State of Arizona
COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 07-279

Complainant: No. 1321510227A

Judge: No. 1321510227B

ORDER

The commission reviewed the complaint filed in this matter and determined that the
judge did not knowingly violate the ethical canons. Based on that fact, the commission
voted to issue a private comment to the judge and to dismiss the case.

The complaint is dismissed pursuant to Rules 16(a) and 23(a).

Dated: February 12, 2008.
FOR THE COMMISSION

\g\ Keith Stott
Executive Director

Copies of this order were mailed
to the complainant and the judge
on February 12, 2008.

This order may not be used as a basis for disqualification of a judge.
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2 MEMORANDUMS OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

3 The following items listed below are a not so briet synopsis of the Court’s irregular, illegal, and
unethival conduct agatust Defendant and his counsel:
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4 sanctions against counsel without admonishing counsel that this conduct is improper,
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. 16 Possessed such a basic lack of knowledge of the law that she had 1o have another judge sit

17 on the same beneh to whisper comments in her ear on how 1o thwart Defendant’s efforts o

wve his day in court and 2 trial in front of a jury

stall so a3 1o allow Delendants counsel commuiieats with 150 43 10
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3 Rule on timely Gled Motons filed with the Cowrt,

o follow basic Jaw allowing an appellant in a—i@

mzin m possession of the property pending appeal.
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Lo, Allows opposing counsel 1o blatantly short circutt the rules of proce &am by aéémww

motions at the tuoe of 12 without giving Defendant an adequate time to respond,
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twould rule in Defendant’s favor in opposition to Plaintifls oral motion to dismiss for
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lack of prosecution? Delendant would have no better chance of having his appellaie rights

ed by this Court than a snow bail on the eguator,

The law and procedure in this matier is quite simply 10 on the side of Defendant

wi’s biag and wrejudice againgt lim or his coun

el hold a hearing to allow Defendant (o post 8 supersedeas bond for the purpose

12 lolastay zzz—. ‘The Court then failed to hold a hearing despite its promise to counsel that a

would be held regarding the form of the judgment. After Defendant’s appellate rights «
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amounnt of rent due ynder the terms of the lease or vental agreement, (emphasis added),

nt then decides it is futile to have any further dealings with this Court becanse of its complete
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