State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 21-082

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
August 25, 2021

The Complainant alleged a superior court judge failed to make timely
rulings, improperly allowed a lien to be re-recorded against his property, and
improperly dismissed his civil lawsuit.

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).

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on August 25, 2021.
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) and an unraveling marriage because my wife is/was in waiting for me to send for her and attend the
associated immigration problems had meanwhile themselves, as to the why and hew things were processed and closed
probiems manifested themselves in was in a dilapidated clinics hallway somewhere in
with symptoms and 1 was told there was a need for a respirator that could be obtained in the black
market for § ( ) which has put my into a nuclear meltdown mode and has me VERY
concerned for her well-being and and my sanity ( hospital medical records are now in your courts
hands having been sent with my fast submitted appeal) as a victim of the blatant act of injustice
which has not shown its face since
Note: Mv wife was defrauded of some § in our apartment proceeds that were to be sent to me by

to fund immigration costs and services plus travel expenses, but it appears this ' agent (Her

step brother ) found better things to do with the money, thus I believe this ploy to obtain the respirator is not on
the up and up - money that I do not have and is being help up by this cases litigation process.

My ex-attorney asked me to request an Fvidentury Hearing to confirm the vaiidity of all AZ/ requested and
delivered documents by he and T as has the court inciined to believe by his previous communications with the court
that I did rot, or refused te deliver, all the documents as requested by AZ/ and even insinuated in che of his submissions to
the court that I had actually lied and refused (another lie) to provide the state with the requested documentary evidence in this
matter and that my attorney probably submitted o faise affidavit questioning his entegrity and thet T

actually refused to submit the states requested documeniation of which I still retain record of.

Truth to power:

All the legal actions, from this case having already gone through discovery, at levels
of AZ7 investigation with ofl the reguested and having already been remitted to them,
and FINAL decision independently made by levels of the AZ, State -lerical, supervisory and

administrative personnel, including my ex-lawyers ( I sworn affidavit which had already previously
been presented to your court in evidence) has been kind enough in providing a sworn affidavit of his actions in this
matter and now the court seems inclined to an endless processing in a seemingly endless in search of ' _to
blame the Plaintiff over' when the entire nrocess was unfortunately handled in a ' L

after the by the AZ/ and matter had been handled entirely by the AZ/

people themselves.

f this case seems ' _for your honor [ would reguest a new judge and a full jury trial with ail factors
previously described factually, but piecemeal, be allowed to be presented to an unbiased jury despite the possibie
volatile acts of juries, as 1 don't feel justice under the 14 amendment ‘equal justice under the law', has any place for me
in your court and the insidious conspiracy thecries and suppositions.

Respecifuily submitted,

Previously emailed to:

Addendum:
Pary 1.

my ex-retained lawyer, who processed my case throughout, though no longer my attorney for
financial reasons, but seemingly ted by his visible great sense of responsibility, has stated to me that there is an
urgent need for an Evidentiary Hearing, and that he would serve as a pro-bono witness on my behalf despite his aiready
submitted sworn affidavit to the court when your request is issued; given all the unsubstantiated facts, opinions, half
truths and rumors voiced by the defendants counsel by is previously written notice to the court, i. e. without benefit of a
jury’s presence, to separate the wheat from the and submitted by someone representing themselves
impotently under Pro Se (like a doing surgery with a and a ) and with only
the courts' ear listening to_preselected, but vet unconfirmed input from the AZ/States/ lawyer in the form of
submitted hope, conjecture and with a and/or pure innuendo needed to create the sounds of of
validity, often using questionable or unproven facts formed through conjecture, legai pretense, conspiracy theories and
wishful thinking and/or pixies dancing before the defendants attorney’s eyes.
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