State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 25-308

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
October 3, 2025

The Complainant alleged a municipal court commissioner did not follow the
law.

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 Denise K. Aguilar did not participate in the consideration
of this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on October 3, 2025.
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Protection Clause. The court in denied Defendant his
constitutionally protected right which the U.S. Constitution and the Arizona Constitution
guarantces. The right of the citizen to a fair trial as the Fourteenth Amendment demands.
Over Defendant objection(s) the court permitted an individual to give testimony
on matters that under oath admitted that he had no personal knowledge as to whether or
not the Defendant violated (28-754). The police officer was allowed to testified to facts
he did not observed, facts that he had no personal knowledge of; and was allowed to
bring into the court out of court statements allegedly made by individuals who’s were not
present in court. These out of court statements the municipal court relied exclusively on
those statement(s) asserted by the police officer; and those statements were
allowed to be considered by the judge in making his decision; statements that offered to
prove the truth of the matter asserted.

This egregious conduct by the judge denied Defendant his Due
Process and Equal Protection rights under the U.S. Constitution. And the judge’s
decision has to be overturn given that it is proof sufficient that right as the
Fourteenth Amendment guarantees the right to a fair and impartial trial were clearly
violated by the municipal judge. Absent the police claims in regards to out of court
statements which by the Due Process Clause/right to a fair trial “Standard™; alone would
not be admissible. This coupled with the fact that the police officer did not witness the

violation (28-754) would not be acceptable in any court in America.
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