State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 23-319

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
February 12, 2024

The Complainant alleged a superior court judge failed to recuse herself and
failed to timely rule on a request for counsel in a post-conviction relief matter.

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 Michael B. Brown and Regina L. Nassen did not
participate in the consideration of this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on February 12, 2024.









Complaint against Judge

This is the attached documentation of the complaint against Judge

Judge is the County Court Judge in the matter
. State of Arizona v.

This matter dates to when 1, the Defendant, was arrested for multiple
felony counts to include Class 5 felony stalking DV, harassment Class 1
misdemeanor, aggravated harassment Class 6 felony, and 7 counts of taking the
identity of another person Class 4 felonies.

Due to delays caused by the State and the Covid-19 crisis, the matter was delayed
for almost years.

In the Defendant plead guilty to a Class 6 open felony, Aggravated
Harassment. The State prosecutor had amended the original charges in

and dropped the stalking charge after finding out that the supposed victim
lied to the police and lied under oath in the County Court. The
victim stated that the Defendant was following her and his childrenina  truck
in in The Defendant was never in . He was working
asa ina clinic in . This was prosecutor
misconduct. Prosecutor knew that the Defendanthad an alibi and
was never in . He wanted to conceal this from trial and exposing his
“victim” to perjury, lying to the police, and lying under oath in the family court.
Judge allowed the prosecution misconduct. This activity by both the Judge
and prosecutor deserves closer inspectionbut thisis not the issue of this complaint.






Judge failed to appoint counsel for the Defendant as required by the Rule
within 15 days after the Notice was timely filed. This represents an ongoing pattern
of bias and discrimination against the Defendant that extends back to the time

period before the plea agreement.

The Commission must act against Judge in this matter. This action
represents a dereliction of duty. There is no excuse for this neglect.
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THE COMMISSION’S POLICY IS
TO POST ONLY THE FIRST FIVE
PAGES OF ANY DISMISSED
COMPLAINT ON ITS WEBSITE.

FOR ACCESS TO THE
REMAINDER OF THE
COMPLAINT IN THIS MATTER,
PLEASE MAKE YOUR REQUEST
IN WRITING TO THE
COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL
CONDUCT AND REFERENCE
THE COMMISSION CASE
NUMBER IN YOUR REQUEST.





