State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 24-109

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
May 24, 2024

The Complainant alleged an appellate court judge covered up the trial judge’s
bias and committed judicial misconduct.

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 Barbara Brown, Michael J. Brown, and Delia R. Neal
did not participate in the consideration of this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on May 24, 2024.






Rule 14 - Prohibition Against Retaliation

A judge against whom a complaint is filed shall not directly or indirectly engage in any act of
retaliation against any person who files a complaint, cooperates in the investigation of a
complaint, or acts as a witness in any proceeding brought against the judge. "Retaliation”
includes, but is not limited to, the act of dismissing or procuring the dismissal, without
reasonable cause, of a member of the judge's staff or other person subject to the judge's direction
and control, creating a hostile or offensive working environment for such person, or filing a
frivolous bar complaint against an attorney who is a complainant or witness. The commission or
disciplinary counsel may, at any time, file a petition with the supreme court for an order
prohibiting, at the risk of sanctions for contempt, conduct of a judge that is or appears to be
retaliatory in nature.

Ariz. R. Comm. Jud. Cond. 14

(B) A judge shall not retaliate, directly or indirectly, against a person known or suspected to have assisted or
cooperated with an investigation of a judge or a lawyer.

A judge must be impartial, and a Judge must be faithful to the law (Emphasis added). Father advised this
Court of common law in his Pre-trial statement as It pertains to exhibits and evidence. This court went on
abandon common law and to go rouge and to “exclude” exhibits. Kelly v. Kelly, 503 P.3d 822, 252 Ariz.
371 (Ariz. Ct. App. 2021)

Please see footnote Page .5 FC2013-007736 Please see exhibit 7

5 The Court granted Father leave to submit a 2-page summary of caselaw or a closing following trial. In violation of
the Court's order, Father submitted a voluminous pleading that attached many of his previously excluded exhibits.
As indicated in its ME, the Court limited its review to the first two substantive pages of Father's submission, which

largely mirrored his arguments at trial. (Emphasis Added) there are remedies such as contempt of court
but not to deny important exhibits that impact an innocent third party- the child.
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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.





