State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 24-377

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
December 17, 2024

The Complainant alleged a superior court judge issued untimely rulings,
utilized judicial office for personal gain, and demonstrated bias against
complainant.

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 Louis Frank Dominguez did not participate in the
consideration of this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on December 17, 2024.
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~ COMPLAINT A(;AiNsT A JUDGE

Name: Judge s Name

Instructions: Use thls form or plam paper of the same size to file a. oompla.mt Descnbe 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 complamt for your records: : . .

Please see Attachment A for factual allegations. -
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COMPLAINT AGAINST A JUDGE

Name: Judge’s Name;

Instruections: 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.

Please see Attachment A for factual allegations.
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ATTACHMMENT 3

MEMORANDUM OF AUTHORITIES

INTRODUCTION

This complaint against Judge 3 engaging in conduct that
constitutes judicial misconduct. The conduct includes but it not limited to delaying issuing
rulings that prejudiced me (‘Plaintiff”), using the office of the judge for personal gain, failure
to execute her judicial duties, and misusing/abusing judicial discretion to enforce her bias
against me and for the benefit of Attorney and his client.

FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS

A, Judee Grants Discovery To Determine Whether Attorney
Engaged in Misconduct

On or about of - Judge ook over the matter with the
case number of after Judge was
disqualified and/or recused himself.

On or about . before the change of judge, Judge heard both
Plaintiff's and Defendant’s respective motions for sanctions. Judge denied Plaintiff's
request for sanctions and granted Defendant’s request for an evidentiary hearing. Judge
noted during the hearing that because Plaintiff's defense against Defendant’s
request for sanctions included the same facts as her motion for sanctions against Defendant
and Attorney Judge would allow discovery regarding Plaintiff's opposition
and would review Plaintiff's request for sanctions sua sponte to consider imposing sanctions
against Attorney - In relevant part, the conversation developed in this manner:
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The contro]ler that Plamtlff mentloned at thls hearmg is . Plainitff
.also submitted the recorded statement of these individuals; who identified
as-the person-who coordinated with Attorney to the Court..As noted in Plaintiff's
motion for leave to depose and request documents from
'enabled Attorney to prevent Plaintiff from witnessing the inspection of the
and/or to conduct her own inspection of the _They both coordinated these efforts.
Clearlv. Judge intended to allow Plaintiff to depose and/or request documents from

otherwise, there would be no evidence of Attorney obstruction for

him to consider and that would cause him to revisit h.xs rulmg denymg Plamtxff s Motxon for
Sanctlons agamst Defendant and Attorney o

vB Judge Gwes Plamt:.ff Leave To Subpoena All Wxtnesses She Wants To
‘ Teetlfy At The Endentlary Heanng ‘

In the same hearmg reference above in Judge gave Plamt]ff
leave to subpoena all relevant individuals in her defense of Defendant’s request for sanctions
and Plaintiffs request for sanctions against Attorney -and Defendant at - the
ewdentlary hearmg, m1t1a]ly scheduled for 2 T '

. Asaresult of Judge grant of leave, Plamt:f.f subpoenaed multlple individuals
who ‘Plaintiff believed were relevant individuals to prove Attorney obstruction and
interference with Plaintiff's access key evidence, including but not limited to Attorney
and his wife, who has relevant information regarding Attorney
instructing individuals, herself included, to evade service of the subpoenas all to- obstruet
‘Plaintiffs access to relevant evidence. Her testimony is relevant in Plaintiff's prosecution of
sanctions agamst Attorney and Defendant. Further, Attorney is the Plaintiff's
key witness in her defense of Defendant s request for sanctlons and Plamtxffs prosecutmn of

“sanctxons agamst Attorney : TR : :

’ C Judge Makes A Legal Fmdl.ng That Plamtlﬁ‘ Abused The Subpoena Power
When Plaintiff Was Actmg Under The Leave/Authonty Gfranted by J ndge
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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.





