State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 18-085

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER

The complainant alleged a superior court judge made improper evidentiary
and legal rulings in a dependency matter and belongs to a sexist organization.

The responsibility of the Commission on Judicial Conduct is 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.

The commission does not have jurisdiction to review the legal sufficiency of the
judge’s rulings. In addition, the commission found no evidence of ethical misconduct
and concluded that the judge 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 16, 2018
FOR THE COMMISSION

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

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on May 16, 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 commission 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.

3) engaged in an overt act of deprivation of due process and failed in her responsibility of
due diligence to ensure the father's attorney had adequately prepared for the hearing. was
fully prepared to hear arguments despite the fact that no subpoenas had been submitted, no disclosure
rebuttal documents submitted, and no apparent preparation by The father was able to present
a case that proved that no dependency circumstances had been satisfied, as per his care and control of
the children (despite the court's obvious hindrance of the same). actually held the father,
not trained/educated as an attorney, to a higher standard of performance than the in the matter by
allowing non-relevant testimony, non-relevant submissions, and even shifted the burden of proof from the
to the father over objection. She denied the father of even the most basic submissions.

As a further act of failure to provide for due process, barred the father from calling the
biological mother to testify. Though already stated, felt it appropriate to compel the father to
testify yet denied him the same courtesy with the biological mother of the children. This overt act of
deprivation of his key witness was one that even the could not ignore, reversing

-uling on dependency.

is attempting to make a name for herself through intimidation parent's of attorney's for
getting the better of her in one case by punishing the parents represented by the same attorney in others.
lacks the ability to separate the feelings of one case to other cases by creating a culture of
reprisal and punishment of attorneys representing parties in her courtroom. further
flagrantly mocks gender neutrality in her courtroom through her inclusion in the
(a sexist group that identifies that it “ ... promotes

and encourages the ). has no business
being in a courtroom, let alone ever being a judge when faced with her that
encourages advancement of one gender based on sex alone.

As | understand it, | will never have to be in her courtroom again, but it is not wise to stand-by while judges
act in this manner. 1 was lucky because | have sufficient intelligence to fight such actions legally. | would
estimate that there are hundreds, maybe thousands, that he has violated the rights. She has had had
many of her rulings overturned in but the fact that she remains on the bench after violating
so many people's civil rights is appalling. If anyone, not protected by judicial immunity did what she has
done. they would be facing a litany of civil cases and likely several criminal cases. | ask that

be stripped of any judicial position now and barred from ever holding such a position ever again.
Her conduct should also be reported to the State Bar Association for review and consideration whether
she should still be permitted to practice law.





