State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 14-119

Judge: No. 1104714888A

Complainant: No. 1104714888B

ORDER

The complainant alleged a superior court commissioner acted unethically by
signing a legally defective search warrant.

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 review, 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: May 28, 2014.
FOR THE COMMISSION

/sl George A. Riemer

George A. Riemer
Executive Director

Copies of this order were mailed
to the complainant and the judge
on May 28, 2014.

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

Name: _ Judge’s Name:

Instructions: Use this form or plain paper of the same size to file a complaint. Deseribe in your own words
what you believe the judge did that you believe constitutes Judicial misconduct. Be specific and list all of the
names, dates, times, and places that will help the commission understand your concerns. Additional pages may
be attached along with copies (not originals) of relevant court documents. Please complete one side of the paper

T idges take ad onth 1o cphors Hhe Inks wvdse Falo 3.2 of the Judical

Condnet as well As take an aath to Comply with the law wuncln Bule li/..
In His &Jmpﬁa'w"', J:.Jse d/d wot ec)ﬂ\ﬂ(/y w/'f'{
Atteoa |aw ad phold AR.S. 13:U3 reguirements whew siguing
4% OonN f%e M‘{'ﬂcl\ed S‘éﬁ}rc.(. W Al T,
‘ﬂ{g exHB:T Attached 1o 4{23 Comp/ﬁ{u{' :'s 'f'(\e vary GrsT pﬂje
A Sedud;. WaccamtT 48 My pmac ‘H\ﬂ' .I»w\se .S','a.o€4
& Senrch wecsen that D\d woT Comply wi 4“'20”4. iA@,ﬂergCora
V{o(&“us Ye Ruleg that Judqe Yol A oﬁh’ to wphold.
hs B resutt, mavivg Judge liable &r A Judleat
rStonduet violetion, This violation i wawﬁlb because
Jwég% ove Qveﬁmeé Jco Koow ‘5’{*\8- \Owo Aud H& reguﬂwemefd"é.
The \aw “\'Q\A"r WAS dew\\\ v%o\w\ ?:L Gs :ruéﬁe,
is G\RS. 3-3°0% which glates 'w post -n'\\tt‘{' all search
WALPENYS tmusy Name or AeSu‘\ba A PetsonN , AS poNE CAN See
bv_\ +‘Q\e. oy%o»ckcé exle‘.h ‘H\i& \Au) \‘eao-itemehﬂ‘ wnrs NOYT

U@‘\&l& e \wdae
‘Pk(‘\s? C?mr(nluf s Simole, TF A Se/wd\ WAy ANt

et comes belore \‘Su,ése and Hhe very Qust Prqe








