State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 25-132

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
August 15, 2025

The Complainant alleged a justice of the peace violated his rights in a
protective order hearing by allowing the other side to present evidence but denying
the presentation of evidence by 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 Regina L. Nassen did not participate in the consideration
of this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on August 15, 2025.
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Arizona Commission on Judicial Conduct
1501 W, Washington Street, Suite 229
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

COMPLAINT AGAINST A JUDGE

Judge

Name: Judge's Name:

Instruetions: Use this form or plain paper of the same gize to file a complaint. Describe in your own
words what yvou 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.

Judge denied me my constitutional right to present evidence in my defense. The court allowed my
former partner, to present evidence but refused me the same right. This is a clear
violation of procedural due process as established under Mathews v. Eldridge, 424 U.S. 319 (1976),
which mandates that individuals must be granted the right to present evidence when their rights are at
stake.

Further, Judge axplicitly stated that custodial rights automatically default to the mother, which is a
g!ear ender bias and violation of the Equal Protection Clause. This unconstitutional conduct invalidates
is rufing.

Mathews v. Eidridge (424 U.S. 319, 1876) - Ensures the right to present evidence and cross-examine in
hearings affecting fundamental rights.

14th Amendment - Equal Protection Clause ~ Prohibits discrimination based on gender in judicial
proceedings.

It is evident that the protection order issued against me was not grounded in legitimate safety concerns
but was a weaponized legal maneuver used 1o retaliate against my parental rights. The ruling directl

i noreg lfedefa precedence and the constitutional principle that a parent has an inherent right to profect
their child.

42 U.S.C. § 1983 ~ Civil action for deprivation of rights.

First Amendment Retaliation Claims - Prohibits state actors from using legal tools to silence individuais
advocating for their rights.

8th Amendment Violations while unlawfully imprisoned.

Estelle v. Gamble (429 .S, 97, 1976} - Establishes that detiberate indifference to medical needs
constitutes cruel and unusual punishment.

Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), Title Il -~ Prohibits discrimination against individuals with disabilities
in state institutions. | formally request the following actions:

Irminediate investigation into Judge conduct for gross judicial misconduct and constitutional
violations.,

Vacating of any and all unfawful rulings rendered by Judge that violate federal law and
constitutional rights.

A federal civil rights lawsuit to be initiated against the Arizona judiciary for systemic discrimination and
deprivation of parental rights under 42 U.S.C. § 1983.

Federal intervention to rectify procedural violations in the handling of my case.
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