State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 17-208

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER

The complainant alleged a superior court commissioner failed to remain
impartial and made improper rulings in a probate proceeding and a civil case.

The responsibility of the Commission on Judicial Conduct is to impartially
determine if the commissioner engaged in conduct that violated the provisions of
Article 6.1 of the Arizona Constitution or the Code of Judicial Conduct and, if so, to
take appropriate disciplinary action. The purpose and authority of the commission
1s limited to this mission.

The commission does not have jurisdiction to review the legal sufficiency of
the commissioner’s rulings. In addition, the commission found no evidence of ethical
misconduct and concluded that the commissioner did not violate the Code in this
case. Accordingly, the complaint is dismissed in its entirety, pursuant to Rules 16(a)
and 23(a).

Dated: October 12, 2017
FOR THE COMMISSION

[s/ George A. Riemer
George A. Riemer
Executive Director

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on October 12, 2017.

This order may not be used as a basis for disqualification of a judge.



Cloysp
2017 208

Complaint Against Maricopa County
Commissioner

Complainant:
Commissioner’s Name:
Commissioner’s Court:
Cause of Action and Caption - In the Matter of the Guardianship of
) breached her
duty of impartiality pursuant to Rules 2.2, 2.3 and 2.4(B), Arizona Code
of Judicial Conduct, by a) consciously disregarding the facts in order to
deny twice Complainant’s Request for Status Conference; b) consciously
misstating the facts in order to deny Complainant’s Motion for More
Definite statement; c) striking his entire First Amended Complaint {(after
Complainant already had dismissed the offending Count One) despite
the fact that two valid causes of action remained to be litigated; d)
consolidating Complainant’s civil action with

in violation of Rule 4(B)(1)(b), Arizona Rules of Probate
Procedure; and e) granting the Guardian ad Litem’s request for

attorney fees of against Complainant via the Court’s specious

interpretation of ARS Section 14-1105(B);

* * *















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.





