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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. Public confidence in the judiciary is eroded by improper conduct and conduct that
creates the appearance of impropriety. This principle applies to both the professional and
personal conduct of a judge.

2. A judge should expect to be the subject of public scrutiny that might be viewed as
burdensome if applied to other citizens, and must accept the restrictions imposed by the code.

3. Conduct that compromises or appears to compromise the independence, integrity,
and impartiality of a judge undermines public confidence in the judiciary. Because it is not
practicable to list all such conduct, the rule is necessarily cast in general terms.

4. Judges should participate in activities that promote ethical conduct among judges
and lawyers, support professionalism within the judiciary and the legal profession, and
promote access to justice for all.

5. Actual improprieties include violations of law, court rules, or provisions of this code.
The test for appearance of impropriety is whether the conduct would create in reasonable
minds a perception that the judge violated this code or engaged in other conduct that reflects
adversely on the judge’s honesty, impartiality, temperament, or fitness to serve as a judge.
An appearance of impropriety does not exist merely because a judge has previously rendered
a decision on a similar issue, has a general opinion about a legal matter that relates to the
case before him or her, or may have personal views that are not in harmony with the views
or objectives of either party. A judge’s personal and family circumstances are generally not
appropriate considerations on which to presume an appearance of impropriety.

6. A judge should initiate and participate in activities for the purpose of promoting
public understanding of and confidence in the administration of justice. In conducting such
activities, the judge must act in a manner consistent with this code.

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 2.2. Impartiality and Fairness

A judge shall uphold and apply the law, and shall perform all duties of judicial
office fairly and impartially.

Comment

1. To ensure impartiality and fairness to all parties, a judge must be objective
and open-minded.

2. Although each judge comes to the bench with a unique background and
personal philosophy, a judge must interpret and apply the law without regard to
whether the judge approves or disapproves of the law in question.

3. A good faith error of fact or law does not violate this rule. However, a pattern
of legal error or an intentional disregard of the law may constitute misconduct.

4. It 1s not a wviolation of this rule for a judge to make reasonable
accommodations to ensure self-represented litigants the opportunity to have their
matters fairly heard.

RULE 2.3. Bias, Prejudice, and Harassment

(A) A judge shall perform the duties of judicial office, including administrative
duties, without bias or prejudice.

(B) A judge shall not, in the performance of judicial duties, by words or conduct
manifest bias or prejudice, or engage in harassment, including but not limited to bias,
prejudice, or harassment based upon race, sex, gender, religion, national origin,
ethnicity, disability, age, sexual orientation, marital status, socioeconomic status, or
political affiliation, and shall not permit court staff, court officials, or others subject
to the judge’s direction and control to do so.

(C) A judge shall require lawyers in proceedings before the court to refrain
from manifesting bias or prejudice, or engaging in harassment, based upon attributes
including but not limited to race, sex, gender, religion, national origin, ethnicity,
disability, age, sexual orientation, marital status, socioeconomic status, or political
affiliation, against parties, witnesses, lawyers, or others.

(D) The restrictions of paragraphs (B) and (C) do not preclude judges or lawyers
from making legitimate reference to the listed factors, or similar factors, when they
are relevant to an issue in a proceeding.

Comment

1. A judge who manifests bias or prejudice in a proceeding impairs the fairness
of the proceeding and brings the judiciary into disrepute.

2. Examples of manifestations of bias or prejudice include but are not limited
to epithets; slurs; demeaning nicknames; negative stereotyping; attempted humor
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based upon stereotypes; threatening, intimidating, or hostile acts; suggestions of
connections between race, ethnicity, or nationality and crime; and irrelevant
references to personal characteristics. Facial expressions and body language may
convey to parties and lawyers in the proceeding, jurors, the media, and others an
appearance of bias or prejudice. A judge must avoid conduct that may reasonably be
perceived as prejudiced or biased.

3. Harassment, as referred to in paragraphs (B) and (C), is verbal or physical
conduct that denigrates or shows hostility or aversion toward a person on bases such
as race, sex, gender, religion, national origin, ethnicity, disability, age, sexual
orientation, marital status, socioeconomic status, or political affiliation.

4. Sexual harassment includes but is not limited to sexual advances, requests
for sexual favors, and other verbal or physical conduct of a sexual nature that is
unwelcome. See Arizona Supreme Court Administrative Order 92-33 (Oct. 19, 1992),
for the judiciary’s sexual harassment policy.

RULE 2.8. Decorum, Demeanor, and Communication with Jurors
(A) A judge shall require order and decorum in proceedings before the court.

(B) A judge shall be patient, dignified, and courteous to litigants, jurors,
witnesses, lawyers, court staff, court officials, and others with whom the judge deals
in an official capacity, and shall require similar conduct of lawyers, court staff, court
officials, and others subject to the judge’s direction and control.

(C) A judge shall not commend or criticize jurors for their verdict other than in
a court order or opinion in a proceeding, but may express appreciation to jurors for
their service to the judicial system and the community.

Comment

1. The duty to hear all proceedings with patience and courtesy is not
inconsistent with the duty imposed in Rule 2.5 to dispose promptly of the business of
the court. Judges can be efficient and businesslike while being patient and deliberate.

2. Commending or criticizing jurors for their verdict may imply a judicial
expectation in future cases and may impair a juror’s ability to be fair and impartial
in a subsequent case. There are several exceptions to this general rule, however, and
with certain qualifications judges may speak to a discharged jury following the return
of a verdict. See Arizona Judicial Ethics Advisory Committee Opinion 01-01 (reissued
January 22, 2003). This rule does not preclude a judge from communicating with
jurors personally, in writing, or through court personnel to obtain information for the
purpose of improving the administration of justice.



RULE 2.10. Judicial Statements

(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
1mpending in any court, or make any nonpublic statement that might substantially
interfere with a fair trial or hearing.

(B) A judge shall not, in connection with cases, controversies, or issues that are
likely to come before the court, make pledges, promises, or commitments that are
inconsistent with the impartial performance of the adjudicative duties of judicial
office.

(C) A judge shall require court staff, court officials, and others subject to the
judge’s direction and control to refrain from making statements that the judge would
be prohibited from making by paragraphs (A) and (B).

(D) Notwithstanding the restrictions in paragraph (A), a judge may make
public statements in the course of official duties, may explain court procedures, and
may comment on any proceeding in which the judge is a litigant in a personal
capacity.

(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.

(F) Subject to the requirements of paragraph (A), a presiding judge of a court
of record is authorized to make statements and provide statistics about another
judge’s administrative performance in calendar and caseload management.

Comment

1. This rule’s restrictions on judicial speech are essential to the maintenance
of the independence, integrity, and impartiality of the judiciary.

2. This rule does not prohibit a judge from commenting on proceedings in which
the judge is a litigant in a personal capacity. In cases in which the judge is a litigant
in an administrative capacity, the judge may comment publicly on the merits of the
case. In cases in which the judge is a litigant in a nominal capacity, such as a special
action, the judge must not comment publicly except as otherwise specifically
permitted by this rule.

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 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 paragraph (A).

RULE 4.1. Political and Campaign Activities of Judges and dJudicial
Candidates in General

(A) A judge or a judicial candidate shall not do any of the following:
(1) act as a leader in, or hold an office in, a political organization;

(2) make speeches on behalf of a political organization or another candidate
for public office;

(3) publicly endorse or oppose another candidate for any public office;

(4) solicit funds for or pay an assessment to a political organization or
candidate, make contributions to any candidate or political organization
in excess of the amounts permitted by law, or make total contributions
in excess of fifty percent of the cumulative total permitted by law. See,
e.g., A R.S. § 16-905.

(5) actively take part in any political campaign other than his or her own
campaign for election, reelection or retention in office;

(6) personally solicit or accept campaign contributions other than through
a campaign committee authorized by Rule 4.4;

(7) use or permit the use of campaign contributions for the private benefit
of the judge, the candidate, or others, except as provided by law;

(8) use court staff, facilities, or other court resources in a campaign for
judicial office;

(9) make any statement that would reasonably be expected to affect the
outcome or impair the fairness of a matter pending or impending in any
court; or

(10)in connection with cases, controversies, or issues that are likely to come
before the court, make pledges, promises, or commitments that are
inconsistent with the impartial performance of the adjudicative duties
of judicial office.

(B) A judge or judicial candidate shall take reasonable measures to ensure that
other persons do not undertake, on behalf of the judge or judicial candidate, any
activities prohibited under paragraph (A).

(C) Except as prohibited by this code, a judge may:

(1) engage in activities, including political activities, to improve the law, the
legal system and the administration of justice; and



(2) purchase tickets for political dinners or other similar functions, but
attendance at any such functions shall be restricted so as not to
constitute a public endorsement of a candidate or cause otherwise
prohibited by these rules.

Comment
General Considerations

1. Even when subject to public election, a judge plays a role different from that
of a legislator or executive branch official. Rather than making decisions based upon
the expressed views or preferences of the electorate, a judge makes decisions based
upon the law and the facts of every case. Therefore, in furtherance of this interest,
judges and judicial candidates must, to the greatest extent possible, be free and
appear to be free from political influence and political pressure.

2. When a person becomes a judicial candidate, this canon becomes applicable
to his or her conduct. A successful judicial candidate is subject to discipline under the
code for violation of any of the rules set forth in Canon 4, even if the candidate was
not a judge during the period of candidacy. An unsuccessful judicial candidate who is
a lawyer and violates this code may be subject to discipline under applicable court
rules governing lawyers.

Participation in Political Activities

3. Public confidence in the independence and impartiality of the judiciary is
eroded if judges or judicial candidates are perceived to be subject to political
influence. Although judges and judicial candidates may register to vote as members
of a political party, they are prohibited by paragraph (A)(1) from assuming leadership
roles in political organizations. Examples of such leadership roles include precinct
committeemen and delegates or alternates to political conventions. Such positions
would be inconsistent with an independent and impartial judiciary.

4. Paragraphs (A)(2) and (A)(3) prohibit judges and judicial candidates from
making speeches on behalf of political organizations or publicly endorsing or opposing
candidates for public office, respectively, to prevent them from abusing the prestige
of judicial office to advance the interests of others. Paragraph (A)(3) does not prohibit
a judge or judicial candidate from making recommendations in complying with Rule
1.3 and the related comments. These rules do not prohibit candidates from
campaigning on their own behalf or opposing candidates for the same judicial office
for which they are running.

5. Paragraph (A)(3) does not prohibit a judge or judicial candidate from
privately expressing his or her views on judicial candidates or other candidates for
public office.

6. A candidate does not publicly endorse another candidate for public office by
having that candidate’s name on the same ticket.

7. Although members of the families of judges and judicial candidates are free
to engage in their own political activity, including running for public office, there is
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no “family exception” to the prohibition in paragraph (A)(3) against a judge or
candidate publicly endorsing candidates for public office. A judge or judicial candidate
must not become involved in, or publicly associated with, a family member’s political
activity or campaign for public office. To avoid public misunderstanding, judges and
judicial candidates should take and should urge members of their families to take
reasonable steps to avoid any implication that the judge or judicial candidate
endorses any family member’s candidacy or other political activity.

8. Judges and judicial candidates retain the right to participate in the political
process as voters in all elections. For purposes of this canon, participation in a caucus-
type election procedure does not constitute public support for or endorsement of a
political organization or candidate and is not prohibited by paragraphs (A)(2) or

A)(3).
Statements and Comments Made During a Campaign for Judicial Office

9. Subject to paragraph (A)(9), a judicial candidate is permitted to respond
directly to false, misleading, or unfair allegations made against him or her during a
campaign, although it is permissible for someone else, including another judge, to
respond if the allegations relate to a pending case.

10. Paragraph (A)(9) prohibits judicial candidates from making comments that
might impair the fairness of pending or impending judicial proceedings. This
provision does not restrict arguments or statements to the court or jury by a lawyer
who is a judicial candidate, or rulings, statements, or instructions by a judge that
may appropriately affect the outcome of a matter.

11. Paragraph (A)(9) must be read in conjunction with Rule 2.10, which allows
judges to make public statements in the course of their official duties.

Pledges, Promises, or Commitments Inconsistent with Impartial
Performance of the Adjudicative Duties of Judicial Office

12. The role of a judge is different from that of a legislator or executive branch
official, even when the judge is subject to public election. Campaigns for judicial office
must be conducted differently from campaigns for other offices. The narrowly drafted
restrictions upon political and campaign activities of judicial candidates provided in
Canon 4 allow candidates to conduct campaigns that provide voters with sufficient
information to permit them to distinguish between candidates and make informed
electoral choices.

13. Paragraph (A)(10) makes applicable to both judges and judicial candidates
the prohibition that applies to judges in Rule 2.10(B), relating to pledges, promises,
or commitments that are inconsistent with the impartial performance of the
adjudicative duties of judicial office.

14. The making of a pledge, promise, or commitment is not dependent upon, or
limited to, the use of any specific words or phrases; instead, the totality of the
statement must be examined to determine if a reasonable person would believe that
the candidate for judicial office has specifically undertaken to reach a particular



result. Pledges, promises, or commitments must be contrasted with statements or
announcements of personal views on legal, political, or other issues, which are not
prohibited. When making such statements, a judge should acknowledge the
overarching judicial obligation to apply and uphold the law, without regard to his or
her personal views.

15. A judicial candidate may make campaign promises related to judicial
organization, administration, and court management, such as a promise to dispose of
a backlog of cases, start court sessions on time, or avoid favoritism in appointments
and hiring. A candidate may also pledge to take action outside the courtroom, such
as working toward an improved jury selection system or advocating for more funds to
improve the physical plant and amenities of the courthouse.

16. Judicial candidates may receive questionnaires or requests for interviews
from the media and from issue advocacy or other community organizations that seek
to learn their views on disputed or controversial legal or political issues. Paragraph
(A)(10) does not specifically address judicial responses to such inquiries. Depending
upon the wording and format of such questionnaires, candidates’ responses might be
viewed as pledges, promises, or commitments to perform the adjudicative duties of
office other than in an impartial way. To avoid violating paragraph (A)(10), therefore,
candidates who respond to media and other inquiries should also give assurances that
they will keep an open mind and will carry out their adjudicative duties faithfully
and impartially if elected. Candidates who do not respond may state their reasons for
not responding, such as the danger that answering might be perceived by a
reasonable person as undermining a successful candidate’s independence or
impartiality, or that it might lead to frequent disqualification. See Rule 2.11.
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A.R.S. Sup.Ct.Rules, Rule 122
Rule 122. Use of Recording Devices in a Courtroom

(a) Purpose. This rule allows the use of recording devices in a courtroom, subject to
specified requirements and limitations. A court must use reasonable means to inform
the public of the provisions of this rule.

(b) Definitions. The following definitions apply in this rule. A term defined in the
singular includes the plural.

(1) A “camera” 1s an electronic or mechanical device used to photograph, record, or
broadcast still or moving images.

(2) A “courtroom” is an area of a “courthouse,” which is defined in Rule 122.1, where
a judge conducts a proceeding.

(3) “Cover” and “coverage” refer to a person's use of a recording device during a
proceeding.

(4) A “judge” 1s a judicial officer in an appellate, superior, or limited jurisdiction court
presiding over a proceeding.

(5) A “person” includes an individual and any organization except the court.

(6) A “personal audio recorder” is a device used to record audio only, and that is on,
held by, or immediately next to, the person who is operating the device.

(7) A “proceeding” is an event concerning a court case that takes place in a courtroom.
(8) A “recording device” is an electronic or mechanical apparatus and related
equipment used to capture and store sound or images, or both, or from which a person
can retrieve or broadcast sound or images. A camera, a smart phone, and an audio
recorder are examples of recording devices.

(9) A “victim” has the same meaning as set out in Rule 39 of the Rules of Criminal
Procedure.

(c) Request to Cover a Proceeding. Except as provided in paragraphs (h) and (1)
of this rule, a person who wishes to use a recording device during a proceeding must
submit a written or electronic request to cover the proceeding, as follows.

(1) Requirements for submission of a request: The person must submit the request to
the judge who will conduct the proceeding, or to an office of the court authorized to
receive requests under this rule. A person who submits a request to cover a
proceeding has standing on the request, but the submission of a request does not
confer upon that person the status of a party to the case.

(2) Time limit for submission of a request: A person must submit a request sufficiently
in advance of the proceeding to allow the judge to consider it in a timely manner.

(A) If the specified proceeding is a trial, a person must submit a request at least seven
calendar days before the trial date.

(B) If the proceeding is not a trial, a person must submit a request as soon as possible,
and no less than forty-eight hours before the start of the proceeding.

(C) If the court schedules any proceeding on less than seventy-two hours notice, a
person must file the request as soon as reasonably possible before the proceeding as
not to delay or interfere with it.



(3) Court action upon receiving a request: The court will notify the parties of its receipt
of a request for coverage. The judge will promptly hold a hearing if the judge intends
to deny the request or a portion of the request, or if a party objects to a request.

(4) Time for a party to object to a request: A party waives an objection to a request for
coverage of a proceeding if the party does not object to the request in writing or on
the record no later than the start of the proceeding.

(5) Time for a victim or witness to object to a request: Victims or witnesses may object
to coverage of their appearance or testimony at any time. The prosecutor's office is
responsible for notifying victims and the prosecutor's witnesses of coverage, and their
right to object to coverage, prior to the victims' appearances or the witnesses'
testimony at the proceeding. Other parties who call witnesses to testify are
responsible for notifying their witness of coverage, and the witness's right to object to
coverage, prior to the witness's testimony.

(d) Denial or Limitation of Coverage. A properly submitted request for coverage
should generally be approved, but a judge may deny or may limit the request as
provided in this paragraph. A judge's decision on a coverage request, or on an
objection to coverage, is reviewable only by special action.

(1) Denial of coverage: A judge on his or her own motion may deny a request for
coverage, or may sustain a party's objection to coverage, only after making specific,
on-the-record findings that there is a likelihood of harm arising from one or more of
the following factors, and that the harm outweighs the benefit of coverage to the
public:

(A) the impact of coverage upon the right of any party to a fair hearing or trial;

(B) the impact of coverage upon the right of privacy of any party, victim, or witness;
(C) the impact of coverage upon the safety and well-being of any party, victim,
witness, or juror;

(D) the likelihood that coverage would distract participants or that coverage would
disrupt or detract from the dignity of a proceeding;

(E) the adequacy of the physical facilities of the court;

(F) the timeliness of the request pursuant to paragraph (c)(2) of this rule;

(G) whether the person making the request is engaged in the dissemination of news
to a broad community; and

(H) any other factor affecting the administration of justice.

(2) Limitation of coverage: Upon his or her own motion or upon the request of a party,
victim, or witness, a judge may allow coverage as requested or may, after making
specific, on-the-record findings based on the factors in paragraph (d)(1), impose
limitations as follows:

(A) order that no one may photograph, record, or broadcast a criminal defendant, a
law enforcement officer, or a victim in the courtroom;

(B) order that video coverage must effectively obscure the face and identity of that
party, victim, or witness, or that there be only audio coverage of the testimony of a
party, victim, or witness;



(C) prohibit coverage of the testimony of that witness upon a determination that
coverage would have a substantial adverse impact upon that witness or his or her
testimony.

(e) Manner of Coverage. The judge will preserve the dignity of the proceeding by
designating the placement of equipment and personnel for photographing, recording,
or broadcasting the proceeding, and all equipment and personnel will be restricted to
the designated area. Recording devices may not be moved about the courtroom while
court is in session. All persons and affiliated individuals engaged in the coverage
must avoid conduct or dress that may disrupt or detract from the dignity of the
proceeding. The judge may order a restriction or cessation of coverage during a
proceeding in furtherance of the interests of justice.

(f) Equipment. A person must not install, move, or take recording equipment, other
than a personal audio recorder, from the courtroom during a proceeding. A person
must hide wiring as much as possible, and wiring must not cause an inconvenience
or a hazard. A person may connect equipment used to provide coverage to an existing
courtroom electronic system, if possible, but a person must not connect equipment to
a court's digital recording system without the judge's express approval. A person must
not bring flash devices, strobe lights, or other artificial lights of any kind into the
courtroom If a person wishes to use additional standard light fixtures or higher
wattage light bulbs, additional microphones, or other modifications or improvements
concerning lighting or sound, the person must submit this information in the request
under paragraph (c). The judge may direct whatever modifications or improvements
are deemed necessary, but the judge may not require use of public funds to make or
to maintain any such modifications or improvements. Microphones, cameras, and
other equipment used for coverage must be as unobtrusive as recording devices in
general use in the community where the courtroom is located, and must not produce
distracting sounds or otherwise disrupt the proceeding.

(g) Number of Recording Devices; Pooling. A request submitted under
paragraph (c) may ask the judge to approve audio coverage, video camera coverage,
or coverage by still camera. The presumptive limits are one microphone and recording
device for audio coverage, or one video camera and one still camera, but the judge
conducting the proceeding has discretion to approve a person's request to use
additional recording devices. If a judge approves requests by more than one person to
cover a proceeding, those persons must pool their resources to limit recording devices
in the courtroom to the number approved by the judge. Those persons have the
responsibility to settle their own disputes, to facilitate pooling as necessary, and to
implement procedures that meet the approval of the assigned judge prior to any
coverage and without disruption to the court.

(h) Personal Audio Recorders; Required Notice to the Court. A person may
use a personal audio recorder during a proceeding, but the person must notify the
judge or the judge's staff prior to using the device. A person who uses a personal audio
recorder 1s not required to submit a request under paragraph (c) of this rule, but a
person who wishes to record or broadcast the audio portion of a proceeding with a
device that is not on the person must do so. The use of a personal audio recorder must



not be obtrusive, distracting, or otherwise prohibited, and use is subject to the
prohibitions of paragraph (k) of this rule.

(i) Approving Use of a Recording Device for Celebratory or Ceremonial
Proceedings, or While Court is Not in Session. Notwithstanding other
provisions of this rule, a person may verbally request, and a judge may verbally
approve, use of a recording device in a courtroom to photograph or to record a
celebratory or ceremonial proceeding. If a person wishes to use a recording device in
any courtroom when that courtroom is not in session, prior to using the device, the
person must obtain the express permission of the presiding judge of that jurisdiction
or an office of the court authorized by the presiding judge to approve requests under
this paragraph.

() Recording Not Admissible as Evidence. No video, photograph, or audio
reproduction of a judicial proceeding that is obtained pursuant to this rule may be
used to modify or supplement the official court record of that proceeding, nor is it
admissible at that or any subsequent proceeding unless it is offered for another
purpose allowed under the Arizona Rules of Evidence.

(k) Prohibitions. A person is not permitted to photograph, record, or broadcast a
proceeding in the following circumstances:

(1) No Use of Recording Devices While the Judge is Off the Bench:: A person may use
a recording device in a courtroom only when the judge is on the bench, and use of a
recording device must terminate when the judge leaves the bench, except as provided
in paragraph (1).

(2) No Jurors: Cameras must be placed to avoid showing jurors in any manner. Audio
recordings or broadcasts of jurors' statements or conversations are also prohibited,
except that a juror may expressly consent to an interview after the jury has been
discharged.

(3) No Attorney Conferences: Audio recordings or broadcasts of bench conferences
between a judge and counsel, or off-the-record conferences between attorneys and
their clients, or between attorneys, anywhere in the courthouse are prohibited.

(4) No Readable Documents: A person may not use a camera to take readable images
of the contents of documents or other materials, whether in electronic or other form,
that are located at counsel tables, the judge's bench, the work area of judicial staff,
or the jury box.

(5) No Juvenile Proceedings: Photographing, recording, or broadcasting of juvenile
court proceedings is only as allowed by Arizona law, or as provided in paragraph (1).
(1) Other Governing Law. A person whose request under paragraph (c) of this rule
has been approved may photograph, record in, or broadcast from, locations in a
courthouse other than a courtroom as provided in Supreme Court Rule 122.1. The
law generally applicable to inclusion or exclusion of the press or the public at court
proceedings or during the testimony of a particular witness applies to persons who
submit a request or notice under this rule. Nothing in this rule alters the obligation
of any attorney to comply with the provisions of the Arizona Rules of Professional
Conduct governing trial publicity.



A.R.S. Sup.Ct.Rules, Rule 122.1
Rule 122.1. Use of Portable Electronic Devices in a Courthouse

(a) Purpose. This rule specifies the permitted and prohibited uses of portable
electronic devices in a courthouse. A court must use reasonable means to advise
courthouse visitors of the provisions of this rule. A violation of this rule may be
punishable as contempt.

(b) Definitions. The following definitions apply in this rule:

(1) A “portable electronic device”1s a mobile device capable of electronically storing,
accessing, or transmitting information. The term encompasses, among other things,
a transportable computer of any size, including a tablet, a notebook, and a laptop; a
smart phone, a cell phone, or other wireless phone; a camera and other audio or video
recording devices; a personal digital assistant (PDA); other devices that provide
internet access; and any similar items.

(2) A “courthouse” includes all areas within the exterior walls of a court building, or
if the court does not occupy the entire building, that portion of the building used for
the administration and operation of the court. A “courthouse” also includes areas
outside a court building where a judge conducts an event concerning a court case.

(3) Other Definitions: This rule incorporates other definitions found in Supreme
Court Rule 122(b).

(c) Photography and Audio or Video Recording. Photography, audio recording,
and video recording in a courthouse are permitted, but the following restrictions
apply:

(1) In a Courtroom: In a courtroom, no one may use a portable electronic device to
take photographs or for audio or video recording unless that use is allowed under
Rule 122.

(2) Outside a Courtroom: In areas of a courthouse other than courtrooms, no one may
photograph or record an individual without that individual's express consent.

(3) Local Orders: By local administrative order, a court may adopt further reasonable
limits on photography and audio or video recording in a courthouse that are not
inconsistent with this rule or with Rule 122.

(d) Jurors and Witnesses. The following restrictions apply to use of portable
electronic devices by jurors, including prospective jurors, and by witnesses.

(1) Jurors: Jurors must turn off their portable electronic devices while present in a
courtroom and while present in a jury room during the jury's deliberations and
discussions concerning a case. Jurors may use their devices for allowable purposes
during breaks.

(2) Witnesses: A witness must silence any portable electronic device while in a
courtroom, and may use a device while testifying only with permission of a judge.
(e) Attorneys, Parties, and Members of the Public. The following provisions
apply to use of portable electronic devices in a courtroom by attorneys, parties, and
members of the public. Any allowed use of a portable electronic device under this
paragraph is subject to the authority of a judge to terminate activity that is disruptive
or distracting to a court proceeding, or that is otherwise contrary to the
administration of justice.



(1) Allowed Uses: Attorneys, parties, and members of the public may use a portable
electronic device in a courtroom to retrieve or to store information, to access the
Internet, and to send and receive text messages or information.

(2) Prohibited Uses: A portable electronic device may not be used, without permission
of the court, to make or to receive telephone calls or for other audible functions while
court is in session, and attorneys, parties, and members of the public must silence
portable electronic devices while in the courtroom.

(3) Use of a Personal Audio Recorder: Attorneys, parties, and members of the public
may use a personal audio recorder in a courtroom only as provided by Rule 122.

(f) Use of a Portable Electronic Device Outside a Courtrooms;
Limitations. Except as provided in paragraphs (c), (d) and (e) of this rule, a person
may use a portable electronic device in a courthouse, subject to the authority of
judges, Clerks of the Court, or court administrators to limit or terminate activity that
1s disruptive to court operations or that compromises courthouse security.
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