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State of Arizona 

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT 

Disposition of Complaint 25-052 

Judge:  

Complainant:  

ORDER 

May 23, 2025 

The Complainant alleged a municipal court pro tem judge improperly issued a 
failure to appear, when there was no jurisdiction, in a DUI 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 allegations of the complaint in this matter solely raised disagreements 
with legal rulings. The Commission does not have jurisdiction to overturn, amend, or 
remand a judicial officer’s legal rulings. “A good faith error of fact or law does not 
violate this rule. However, a pattern of legal error or an intentional disregard of the 
law may constitute misconduct.” See comment 3 to Rule 2.2 of the Code of Judicial 
conduct. Any violation of the Code of Judicial Conduct must be proven by clear and 
convincing evidence.  

A mistake in a ruling does not automatically mean that the judicial officer has 
engaged in judicial misconduct. Judicial officers are required to exercise their 
discretion in making their decisions. Even if a judicial officer’s decision is legally or 
factually incorrect, the ruling is generally considered to be “legal error” and not 
“ethical misconduct” that the Commission can address. When a complaint to the 
Commission solely relates to the correctness of a judicial officer’s legal decisions, the 
Complainant is seeking the Commission to function in the capacity of an appellate 
court. Correcting legal errors is the role of the appellate courts, not the Commission.  

The Commission is a regulatory body with limited jurisdiction. The 
Commission is not a court, and as such, it does not have any authority to overturn a 
judicial officer’s rulings, intervene in a case, assign a new judge to hear a case, or 
award any monetary or other relief. The Commission process cannot be a substitute 
for seeking appellate review. 
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The Commission reviewed all information submitted by the Complainant 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).  

A Duty Panel comprised of Commission members Denise K. Aguilar, Colleen E. 
Concannon, and Joseph C. Kreamer considered this matter. 

 
Copies of this order were distributed to all 
appropriate persons on May 23, 2025. 







grave wrong requiring immediate correction.”

2.

Absence of a Victim Violates Equity’s Core Principle:

“In equity, where there is no harm, there can be no lawful
cause of action. The cornerstone of justice is that every
right violated demands a corresponding injury to be
addressed. There is no injured party or breach of duty in
this matter. Actio non datur nisi sit damnum aut injuria (An
action is not given unless there is damage or injury). The
state has no standing to prosecute a victimless act under
equity or any other lawful jurisdiction.”

3.

Jurisdictional Challenge and Void Judgment:

“I have formally filed a notice of void judgment and a writ of
prohibition, lawfully invoking the court’s duty under equity to
cease all proceedings until jurisdiction is proven. Equity
recognizes that Quod ab initio non valet, in tractu temporis
non convalescet (What is void from the beginning cannot
be validated by time). Their continued refusal to cease
proceedings is a blatant violation of the equitable principle
that the law will not suffer a wrong to persist.”

4.

Equity Commands Transparency and Fiduciary
Accountability:

“I have lawfully requested the bond numbers of all public
officials involved, as these bonds represent their fiduciary
duties. Equity holds that He who acts as a fiduciary must



act in utmost good faith and transparency. Their failure to
produce these bonds is a direct breach of fiduciary duty
and violates equity’s demand for accountability.”

Equitable Demands for Immediate Remedy:

“I am making the following lawful and equitable demands:

1.

Immediate Proof of Jurisdiction: Compel the court to
demonstrate lawful jurisdiction or declare all proceedings
null and void. Equity will not suffer a judgment to stand that
was rendered without lawful authority.

2.

Immediate Dismissal of Charges: Nullify all charges and
actions taken against me, as they are void for lack of
jurisdiction and the absence of any injury or victim.

3.

Investigation into Fiduciary Breach: Hold all involved
officials accountable for their failure to provide bond
numbers and for proceeding in bad faith.

4.

Public Accountability: Ensure that transparency and
fiduciary accountability are restored in accordance with
equity’s supreme demands.”

Closing Declaration:

“Equity is not a subordinate principle; it is the foundation of
all justice. 



Equity regards as done that which ought to be done. I will
not stand by while officials act with unclean hands and
disregard equity’s mandate for fairness and justice. 

If this matter is not immediately remedied, I will be
compelled to escalate this issue further.
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