State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 21-038

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER

The complainant alleged a justice of the peace improperly threatened to
interfere with a contract and threatened a governmental entity.

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 Commission approved sending the judge an advisory letter reminding him to
avoid the appearance of impropriety under Rule 1.2 and to avoid making comments
that could be perceived as a threat or retaliation. The complaint is therefore
dismissed pursuant to Commission Rules 16(a) and 23(a).

Dated: June 11, 2021
FOR THE COMMISSION

/s/ Louis Frank Dominguez
Hon. Louis Frank Dominguez
Commission Chair

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on June 11, 2021.
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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.

On during a of the of the voted
to table an agenda item on During seperate occasions, Justice
threatened to remove the Inter Government Agreement between and County over
This threat intimidation was communicated to when
Justice approached at Justice called i
to express his displeasure with action and referenced pursuing removal of the IGA
as a form of retribution or to make his point clear, and during a meeting with myself, -

Justice communciated that he was seriously considering removing the IGA in order to
bring attention to decision, and that the cost incurred by the for court security
would help understand that their actions in relation to the would have
financial consequences.

The IGA between the and County is approved by the governments of those two
entities, and is signed by the and

The IGA is approved to form by the of the County
Changes to the IGA are to be approved by those antities, and there is no provision in the IGA for
changes by the Justice of the Peace.

| believe that this action is unethical for a judicial officer. The action by while unusual, is a legal
action. Threats to remove an |GA as retribution may undermine the integrity of the justice system in
County. Threats to remove an IGA as retribution may undermine the integrity of the IGA and create a
schism between the governments of County and

I would like to ensure that the IGA remains protected and that the AZCJC review whether Justice

violated ethical or procedural rules by meddling in and business, by threatening
refribution for a decision by the and by using his office and position to intimidate and
persuade the to make a decision.















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.





