State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 15-206

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER

The complainant alleged a superior court judge conspired with the prosecutor
and defense attorney to commit kidnapping, ignored his requests to remove counsel,
lacked jurisdiction to sentence him, and ordered the clerk not to file his petition for
post-conviction relief.

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.

The commission does not have jurisdiction to review the legal sufficiency of
the judge’s rulings. In addition, 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: August 26, 2015
FOR THE COMMISSION

/s/ George A. Riemer

George A. Riemer
Executive Director

Copies of this order were mailed
to the complainant and the judge
on August 26, 2015.

This order may not be used as a basis for disqualification of a judge.
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To whom 1t may. concern:

+
|

This _complaint is seat so an investigetion may be invatred (e
:)udn'c.;a\ misconduct ond several dwil cights vidadons thot hove
occorred by, opparently, corrupt elected Stete officiols. The acts
are completely 'nllegal andthe public image surrecading the notegrity
of +he iudic.io.\ system (equ‘\res. prosccu\"\on of any wdividuals who
may. have acted wn_concert +hrou9\'\ thew overt ocks.

The image the chzens of this country and state mawtain
surreunding our criminal justice system 15 one thok +he Judges i our
courts retain the highest standard of in-\'ear.d'\/ , ore impartia) o the
proceedinas before them are completely unbiased, and most important -
ely are honest. Afterall, the core concept behind the criminal jushce

system s to seek the truth and, of the same time, punish on individual

ﬂ4or his_actions. Public | \mage  demands like pum;hmerﬂ- and pmsccuhcr

,oF State officials who have lbroken their oaths of office and laws they

.h‘\O.VC swern_ to upho\d-

| |
44

This complaint stems {rom Courrty now
[ The_judiciol_officer involved s e eekinas)_idetecns
Lattorney  was from the Poblic Defenders Office  ond
the prosecutor wos . Although T do net hove any

L hard evidence they acted in concert or c,onsp'xre.d to_commit this ac.*,

the only reosonable presumption is they did based on circumstantial
Jevidence; omissions thereof | and their knowledge of +he \aw. Tt \s

_presumed the officials ore berter situated 4o understand +he low

than the layman,T\r\us, if any one of knew the octs of
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iother were illegal, pursvant the rules of professional cenduct, their duty s
to report any impreperhes they hove tiest hand knowledge of .

T
| Objectively analyzing the focts of the casethe government hos
: threugh achions by State officials clothed with

aano.r]'ry of the State.They must have one of +wo impressions in their

D
mind: T was , , therefore

®)

we are untouchable because we are the

These same State officials, or ot least one of them, has attempred
to commit overt ocks to further the inthol predicate act essentially
cove.r'ms his trail and ot the same +ime e,nsur.mj his_inhal illegal
ruling would not be disturbed or subyect to reversal. At least the
evidence  token 05 +ol-aii+\/ and obj.ed';v.e.\y e,valuod—ed, c.\eou"l\/ reqvu.lre.s
that determination bhe made .

|
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% At hand is @ filed in County in

Said  wos filed to the clerk bosed on 4w things; "’
|Rule 32 counsel y wos_ignorant of the law, therefore I moved to have
ke removed . These requests were completely ignored by A
letrer was sent +o exprt:sﬁmg oncern  regarding

4

Competence S an artorney becavse she refused to argue the

| expired and therefore , the trial court \ocked yuns=
diction o revoke an already expired term of ofter
s terminarion. A letter was alse sent to - Yelling her to
Lwithdraw $rom e,y case . Besides the \cH-érs,I filed o motion
trying to invoke my right +o self -chrese,ni'ochon..Ever\Ifh'mg went
Lignored. by



® @
2015-206

(2) ' , n
I knew it I didnt submr the claim nowy 0. strong probabt\\hl

exsted i+ could be predude.d from Luture review . T o.\rendy knew some—
fhing was wron3,prcviousl\l I hod filed a Rule 24.2 motion

never issued rulings on +hat.T argued the expired
ond +he court \ocked jurisdichion to impose sentence.
and, the crime. of requires elements +o sustoin

the convickion (.unau’rhor'n.cd presence and intent to commit ancther

i~S’relom,). Since T wos an und(swwﬁlm-hddﬂ;wm

fplea. locked one of the essential elements. knew +his to be truey
the file clearly Stotes several times that i+ wos my home . The {ile

even contains o leter from o&FirminSI wos o resident of
the home . '\snOred Hhat motien knowlna £l well these Sacks. Me.

werd as far os to stoke oo ¥he record duning e

sdispos'ﬁrien \«e,o.r'ma. wos the only element that ewstred
to support the .dno.rge,

%
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Atter T filed the ,peh*r\on‘ o few doys later T recieved an

;.fe,nve\ope, from 4he clerk of County « Thot covinty usua\\\' performs
lservice. to the other parhties for the deferdant. The derk alse mals o
{Ticonﬁormcd copy boack o the deferdant.When T cpened the envelope
Lcontained my original petition. After cleser examinoticn , T Sound +he
lseals of the cerk covered in white oot tape. It contaned +wo se.a\s,
and The. seal shows it wos even

;“o.ss'\sncd, ‘o which s duwision v saud county .
| ;

It is important 40 note, Every document T ever filed wos filed
Lexcept the most important one | the - The Cerk obvicusly

returned the petition, but vpon who's orders was W returned ?



T+ also appears the Stake recieved irs copy of the perion.while
on review in t+he Arizona the court ordered the Store
L-t-o this allegation, respond in s respense. The Stote claimed miracoloosly
lihat in the same #ime Srome somehows ond unexplainably

These alleged coincedences do ot
magically occour. It is_quite funny to see how one el bad ack hes
spread like a bad seed and he dishonesty is nor hited o +he
udicial branch only.

Under Ar'\wno.v\o.w,, Court Ruie qi(F) \\.... a\l documents ... ’,_n.n_o\,.

+iled in the action or proc.ee(;llng_. the court may order +he rerurn of an
original ces pro\;sded an oppropricd‘t copy. or duplicee is substirured
thereof Thus the court is the enly authority capolle of orde.ring e

return. of o document .

: The moment +he was recieved by he clerk,i¥ become
| : s :
@ public record.wWhen the petition was removed from the clerk's office,
LHhis oot became o felony ack because o copy was not reroined by +he

derk and the person who ordered its return knowingly removed o

Lpublic record. see AR.S. S 13-2407.

H The petition is avdilable upon on agreement fu ks safe return.
l|Also_availahle is a conversohion neld in the Arizona Court
L where _one party says +ney should direct the Court +o
oddress the improperties. The other party says wo, since- i+ i not
S (—'\\ins we should  rexuen W+ e Mr we de not have ca
case for hm, and direct him 4o the Court. This conver =

sohion was sent to me covered with the cover letter on +op and
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under that o simple white sheer of paper with +wo post ifs. Obvicusly +he
honest people in the Coort wntented Sor me 4o hove +his conver-
safion or else t+ woold not have been induded nor nicely covered Lp.
This noppened when T sent them cll the evidence bocking my clams
efter the Stoke camed they had unrelared cose orders wo their
fle arcund 4he same dote the penion was fled .

) . w ger)
This_complaint is forwarded to severnl partries in hope that over-

sight mignt be accomplished. The names on the post-its are not dis-
closed to protect the honest pecple in the Arizona Court. This
letters intent is o show how deep the corruption s in +he Arizena
My case will e decided in Due course with o foir
ond ympactial decision maker. As o citizen of 4ms covntey, T enpect
that my claims will be token se_r"\ous\y and _octed Gpon. T o open to
3\\1& any testimony  thot may be needed dur“mg e investigarion or
possible future prosecution. All documents are available upon cequest and

agreement o their sofe  rexurn.,

Included is on appendix of cases correborating +he Court
locks jurisdicrion +o revoke probotion cfter expiration . Now , back before
J 15 o Rule 66 motion to void +he ‘lllesal sentence - Hopefully

this time, he will act how +he law requires him o ack. That is all for

‘now. If any questions need 4o e answered, feel free +o write.T

fkme all decuments on hand backlng every claim I have made con—
teined in Hais Cbmpldlf\“\’.l do leave cne +h}n3 out. Knowina full well

| how waill try 4o man'npu(oi'*e_ his woy out, T will disclose anether

4

act proving his is a dishonest person, ot the same 4ime negating
his only jushficahon for illegally removing public documents . Basic -



THE COMMISSION’S POLICY IS
TO POST ONLY THE FIRST FIVE
PAGES OF ANY DISMISSED
COMPLAINT ON ITS WEBSITE.

FOR ACCESS TO THE
REMAINDER OF THE
COMPLAINT IN THIS MATTER,
PLEASE MAKE YOUR REQUEST
IN WRITING TO THE
COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL
CONDUCT AND REFERENCE
THE COMMISSION CASE
NUMBER IN YOUR REQUEST.





