State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 21-013

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER

The Complainant alleged a superior court judge violated Rules 1.1, 1.2, 2.2,
and 2.4 of the Code of Judicial Conduct.

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.

After review, the Commission found the judge made comments that appeared
to prejudge a witness’ credibility, made disparaging comments about a witness’ skill
level, made editorial comments of questionable relevance, addressed counsel in a
disparate fashion, and failed to afford the litigants and their counsel an opportunity
for discussion outside the presence of the court when disclosing a potential basis for
disqualification. While this was improper under Rules 1.2, 2.2, and 2.11(C) of the
Code of Judicial Conduct, the Scope Section of the Code provides that not every
transgression will result in the imposition of discipline. The Commission decided,
after considering all the facts and circumstances, to dismiss the Complaint
pursuant to Commission Rules 16(b) and 23(a), but to issue a warning letter to the
judicial officer to refrain from the aforementioned conduct in future matters.

Dated: June 11, 2021
FOR THE COMMISSION

/s/ Louis Frank Dominguez
Hon. Louis Frank Dominguez
Commission Chair

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on June 11, 2021.






Judge stated multiple times that he “ 7, especially during the

Petitioner’s attorney’s time for witness examination. It could be presumed that he had
already decided on the case during the Respondent’s time and was simply going through
the motions for the remainder of the allotted hearing time. (From this point forward in
this document, I will be using parentheses to cite the locations within the transcript of the
examples supporting my claim in the form of page:lines. Exampies of Judge

inattention to the case at hand can be located on 128:8-15, 150:5-8, and 221:1-2.)

Judge was aware of the Respondent coaching his wife’s answers during her time

on the witness stand, but did not mention it at the observed time or stop him from doing

it. The judge stated later in the hearing that he had seen it. ( )
Judge seemed to give more leeway to the Respondent’s attorney
than to the Petitioner’s. For example, when Attorney objected to the Petitioner’s

attorney’s line of questioning saying that it was a parenting time issue, not a custody
issue; the judge seemed to be listening and receptive, but he did not stop the
Respondent’s attorney from badgering a following witness about the Petitioner’s medical
diagnoses. Those diagnoses should not have been the main focus if it was simply a
parenting time issue. (
)

Judge made comments about the minor children’s counselor,
specifically, that she * ”. However, he also waited until after the first
witness had testified to make his previous interactions with known. (

)
Judge made comments regarding one of the minor children’s anxiety diagnosis.

He said that children don’t really have anxiety and are over diagnosed with such. He

proceeded to tell a personal story of his being ” watching a movie.
( ).
Judge went on to comment on the minor child’s " and how a child

should not be rewarded for such behavior. The judge biatantly ignored the child’s
numerous diagnoses and how these impact his feelings, maturity, coping skills, and

behavior. ( )
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