
State of Arizona 

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT 

Disposition of Complaint 24-306 

Judge: 

Complainant: 

ORDER 

January 17, 2025 

The Complainant alleged a municipal court judge made biased rulings in a 
protective order 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 member Roger D. Barton did not participate in the consideration 
of this matter. 
 
Copies of this order were distributed to all 
appropriate persons on January 17, 2025. 







My name is , I am the defendant in this case and was discriminated against in the 
court in case#  because I am  and the Plaintiff was  who is married to 

. 

For the following reasons: 

1- I was not given the chance to have an interpreter or explanation about what is my role and how 
to ask or cross examine the plaintiff ( ). The judge gave this option to the plaintiff 
and I was not given the same rights or explanation as was given to plaintiff as shown below. 
 

(03:04). Judge. ? 

(03:08). .  

Judge (03:09). ? 

 (03:12).  

 

 (30:48). . 

Judge (30:50).  
 

 (30:59).  

Judge (31:00).  
  

 

As shown above court did not offer the defendant interpreter and did not indicate that she can 
ask plaintiff later. As you see my response to the question is “ ” I had lots of questions 
and was not given this chance later in the hearing 
 

 (40:21).  

Judge (40:27).   

 (40:29).  

Judge (40:31). 

As shown above the judge took the decision on the case without allowing me to ask the plaintiff. 
So a case was opened against me and me as defendant was not allowed to ask. 



2- The judge did not hear my side of the story even though the judge gave all the time to plaintiff, I 
tried to explain to the judge but was not heard or all evidence including videos to be taken and 
given as exhibit which one of these evidence is a video of a plaintiff in front of my house crossing 
in front of my car taking pictures of me and later plaintiff went to court complaining from me 
harassing her.  
 
Judge (01:00:53).

 (01:01:57). 

Judge. (01:02:05). 
 

. (01:02:07).  
 
Judge. (01:02:11).
 

. (01:02:16). 

As shown above I told the judge I was not heard, even the judge did not understand (hear Vs 
here). And I indicated that my evidence was not presented. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



3- The judge did not want to listen to anything from what I was saying, in the petition that was 
served to me for this case stated that “ ” and I asked the judge what does it 
mean and the judge stopped me from even talking about it or explaining what the plaintiff mean 
by that. Also plaintiff talked about it in court but judge denied that they talked about it. 
 

Judge (29:49).

 (30:07). 

Judge (30:10). 

 

 (40:21). 

 6 (43:12). 
 
Judge (43:14). 
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