
City of Phoenix 
 
 
December 31, 2025 
       
Tamara Weaver 
Sent Via: Email –  
 
RE: Dismissal and Closure of Ethics Inquiry EC-25-11 
 
Dear Tamara Weaver: 

I am writing to formally notify you that the Ethics Commission (“Commission”) met on 
December 18, 2025, and after a thorough review and consideration of Ethics Inquiry EC-
25-11 (“Ethics Complaint”), the Commission voted to dismiss the Ethics Complaint. 

The Commission’s decision was based on a comprehensive assessment of the available 
facts and in accordance with relevant city ordinances, policies, or procedures, including 
but not limited to, Phoenix City Code Sec. 2-52 and 2-53. The Commission dismissed the 
Ethics Complaint by an affirmative vote of at least four members, based upon a 
determination that the Ethics Complaint was facially insufficient to warrant investigation.  
Pursuant to Phoenix City Code Sec. 2-53, the dismissal of the Ethics Complaint is not 
subject to review, and the matter is now closed. 

For additional information, please see the City of Phoenix Ethics Commission website for 
meeting results, minutes, and resources, including the Bylaws, Rules of Procedure, and 
Ordinances: www.phoenix.gov/ethics. 
 
We appreciate your cooperation and understanding regarding this matter. Should you 
have any questions or require additional information regarding our decision, please 
contact the Commission at ethics.commission@phoenix.gov for further clarification. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Sam Leyvas 
Ethics Commission Chair 
 



City of Phoenix 
 
 
December 31, 2025 
       
Scott McGill 
Sent Via: Email –  
 
RE: Dismissal and Closure of Ethics Inquiry EC-25-11 
 
Dear Scott McGill: 

I am writing to formally notify you that the Ethics Commission (“Commission”) met on 
December 18, 2025, and after a thorough review and consideration of Ethics Inquiry EC-
25-11 (“Ethics Complaint”), the Commission voted to dismiss the Ethics Complaint. 

The Commission’s decision was based on a comprehensive assessment of the available 
facts and in accordance with relevant city ordinances, policies, or procedures, including 
but not limited to, Phoenix City Code Sec. 2-52 and 2-53. The Commission dismissed the 
Ethics Complaint by an affirmative vote of at least four members, based upon a 
determination that the Ethics Complaint was facially insufficient to warrant investigation.  
Pursuant to Phoenix City Code Sec. 2-53, the dismissal of the Ethics Complaint is not 
subject to review, and the matter is now closed. 

For additional information, please see the City of Phoenix Ethics Commission website for 
meeting results, minutes, and resources, including the Bylaws, Rules of Procedure, and 
Ordinances: www.phoenix.gov/ethics. 
 
We appreciate your cooperation and understanding regarding this matter. Should you 
have any questions or require additional information regarding our decision, please 
contact the Commission at ethics.commission@phoenix.gov for further clarification. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Sam Leyvas 
Ethics Commission Chair 
 



200 W. Washington St., 15th Floor, Phoenix, AZ 85003-1611 • denise.archibald@phoenix.gov 
PH: 602.262.6558 • FAX: 602.495.5847 • TTY: 7-1-1 Friendly 

DENISE ARCHIBALD 
CITY CLERK 

To: Ethics Commission 
ethics.commission@phoenix.gov 

Date: November 14, 2025 

From: Denise Archibald 
City Clerk 

  Subject: TRANSMITTAL OF ETHICS COMPLAINT NUMBER EC-25-11 

On November 13, 2025, the City Clerk Department received the attached ethics complaint 
from Tamara Weaver.  

Pursuant to Phoenix City Code, Section 2-53(H), I am forwarding this complaint to you, to 
be placed on the agenda of the Commission’s next available meeting. 

Enclosure: Ethics Complaint 

ec:  Respondent
Jeff Barton, City Manager
Lori Bays, Assistant City Manager 
Alan Stephenson, Deputy City Manager 
Julie Kriegh, City Attorney 
Deryck Lavelle, Chief Assistant City 
Attorney Hope Olguin, Deputy City Clerk 









In a recent Instagram post, Scott Magill stated that he is 
employed by MCG Commercial, a commercial 
development firm. In his role, he highlighted the potential 
growth and opportunities associated with TSMC's 
expansion in the area. Due to his professional affiliation, 
Mr. Magill stands to benefit directly from TSMC's 
development in North Park. 

 

Given the potential for personal financial benefit from 
TSMC expansion and North Park development, this 
situation is perceived as a conflict of interest. 

The community respectfully requests that Mr. Magill 
abstain from voting on matters related to North Park 
rezoning. 

 

TSMC and Pulte are applicants on rezoning for NorthPark, 
Rezoning Case No. Z-139-24-1 & General Plan 
Amendment Case Nos. GPA-NG-1-24-1 & GPA-NG-2-24-
1. 

 

 

https://www.instagram.com/reels/DHqkc4NMXWT/ 

 

 



 



 

 

 

 

 

 







                  
    

                
            

          
        

               

  

  
   

   





