
 
 

SUPREME COURT OF ARIZONA 
                                                                
In the Matter of                  )  Arizona Supreme Court      
                                  )  No. R-22-0001              
ETHICAL RULE 7.1, RULE 42, RULES  )                             
OF THE SUPREME COURT              )                             
                                  )                             
                                  )                             
                                  )                             
__________________________________)    FILED 08/29/2022                         
 

 
ORDER AMENDING COMMENT [4] TO ETHICAL RULE 7.1, 
RULE 42, RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT OF ARIZONA 

A petition having been filed proposing to amend comment [4] 

to Ethical Rule 7.1, Rule 42 of the Rules of the Supreme Court 

of Arizona, and one comment having been received, upon 

consideration, 

IT IS ORDERED that comment [4] to Ethical Rule 7.1, Rule 42 

of the Rules of the Supreme Court of Arizona, is amended in 

accordance with the attachment to this order, effective January 

1, 2023.  

DATED this 29th day of August, 2022. 
 
 
 
          __________/s/_________________ 
          ROBERT BRUTINEL 
          Chief Justice 
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TO: 

Rule 28 Distribution 
Patricia A Sallen 
Nancy A Greenlee 
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ATTACHMENT1 

ETHICAL RULE 7.1,  
RULE 42 OF THE RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT OF ARIZONA 

ER 7.1 Communications Concerning a Lawyer’s Services 
[No changes to rule] 

Comment [2019 Amendment] 
Comments [1] through [3] [No change] 
Firm Names 

[4] Firm names, letterhead and professional designations are communications 
concerning a lawyer’s services.  A firm may be designated by the names of all or some of 
its current members, by the names of deceased or retired members where there has been a 
succession in the firm’s identity or by a trade name if it is not false or misleading.  A firm 
name cannot include the name of a lawyer who is disbarred or on disability inactive 
status because to continue to use a disbarred lawyer’s name is misleading.  A lawyer or 
law firm may be designated by a distinctive website address, social media username or 
comparable professional designation that is not misleading.  A law firm name or 
designation is misleading if it implies a connection with a government agency, with a 
deceased lawyer who was not a former member of the firm, with a lawyer not associated 
with the firm or a predecessor firm, with a nonlawyer or with a public or charitable legal 
services organization.  If a firm uses a trade name that includes a geographical name such 
as “Springfield Legal Clinic,” an express statement explaining that it is not a public legal 
aid organization may be required to avoid a misleading implication. 
Comments [5] through [9] [No change] 

 

 

 
1 Additions to the text of the comment are shown by underscoring.  


