State of Arizona
COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 12-228

Complainant: No. 1449910209A

Judge: No. 1449910209B

ORDER

The complainant alleged a superior court judge made an improper ruling on his
appeal because he failed to consider several relevant documents.

The responsibility of the Commission on Judicial Conduct is to impartially
determine if the judge engaged in conduct that violated the provisions of Article 6.1 of
the Arizona Constitution or the Code of Judicial Conduct and, if so, to take appropriate
disciplinary action. The purpose and authority of the commission is limited to this
mission.

After reviewing the information provided by the complainant, the commission
found no evidence of ethical misconduct and concluded that the judge did not violate
the Code in this case. The commission does not have jurisdiction to review the legal
sufficiency of court rulings. Accordingly, the complaint is dismissed in its entirety
pursuant to Rules 16(a) and 23.

Dated: September 21, 2012.
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 21, 2012.

This order may not be used as a basis for disqualification of a judge.
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July 29, 2012

RE: Memorandum of Appeal!
Superior/Appeals Court Case No. CT2011
Justice Court Case No. TR2010

Mr. George Riemer,

In that Green valley Justice Court-Precinct No.7 "certified" MY MEMORANDUM OF APPEAL:
"PERFECT(ED)";

In advance of Justice Court forwarding alleged perfected Memorandum of Appeal to
PIMA COUNTY SUPERIOR/APPEALS COURT:

1) JUDGE while making specific note that EXHIBIT(S) WERE CLEARLY MISSING from my
ALLEGED PERFECT(ED) MEMORANDUM OF APPEAL, ERRED IN HANDING DOWN HIS DECISION
WITHOUT FIRST RETURNING SAID IMPERFECT(ED) APPEAL BACK TO LOWER JC COURT.

TO HAVE SAID NOTED MISSING EXHIBIT(S) OBTAINED, INCLUDED AND THEN HAVE RETURNED:
PERFECTED MEMORANDUM OF APPEAL TO SUPERIOR/APPEALS.

2) ONCE JUDGE THEN RECEIVED PERFECTED MEMORANDUM OF APPEAL
with ALL EXHIBIT(S) included therein, Judge then would be able to determine the
validity based on the merits of my

Memorandum of Appeal.

IN JUDGE MAKING HIS DECISION WHILE SPECIFICALLY NOTING SAID MISSING
EXHIBIT(S) DIRECTLY RELATED TO MY FORMAL COMPLAINT vs PIMA COUNTY SHERIFF' DEPUTY,
in and of itself clearly demonstrates that Judge and Pima County Superior/Appeals Court
ARE CLEARLY PARTIAL and PREJUDICED vs my case, my claims, my rights and

"Fair and Equal Justice" NOT applying to my person,

as the missing exhibit(s) clearly bring into serious question more than the mere

"character and LACK of credibility of the deputy, Green Valley Justice Court, Pima County
Superior/Appeals Court  and Judge , himself".

GROSS NEGLIGENCE is but the beginning of defining these individuals and entities and their
unlawful acts, at more than just my most basic expenses, rather, the expense of humanity and
our legal system, wherein

JUDICIAL MISCONDUCT is also but the beginning to define the acts of the specific herein
courts/judges.








