State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 20-054

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
May 28, 2020

The Complainant alleged a justice of the peace denied him due process and a
fair hearing in a protective order proceeding.

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).

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on May 28, 2020.












refused to allow me to continue speaking, ali for no good purpose. It was obvious to all
in attendance that he had already made up his mind before | said a single word.

The result of not paying attention is the judge's inexplicable conclusion that | placed
signs for the sole purpose of harassment when | clearly presented numerous facts
showing this to be false (see previous factual arguments on pages 2-4 of this document).
Judge did not listen to a word | said, did not accept the evidence | attempted to
submit, and generally did not provide a fair hearing. in addition to the procedural
problems identified above, this is another denial of my right to the due process of law.

Meanwhile, he did not treat our opponent with the same level of rudeness and indifference. His
mistreatment was focused solely on us for reasons only he can explain.

Rule 2.6 - Ensuring the Right to be Heard

As demonstrated above, Judge denied the right to be heard to both my wife and myself.
You can refer back to the previous examples where he refused to hear our testimony or accept
our evidence - and in fact did not even pretend to do so.

Rule 2.8 - Decorum, Demeanor, and Communication with Jurors
The ACJC states on page 14: “A judge shall be patient, dignified, and courteous to litigants...”

Judge showed himself to be totally impatient with us - even to the extent of denying our
right to be heard and to due process. Furthermore, he did not even show the basic courtesy of
listening or being attentive as we spoke and presented. You can see all this demonstrated in
the examples above.

Summary

In conclusion, Judge misconduct in the trials over which he presided resulted in grave

miscarriages of justice which have had a devastating impact on my family. His behavior has not

only eroded, but completely erased our confidence in the judiciary. | can only hope that Judge
will be held accountable for this misconduct.





