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architectural services for a project in Arizona without Board Registration.  

6. On or about June 23, 2022, Board staff received a written statement from 

Respondent in response to notice of investigation. In his written statement, Respondent 

acknowledged that he entered into a contract with Berkshire Hathaway Automotive to 

provide architectural services for a commercial project in Arizona prior to receiving 

registration with the Board as a Registered Architect. Respondent described the issue as 

an “oversight” on his part. Respondent indicated that, although he agreed to provide 

architectural services prior to receiving registration, he did not actively provide said 

services until after being granted registration as a Registered Architect by the Board.  

7.  In later correspondence with Board staff, Respondent also acknowledged that 

Respondent Firm was not registered with the Board when he, on behalf of Respondent 

Firm, entered into the contract with Berkshire Hathaway Automotive for architectural 

services.  

8. On or about June 23, 2022, Board staff received, from Respondent, a copy of 

the written contract between Respondent, on behalf of Respondent Firm, and Berkshire 

Hathaway Automotive. The contract indicted that Respondent and Respondent Firm 

agreed to provide architectural services for Berkshire Hathaway’s commercial project in 

Mesa, Arizona. The contract was dated March 16, 2022; 44 days prior to Respondent 

receiving registration with the Board as a Registered Architect, and 103 days prior to 

Respondent Firm receiving firm registration with the Board.    

9. Respondent and Respondent Firm offered architectural services in Arizona 

without Board registration, in that they entered into a contract with Berkshire Hathaway 

Automotive, agreeing to provide architectural services for an Arizona commercial 

project, prior to being granted professional registration and firm registration with the 

Board.   

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

1. The Board has jurisdiction in this matter pursuant to A.R.S. § 32-101, et seq.  

2. The conduct alleged in the Findings of Fact constitutes grounds for discipline 








