State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 25-070

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
May 23, 2025

The Complainant alleged a superior court pro tem failed to prevent a trustee
sale of the house when there was evidence that Complainant had filed a claim in
federal court.

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 Commaission.

The Commission 1s a regulatory body with limited jurisdiction. The
Commission is not a court, and as such, i1t 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.

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.












6. Judge continued her Treasonous actions from the beginning of the trial on
at when she refused to aive us Standina fo Speak statina that she

" at around 1 minute and 30 seconds into the recording. Then she said, *

" This indicated to me that she DOES know exactly what | was asking because she
knew quite well who we were as Executrix and Executor and we need standina to speak as her
superiors, but her refusing to grant us standing then saying after that, “

" making a mistake as it was meant to be a trial, which clearly proves she was
nervous on how to proceed because she knew she was not following due process and confinuing
to show guilt of a high misdemeanor by making up her own rules. When | stated at 2 minutes
and 25 seconds that, | think you know very well what it means ta having standing to speak,” she
ignored me and moved to Counsel to save her from having to do her job correctly.

7. When she asked Plaintiffs counsel, at 2 minutes and 40 seconds, asking *

. . _ " This question gives a full picture as o the degree
this Judge decided to ignore her Oath of Office because she knew she was holding a trial that
she does not have jurisdiction over, but decided to proceed again committing perjury, breaking
our 5th and 14th Amendment to the Constitution for the United States and the 1st Amendment
to the Arizona Constitution both of which guarantees no one shall be deprived of life, fiberty, or
property without due process of law.

8. Continuing to proceed without handling the issue of allowing us to speak, Judge
asked the Counsel if he was ready to proceed. He states that in fact he was, but at 2 minutes
and 50 seconds before he made an opening he says, “

* This is Plaintiffs counsel committing perjury as the response that Judge
Struck and ignored during the hearing was a question of Jurisdiction to wit, they NEVER
HAD. Ignoring all our evidence as it was convenient for them to continue with a Fraudulent case,
Fraudulent hearing and Fraudulent trial because our Federal District Court Case with the
Plaintif’s name as Defendants was prima facie evidence against this lower court case to be
barred from proceeding.

9. The Judge, the Plaintiff's and their counsel in the State case all proceeded without subject
matter jurisdiction and/or personal jurisdiction as she never gave us standing to speak, yet she
used our initial Notice of Response and the Amended Notice of Response to try and steal
jurisdiction even though she never had it to begin with and she knew it, when she asked their
counsel beginning at 4 minutes, *

copy.” Judge says she denies Counsel's motion for a judgement and says, “



10. Ator around 6 minutes Counsel states that the “

' They
cannot have Superior Right of Possession of the property after saying that Defendants are still
in the property and refuse to leave because that means they DO NOT have possession of the
property which is why he is asking for an order to take possession of the property and steal our
property from us illegally and unlawfully.

11. At 7 minutes, we make an objection to Counsel’s openina statement. and when | asked the
Judge who is recording she states “

" When she permits me to continue. | state that -
" She continues fo ask me, “

* Around 8 minutes, ! respond, “
" to which she resnonds_©

" | respond to her ridiculous statement, *

" To which she responds, “ ] * lrepeat, “
" To which she finishes *

" Ifinish by stating, “
" Ta which she continues at 9 minutes and 50 seconds. *

" | respond.
" and she responds, * B
* This aoes on until
10 minutes 55 seconds when Judae says,
' | respond to her, *
" She responds, *

13 , say'n]
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