
State of Arizona 

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT 

Disposition of Complaint 23-431 

Judge:  

Complainant:  

ORDER 

May 17, 2024 

The Complainant alleged a superior court judge violated due process rights in 
a civil 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 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 May 17, 2024. 







Retaliation On ’ “Application for Further Instructions to Manager”  

is Denied.   is ordered to pay  attorney fees and costs for responding to 

 application re. . 

On  in Order of the Court authorizing  to file the amended returns. 

[   

 

  

The IRS position, in their Frequently Asked Questions, is that an LLC is not prevented 

from filing a tax return if the SSN of one of its members is unknown.]  

 

On  that creditor files a new case in  as in , and 

naming the same defendant, the manager/member of the LLC. Motion to Consolidate is Denied in 

Minute Entry dated :  considered in post-judgement proceedings 

and  considered active. 

[Retaliation - isolate tactic] On  in Order of the Court that  shall provide 

her social security number and mailing address. 

[Repeat 2] On  the matter set for hearing on  re Application 

for an Order to Show Cause regarding ’ alleged non-compliance with the Court’s  

. The manager/member has stated:“  

” 

[To be willful a member must be shown to have known the legal duty to the LLC which he 

violated] The application for an order to show cause does not work due to Judicial estoppel (also 

known as estoppel by inconsistent positions) is an estoppel that precludes a party from taking a 

position in a case that is contrary to a position it has taken in earlier legal proceedings.] 

[Repeat 3]  On  setting an Evidentiary Hearing on  re:  

failure to provide her social security number and mailing address.  

[Isolate tactic 2]  requests to appear virtually at the evidentiary hearing set for 

 at  a.m.  

 

 

.  

The Motion to appear Telephonically submitted on . 

[Substantial rights]  appears telephonically at the hearing on  at 

. No other parties appear. Hearing is not held. This is not a harmless error, it affects  

 substantial rights. 



On  Minute Entry Filed. However, Counsel for  had on  

 brought the  date to the attention of the Judge. 

 

 

  

 






