State of Arizona
COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 11-148

Complainant: No. 1420210034A

Judge: No. 1420210034B

ORDER

The complainant alleged that a superior court judge threatened him, made
inappropriate inquiries and suggestions, and issued incorrect rulings. The commission
reviewed the complaint and the case history and found no evidence of ethical misconduct
on the part of the judge. The primary allegations concern disagreements with the judge’s
rulings, which are outside the jurisdiction of the commission. Accordingly, the complaint is
dismissed in its entirety pursuant to Rules 16(a) and 23.

Dated: September 6, 2011.
FOR THE COMMISSION

/sl George Riemer

George A. Riemer
Executive Director

Copies of this order were mailed

to the complainant and the judge
on September 6, 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: 24 MAaM 291\

Instructions: You can use this form or plain paper of the same size to file a complaint. Please describe in your own
words what the judge did that you believe constitutes judicial misconduct. Be specific and list all of the names, dates,
times and places that will help us understand your concerns. You may attach additional pages but not original court
documents. Print or type on one side of the paper only, and keep a copy of the complaint for your files.
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O DuriNe A PRE-TRIAL RESDLUTION CONFERENCE, T @3T&E
QUBEESTED THAT T wWoked BE Wittipne To DPROP THE WHOLE
CASE , TTHE 1Mo TUDELE ASKED ME TFE T WAS THREATEN -
-ING t—HM;AND THAT WE CcOULD TAWNL ME, T STATED

THAT T CERTAINLY WAS NOT THREATEMNING M, AND HAVE

; NO jNTeNT)pN TO, Hird ASKIN & ME T—#A;LW AND
1 M&_;MM%K Ris5ussion

T EELT T ENTHIDATED . WY ATTORNEY MICHAEL E, FARROW ESG WAS A WITMESS,
® THE TUDGE ALSO Gk THEN SUGGESTED T Ltv¥E—1m-A

ACCEPT AND LAVE IN A SEcoND PIECE OF MARITAL PROPERTY wik(cH
1% A—::ftz A RENTAL AND ALREADY lzam*nb AND WOoETH rA(L

LESS THAN THE MA—:N MARATAL RBSIDENCE «m—&r-ilﬁ X HAD RESiDED
BEFoLE THE MARATAL 1 ATULST) ozﬁ AS PARY OF THE SETTLEMENT
A28 MENT, THAT WAS AN w\}FAAR ofFFeR ., AND BIASED. =2 DEc ~-

—LINED THE SETTLEMENT, MY LAWYELR MICHAEL E, FARLOW 54

WAS A WITNESS . T CONTINUED To Trant, PPoDUuceD 3% svo,
HoRe UeN EVIDENGE . AND Recte RECTUVED FAR LESS THAN HALF OF

T THE SETTLEMENT GFFER L A VerY BiASE D SETTLEMaENT AND DECREE.
® THE SUDGES THREATS WERE £GREGIOUS AND HOSTILE TOWARD S
ME . MY ATTOENEY HMICHABL E. FARROW WAS PRESENT, AND A WITNESS,
® THe JVDGLE HAS K DISABIATY To RENDER A BFAI\R AND IMPAR -
=“TiaL DecisionN . HE HAS RewerseRlRed (N-THE P4sr REEN
CENSORED [N THE PAST Fol FAuLTY JUDGE MENT, AND pMS TUDGE-
“MENT \S6 sTILL FAULTY 8 IN THIS D15SQLUTioN CASE
THAT HE AND T HAVE BZEN TNVOLVED N,

(Attach additional sheets as needed). — @
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COMPLAINT AGAINAT A TUDGE. <conNT, .
FE. DECREEC OF D155DLUTIDN oF MHARRI AGE,
® TN SecTioN X OF THE DECREE OF DI\SSoLuTION
OF MARRAAGE | CASE NO. DG 201000 485') MY EX-
~5PouUSE WAS ORDERED To PAY HME #3425 ,00. BN
$€cTioN IT " RESPONDENT St (MED, SHALL PAY To
| Pa‘rmowz-,& f\ Soo,® lowARD R%P'DNDEN‘T5 (Me),
ATTORNEX 'S Fees AND costsl This 15 anlate AN
EXAMPEE OF THE JUDGES |NEFFECTIVE ABILATY
0 RENDER. THE DUSINESS OF THE coueTs,
® Sec IL £ PROPERTY DivisioN. Z D'D NoT
WAMVE MY INTEREST 1N THE PETI T ONERS SOUAAL
YecaUTY (NEOME, T HRED A COuURT REPORTEAR
WHO CAN VEMPNY THAT. ANOTHER £XAMPLE OF
THE JUDGES s AND PooR 5uDGEMENTAND BEAAVI OR. .
0 Tie PROVISIONS OF THE DEcEE OF DiGS0 LU T)oN)
WERE NOT"EAIR- AND ERUTABLE ¢ BASED ON THe
TUDGES EAULTLY | INEFFECTIVE, BIASED, UNFAIR
TlﬂﬁAT@NlMQ tMP&o\"ﬁ(?— PEHAVIOR DUVRUN G
W/HDM)NMT{LAJT\DN orz THE COURTS BUSINESS.,

Loain) ON THe PART OF Tue JUDGE,
® THE JUDGE STATED THAT The ProPepTy
DwWis1ON WaS NOoT B2 comfre@Troy COPRRLT, BVT
4D GooD eNOUGH, bR SOMET HIN G “TO THAT
EFFecT, ANOTH&(L EXAMPLE OF idPlofep
[UNPA R w AND A AaS7 D Bat+A~\Mo{L
ON HS PART. tHe BYXACT STATEMEZETWNT WAS
@zco@bw BY THE CouRy (e foTef~ ,

THE SUDGE WAS UNETHCAL IN HS %ﬁA—\/so(L

’réwmw ME, HY LAWYERS  THE COURT  AND MY E¥-%foUSE,




THE
o THe TUDGE ATA PRLTRAL REsoLuTioN

MANAGE MENT CONRFRLENCE ASKED HNE \F 2
PAD %o Evel GBEN To COUNCELING ~ AN
INAPPLOPRAATE CUBSTIDN AND BEHAVIOR ON

S PART., 2 STATED 2 HAD E=rebkdtezuappl
TN CALUF RE: JUSTICE COURT MANDATE, AND
ORDERZ oF TROTECTIDN ,WHCH HE SENED, It
THEN TALIKED OF PALAN I NG 6olbF IN A Y WHERE
T COUNCEQLED . GOLF 1S AN INATPPOPRAATE

SypTEC T AND BEHAWDE To DISCUSs DURNG A
RE20LUT(OA) MANAGENENT CONFERENCE , HE

, uwp The TROVBLE THAT T KAD BEEN IN ASA
£ NASED LEVERAGING FORM OF NECOT ATIANE,
oN MY 67( 6fouse:s BEHALE. ANY TRoUBLE T HMAD
PEEN \n]l WS S RSSO 15 %D,)vm COVRT
NAMN DATE ¢« THE JUDCE. WAS STiLL USiING MY
Plaole TROUPLE. AGAWST ME. UNETHCEA) NASED
AND_yonforoftapste. BRllavior & THe Tubde,
TDOWARD S ME, He |\nWHUED SOMETHIN G WAS

W RONG WTH ME  WITHOUT GEING A 3lEAALIST )
THE MEDICAL Frecd alp peeD THAT AGMNST ME.
nY AToeNe H\o#/cn £. FARROW  EAB, wWAS (ReeNT,
AND A WAT rm% TO THH CoNV%k‘V?O/\’

¢ THe JUDGE NEVER HEARD AN ORDER. OF
QROTRECTION THAT HAD PEEN Prack® ufor ME,
BY thM na ;2010 EvEN Troveh B REQUESTED
THAT THEZ ORDER- BE CONTESTED) SEVERAL
TIMES, THROVGH MY ATTORNEY, % TUDGE
ALS0 (’uAc@b S A SELDND @.OFP uPonN HE |

THe. DAY OF THE ACTVAL TS50V TIDN H'EA-@ANG',)
A Year- LaTir. | For- NO omR( OTHER- CFASON THAN
THE ﬁ(wﬂ'(wrhan:z HAD NOT HROKEN) EXCEfT —P
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THAT THE TSSO LUTION WAS FTiLL ONRSOINS,
THE VPR ALE ENDED THAT DAY, AND 2 AM

LERT Wi TH AN ORDER. 0F PROTECT DN, Witk
PlELLUDES M2 TROM MY LUNE 6F WORK | AND
ASAeD vy (EmDiNgG APPLUCATION W T H THE
GARIRA VISTA PoLicie DEPART MENT, BEcA@PSE

OF T T s NEFARMOU S ORDER oF PROTECSIDA,
The. opdee- &F Plovecsion (5D WELE |
COMBPANED WITH THE. D850V TION CASE  Ac
[HAND LD P THE SAME TUDGE, WITH PAULTY

| BpertAvIoR—, AFTER MOLEB- THHAN OMNE YEAR-
oF NOT BEING HOMNE, 6~ CONTACTING M‘( BEX—
-sfouse, THe ORDER (1Y %&V“‘TAD

15T rdar.%w H«m@b 1N CovET. (bv-m HY
Pranious ATTORNENS oF RECORD MY ex-Sfousk,

| pep- ATTORNEY The cover @EfoRTER AND
ANDONE BLBE |0 THAT CoURS RoDM ¢ CANNCT
CeovE TikaeT THAT (THoSE) oR-DBRS oF (ROTECTIDAY
WEAE HEARD., THIS BEHAWOCR BY THS SUDGE
16 10-Bx CoSABLE | INATPRDPMATE,) UNFAR | PAASED
CONTEMPTABLE AND JVsT Praind woNe,
|estoveD e ZrovED TFROM THE BeEmncH FoR- \HS
| PAD DEMAMDE , W WAS 2. NOT Q&IVEN THE
lgame offorcruncTyY To 4?&4:\46)an~>3 MY SELF,
AN ‘Nfc‘i‘ SUDGE S C9 ORK (ZoOM- 'S BE MY
GOD "’ HE 16 NOT A 6oDD JTUDGE, HE 15 A vr,e»(
werl, s PERSON | WHO DOLSNT Do—tusop
PEAVE Wi, wi.m.a PRENDANG OVER- CASER,
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8 Wih=Eu W LefFulL HMIScoNDUey 1N OFFRICE,

0 =BV  WILLFOL AND PERSMISTANT PALURE

0 PREFORH DVUTIES ,

0 tABTUAL INTEMPERANCE

® (PerranENT DISAPAUTIES THAT INTERLFERLE
WITH TJVUDiciAL DUVTIES,

| @ CoNDVCT THAT BEINGS THE TUDICIAL 1NT
DierefuTeE, ,

@ A v=e= 16 L ATION oF THe coPe of suDia AL
CONDLET,

| N crosNg, 2 DEUEVE THS FUB&GZS
PEHAVIOR- R WAR INAPPROPRAATE AND
|PETA MENTAL. To MY 3ELF ANnD "THE Cou X
ZMSTEM , HE SouLP BF REMOVED FEOM THE BENCH,

D, UNTATR-






