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BEFORE THE PRESIDING DISCIPLINARY JUDGE 
 

IN THE MATTER OF A NON- 
MEMBER OF THE STATE BAR OF 
ARIZONA, 
 
JOHN T. LYNCH, JR. 
  Pennsylvania Bar No. 19354 
 

Respondent.  

 PDJ 2017-9131 
 
FINAL JUDGMENT AND 
ORDER 
 
[State Bar Nos. 16-2568 and 17-2087] 
 
FILED JANUARY 18, 2018 

 
The Presiding Disciplinary Judge having reviewed the Agreement for Discipline 

by Consent filed on December 29, 2017, pursuant to Rule 57(a), Ariz. R. Sup. Ct., 

accepts the parties’ proposed agreement. Accordingly:    

 IT IS ORDERED Respondent, John T. Lynch, Jr., Pennyslvania Bar No. 

19354, is reprimanded for his conduct in violation of the Rules of the Supreme Court 

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

documents, effective the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED Lynch 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. 

  DATED this 18th day of January, 2018.      

      William J. O’Neil     
     William J. O’Neil, Presiding Disciplinary Judge  
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Copies of the foregoing mailed/emailed  
this 18th day of January, 2018, to: 
 
James D. Lee 
Senior Bar Counsel 
State Bar of Arizona 
4201 N 24th Street, Suite 100 
Phoenix, Arizona 85016-6266 
Email: LRO@staff.azbar.org    
 
Terrence P. Woods 
Broening Oberg Woods & Wilson, PC 
P.O. Box 20527 
1122 E. Jefferson 
Phoenix, AZ 85036-0527 
Email: tpw@bowwlaw.com 
Respondent’s Counsel 
 
by:  AMcQueen 
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BEFORE THE PRESIDING DISCIPLINARY JUDGE 
 
IN THE MATTER OF A NON-
MEMBER OF THE STATE BAR OF 
ARIZONA, 
 
JOHN T. LYNCH, JR., 
  Pennsylvania Bar No. 19354 
 
 Respondent.  

 PDJ-2017-9131 
 
DECISION AND ORDER 
ACCEPTING DISCIPLINE BY 
CONSENT 
 
[State Bar Nos. 16-2568 and 17-2087] 
 
FILED JANUARY 18, 2018 

 
Probable Cause Orders issued on November 13, 2017. No formal complaint 

has been filed. Under Rule 57(a), Ariz. R. Sup. Ct.,1 an agreement for discipline by 

consent was filed on December 29, 2017 by John T. Lynch, Jr., (“Lynch”) who is 

represented by counsel, Terrence P. Woods, Broening Oberg Woods & Wilson, PC, 

and the State Bar of Arizona by Senior Bar Counsel James D. Lee.  

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. Lynch has voluntarily waived the right to an adjudicatory hearing, and 

                                                           
1 Unless otherwise stated all rule references are to the Ariz. R. Sup. Ct. 
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waived all motions, defenses, objections or requests that could be asserted upon 

approval of the proposed form of discipline.  Notice of the Agreement and an 

opportunity to object as required by Rule 53(b)(3), Ariz. R. Sup. Ct., was sent by 

email to the complainant on December 19, 2017.  No objections have been received. 

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

Lynch admits he violated Rule 42, ERs 5.5 (unauthorized practice of law), Rule 

31(b) (no authority to practice law in Arizona), and Rule 33(c) (Unauthorized 

Practice in Court). The agreed upon sanctions include a reprimand and payment of 

costs of $ within thirty (30) days. If not timely paid, interest will accrue at the legal 

rate. The conditional admissions are briefly summarized. 

Lynch has never been admitted to practice law in Arizona, but was admitted 

to practice law in Pennsylvania on October 16, 1974. He has been on inactive status 

in Pennsylvania since April 18, 1983. He has never held an Arizona Certificate of 

Registration of In-House Counsel. 

Lynch was hired by Lawson Financial Corporation (“LFC”) in May 2008 to 

provide investment banking services. That relationship ended on August 11, 2014. 

Lynch performed legal work for LFC including legal opinions and “blue sky” 

memoranda to be part of public municipal bond financing. His opinion letters listed 

him as an “Attorney at Law.” In his opinion letters he acknowledged he “acted as 

counsel” to LFC. He admits he frequently wrote that his knowledge “refers to the 
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direct knowledge of me as a lawyer who rendered legal services in connection with 

my representation of you in this matter.” The Agreement identifies multiple other 

similar statements. He acknowledges he prepared approximately thirty “blue sky” 

memoranda. 

On April 5, 2017, the U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC) 

entered an order against Lynch. Among other findings it found the official 

statements for the bond offerings listed him as at attorney acting on those offerings. 

Those documents were provided to investors in connection with their purchase in 

the primary offerings. Besides other remedies the SEC accepted, in Lynch’s offer of 

settlement, the prohibition of the privilege of his appearing or practicing before it as 

an attorney.  

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

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

agree disbarment under Standard 7.1 and suspension under 7.2 are the applicable 

Standards. (Violations of Other Duties Owed as a Professional). Lynch 

acknowledges these apply because he knowingly practiced law while he was not 

admitted to practice law in any jurisdiction. He knew that he could not practice law 

without being admitted doing so. He benefitted financially by doing so causing 

injury or potential injury to his client and the public.  
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The parties have properly listed the aggravating and mitigating factors. 

Standards 9.2 and 9.3. The PDJ finds disbarment is the sanction that would be 

imposed if Lynch were admitted to the bar in Arizona. He is not. See In re Olsen, 

180 Ariz. 5, 881 P.2d 337 (1994) (holding censure2 to be the most severe sanction 

that can be imposed on a non-member of the State Bar of Arizona). As stipulated by 

the parties and acknowledged by the PDJ, the only sanction which can be entered is 

a reprimand because Lynch is not admitted to practice law in Arizona. The objective 

of attorney discipline is to protect the public, the profession and the administration 

of justice, not to punish the lawyer. Reprimand fails to protect the public, the 

profession or the administration of justice. Reprimand is the only sanction which can 

be imposed in Arizona. 

Now therefore,  

IT IS ORDERED accepting and incorporating the Agreement and any 

supporting documents by this reference.  The agreed upon sanctions is reprimand, 

and payment of the State Bar costs and expenses within thirty (30) days, totaling 

$1,200.00. There are no costs incurred by the Office of the Presiding Disciplinary 

Judge.  A final judgment and order is signed this date.   

DATED this 18th day of January, 2018. 
       
      William J. O’Neil     
     William J. O’Neil, Presiding Disciplinary Judge  
                                                           
2 Currently reprimand pursuant to Rule 60(a)(3), Ariz. R. Sup. Ct. 
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COPY of the foregoing e-mailed/mailed  
on this 18th day of January 2018, to: 
      
James D. Lee 
Senior Bar Counsel 
State Bar of Arizona 
4201 N 24th Street, Suite 100 
Phoenix, Arizona 85016-6266 
Email: LRO@staff.azbar.org    
 
Terrence P. Woods 
Broening Oberg Woods & Wilson, PC 
P.O. Box 20527 
1122 E. Jefferson 
Phoenix, AZ 85036-0527 
Email: tpw@bowwlaw.com 
Respondent’s Counsel 
 
by:  AMcQueen 

mailto:LRO@staff.azbar.org
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