State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 18-096

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER

The complainant alleged a superior court commissioner was biased against her
and performed a judicial review without her permission in a mental health case. The
complainant also alleges another superior court commissioner (now retired) was
biased against her and violated her constitutional rights.

The responsibility of the Commission on Judicial Conduct is to impartially
determine if the commissioners 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
commissioners’ rulings. In addition, the commission found no evidence of ethical
misconduct and concluded that the commissioners 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: May 23, 2018

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on May 23, 2018.

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



18-096

Judicial Conduct

did a Judicial Review without my permission. | do not know
if is supposed to ask me if they can do a Judicial Review but, |
signed a consent form to approve of an appeal was supposed to do for me.
They never did.

did a Judicial Review without any notes regarding a defense
for me and nothing has been written or said by me in the court records. | never
was asked to speak on my behalf as in case against of

does not know me, has never met me. How can a
make a decision on someone without having both sides of the

information. He is taking word with all the libel slander
and has already become biased. All of this has occurred because | want to sign
out of and seek private medical attention for my thyroid

disease and multiple head injuries | have sustained in life, if | deem necessary.

never called me nor did he allow me to attend any
additional hearing to defend myself. | wrote a deposition to
and. (enclosed) so he could see I'm a competent person with
thyroid problems. has now been included in the alleged
action of defamation of character and not allowing me to defend myself. | would
like action taken against him. never gave me the benefit of
the doubt because he sees so many people that are diagnosed by a book they
titled This book justifies personality traits that is all. | motion that you go
to the library or borrow one of these books and read it yourself. It is full of
leading questions and statements.

That is all | wanted you to know.

Sincerely,
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