State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 18-007

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER

The complainant alleged a superior court judge violated Rules 2.2, 2.3, 2.5, 2.6,
2.11, 2.13 and 2.15 of the Code.

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(a).

Commission members Louis Frank Dominguez and George H. Foster, Jr. did
not participate in the consideration of this matter.

Dated: February 21, 2018
FOR THE COMMISSION

/s/ Margaret H. Downie
Margaret H. Downie
Executive Director

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on February 21, 2018.

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



18-007

By U.S. Mail

Arizona Commission on Judicial Conduct
1501 W. Washington St, Suite 229
Phoenix, AZ 85007

I am writing to you regarding as | believe an injustice has
been committed and the parties’ minor son is ultimately the one suffering.

Due to medical reasons following a car accident during this case | have since
not been able to work 100%, and have pending applications with both and

The in this case which was made aware of my medical and financial
situation prior to trial, has not only refused to take my situation into consideration, but
also retaliated against me, by depriving me of custody and parenting time and awarding
the other party all community property, all equity in the marital home and attorneys fees.

After discovering that the other party filed for the purpose of the trial an Affidavit of
Financial Information dated from which contained fraudulent information, | was
denied a motion for new trial and a petition for child support modification.

The in this case who was provided many times with my financials,
had declared now twice that there is no disparity in resources between the parties and
made me responsible for the other party attorneys fees, this when | am still injured,
without proper employment, no health insurance and no financial resources.

Based on the same financials, | was granted a deferral of fees for court filling purposes,
qualified for disability application, State health insurance and nutrition assistance.

It is my belief that | have been discriminated against by the assigned
to this case and that my rights have been violated, as | have been stripped of all
financial resources, forced to become indigent and deprived of my parenting time.

In this case, the has not acted in the best interest of the
parties’ minor son (attached Motion filed ¥

Respectfully,
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