State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 25-303

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
December 16, 2025

The Complainant alleged a pro tem city court judge improperly denied a
protective order.

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).

Commission member Michael J. Brown did not participate in the consideration
of this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on December 16, 2025.



FORMAL COMPLAINT — JUDGE
Comp

25-303

This complaint is submitted by regarding the judicial misconduct of Judge

of the City Court. The following outlines a pattern of judicial
behavior that constitutes negligence, bias, victim-blaming, and systemic failure to provide
protective relief.

1. On , [ appeared in court requesting protection against attorney

Despite presenting evidence of stalking, harassment, and coordinated intimidation with
other aggressors, Judge not only denied relief but allowed and his associate
to verbally attack me in open court as legal counsel.

2. My witness, , was dismissed from the courtroom and later lost his
employment as legal consultant, following clear intimidation triggered by and
his legal team. The judge refused to hear the full context or consider the chilling effect this
has on witness cooperation.

3. Judge publicly challenged my demeanor, facial expressions, and personal credibility
without basis, creating a hostile environment. She dismissed documented evidence, including
videos, medical letters, and previous orders of protection.

4. The Court’s inaction and dismissal of the motion embolden further threats against me and
violate victim rights under Arizona law (e.g., A.R.S. § 13-4437 and the Arizona Victims' Bill
of Rights).

I respectfully request a full investigation into Judge handling of this matter, her lack
of imparuality, her failure to protect a documented victim, and the evident collaboration—
through omission or approval—with the abusive tactics employed by opposing counsel.

I am attaching photographic and documentary evidence of these events, including:
- Harassment by in front of the courthouse

- Testimony from ‘

- Evidence of professional retaliation against my witness

- Screenshots and photos of verbal threats and aggressive presence near my home
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