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RIDGELY ATTORNEY REINSTATED

By Order of the Supreme Court entered 011 August 27, 2010, Guy Steven Davis has been reinstated

to the practice of law. Mr. Davis was suspended from the practice of law on December 19, 2007. Mr.

Davis filed a Petition for Reinstatement on November 20, 2009. By Judgment filed on June 9, 2010, a

Hearing Panel concluded that Mr. Davis” license to practice law should be reinstated. The Supreme Court

determined that the judgment of the Hearing Panel reinstating Mr. Davis’ license was appropriate, based

upon proof that Mr. Davis has the moral qualifications, competency and learning in the law required for

admission to practice law and that his resumption of the practice of law will not be detrimental to the

integrity or standing of the bar or the administration ofjustice, or subversive to the public interest.

Mr. Davis’ reinstatement will become effective ten (10) days after the filing of the Order.
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F l L E D

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF TENNESSEE
AUG 27 2010

 AT NASHVILLE Clerk of the Courts
 

IN RE: GUY STEVEN DAVIS, BPR #13764

An Attorney Licensed to Practice Law in Tennessee

(Lake County)

 

No.WmBP

BOPR No. R~182—8-SG .

 

ORDER OF REINSTATERIENT

This matter is before the Court upon a Petition for Reinstatement filed on

November 20, 2009 by Petitioner Guy “Steve” Davis (“Petitioner”); upon a Response to

Petition For Reinstatement filed by the Board of Professional Responsibility (the

“Board”) on December 15, 2009; upon a hearing held on May 12, 2010; upon the

Judgment of the Hearing Panel entered on June 9, 2010; and upon the entire record in this

case. No appeal has been filed by either party.

From all of which it appears to the Court that the judgment of the Hearing Panel

reinstating Petitioner’s license to practice law is appropriate, subject to certain conditions

as set forth, below, based upon proof that Petitioner has the moral qualifications,

competency and learning in the law required for admission to practice law in this state

and that the resumption of the practice of law within the state Will not be detrimental to

the integrity and standing of the bar or the administration ofjustice or subversive to the

public interest.

It is therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED andDECREED by the Court that:

1. Petitioner, Guy Steve Davis, is hereby reinstated to the practice of law

subject to each ofthe following requirements upon his reinstatement:

A) Petitioner must enter into a three (3) year TLAP monitoring agreement,

commencing with the date of reinstatement, and must substantially

comply with the terms of the TLAP contract;

B) Petitioner must engage an independent practice monitor, subject to the

Board’s approval, to assist Petitioner1n ire—establishing himselfin the

practice of law;

C) Petitioner must continue to meet CLE requirements as compelled by the

Tennessee Commission on Continuing Legal Education;

 



 

D) Petitioner must pay to the Board of Professional Responsibility the

expenses and costs of the reinstatement proceedings, including court

reporter fees, and in addition, must pay to the Clerk of this Court the

costs incurred therein; within six months from the effective date of

reinstatement; '

B) Any report of Respondent’s non-compliance with the TLAP monitoring

agreement or any complaint by the designated practice monitor shall be

reported to the Board ofProfessional Responsibility.

F) Upon receipt of any report of Respondent’s non-compliance with the

TLAP monitoring agreement or any complaint by the designated

practice monitor, the Board shall take disciplinary action against

Respondent as deemed necessary.

2. Petitioner’s reinstatement shall become effective ten (10) days after the

filing ofthis Order. .

3. The Board shall cause notice of this reinstatement to be published as

required by Supreme Court Rule 9, Section 18.10.

FOR THE COURT:

(LoW CE_ CfiaA/L

CORNELIA A. CLARK

JUSTICE .
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