State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 23-277

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
October 24, 2023

The Complainant alleged a justice of the peace was biased in his rulings in a
traffic case.

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 Barbara Brown and Christopher P. Staring did not
participate in the consideration of this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on October 24, 2023.



2023-277

From:

Sent:

To: Commission on Judicial Conduct

Subject: Re: There is no way to do your form online it's not in the right format

This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the

sender and know the content is safe.

The courts
Judge
Case number
State prosecutor
Witnesses none it was phone Court

On judge made a hostel environment in the court by being an impartial judge and not wanting to hear
any situations he turned it into a confrontation which was very unprofessional telling me that | was trying to tell him
how to run his business and that is what's wrong with this court system you guys are exactly operating it like it's a
business it is not for justice that is exactly why no matter what the judge says it is never forgotten about once you fulfill
doing the situation as an example a judge can award you years probation fine and days in jail you go and do
the fine you do the days in jail and everything that is complied by then this situation is supposed to be
dismissed because that was supposed to be to make right for your wrongdoing that is set for but it's not supposed to go
on your background years or even a year later for it that is not you letting it drop as the court system that's one of the
first things and the Constitution says I'm entitled to a fair unbiased Court when you go in with the attitude such as -
having your guilty from minute one and putting it a hostile environment this can't happen next of all this is kind of a
p******* case when they can't answer your plead as stated you direct people how we have to plead in all situations are
not right wrong or not it's like an example there is no such thing as guilty not guilty no contents on every situation out
there you need to take the blindfold off a Lady Justice that law says | have up to  hours and then | have  hours to
have it moved | was doing within compliance and this is not something that you know the courts are enforcing on all
parties in the world and the laws and the rules here's an example when | walked miles home there was over

cars that passed me there was not one person stopped to see if | needed a ride there was cars on the side of the
road in that distance that there was nobody around sitting on the side of the highways | didn't see their car getting
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