State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 18-026

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER

The complainant alleged a small claims hearing officer denied him the ability
to present evidence, was biased against him, and engaged in improper demeanor.

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

Dated: March 28, 2018
FOR THE COMMISSION

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

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on March 28, 2018.

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 commiseion 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.

In the matter of Plaintiff(s) V. Defendant’(s)
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wejudbesagaisthhﬁﬂ(s).Weﬂ\eHW(s)MoﬁmmswymﬂfaMdmmiswtald.orconecﬁve
actions have emerged pending a judicial investigation.

The statement of facts:
The initial occurrence evolved around Case On before In
the midst of arguing a counterciaim, at the time against named Plaintiff(s) and whom failed to make a

ﬁnuymm,mmWyMawmmmcesmMmadeanopmademmmmmb
itlegally securing personal possessions of Defendant'(s)

Duringthetrial,adiscoveryexposedPlainﬁﬂ(s)presenmeda&wdubmmﬁonwmmmtoextonparﬁes

before a hearing. middyrecaMedﬂnstatanaﬁanddaﬁnedﬂemdwasanﬁstakemhermmessend
mewwmumemaalhwshfainess,mmmmbuﬂsoefendmf(s)awmmby
mocking and abruptly interfering in the statement of fact on claimed damages. repeatedly denied Defendant'(s)

presentation of evidence and averted an applicable Default Judgment.

Mymdummnmmmmmmpaﬁeswmagahdus,mwmbﬁwﬁhm
choice but to call it a draw and dismissed the case without prejudice. offered her counse! to them and advised
them to come back with receipts and refile a new claim. acknowledges us with "Your getting nothing without
receipts and get out of my court now." threatens us in court, We made a valid
aﬂemptbmspedﬂtecaﬂandavoidoaﬂmhﬁm&linfact,Mrewasmadahmemidstof and we were
subjected to unfair biases and prejudices.

On Case lnﬂodmywnphhthgoodﬂﬂhdmyddmsmldbamm
Honorable, Case in this matter has been extenuated well beyond the circumstances where two

ouwfmeéiquﬁngs' Js where a 84 then denied. Trs Defendant(s)’ SworT before the ot st
stated a receipt of forwarding mail address could be forward to .or

o Plaintiff(s) substantiated grounds for reconsideration of service by publication
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eight attempts). The Court provided no cause for denial and ruled because of prior biases or prejudices.





