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State of Arizona 

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT 

 

Disposition of Complaint 19-176 

Judge: C. Steven McMurry  

Complainant:  Lynn Magnandonovan  

AMENDED ORDER  

The Complainant alleges a justice of the peace (now retired) violated Rules 1.1, 
1.2, 2.2, 2.3, 2.5, 2.6, and 2.8 of the Code of Judicial Conduct in a civil proceeding. 

Judge McMurry presided over a civil case, in which Lynn Magnandonovan was 
the plaintiff.  Judge McMurry granted the defendants’ motion to dismiss, but the 
ruling was overturned on appeal.  On remand to the trial court, Judge McMurry 
reassigned the matter to a pro tem judge, but presided over a status conference on 
February 15, 2018, because the pro tem judge was unavailable.  At the status 
conference, Judge McMurry spoke to Ms. Magnandonovan in a condescending and 
mocking tone, and he took on the role of an advocate, adamantly attempting to 
dissuade Ms. Magnandonovan from exercising her right to a jury trial.  The 
Commission noted several examples of improper comments made by Judge McMurry, 
including, but not limited to: 

● I’m going to do whatever I can to convince you that that’s [a jury trial] 
is a bad choice.  But I don’t think I’m going to be successful.  I think 
you’re going to insist upon it, and you are.  And you have the right.  
You certainly have the right.  But I’ll tell you the only time I’ve seen 
someone in your position take a case to a jury trial, it was an 
unmitigated disaster.  And I warned the plaintiff.  But yeah, you 
have the right to do it, but you have the same right to perform brain 
surgery on yourself.  And I think they’re both equally imprudent. 

● Stop calling my staff and talking to them extensively.  You’re using 
too much of their time.  I’ve actually told – gotten – bought for [S.H.] 
a three minute egg timer.  And I’ve told her, if you call, flip over the 
egg timer.  After three minutes, hang up the phone.  If you can’t ask 
your question in three minutes, you’re wasting our time. 

● [Judge McMurry laughing] You’re telling me how long a trial is going 
to take?  You’ve not done any civil litigation in this court . . . Alright, 
stop talking!  I don’t want to hear it anymore. . . . I don’t care what 
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you think.  I’ve told you you’re making a mistake on this and you 
didn’t hear me. 

● And don’t complain to us that it’s inconvenient for you to come from 
California.  You are burning through the time of forty Arizona 
citizens, at least.  Plus, huge amounts of money, Arizona taxpayer 
money to produce this trial.  Stop telling me it’s inconvenient and 
expensive for you to come from California.  Nobody cares.  Nobody 
cares at all. 

● You are a high maintenance litigant!  And I’m simply telling you 
that’s over.  And this is the way it works.  

In his response to the complaint, Judge McMurry admitted that he convened 
the status conference intending to attempt to dissuade Ms. Magnandonovan from 
pursuing a jury trial.  He stated he never intended to mock Ms. Magnandonovan, but 
he believed his “bookish and awkward” mannerisms could cause someone to 
reasonably conclude he was mocking her and appear arrogant.   

The Commission found that Judge McMurry’s conduct, as described above, 
violated the following Code provisions: 

Rule 1.2, which states, “a judge shall act at all times in a manner that promotes 
public confidence in the independence, integrity, and impartiality of the judiciary, 
and shall avoid impropriety and the appearance of impropriety.” 

Rule 2.2, which states, “a judge shall uphold and apply the law, and shall 
perform all duties of judicial office fairly and impartially.” 

Rule 2.3(A), which states, “a judge shall perform the duties of judicial office, 
including administrative duties, without bias or prejudice.” 

Rule 2.8(B), which states, “a judge shall be patient, dignified, and courteous to 
litigants, jurors, witnesses, lawyers, court staff, court officials, and others with whom 
the judge deals in an official capacity . . . .”   

The Commission found no clear and convincing evidence to support the 
remaining allegations of the complaint.  

The Commission was troubled by the fact that Judge McMurry had a prior 
reprimand for a demeanor-related matter in 2010, but it considered the remoteness 
of that prior discipline, and Judge McMurry’s retirement from being a full-time 
justice of the peace in 2018, in considering an appropriate sanction in this case.   

Accordingly, retired Justice of the Peace C. Steven McMurry is hereby publicly 
reprimanded for his conduct as described above and pursuant to Commission Rule 
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17(a).  The record in this case, consisting of the complaint, the judge’s response, and 
this order shall be made public as required by Commission Rule 9(a). 

The Complainant had requested a copy of the judge’s response.  In light of the 
fact that the judge’s response will be made public as a result of the reprimand, the 
Commission deems that request moot. 

Commission members Roger D. Barton and Colleen E. Concannon did not 
participate in the consideration of this matter on September 23, 2019.  Commission 
members Barbara Brown and George H. Foster, Jr., did not participate in the 
consideration of this matter related to the amended order on this date. 

Dated: November 8, 2019 

FOR THE COMMISSION 

 

/s/ Louis Frank Dominguez    
Hon. Louis Frank Dominguez 
Commission Chair 

 
Copies of this order were distributed to all 
appropriate persons on November 8, 2019. 





























































































































































































































































































State of Arizona 

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT 

 

Disposition of Complaint 19-176 

Judge: C. Steven McMurry  

Complainant:  Lynn Magnandonovan  

ORDER 

The Complainant alleges a justice of the peace (now retired) violated Rules 1.1, 
1.2, 2.2, 2.3, 2.5, 2.6, and 2.8 of the Code of Judicial Conduct in a civil proceeding. 

Judge McMurry presided over a civil case, in which Lynn Magnandonovan was 
the plaintiff.  Judge McMurry granted the defendants’ motion to dismiss, but the 
ruling was overturned on appeal.  On remand to the trial court, Judge McMurry 
reassigned the matter to a pro tem judge, but presided over a status conference on 
February 15, 2018, because the pro tem judge was unavailable.  At the status 
conference, Judge McMurry spoke to Ms. Magnandonovan in a condescending and 
mocking tone, and he took on the role of an advocate, adamantly attempting to 
dissuade Ms. Magnandonovan from exercising her right to a jury trial.  The 
Commission noted several examples of improper comments made by Judge McMurry, 
including, but not limited to: 

● I’m going to do whatever I can to convince you that that’s [a jury trial] 
is a bad choice.  But I don’t think I’m going to be successful.  I think 
you’re going to insist upon it, and you are.  And you have the right.  
You certainly have the right.  But I’ll tell you the only time I’ve seen 
someone in your position take a case to a jury trial, it was an 
unmitigated disaster.  And I warned the plaintiff.  But yeah, you 
have the right to do it, but you have the same right to perform brain 
surgery on yourself.  And I think they’re both equally imprudent. 

● Stop calling my staff and talking to them extensively.  You’re using 
too much of their time.  I’ve actually told – gotten – bought for [S.H.] 
a three minute egg timer.  And I’ve told her, if you call, flip over the 
egg timer.  After three minutes, hang up the phone.  If you can’t ask 
your question in three minutes, you’re wasting our time. 

● [Judge McMurry laughing] You’re telling me how long a trial is going 
to take?  You’ve not done any civil litigation in this court . . . Alright, 
stop talking!  I don’t want to hear it anymore. . . . I don’t care what 
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you think.  I’ve told you you’re making a mistake on this and you 
didn’t hear me. 

● And don’t complain to us that it’s inconvenient for you to come from 
California.  You are burning through the time of forty Arizona 
citizens, at least.  Plus, huge amounts of money, Arizona taxpayer 
money to produce this trial.  Stop telling me it’s inconvenient and 
expensive for you to come from California.  Nobody cares.  Nobody 
cares at all. 

● You are a high maintenance litigant!  And I’m simply telling you 
that’s over.  And this is the way it works.  

In his response to the complaint, Judge McMurry admitted that he convened 
the status conference intending to attempt to dissuade Ms. Magnandonovan from 
pursuing a jury trial.  He stated he never intended to mock Ms. Magnandonovan, but 
he believed his “bookish and awkward” mannerisms could cause someone to 
reasonably conclude he was mocking her and appear arrogant.   

The Commission found that Judge McMurry’s conduct, as described above, 
violated the following Code provisions: 

Rule 1.2, which states, “a judge shall act at all times in a manner that promotes 
public confidence in the independence, integrity, and impartiality of the judiciary, 
and shall avoid impropriety and the appearance of impropriety.” 

Rule 2.2, which states, “a judge shall uphold and apply the law, and shall 
perform all duties of judicial office fairly and impartially.” 

Rule 2.3(A), which states, “a judge shall perform the duties of judicial office, 
including administrative duties, without bias or prejudice.” 

Rule 2.8(B), which states, “a judge shall be patient, dignified, and courteous to 
litigants, jurors, witnesses, lawyers, court staff, court officials, and others with whom 
the judge deals in an official capacity . . . .”   

The Commission was troubled by the fact that Judge McMurry had a prior 
reprimand for a demeanor-related matter in 2010, but it considered the remoteness 
of that prior discipline, and Judge McMurry’s retirement from being a full-time 
justice of the peace in 2018, in considering an appropriate sanction in this case.   

Accordingly, retired Justice of the Peace C. Steven McMurry is hereby publicly 
reprimanded for his conduct as described above and pursuant to Commission Rule 
17(a).  The record in this case, consisting of the complaint, the judge’s response, and 
this order shall be made public as required by Commission Rule 9(a). 
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The Complainant had requested a copy of the judge’s response.  In light of the 
fact that the judge’s response will be made public as a result of the reprimand, the 
Commission deems that request moot. 

Commission members Roger D. Barton and Colleen E. Concannon did not 
participate in the consideration of this matter. 

Dated: September 23, 2019 

FOR THE COMMISSION 

 

/s/ Louis Frank Dominguez    
Hon. Louis Frank Dominguez 
Commission Chair 

 
Copies of this order were distributed to all 
appropriate persons on September 23, 2019. 




