State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 25-265

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
August 22, 2025

The Complainant alleged a justice of the peace denied him the opportunity to
confront and cross-examine witnesses after Complainant pled guilty.

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 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).

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on August 22, 2025.
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COMPLAINT AGAINST A JUDGE

Name: Judge’s Name:

Instructions: 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.

ICASE#.
ION DATE | RECEIVED A COPIE OF A COURT DOC PERTAINING TO THE VIOLATION
THAT | NOTED AND SUBMITTED TO NOTIFY THE JUDGE OF HIS VIOLATION. | FILED PROOF ON
IN A COPIE THAT WAS FILED ON THE SAME DATE OF AND THE
ICOPIE STATES AS SHOWN:

HICH-JUDGE'S-ARGUMENT-FOR-REFUSAL-WAS-BECAUSE-I-PLEAD-GUILTY-WHICH-FROM-WH
T-I-HAVE-STATED-ABOVE-ISNOT-PROPER-GROUNDS.
LSO JUDGE ALSO HAS VERBILY REFUSED TO GIVE ME A COPIE OF HIS
EFUSAL ON MY REQUEST TO EXERSIZE MY 6TH WITH HIS SIGNITURE ON IT AND THAT HAS
IVEN ME MORE PROBIBLE CAUSE / ARTICULATE SUSPITION THAT WHAT HE IS DOING AND
AS DONE 1S WRONG ON QUITE A COUPLE DIFFERANT LEVELS KNOWING HE SWORE AND
ATH TO " FIRST AND FORMOST" UPHOLD' AND PROTECT THE CONSITITUTION . AND BY
DEFINITION | BELEAVE TO BE A FORM OF TYRANNY ON THE PEOPLE AND TREASON.

LSO FILED WITH THE JUSTICE COURT TODAY MANIFEST INJUSTICE
APROX .
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Yes, it is generally unlawful for a judge to reject a defendant's right to eer
their Sixth Amendment right to confront their accuser after pleading guilty,

even if the defendant has waived their right to a jury trial and entered a gullED

plea. However, there are some exceptions to this general rule.

Elaboration: ,
JUSTICE COURT

The Sixth Amendment guarantees the right to confront witnesses in all
criminal prosecutions. This right includes the ability to see, hear, and question
the accuser or witnesses against the defendant. While a defendant can waive
their right to a jury trial and enter a guilty plea, this does not automatically
waive their right to confront their accuser.

Signed:




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.





