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NOTICE OF TRANSFER TO DISABILITY INACTIVE STATUS

Case No. 25-24-RD
Notice Issued: January 6, 2026
Byron E. Siegel, P 20428, Bingham Farms, Michigan
Disability Inactive Status, Effective December 23, 2025

The Grievance Administrator filed a Notice of Filing of Reciprocal Discipline pursuant to MCR
9.120(C), that attached a certified copy of an order issued by the Presiding Disciplinary Judge of the
Supreme Court of Arizona, transferring respondent to disability inactive status, effective January 23, 2025,
in a matter titled In the Matter of a Suspended Member of the State Bar of Arizona Byron E. Siegel, Case
No. PDJ 2024-9105-D.

The Attorney Discipline Board issued an order regarding imposition of reciprocal discipline, ordering
the parties, within 21 days from service of the order, to inform the Board in writing (i) of any objection to
a transfer to disability inactive status in Michigan based on the grounds set forth in MCR 9.120(C)(1) and
(il) whether a hearing is requested.

Respondent sent an email to the Board’s case manager objecting to his transfer to disability
inactive status based on the grounds set forth in MCR 9.120(C)(1) and requesting a hearing. Thereafter,
the Board assigned this matter to Tri-County Hearing Panel #3 for disposition, pursuant to MCR
9.120(C)(3). The Grievance Administrator filed a response to respondent’s objection to the transfer to
disability inactive status. Afterfurther briefing was requested by the panel and provided by the parties, the
panel determined that a hearing was not necessary and that respondent failed to satisfy his burden of
showing that his transfer to disability inactive status in Michigan would be clearly inappropriate.

On December 23, 2025, the panel issued an order transferring respondent to disability inactive
status pursuant to MCR 9.120(C) and MCR 9.121(A), effective immediately and until respondent is
reinstated in accordance with MCR 9.121(E). No costs were assessed.



