State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 13-075

Judge: No. 1101014614

Complainant: No. 1101014614

ORDER

The complainants alleged a superior court judge was biased, sarcastic, and
made erroneous rulings.

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 complainants, the recordings
of several hearings, and the judge’s response, the commission found no evidence of
ethical misconduct and concluded that the judge did not violate the Code in this
case. Accordingly, the complaint is dismissed in its entirety, pursuant to Rules 16(a)
and 23.

Dated: June 18, 2013.
FOR THE COMMISSION

/sl George Riemer

George A. Riemer
Executive Director

Copies of this order were mailed
to the complainants and the judge
on June 18, 2013.

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

Your name: ludge’s name: % 4 -h-13

. -

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 ty== ~» ~na cida nf tha nanar anly and keep a copy of the complaint for your files.
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COMPLAINT AGAINST A JUDGE

Your Name: Judge’s Name: | Date: 3/20/2013

| am writing in regards to a court hearing | attended on March 11, 2013 at the Courtin
n front of Judge

My first concern is how he made a joke of this case. | cannot quote his exact words, but he
stated he could not wait for this case to leave his courtroom so Judge | 1 family court could “have
some fun” in family court. in my view, that is completely uncalled for and this case is in regards to two
children who deserve respect from a judge. His ruling from the first court date on January 14, 2013, put
both children in danger and has severely traumatized the four year old girl and has put significant fear in
the one year old child. This dependency action is based upon lies from a father that has never been a
part of his daughter’s life, which brings up my second concern.

It was clearly evident in court that day the judge had not read any of the information presented

to him and he even commented to that effect. It was brought up on several occasions by the AAG

.and the Attorney for the mother that if all parties present
in the courtroom actually read through all the information presented, the discussions being had would
not be taking place. | find this very disturbing because there is a reason disclosures are being made and
motion’s are being presented to the court. | will say this again that this case is in regards to the best
interest of these two children and a judge who ultimately has the final say should be reading everything
presented to him in depth so he can make a well informed decision, instead of making a comment well |
guess | did not see/read that or letting one attorney in particular run his courtroom.

Another concern is that the judge seems to let one attorney run his courtroom which is Attorney
for Father She is the one who filed the private dependency petition to begin
with based on lies, which have all been proved lies in the 134 page motion written by the AAG for the
State of Arizona representing CPS. In my mind, if she wrote a dependency petition based on lies, why is
he giving any credit to a dishonest attorney.

Finally, the way the judge addresses the mother seems to be very condescending. He addresses
the fathers as and but when it comes to the mother of both children,
he simply refers to her as “mother” in a sarcastic way, instead of

Thank you for your time in hearing my concerns regarding Judge |

With Respect,





