State of Arizona
COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 11-125

Complainant: No. 1418610580A

Judge: No. 1418610580B

ORDER

The complainant alleged that a superior court judge improperly denied his motion
even though the state failed to properly respond. The commission reviewed the matter and
found no evidence of ethical misconduct. Whether the judge ruled properly is a legal issue
outside the jurisdiction of the commission, and deciding to accept the state’s untimely
response was within the discretion of the judge. Accordingly, the complaint is dismissed
in its entirety pursuant to Rules 16(a) and 23.

Dated: August 3, 2011.

FOR THE COMMISSION

/s/ George Riemer
George A. Riemer
Executive Director

Copies of this order were mailed
to the complainant and the judge
on August 3, 2011.

This order may not be used as a basis for disqualification of a judge.
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COMPLAINT AGAINST A JUDGE

Your Name: , Judge’s Name: Date: 09/0¥/ 1)

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.

ON. B4Rl , WHILE IN THE PRESENCE OF “THE HON: ) RDVISORY COUNSEL 3y
Rock ANG E{Dfedna)) . INITIATED The MoST FONDAMGATIAL RULE W ALLORDANCE
o hmzom‘éuuss OF CRIMINAL. PROCEGOORES RULE 36.1 () BEcAuss TRAY STRYE cLedety
WRWVED THaR Riadnt TO ResPanill. Hon. Toek tThe 3o UPod - HIMSELE
To PROCEED ONIV ON A DEAXED DORMANT REGNSIDERAN MVouwill 4  MRLQOLI MOTvG
Townes ADVIRY Coonsel, AND T (Deudant). ) WHICH 15 cLEAR TTHE DEFEnDART
IS Aol 1N HIGH JeopARDY To AN UNFAIR TRWL RECAUSE OF \HE Won.
MiSCoandoct.
NSO DEFenthniN , IN PRo- PER FILED A MSTIOR TRgsueH INMATE LELAL SERUK:
(1) ON 03117 AND SeT 1T To BE HEARD . OO O3/s7#. DEFENOAMIT MITION
wWhAS NEVER SeT On Hone , Dockel To RE Acknopatili, HErkD) OR ARGUED .
ANOW MY CURIOSTY 15 WHAT CONSTIUTEs HON. Conbuct UNDER Suck
cifcoms TN msmwfm TINERS 15 AT LEWST THE KPEPRRAKKE . P NOT THE -
EAT OF; PREJUDE W THe MANNGR. IN. WHICH ' SUDGE” MAS “HANDLE. AL THE
AT HAND "MATTERS INCTHE PREENT CASE AGMISY - DEFEADANT S TAMTEREST TTHSSE. INCLUDE THE
GRANY 5F THE MO0 FOR AR INVESRGITOR. AN EUIERT WITNESS BT THEN Never Ewier
AN ORDER Vo EFECUTE THRT.GRANT- T hus:betrving THI; DEFenBAUT OF IMPORTANT: DEFeNsE -
Agsag Also Haumes Ammy canise_ARNGE A me ALR@W Dcmg@ﬂmwsfwﬂmmw

S\mu'ﬁ D\Fﬂtﬂﬂw%* ' ﬁH’% WS ROV %&6» macw«iw "JODGE
2COURT-TEHAT. muamm‘ Y ATIEMAT A% DOS ' PrOLESS. TRV CokDUCT DOES

NeT PRAOMAIE- FAITH INTHE: JUBILIAL SYSTEM, QUITE THE OPPASITE,THIS JLD6GE HAS

BEEN CompLETELY PARTIAL: (N FAVOR OF THE STHE MV EVERY ToRW. X REVEVE MosiLY

(Attach additional sheets as needed., )

ILSF-022 - Judicial Complaint ‘ o . ‘ 31109






