
State of Arizona 

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT 

Disposition of Complaint 23-342 

Judge:  

Complainant:  

ORDER 

February 20, 2024 

The Complainant alleged a municipal court judge was not qualified to decide 
cases.  

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 ethical misconduct in this matter. 
The complaint is therefore dismissed pursuant to Commission Rules 16(a) and 
23(a). 

Commission member Michael J. Brown did not participate in the 
consideration of this matter. 
 
Copies of this order were distributed to all 
appropriate persons on February 20, 2024. 







 THE  JUSTICE COURT 

 

 Petitioner, 

 V.  COMPLAINT No.  

  

 In his capacity as Judge 

Respondent. 

____________________________________________/ 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF QUO WARRANTO 

Petitioners,  , the executor and assigned agent of the estate hereby 
respectfully petitions this Court for a Writ of Quo Warranto directed to respondent  in their 
capacity as Pro Temp Judge of the  Justice Court by challenging their validity as a 
pro temp Judge and a public servant to provide an updated version of their official Oath of Office 
documents. 



BASIS FOR COMPLAINT 

 

This Writ of Quo Warranto petition is filed challenging the validity on the ruling made by pro temp Judge 
 regarding complaint No. . not only did they make their ruling after a 

mediation hearing was scheduled between both parties being the plaintiff and the defendant to possibly 
resolve the matter, however the timing of their ruling while interfering with judicial process by reversing 
a decision made by the judge who was initially presiding over the matter would seem as if pro temp Judge 

 was bias while ruling in the favor of the defendant. While the case was dismissed from the 
 Justice Court without prejudice, the judge did not have any cause to dismiss the case 

prior to the mediation hearing as the filing party was denied due process to present their case along with 
the facts. 

 

The plaintiff and filing party were not only denied due process to move forward in a matter which was 
already pre-set for mediation, however they were not given notice of cancellation of the mediation as the 
case was entirely dismissed. Under the laws of “procedural due process”, an individuals’ rights are as 
follow: 

1. An Unbiased Tribunal 
2. Notice of the proposed action and the grounds asserted for it. 
3. Opportunity to present reasons why the proposed action should not be taken. 
4. The right to present evidence, including the right to call witnesses. 
5. The right to know opposing evidence. 
6. The right to cross-examine adverse witnesses. 
7. A decision based exclusively on the evidence presented. 
8. Opportunity to be represented by counsel. 
9. Requirement that the tribunal prepare a record of the evidence presented. 
10. Requirement that the tribunal prepare written findings of fact and reasons for its decision. 

 

In addition, not only was due process denied to the filing party, yet pro temp Judge  did not 
possess the ability, nor were they in an authoritative capacity to make a ruling as they did not have a valid, 
or current Oath of Office on file, or on the record with the recorders court at the time of their ruling as 
their last commission expired on . 

 

 

FACTS OF PETITION 

 

Article 6, Section 6 of the Constitution states that, each justice, judge, and justice of the peace shall, 
before entering upon the duties of his office, take and subscribe an oath that he will support the 
Constitution of the United States and the Constitution of the State of Arizona, and that he will faithfully 
and impartially discharge the duties of his office to the best of his ability. 



The oath of all judges of courts inferior to the superior court and the oath of justices of the peace shall be 
filed in the office of the county recorder, and the oath of all other justices and judges shall be filed in the 
office of the secretary of state. 

Article VI, Clause 3 of the constitution also states that The senators and representatives before mentioned, 
and the members of the several state legislatures, and all executive and judicial officers, both of the 
United States and of the several states, shall be bound by oath or affirmation, to support this constitution; 
but no religious test shall ever be required as a qualification to any office or public trust under the United 
States.  

The States Judicial Code on Conduct along with its laws also hold judges accountable as the oath of office 
is a promise that the judge will uphold the law and faithfully discharge the duties of their office. By 
making rulings without an oath of office, the judge is essentially breaking their promise to the public. Not 
only is it a violation for a judge to make rulings without an oath of office, but should a judge proceed in 
making a ruling or rulings without an oath of office, they’re subject to disciplinary actions by the States 
Judicial Conduct Commission. Those disciplinary action include however are not limited to, censuring the 
judge, suspending the judge from office, or permanently removing the judge from office. 

RELIEF, REMEDY & INDEMNITY 

In conclusion, all parties and government agencies in reception of this filed Writ Of Quo Warranto 
petition including the respondent are hereby being requested to provide the petitioner(s), its Estate and 
administrative agent with official copies of valid, up to date and current Oath of Office for pro temp Judge 

 of the  Justice Court in order to solidify and validate their ruling on 
complaint  within  days from the reception of this filed complaint. Should 
respondent and involved parties including but not limited to the governor of Arizona, The Arizona 
Commission on Judicial Conduct along with any additional agencies fail to provide the requested and 
official documents, the sought for relief, remedy and indemnification for the petitioning party are as 
follow: The ruling made on the complaint by pro temp judge  shall be thoroughly 
investigated by the Arizona Commission on Judicial Conduct due to a bias ruling and tempering of 
judicial process while making a ruling and sitting a bench without an Oath of Office. Petitioner and their 
Estate are subject to receiving financial relief and indemnification by way of settlement or a filed claim as 
the judge is subject to being personally held liable for all monetary damages caused to the filing party and 
their estate due to the negligence of the State of Arizona and all involved parties in accordance with the 
petitioners’ private administrative process and procedures in accordance with their fee schedule. 

  



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. 

 
 

 




