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ROB BONTA 
Attorney General of California 
SHAWN P. COOK 
Supervising Deputy Attorney General 
SHERONDA L. EDWARDS 
Deputy Attorney General 
State Bar No. 225404 
300 So. Spring Street, Suite 1702 
Los Angeles, CA  90013 

Telephone:  (213) 269-6296 
Facsimile:  (916) 731-2126 
E-mail: Sheronda.Edwards@doj.ca.gov 

Attorneys for Complainant 

BEFORE THE 
CALIFORNIA ARCHITECTS BOARD 

DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Accusation Against: 

JERRY HAYES DOHN 
80459 Avenida Santa Belinda 
Indio, CA  92203 
   
Architect License No. C-21996 

Respondent. 

Case No. AC 2022-192 

ACCUSATION 

PARTIES 

1. Laura Zuniga (Complainant) brings this Accusation solely in her official capacity as 

the Executive Officer of the California Architects Board, Department of Consumer Affairs. 

2. On or about December 21, 1990, the California Architects Board issued Architect 

License Number C-21996 to Jerry Hayes Dohn (Respondent). The Architect License was in full 

force and effect at all times relevant to the charges brought herein and will expire on February 28, 

2025, unless renewed. 

JURISDICTION 

3. This Accusation is brought before the California Architects Board (Board) under the 

authority of the following laws. Unless otherwise indicated, all section references are to the 

Business and Professions Code (Code). 

mailto:Sheronda.Edwards@doj.ca.gov
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4. Section 118, subdivision (b), of the Code provides that the 

suspension/expiration/surrender/cancellation of a license shall not deprive the 

Board/Registrar/Director of jurisdiction to proceed with a disciplinary action during the period 

within which the license may be renewed, restored, reissued or reinstated. 

5. Section 5525 of the Code states: 

The Board may prosecute all persons guilty of violating the provisions of this 
chapter. Except as provided in Section 159.5, the Board may employ inspectors, 
special agents, investigators, and such clerical assistants as it may deem necessary to 
carry into effect the provisions of this chapter. It may also fix the compensation to be 
paid for such services and incur such additional expense as may be deemed necessary. 

6. Section 5560 of the Code states: 

The Board may upon its own motion, and shall upon the verified complaint in 
writing of any person, investigate the actions of any architect and may temporarily 
suspend or permanently revoke, the license of any architect who is guilty of, or 
commits one or more of, the acts or omissions constituting grounds for disciplinary 
action under this chapter [Chapter 3 (commencing with section 5500)]. 

STATUTORY PROVISIONS 

7. Section 5500 of the Code states: As used in this chapter [Chapter 3 (commencing 

with Section 5500)], architect means a person who is licensed to practice architecture in this state 

under the authority of this chapter. 

8. Section 5535.1 of the Code states that “the phrase “responsible control” means the 

amount of control over the content of all architectural instruments of services during their preparation 

that is ordinarily exercised by architects applying the required professional standard of care. 

9. Section 5536.221 of the Code states, in pertinent part: 

(a) An architect shall use a written contract when contracting to provide 
professional services to a client pursuant to this chapter. That written contract shall 
be executed by the architect and the client, or the client’s representative, prior to the 
architect commencing work, unless the client knowingly states in writing that work 
may be commenced before the contract is executed. The written contract shall 
include, but not be limited to, all of the following items: 

(1) A description of the project for which the client is seeking services. 

. . .  

1 Effective January 1, 2020, section 5536.22 of the Code was revised, resulting in a change in the 
enumeration.  At the time of the contract at issue in this matter, current Code section 5536.22, subdivision 
(a)(4) was previously enumerated as subdivision (a)(3), subdivision (a)(5) was previously enumerated as 
subdivision (a)(4), and subdivision (a)(6) was previously enumerated as subdivision (a)(5).   
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(4) The name, address, and license number of the architect, the name and 
address of the client, and the project address. 

. . .  

(6) A description of the procedure to be used by either party to terminate the 
contract. 

(7) A statement identifying the ownership and use of instruments of service 
prepared by the architect. 

(8) A statement in at least 12-point type that reads: “Architects are licensed and 
regulated by the California Architects Board located at 2420 Del Paso Road, Suite 
105, Sacramento, CA 95834.” 

10. Section 5536 of the Code states: 

(a) It is a misdemeanor, punishable by a fine of not less than one hundred 
dollars ($100) nor more than five thousand dollars ($5,000), or by imprisonment in 
a county jail not exceeding one year, or by both that fine and imprisonment, for any 
person who is not licensed to practice architecture under this chapter to practice 
architecture in this state, to use any term confusingly similar to the word architect, to 
use the stamp of a licensed architect, as provided in Section 5536.1, or to advertise 
or put out any sign, card, or other device that might indicate to the public that he or 
she is an architect, that he or she is qualified to engage in the practice of architecture, 
or that he or she is an architectural designer. 

(b) It is a misdemeanor, punishable as specified in subdivision (a), for any 
person who is not licensed to practice architecture under this chapter to affix a stamp 
or seal that bears the legend ‘State of California” or words or symbols that represent 
or imply that the person is so licensed by the state to prepare plans, specifications, or 
instruments of service. 

(c) It is a misdemeanor, punishable as specified in subdivision (a), for any 
person to advertise or represent that he or she is a “registered building designer” or 
is registered or otherwise licensed by the state as a building designer. 

11. Section 5560 of the Code states: 

The Board may upon its own motion, and shall upon the verified complaint in 
writing of any person, investigate the actions of any architect and may temporarily 
suspend or permanently revoke, the license of any architect who is guilty of, or 
commits one or more of, the acts or omissions constituting grounds for disciplinary 
action under this chapter [Chapter 3 (commencing with section 5500)]. 

12. Section 5536.1 of the Code states:  
All persons preparing or being in responsible control of plans, specifications, 

and instruments of service and all contracts therefor, and if licensed under this chapter 
shall affix a stamp, which complies with subdivision (b), to those plans, 
specifications, and instruments of service, as evidence of the person’s responsibility 
for those documents. Failure of any person to comply with this subdivision is a 
misdemeanor punishable as provided in Section 5536. This section shall not apply to 
employees of persons licensed under this chapter while acting within the course of 
their employment. 
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13. Section 5578 of the Code states: “The fact that the holder of a license is practicing in 

violation of the provisions of this chapter constitutes a ground for disciplinary action.” 

14. Section 5582 of the Code states:  “The fact that the holder of a license has aided and 

abetted in the practice of architecture any person not authorized to practice architecture under the 

provisions of this chapter, constitutes a ground for disciplinary action.”   

15. Section 5582.1 of the Code states: 

(a) The fact that the holder of a license has affixed his or her signature to plans, 
drawings, specifications, or other instruments of services which have not been prepared 
by him or her, or under his responsible control, constitutes a ground for disciplinary 
action. 

(b) The fact that the holder of a license has permitted his or her name to be used 
for the purpose of assisting any person to evade the provisions of this chapter constitutes 
a ground for disciplinary action. 

16. Section 5584 states: “The fact that, in the practice of architecture, the holder of a 

license has been guilty of negligence or willful misconduct constitutes a ground for disciplinary 

action.” 

REGULATORY PROVISIONS 

17. California Code of Regulations, title 16, section 134 states: 

(a) Use of the Term Architect: It shall be unlawful for any person to use a 
business name that includes as part of its title or description of services the term 
“architect,” “architecture,” or “architectural,” or any abbreviations or confusingly 
similar variations thereof, unless that person is a business entity wherein an architect 
is: (1) in management control of the professional services that are offered and 
provided by the business entity; and, (2) either the owner, a part-owner, an officer 
or an employee of the business entity. 

(b) Responsible Control within Business Entity: Where a person uses a 
business name that includes as part of its title or description of services the term 
“architect,” “architecture,” or “architectural,” or any abbreviations or confusingly 
similar variations thereof, all of the professional services offered and provided by 
that person are to be offered and provided by or under the responsible control of an 
architect. 

(c) Definitions of Terms Used in this Section: 

(1) The term “professional services” shall be given the same meaning as 
defined in Business and Professions Code section 5500.1. 
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(2) The term “management control” shall mean general oversight of the 
professional services offered and provided by the business entity. 

(3) The term “responsible control” shall be given the same meaning as defined 
in Business and Professions Code section 5535.1. 

(4) The term “business entity” shall mean any sole proprietorship, firm, 
corporation, partnership, limited liability partnership, or alliance formed by written 
agreement to practice architecture including on a single project or on a series of 
projects. 

(5) The term “person” shall be given the same meaning as defined in Business 
and Professions Code section 5535. 

(6) The term “architect” shall be given the same meaning as defined in 
Business and Professions Code section 5500. 
18. California Code of Regulations, title 16, section 150 states: 

Willful misconduct includes the violation by an architect of a provision of the     
agreement with a client if: 

(1) the architect has full knowledge that the conduct or omission is a violation 
of the agreement, and 

(2) the architect has made no reasonable effort to inform the client of the     
conduct or omission. 

19. California Code of Regulations, title 16, section 151 states: 

(a) For purposes of Sections 5582 and 5582.1 of the code, aiding and abetting 
takes place when a California licensed architect signs any instrument of service 
which has been prepared by any person who is not: 

(1) a California licensed architect or civil engineer or structural engineer, or 

(2) a subordinate employee under his/her immediate and responsible direction, or 

(3) an individual, who is associated by written agreement with the architect 
and who is under the architect’s immediate and responsible direction as described in 
subsection (b) of this section. 

(b) The requirements of “immediate and responsible direction” as used in this 
section shall be deemed to be satisfied when the architect: 

(1) instructs the person described in subsection (a) of this section, in the 
preparation of instruments of service, and 

(2) the architect has exercised the same judgment and responsibility in 
reviewing all stages of the design documents and other phases of the work as 
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required by law, and which would normally be exercised if he/she personally 
performed the required tasks. 
20. California Code of Regulations, title 16, section 160, states in part: 

A violation of any rule of professional conduct in the practice of architecture 
constitutes a ground for disciplinary action. Every person who holds a license issued 
by the Board shall comply with the following: 

. . .  

(g) Informed Consent: 

(1) An architect shall not materially alter the scope or objective of a project 
without first fully informing the client and obtaining the consent of the client in writing. 

COST RECOVERY 

21. Section 125.3, subdivision (a), states, in pertinent part: Except as otherwise provided 

by law, in any order issued in a resolution of a disciplinary proceeding before any board within 

the department . . . .  upon request of the entity bringing the proceedings the administrative law 

judge may direct a licentiate found to have committed a violation or violations of the licensing act 

to pay a sum not to exceed the reasonable costs of the investigation and enforcement of the case. 

FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

22. On September 12, 2022, the Board received a consumer complaint by S.A. of Mayan 

Properties (“property manager” or “client”) alleging possible violations of the Architects Practice 

Act (Act). Property manager S.A. hired S.N. of South West Concepts, Inc. (“S.N.” or “SWC”) to 

review and stamp plans created by D.S. of Hundred Mile House (“D.S.” or “HMH”). The plans 

were for conversion of an existing warehouse building into a cannabis cultivation plant at 36555 

Bankside Drive, Cathedral City, California (“Bankside project”). Cathedral City required an 

architect to stamp the plans, so the property manager approached S.N. about finishing the final 

corrections, stamping them, and submitting them for final approval.  

23. On or about June 23, 2021, SWC, Respondent, and S.A. entered into a contract 

entitled “Proposal for Architectural Services” to review, stamp, and sign plans for $5,000.00 

which had been prepared by third party D.S., owner of HMH, for the Bankside project. 

24. On September 24, 2021, S.N. emailed the property manager, stating when they had 

initially discussed the project, he (property manager) had noted there were “a couple [of] plan 
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check corrections that you wanted us to take care of” but there are 119 corrections that need to be 

addressed. S.N. also explained, “[t]his is not something that we do, clean up someone’s mess and 

make their corrections.” In sum, S.N. said SWC would have to pass on this project. 

25.  Respondent stamped and signed D.S.’s plans dated June 1, 2021, which bore the 

HMH logo on the title block of the plans.  

26. Respondent had no affiliation with HMH when he signed these plans. 

27. SWC submitted the stamped plans to Cathedral City on October 4, 2021, and on 

October 5, 2021, SWC billed S.A. $5,520.00, thus charging $520.00 more than the written 

contract price. Five thousand dollars was for “plan review and professional stamps by staff 

architect Jerry Dohn,” and the extra $520.00 was for “plan revisions as needed” and “8 hours at 

$65.00.”  S.A. remitted a check to SWC, and on October 12, 2021, check number 1463 for 

$5,520.00 cleared the bank.  

28. On or about October 21, 2021, S.N. received a second round of plan check comments 

from Cathedral City.  

29. On November 16, 2021, S.N. emailed the property manager stating he could not 

“bump” his projects “to complete someone else’s work” and asked, “[D]id you really think that 

we completely reviewed and revised all the first 120 corrections for $500[?].” He further stated 

that the 60 remaining corrections were excessive and would take a lot of work to correct, and he   

“wasn’t planning on it being this bad.” He stated he “tried to help you out with the stamping, but 

now this has turned into another problem project created by others that I really want no part of.” 

30. Further, S.N. claimed that the contract’s “reimbursable and extra costs” provision did 

not apply because provision six2 took precedence over the “standard boilerplate terms and 

conditions” of the former provision. That provision states, “Corrections as requested at plan check 

shall be completed at no additional costs to the owners.” In contrast, provision six provides, 

“These costs shall be paid by [S.A.]/Mayan Properties.” 

2 “SWC, Inc. shall make plan check submittals and coordinate all consultants and all plan check 
corrections as needed. The plan check submittals will include complete construction documents including 
any TI works currently included in the plans. This work to be completed by SWC, Inc. will be billed at 
hourly rates as specified below. These costs shall be paid by [S.A.]/Mayan Properties.” 
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31. On November 21, 2021, the property manager emailed S.N. asking how much SWC 

would charge for the corrections and a time estimate for completion. Two days later, S.N. replied 

that it would take two to three months “if I decide that I want to complete the corrections.” He 

further said, “We did not design the project, so we need to learn the project thoroughly,” and, as 

stated above, estimated it would cost $30,000 to $40,000 more. 

32. On July 22, 2022, the property manager emailed S.N. complaining he never finished 

the plans, refused to complete the plan check corrections, and had not fulfilled his contractual 

obligations. The property manager requested a refund, but S.N. refused. 

33. In a reply email of the same day, S.N. instructed the property owner to review 

“Paragraph 6” of the contract and claimed that the scope of work “indicates that the service is for 

plan review and stamping. It does not indicate that corrections are included.” 

34. The property manager alleged that S.N. abandoned the project, kept the contract 

amount, and the city never approved the plans. Lastly, he alleged that Mayan Properties sold the 

Bankside property for less without the permit and licensing. 

35. On November 23, 2022, in a letter to the Board, Respondent admitted to providing 

the service to the client [S.A./Mayan Properties]. He said he thoroughly reviewed the construction 

documents prepared by S.A.’s non-licensed consultant [D.S., owner of HMH]. Respondent 

determined that the plans looked complete and professionally done. He claimed that their work 

was for architectural plans only and did not include services for other mechanical, electrical, and 

plumbing plans. Respondent also said that “making corrections to the plans was never included” 

because the corrections would be costly. D.S.’s plans were made in the student version of 

AutoCAD, which was “not compatible with our licensed Autodesk versions,” among other 

reasons. 

36. Also, in Respondent’s letter, he disavowed any responsibility to make the corrections, 

stating he and SWC “did not want to complete the corrections that were simply not our 

contractual responsibility to do so.” He referred to Items 3 and 6 of the contract. Item 3 stated 

that D.S. was responsible for all errors or omissions, and Item 6 stated that plan check corrections 

would be billed at hourly rates. Respondent dismissed the relevance of the contract term, 
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“Reimbursable & Extra Costs,” which stated, “Corrections as Requested at plan check, shall be 

completed at no additional costs to the owners.” He claimed this provision did not apply because 

Item 6 took “precedence over . . . our standard boilerplate terms and conditions” in the contract. 

FIRST CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE 

(Violation of Written Contract Provisions of the Architects Practice Act) 

37. Respondent is subject to disciplinary action under Code section 5578, in conjunction 

with Code section 5536.22, in that on June 23-24, 2021, Respondent violated written contract 

requirements, as follows: 

a. Code section 5536.22(a)(1): The contract failed to describe the project for 

which the client sought services.  

b. Code section 5536.22(a)(4):  The contract failed to contain the address and 

license number of the architect. 

c. Code section 5536.22(a)(6):  The contract failed to contain a procedure to 

terminate the project. 

d. Code section 5536.22(a)(7):  The contract failed to contain a statement 

identifying ownership and use of instruments of service prepared by the architect. 

e. Code section 5536.22(a)(8):  The contract failed to contain a statement reading: 

Architects are licensed and regulated by the California Architects Board located at 2420 Del Paso 

Road, Suite 105, Sacramento, CA 95834.”   

The circumstances are set forth more fully above in paragraphs 22-36 and incorporated by 

reference. 

SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE 

(Willful Misconduct) 

38. Respondent is subject to disciplinary action under Code sections 5578 and 5584 for 

willful misconduct and failure to exercise responsible control as defined in section 5535.1 and 

CCR section 150. Specifically, on June 24, 2021, Respondent entered into a contract to review, 

stamp, and sign plans for $5,000.00, which contained a clause stating that any corrections 

requested at plan check would be completed at no additional cost. However, when Cathedral City 
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returned a plan check for 119 corrections, Respondent and SWC claimed that corrections were 

not included in the contract scope. Respondent further refused to complete the corrections 

requested at plan check by Cathedral City, stating the corrections were not his responsibility. 

Respondent failed to exercise responsible control or complete the plans he had stamped, did not 

complete corrections sufficient to assist the project manager in obtaining a permit, and failed to 

provide the contractually required services. The circumstances are set forth more fully above in 

paragraphs 22-36 and incorporated by reference.   

THIRD CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE 

(Signing Other’s Plans or Instruments -- D.S. of HMH) 

39. Respondent is subject to disciplinary action under Code sections 5578 and 5582.1, 

subdivision (a), for signing other’s plans or instruments as defined in CCR section 151. 

Specifically, Respondent did not prepare HMH’s plans he stamped and had no responsible control 

over the instruments of service during the preparation of the plans. Cathedral City required a 

design professional’s stamp on the plans, which meant an unlicensed designer could not be 

responsible for the plans. By stamping HMH’s plans, Respondent affixed his signature to plans, 

drawings, or other instruments of service, which had not been prepared by him, or under his 

responsible control in violation of the Architects Practice Act. The circumstances are set forth 

more fully above in paragraphs 22-36 and incorporated by reference. 

FOURTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE 

(Aiding and Abetting -- S.N. of SWC) 

40. Respondent is subject to disciplinary action under Code sections 5578, 5582, 5582.1, 

subdivision (b), for aiding and abetting unlicensed activity in conjunction with 5536, subdivision 

(a), and CCR section 134, subdivision (b). Specifically, in 2016, Respondent reported to the 

Board his affiliation with SWC for providing architectural services by filing a Business Entity 

Report Form (BERF). S.N., the president of SWC, is not a licensed architect in California. 

Respondent is the only architect associated with SWC. Moreover, Respondent was named in the 

June 23, 2021 contract entitled “Proposal for Architectural Services.” This contract was executed 

between S.N. of SWC, Respondent, and S.A. of Mayan Properties for the Bankside property. 
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SWC’s contract includes a header statement “Architecture Planning Development” and refers to 

Respondent as “staff architect.” The scope of work includes that SWC shall provide consultant 

services to review the architectural plans, and the “staff architect” would provide professional 

stamps on the architectural plans prepared by HMH in exchange for the contract price of 

$5,000.00. Respondent provided his architectural stamp on the HMH plans but failed to exercise 

responsible control over the plans he stamped. By these acts and omissions, contractual terms, 

and representations, Respondent aided and abetted S.N. of SWC’s unlicensed activity in violation 

of the Architects Practice Act. The circumstances are set forth more fully above in paragraphs 22-

36 and incorporated by reference. 

FIFTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE 

 (Lack of Informed Consent) 

41. Respondent is subject to disciplinary action under Code section 5578 and CCR 

section 160, subdivision (g)(1), for violating the rules of professional conduct regarding informed 

consent. Specifically, Respondent entered into a contract stating that any corrections requested at 

plan check would be completed at no additional cost. However, when Cathedral City returned a 

plan check for 119 corrections, Respondent and SWC unilaterally changed the scope of the 

project without the client’s consent, invoiced the client $5,520.00, of which $520.00 was more 

than the contract price. The circumstances are set forth more fully above in paragraphs 22-36 and 

incorporated by reference. 

PRAYER 

WHEREFORE, Complainant requests that a hearing be held on the matters herein alleged 

and that following the hearing, the California Architects Board issue a decision: 

1. Revoking or suspending Architect License Number C-21996, issued to Jerry Hayes 

Dohn; 

2. Ordering Jerry Hayes Dohn to pay the client S.A. restitution of all damages suffered 

as a condition of probation if ordered, pursuant to Government Code section 11519, subdivision 

(d). 

/// 
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3. Ordering Jerry Hayes Dohn to pay the California Architects Board the reasonable 

costs of the investigation and enforcement of this case, pursuant to Business and Professions 

Code section 125.3; and, 

4. Taking such other and further action as deemed necessary and proper. 

DATED:  _________________
LAURA ZUNIGA 
Executive Officer 
California Architects Board 
Department of Consumer Affairs 
State of California 
Complainant 

LA2023604092 
66455130_6.docx 

LAURA ZUNIGA
2/22/2024 
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ROB BONTA 
Attorney General of California 
SHAWN P. COOK 
Supervising Deputy Attorney General 
SHERONDA L. EDWARDS 
Deputy Attorney General 
State Bar No. 225404 
300 So. Spring Street, Suite 1702 
Los Angeles, CA  90013 

Telephone:  (213) 269-6296 
Facsimile:  (916) 731-2126 

Attorneys for Complainant 

BEFORE THE 
CALIFORNIA ARCHITECTS BOARD 

DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Accusation Against: 

JERRY HAYES DOHN 
80459 Avenida Santa Belinda 
Indio, CA  92203 
   
Architect License No. C-21996 

Respondent. 

Case No. AC 2022-192 

STIPULATED SETTLEMENT AND 
DISCIPLINARY ORDER 

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between the parties to the above-

entitled proceedings that the following matters are true:  

PARTIES 

1. Laura Zuniga (Complainant) is the Executive Officer of the California Architects 

Board (Board). She brought this action solely in her official capacity and is represented in this 

matter by Rob Bonta, Attorney General of the State of California, by Sheronda L. Edwards, 

Deputy Attorney General. 

2. Respondent Jerry Hayes Dohn (Respondent) is representing himself in this 

proceeding and has chosen not to exercise his right to be represented by counsel. 

/// 
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3. On or about December 21, 1990, the Board issued Architect License No. C-21996 to 

Respondent. The Architect License was in full force and effect at all times relevant to the charges 

brought in Accusation No. AC 2022-192, and will expire on February 28, 2025, unless renewed. 

JURISDICTION 

4. Accusation No. AC 2022-192 was filed before the Board and is currently pending 

against Respondent. The Accusation and all other statutorily required documents were properly 

served on Respondent on February 22, 2024. Respondent timely filed his Notice of Defense 

contesting the Accusation.   

5. A copy of Accusation No. AC 2022-192 is attached as Exhibit A and incorporated 

herein by reference. 

ADVISEMENT AND WAIVERS 

6. Respondent has carefully read and understands the charges and allegations in 

Accusation No. AC 2022-192. Respondent has also carefully read and understands the effects of 

this Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order. 

7. Respondent is fully aware of his legal rights in this matter, including the right to a 

hearing on the charges and allegations in the Accusation; the right to be represented by counsel at 

his own expense; the right to confront and cross-examine the witnesses against him; the right to 

present evidence and to testify on his own behalf; the right to the issuance of subpoenas to compel 

the attendance of witnesses and the production of documents; the right to reconsideration and 

court review of an adverse decision; and all other rights accorded by the California 

Administrative Procedure Act and other applicable laws. 

8. Respondent voluntarily, knowingly, and intelligently waives and gives up each and 

every right set forth above. 

CULPABILITY 

9. Respondent admits the truth of each and every charge and allegation in Accusation 

No. AC 2022-192. 

10. Respondent agrees that his Architect License is subject to discipline, and he agrees to 

be bound by the Board's probationary terms as set forth in the Disciplinary Order below. 
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CONTINGENCY 

11. This stipulation shall be subject to approval by the California Architects Board. 

Respondent understands and agrees that counsel for Complainant and the staff of the California 

Architects Board may communicate directly with the Board regarding this stipulation and 

settlement without notice to or participation by Respondent. By signing the stipulation, 

Respondent understands and agrees that he may not withdraw his agreement or seek to rescind the 

stipulation before the time the Board considers and acts upon it. If the Board fails to adopt this 

stipulation as its Decision and Order, the Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order shall be of 

no force or effect, except for this paragraph, it shall be inadmissible in any legal action between 

the parties, and the Board shall not be disqualified from further action by having considered this 

matter. 

12. The parties understand and agree that Portable Document Format (PDF) and facsimile 

copies of this Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order, including PDF and facsimile 

signatures thereto, shall have the same force and effect as the originals. 

13. This Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order is intended by the parties to be an 

integrated writing representing the complete, final, and exclusive embodiment of their agreement. 

It supersedes any and all prior or contemporaneous agreements, understandings, discussions, 

negotiations, and commitments (written or oral). This Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary 

Order may not be altered, amended, modified, supplemented, or otherwise changed except by a 

writing executed by an authorized representative of each of the parties. 

14. In consideration of the foregoing admissions and stipulations, the parties agree that 

the Board may, without further notice or formal proceeding, issue and enter the following 

Disciplinary Order: 

DISCIPLINARY ORDER 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Architect License No. C-21996 issued to Respondent Jerry 

Hayes Dohn is revoked. However, the revocation is stayed, and Respondent is placed on 

probation for five (5) years on the following terms and conditions: 

/// 
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1. Actual Suspension. Respondent is suspended from the practice of architecture for 

thirty (30) days beginning on the effective date of the Decision. 

2. Obey All Laws. Respondent shall obey all federal, state, and local laws and 

regulations governing the practice of architecture in California. 

3. Submit Quarterly Reports. Respondent, within 10 days of completion of the 

quarter, shall submit quarterly written reports to the Board on a Quarterly Report of Compliance 

form (1/00) obtained from the Board. 

4. Personal Appearances. Upon reasonable notice by the Board, the Respondent shall 

report to and make personal appearances at times and locations as the Board may direct. 

5. Cooperate During Probation. Respondent shall cooperate fully with the Board and 

with any of its agents or employees in their supervision and investigation of his compliance with 

the terms and conditions of this probation. Upon reasonable notice, the Respondent shall provide 

the Board, its agents, or employees with the opportunity to review all plans, specifications, and 

instruments of service prepared during the period of probation. 

6. Tolling for Out-of-State Practice, Residence or In-State Non-Practice. In the 

event Respondent should leave California to reside or to practice outside the State or for any 

reason stop practicing architecture in California, Respondent shall notify the Board or its designee 

in writing within ten days of the dates of departure and return, or the dates of non-practice or the 

resumption of practice within California. Non-practice is defined as any period of time exceeding 

thirty days in which Respondent is not engaging in any activities defined in Section 5500.1 of the 

Business and Professions Code. All provisions of probation, other than the quarterly report 

requirements, examination requirements, and education requirements, shall be held in abeyance 

until Respondent resumes practice in California. All provisions of probation shall recommence on 

the effective date of resumption of practice in California. Periods of temporary or permanent 

residency or practice outside California or of non-practice within California will not apply to the 

reduction of this probationary period. 

7. Violation of Probation. If Respondent violates probation in any respect, the Board, 

after giving Respondent notice and opportunity to be heard, may revoke probation and carry out 
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ENDORSEMENT 

The foregoing Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order is hereby respectfully 

submitted for consideration by the California Architects Board. 

DATED:  ______________________ Respectfully submitted, 

ROB BONTA 
Attorney General of California 
SHAWN P. COOK 
Supervising Deputy Attorney General 

SHERONDA L. EDWARDS 
Deputy Attorney General 
Attorneys for Complainant 

LA2023604092 
66739196_2.docx 

April 29, 2024. 



Exhibit A 

Accusation No. AC 2022-192 
  



BEFORE THE 
CALIFORNIA ARCHITECTS BOARD 

DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Accusation Against: 

JERRY HAYES DOHN 
80459 Avenida Santa Belinda 
Indio, CA  92203 
   
Architect License No. C-21996 

Respondent. 

Case No. AC 2022-192 

DECISION AND ORDER 

The attached Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order is hereby adopted by the 

California Architects Board, Department of Consumer Affairs, as its Decision in this matter. 

This Decision shall become effective on ___________________________. 

It is so ORDERED   _________________________. 

___________________________________________ 
FOR THE CALIFORNIA ARCHITECTS BOARD 
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS   
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ROB BONTA 
Attorney General of California 
SHAWN P. COOK 
Supervising Deputy Attorney General 
SHERONDA L. EDWARDS 
Deputy Attorney General 
State Bar No. 225404 
300 So. Spring Street, Suite 1702 
Los Angeles, CA  90013 

Telephone:  (213) 269-6296 
Facsimile:  (916) 731-2126 

Attorneys for Complainant 

BEFORE THE 
CALIFORNIA ARCHITECTS BOARD 

DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Accusation Against: 

JERRY HAYES DOHN 
80459 Avenida Santa Belinda 
Indio, CA  92203 
   
Architect License No. C-21996 

Respondent. 

Case No. AC 2022-192 

STIPULATED SETTLEMENT AND 
DISCIPLINARY ORDER 

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between the parties to the above-

entitled proceedings that the following matters are true:  

PARTIES 

1. Laura Zuniga (Complainant) is the Executive Officer of the California Architects 

Board (Board). She brought this action solely in her official capacity and is represented in this 

matter by Rob Bonta, Attorney General of the State of California, by Sheronda L. Edwards, 

Deputy Attorney General. 

2. Respondent Jerry Hayes Dohn (Respondent) is representing himself in this 

proceeding and has chosen not to exercise his right to be represented by counsel. 

/// 
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3. On or about December 21, 1990, the Board issued Architect License No. C-21996 to 

Respondent. The Architect License was in full force and effect at all times relevant to the charges 

brought in Accusation No. AC 2022-192, and will expire on February 28, 2025, unless renewed. 

JURISDICTION 

4. Accusation No. AC 2022-192 was filed before the Board and is currently pending 

against Respondent. The Accusation and all other statutorily required documents were properly 

served on Respondent on February 22, 2024. Respondent timely filed his Notice of Defense 

contesting the Accusation.   

5. A copy of Accusation No. AC 2022-192 is attached as Exhibit A and incorporated 

herein by reference. 

ADVISEMENT AND WAIVERS 

6. Respondent has carefully read and understands the charges and allegations in 

Accusation No. AC 2022-192. Respondent has also carefully read and understands the effects of 

this Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order. 

7. Respondent is fully aware of his legal rights in this matter, including the right to a 

hearing on the charges and allegations in the Accusation; the right to be represented by counsel at 

his own expense; the right to confront and cross-examine the witnesses against him; the right to 

present evidence and to testify on his own behalf; the right to the issuance of subpoenas to compel 

the attendance of witnesses and the production of documents; the right to reconsideration and 

court review of an adverse decision; and all other rights accorded by the California 

Administrative Procedure Act and other applicable laws. 

8. Respondent voluntarily, knowingly, and intelligently waives and gives up each and 

every right set forth above. 

CULPABILITY 

9. Respondent admits the truth of each and every charge and allegation in Accusation 

No. AC 2022-192. 

10. Respondent agrees that his Architect License is subject to discipline, and he agrees to 

be bound by the Board's probationary terms as set forth in the Disciplinary Order below. 
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CONTINGENCY 

11. This stipulation shall be subject to approval by the California Architects Board. 

Respondent understands and agrees that counsel for Complainant and the staff of the California 

Architects Board may communicate directly with the Board regarding this stipulation and 

settlement without notice to or participation by Respondent. By signing the stipulation, 

Respondent understands and agrees that he may not withdraw his agreement or seek to rescind the 

stipulation before the time the Board considers and acts upon it. If the Board fails to adopt this 

stipulation as its Decision and Order, the Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order shall be of 

no force or effect, except for this paragraph, it shall be inadmissible in any legal action between 

the parties, and the Board shall not be disqualified from further action by having considered this 

matter. 

12. The parties understand and agree that Portable Document Format (PDF) and facsimile 

copies of this Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order, including PDF and facsimile 

signatures thereto, shall have the same force and effect as the originals. 

13. This Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order is intended by the parties to be an 

integrated writing representing the complete, final, and exclusive embodiment of their agreement. 

It supersedes any and all prior or contemporaneous agreements, understandings, discussions, 

negotiations, and commitments (written or oral). This Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary 

Order may not be altered, amended, modified, supplemented, or otherwise changed except by a 

writing executed by an authorized representative of each of the parties. 

14. In consideration of the foregoing admissions and stipulations, the parties agree that 

the Board may, without further notice or formal proceeding, issue and enter the following 

Disciplinary Order: 

DISCIPLINARY ORDER 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Architect License No. C-21996 issued to Respondent Jerry 

Hayes Dohn is revoked. However, the revocation is stayed, and Respondent is placed on 

probation for five (5) years on the following terms and conditions: 

/// 
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1. Actual Suspension. Respondent is suspended from the practice of architecture for 

thirty (30) days beginning on the effective date of the Decision. 

2. Obey All Laws. Respondent shall obey all federal, state, and local laws and 

regulations governing the practice of architecture in California. 

3. Submit Quarterly Reports. Respondent, within 10 days of completion of the 

quarter, shall submit quarterly written reports to the Board on a Quarterly Report of Compliance 

form (1/00) obtained from the Board. 

4. Personal Appearances. Upon reasonable notice by the Board, the Respondent shall 

report to and make personal appearances at times and locations as the Board may direct. 

5. Cooperate During Probation. Respondent shall cooperate fully with the Board and 

with any of its agents or employees in their supervision and investigation of his compliance with 

the terms and conditions of this probation. Upon reasonable notice, the Respondent shall provide 

the Board, its agents, or employees with the opportunity to review all plans, specifications, and 

instruments of service prepared during the period of probation. 

6. Tolling for Out-of-State Practice, Residence or In-State Non-Practice. In the 

event Respondent should leave California to reside or to practice outside the State or for any 

reason stop practicing architecture in California, Respondent shall notify the Board or its designee 

in writing within ten days of the dates of departure and return, or the dates of non-practice or the 

resumption of practice within California. Non-practice is defined as any period of time exceeding 

thirty days in which Respondent is not engaging in any activities defined in Section 5500.1 of the 

Business and Professions Code. All provisions of probation, other than the quarterly report 

requirements, examination requirements, and education requirements, shall be held in abeyance 

until Respondent resumes practice in California. All provisions of probation shall recommence on 

the effective date of resumption of practice in California. Periods of temporary or permanent 

residency or practice outside California or of non-practice within California will not apply to the 

reduction of this probationary period. 

7. Violation of Probation. If Respondent violates probation in any respect, the Board, 

after giving Respondent notice and opportunity to be heard, may revoke probation and carry out 
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ENDORSEMENT 

The foregoing Stipulated Settlement and Disciplinary Order is hereby respectfully 

submitted for consideration by the California Architects Board. 

DATED:  ______________________ Respectfully submitted, 

ROB BONTA 
Attorney General of California 
SHAWN P. COOK 
Supervising Deputy Attorney General 

SHERONDA L. EDWARDS 
Deputy Attorney General 
Attorneys for Complainant 

LA2023604092 
66739196_2.docx 

April 29, 2024. 
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