State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 15-191

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER

The complainant alleged a superior court commissioner (now retired) altered
the electronic case record and made improper rulings in a family law matter.

The responsibility of the Commission on Judicial Conduct is to impartially
determine if the commissioner 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 commissioner’s rulings. In addition, the commission found no evidence of ethical
misconduct and concluded that the commissioner did not violate the Code in this
case. Accordingly, the complaint is dismissed in its entirety, pursuant to Rules 16(a)
and 23.

Dated: August 19, 2015
FOR THE COMMISSION

/s/ George A. Riemer

George A. Riemer
Executive Director

Copies of this order were mailed to the
complainant and the commissioner on
August 19, 2015.

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



I understand the commission cannot reverse court orders or assign a new judge
to a case.

I declare, under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing information and the facts I
have provided upon which my allegations of judicial misconduct are based are
true and correct.

Signature:

Date:

INSTRUCTIONS

Use the following space or plain paper of the same size to explain your complaint. Explain
why you believe what the judge did constitutes judicial misconduct. Be specific and list the
names, dates, times, and places relevant to your allegations. Additional pages may be used
and relevant copies of documents may be sent with your complaint (please do not send
original documents). Use one side of each page only and write legibly or type your complaint.
Please keep a copy of your complaint for your records.

To Whom it May Concern:
As of the fiing of this Judicial Complaint, has baen active for nearty While there are numercus filings in this case, | will attempt to keep the violations simple and include attached
as exhibits to d

1. Past nformaton has been altered to align with the desired outcome of the case. Of note, the contains many false entries or misrepresentations of the actual case history. | have attached the |
printout and highlighted those items thal are not accurate. Please see Exhibit A.

*Report” There was no report excepted into svidence on this day. There is a connotation that the custody report done by Dr. accepted into evidence. The report was actually
received by the court on During & hoaring on both nd state thal thev reiected the report. Judge slates that he has received the report,
but has not had time to read it. The refiects the statements of those involved. Please see Exhibit B Of note, there is no written mention of the Report
by Judge in the Minute Entry.

Trial* There was NO TRIAL on this day. On wehad a duied trial and i aRule 69 Ags that was read onto record. A TRIAL never took placa. The Joes not kst
anything taking place on

bl was put in writing. What is the "order™? Previously there was an entry for the appointment of a Al some point and |
don't know exactly when, the * anlysd\mged

2. 0n Judge stamps Petitioner's version of a lodged decree that is the written form of the Rule 69 Agreement negotiated on t contains proof of the division of community property.
Please see stamped decree on file and supporting tabbed binder tumned in by Attorney

3. 0n Respondent files *. /And Motion for Leave to Amend.” See Exhibit C, Petitoner files Petitioner's Motion to Strike; Motion For
Judgmmmo In the pleading, Attorney, asks Judge lo issue a Minute Entry Order granting leave 10 amend or a judgment. See Exhibit D.
Al Is never compieted by Judge The issua continues on through

4. An Expedited Motion for Order Requiring Petition/Wife 1o Sign Quitclaim is filed on Judge calls both attomeys and sets a sonference for at Itis
roquested that attomeys only are on this call. |insist that | am prasent for the call. Judge orders that | sign the Quitciaim Dead on my marital home. He does this despite the fact that our stamped
decrea outines how Respondent will refinance the property and how Petitioner wil sign the Quitciaim y. Thisis to that | will recaive a chack for my portion of the home. Judaa
ignores my attomey mmhmlwmmmmlmmmwm Judge states verbaily that shouid Issue & buy-out check by
tome. Ina tssued on Judge orders that | shall sign the mmediately. wumummmmmdmm There is no written
onder to issue a check for the refinance by or to sell the home if the refinance is NOT authorized. This was verbally stated on the call but nct issued as an order in the Minute Entry dated
See Exhibit E. At this point. | no longer own my marital asset but | am required to pay my portion of the debis assigned 1o me in our Rule 69 Agreement.

5. On May a Status Conference is set by Judge The states that the conference is for attomeys cnly. Pieass see Exhibit F. | am presant for the conference.

assistant states that Judge wants thig in and | | object and insist that, | am present, the conference take place in the courtroom, and that it be recorded for the record.
What follows is 0pposing counse| Attomey Attorney and Judge completely changing our writien and stamped decree. My attomey | altempts to
speak but is ignored. Judge mﬂyomlﬁuw&ho’mmmrﬁvbmm To add insult o injury, my atiorney, Is ordered to make the changes. So | will be
paying all legal fees for these changes that | did not agree to. nakes the changes as she is ordered to do. Most important, Judge faits to ask Mr. if | have been paid the
buy-out money for the marital asset. PlemmlmMmEnly Exhibit G. Also see the ipt of the Status Exhibit H,

6. Judge leaves the bench on The finai decree that is really a Rule 69 Agreemant is never signed by either party. Judge does not sign it as a final order.

Tﬁsmmhmbunuldvodmhm At this point the 1 is no resolve and the details have been complicated by the numercus filings and the passing of time. Lack of orders put in a min e antrv
::o .| y, have spent an additional ! in attomey fees thatl were unnecassary had this case baen adjudicated properly and the signed and stamped decreeof _ _
been left in place.

Anew judge versed In Arizona statute and constitutional law would need to read and investigale ali the filings to issue orders in this case. | have attached a simitar Special Action Jurisdiction case for your
review. This case involved Judge See Exhibit I
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