State of Arizona
COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 12-057

Complainant: No. 1436910714A

Judge: No. 1436910714B

ORDER

The complainant alleged that one superior court judge violated his free speech
rights and another superior court judge misstated the law as to what constitutes
possession of drugs.

The responsibility of the Commission on Judicial Conduct is to impartially
determine if the judges 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 information provided by the complainant and various
electronic court records, the commission found no evidence of ethical misconduct and
concluded that the judges did not violate the Code in this case. The commission does
not have jurisdiction to investigate the legal sufficiency of the judges’ rulings.
Accordingly, the complaint is dismissed in its entirety pursuant to Rules 16(a) and 23.

Dated: April 19, 2012.
FOR THE COMMISSION
/s/ George Riemer

George A. Riemer
Executive Director

Copies of this order were mailed
to the complainant and the judge
on April 19, 2012.

This order may not be used as a basis for disqualification of a judge.
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COMPLAINT AGAINST A JUDGE

Your Name: _ Judge’s Name: _ Date: 2{2&! |2

Instructions: Describe in your own words what the judge did that you believe constitutes misconduct. Please
provide all of the important names, dates, times, and places related to your complaint. You can use this form or
plain paper of the same size to explain your complaint, and you may attach additional pages. Do not write 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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. . (Attach additjonal sheets as needed.)

TO SPEAL THEN SWITRHED UP ON ME (TTLE 428 19pl) ALL T WAS BASILALLY
TRUING TD DO WAS FINISH WHELE T LEFT OFF AT, WHEN HE GAVE ME THE
OPPOITUN ITY TO SPEAL DN THE 15

‘ OF FERLUALY, BUT LT ME OFE
WHEN T STATED TALLING ABOUT THE LOMSTITUTION NOT ALLOWING
ME TD EXGLLISE MY LIGUT TO THE FILST AMENDMENT.

JUSTIE TLULY [S BLIND T THE LIGHT, BELAUSE TRE MOLE TTRY TO SULFAE
THE FALTS ABOUT MY INNOCENLE  THE MDLE THE SUDGES TIY TD DENY
WHAT I'M SHOWING THEM IN PLAIN SI6HT.

IS A JUDGE AND A
MASON WHD UAS THE ILLUMINATING LRKPTIL POWERS TO BLAIN-ST

oM
THE [LLUSIDNS OF A IMAGINALY REPOLT. FOL EXAMPLE THE EXISTENAE
OF SUBSEAT MATTER JULISDICTION IN LRIMINAL PROLEEDING 1S DETEEMINED
BY GENELAL NATUKE OF THE LHALAE (WHIAH 1S THE THEFT)CONTAINED
IN THE LOMPLAINT. (IN WHILH T WAS NOT EHALGED FOL)

MY ATH AMENDMENT WAS VIOLATED HoW IT STATES IN PAIT ND STATE
SHALL DEPRIVE AUY PELSON OF LIBELTY IN WHIAH AT THAT PACTILILAL
TIME THAD A LIBECTY INTEEEST IN SPEALING ABOUT MY LONSTITLIIONAL
Ri6UT, WHILH LAD BEEN (IOLATED WITHIN THE CTATE OF AliZon 4,
/m\ﬁwm LOUNTY JUUSDIATION. OF EQUAL PLOTESTION OF THE
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