State of Arizona
COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 21-262

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
March 15, 2022

The Complainant alleged that a superior court judge made incorrect rulings,
and violated his right to represent himself.

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 member Barbara Brown did not participate in the consideration
of this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on March 15, 2022.
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COMPLAINT AGAINST A JUDGE

Name: Judge’'s Name:

Instructions: Use this form or plain paper of the same size to file a complaint. Describe in your own
words what you believe the judge did that constitutes judicial misconduct. Be specific and list all of the
names, dates, times, and places that will help the commission understand your 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 a copy of the complaint for your records.

My name is and From to | attend the psyciatric care
system on a volunatiry basis and was disharged without any of the 3 doctors | spoke with in person
mandating a full mental evalution. | was picked up while naked under a towel in the middle of a
night based on a petition filed by my parents and brother who | am having major business disputes with.
Many issues with the system in general, but specifically for | will explain how my rights
were violated, proven to be violated and then trampled on which lead to forced medication which is
something | expressed deep religious concerns over. | DID NOT WANT MEDICATION. Now the injustice
is real but luckily the damages were limited because before the courts ruling | was being prescribed anti
psycotics, but by time | was court ordered my doctor did not feel that would be necessary and placed on
mood stabilizers which are known to cause no effects on my ability to comprehend or represent myself.
Now at court We started the trial off with me requesting to self represent but keep my lawyer on as an
advisor. The judge agreed to do this while holding the right to take away my self representation and give it
back to my lawyer if he saw that | was incapable of defending myself. Next he states that there will be
only 20 mintues for each side to make their case and 20 mintues for witness questioning. Well, | objected
with a statement saying you can get a fair trial if questions are left unasked because time was limited, so
object to the idea this is fair or reasonable. He seemed agitated and basically took my objection on the
record and we moved on. Then the county prosecutor moves to submit 3 doctor affidavits. | objected
again, but this time with a motion to supress such documents. The Judge asked why | deserved the files
to be supressed, as | responded somthing like. " the Documents of the petition were served to me on the
same day | received the sworn statments from my doctors and inside the petition paperwork it states it is
my right to choose my evaluting physicians. Because | received both at the same time and because the
1st page was the officers sworn serving noticing with matching officer names, times and dates, giving
imperical proof that my rights were violated and that all documents arrising out of that vioation should
have been suppressed.





