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Pursuant to Rule 28, Ariz. R. Sup. Ct., the State Bar of Arizona (“State Bar”) petitions the Court to amend Rule 45, Ariz. R. Sup. Ct.  This proposed amendment is necessary to eliminate certain outdated provisions of this Rule, and to allow delinquency fees to change in the future without further Rule amendment.
DISCUSSION
Rule 45, Ariz. R. Sup. Ct., governs mandatory continuing legal education (“MCLE”) requirements for those members of the State Bar subject to its provisions. The current version of Rule 45 contains several provisions that have become outdated. In addition, the current version of Rule 45 sets forth the specific delinquency fee schedule established by this Court in Administrative Order 2014-89. The proposed revision eliminates this specific delinquency fee schedule, instead referring to delinquency fees established by the Board with the consent of this Court. 
A redline of the proposed revisions is located at the Appendix. The outdated provisions and proposed revisions are summarized below.
1. Subsection (a)(3), requiring active members to complete a professionalism course between July 1, 1999 and June 30, 2004, is deleted in its entirety. This provision has been rendered obsolete by the passage of time.
2. Subsection (b)(6) is revised to eliminate reference to the MCLE Committee. To simplify and expedite the administrative task of granting a hardship exemption, the State Bar proposes to designate the Chief Executive Officer/Executive Director (CEO/ED) or his or her designee as approval authority for hardship exemption requests, with denials of such requests reviewed by the Board of Governors. Finally, this subsection is revised to delete a superfluous comma.
3. Subsections (d)(1)-(2) are revised to indicate that delinquency fees shall be assessed per a delinquency fee schedule established by the Board with the Court’s consent. These revisions are consistent with the language of Rule 32(c)(10) pertaining to delinquent membership fees, and allows the delinquency fee schedule to be changed in the future without further Rule amendment.
4. For reasons described above, subsection (i) is revised to eliminate reference to a specific reinstatement fee of $100. The revised subsection requires payment of a reinstatement fee “as established by the board with consent of this court.”
5. Subsection (k) is revised to eliminate reference to the MCLE Committee, and replace it with “volunteers.” If subsection (b)(6) is revised as described in paragraph 2, above, then the MCLE Committee will be disbanded. However, the State Bar anticipates involving volunteers in MCLE working groups, panels, or task forces in the future, and would desire that these volunteers also be immune from suit for conduct performed in the course of their official volunteer duties, to the extent permitted by law.
CONCLUSION
	The State Bar of Arizona respectfully requests amendment of Rule 45, Ariz. R. Sup. Ct., as stated herein. 
       RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this ____day of__________________, 2018.



Lisa M. Panahi
General Counsel
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