State of Arizona
COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 06-020

Complainant: No. 1276510170A

Judge: No. 1276510170B

ORDER

An initial review of the complaint filed in this matter reveals that the issues raised
are groundless. There is no evidence of ethical misconduct on the part of the judge.

The complainant alleged that the judge would not answer jury questions, rushed the
verdict, and had a gambling problem. After a judge reviews a jury’'s questions, the judge
must rule whether or not the question violates the rules of evidence. If a question is
inadmissable, the judge is not permitted to read it to the jury. A judge may urge a jury to
reach a verdict. Other withesses to the judge's demeanor during the trial did not ocbserve
any sign that the judge had a gambling problem or any other problem. The recording of the
trial did not support the allegations in any way.

The complainant’s allegations are unfounded. Accordingly, the complaint is dismissed
pursuant to Rule 16(a) and the matter is closed.

Dated: February 21, 20086.

For the Commission

/s/ Keith Stott
Executive Director

Copies of this order were mailed
to the complainant and the judge
on February 21, 2006.

This order may not be used as a basis for disqualification of a judge.
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Instructions: Describe in -';U,_,,- own words what the judge did that you believe constitutes misconduct. Please
provide all of the important names, dates, times and places related o your complaint. You can use this form or
plain paper of the same size to explain your complaing, and you may attach additional pages. Do notwiite on the
back of any page. You may attach copies of any documents you believe will help us understand your complaint.
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