State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 20-188

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
October 1, 2020

The Complainant alleged a superior court commissioner was biased against
her and made erroneous rulings in a family law 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 Louis Frank Dominguez, Christopher P. Staring and J.
Tyrrell Taber did not participate in the consideration of this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on October 1, 2020.
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. During the trial, actually turned to me from the bench and asked me if ] thought I
was “the arbitrator of the truth™. 1 replied no, that I did not. I had hoped that he would be the
arbitrator of the truth. Devastatingly, was anything but that.

° Stating that my “accusations were deemed not credible” regarding my contact with the
Department of Child Safety (DCS). My allegations were never deemed to not be
credible. Rather, the allegations were found to be unsubstantiated. According to the Association
of Family and Conciliation Courts, ¢/ ‘
: PG 36, “In most of these cases, the parent who brings forth the allegations has an honest
or good faith belief that the abuse did occur (Bala, Mitnick, Trocme and Houston 2007). Far less
frequently a parent fabricates allegations (Bala et al, 2007). Although DCS was unable to
substantiate the boys’ allegations of abuse, that does NOT mean the abuse did not happen...it
merely means DCS did not find evidence at that time to substantiate the claim.

. Stating that “Respondent made this false allegation for the purpose of gaining an
advantage in this litigation (Minute Entry, page 3). As a result of Respondent’s knowingly false
report to the Department of Child Safety, the Court does not find her testimony to be

credible.” “Regardless, Respondent indisputably made a knowingly false report of sexual abuse
of the children against Petitioner.” “Her campaign reached its crescendo when she made a false
report of sexual abuse against Petitioner with the Department of Child Safely.”

I never brought up the abuse allegations once in court, because the allegations were not
substantiated. The Petitioner is the only one who brought up the abuse allegations.. .clearly in an
attempt for him to gain an advantage in court. The Petitioner, not me, used the abuse allegations
in litigation to gain sole custody, to influence Commissioner to find my testimony to
not be credible (Minute Entry, page , and to further abuse and harass me by persuading
Commissioner to refer me for prosecution of filing a false report. It should be noted that
this has resulted in no charges being filed against me because [ have never filed a false report.

then discounted my entire testimony based on his bias and false assumptions, and he
also discounted the testimonies of my witnesses, of which are employed with the

My children have been severely punished for reporting abuse; they have had their mother taken
away from them for almost years. According to the Association of Family and Conciliation
Courts, " -~ - T : PG 36, “In most of
these cases, the parent who brings forth the allegations has an honest or good faith belief that the
abuse did occur (Bala, Mitnick, Trocme and Houston 2007). Far less frequently a parent
fabricates allegations (Bala et al, 2007). In most of the cases where abuse was not substantiated,
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