State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 14-038

Judge: No. 1098014877A

Complainant: No. 1098014877B

ORDER

The complainant alleged that a superior court judge improperly denied a
request to revise a juvenile restitution order and that the judge, a prosecutor, and a
defense attorney completely ignored all the evidence in a case involving his son.

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 the judge’s rulings.
Accordingly, the complaint is dismissed in its entirety, pursuant to Rules 16(a) and
23.

Dated: March 12, 2014.
FOR THE COMMISSION

/sl George Riemer

George A. Riemer
Executive Director

A copy of this order was mailed
to the complainant and the judge
on March 12, 2014.

This order may not be used as a basis for disqualification of a judge.
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Governor’s Ofﬁce/ o mmisSion an Judiciel Co rduct
Arizona State Legislature

1700 W. Washington St.

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Re: Court :
] , several cases of Judge’s abnormalities, Prosecutor and Defense
attorneys and the Probation office.

To Whom it may Concern:

I am seeking your assistance on several cases where there were some bad
judgment decisions on behalf on the Court Judge,
Prosecutor and Defense attorney. Hopefully you can research and make
revisions to ARS 8-344 where the JOINT/SEVERAL is to be used in
specific cases only. Not where there are several juveniles in different ages.
This is the only section of the ARS that talks about restitution.
The first one is on a Restitution Order where my and other

were involved . All  were ordered restitution JOINT/SEVERAL account.
The ages of the at the time of adjudication were  years old and
the other was and my sonwas .The year old initiated the offense
followed by the  year old and last was my son according to testimonies of
the year old child.

The Restitution Order was on )
A Court Hearing was requested to Amend Court Orders on - S
and re-filed on and the Court date on - Peny

Per ARS 8-344 it states that if a juvenile is adjudicated , the court, after
considering the nature of the offense and the , physical and mental
condition and EARNING CAPACITY of the , shall order the
to make full or partial restitution. ( See ARS attached). At this time
one of the was only  years old and not CAPABLE of finding
employment especially with a Conviction. and
_ will not hire a with a _ Conviction and in
there is no yard work to be done. It’s all rock front yards. In conclusion all
parents work from  pm and are not allowed to take time off
work after the is out of school , in the event that if the found
employment. In there are the following fast food restaurants
. The rest are family
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