State of Arizona
COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 11-230

Complainant: No. 1426810530A

Judge: No. 1426810530B

ORDER

The complainant alleged that a justice of the peace refused to allow him an
opportunity to present his case during an order of protection hearing and issued an
improper ruling.

The responsibility of the Commission on Judicial Conductis 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.

After reviewing the allegations made by the complainant, the members of the
commission found no evidence of ethical misconduct and concluded that the judge did not
violate the Code in this case. The commission has no jurisdiction to determine the legal
sufficiency of the judge’s decision. Accordingly, the complaint is dismissed in its entirety
pursuant to Rules 16(a) and 23.

Dated: November 1, 2011.
FOR THE COMMISSION

/sl George Riemer

George A. Riemer
Executive Director

Copies of this order were mailed

to the complainant and the judge
on November 1, 2011.

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



® @ 2011-230

| wish to file a complaint against Judge of the North Valley Justice Court in Surprise.

In November, 2008, Stephen of Surprise got the Judge to grant an Order of Protection against me
by committing perjury--the case # was CC2008:

While the Judge's order was in effect, and for more than a year after the order expired, Mr. and
his wife, Kathryn repeatedly attempted to contact me and provoke a rise out of me. During
this same period, | made no attempt at contacting Mr. and Mrs.

All of this finally came to a head in November 2010. At that time, more than two years after the Judge
issued his order to protect them from me, the began harassing my friend Carl who
lives in Chicago and does not know the family. Carl has never spoken of them, nor has he ever
tried to contact them. At that point, | contacted the Surprise police.

Officer Michael King of the Surprise police visited the home, at which time my
former housemate, who lives with Mr. and Mrs. admitted that the 40 or so inflammatory
messages & blog comment postings that were sent to Carl indeed came from within the

household. I'm happy to put you in contact with Mr. S0 you can verify this.

A month later, in December 2010, Mrs. posted a video about me on You Tube that was so
dangerously inflammatory that Officer King returned to the house. The video was deleted from
You Tube within five minutes of the officer's arrival at the house--I still have a copy of that video
archived on DVD.

During the hearing for Mr. request for protection, | was not allowed to speak or present
documentation, but Mr. was allowed to speak as much as he wished--I have a CD of this hearing
and can make copies for you.

Fore more than two years, Judge and his office was repeatedly informed by me that Mr. and
Mrs. were harassing me. As recently as two months ago, the Judge refused to do anything about
Mr. and Mrs. outrageous conduct. The Judge granted Mr. and Mrs. an Order of Protection
against me, then knowingly allowed the to harass me to the point of madness for more than two
years--though the hate campaign against me actually began in 2006. Had Officer King not
stepped in, the would still be coming after me today.

| feel that any judge who would intentionally enable a situation like this should be removed from the
bench and held further accountable.




¢ @ 2011-239

1 hope you will also hold Mr. and Mrs. accountable for committing perjury and for using the North
Valley Justice Court in pursuit of a personal vendetta. | also request that, under these circumstances, the
Judge's order against me should be stricken from your records.

Please feel free to contact with me any questions you may have, and so that | may show you
documentation of all the things Stephen and Kathryn did.

Thank you.





