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BEFORE THE PRESIDING DISCIPLINARY  
JUDGE 

__________ 
  

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

ADAM ROMNEY 

  Bar No.  028322 

 
Respondent.  

 PDJ 2016-9050 

 

FINAL JUDGMENT AND ORDER 
 

[State Bar No.  14-1900] 

 

FILED MAY 19, 2016 

 

 
The Presiding Disciplinary Judge having reviewed the Agreement for Discipline by 

Consent filed on May 12, 2016, accepted the parties’ proposed agreement under Rule 

57(a), Ariz. R. Sup. Ct. 

Accordingly:    

 IT IS ORDERED Respondent, Adam Romney, is reprimanded for his conduct 

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

documents, effective immediately. 

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

the State Bar of Arizona for $1,200.00, within thirty (30) days from this Order.  There 

are no costs or expenses incurred by the disciplinary clerk and/or Presiding 

Disciplinary Judge’s Office with these disciplinary proceedings. 

  DATED this 19th day of May, 2016. 

 

            William J. O’Neil 
_________________________________________ 

William J. O’Neil, Presiding Disciplinary Judge 
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Copies of the foregoing mailed/emailed  
this 19th day of  May, 2016, to: 

 
Stacy L. Shuman 
Bar Counsel 

State Bar of Arizona 
4201 N. 24th Street, Suite 100 

Phoenix, AZ  85016-6266 
Email:  lro@staff.azbar.org 
 

Adam Romney 
PO Box 7972 

Chandler, AZ 85246-7972 
Email: adam.romney@gmail.com 
Respondent 

 
Lawyer Regulation Records Manager 

State Bar of Arizona 
4201 N. 24th Street, Suite 100 

Phoenix, Arizona 85016-6266 
 
by: AMcQueen 



 
 

 
BEFORE THE PRESIDING DISCIPLINARY  

JUDGE 
__________ 

 

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

 
ADAM ROMNEY 
  Bar No.  028322 

 
 Respondent.  

 No.  PDJ-2016-9050 
 

 
DECISION AND ORDER 
ACCEPTING DISCIPLINE BY 

CONSENT 
 

[State Bar File No. 14-1900] 
 
FILED MAY 19, 2016 

 

 

 An Agreement for Discipline by Consent (Agreement) was filed on May 12, 

2016, and submitted under Rule 57(a)(3), of the Rules of the Arizona Supreme Court.  

The Agreement was reached before the authorization to file a formal complaint.  Upon 

filing such Agreement, the presiding disciplinary judge, “shall accept, reject or 

recommend modification of the agreement as appropriate”.   

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. 

Under Rule 53(b)(3), notice of the agreement was provided to the 

complainant(s) by email on April 25, 2016. They were notified of their opportunity to 

file a written objection to the agreement. On April 25, 2016, one complainant 

submitted his objection.  He objected stating the sanction was without precedent in 
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law or other sanctions issued by the Disciplinary Commission in like circumstances.  

In his objection, complainant disputed none of the facts within the consent 

agreement, but submitted there was a mountain of evidence.  He also complained 

the sanction allowed Mr. Romney to “escape restitution of stolen funds.” The 

complainant called Mr. Romney a “criminal” who stole his money.  He threatened to 

file a mandamus with the Court if his objection was not sustained and a hearing take 

place.   

The agreement states the State Bar reviewed affidavits and interviewed 

individuals who support the conclusion that Mr. Romney had a good faith basis for 

his belief he was being threatened with physical harm by this complainant. The 

agreement states there were forgeries alleged and admitted and questionable 

“assignments” of interest regarding monies payable through a mediated settlement.  

Complainant has filed multiple lawsuits in various jurisdictions regarding the monies 

involved. The agreement submits there is no restitution because the multiple parties 

are involved in litigation better resolved by a civil court. 

The Agreement details a factual basis for the admissions to the charge in the 

Agreement.  Mr. Romney admits his conduct violated Rule 42, ERs 1.7 [Conflicts 

Current Clients] and 1.15 [Safeguarding Property].  The State Bar recommended Mr. 

Romney take continuing legal education as a term of probation. However, Mr. 

Romney has already taken those classes and the certificates of completion of those 

classes were attached to the agreement.  He also agrees to pay the $1,200 in costs 

as evidenced by the Statement of Costs attached to the agreement.  
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The parties agree under Rule 57(a)(2)(E), that  Standard 4.12, Failure to 

Preserve Client Property, of the American Bar Association’s Standards for Imposing 

Lawyer Sanctions (Standards) is most applicable given the facts.   

The parties agree there are no aggravating factors.  The parties further agree 

that the following mitigating factors are present and justify a reduction in the 

presumptive sanction of suspension to reprimand: 9.32(a) absence of prior 

disciplinary record, 9.32(b) absence of a dishonest or selfish motive, 9.32(e) full and 

free disclosure to disciplinary Board or cooperative attitude towards proceedings, 

9.32(f) inexperience in law as he was admitted to practice in 2011, and 9.32(l) 

remorse.  Complainants are both experienced attorneys, although the objecting 

complainant has been disbarred.  

While the Court has considered the objection of complainant, the object of 

lawyer discipline is not to punish the lawyer.  In re Peasley, 208 Ariz. 27, 90 P.3d 

764 (2004).  Nor is its purpose to resolve restitution issues presently being litigated 

in court.  The Presiding Disciplinary Judge finds the proposed sanctions of reprimand 

and the continuing legal education taken meets the objectives of attorney discipline.  

The Agreement is therefore accepted. 

 IT IS ORDERED incorporating the Agreement and any supporting documents 

by this reference.  The agreed upon sanctions are: reprimand and the payment of 

costs and expenses of the disciplinary proceeding for $1,200.00 to be paid within 

thirty (30) days from this order.  

 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED the Agreement is accepted.  Costs as submitted 

are approved for $1,200.00.  Now therefore, a final judgment and order is signed this  
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date.  Mr. Romney is reprimanded and costs are imposed. 

DATED this 19th day of May, 2016. 
 

      

     William J. O’Neil 
_________________________________________  

 William J. O’Neil, Presiding Disciplinary Judge 

 
 
 

 
Copies of the foregoing mailed/emailed  

this 19th day of May, 2016 to: 
 
Stacy L. Shuman 

Bar Counsel 
State Bar of Arizona 

4201 N. 24th Street, Suite 100 
Phoenix, AZ  85016-6266 

Email:  lro@staff.azbar.org 
 
Adam Romney 

PO Box 7972 
Chandler, AZ 85246-7972 

Email: adam.romney@gmail.com 
Respondent 
 

Lawyer Regulation Records Manager 
State Bar of Arizona 

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

by: AMcQueen 
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