State of Arizona
COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 11-071

Complainant: No. 1415110494A

Judge: No. 14151104948

ORDER

The complainant alleged that a municipal court judge mishandled his dispute
resolution hearing and was biased because of a conflict of interest involving the opposing
party. The commission reviewed the allegations and found no evidence of ethical miscon-
duct on the part of the judge. The complainant did not agree with the way the judge
conducted the hearing but did not actually raise any allegations of ethical misconduct, and
there was no evidence that the judge had a conflict that would have required his
disqualification. Accordingly, the complaint is dismissed in its entirety pursuant to Rules
16(a) and 23.

Dated: June 28, 2011.
FOR THE COMMISSION

/s/ Keith Stott

Executive Director
Copies of this order were mailed

to the complainant and the judge
on June 28, 2011.

This order may not be used as a basis for disqualification of a judge.
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JUDGE'S NAME: PAGE3 OF 3

1) THE JUDGE DIDN’T PROMOTE APPEARANCE OF INDEPENDENCE BY NOT LETTING ME RESPONSE TO
STATEMENT BY MRS. KAYLOR OR HER DAUGTHER OR QUESTION DOCUMENTS PRESENTED IN THE

PROCEEDINGS. THE DOCUMENTS IN QUESTION ASSUALTED EITHER MY WIFE OR MY CHARACTER.

NOR DID HE ALLOW US TO PRESENT EVIDENCES TO PROVE OUR STATEMENT. IN SHORT. THEIR WAS A
LACK INTEGRITY ON JUDGE PART DURING THE PROCEEDINGS.

PLEASE, REFER THE ATTACHMENT FOR THE FOLLOWING VERTIFICATION OF THE ABOVE STATEMENT:

A) PAGE 3 OF 9 ITEM #3

B) PAGE 4 OF 9 ITEM #4

C) PAGES5 OF 9 ITEMS #5 & 6
D) PAGE 6 OF 9 ITEM #7

E)PAGE7OF9ITEM#8 JUDGE DIDN'T ASK WHO OWN THE WALL THAT WAS BEING
SPRAYED.

F) PAGE 8 OF 9 ITEM #9 JUDGE REFUSED TO LET ME RESPONSE

G) PAGE 9 OF 9 ITEM #10 THIS DEALS WITH THE APPEARANCE OF IMPROPRIETY AND CONFLICT WITH
THE JUDGE OBLIGATION TO HIS OFFICE. ALSO TO HIS STATEMENT DEALING WITH MY

HOMEOWNER'’S INSURANCE POLICY AS STATED.

NOTE: SEE THE ATTACHED SHEET FOR FURTHER EXPLANATION.






