State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 24-428

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
May 8, 2025

The Complainant alleged a judicial officer improperly wore their judicial robe
to a religious service.

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 alleged conduct in this matter occurred in 2023 and 2024, before the
Judicial Ethics Advisory Committee issued a formal written opinion concluding that
such conduct is improper and based at least in part on previously issued informal
guidance concluding that it was not. The JEAC’s formal opinion was subsequently
withdrawn by the Arizona Supreme Court, the ultimate arbiter of judicial ethics and
conduct in the state, leaving a lack of ethics guidance on this particular issue. The
Commission reviewed all relevant available information and concluded that 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 May 8, 2025.



Arizona Commission on Judicial Ethics
1501 W. Washington St. Suite 229
Phoenix, AZ 850078

Complaint regarding judges wearing judicial robes at the

Dear Commission,

, is a non-profit organization incorporated under Arizona
and Federal law.! s purpose is to protect the constitutional principle of separation between
church and state. We have received numerous comments and are concerned about the judges
who attended and participated in the in

FACTS

The held at and sponsored by
a religious organization, is held to coincide with the opening of the legislature or a term of
court-in this case itwas so it was for the opening of the legislature -
clearly a political event. If you go to the webpage below, you’ll see photos of.

and along with Judge and another judge in robes acting in religious
roles. The event seems to have a photo of as well.

) rhus there is no factual question at

issue.

In an earlier advisory in which the found it was improper towear a
rainbow flag on a robe. They pointed out that the rule

” While judges
are free to express their religious beliefs under the First Amendment, a robe is the uniform















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.





