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State of Arizona 

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT 

Disposition of Complaint 25-082 

Judge:  

Complainant:  

ORDER 

June 10, 2025 

The Complainant alleged a court of appeals judge denied her oral argument 
and allowed postponement of her trial in a civil 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 allegations of the complaint in this matter solely raised disagreements 
with legal rulings. The Commission does not have jurisdiction to overturn, amend, or 
remand a judicial officer’s legal rulings. “A good faith error of fact or law does not 
violate this rule. However, a pattern of legal error or an intentional disregard of the 
law may constitute misconduct.” See comment 3 to Rule 2.2 of the Code of Judicial 
conduct. Any violation of the Code of Judicial Conduct must be proven by clear and 
convincing evidence.  

A mistake in a ruling does not automatically mean that the judicial officer has 
engaged in judicial misconduct. Judicial officers are required to exercise their 
discretion in making their decisions. Even if a judicial officer’s decision is legally or 
factually incorrect, the ruling is generally considered to be “legal error” and not 
“ethical misconduct” that the Commission can address. When a complaint to the 
Commission solely relates to the correctness of a judicial officer’s legal decisions, the 
Complainant is seeking the Commission to function in the capacity of an appellate 
court. Correcting legal errors is the role of the appellate courts, not the Commission.  

The Commission is a regulatory body with limited jurisdiction. The 
Commission is not a court, and as such, it does not have any authority to overturn a 
judicial officer’s rulings, intervene in a case, assign a new judge to hear a case, or 
award any monetary or other relief. The Commission process cannot be a substitute 
for seeking appellate review. 
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The Commission reviewed all information submitted by the Choose an item 
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).  

A Duty Panel comprised of Commission members Denise K. Aguilar, Colleen E. 
Concannon, and Joseph C. Kreamer considered this matter.  
 
Copies of this order were distributed to all 
appropriate persons on June 10, 2025. 



From:  
Sent: 
To: Commission on Judicial Conduct <CommissionJudicialCo@courts.az.gov>
Subject: First step I filled out to begin my lawsuit for violation of my civil rights under az constitution

Caution! This message was sent from outside your organization.

14 th amendment due process violations refusing to grant oral argument to stop me from presenting my case as a 
victim after judge has allowed  counter defendant to postpone my jury trial twice on hearsay her 
email is going to accompany this complaint and  statements to Judge  setting her up on  

 after I had my lawyer call him and he lied to my own lawyer stating pre hearing was on  filed with 
 motion removing Judge  and appointing Judge  per deputy clerks own amended motion 

Judge   violated my civil rights to jury trial scheduled three times costing over  in legal fees and violated 
builders contract that is silent on any bidding arbitration. Clause and cannot force me to do it and was removed 
from my case by a deputy clerk at  location on  fraud has no statute it's on going crime in 
progress 
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