State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 23-032

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER

Complainant alleged unprofessional and biased statements by a municipal
court judge pro tem responding to a questionnaire as a prospective juror, including
the judge’s statement that victims cannot be trusted to tell the truth.

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 a violation of the Code. The named
judge 1s a part-time judicial officer as defined under Part D of the Code. The alleged
misconduct occurred at a time when the judge was not engaged in any judicial
functions, thus depriving the Commission of jurisdiction over the judge’s conduct
due to the limited application of the Code to Part D judges. The Commission
approved sending the judge an advisory letter expressing condemnation of the
judge’s statements. The complaint is therefore dismissed pursuant to Commission
Rules 16(b) and 23(a).

Commission members Roger D. Barton and Joseph C. Kreamer did not
participate in the consideration of this matter.

Dated: March 30, 2023
FOR THE COMMISSION

/s/ Christopher P. Staring
Hon. Christopher P. Staring
Commission Chair

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on March 30, 2023.



Comp
23-032

Arizona Commission on Judicial Conduct
1501 W. Washington Street, Suite 229
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Via Email and Mail: cjc@courts.az.gov

To Whom It May Concern:

In County case number , this court issued an
online case-specific questionnaire to proposed jurors to assist with voir dire. After reviewing the
responses, the parties and court excuse jurors for cause before trial.

In reviewing the responses, the court and parties observed one concerning response from
juror number who stated she is the :
Juror completed questionnaire contains some responses that raise a substantial
likelihood that she violated Rule 1.2 of the Arizona Code of Judicial Conduct. Juror.
completed questionnaire and a copy of this court’s order unsealing the completed questionnaire
are enclosed.

y

In addition to the responses, it is also concerning that juror commented on one of
the witnesses, *

”). The questionnaire used does not name
as a witness. Presumably, this prospective juror reviewed the witness disclosure,
which does list Due to the sensitive nature of the charges, this case is not available on
the Court’s online system. The only way to view the case file is to use one of Court’s
computers. To the extent juror ased the Court’s computer that is
this raises additional questions that she violated Rule 1.2 of the Arizona Code of
Judicial Conduct.

If you have any questions, do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely

County















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.
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