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BEFORE THE PRESIDING DISCIPLINARY JUDGE 

 

IN THE MATTER OF A 

SUSPENDED MEMBER OF  

THE STATE BAR OF ARIZONA, 

 

GOURI G. NAIR, 

  Bar No. 024856 
 

Respondent.  

 PDJ 2016-9123 

 

FINAL JUDGMENT AND 

ORDER 

 

[State Bar No. 16-1072] 

 

FILED APRIL 12, 2017 

 

The Presiding Disciplinary Judge having reviewed the Agreement for Discipline 

by Consent filed on March 27, 2017, under Rule 57(a), Ariz. R. Sup. Ct., accepted the 

parties’ proposed agreement.  

Accordingly:    

IT IS ORDERED Respondent, Gouri G. Nair, Bar No. 024856, is suspended 

for ninety (90) days for her conduct in violation of the Arizona Rules of Professional 

Conduct, as outlined in the consent documents, effective the date of this order.  

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED upon reinstatement, Ms. Nair shall be placed 

on two (2) years of probation with the State Bar’s Law Office Management 

Assistance Program (LOMAP) if and when Ms. Nair returns to Arizona to practice 

law.  Ms. Nair currently does not live or practice law in Arizona. Ms. Nair shall 

notify the State Bar in writing if and when she returns to Arizona to practice law. 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED pursuant to Rule 72, Ariz. R. Sup. Ct., Ms. 

Nair shall immediately comply with the requirements relating to notification of 

clients and others. 

 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED Gouri G. Nair 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.  Interest shall accrue at the legal rate until paid. 

  DATED this 12th day of April 2017. 

________William J. O’Neil________________ 

William J. O’Neil, Presiding Disciplinary Judge 

 

 

 

 

Copies of the foregoing e-mailed  

this 12th day of April, 2017, and 

mailed April 13, 2017, to: 

 

David L. Sandweiss 

Bar Counsel 

State Bar of Arizona 

4201 N. 24th Street, Suite 100 

Phoenix, AZ  85016-6266 

Email:  lro@staff.azbar.org  

 

Geoffrey M. T. Sturr 

Osborn Maledon PA 

2929 N. Central Ave., Ste. 2100 

Phoenix, AZ  85012-2765 

Email: gsturr@omlaw.com   

 

by:  AMcQueen 

mailto:lro@staff.azbar.org
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BEFORE THE PRESIDING DISCIPLINARY JUDGE 

 

IN THE MATTER OF A SUSPENDED 

MEMBER OF THE STATE BAR OF 

ARIZONA, 

 

GOURI G. NAIR, 

  Bar No. 024856 

 

 Respondent.  

 PDJ-2016-9123 

 

DECISION AND ORDER 

ACCEPTING DISCIPLINE BY 

CONSENT 

 

[State Bar File No. 16-1072] 

 

FILED APRIL 12, 2017 

 

A Probable Cause Order issued on November 1, 2016. The formal complaint 

was filed on December 5, 2016.  The parties filed an Agreement for Discipline by 

Consent on March 27, 2017 pursuant to Rule 57(a), Ariz. R. Sup. Ct.1   

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.  Ms. Nair voluntarily waives the right to an adjudicatory hearing, and 

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

                                                           
1 Unless stated otherwise, all Rule references are to the Ariz. R. Sup. Ct. 
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approval of the proposed form of discipline.  Notice of this Agreement and an 

opportunity to object as required by Rule 53(b)(3), was provided by letter to the 

complainant on March 27, 2017.  No objection have been filed. 

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

Ms. Nair conditionally admits she violated Rule 42, ERs 1.3 (diligence), 1.4 

(communication), 8.1(b) (failure to respond) and Rule 54(d) (refusal to cooperate or 

furnish information), Ariz. R. Sup. Ct.  The agreed upon sanctions include a ninety 

(90) day suspension and two (2) years of probation with the State Bar’s Law Office 

Management Assistance Program (LOMAP), if and when Ms. Nair returns to 

Arizona to practice law, and the payment of costs within thirty (30 days).  Ms. Nair 

must notify the State Bar in writing if she returns to Arizona to practice law. 

Restitution is not an issue as Ms. Nair has refunded $4,616.00 to the complainant. 

Ms. Nair represented a client in March 2010 regarding obtaining a Provisional 

Patent Application.  The client paid Ms. Nair $3,500.00 and Ms. Nair filed the 

Provisional Patent application in March 2010 with the United States Patent and 

Trademark Office (USPTO).  The client again hired Ms. Nair in March 2011 to file 

a Non-Provisional Patent Application with USPTO and paid her $5,545.00.  

Thereafter, Ms. Nair failed to adequately communicate with her client and failed to 

file the Non-Provisional Application until August 2012.  On March 26, 2013, the 

USPTO mailed Ms. Nair an USPTO Office Action rejecting parts of the application 
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based on its delayed filing and requested a response be filed by June 26, 2017.  The 

client called Ms. Nair on June 17, 2013 regarding the status of the application as she 

believed the application had been filed in 2011 and not 2012.  Ms. Nair charged the 

client an additional $3,500.00 to file the response.  In October 2013, the client 

terminated Ms. Nair and represented herself until January 2015 at which time she 

hired a new attorney to pursue the application. On February 1, 2016, the USPTO 

issued an Office Action denying the application submitted in 2012 regarding the 

separate patent application.  If the client’s application had been filed in August 2011 

instead of 2012, the prior art submitted would not have been relied on by USPTO as 

the invention was conceived and reduced to practice prior to January 2012.  Ms. Nair 

also failed to respond to the State Bar’s initial screening letter investigating this 

matter. 

Rule 58(k) provides sanctions shall be determined in accordance with the 

American Bar Association Standards for Imposing Lawyer Sanctions, 

(“Standards”).  The parties agree Standard 4.4, Lack of Diligence applies to Ms. 

Nair’s violations of ERs 1.3 (diligence) and 1.4 (communication). Standard 4.42 

suspension is generally appropriate when a lawyer engages in a pattern of neglect 

and causes injury or potentially injury to a client.  

Standard 7.2 is applicable to Ms. Nair’s violations of ER 8.1(b) (knowing 

failure to respond) and Rule 54(d) (refusal to cooperate/furnish information) and 
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provides 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.  

Ms. Nair violated her duties to her client and the legal profession and caused 

actual injury and potentially serious injury to her client and actual injury to the legal 

profession. She failed to diligently represent and adequately communicate with her 

client.  Ms. Nair also failed to provide the State Bar with her current address and 

email address as required by Rule 32(c)(3), Ariz. R. Sup. Ct.  

The parties further agree the following aggravating and mitigating factors are 

present in the record: Standard 9.22(a) prior disciplinary offenses, 9.22(c) pattern of 

misconduct, 9.22(d) multiple offenses, and (i) substantial experience in the practice 

of law are present in aggravation; and Standard 9.32(b) absence of dishonest or 

selfish motive, and 9.32(l) remorse are present in mitigation.  Ms. Nair wrote a letter 

of apology to the client. [Agreement, Exhibit B.]  That Ms. Nair refunded to her 

client a substantial portion of the fees paid her is strong evidence of both remorse 

and the absence of selfish motive. Upon consideration, the Presiding Disciplinary 

Judge finds the proposed sanctions of suspension and probation meets the objectives 

of attorney discipline.  Now therefore,  

IT IS ORDERED accepting and incorporating the Agreement including any 

supporting documents by this reference.  The agreed upon sanction are: ninety (90) 
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day suspension effective the date of this order, and two (2) years of probation 

(LOMAP), only if Ms. Nair returns to the practice of law in Arizona.  Ms. Nair shall 

pay the costs and expenses of the State Bar in these disciplinary proceeding totaling 

$1,200.00, 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 April 12, 2017. 

 

                 William J. O’Neil              

     William J. O’Neil, Presiding Disciplinary Judge  
 

 

 

 

Copies of the foregoing e-mailed  

this 12th day of April, 2017, and 

mailed April 13, 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  

 

Geoffrey M. T. Sturr 

Osborn Maledon, PA 

2929 N. Central Avenue, Suite 2100 

Phoenix, AZ  85012-2765 

Email: gsturr@omlaw.com 

Respondent’s Counsel 

 

by:  AMcQueen 

mailto:LRO@staff.azbar.org
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