State of Arizona
COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 12-001

Complainant: No. 1433310334A

Judge: No. 1433310334B

ORDER

The complainant alleged that a superior court commissioner mishandled his hearing
and was rude.

The responsibility of the Commission on Judicial Conduct is to impartially determine
if the commissioner engaged in conduct that violated the provisions of Article 6.1 of the
Arizona Constitution or the Code of Judicial Conduct and, if so, to take appropriate
disciplinary action. The purpose and authority of the commission is limited to this mission.

After reviewing the information provided by the complainant and the recording of the
hearing, the commission found no evidence of ethical misconduct and concluded that the
commissioner did not violate the Code in this case. Accordingly, the complaint is dismissed
in its entirety pursuant to Rules 16(a) and 23.

Dated: March 6, 2012.

FOR THE COMMISSION

/sl George Riemer

George A. Riemer
Executive Director

Copies of this order were mailed

to the complainant and the judge
on March 6, 2012.

This order may not be used as a basis for disqualification of a judge.
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Witnesses: Only hostile in the courtroom

I requested and was granted a Divorce Decree Modification hearing, I thought. I read the docket:
Status Conference. .Judge begins to ask the petitioners' attorney questions:

“Is it a duplex or triplex, I get confused?” Now I know there's a problem. I was the one that requested
the hearing, I'm the one that has managed the property for twenty three years, has been my home for
eight years,

Everything that came out of the petitioners' attorneys mouth was a half truth or untruth (that's another
talk show). I was less than impressed with Judge demeanor: A raised voice
“you just admitted” — [ felt as though I was on trial for a capital crime. My mention of a quick claim
deed was a point in reference. The contempt in her eye, as though I didn't have a right to be in the

courtroom I had a right to be in that courtroom. I know what Judge thought (not
that I'm a mind reader). I found J udge behavior disturbing,

Judge made it a point to mention my hand written letter. It's how she mentioned
it.  There was reason for the hand written letter.
There were major changes in circumstances, Judge didn't have the time. And it
is possible to make changes that deals with property. I believe Judge thought I

was wasting her time.

-The Modification hearing wasn't for me, apparently. It was the plaintiffs attorney, Michael Douglas
Miller. I don't know if Judge thought I was stupid or deaf. Michael Douglas
Miller asked for a modification on the OOP. Judge nodded her head as she said
something under her breath. [ couldn't hear most of what they were saying during this twenty two
minute hearing. For those of you that read this letter and do not understand OOP: Order Of Protection.
Under police advisement, I went before J udge Lisa Abrams and was granted an OOP after the petitioner
broke into my space (7/6/1 1) I was advised previously (6/22/ 10) by TPD to request an OOP after I
noticed valuables (jewelry, antique silver, 7 years of tax records) missing. I wonder who advised the
plaintiff to remove those items under J udge court order. That was under Judge
watch. Does a court order apply only to the Respondent,
Apparently.

Judge allowed the court jest (Michael Douglas Miller) to come towards me (for
a moment I thought he was going to assault me) and pointing. No doubt to impress his client. At one
point I was speaking and the court jest holds his hands high in the air, pointing at fingers and made a
comment. Evidently, Judge didn't have a problem with that You may think it's
cute. I found it disgusting. I resent the tone in which Judge spoke to me.

I'll step down three or four rungs on this ladder of vocab.(or lack of) to judge









