State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 23-163

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
September 29, 2023

The complainant alleged a superior court judge improperly allowed a deputy
to evict 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 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 member Barbara Brown did not participate in the consideration
of this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on September 29, 2023.






From:

To:

Department

Arizona
The dates back to 1636, when Citizen-Soldiers formed militias to defend community
and country. And for 377 years, the Guard has stayed true to its roots.

Detective

Arizona

Department ,

Superior Court,

Office of the Court Administrator,

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

Notice of Endangerment by Public Servants, Representatives, Employees which run business
and are registered as such instead to uphold the oath not having in reality anything to do with
elected/appointed officials by the people for the people.

Imminent danger is looming to my well been, life and private property by foreign/federal, private
businesses impersonating public officials, servants, employees and representatives some wearing even
uniforms to enforce statutory acts to which I am not a remember of as a private American/State Citizen.

Forcible detainer was issued against dead/fictitious entity but they are going after me having much
different status been American/State Citizen already existing when this nation was established prior the
14th A. which was never lawfully enacted confirmed by congressional debate.

Evictions/forcible detainer comes under A.R.S. 12-1173.01 and definition to whom it applies is under
A.R.S. 12-3001 part 5 - Person" means an individual, corporation, business trust, estate, trust,
partnership, limited liability company, association, joint venture, government or governmental
subdivision, agency or instrumentality or public corporation or any other legal or commercial entity.

This is clear that I do not fall under their statutory definitions and I already let the judge to know on
paper and in the court room where she failed to refute it with evidence violating Canon Rules of Ethics,
Practicing Law from the bench, not been impartial, unbiased and not prejudice. This is what is












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.





