State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 13-172

Judge: No. 1023714716A

Complainant: No. 1023714716B

ORDER

The complainant alleged a justice of the peace aided and abetted a
compulsive and habitual liar in court proceedings filed by and against him.

The responsibility of the Commission on Judicial Conduct is to impartially
determine if the judge 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 review, the commission found no evidence of ethical misconduct and
concluded that the judge did not violate the Code in this case. The commission does
not have jurisdiction to review the legal sufficiency of court rulings. Accordingly, the
complaint is dismissed in its entirety, pursuant to Rules 16(a) and 23.

Dated: August 1, 2013.
FOR THE COMMISSION

/sl George Riemer

George A. Riemer
Executive Director

Copies of this order were mailed
to the complainant and the judge
on August 1, 2013.

This order may not be used as a basis for disqualification of a judge.
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State of Arizona

Commission on Judicial Conduct 2 0 1 3 - 1 7 2

1501 W. Washington Street, Suite 229

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

COMPLAINT AGAINST A JUDGE
Your name: Judge’s name: * ) Date: 07/04/2013

Instructions: You can use this form or plain paper of the same size to file a complaint. Please describe in your own
words what the judge did that you believe constitutes judicial misconduct. Be specific and list all of the names, dates,
times and places that will help us understand your concerns. You may attach additional pages but not original court

documents. Print or type on one side of the paper only, and keep a copy of the complaint for your files.
** NOTE"™** When a case shows no judge, the judge was shrem s NOTE"

On or about 6/25/2013 i filed an order of protection against 7
in an effort to take his personal posessions
by means of extortion,( ie, using the courts to enable her to do so) and utilizing the same judge

in each case to enable her to do so.

In this case, she scraped . ravel trailer,
This case is against

attempted to extort property from

-

and he move the property to his workplace. And causing to file a protection
order on in order to stop the harassment he was reciving from her. And to stop her from damaging and
destroying his propenty. cuveivev v oo meieme—— s e e, o, .
B dismissed this one for her. is again
attempting to extort _ Property. ! iled motions for change of venue twice at least only to have
deny the requests. Especally when is acting outside of

his juridiction. This kind of abuse must stop. If the judge is allowed to do such things as to

in extortion activities, what is left?? Are men going to have to take the law into their own hands
simply because there is no other fair and impartial means?? s this to become a common practice in all the courts
in Arizona?? When they continue to get away with such acts that are criminal in

effect, are they too far above the law?? As | see it should be charged with extartion under the colors
of authority, simply because he is enabling =~ "~~~ ° ind her crew to continue
her extortion activities. Maybe . fidn't know, or was not aware that

is a cumpulsivily and habitual liar, and will go to any length to continue her aforementioned activities.

Tre (AST CASE 1S IF Suer) (N he Proeiea)

(Attach additional sheets as needed)





