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IN THE 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA 

BEFORE THE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDING DISCIPLINARY JUDGE 

1501 W. WASHINGTON, SUITE 102, PHOENIX, AZ 85007-3231 

__________ 

 

 

IN THE MATTER OF A SUSPENDED 
MEMBER OF THE STATE BAR OF ARIZONA, 

 

JANE O. ROSS,  

  BAR NO.  021999 
 

 Respondent. 

 

 PDJ-2014-9017 
 

SECOND AMENDED 
JUDGMENT OF DISBARMENT 
 

[State Bar Nos.  13-2030-13-2733] 

FILED JULY 8, 2014 
 

 

 At the urging of the parties, the assigned settlement officer has requested 

the judgment in this matter be amended.  It is amended as follows.   

The Presiding Disciplinary Judge has considered the Respondent’s Request 

and Consent to Disbarment dated May 23, 2014 and filed accordingly, which 

consent to disbarment was accepted by Order dated May 27, 2014.  

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED Respondent Jane O. Ross, Bar No. 021999, is 

hereby disbarred pursuant to Rule 57(a)(5), Ariz. R. Sup. Ct., effective June 17, 

2014, the date costs were approved, and her name is hereby stricken from the roll 

of lawyers.  Ms. Ross is no longer entitled to the rights and privileges of a lawyer 

but remains subject to the jurisdiction of the Court.   
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 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, pursuant to Rule 72 Ariz. R. Sup. Ct., Ms. Ross 

shall immediately comply with the requirements relating to notification of clients 

and others. 

 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED Ms. Ross shall pay the costs and expenses of the 

State Bar of Arizona in the amount of $1,350.68.  There are no costs or expenses 

incurred by the disciplinary clerk and/or Presiding Disciplinary Judge’s Office in 

connection with these disciplinary proceedings. 

DATED this 8th day of July, 2014. 

      William J. O’Neil 

              
     William J. O’Neil, Presiding Disciplinary Judge  

 

 
Copies of the foregoing mailed/emailed 
this 8th day of July 2014, to: 

 
Hunter F. Perlmeter 

State Bar of Arizona 
4201 N. 24th Street, Suite 100 
Phoenix, AZ  85016-6266 

Email:  lro@staff.azbar.org 
 

Jane O. Ross 
668 N. 44th Street, Suite 300 
Phoenix, AZ  85008-6524 

Respondent 
Email: janeorossjdphd@gmail.com 

 jross@ncu.edu 
 

Sandra Montoya 
Lawyer Regulation Records Manager 
State Bar of Arizona 

4201 North 24th Street, Suite 100 
Phoenix, Arizona 85016-6288 

 
by: MSmith 

mailto:janeorossjdphd@gmail.com














 
 
 

 
 

 
 

IN THE 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA 
BEFORE THE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDING DISCIPLINARY JUDGE 

1501 W. WASHINGTON, SUITE 102, PHOENIX, AZ 85007-3231 
_________ 

 

 

IN THE MATTER OF A SUSPENDED MEMBER 
OF THE STATE BAR OF ARIZONA, 
 

JANE O. ROSS, 
Bar No.  021999 

 
Respondent.  

 No.  PDJ-2014-9017 
 
ORDER ACCEPTING CONSENT TO 

DISBARMENT  

 
[State Bar Nos.  13-2030-13-2733] 

 
FILED:  May 27, 2014 
 

 

 The Presiding Disciplinary Judge (PDJ) held a final case management 

conference in this matter on May 27, 2014.  Hunter F. Perlmeter, Staff Bar Counsel, 

appeared on behalf of the State Bar of Arizona.  Jane O. Ross appeared pro per.  

The complaint was filed on February 19, 2014.  The answer was filed on March 14, 

2014.  The firm hearing is scheduled for June 23, 2014, June 24, 2014, June 30, 

2014, and July 1, 2014.  In addition to the PDJ, the assigned hearing panel 

members are Robert D. Myers (Retired Judge), Attorney Member and Michael Snitz, 

Public Member. 

On May 23, 2014, Ms. Ross filed a verified Motion/Request for Removal from 

Membership and/or Request/Consent for Disbarment.  Mr. Perlmeter acknowledged 

that while he had not seen the motion/request prior to its filing that it comported 

with the agreement of the parties.   
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Supreme Court Rule 32(c)(11) precludes a resignation unless a member is in 

good standing.  Therefore the PDJ proceeded by discussing with the parties the 

consent for disbarment. The discussion that followed primarily regarded three 

requirements of Supreme Court Rule 57(a)(5) that were absent from the consent.  

One requirement is the disclosure of the residence of Ms. Ross.  Ms. Ross agreed 

that her oral disclosure of her address during this hearing could form the basis of 

compliance with the rule by it being incorporated during the hearing, by oral 

reference, into her consent for disbarment.  Ms. Ross stated on the record her 

residential address and by stipulation of the parties, it is incorporated into her 

consent to disbarment.  Ms. Ross requested her residence be sealed from the 

public.  The State Bar stated no objection to her residence being sealed from the 

public and her residence is sealed.   

A second requirement is a statement by Ms. Ross; “I consent to disbarment 

freely and voluntarily and not under coercion or intimidation.”  Ms. Ross apologized 

for her omission and stated her intent was to include that statement.  Ms. Ross 

agreed that her oral inclusion of the sentence, “I consent to disbarment freely and 

voluntarily and not under coercion or intimidation” during this hearing could form 

the basis of compliance with the rule by it being incorporated, during the hearing, 

by oral reference into her consent for disbarment.  Ms. Ross adopted the sentence, 

“I consent to disbarment freely and voluntarily and not under coercion or 

intimidation,” and by stipulation of the parties, it is incorporated into her consent to 

disbarment.  

A third requirement is the incorporation of either the “(charges)” or the 

“formal complaint” by reference and attachment.  The parties stipulated that the 

charges that have been attached are sufficient for disbarment.  Both parties waived 
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any requirement of the attachment of the formal complaint.  Ms. Ross agreed the 

attachment is in compliance with the rule, that it states sufficient grounds for 

disbarment and by stipulation of the parties; it is incorporated into her consent to 

disbarment.  

The PDJ finds by the totality of the circumstances, that Ms. Ross knowingly, 

intelligently and voluntarily and, not under coercion or intimidation, consented to 

disbarment and waived her rights to a formal hearing.  By stipulation of the parties, 

the oral statements of Ms Ross were incorporated into her consent to disbarment.  

Those statements included her residential address, her statement of consent to 

disbarment freely and voluntarily and not under coercion or intimidation and the 

parties waiver of the formal attachment of the complaint.  Ms. Ross instead 

attached a statement of charges which the parties stipulate factually forms the 

basis for the consent for disbarment.  

Now Therefore, 

IT IS ORDERED, accepting the Consent to Disbarment.  Pursuant to 

Supreme Court Rule 57(a)(5)(B), a formal judgment disbarring Jane O. Ross, Bar 

No.  021999, shall be promptly entered striking her name from the roll of lawyers.  

Jane O. Ross shall no longer be entitled to the rights and privileges of a lawyer, but 

will remain subject to the jurisdiction of the court.  Ms. Ross shall immediately comply 

with the requirements relating to notification of clients and others. 

DATED this 27th day of May, 2014. 

 

 

      William J. O’Neil 
              
     William J. O’Neil, Presiding Disciplinary Judge  
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ORIGINAL filed with the Disciplinary Clerk,  
Office of the Presiding Disciplinary Judge 

this 27th day of May, 2014: 
 

COPY of the foregoing e-mailed/mailed  
this 28th  day of May, 2014, to: 
 

Hunter F. Perlmeter 
State Bar of Arizona 

4201 N. 24th Street, Suite 100 
Phoenix, AZ  85016-6266 
Email:  lro@staff.azbar.org 

 
Jane O. Ross 

FILED UNDER SEAL 
Respondent 
Email: JRoss@asu.edu  

janeorossjdphd@gmail.com (alternate) 
 

Sandra Montoya 
Lawyer Regulation Records Manager 

State Bar of Arizona 
4201 North 24th Street, Suite 100 
Phoenix, Arizona 85016-6288 

 
By:  LHopkins 

mailto:JRoss@asu.edu
mailto:janeorossjdphd@gmail.com
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