State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 24-203

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
October 11, 2024

The Complainant alleged a superior court judge failed to oversee the adult
probation department, failed to remove him from probation, and failed to supervise
other judges.

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 members Denise K. Aguilar and Joseph C. Kreamer did not
participate in the consideration of this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on October 11, 2024.
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COMPLAINT AGAINST A JUDGE

Name: —l 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.

IOn | filed a direct complaint against court officers to County Court Judge
& Judicial Branch Administrator

The complaint expressed urgency in his acting to protect me directly from chronic & profound Due
Process Violations and cruel & unusual punishment & criminal misconduct against me by
L ] officers to include Current Chief , Division Chief
and multiple others named in the direct complaint.

The Direct complaint alleged that has & is maintaining me on probation purely out of malice & in
retaliation as well as in clear violation of my fundamental due process rights...and in direct conflict with the
rules of the court, ethical rules of judiciary and state laws.

The most pivotal being that subjected me to criminal conduct being made to live at a place where
other probationer's & sex offenders were enaaaed in criminal organized sex trafficking Citizens. Even
though | repeatedly reported the crimes to . Then in multiole court cases. includina mine and
that of Defendants: ) ; willfully
omitted the sex trafficking information in cases before multiple judges--therein perverting the court
process in each case and misleading multiple judges-all to protect from public disclosure of their
GROSS failures in these matters.

That Judges though | earlier reported such in court filings to each judge, they
disregarded the matters & failed to address subordinate criminal conduct: falsification of public records ,
facilitation & aiding & abetting sex trafficking by probationer's for several months.

That it is cruel & unusual punishment for Judge or any judge to allow or compell me to have to have
contact with any officer because they are in contempt of court in not adhering to the purposes of
probation, have committed themselves criminal conduct to include hindering prosecution of the named
probationer's who engaged in sex trafficking....and Judge NOT acting to protect me from such
criminal court officers.

Every Citizen of The Greater area remains acutely in gross danger in Judge not acting
immediately to address the matter of these officers remaining officers of the court and is in
violation of both his own oath & every rule of the Arizona Code Of Judicial Conduct, especially in obeying
the law himself & rule 27 Arziona Rules Of Criminial Procedure in bringing before the court Defendant
probationer's who committed criminal acts of sex trafficking and otherother law violations.







The Defendant would motion common judges of the court. His experience has been though
Rule 27.3 Arizona Rules of Criminal Procedure [ here Rule] permit a Defendant to petition the
court to consider a probationer’s concern, he has done so on many occasions to Judges

and and have his legitimate concerns ignored by said judges and he has
zero faith in their ability to be unbiased or comply with ethical rules. The record is clear that
since , he has repeatedly petitioned the court to intervene in the misconduct of and

such has been to no avail...even though the judges have a specific duty that is clearly
established in The Arizona Code Of Judicial Conduct, to address misconduct or unethical
behaviors of subordinates under their control.

Defendant alleges that :

1 officers . current Chief , Division Director
Supervisor , and officers and ,
and many other officers / agents of that will be discovered through an investigation
, have engaged in clear criminal conduct.

2. That clear criminal conduct would be willfully failing to investigate credible reporting to
of sex offender probationer’s to include [ deceased in
|, and others both sexually
abusing homeless and mentally ill people and sex trafficking the same people at a
Boarding House located at between
to . Then failing under Rule 27.6 to swiftly bring such probationer’s before
the court for revocation to protect the public and victims.

3. That officers and , individually & collectively,
on repeated occasions acted to cover up, hinder investigation and prosecution of such
matters, with a motive to prevent wide scale public disclosure with gravely detrimental
consequences to the agency, if it was publicly determined that these events were
occurring years prior to and while this Defendant was there, and
grossly failed to detect it or knew of it and grossly mishandled it.

4. That in future violation matters of on : in
on or about .and Presentence Report
and , agents acted to ensure no mention of the

reports of sex trafficking were in any of these court documents. Willfully omitting them
and likely Defrauding the court in each case and corrupting the due process of each
matter. The court & public are entitled to the full scope of a defendant’s behaviors and
mitigating & aggravating facts. officers have a specific clear duty to accurately
report on supervision and information of a defendant in APETS and to the court. See
ARS 12-253. Please see annexed exhibit A

5. The officers have willfully allowed these Defendant’s to not be held accountable.
Allowed victims to be betrayed. The Public to be grossly betrayed.
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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.





