State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 20-125

Judges:

Complainant:

ORDER
July 16, 2020

The Complainant alleged that a superior court judge unfairly sided with the
prosecution in a criminal case and that a superior court commissioner ignored the
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 member Louis Frank Dominguez did not participate in the
consideration of this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on July 16, 2020.
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COMPLAINT AGAINST A JUDGE

Name: Judge's Name:

Instructions: Use this form or plain paper of the same size to file a complaint. Describe in your own
words what you believe the judge did that constitutes judicial misconduct. Be specific and list all of the
names, dates, times, and places that will help the commission understand your concerns. Additional pages may
be attached along with copies (not originals) of relevant court documents. Please complete one side of the paper
only, and keep a copy of the complaint for your records.

[his complaint is being submitted due to the major malfeasance that
he defendant endured of never being heard ir or rhe answser.. The
lefendant wrote a letter to this Judge hoping to get some repreive,
nstead at the next hearing the Judge was conviently sick. The judge
hat took honorable Judge place at that hearing was ready to
nove forward , she had no idea what was going on and the
rosecution had not even responded to any if the motions submitted
yy the defense. NONE. About the defense sent the
’rosecution a motion with proof of claims with consequences of
rourse they didnt answer. The defense did receieved a motion to
lismiss without prejudice. We responded with a default in judgment
ind dismiss with prejudice.since there was obviously no case as
>vidence of all the unresponded motions, affidavits, that somehow the
ludges and the proseution seem to think they are above the law.
ludges just take the side of the prosecution dont even look at the
lefenses argument.

See attached. |
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J.S.C. 5 3333. An individual that accepts an office or employment with the Government
f the United States Shall execute an affidavit within  days after accepting the office
f employment that his acceptance and holding of office. The affidavit is the primie facia
s the evidence by holding office it does not violate section 7311 of the title. With that
reing said HAINES v. KERNER, ET AL. 404 U.S. 519,92 S. Ct. 594, 30 L. Ed. 2d 652.
Nhatever may be the limits on the scope of inquiry of courts into the internal
dministration of prisons, allegations such as those asserted by petitioner, however
nartfully pleaded, are sufficient to call for the opportunity to offer supporting evidence.
Ne cannot say with assurance that under the allegations of the pro se complaint, which
ve hold to less stringent standards than formal pleadings drafted by lawyers, it appears
beyond doubt that the plaintiff can prove no set of facts in support of their claim.

[his judge had the audacity to inform me

'hat the law or better yet that case was in

_orrect and so was defendent. Only thing this judge did

vas ask me about dates at every single hearing. She also

old me that I was not was entitled to a preliminary

1earing. Following my research the defendent discovered

his statement was totally incorrect. Another Judge name
put a plea in without giving the defendant a

*hance to even respond. That is a felony. I'm sure

hat there 1s much Fraud goinzg on in those court rooms in









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.





