State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 24-310

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
December 4, 2024

The Complainant alleged a justice of the peace was unfair and biased in
ruling on Complainant’s motions.

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 Denise K. Aguilar and Delia R. Neal did not participate
in the consideration of this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on December 4, 2024.









Third Ruling: When the defendants filed a motion for attorney fees and costs on

| responded on requesting a hearing with an interpreter due to my
skepticism about the written proceedings, given the previous rulings. Despite this, Judge

did not order the Court to set the requested hearing and did not provide a reason for denying my
request for ADA accommodation. In fact, | explained the reasons for requesting the hearing with

an interpreter, as outlined by Civil Procedure Rule 7 and ADA Accommodation. See Exhibit
C.

Note: | have attached a copy of my final response to the Defendant's application for attorney
fees and costs, along with an explanation of why the hearing with an interpreter was

necessary.
4. Request for Review

| respectfully request that the Arizona Commission on Judicial Conduct review Judge

handling of this case, particularly with regard to the accuracy of her rulings and her
response to my ADA accommodation request. My intent in raising these concerns is to ensure
that all parties receive fair treatment under the law and that judicial processes remain

transparent and just.

| am particularly concerned that Judge may not have thoroughly reviewed all documents
submitted by the defendants and myself. If Judge had reviewed these documents, it
seems unlikely that she would have made the erroneous claims regarding my status as a guest
and my failure to provide reasons for the award. Therefore, | ask the Commission to conduct an
investigation into Judge handling of the first two rulings to determine whether a

thorough review of the case materials was conducted.

Additionally, | am concerned about Judge apparent lack of awareness regarding
communication barriers faced by individuals and the importance of providing an

interpreter. | believe the Commission should take steps to ensure that Judge is made
fully aware of these critical issues, so that future cases involving individuals with disabilities are
handled with the necessary sensitivity and legal compliance. Written communication alone is not
the most effective means of addressing the communication needs of individuals. | am

concerned that Judge may not have fully understood my written submissions, as









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.





