State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 16-277

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER

The complainant alleged a justice of the peace improperly refused to award
him restitution. The complainant later sought to withdraw his complaint.

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.

The commission does not have jurisdiction to review the legal sufficiency of
the judge’s rulings. In addition, the commission found no evidence of ethical
misconduct and concluded that the judge did not violate the Code in this case.
Accordingly, the complaint is dismissed in its entirety, pursuant to Rules 16(a) and
23(a).

Commission member Gus Aragdn did not participate in the consideration of
this matter.

Dated: November 23, 2016
FOR THE COMMISSION

/s/ George A. Riemer

George A. Riemer
Executive Director

Copies of this order were mailed
to the complainant and the judge
on November 23, 2016.

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

6. To confer with the prosecution, after the crime against the victim has been
charged, before trial or before any disposition of the case and to be informed
of the disposition. ,

7. To read pre-sentence reports relating to the crime against the victim when
they are available to the defendant.

8. To receive prompt restitution from the person or persons convicted of the
criminal conduct that caused the victim's loss or injury.

9. To be heard at any proceeding when any post-conviction release from
confinement is being considered.

10. To a speedy trial or disposition and prompt and final conclusion of the
case after the conviction and sentence.

11. To have all rules governing criminal procedure and the admissibility of
evidence in all criminal proceedings protect victims' rights and to have these
rules be subject to amendment or repeal by the legislature to ensure the
protection of these rights.

12. To be informed of victims' constitutional rights.

Contrary to Article 2, Section 2.1(3), | was NEVER informed of any
criminal proceedings against the defendant.

Contrary to Article 2, Section 2.1(4), | was NEVER allowed to be
heard before a plea was entered.

Contrary to Article 2, Section 2.1(6), | was NEVER allowed to confer
with ANYONE before trial or disposition of the case.

Contrary to Article 2, Section 2.1(8), | was denied restitution, prompt
or otherwise as REQUIRED by state law.

Contrary to Article 2, Section 2.1(12), | was never informed of my
victim’s constitutional rights.








