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BEFORE THE PRESIDING DISCIPLINARY JUDGE 
 

IN THE MATTER OF A MEMBER OF  
THE STATE BAR OF ARIZONA, 
 
ROBERT C. BILLAR, 
  Bar No. 006662 
 

Respondent.  

 PDJ 2017-9074 
 
FINAL JUDGMENT AND 
ORDER 
 
[State Bar No. 16-1978] 
 
FILED OCTOBER 5, 2017 

 
The Presiding Disciplinary Judge having reviewed the Agreement for Discipline 

by Consent filed on September 8, 2017, pursuant to Rule 57(a), Ariz. R. Sup. Ct., 

accepts the parties’ proposed agreement. Accordingly:  

 IT IS ORDERED Respondent, Robert C. Billar, Bar No. 006662 is 

suspended for sixty (60) days for his conduct in violation of the Arizona Rules of 

Professional Conduct, as outlined in the consent documents, effective November 

15, 2017. 

 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED Mr. Billar is placed on probation for two (2) 

years to satisfy all sanction awards assessed against him in Kurti v. Gitt, Desert 

Ridge Justice Court CC2013-224266RC, in the principal sum of $14,356.66. 

 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED upon reinstatement, if Mr. Billar returns to 

private practice, he shall be placed on probation for two (2) years with the State Bar’s 

Law Office Management Assistance Program (LOMAP). 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED pursuant to Rule 72 Ariz. R. Sup. Ct., Mr. 

Billar shall immediately comply with the requirements relating to notification of 

clients and others.  

 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED Mr. Billar shall pay the costs and expenses of 

the State Bar of Arizona in the amount of $ 1,200.00, within thirty (30) days from the 

date of this order.  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 5th day of October, 2017. 

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

 
 
 
 
 
Copies of the foregoing mailed/emailed  
this 5th day of October, 2017, to: 
 
Robert C. Billar 
Yuma County Public Defender 
168 S. 2nd Ave.  
Yuma, AZ  85364-2363 
Email: Robert.Billar@yumacountyaz.gov  
Respondent   
 
David L. Sandweiss 
Senior Bar Counsel  
State Bar of Arizona 
4201 N. 24th Street, Suite 100 
Phoenix, Arizona 85016-6266 
Email: LRO@staff.azbar.org   
 
by: AMcQueen  

mailto:Robert.Billar@yumacountyaz.gov
mailto:LRO@staff.azbar.org
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BEFORE THE PRESIDING DISCIPLINARY JUDGE 
 
IN THE MATTER OF A MEMBER  
OF THE STATE BAR OF ARIZONA, 
 
ROBERT C. BILLAR, 
  Bar No. 006662 
 
 Respondent.  

 PDJ-2017-9074 
 
DECISION AND ORDER 
ACCEPTING DISCIPLINE 
BY CONSENT 
 
[State Bar No. 16-1978] 
 
FILED OCTOBER 5, 2017 

Probable cause issued on May 31, 2017 and the formal complaint was filed 

on June 9, 2017.  The parties filed their Agreement for Discipline by Consent filed 

on September 8, 2017 pursuant to Rule 57(a), Ariz. R. Sup. Ct.   

Rule 57 requires admissions be tendered solely “…in exchange for the stated 

form of discipline….” Under that rule, the right to an adjudicatory hearing is waived 

only if the “…conditional admission and proposed form of discipline is 

approved….”  If the agreement is not accepted, those conditional admissions are 

automatically withdrawn and shall not be used against the parties in any subsequent 

proceeding. Mr. Billar has voluntarily waived the right to an adjudicatory hearing, 

and waived all motions, defenses, objections or requests that could be asserted upon 

approval of the proposed form of discipline.  Notice of this Agreement and an 
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opportunity to object as required by Rule 53(b)(3), Ariz. R. Sup. Ct., was provided 

by letter to the complainant(s) on September 6, 2017.  No objections have been filed. 

The Agreement details a factual basis to support the conditional admissions.  

Mr. Billar conditionally admits he violated Rule 42, ERs 1.1 (competence), 1.3 

(diligence), 1.4 (communication), 1.16 (declining/terminating), 3.1(meritorious 

claims and contentions), 3.2 (expediting litigation), 3.4(c) (knowingly disobey and 

obligation under rules of tribunal) 8.4(d) (conduct prejudicial to the administration 

of justice) and Rule 54(c) (knowing violation of any rule or order).  The agreed upon 

sanctions include a sixty (60) day suspension effective November 15, 2017, and two 

(2) years of probation (satisfy all sanctions and awards assessed against Mr. Billar 

in Kurti v. Gitt, CC2013-224266RC, in the principal sum of $14,356.66), 

participation in LOMAP if Mr. Billar returns to private practice, and costs totaling 

1,200.00 within thirty (30) days from the date of this order.  The conditional 

admissions are briefly summarized. 

In January 2014, Mr. Brillar represented a client in a civil matter.  Thereafter, 

he failed to competently and diligently represent the client.  He failed to perform 

legal services and also engaged in a pattern of neglect. Specifically, he failed to file 

a disclosure statement and expert witness certifications; failed to file a response to 

the opposing parties’ motion to compel compliance with applicable rules. The Court 

granted the motion and monetary sanctions issued against Mr. Billar.  In August 
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2014, the opposing parties filed a motion to dismiss and order to show cause (OSC) 

for contempt involving payment of the sanction.  Mr. Billar did not file a response 

and was ordered by the Court at the OSC hearing on November 4, 2014 to file a 

written explanation regarding his failure to file a disclosure statement and failure to 

respond to the motion to dismiss. He was further ordered to deliver the client’s file 

by November 5, 2014.  Mr. Billar failed to deliver the client’s file to counsel until 

November 26, 2014, and additional sanctions were imposed by the Court.  Mr. Billar 

then failed to appear at the scheduled hearing regarding the assessment of attorney 

fees.  A civil arrest warrant was issued and attorney fees were assessed against Mr. 

Billar. Mr. Billar was successful in having the warrant quashed however, the 

sanctions remain unpaid.  

Rule 58(k) provides sanctions shall be determined under the American Bar 

Association Standards for Imposing Lawyer Sanctions, (“Standards”).   

The parties agree Standard 4.42, Lack of Diligence applies to Mr. Billar’s 

violation of ERs 1.3 and 1.4 and provides that suspension is appropriate when: 

(a) a lawyer knowingly fails to perform services for a 
client and causes injury or potential injury to a client, 
or 

(b) a lawyer engages in a pattern of neglect and causes 
injury or potential injury to a client. 
 

Standard 4.52, Lack of Competence is applicable to Mr. Billar’s violation of 

ER 1.1 and provides that suspension is generally appropriate when a lawyer engages 
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in an area of practice in which the lawyer knows he or she is not competent, and 

causes injury or potential injury to a client. 

Standard 6.22, Abuse of the Legal Process is applicable to Mr. Billar’s 

violation of ERs 3.1, 3.2 3.4(c) and provides that suspension is appropriate when a 

lawyer knowingly violates a court order or rule, and there is injury or potential injury 

to a client or a party, or interference or potential interference with a legal proceeding. 

Standard 7.2, Violation of Duties Owed as a Professional is applicable to his 

violations of ER 1.16 and Rule 54(c) and provides that suspension is generally 

appropriate when a lawyer knowingly engages in conduct that is a violation of a duty 

owed as a professional and causes injury or potential injury to a client, the public, or 

the legal system. 

The PDJ agrees the presumptive sanction is suspension for knowing violations 

which caused actual and potentially serious harm to his client, and actual harm to 

both the legal system and the profession.   

The parties agree the following aggravating factors are present in the record: 

Standard 9.22(a) prior disciplinary offenses, 9.22(c) pattern of misconduct, 9.22(d) 

multiple offenses, 9.22(i) substantial experience in the practice of law, and 9.22(j) 

indifference to making restitution.  In mitigation are Standard 9.32(b) absence of a 

dishonest or selfish motive, 9.32(e) full and free disclosure to disciplinary board or 

cooperative attitude toward proceedings, and 9.32(k) imposition of other penalties 
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or sanctions.  The parties agree to a sixty (60) day suspension and upon 

reinstatement, two years of probation with terms to satisfy all sanctions in Kurti v. 

Gitt, CC2013-224266RC, and participate in LOMAP if Mr. Billar returns to private 

practice. Mr. Billar shall also pay the State Bar’s costs and expenses totaling 

1,2000.00 within thirty (30) days. 

Now therefore,  

IT IS ORDERED accepting and incorporating the Agreement and any 

supporting documents by this reference.  The agreed upon sanctions are: sixty (60) 

day suspension effective November 15, 2017, and upon reinstatement, two (2) years 

of probation, and the payment of costs and expenses of the disciplinary proceeding 

totaling $1,200.00, to be paid within thirty (30) days from the date of this order.   

There are no costs incurred by the Office of the Presiding Disciplinary Judge.  A 

final judgment and order is signed this date.   

DATED this 5th of October, 2017. 

 
       
      William J. O’Neil     
     William J. O’Neil, Presiding Disciplinary Judge  
 
 
 
 
 
/ / / 
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COPY of the foregoing e-mailed/mailed  
on this 5th day of October 2017, to: 
      
David L. Sandweiss 
Senior Bar Counsel 
State Bar of Arizona 
4201 N 24th Street, Suite 100 
Phoenix, Arizona 85016-6266 
Email: LRO@staff.azbar.org    
 
Robert C. Billar 
Yuma County Public Defender 
168 S. 2nd Ave. 
Yuma, AZ  85364-2363 
Email: Robert.Billar@yumacountyaz.gov  
Respondent 
 
by:  AMcQueen 

 
 

mailto:LRO@staff.azbar.org
mailto:Robert.Billar@yumacountyaz.gov
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