State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 22-422

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
July 10, 2023

The complainant alleged improper rulings and biased treatment by a
superior court judge hearing a civil 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).

Commission members Colleen E. Concannon and Scott C. Silva did not
participate in the consideration of this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on July 10, 2023.
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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.

In the second case, Case No when | purchased the property |
received a lease drafted by the Defendant which stated in two places that despite its term, it could be
terminated by either party by -day notice. | also received a sworn statement from the seller informing

me their lease with Defendant of the property | was purchasing was month-to-month lease because the
Defendent was months past due on rent at the time of purchase.

Judge again entertained a motion filed on the eve of trial by the Defendant. Rather than focus on
the evidence and the clear language of the contract or hold the ambiguity against the drafter (the
Defendant) he accepted an argument focusing on the contortions of English grammar. In a decision that
was clear as mud, he ruled that | could not terminate the Defendant's lease with a -day notice,
despite the language of the lease to the contrary and the statements of the sellers.

Judge permitted the opposing party to again aoplv for attorney fees and did not balk or blush at
the claim of counsel that he raised his hourly rate by since his last application or that he spent
hours reviewing his financial records in preparing the fee application. (The hearing lasted less than an
hour...) He awarded them over in attorney fees.

Both of these decisions are on appeal based upon his abuse of discretion.

Setting his abuse of discretion aside, Judge treatment of me in both cases demonstrated
shocking bias.





