
This order may not be used as a basis for disqualification of a judge. 

 

State of Arizona 

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT 

Disposition of Complaint 13-152 

Judge:   No. 1022914545A 

Complainant:   No. 1022914545B 

ORDER 

The complainant alleged a justice of the peace ignored numerous violations of 
her rights by several other justices of the peace.  

 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. Accordingly, the complaint is dismissed in its entirety, 
pursuant to Rules 16(a) and 23. 

Dated: July 18, 2013. 

FOR THE COMMISSION 

 

  /s/ George Riemer 
George A. Riemer 
Executive Director 

 
Copies of this order were mailed 
to the complainant and the judge 
on July 18, 2013. 
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, Defendant/Counterclaimant, pro per ("Defendant',)
ln the atter submits this Motion For Reconsideration
of the May 23r 2013 "Review order" of 

obstruction of 
fraudulent complaint and fraudulent concealment, denying Defendant
the exercise of her statutory and Constitutlonal civil rights and
rlghts to due process'Defendant has no knowledge &*,tt'e.xffiarcr=5mctj.r,e
rrr rfply b cass fild frjtr to Jar:ary 1t n13
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 , Defendant/CrossComplainant, Pro Per
("Defendant") in the above-entitled matter, hereby submits her
Motion for Reconsideration of r-he ORDER of Justice of the Peace
and Preslding .Tudge of the , Judge

of the t dated May 23, 2013

Ond m4rl_ed to Defendant on lrtay 30, 2013 f6r
the reasons set forth j_n the following:

l. Judge as ignored/not addressed Defendant's
It{otlon For Transfer to the County Superior Court to which
Defendant has a right to reguest in view of the Superior Courtrs
supervisory role over the Justice Courts and is not involed in

.' the biasr PreJudice, obstruction of justlce, consplracyr prejudlce,
failure to comply wlth the ARep, the ARS and the "new JCRCP, the
Federal "Fair Deby collection Practices Actrr ( "FDePAr') thus denylng
my Constltutional rlght to due process/civil rights;

2. Judge  denies defendantrs rtght to "approve'
the assignment of this case with the absurd splitting of trairs
as to my right to approve a Judge to whom this case wa$ assigned.
My filing to get the name of the assigned to Judge was my right to
know and been notlced..I never received any Notice whatsoever.
If Judge believes that Plaintiff/CounterDefendant ( "P1aintiff" )

had the right to file a response to my Motion For Name of Judge
was NOT MY RIGIIT lO KNOW NOR APPROCE, the Court granted Pl"aintiff rs

objectlon. It ls preposterous to think that the Court can deny a
litigant her right to know the name of the ,Iudge to which her case
had been assigned subjtec, of course, to her approval;

r J. Judge as been copled, by Defendant, of
numerous Motlons by Defendant, reguestingramong otherp,
b ocnFl Plairtiff to orply wlth e@ T(trE 26.1 - 3t ; Adminlstratlve Review of
case hlstory and consistant denlals of most every statutory right
of Defendant; refusal to correct and clarify docket; refusat to
sanction Plaintiff for assigning, WIrHOUr NOTICE OF APPEARANCE
another attorney (not employecl by Plaintlffrs attorneys); scheduling
trial dates without any filing, pursuant to ARCP Rule 3g.1...
Certlficate of Readlness and Motlon to Set;
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.Irfie review Order, sent to him by JP Judge

has, effectively, approved the actions and inactions cornplained of/documented.

4. Commencing with , this case
was bounced to who has been, upon public
information an d noticed of violations
of ex-party rules FfVE TIMES; The court must note that Judge 

 voluntarily withdrew from this ease"and assigned thls case
to .  had the choice of assigning
this matter to the Superior Court of County or leave the
assignment/transfer to the Justice Court entity which has that
authority. Judge of the

 Court who proeeeded to deny Defendantrs statutory
and congtltutlonal rights.including not notlcing hls assignment
regardless of Defendantrs Motion reguesting it;

5. The Court has copies of Defendant's affidavlts stating
she belleves, BASED oN THE REcoRD, the-t she qaanno!..g_et_a fair,
unbiased, ngn-prejudicial trial in this matteri

6. A11 are under
Lhe supervision of the Presidlng

), Therefore, all vi
DOCUMENTED wrrH STATUTORY REFERENCES, have been done while the
presiding Judge did NOTHING. Defendant belleves there ts some things
unlawfur and corruptive in the ustiee courts;

7. fhls matter was brought ff as a "Breach of
contract" civil action. PLAINTITF, By AND THRoUGH ITS AT$ORNEYS,

S,TfIED A FRAUDULENT COIIiPLAINT alleging that
De.fendant breached an appllcatlon/agreement entered into between
Defendant and Bank of America. THE E.ACTS"_+RE TII4T_ Np qUCH APPLICATIONI
AGREEUENT IIAS EVER BEEN DISCLOSED AND THE BANK OT AUERICA AND

rI.A CARD SERVICES, N.A. Do NoT HAVE ANY sUcH coPY. What,'conTract,,
was broken? Itrs a fabrieated ',ghost"1

8- have refused
to copy the e breached/
unpaid yeL has disclosed an Affidavit of plaintiff's own
employee stating that the complete electronic records were turned
over to Praintiff, sai-d records kept "in the ordinary course of
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business" by Bank of America.
9. The alleged "accountt' plaintiff disclosed only

two statements for- State an accoun trhd ch Plaintif f
c-raj-ms was rrcharged-off" in June, 2009..TIIE f'Acr rs, from my credit
reports, that account number the Bank of America
account chafged off. AND a redacted atleged s[tredule states the
aecount was .TIIREE ACCOUNT NUTI{BERS.

!0. Plaintiff, by and through tts
HAVE/ARE FRAUDULENTLY CONCEALING THE applica
records of none of these accounts, except fo
for the account.

Judge failed/refused to address rs Motion to transfer/
assign this case to the t4aricopa County Superior based on my affidavit
claiming, based on the ttcompletett reeord in
could not get a fair and equitable trial in
Justice Courts, currently presided over b,y J
Whatever goes on behind the scenes at the
Courts and whatever goes on between sald j
with Plaintiffs and/or plaintiff,s attorneys
iIlegal, corruptlve, biasedr prejudtced, ove
to do their Judiclal mandate, incompetance a
scenario thus denying, in this case, the Def
the A.R.S., the A,R.C.P, the JCRCp and the F
PTACTICES Act.

tike the fox guarding the hen house,
those who he is mandated to oversee. TI{IS IS

THEREFORE, upon the complete pleadings
lncluded herein by reference, and the stat
respectfully requests that the Court reconsi
llay 23,2013 (not malled until May 30, 2013)
Motion to Transfer/Asslgn this case to the
Court.

. Defendant also respectfuLly requests t
costs, fees and expenses and punitlve damage
case and for personal injuries.

Defendant requests/demands that a revi

ttorneys, 
ion/agreement and the
two statements

his matter, that f
he  County

County Justice
es (and pro tem judges)
appear to be

-reaching, refusal
a "good old boyst'

ndantrs civlI rights,
ir Debt Collection

ge  protects
NOT JUSTICE.

in this case,
nts hereln, Defendant
er its Order dated
and grant Defendant's

County Superior

e Court grant her the
related to this

w of this case be
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done by the County Superior Court whlch has, as Defendant
believes, has the superior authority to conduct same.

Defendant also asks that if this Motion for Reconsideration
is beyond the time l1mit that the Court a1lows any additional time
as Defendant suffers from serious respiratory disease and has been
quite i1t for the past two weeks.

RESPECIrULLY SUBMITTED this 16th. day of June, ZO13

tr




