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ORDER
June 18, 2020

The Complainant alleged that a superior court commissioner was biased in
favor of the opposing party and ignored applicable law.

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 Denise K. Aguilar and Joseph C. Kreamer did not
participate in the consideration of this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on June 18, 2020.









for a period of 30 days after it is dismissed unless State law provides for a longer tolling
period.

The Majority Opinion

are different from grace periods; (2) under a plain reading of the statute, “the limitations
clock stops the day the claim is filed in federal court and, 30 days post[] dismissal, restarts
from the point at which it had stopped”; and (3) the dissent's interpretation would lead
plaintiffs to file parallel suits in both courts, which is a “wasteful, inefficient duplication” that
does not advance the goals of Federalism.

The Dissent

Written by Justice Gorsuch, the dissent vehemently disagreed with the majority opinion. The
dissent contends that the basic intention behind the law was to provide a plaintiff with a
limited but reasonable amount of time, thirty (30) days, for re-filing state claims after the
dismissal of a federal action. The dissent concludes by arguing the Court has now
“wandered so far from the idea of a federal government of limited and enumerated powers
that we've begun to lose sight of what it looked like in the first place.”

Effect of Decision

As a result of this decision, there is now national uniformity where it previously did not exist.

Pursuant to Artis, once a federal action is filed, state jaw statutes of limitations are tolled
and, unless state law provides for a longer tolling period, do not restart until thirty (30) days
after the district court’s dismissal of the federal claims.
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