
State of Arizona 

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT 

Disposition of Complaint 21-338 

Judge:  

Complainant:  

ORDER 

March 30, 2022 

The Complainant alleged a justice of the peace (now retired) refused to define 
a document. 

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 does not have jurisdiction to overturn, amend, or remand a 
judicial officer’s legal rulings. 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 and Louis Frank Dominguez did 
not participate in the consideration of this matter. 
 
Copies of this order were distributed to all 
appropriate persons on March 30, 2022. 





Hon  is sending me to  Court" to define the document.
Hon  is forgetting:
1. Judge  violated my civil rights by refusing to give me a copy of the letter at the
hearing when I requested it.
2. The  Court refused to provide me with the eviction exhibit for  months and only
provided it to me because I filed police reports on them and attached it to Motions.
3. The Attorneys refused to provide me a copy of their "  eviction exhibit before
our hearing, during our hearing and after our hearing.
4. The attorney Disciplinary Board has no problem with  refusing to send me the
letter.
5.   Offices refused to answer any of my motions to the court to compel them
to explain why  is using their  letter to me with the dates changed to  and
the attorney listed on the letter left the law firm in late  to practice law in .

Everyone listed above refused to provide me with the document, and then Hon  had the
audacity to complain to me in her order that the time passed for an "Appeal" hearing when that
was not the purpose of my Motion.

Hon  could have ordered me to take the document to someone else without ordering me
to pay attorney fees, considering all the evidence that I had provided that the  Court
withheld the eviction letter from me, in violation of my Constitutional and State rights. The

 Court is a party to this confusion and delay which Judge  refused to  consider.

This is a purposeful and premeditated ruling by Hon  that violates my constitutional
rights to a fair trial and defrauds the other parties involved, their current insurance company
and the future collection agency. 

If this goes unpunished, then it's clear  apartment residents do not have a right to a fair
trial in  County Consolidated   Court.

Considering Hon  history of stealing answer keys for judicial orientation tests, I hope
you take my complaint seriously and do not give her the benefit of any doubts.  
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