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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 MEMBER OF  
THE STATE BAR OF ARIZONA, 
 

LARRY JOSEPH BUSCH, JR., 

  Bar No. 023133 

 

Respondent. 

  

 PDJ 2014-9077 

 

FINAL JUDGMENT AND ORDER 
 

State Bar No.  13-0654 

 

FILED DECEMBER 30, 2014 

 

 

The Presiding Disciplinary Judge of the Supreme Court of Arizona, having 

reviewed the Modified Agreement for Discipline by Consent filed on December 23, 2014, 

pursuant to Rule 57(a), Ariz. R. Sup. Ct., hereby accepts the parties’ proposed 

agreement. Accordingly:    

 IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Respondent, Larry Joseph Busch Jr., is hereby 

suspended for a period of six (6) months and one (1) day for his conduct in violation 

of the Arizona Rules of Professional Conduct, as outlined in the consent documents, 

effective thirty (30) days from the date of this Final Judgment and Order.  

 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Respondent shall fully participate in fee 

arbitration with Jean Higgins and Rodney Higgins, which Respondent has already 

initiated. 

 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the fee arbitrator shall issue an arbitration 

award in favor of Jean and Rodney Higgins in the amount of $14,000.00, if the 

arbitrator finds that Respondent has not fully participated in fee arbitration. 



2 

 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Respondent shall pay any fee arbitration 

award to Jean and Rodney Higgins within thirty (30) days of the date the fee arbitrator 

issues the fee arbitration award.  

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Respondent shall not file any application for 

reinstatement prior to his entire payment of the fee arbitration award in full.  

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that upon reinstatement, Respondent shall be 

placed on probation with the terms and conditions of probation, including the length 

of probation, to be determined at the time of reinstatement.   

NON-COMPLIANCE LANGUAGE 

In the event that Respondent fails to comply with any of the foregoing terms, and 

information thereof is received by the State Bar of Arizona, Bar Counsel shall file a notice 

of noncompliance with the Presiding Disciplinary Judge, pursuant to Rule 60(a)(5), Ariz. 

R. Sup. Ct.  The Presiding Disciplinary Judge may conduct a hearing within 30 days to 

determine whether a term of probation has been breached and, if so, to recommend an 

appropriate sanction.  If there is an allegation that Respondent failed to comply with any 

of the foregoing terms, the burden of proof shall be on the State Bar of Arizona to prove 

noncompliance by a preponderance of the evidence. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that, pursuant to Rule 72 Ariz. R. Sup. Ct., 

Respondent shall immediately comply with the requirements relating to notification of 

clients and others. 

 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Respondent pay the costs and expenses of 

the State Bar of Arizona in the amount of $1,233.82, within thirty (30) days from the 

date of service of this Order.  There are no costs or expenses incurred by the 
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disciplinary clerk and/or Presiding Disciplinary Judge’s Office in connection with these 

disciplinary proceedings. 

DATED this 30th day of December, 2014. 

William J. O’Neil 
_______________________________________ 

William J. O’Neil, Presiding Disciplinary Judge 
 

 

Copies of the foregoing mailed/emailed  
this 30th day of December, 2014. 

 
Kerrie M. Droban 
Droban & Company PC 

39506 N Daisy Mountain Dr., Ste 122 
Anthem, Arizona 85086-1665 

Telephone 480-612-3058 
Email: kerriedroban@yahoo.com 

Respondent’s counsel 
 
Nicole S Kaseta 

Staff Bar Counsel 
State Bar of Arizona 

4201 North 24th Street, Suite 100 
Phoenix, Arizona 85016-6266 

Email: LRO@staff.azbar.org 

 
Lawyer Regulation Records Manager 

State Bar of Arizona 
4201 North 24th Street, Suite 100 

Phoenix, Arizona 85016-6266 
 
by: JAlbright 
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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 MEMBER OF THE STATE 

BAR OF ARIZONA, 
 
LARRY JOSEPH BUSCH, JR., 

  Bar No.  023133 
 

Respondent.  

 No.  PDJ-2014-9077 

 
ORDER ACCEPTING MODIFIED 
AGREEMENT FOR DISCIPLINE BY 

CONSENT 
 

[State Bar No.  13-0654] 

 
FILED DECEMBER 30, 2014 

 
 

 An Agreement for Discipline by Consent (Agreement) was filed on December 

5, 2014, under Rule 57(a)(3), Ariz. R. Sup. Ct.  The complaint was filed on August 

29, 2014.   Mr. Busch has voluntarily waived the right to an adjudicatory hearing on 

all the charges, if the conditional admission and proposed form of discipline is 

approved. 

 In 2010, Mr. Busch was retained to assist his clients regarding their credit card 

debt.  He told his clients he would dispute the debt and if the creditor(s) sued he 

would attempt to settle.  He instructed his clients to stop paying their credit card 

bills, which they did.  They paid Mr. Busch approximately $17,000 for his services. 

Starting in July, 2011, Mr. Busch told his clients he sent letters to the creditors 

to “validate” the “purported debt.”  In 2011, Mr. Busch and his clients agreed he 
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should attempt to settle the debt rather than dispute the debt.  The parties agree Mr. 

Busch was not diligent in representing his clients. 

When a creditor sued his clients, Mr. Busch did initial work defending the case.  

However, when the creditor moved for summary judgment, he did not respond to it.  

On May 9, 2012, the motion was granted due to his lack of response.  Mr. Busch was 

informed by his clients in writing, on multiple occasions, the creditor had threatened 

them with a garnishment. Mr. Busch did not respond to his clients. 

Another creditor sued the clients.  Mr. Busch was informed of this multiple 

times, in writing, by his clients, but did not respond to them.  His clients forwarded 

him a motion for default judgment filed against them.  He did nothing.  After his 

clients were informed by the creditor of the judgment entered against them, they 

again wrote Mr. Busch.  He responded “I’ll call them and get a settlement worked 

out.”  He did not do so.  When they were garnished, Mr. Busch misled his clients and 

later misled the State Bar. 

When a third creditor sued, his clients again wrote him on two occasions.  Mr. 

Busch informed his clients he had disputed the account.  Suit was filed, and his clients 

repeatedly wrote Mr. Busch.  He did nothing.  When default was filed, his clients 

notified him in writing.  He replied, “…we’ll get an answer filed to stop the default.”  

He did nothing.  Judgment was entered against his clients.  The parties agree, Mr. 

Busch misrepresented to the State Bar that he tried to negotiate the matter. 

Other creditors sued.  Despite being repeatedly notified in writing by his clients 

of these matters, Mr. Busch did not respond and judgments were entered against his 

clients.  The parties stipulate when garnishments were issued against his clients, Mr. 

Busch “refused to communicate” with his clients.  When the State Bar requested 
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information from Mr. Busch, Mr. Busch did not provide the information and 

documentation. 

Mr. Busch admits violations of ERs 1.2(a), 1.3, 1.4, 1.5(a), 8.4(c), 8.4(d), 

8.1(b) and Rule 54(d). 

Discussion 

Bar Counsel must serve notice of this agreement to complainant(s).  That 

notice was sent to the complainant by letter dated November 5, 2014.  Included 

within that letter was a notification of the opportunity for the complainants to file a 

written objection to the agreement with the State Bar within five (5) business days 

of bar counsel’s notice.  No objection was filed. 

Upon filing such Agreement, the presiding disciplinary judge, “shall accept, 

reject or recommend modification of the agreement as appropriate”.  Under Rule 

53(b)(3), Ariz. R. Sup. Ct.  On December 10, 2014, the PDJ recommended 

modifications.  Those modifications were accepted by parties with the filing of a 

formal Modified Agreement for Discipline by Consent.   

Accordingly, 

IT IS ORDERED incorporating by this reference the Agreement for Discipline, 

by Consent, the PDJ Order recommending modifications, the Modified Agreement for 

Discipline by Consent and any supporting documents.  The Agreement is modified 

accordingly. 

IT IS ORDERED the Agreement for Discipline by Consent as modified is 

accepted.  A Final Judgment and Order was submitted simultaneously with the 

Modified Agreement.  Costs as submitted are approved in the amount of $1,233.82.   
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A formal proposed judgment was submitted, reviewed and approved. Now 

therefore, the final judgment and order is signed this date.   

DATED this 30th of December, 2014. 

 

      William J. O’Neil 
              
     William J. O’Neil, Presiding Disciplinary Judge  
 

       
 

COPY of the foregoing e-mailed/mailed  
this 30th of December, 2014, to: 
 

Nicole S. Kaseta 
Staff Bar Counsel 

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

Email:  lro@staff.azbar.org 
 

Kerrie M. Droban 
Droban & Company PC 
39506 N. Daisy Mountain Dr., Ste 122 

Anthem, Arizona 85086-1665 
Email: kerriedroban@yahoo.com 

Counsel for Mr. Busch, Jr. 
 
by: JAlbright 
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