State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 14-278

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER

The complainant alleged a superior court judge and superior court
commissioner are not properly supervising county adult probation department staff.

The responsibility of the Commission on Judicial Conduct is to impartially
determine if the judicial officer’s 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
1s limited to this mission.

The commission does not have jurisdiction to review the legal sufficiency of
the judicial officers’ rulings. In addition, the commission found no evidence of
ethical misconduct and concluded that the judicial officers did not violate the Code

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

Dated: October 8, 2014
FOR THE COMMISSION

/s/ George A. Riemer

George A. Riemer
Executive Director

Copies of this order were mailed to the
complainant, the judge, and the commissioner on
October 8, 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. Describe in your own words
what you believe the judge did that 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 only, and
keep a copy of the complaint for your records.

e “THE COMPLRINRNT) MR, 1S p VaTRRR. pEpSoN) “THAT
— 1S oW PRORBTION YITH COUNTM. PRORGITION,

— STANCES OF THIS S)\TUATION) BN BEING B NoN-NTTRRADEY /)
PLERS —T0 ~THIS COMMISSION ~ Fog BN INAEP ENDRNT DETER -

AN BTION 4

2 OF S



by 2

B

5,

PRCE 3 oF S

ON ME, PETITIONED “THE COURT

FoL WMePIFICETION OF MRoB, CcoNbMoNS [SEE CoueT FILE

oNLNE]

—THE ISSUES beERIVED FROM THE __ (arTemed]
BM  AMMLT pROBETION OFFICER

AWVD HEL SUPERVISDE ' TTD VIpLBT & HIM

unbdYLLY EFLE‘ME SEE SXNBIT A~ L)Pnessj-nn_s
wiLe Nore [ “J 1S Rpiser 10 THIC Vel
/

DLTRICA — Led) CTHY R E PORT

RETELR MR, _UNDULLY ENBURED - bpYS IN :mu,/
CN | NHE . PLON COUNSelL—PpodecTDL
MR, ENTRINGD THE PUBLIC DeFL)beRS wipTioN

f

pND TUNGE —~ DISMISSED » [/Eze EXHIBIT
B- Q pPROES.)

THEN | THE NPMEY OFFICERS EN GHGED |0 A CHLCULAT €D
CAMPRIGN OF ABUWSE ¢F AUTHOMTY PND RCTAURBTION; N
NI TUTING . Conb JTIONS THAT RRE B SYoNb THE WRITTen)
UNIFORM RULES OF CoNDITIONS AND prBiTAY HYNES
~THOHT “THEY HRVE bpoNe Fok ANID CeRVe
NO LEGTIMBTE /RENABILATATIV E PURPOSE, Hence,
“HE MomioN “To MobiFY  [plede ces eXHWIBIT C—
2 rpcES])



9.

10,

s

R

701 %

MONTHS ELAPSED AVA TJULRCE cLERL S

EMPILED 0 —THE on (2D 0CCHESIONS,~TO

REPWM, -THE COURT DID NorT NITIFY ME-—~— T
MmINUTE enTeies oF THESE () INcher ]

oN SUPSRVUOL Mo NTHS
“THE MEMO coNSTEN oF (NEW] NoN- WIUE

REVIVED [ ] IMUES TTHOT ARE FRRRIZHTED
AND MISCHRARACTERIZES AND AN OBVIOU S

MR,

PLRINT OF TUACE —T0 JUNCE

@.Eﬂie SEE OoNLINE CoUZT bocKeT |

oN

“THE FILEN “THEIL MEMO— TSUAGCE

FACTS BY MR, ; nm:[&zmeu MY MoTioN

G:Lcme SEE EYIBIT F_| PS )F JUDCE

PWMTING THE REPLY (MeMo) T bedY MY MoTIoN,

e 7

PREE H OoF 5

DISCOVER ER “THIS RY pPccidb T, [Plede See oNUNC

LHTER) FILED N Eﬁ)bm’@ MeMeo T THe COULT,

DeMONCTRANION OF TTHE EXACT WILLFUL BRUSE
OF PUTHOLITY— OF LOHM == FILED MOBIF ICh—
“TioN) MOTION » [PLERSE SEE EXHIBIT b—3 PACES)

) Fien —susmirren (2D LETTERS OF oM

STHE ComMISS)oN) NoTES—THE SBME bay

RLL OF TS cNTENT — COMPARED “TO D UPUTED WMAETERIAL

Lhs

o



PACE S OF S

13, BOTH TubCE RND - ORVIDUSLY) b IS~

RECARDED MY CREDIBLE COMPLAINTS ACHNINIT —THEILR
SUB2RDINATES — NoT ENSURING— INPIRING PUBLIC

CONFIDEeNCE N THE TSUubICIARY .

IN,| == PSSERT “Mipy JubGe = uveTHcd HBAALED AU
DENIEDN MY MoTioN) AND —THRT HE HAD No LEGHL TUMRCHh—

“TIoN FO& DOINEG, ACTED UNCTHICLY IN COwlib ERINE A

[UNDHTED] .. L¥Te MemMo— A B RPLY AND RS B MATER
OF FRRNES — Shulh OF ENTeled p DFAULT ‘TUudGeMedT
IN MR, - FWoe ,

SUBMITTEN THIS DRy oF

D “TRUE CoPY OF THE FOLE EPINEC PLACED IN THE

RELPECTIVE BoOXES OF BOTH SUDGCES NT COURT—
Hous g . “THIS SAMe DpY OF






