State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 24-097

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
June 14, 2024

The Complainant alleged a city court judge improperly granted an ex parte
Injunction in 2019.

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 Joseph C. Kreamer did not
participate in the consideration of this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on June 14, 2024.
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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.

illegal ex parte communication on without notice and without disclosure of accusations.
illegal ex parte judgement on of an injunction on without notice and without disclosure of
accusations in violation of due process.

failure to disclose what the injunction was for until year says
linjunction for work place accusations but failed to obtain authorisation from the workplace.

Notice Per ARS 12-1810 Waorkplace Injunction. The employee has power to act as agent only to the
[extent authorized by the employer. Court did not show authorization from employer substantiating
defective workplace injunction.

illegal ex parte judgement of an injunction on without notice and without an affidavit of
what the emergency was and without an affidavit of what was the irrepairable injury in violation of ARS
Rule 65

judge failure to execute judicial duties in timely fashion in violation ARS Section 21
Article VI that requires ruling within 60 days. on Appellant motion for new trial filed and
motion to vacate filed case No.
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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.

see attached interogatories filed in court case Judge fails to
nswer.
jurisdictional defects from sourt injunction failing to meet compliance requirements of AZ Civ.,

Rule 65(b) (1) (A)(B)(2) and ARS 12-1810 (M)(2) Emergency ex parte injunction on
ithout notice, without affidavit of service, without declaration affidavit of what irreparable harm that
quired emergency ex parte injunction on without notice.(ID 8)(ID 40-61) court
ailed to provide legal statutory basis for emergency ex parte judgement without notice on
rom non-emergency defamatory false work place accusations against originating from

"

Defendants including * g “ from months earlier on .
Failure to provide date of disclosure of accusations to Appellant, failure to verify accusations is
unconstitutional and in violation of Appellant constitutionally protected first amendment right to freedom
f speech to talk and not be falselv accused for Defendants actions of child abuse on case
Defendants required to disclose accusations

lagainst of child abuser, stalker. Before court.
cases pending ARIZONA COURT Case No.
Case No.
Court
Case No.
“andt
Case No.
Court
Case No. Substantiated fraud by the record, Disputable new evidence of fraud not
2ddressed; court injunction is in conflict with workplace evidence "

'

. that was not addressed by court.

Due process requires, in proceedings, that adequate written notice be afforded. Such notice must inform
them “of the specific issues that they must meet," and must be given "at the earliest practicable time,
and, in any event, sufficiently in advance of the hearing to permit preparation.

Validity of ex parte judgment is affected by fraud and failure to give constitutionally required due process
notice and opportunity to be heard in violation of constitutional protections.













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.





