State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 24-499

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER

The Commission initiated an investigation after receiving information that a
justice of the peace filed a defamation lawsuit against a citizen journalist who covered
a case involving a confrontational defendant.

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.

After review, the Commission found the judge misguidedly filed a defamation
lawsuit against a podcaster who covered a highly contentious hearing that the judge
presided over. While this raised an appearance of impropriety under Rule 1.2 of the
Code of Judicial Conduct, the Scope Section of the Code provides that not every
transgression will result in the imposition of discipline. The Commission decided,
after considering all the facts and circumstances, to dismiss the Complaint pursuant
to Commission Rules 16(b) and 23(a), but to issue a warning letter to the judicial
officer reminding him to not become overly involved in cases like this, as it leads to a
blurring of the boundaries between litigant and judicial officer creating potential
violations of the Code.

Commission members Roger D. Barton, Colleen E. Concannon, and Regina L.
Nassen did not participate in the consideration of this matter.

Dated: July 23, 2025
FOR THE COMMISSION

/s/ Christopher P. Staring
Hon. Christopher P. Staring
Commission Chair

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on July 23, 2025.
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IN THE COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT
IN THE STATE OF ARIZONA
, an individual, ’
Plaintiff,
V. Case No.: [To Be Assigned]
an individual,
Defendant.
COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL
NATURE OF THE ACTION

1. This is an action for defamation per se and defamation per quod arising from
knowingly false and malicious statements published by Defendant,

aka ** . on their a platform with over
subscribers.

2. On ) Defendant published a video entitled, "
The video falsely accuses Plaintiff, , a Justice of the Pcace in

County, of «
. These statements are patently false, malicious, and

defamatory per se.

3. The video gamnered significant public attention, accumulating over 10,400 views
within 24 hours of publication and eliciting numerous comments disparaging












CAUSE OF ACTION
COUNT I: DEFAMATION PER SE

17. Plaintiff incorporates by reference the allegations set forth in paragraphs 1 through
16 as if fully stated herein.

18. Defendant’s statements, accusing Plaintiff of |
, constitute defamation per se because they impute criminal conduct and
professional misconduct to Plaintiff, harming his reputation and fitness as a
judicial officer.

19. Defendant published these false statements with actual malice, knowing they were
false or acting with reckless disregard for their truth.

20. As a direct and proximate result of Defendant’s actions, Plaintiff has suffered
presumed damages, including harm to his reputation and professional standing.

COUNT 1I: DEFAMATION PER QUOD

22. Plaintiff incorporates by reference the allegations set forth in paragraphs 1 through
16 as if fully stated herein.

23. Defendant’s statements have caused actual damages, including reputational harm,
emotional distress, and financial losses associated with diminished public trust and

professional credibility.

24.Defendant’s statements were false, unprivileged, and made with actual malice,
further entitling Plaintiff to compensatory and punitive damages.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests that this Court enter judgment in his favor
and against Defendant, and award the following relief:

1. Compensatory damages in an amount to be determined at a jury trial;

2. Punitive damages to deter Defendant and others from similar conduct;



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.





