SUPREME COURT OF ARIZONA

In the Matter of ) Arizona Supreme Court
) No. R-21-0001
RULE 81, RULES OF THE SUPREME )
COURT )
)
)
)
) FILED 08/30/2021

ORDER AMENDING RULES 1.2 AND 2.10
OF THE ARIZONA CODE OF JUDICIAL CONDUCT,
RULE 81 OF THE RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT OF ARIZONA

On January 4, 2021, Aaron Nash, on behalf of the Arizona
Supreme Court Task Force on Countering Disinformation, filed a
rule petition proposing to amend Rules 1.2 and 2.10 of the
Arizona Code of Judicial Conduct, Rule 81 of the Rules of the
Supreme Court of Arizona. Having considered the petition and
the comment submitted concerning the petition,

IT IS ORDERED amending Rules 1.2 and 2.10 of the Arizona
Code of Judicial Conduct, Rule 81 of the Rules of the Supreme
Court of Arizona, iIn accordance with the attachment to this

order, effective January 1, 2022.

DATED this 30th day of August, 2021.

/s/
ROBERT BRUTINEL
Chief Justice
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TO:

Rulle 28 Distribution
Aaron Nash
Margaret H Downie
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ATTACHMENT!
RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT OF ARIZONA

Rule 81. Arizona Code of Judicial Conduct

* * *

Rule 1.2. Promoting Confidence in the Judiciary

A judge shall act at all times in a manner that promotes public confidence in the
independence, integrity, and impartiality of the judiciary, and shall avoid impropriety and
the appearance of impropriety.

Comment
1.-6. [No change]

7. A judge may respond to or issue statements in connection with allegations
concerning the judge’s conduct in a matter or to false, misleading, or unfair allegations or
attacks upon the judge’s character or reputation. Consistent with Rules 4.1 and 4.3
regarding judicial campaigns, a judge’s response or statement at any time that counters
attacks on the judge’s actions, character, or reputation may serve to restore or maintain
public confidence in the judiciary, subject to the requirements of Rule 2.10, paragraph

(A).

* * *

Rule 2.10. Judicial Statements en-Pending-and-tmpending-Cases

(A) A judge shall not make any public statement that might reasonably be expected
to affect the outcome or impair the fairness of a matter pending or impending in any
court, or make any nonpublic statement that might substantially interfere with a fair trial
or hearing.

(B)-(D) [No change]

(E) Subject to the requirements of paragraph (A), a judge may respond directly or
through a third party in writing, via social media or broadcast media or otherwise to
allegations in the media or elsewhere concerning the judge's conduct in a matter or to
false, misleading, or unfair allegations or attacks upon the judge’s character or reputation.

Comment
1.-2. [No change]

1 Additions to the text of the rule or comment are shown by underscoring and
deletions of text are shown by strike-through.
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3. Depending upon the circumstances, the judge should consider whether it may
be preferable for a third party, rather than the judge, to respond or issue statements in
connections with allegations concerning the judge’s conduct in a matter or to false,
misleading, or unfair allegations or attacks upon the judge’s character or reputation.
Consistent with Rules 4.1 and 4.3 regarding judicial campaigns, a judge’s response or
statement at any time that counters attacks on the judge’s actions, character, or reputation
may_serve to restore or maintain _public _confidence in the judiciary, subject to the
requirements of paragraph (A).




