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Adam Watters, Esq. 

State Bar No.: 018184 
P.C.C. No.:65181 
Respondent 
 
 
 
 

ARIZONA COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT 
 
 

Commission on Judicial Conduct , 

  Complainant, 

 

 vs. 

 

Adam Watters, 

 

  Respondent. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

 
Judge Michael Brown, Presiding  
 
Cases No.:  21-043, 21-048, 21-248, 21-155 
 

RESPONDENT’S Pre-HEARING 
MEMORANDA 

 

 Respondent hereby submits a pre-hearing statement.  

 

Statement of the Case: 

Mr. Fei Qin stalked Judge Watters and his family for two weeks from February 2, 2021 

until February 14, 2021, committing sundry acts of violence, trespass, destruction and terror.  On 

December 15, 2021, a Pima County jury convicted Qin of Felony Stalking the Watters, a Class 5. 

Prior to stalking the Watters, Qin’s only links with the Watters family were his two 

appearances before Judge Watters: The first on January 16, 2021 as the landlord in an eviction 

action; the second on February 1, 2021 as a defendant accused of domestic violence against his 

parents.  The Watters family, until Qin was arrested at their home, did not know if Judge Watters, 
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their daughter, a county felony prosecutor, or Mrs. Watters, the niece of Supreme Court Justice 

Sandra Day O’Connor, were the targets of the stalking behavior. 

On January 6, 2021 the Superior Court judge presiding over the trial sentenced Mr. Qin to 

the presumptive 18 months of prison allowed under the conviction of a Class 5 felony.   At 

sentencing the judge deemed Mr. Qin to not be a candidate for probation due in part to the nature 

of the crime, and in large part due to Qin’s obvious disregard for courtroom protocol and the 

judiciary, including his refusal to stand for the judge and jury throughout the trial, his general 

demeanor and his playing of video games on his phone during the trial. 

Qin is a disbarred attorney, who lost his license to practice when suspended by the Supreme 

Court of Colorado after being convicted for domestic violence.  Qin assaulted his wife and child – 

chunks of her hair was found on the wall – and used a knife in committing his crime.   

Missing from the Statement of Charges is the fact that on the day Qin was arrested at the 

Watters family home, he was armed with a large knife.  The knife, through forensic testing, was 

proven at trial to be the same12-inch blade used to slash the tires at the Watters’ home.  It is 

believed he used a rifle scope, also found in his vehicle, to spy out the Watters family and home. 

Also omitted from the facts listed by Commission counsel is that on Friday, February 12, 

2021, Qin was watched by a neighbor walking on the Watters’ property.  Judge Watters was on 

the phone with his wife that day when she said, “My God, my God, he’s walking up the driveway.”  

As Judge Watters testified at trial, his wife’s phone went silent.  She was calling 911, but he did 

not know what was happening at his home.  Fearing the worst, he rushed home, after calling 911 

himself, to discover deputies present, but that Qin was gone.  Qin was at the Watters’ home for 

about 20 minutes that day, scouting out the premises, walking onto and around the property. 

On February 12 and 13th, 2021, a neighbor took photos of Qin’s vehicle, the license plate 

of the vehicle and partial, although not clear, photos of Qin driving the vehicle at the judge’s home.  
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On both those days, Qin was observed dumping trash on the property.  As stated above, Qin spent 

time lurking on the property on Feb. 12.  Those photos were provided to police. 

In addition to twice slashing all four tires on the judge’s truck, Qin daily threw trash on the 

Watters’ property.  The trash-throwing was a regular occurrence, in that it happened every day 

between noon and 1:30 p.m.  On February 12, the trash included mail addressed to the tenant Qin 

attempted to evict in Watters’ court on January 16 (see above). Qin’s fingerprints and credit cards 

receipts were also found on or with the trash.   It was later discovered that Qin terrorized the tenant 

who appeared in Watters’ court, and that after that failed eviction, all four of her tires were slashed 

as well.  

Judge Watters was injured on February 14, 2021 when Qin violently and intentionally 

opened his car door striking the judge as Watters attempted to photograph the stalker.  

Photographic evidence shows the judge’s injuries.  In addition to throwing trash onto the Watters’ 

property and assaulting Judge Watters on February 14, 2021, Qin was trespassing on private 

property.  The road on which the Watters’ home is located is private and well-marked with no-

trespassing signs.  Qin had to deviate a quarter-mile off the main highway to reach the Watters 

home. 

It is a false statement that Judge Watters attempted to hinder or halt or confront Qin on 

February 14, 2021.  The evidence at trial showed this to be false as does the video.  Judge Watters 

remained on the side of the road, not the center and as the video shows, at no time did he ask or 

demand that Qin halt.  At no time did Judge Watters “block the suspect’s vehicle’s path.   When 

Qin appeared on February 14, he was observed throwing trash onto the property.  Judge Watters 

instructed his daughters, who watched as Qin dumped trash, to call 911, which they instantly did. 

Omitted from the Statement of Charges is that Qin exited the vehicle.  As shown at trial, 

Judge Watters had not pulled his gun out or shown it until Qin suddenly stepped from the vehicle.  

Judge Watters stepped back and demanded that Qin sit down.   At trial, the undisputed evidence 
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was that Qin refused to sit down, and then suddenly lunged at the judge.  To save himself from 

further injury, the judge fired a shot directly into the ground.   Photos obtained by Commission 

counsel show that the bullet fired by Judge Watters struck the ground right near the edge of the 

road, this was due to the fact that Judge Watters had twice stepped back or retreated from Qin 

before firing the shot. 

Commission counsel’s summaries of two advisories issued to Judge Watters are inaccurate 

and misleading.  In case 20-331, a Warning was issued to the judge for transferring a case – 

according to Commission counsel – in a “back door” manner.  That is an improper statement.  

Nothing about the transfer was hidden.  The case was discussed and transferred with the approval 

and agreement of Pima County Superior Court Presiding Judge Kyle Bryson.  Frankly, it was 

concerning to those involved in the matter that such approval was disregarded by the Commission, 

but to state such a false claim in the Statement of Charges is unconscionable.  Further, in case 18-

329, nothing ever published by the judge during the campaign against Anne Segal was false or 

misleading.  Everything stated or published about Segal and her history as a judge was dead-on 

truthful and accurate.   

The fact is, after two weeks of tormenting and terrorizing the Watters family, Mr. Qin was 

caught in the act of committing felony stalking at the Watters’ home.  Qin was not there, as he 

claimed, to be casually driving by or shopping for a home. Qin was there to continue terrorizing 

the family.  And the video taken by the judge proved Qin was present.   

Although photos taken by neighbors showed the license plate of Qin’s car, and partially 

showed Qin, the evidence was still unclear as to who was daily committing crimes against the 

family.  Judge Watters, having extensive training and experience with stalking behavior (he is the 

presiding judge of Pima County’s domestic violence court) knew that the suspect’s stalking 

behavior was escalating.  (See paragraph F above).   The sheriff had been called at least nine times 

to the Watters’ home, yet the Watters were advised that the vehicle was registered to a woman, 
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and that without a clear photo of the driver, nothing more could be done.  At that point, on February 

12th and again on the 13th, after Qin was again partially photographed at the home and was 

observed dumping trash, Judge Watters determined that he would try and take a photo of the person 

who was terrorizing his family to provide to the sheriff. 

That was the judge’s only objective on February 14: To secure a photo of the stalker.  At 

no point did Judge Watters try and stop or confront Qin.  Indeed, Mr. Grynkewich’s false, self-

serving statement that the judge pointed his weapon at Qin and ordered him to stop, was proven 

false at trial.  Witnesses testified that did not happen, plus, it would be almost physically impossible 

for the judge to steadily hold a camera in one hand and a pistol in the other as he is disabled by 

Parkinson’s on his left side.  As stated at trial, Judge Watters was “shocked and surprised” when 

Qin stopped next to the judge on the roadway.  Then, Qin violently and intentionally opened the 

car door and struck the judge.  That is why the video goes askew.  In fact, that the video exists at 

all is because the judge took it to obtain evidence against the stalker.  It was never the judge’s 

intent to have a direct confrontation with Qin, but that changed when the judge was assaulted.  At 

that point, as Judge Watters testified at trial, it was important that Qin not flee yet again.  Because 

his arm was struck by the car door, Judge Watters was unsure if he even then had a photograph of 

Qin.  He was also concerned that Qin might attack his daughters, who were nearby.  After being 

assaulted, the judge did curse and order Qin to get out of the car.  Judge Watters testified that he 

was stalling for time as he knew 911 had been called. 

When Qin exited the vehicle, the judge stepped back.  Then, Qin stepped to within arms’ 

reach of the judge, who stepped back again and fired a warning shot.  He did not point the weapon 

at Qin, nor did he try and shoot the suspect.  Judge Watters did not even remove the pistol from 

his pocket until Qin stepped out of the vehicle.  As Watters testified at trial, he realized that Qin 

was a much younger, fitter man than he, and he was afraid that Qin would produce a knife (it was 

clear that the tires had been slashed with a knife and the weapon was discovered within easy reach 
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inside the car) or try to wrest the gun from him, so the judge fired the shot to prevent further 

physical assault.  

 Seconds later, a deputy arrived and Qin was taken into custody. 

Mr. Grynkewich, who filed two complaints against the judge, was defense counsel for Qin.  

That defense lawyer made numerous false, defamatory public statements against the judge and his 

family.  For whatever twisted reason, Grynkewich publicly stated he was out to “get” Judge 

Watters.  He then proceeded to make false claims in the local media, such as the lie that Judge 

Watters held a gun on his client and forcibly stopped Qin in the road.  That defamatory statement 

is found in the complaint he filed with this Commission.  Grynkewich told dozens of local 

attorneys that the judge and members of the Watters family were liars, and he indicated just days 

before trial that the State had offered Watters “immunity” for his testimony.  That of course was 

false. 

Grynkewich filed a complaint with the Bar against Judge Watters’ daughter, stating she 

was fired by the county attorney’s office due to the arrest of Qin and her presence there that day.  

That false statement is the subject of a defamation lawsuit against the local daily newspaper as it 

is per se defamatory, yet Grynkewich stated it as fact and sought to question her at Qin’s trial about 

her “termination.”  The Bar summarily dismissed Grynkewich’s complaint. 

Many members of the local Bar approached Judge Watters, who has never commented to 

the news media about the Qin matter, indicating that Grynkewich had “lost his way” and had 

become obsessed with destroying Watters through defending the case.  It became apparent that 

Grynkewich viewed the case as his opportunity to make a name for himself.  Indeed, Grynkewich 

would notify local media when hearings were set by the court in the Qin case. 

On the evening he was served with Grynkewich’s subpoena, Watters was aware that 

numerous false unprofessional statements had been made about him and his family by defense 

counsel.  Indeed, Judge Watters had been advised by other members of the judiciary to file a formal 
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complaint regarding Grynkewich’s erratic and openly hostile behavior but he refrained until the 

trial was completed. The judge was also aware that Grynkewich was trying to elicit testimony from 

Watters by filing a frivolous motion, claiming that Watters was acting as a de facto police officer 

when Qin was arrested. 

That motion, by the way, was summarily dismissed by the court at hearing. 

Judge Watters was confronted at night at his home by a process server.  Perhaps he should 

not have used foul language when describing Grynkewich and the stalker, but given the assault on 

his family made by both of them, it was certainly excusable. 

 

Issues to be Determined by the Panel 

The question for this Commission is simple:  Is a judge entitled to less protection and less 

right to protect his or her family, home and person than anyone else?  Is a judge – either male or 

female - to be censured, suspended or removed from elected office because he or she stopped 

someone from committing further acts of aggression and criminality against the judicial officer? 

Is a judge to be disciplined when no crime was committed and no ethical breach to be found by 

that judge? 

Judge Watters should not be further tormented by the felonious actions taken by Qin.  He 

is the victim of a serious felony, and the actions he took were all taken to stop a criminal from 

stalking him and committing further outrages against him and his family.  With crime on the 

increase, and in particular with judges being increasingly targeted by those appearing in their 

courts, disciplining a justice who stopped a felon in the act of committing crimes would undermine 

the safety and well-being of the judiciary. 
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           Agreements 

The parties agree that an incident occurred at Respondent’s residence on February 14, 

2021.  During that incident, a Mr. Fei Qin was arrested and subsequently charged with felony 

stalking of Justice of the Peace Adam Watters.  Qin was later tried in Superior Court and convicted 

of felony stalking in violation of ARS 13-2923 

The parties agree that Qin was sentenced to 18 months in prison, and is currently in the 

custody of the Arizona Department of Corrections. 

At the time of his arrest Qin had a large kitchen knife in his vehicle.  It was later shown at 

trial that the 12-inch knife was the one used to slash the tires of Judge Watters’ vehicle, which was 

in the driveway of his home.  Judge Watters tires were slashed twice, both times all four tires were 

slashed. 

A rifle scope was found in Qin’s vehicle, that day of his arrest. 

Qin, a former attorney, had his license suspended by the Colorado Supreme Court after his 

conviction for domestic violence. 

Qin was on private property at the time of his arrest. 

Disputed Issues 

 Whether Qin was in the act of committing a felony on the day of his arrest at the Watters’ 

home. 

 Whether Watters was justified in defending his home and family after suffering a series of 

events including but not limited to: at least a dozen instances of trash and garbage being dumped 

on the Watters’ property; having twice had the tires on his truck slashed at night; knowing that the 

person slashing the tires clearly was armed with a knife; being assaulted and physically injured by 

Qin on Feb. 14 2021; having Qin act as if he was going to assault the Respondent a second time; 

having his wife stalked, threatened and terrorized by Qin for 20 minutes on February 12, 2021; 
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fearing that his wife might be injured or worse based on a February 12 conversation that was 

interrupted by Qin approaching his home by walking up the driveway in the middle of the day. 

Whether Watters forced Qin to stop his vehicle on Feb. 14, 2021 or whether Qin stopped 

on his own and assaulted the Respondent. 

Whether the Respondent acted in self-defense. 

Respondent takes the position, as stated above in the first section of this pleading, that 

under the Rules of Civil Procedure, all Requests for Admissions not specifically denied are deemed 

admitted.  There is no rule or language in the rules that allow for “conditional” admissions.   

 Respondent’s List of Witnesses 

Adam Watters – will testify about the events leading up to and including the arrest of 

Fei Qin at the judge’s home and about the harassment of Watters as a victim by defense 

counsel. 

Brian McIntyre – Cochise County Attorney is expected to testify as to the evidence 

produced at Fei Qin’s trial, and in particular as to the evidence produced by, from and 

related to the Feb. 14 arrest of Mr. Qin.  He will also testify as to his observations of 

attorney Grynkewich and his obvious hostility toward the Respondent. 

Caitlin Watters – A witness to the Feb. 12 and 14 events as well as the stalking of her 

parents prior to those dates. 

Esther Underwood – the Watters neighbor who witnessed Qin’s stalking of the family 

and photographed his vehicle at the Watters home on multiple occasions.  She also 

witnessed Qin throwing trash onto the property. 

Jill Watters – will testify as to the effect and impact Qin’s felonious actions had on her 

and her husband and the efforts made to try and stop the unknown person from 

terrorizing and stalking the Watters. 
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Tom Fink, Santa Cruz County Superior Court Judge – He was the trial judge in State 

v. Qin and will testify as to his observations of the trial and his reasons for sentencing 

Mr. Qin to prison.  

 

 

4    List of Exhibits 

1) The list of Exhibits attached to the initial Response to Statement of Charges filed by 

Respondent, including each of those exhibits as if listed separately herein. 

Photo of knife found in Qin’s vehicle, linked to slashing of Watters’ tires 

Minute Entry of Dec. 15, 2021 case CR20210439 showing conviction for felony stalking 

of Fei Qin. 

Article showing photo of Fei Qin discussing his 1.5 year sentence. 

Colorado Supreme Court finding suspending Qin’s license for domestic violence on his 

family. 

Photo of rifle scope found in Qin’s vehicle on February 14, 2021 

Injuries to Watters’ arm caused by Qin assaulting him with car door on Feb. 14, 2021. 

Photos of slashed tires on Watters’ vehicle 

Commission responses to Request for Admissions 

Photos taken by Esther Underwood,  taken of Fei Qin’s vehicle on the road in front of the 

Watters’ home on two occasions. 

Photo of Fei Qin’s vehicle taken by Judge Watters on Feb. 14, 2021 

Certified Trial transcript of State of Arizona v. Fei Qin CR20210439. (4 days) 

Certified Trial transcript of Fei Qin sentencing Jan. 12, 2022 Sentence of Imprisonment. 

Certified transcript from Dec. 15, 2021 Jury verdict finding Fei Qin guilty. 

Sentence notification form Jan 12, 2022, including pre-sentence report 
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Photos of trash dumped on Watters property by Fei Qin. 

 

 

 

Objections to Listed Documents: 

 Commission counsel has listed voluminous police reports and attached documents as 

exhibits.  Although listed, police reports and photos were never disclosed or provided to 

Respondent.  Respondent objects to the admission of any such reports and documents on the basis 

of hearsay and lack of foundation and lack of disclosure. 

 

DATED September 1, 2022. 

       . 

       Approved by: 

       /s/ Adam W. Watters    

        

      Respondent 

































































Request to Broadcast, Record, or Photograph 
* Requests to record must be filed a minimum of 48 hours in advance, per court rules and policy.  See Rules of the
Arizona Supreme Court, 122 and 122.1 and Administrative Order 2019-142.

Court of Appeals Arizona Supreme Court Other Court-Use Location 

Courtroom Proceeding Courthouse or court-use location 

Case Number: ______________________________________________________________________________ 

Date(s) of Hearing or Argument: _______________________________________________________________ 

OR 

Other Event Name and Location:_______________________________________________________________ 

Date(s): ___________________________________________________________________________________ 

The undersigned hereby applies for permission to broadcast, record, or photograph in the State Courts 
Building, or other court-use location for: 

Audio for later broadcast   Video for later broadcast 

Live Audio Broadcast    Live Video Broadcast 

Still Photography 

Other (specify): ________________________________________________________________ 

Applicant Information – Required so Court can inform applicant of alternative location, date, time, or manner, if any. 

Name: ____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Organization (if any): ________________________________________________________________________________ 

Phone: ____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Email: _____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Consent: Attach the written consent of persons to be recorded for recording outside a proceeding, if applicable. 

By signing below, I agree to abide by the direction of the designated staff person while at the State Courts Building or other  
court-use location.  Rules 122 and 122.1 provide guidance for media coverage, recordings, and photography.  Designated staff  
may suspend activity that threatens any person, disrupts court operations, compromises court security, or violates Administrative 
Order 2019-142. 

Signature: ______________________________________________________ Date: 
______________________________ 

Return completed form to Alberto Rodriguez, Communications Officer at arodriguez@courts.az.gov.  
For questions call (602) 452-3656. 

✔

21-043, 21-048, 21-155, 21-248

September 7, 2022 at 9 a.m.

Formal Disciplinary Hearing of Judge Adam W. Watters

✔

✔

Court-supported livestream for public consumption

Alberto Rodriguez

Arizona Supreme Court Administrative Office of the Courts

602.452.3656

arodriguez@courts.az.gov

Alberto Rodriguez August 5, 2022








































































































































































