State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 22-360

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
February 22, 2023

The Complainant alleged a superior court judge failed to follow the law and
made improper rulings in a family case.

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).

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on February 22, 2023.
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IN THE COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF

Petitioner, REGARDING HEARING -

V. (Assigned to: Hon. )

Respondent.

COMES NOW the Respondent, , in the matter of ongoing
for the minor child, and forced contact with the Petitioner.

The child is comfortable with the current and all other
companies on the court’s list have been explored, and none have fit

the child’s needs, including the Petitioner’s current choice: the

: -’ At this time continuing on the current
path with the child’s current is in the best interests of
the child. Forcing visits at this time are not in the

best interests of a child who has expressed on multiple occasions a
lack of trust - due the Petitioner’s clear lack of honesty/recovery,
which is heavily documented throughout the case record. Furthermore,
the child has clearly stated her wishes to all parties on multiple
occasions: for her life to remain stable and to allow her mother
"time to work on herself.” These statements are repeated in court
records, including those submitted by the prior visitation agency
(exhibit A) and the Conciliation Court interview.

Additionally, the child has seen multiple since the

Petitioner’s recent attempts to force herself into the child’s life,
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who have concluded that the child is reacting in a normal and healthy
way under the circumstances and that forcing contact before the child
is ready would be most likely damaging and counterproductive - if the
intended course of action were to foster healthy interactions and a
lasting relationship between the child and Petitioner. The

have concurred that continuing to force the child to have contact with
the Petitioner at this time is not in best interests of the child as

it would cause confusion for the child’s understanding of healthy

relationships, which are built on honesty and trust. This conclusion

also appears to be consistent with A.R.S. 28-403 and previous case
recommendations that follow the statutes (Exhibit B.)

Respondent has made several good faith attempts since 2020 to
offer the Petitioner opportunities to move forward and act in the
best interests of the child, however the Petitioner remains unwilling
or unable to do so (exhibit C.) Despite this ongoing uncooperative
nature of the Petitioner, the Respondent has successfully explored
every open path to maintain the child’s physical and health
and welfare (exhibit D.) While the extraordinary lengths to which
the Petitioner has gone in order to deceive this court and in effect
further damage the only functional household of the child is of
utmost concern. This damage is clearly proven by the Petitioner’s
repeated on the Respondent over the past years, including
the unrepentant false claims that the father and the
minor child. Not only have these accusations never been withdrawn,
but none of the perjury has been amended in any way, standing to this
day. As the Petitioner chooses to continue this course, she proves
beyond any reasonable doubt her own continued inability to understand

how to act in the “best interests” of the minor child.
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The case history provides ample documentation in the record,

re-affirmed by multiple judges of this Court, noting the Petitioner’s severe

repeated perjury and repeated choices to intentionally cause
unnecessary, punitive litigation. Respeondent notes that his prior counsel
requested relief on for the Petitioner’s
emergency filing after her failed test suspended visitation and
/ or parenting time. Judge postponed ruling on this matter, though

billing documentation was submitted. Respondent requests this relief is now

ordered including the additional, unnecessary burden imposed on the child’s

10 household (Exhibit E) which will allow Respondent to continue to solely

11 provide for the minor child’s well-being - consistent with A.R.S 25-415.
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RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this _day of

14

15

16 By:
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Copy of foregoing delivered by hand, this _day of to:
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cc: filed with , Attn: Honorable Judge
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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.





