State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 21-037

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
May 19, 2021

The Complainant alleged a superior court judge refused to consider her
letters, did not afford a party a full opportunity to be heard, 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 member Christopher W. Ames did not participate in the
consideration of this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on May 19, 2021.
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Before my * " with the “ " chosen by the ex-wife and her attorney, i had to sign a
document that basically stated: anything | say can and will be used against you in a court of law. The very first
question at my “ " with the * " asked if | understood that “

" and that everything that | say will be 212 11>, Again, | stated |
understood that; because | had already SIGNED A DOCUMENT to that point. BUT, GUESS WHAT that was NOT
THE CASE and | was excluded by an “ ” that the ex-wife and her attorney requested so that |

could NOT read or be told by my son what was in the Report.

I could have gone to the Session with a “sensitized version” but | went in with a genuine, honest approach
(because | was always taught that telling the truth was the way to go). | spent with that “

" and he was willing to take even more time ~ but | could tell how things were going and
decided it was of my life | would never get back and nothing | said would make a difference (he has
“ " also). He had already made up his mind that was a “ ". 1 abruptly ended my Session after

when he told me he was * * a discounted price for his “
Then he was surprised and astonished that it would upset me that he was giving them a discounted price; and
couldn’t understand why | would care? He wasn’t in Court you made the decision to allow the ex and
her attorney to engage ina * " AFTER they said they would pay for it. How sad for the
system. Then again, | don’t even get to READ the Report and my son did respect the Ruling (again trying to be
compliant and cooperative} so I'm in the dark on what was said and written from * " without due
process to read and respond to the accuracy of * ’. And your Ruling makes no mention of the
outcome from the Court Appointed evaluator and/or any positive statements from my grandson’s counselor
who stated: taking away from his Dad could be detrimental to

+

One note that is * ‘; the * " interviewed my daughter-in-law after my
Session. He asked her who she thought had “ " her husband or her mother-in-law???
didn’t quite grasp at first why he would ask that question. He continued to pursue that line of “ ‘. He
doesn’t even KNOW ME or what we have been through for the and yet he determines I'm an
ANGRY PERSON. doesn’t give him the ability to understand or know anything about my life or WHY
there might be * " about what had happened in the and all the lies that have
been spread under the guise of truth. But then again, he was selected and paid for by the ex and her attorney.
Of course I’'m angry; this has been of HELL on behalf of Nothing has been fair, logical or in

best interest.

paid a LOT of money for his attorney to read, evaluate, have / respond, to the Report PRIOR to
the Court date; to be prepared for the Hearing; yet her attorney was given additional time to do what could
have been done after the Report came out — prior, Again, this is justice and honesty?

1. Regarding the and birthday. Mother had for his birthday in in not
only did birthday fali on week with . but even in OUR FAMILY was already excited to
have for his birthday that and had already made tentative plans to celebrate. Why does the
Mother get in a row on his birthday; and the only time she could go on vacation was that week when
she knew it would take away from QUR FAMILY for birthday for a in a row? She made
her plans in like - then fied to (which never came out, but he has the texts) on when they were
leaving and NEVER offer to exchange the 30 we could celebrate early. We have documentation of
her lies about the dates, times and plans. So whether it was “ ' for her to exercise her *

'; isn't there a moral and personal obligation to Co-parent in the best interest of ? isn’t there
in a year? But gets dinged for not “ " in a positive manner; doesn’t she get dinged for
lying? Doesn’t anyone care about ? Doesn’t that seem a little intentional on her part to have a
in a row for his birthday without consideration to QUR family?
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