State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 19-383

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
February 27, 2020

The Complainant alleged a superior court judge discriminated against her
because she was self-represented.

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 Denise K. Aguilar, Roger D. Barton, Colleen E.
Concannon and George H. Foster, Jr., did not participate in the consideration of this
matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on February 27, 2020.
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COMPLAINT AGAINST A JUDGE

Name: Judge's Name:

Instructions: Use this {form or plain paper of the same size to e a complaint. Deseribe in your own
words what you believe the judge did that constitutes judicial misconduct. Be specific and list all of the
nimes. dates, tmes, and places that will help the commission undemstand vour concerns. Additional pages may
be attached along with copies (not originals} of relevant court documents, Please complete one side of the paper

only. and keep n copy of the complaint for your records.

tdo not have an attormey. cannot afford an altorney. CASE NG

| hgve spent hours on iineg tying Lo leam how 10 do proceduraes coarrectly

Mo matter what { do, e must do responses or lose case, | recsive

a slag on the face from Judgs because gome known only (0 & Fained attomey procedure
wag incorrect, and my motons distegarded.

fam a bom and raised sntitled to fair justice. | do not expect 1o have a seil grandiosing
adne that does not seem {0 be able W disconnect coun grocedures with truth.

Judge has Ruled, MES. and Orders of INSULTS. ACCUSATIONS, WARNINGS. and
THREATS w me.

Please see case regponses/ondens o me,

Frave filed 2 motion with the court &n squesting an attormey be appointed 10 me bacayse
£ is chvivus Judge is nigd capable of reading and evalualing anything that is not perfectly
spaced on paper. JudGe % 50 nased ggairst self [tgans that cannot afford attomeys

that he cannot properly evaluate the case,
Facts aifid TRUTH should rule & case not soms self imponant judge.
P have also lied an Appeal on i nad actually read any of my coun fifed papers

of actua! facts and ruth exhabis metead of sendng me hus pissy insuits, | beleve his judgment was
ncorrect because every order plaintiff requesied granted iplaniff sell rep. attyl becauss my motiong wate

proceduraliy
feorTect aceording © they were gnomed.
Judyge reEds 10 be replaced with & juoge that s less full of hansell and © actually capsbie of

mesting justics withoul Sown acis.

No maiter what procedures the COURT makes TRUTH i3 the LAW,
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Defendant on public media on what is known as the *





