State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 24-338

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
December 4, 2024

The Complainant alleged a superior court judge ignored the collateral
estoppel doctrine and made improper legal rulings in a divorce case.

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 members 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.
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COMPLAINT AGAINST A JUDGE

I

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.

RE: This report is forwarded from the Arizona to:
The Commission on Judicial Conduct

1501 West Washington, Suite 229

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

(602) 452-3200

‘eports and the Judge, for being in Contempt of the
Arizona's Legal Protessional's Guidelines and Practices Statute Requirements (Now, in this report, also -
The Commission on Judicial Conduct Codes of Conduct).
is also a licensed Attorney, and was informed to transfer this complaint
to the correct avenue for complaints on Judges in Arizona. The following was submitted to the
\rizona:

There is a Family Court Case in the Arizona Court, that now has four highly
fictitious Petitions filed by ones that are:
1. Based on dismissed motions.
2. Are not 100% free of Perjury.
3. Introduce the true motives for Fraudulent payment schemes
4. That defame
5. Violate the Collateral Estoppel Law Doctrine.
The Arizona 1eeds to enforce the Law Doctrine of Collateral Estoppel; the Arizona
Courts cannot go off evidence nreviously dismissed in a case; in this case, six previously dismissed court
motions were filed by dismissed, and later used as evidence in 4 Petitions. That is a complete
violation of an Issue Preclusion; the data has already been judged, and the Collateral Estoppel Doctrine
prohibits the re-litigation of an issue. The courts are allowing the full re-litigation of issues that have been
previously dismissed. Both the Judge, and the attorney, should have known
this and needed to be legally reprimanded. These two are harassing to the fullest extent, yet
still claim. " t 'and "
" This is absurd. These six motions of in
Petition to Modify Legal Decision-making, Parenting Time, and Child Support all are
based on dismissed motions from the dates ol
and !

being a former Judge, should know NOT TO disregard the Collateral Estoppel Law Doctrine,
not to re-litigate these six dismissed motions, not to have opted to file for Emergency Temporary Orders,
not to have issued a child Warrant on not to have then asked to reissue the child warrant
days later, not to place the minor in a high-risk environment that abruptly cut off all electronic
communications and put the minor at a mental risk; all for a financial gain.
It is insanity that the Judge, has allowed such extreme Petitions, all introduced by the initial

Petition to Modify Legal Decision Makina, Parenting Time, and Child Support, and then to
have another three follow and collaborate with ~actual Basis as the primary reasons to
modify the Divorce Decree. That was a complete scheme that should not have occurred and was planned
land nlatiad Mo rafucad to oo to court haarinae far cha knoaw tha ludas wanld anttaant
2







CONFIDENTIAL FOR OFFICE USE ONLY
Arizona Commission on Judicial Conduct
1501 W. Washington Street, Suite 229
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

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.

RE: This report is forwarded from the Arizona to:
The Commission on Judicial Conduct

1501 West Washington, Suite 229

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

(602) 452-3200

‘eports and the Judge, for being in Contempt of the
Arizona's Legal Professional's Guidelines and Practices Statute Requirements (Now, in this report, also -
The Commission on Judicial Conduct Codes of Conduct).
s also a licensed Attorney, and was informed to transfer this complaint
to the correct avenue for complaints on Judges in Arizona. The following was submitted to the
Arizona:

There is a Family Court Case in the Arizona Court, that now has four highly
fictitious Petitions filed by ones that are:
1. Based on dismissed motions.
2. Are not 100% free of Perjury.
3. Introduce the true mntivas for Fraudulent payment schemes
4. That defame Ms. |
5. Violate the Collateral Estoppel Law Doctrine.
The Arizona needs to enforce the Law Doctrine of Collateral Estoppel; the Arizona
Courts cannot go off evidence previously dismissed in a case; in this case, six previously dismissed court
motions were filed by dismissed, and later used as evidence in 4 Petitions. That is a complete
violation of an Issue Preclusion; the data has already been judged, and the Collateral Estoppel Doctrine
prohibits the re-litigation of an issue. The courts are allowing the full re-litigation of issues that have been
previously dismissed. Both the Judge, and the attorney, should have known
this and needed to be legally reprimanded. These two are harassing to the fullest extent, vet
till Alaim " wa "and ™
" This is absurd. These six motions of in
Petition to Modify Legal Decision-makina. Parentina Time. and Child Support all are
based on dismissed motions from the dates of
and :

being a former Judge, should know NOT TO disregard the Collateral Estoppel Law Doctrine,
not to re-litigate these six dismissed motions, not to have opted to file for Emergency Temporary Orders,
not to have issued a child Warrant on not to have then asked to reissue the child warrant
days later, not to place the minor in a high-risk environment that abruptly cut off all electronic
communications and put the minor at a mental risk; all for a financial gain.
It is insanitv that the Judge, has allowed such extreme Petitions, all introduced by the initial

Sgtition to Modify Legal Decision Makina, Parenting Time, and Child Support, and then to
have another three follow and collaborate with =actual Basis as the primary reasons to

modify the Divorce Decree. That was a complete scneme tnhat should not have occurred and was planned
land alatiad Me i

2








