State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 21-229

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
January 12, 2022

The Complainant alleged that a superior court judge violated the law and
was biased against him.

The role of the Commission on Judicial Conduct is to impartially determine
whether a judicial officer has engaged in conduct that violates the Arizona Code of
Judicial Conduct or Article 6.1 of the Arizona Constitution. There must be clear and
convincing evidence of such a violation in order for the Commission to take
disciplinary action against a judicial officer.

The Commission reviewed all relevant available information and concluded
there was not clear and convincing evidence of ethical misconduct in this matter.
The complaint is therefore dismissed pursuant to Commission Rules 16(a) and

23(a).

Commission members Christopher W. Ames, Barbara Brown, and Delia R.
Neal did not participate in the consideration of this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on January 12, 2022.
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Judicial Complaint - The Honorable

21-229
In pro per
THE STATE OF ARIZONA
In the Arizona Commission on Judicial Conduct
1501 W. Washington St., Ste. 229. Phoenix, AZ 85007.
| File No.:
Individual |
Complainant | The Hon. Commissioner(s):
I
------------------- | COMPLAINT
I
THE HONORABLE | Re.:
COURT JUDGE |
| Court:
Respondent |
The Honorable (- ") willfully, openly and blatantly violated
and 6 ") rights under Arizona’s due process of law clause; Ariz. Const.
art. 2, § 4.

deliberately violated Cannon 1.1, “A judge shall comply with the law, including
the Code of Judicial Conduct™; and 1.2, “A judge shall act at all times in a manner that promotes
public confidence in the independence, integrity, and impartiality of the judiciary, and shall
avoid impropriety and the appearance of impropriety”; Ariz. Co. Jud. Cond. 1.1 and 1.2.

For reasons that only can explain, he flat out refused to hear the above-captioned
case which was for expedited injunctive relief to have [ D
dismantle an demolition fence that they had place around the home and home
space; and to compel to cease and desist their illegal possession of the property
and lot.

took an incredibly unreasonable amount of time to decide the action, even in light

that sometimes it is excusable for the Court to take longer than normal due to case load.
















THE COMMISSION’S POLICY IS
TO POST ONLY THE FIRST FIVE
PAGES OF ANY DISMISSED
COMPLAINT ON ITS WEBSITE.

FOR ACCESS TO THE
REMAINDER OF THE
COMPLAINT IN THIS MATTER,
PLEASE MAKE YOUR REQUEST
IN WRITING TO THE
COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL
CONDUCT AND REFERENCE
THE COMMISSION CASE
NUMBER IN YOUR REQUEST.





