State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 20-226

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
September 15, 2020

A pro tem superior court judge self-reported a violation of Rule 2.9 of the
Code.

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 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 Gus Aragén did not participate in the consideration of

this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on September 15, 2020.



20-226



[ did not recognize this error until the issue was brought to my attention yesterday,

Upon review of the email, I noticed the person copied on the email was a second county
attorney and not the attorney. In short, the probation officer sent the email to myself
and county attorneys and not to the assigned county attorney and the attorney,

After being alerted to the issue, I spoke with the presiding judge about my error. This
morning I had the email attached to a Notice and made part of the case. disclosing it to all parties.
I'am making this self-report to the Judicial Commission to fulfill my obligation to be open and
transparent with the Commission on any violations committed by me to the Arizona Code of
Judicial Conduct.

I assure the commission this communication on my part was inadvertent. [ have attached the
minute entry from the hearing on a Corrected Minute Entry dated

(unrelated to this issue). and the email containing the ex parte communication to this letter for your
review. It is clear from my communication that [ directed the question posed by the
probation officer to the public defender’s office and stated the issue needed to be brought before
the court, in open court, through legal counsel. In no way did I intend to have one sided, ex parte,
communication to exclude the ittorney.

[ take full responsibility for this oversight and will ensure such communication does not occur
again.

Sincerelv

I he Honorable
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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.





