State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 24-451

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
February 28, 2025

The Complainant alleged a superior court judge made improper rulings and
did not allow her to upload her evidence into a portal in a family law 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 member Denise K. Aguilar did not participate in the
consideration of this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on February 28, 2025.
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COMPLAINT AGAINST A JUDGE

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.

To Whom It May Concern:

I am filing a formal complaint reaarding Judae | | of Zountv Court, who presided over a child custody
hearingon involving and her daughter, This complaint is submitted due to
substantial concerns regarding Judge | |'s failure to adhere to child custody statutes, inequitable treatment during the hearing
process. and a custody ruling that places the child in potential danger. Below is a detailed account of the serious concemns related to
Judge | 's conduct, supported by documented evidence, recent incidents, and procedural improprieties.

Background of the Case
Criminal History and Danger Posed by the Father,

The father, has a documented history of criminal activity that meets all statutory criteria for a parent deemed unfit for
custody. His record includes two recent Alcohoalic in Public arrests, a DUI, and a violent arrest. The mother confirmed a sexual
assult orotection order for years against
on just weeks before the custody hearing. Judge was fully aware.
| has also been investigated for clearly lying to the police, and since the ruling, two concealment charges has been filed
against and for refusing to comply with the law process.
Additionally, is currently under investigation for  felonies in multiple states, including sexual assault, domestic violence,
and human trafficking. Extensive evidence of his criminal background and current investigations were available and presented to
the court. Despite this, Judge [ _granted custody of the child. has been involved to support retreiving the child
for the mother, but Judge

ruling has left them powerless. James used false police reports against the mother, to take the child as per threats he made
previouslv. and police have now confirmed they were false police reports
far:d with . are being charged by the police for these crimes. Judge is aware the police report was
alse.

Failure to Consider Evidence in Court

attempted to submit critical evidence to the court demonstrating the danger posed by She reached out to
Judge | 's clerks frequently in the days leading up to the hearing, seeking access to submit this evidence.
Despite her repeated requests, the court's evidence submission portal remained closed to her, while legal team was
permitted to submit evidence without obstruction. Customer service records can confirm that Judge [ _ never authorized

to submit her evidence, which constitutes a serious imbalance in procedural fairness and has impacted the case outcome. Judge
went on further to embaress the mother in court, pretending like it was her fault he did not have evidence submission abilities

and told her " " joining in on the father who had been defaming her repeatedly.

Recommendations from State-Funded Domestic Violence Programs

Ignored state-funded domestic violence protection programs that are specifically designated to protect and

from have documented their support for returning custody to citing the imminent risks posed by

Judge | ] dismissed these recommendations, granting custodyv to despite evident distress and

documented status as a trafficking and assault victim at the hands of

It has been months since Judge has responded to any motion, and lawyers have also refused

to respond. It seems as though Judge is participating in the support of trafficking and should be punished as so.









