State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 19-322

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
December 24, 2019

The Complainant alleged a superior court judge made improper rulings in a
guardianship matter.

The role of the Commission on Judicial Conduct is to impartially determine
whether a judicial officer has engaged in conduct that violates the Arizona Code of
Judicial Conduct or Article 6.1 of the Arizona Constitution. There must be clear and
convincing evidence of such a violation in order for the Commission to take
disciplinary action against a judicial officer.

The Commission does not have jurisdiction to overturn, amend, or remand a
judicial officer’s legal rulings. The Commission reviewed all relevant available
information and concluded there was not clear and convincing evidence of ethical
misconduct in this matter. The complaint is therefore dismissed pursuant to
Commission Rules 16(a) and 23(a).

Commission members Christopher W. Ames, George H. Foster, Jr. and
Christopher P. Staring did not participate in the consideration of this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on December 24, 2019.



19-322

STATEMENTOF THE CASE

Dear Honorable Judge, this is an appeal to the from the entire
Judgment, entered in the legal guardianship case number on in the
ward’s best interest.

There was no fairness and impartiality and it created an unfair result. The Honorable
Judge made errors in his fact finding. The Judge's ruling was unfair because he excluded
evidence, admitted exhibits the other part never received. He admitted false accusations against
a man’s conduct with lack of sufficient evidence 1o support a finding of guilty. A fear is not a fact.
We want the courts, in our country, United States of America, remain respected and reliable
forums for justice.

Honorable Judge, I apologize for any mistakes I might entered and for disturbing you but
my daughter, is In serious danger. rights and my rights as a human being
and as a mother continued to be violated.

is not suitable to continue serving as the guardian for
I trust God, this painful, unfavorable decision will be reconsidered.
In the following pages, I will point out the inconsistencies in the original unjust ruling.

In the best interest of the ward’s, sincerely,















THE COMMISSION’S POLICY IS
TO POST ONLY THE FIRST FIVE
PAGES OF ANY DISMISSED
COMPLAINT ON ITS WEBSITE.

FOR ACCESS TO THE
REMAINDER OF THE
COMPLAINT IN THIS MATTER,
PLEASE MAKE YOUR REQUEST
IN WRITING TO THE
COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL
CONDUCT AND REFERENCE
THE COMMISSION CASE
NUMBER IN YOUR REQUEST.





