practice law until graduation or satisfaction of all requirements for graduation, and completion of all requirements for admission to the practice of law under these rules.  If an applicant under this subsection has not graduated with a juris doctor within one hundred twenty (120) days of the first day of early exam administration, all parts of the Arizona uniform bar examination, including the score, are void and the applicant’s examination scores shall be disclosed for any purpose.  Scores may not be released until such time as satisfactory proof of award of juris doctor, as determined by the Court, is provided to the Committee.  An early examination which is voided shall count as an examination attempt under Rule 35(c)(1). 

Supreme Court rule 34(h)(3):

3.  An applicant who failed to earn the minimum acceptable score established by the Committee on Examinations within three or fewer attempts, regardless of where the uniform bar examination was taken, shall not be eligible for admission by transfer of uniform bar examination score under this paragraph.

Supreme Court rule 36(e)(5)(B):

B. Recommendation not to admit; hearing required.  If the inquiry panel’s decision is not to recommend admission, a formal hearing must be held pursuant to paragraph (f).

 III.
Conclusion


The proposed amendments to the character and fitness process correct errors in prior rule versions. The Attorney Regulation Advisory Committee endorses the petition and rule amendments as set forth.
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 8th day of January, 2015.
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