State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 17-312

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER

The complainant alleged a superior court judge showed impropriety and
1mproperly dismissed his civil lawsuit.

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).

Dated: February 7, 2018
FOR THE COMMISSION

/s/ Margaret H. Downie
Margaret H. Downie
Executive Director

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on February 7, 2018.

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

State of Arizona

Commission on Judicial Conduct
1501 W. Washington Street, Suite 229
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

COMPLAINT AGAINST A JUDGE

Name: Judge’s Name:
I . . ~am suing Defendant, for
for Fraud on the Court, Case
number in the of the State of Arizona in and for the County of
My complaint is that the Honorable Judge >ngaged in a decision making

process of absolutely ludicrous, inexcusable impropriety. The Honorable Judge

allowed continual, repeated criminal activity in his court, which rewarded

Inc. The Honorable Judge unlawfully dismissed this case under the doctrine of Res
Judicata, and in so doing, totally and absolutely destroyed my rights of due process, guaranteed by
the 7" amendment to the Constitution of the United States of America.

The Honorable Judge absolutely ludicrous, inexcusable impropriety
violates Canon 1 and Canon 2 of the Arizona Code of Judicial Conduct dated 2016. Canon 1 states
“A judge shall uphold and promote the independence, integrity, and impartiality of the judiciary,
and shall avoid impropriety and the appearance of impropriety” and Canon 2 states “A judge shall
perform the duties of judicial office impartially, competently, and diligently”. The choice to engage
in an inexcusable impropriety of decision making by the Honorable Judge shows
a vulgar lack of moral principle, impartiality, competence, and diligence to serve as a judge, not
to mention to serve with integrity and honesty as a Trustworthy Officer of the Court.
The Honorable Judge unlawfully dismissed this case under the doctrine of Res
Judicata, and in so doing, totally and absolutely destroyed my rights of due process, guaranteed by
the 7" amendment to the Constitution of the United States of America.

In his earlier rulings, the Honorable Judge denied Defendant,
its’ motions to dismiss the case by the Doctrine of Res Judicata four times.
Defendant’s first motion for dismissal was denied even before the discovery phase began. The
Defendant’s following three motions for dismissal were denied during the discovery phase. After
the discovery phase, Defendant made still another effort to dismiss this case with a motion for











