State of Arizona
COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 10-351

Complainant: No. 1211110004A

Judge: No. 1211110004B

ORDER

The complainant alleged that the superior court lacked personal jurisdiction over him
and, as a result, a superior court judge and a commissioner violated his rights by issuing
rulings against him. The commission considered the allegations along with the online
docket and minute entries and found no evidence of ethical misconduct on the part of the
judge. The issues raised involve legal matters outside the jurisdiction of the commission.
The complaint is dismissed pursuant to Rules 16(a) and 23.

Dated: March 24, 2011.
FOR THE COMMISSION

/s/ Keith Stott

Executive Director
Copies of this order were mailed

to the complainant and the judge
on March 24, 2011.

This order may not be used as a basis for disqualification of a judge.
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CONFIDENTIAL , FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

State of Arizona
Commission on Judicial Conduct

1501 W. Washington Street, Suite 229 2 0 1 0 - 3 5 1

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

COMPLAINT AGAINST A JUDGE

Your Name: Judge’s Name: Date: V2-01—-10

Instructions: Describe in your own words what the judge did that you believe constitutes misconduct. Please
provide all of the important names, dates, times, and places related to your complaint. You can use this form or
plain paper of the same size to explain your complaint, and you may attach additional pages. Do not write on the
back of any page. You may attach copies of any documents you believe will help us understand your complaint.

TUE EMT THAT T TJUDLCLAL CommiSSIOoN HAS CoNDONED or
SANCTLONED ComiSSIONERS)TOBY GERST , CAROLYN PASSAMONTE,
PRESIDING  TUDGES) BARBARA MUNDELL, ANNA BACA (NCONST -
TUTIONAL STATE ACTIONS WHERE GAMANT wWAS NOT PRoPRLY
SERVED WITH PETITION AND SUMMON o, THE COURT (ACKED PR~
SORAL _TURISDICTION, cNER CLAMANT'S PERSOR AND (EXCEECDED
15 AUTHDORITY TO ConDUCT AN ABSENTEA HEARING AND ETERED
M ORDR  OF CHILD SUPPORT WITHOUT DUE PROCESS OF LAW.

T ADDITION TO , sUCH CONSTITUTED A VOLD JUDGMENT.
THERE FORE CTUDGE Of MARLCOPA  SuPERIOR
COORT  _AND COMMISSIONER LACK JURIS—
DICTION AnWD AUTHDRITY TO DENY ALL- OF CLamanNT’s
PLcADINGS NOTED N THE COURT'S WMINUTE ENTRIES DATED
H=01-10 AnD 11-[9—10, ATTACKED HERETO AS EXHIBITE) A)
AnD (B). WENCE, CLAImaNT _HAS STAnDING T0 UTIGATS

A& STATE  AND KEDERAL CAUSE OF ACTION AGANST THE
JUDLCIAL COMMN'S SION aWD TRE JUDGES) snD com ms—
S\ONERS) TUEREQF, IN TR STKTC OF ARIZONA , MARICOPA
COUNTY.

(Attach additional sheets as needed.)

ILSF-058 — Complaint Against A Judge 2/29/2008




CONFIDENTIAL FOR OFFICE USE ONLY
State of Arizona ‘ '
Commission on Judicial Conduct

1501 W quhington Street, Suite 229 2 0 1 0 "‘3 5 1

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

COMPLAINT AGAINST A JUDGE

Commission R
Your Name: _DOUGLAS ZOLNVERZ  Judge’s Name: _ JACK] TeUAND  Date: _| Z-10-10

Instructions: Describe in your own words what the judge did that you believe constitutes misconduct. Please
provide all of the important names, dates, times, and places related to your complaint. You can use this form or
plain paper of the same size to explain your complaint, and you may attach additional pages. Do not write on the
back of any page. You may attach copies of any documents you believe will help us understand your complaint.

[T 15 TRE UMMANT'S LEGAL CONTONTION(S) S 1) TWAT THE CommissioniR
TJacks TREaND EXCECDED (HS/eR) JURISDICTIoN WwiEE THE Courl
LACKED TURISDICTION OVER CiaimanNTs PErsoN To €NTER & ORDER
T DENY ALL OF CLAIMANTS . PLEADING S 75P£C.i¢nCaLLY DenYInNG
MO TN T SET ASIOE DEFGULT TUDGMENT AND ORDERS of AS—
SIGNWMENT AND pmoTion FoR AN EVIDENTIARY (HEARING , AnND
AROER. TO oiow CAUSE. 2) T FACT THAT Tt PROCESS SERVIR
EALSIELED TE RETURN 3ERVICE OF PROCESS AND COMM ITTED An
ACT OF FRAUD VPN TWE COURT, THE CaimanT HAS BECN DENLED
WHS DAY in) COURT NHERE COMMISSIONER _ToRY GQERST ENTGAD
A DEFAULT TUDCMENT AGMNST THE CLAIMANT AND CONDULTED An
ABSENTIA AR ING., THE (LAIMANT'S NOLPDENT ACTION  ALLSHED
T DEPRIVATION  of #HS RIGHT TO BE HEARD AND RIGHT To pETi-
Tion) TWHE COURTS, AND RAISED A CONSTITUTIONL ToRT OfF CoNSPIR-
ACY OF THOSE STATE WD TUDICIAL OFFAI CIAMS WidO PART (| PATED
AND ACTED N COLLUSION T ABUSE THE PROCESS , THUS , AULOWED
THE PROCESS SERVER TO NOT PROPERLY SERVE T cwawnm\rr AND
COMMON= LA TorRT OF ABUSE OF THE PROCESS AND TORT OF CONVEL-
SION WIRE RAISED T REDRESS CLAIMANT!S GRIGVANCES OR
LEGAL CLAIMS AND ADTUDICATE THE MERT OF “TWHS [ COAL PAT-
eI TY ACTION.  ACCORDING TO RuLl G0k) SUBSETon. (3) w0 &), 0F
TUE ARIZONA RULES OF CiVIL PROCEDUVRE , SAID PROCEDURN uLl’

ENTITLES  THE UMMANT T CONTEST THE__ERAVD UPONS THE COURT
WHHERE THE PROCESS SERVER. FILLD A EMSE RETURN SERVICE OF PROCSS

(Attach additional sheets as needed.)

ILSF-058 — Complaint Against A Judge ; ¢ 2/29/2008
(Page 2 05¢)



0010-351

ComPLaNT Arc.m NST A JUDGE

AND TREQUVUEST EmUITABLE AND TNTUNCTIVE RELIEF &% A MAT~
Ter of Lawl. HOWEVER | INSTERD OF THE CommiSSIONER AT-
NG N ComPLIANCE mm THE ARIZONA CONSTITUTION, ARTI -
CLE I SECTIONE) 3, (&), (8D, (1), AND ARTICLE VT SECION.
(t4) SuBD (2),(3), (1), AND sl,cTo:\IG) (18), (21), AND BINDING
PRIECEDENT OF -rm? Mazoo\m: COURT DF APP&ALS@_QM MATIN
V. MARTIN, 182 ARIZ. W, 893 R 24 11 (Ct. App. 1994) ; THE
COMMISSIONER SoUGIHT TO NOT ADKEE To ESTABLISHED | AW.
Tl MARTIn Ve MARTIN, SUPRA , T COURT OF APPGALS IHELD
" TUAT WHEN A JUDGMENT 15 VOID, THERE 13 No Timé
LimiT N WHGH To ALE Arwnmor\] ‘To SET- 3106 Juoamadl
For ABUSE OF TWC PROCGSS AND FORL ERAUD PON TUE COURT,

THE CoMMISSIONR ACTING  CoNTRARY To CLSARLY ESTABLISHED
Law EURTHEL SOUGHT o ARBiTRaRILY DNY ClaimanT of
S SUBSTANTIVE anND PROCEDERAL RIGHT 0 PETITION THE
COURTS , IBE HEARD pD HAVE HIS DAY In COURT -TO 1REPRESS
CLAMONT'S QRICVANCES WITKIUT DUE PROCIESS OF (,A‘\/\/) D
SommaniLyY DISMISS CLaImMANT'S INDEPENDENT ACTion
BROUGHT UNDER RULE (:0(c) SUBSECTIONS) (3),(4), AR.C. P, TuT.
ChpLLENGED  THE COURT'S LatK OF JUAISDICTION OVIR CLaim-
eNT'S PERSON AND DEFUALT _JUDGMENT As BENG VoI1D.

MTHOUGH eLaimANT’S moTion) TO o6T- A910E6 JUDGMENT 4anD
WMoTion R EVIDNTIARY KEAUNG  AND ORDER TO sKow CauSE

(Paté 3 oF b)




-~ 2010-351
COMPLAINT AGAINST A JUDGE

|| RALSED  CONSTITUTIONAL 1 33UES  TdAT iNvoLVED TRE

|| PEPRIVATION OF CLAMMANT'S  Fr3T AMENDMENT RiarT TO

I PETiTion) THE COURTS | BE REGARD IN A oPen) COURT To

| REDRESS WS BRACVANCES , FIFTH AmMENDMOJIT RIGHT To NOT
|| BG DEPRIVED oF PROPERTY, wimoUT DUE PROCESS oF Law, AND

| FOURTLENTH AMINDMENT RIGHT THaT PROMIBITS THE STATE

W DEPRIVING ANY PrSON OF PROPERTY, WITHOUT OUE

[ RROCESS OF Law, AND DENYING ANY PERSON (oITHin ITS

JURLSDICTION) TE EQUAL PROTECTION OF TUE Law SECURED

|UNDER. THE V.S, CONSTITUTION & THE COMMNSSIONEL KM LED
|To UPKROLD TE STHIE AND FEDGRAL ConSTITUTion AnD
1| THE LewS of THIS STRTEC ) AND ALSO CRILED TO o0-

TET TRE UAWMANT'S CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS GUARANTEED

Il BY TE amizon/A CoNSTITUTION , ARTicLS T, SECTioN(3)

B), (4),(5) AND CIVIL RIGHTS LAWS ENACTED OR PASSED

BY TUE U.S. CONGRESS NOTING THE ENFIRCEMENT THEREOF .

THE FACTS 1S ALLEGED Herfin)  anD NOTED i CLoimanTs

L PLEADINGS 3SHOWS  SUGH & WILLEUL MISCONOUCT wiilE

ACTING W THE CaPACLLTY GF COMMISSIONEL | AND WILLAL AnD
I INTNTIONAL FALURE o PERIFORM DUTLES In AN IMPARCTAL
|l anD UNBIAS WIANNER , AND DELIBERATE KaLUZE To NOT ABIDE

| BY ESTABLISHED PRECEDENT ofF martin v. WARTIN, SUPRA,

| AD DARNELL Ve DENTOW , 137 ARIZ. 204, 669 P.2d 451 (Ce-bpp.

[463) " WHELS THE COURT OF APPEALS WELD THAT A vVOID JUDEMAl




2010-351
ComPLAINT AGAINST A JuPGE

Mu! BE SET- ASIDE  WITHOUT SUCH A SKOWiNG To nNTITLE A
LITIGANT T RELLEF UNDER RULE 60(c) SuBD (1) 2)B) #.R.C.P.

PRIOR TD THE SUBMISSION OF CLAIWIANT'S | 6. PLEADINGS

THAT WERE SUPPOSELY REG/IEWED BY THE dwm|3SIONR |

THE CLAMART'S a&NT o NOTICE of Clalm ACANST THE

QTATE -anD 15 ACGNTS DATED 01-13-10 ADDRESSED o THE

RISK WanACEMENT DIVISION | ,AND A0 WRETE A CovR

LETTEZ  DATED O09-1S-10 ADDQESSED TO mcretl K JEANGS,

CLEre OF THE CoukT ADVISING eped EWNTITY apouT THE

COURT _FRILURE -TO ADDRESS CLAmaNT’S Topmwlon—LAw TORT

of aBUSE OF THE PROCKSS AND TORT of OnVEZSION, pnD

CONSTITUTIONAL THRTE RWING RISE T STATE AND FEDE-

RAL CaUSE OF ACTION, AND  An) INDEPENDENT ACTioN To

CONTIST  TUE FrauD UPoW THE COURT AnD THE COURT’S

IS DICTION _OVER CLAWIRNT'S PERSON. SEE EXH BIT(S)

@a)®e),

TRE  PROFFERED DOCUMENTARY V) DENCS CONSISTING AS SUCH

AS EXHHBITS) (BY(B)(C) SHOWS THAT TRE CominmISSIDNER CONDULT

VIOLATED TRE CaDE OF JUDICIAL CONDUCT — QENERSL. PRNCIOLE

" THAT o TUDCE SALL JPKDLD AND PROWMDTE THE INDEPED-

ENCE, INTEGRITY, AND IMPARTIALITY OF TWE JUDICIARY Awo SHALL

AVoLD lmﬁﬂopwé‘r‘/ AnD THE  APPEARANCS  OF zmpeoom&w Fozmé&

A-TUDGE SHaLL P2 eorw TS DUTIES OiF JUDICIAL OFACS I1M-

(PAGE 5 Of )




2010-351
COMPLAINT AGAMINST A JUDGE |

|| PRETHALLY, COMPETENTLY AND DILIGENTLY. SINCE TRE PRESIDING
{|DUDEE of THE SUARIOR COURT HAS FAILLD TO ©XEASE SUCH

| ADMINISTRATIVE APERVISION OVER COMMISSIONGRS AND
| PROVIDED NO  PROCEDURAL SAFEAUARD ACHINST AnNY OF Tuf

Comw 6 SIONELS USURPATION OF &w&ﬁ) THE CLAIMANT REREBY

| REQUESTS  TRAT  Anl TAVESTIGATION BE CONDUCTED AND

DiscirLnNARY ACTIONS BE 1wmPoSED IN TS WMATIER .

] TRE UNETHIGAL ACTS AS NOTED W EXHIBIT @) winuTg
|| GNTRY DATED 11-19-10 ATTACKED HERETO , TRAT KavE BN
|| DEmonsTRaTED BY THE CommISSIONGR'S JUDICIAL Wi SCoN-
|| DUCT, MALFEASANCE | MNSFEASANCE AND NON- FEASANCKE SHOWS
|| THAT TUE COMMISSIORER'S TUDICIAL ACTION WAS PRETUO! -
| Clet To THE ADMINISTRATIoN OF JUSTICS . HencE, ThE

CLAMANT s WRaDE Pawms Fatial SHowmG THAT Tt

Il comwn 2 SIONER'S TUDICLAL CONDUCT o EWTER. A VoD
| TUOGMENT 15 UNETIHMCAL , UNtAWAIL AnD ONCONSTITUTIoNAL,
|| AND TMaT THE MWMISSIONR  4BUSED (115/HER) O1SCRGT—
| 1oN  awD mISUSED (HIS/iE) AUTRORITY WHiLE ACTING
|l UNDEL THE (OLOR OF STATE 'LAW, TREREFORE THE CLamAnT
|15 NTITLED T An INVESTIGATION AND CRUITRBLE REUIGF
| pS MATTET OF FACT D Law/.

| CLatmanT BRTHEL SAYTH NOT.

Dol b Pl

|| (k210 'Qo ) Yo C PGS & of Q






