State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 24-502

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
March 28, 2025

The Complainant alleged a superior court judge made improper rulings
regarding jurisdiction and a virtual appearance by the prosecutor in a criminal 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).

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on March 28, 2025.



Judicial Conduct Complaint Co M

The allegations pertain to proceedings in Court Case No.

2024-502
Relief Requested:

Petitioner respectfully requests an investigation by the Arizona Commission on Judicial
Conduct into Judge failure to uphold her constitutional oath,
procedural obligations, and ethical duties, as outlined under Arizona law, the U.S.
Constitution, and international legal standards.

Violations and Supporting Case Law

| Eail Add urisdicti
Despite 11 jurisdictional challenges, Judge failed to rule on whether the court has
subject matter, personal, or territorial jurisdiction.

Jurisdiction is a threshold issue that must be resolved before any substantive proceedings.
Ex parte McCardle, 74 U.S. 506 (1869); Jurisdiction must be resolved before proceeding.
Steel Co. v. Citizens for a Better Environment, 523 U.S. 83 (1998); Jurisdiction cannot be
deferred.

> Judicial B h of Oatl
Judge violated her constitutional oath under Article 6 of the U.S. Constitution
and Article 22, Section 20 of the Arizona Constitution by refusing to rule on jurisdiction
and allowing proceedings to continue.

Acts contrary to the Constitution are void; Marbury v. Madison, 5 U.S. 137 (1803).

Courts are fictitious entities and must remain within their statutory limits, Taft Co. v. Alber,
185 lowa 1069

3. Ethical Violations
Judge conduct violates Canons 1, 2, and 3 of the Arizona Code of Judicial
Conduct, which mandate impartiality, competence, and adherence to the rule of law.

The refusal to address procedural defects and constitutional breaches demonstrates bias

and partiality.

4. Disregard for International and Tribal Protections
Judge ignored Petitioner’s tribal and diplomatic status, violating:
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MINUTE ENTRY

The Court is in receipt of the State’s Motion for Virtual Appearance, filed on
Good cause appearing,

IT IS ORDERED allowing the State to appear virtually for the Comprehensive Pretrial
Conference (CPTC) on at before this Division.
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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.





