
State of Arizona 

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT 

Disposition of Complaint 25-347 

Judge:  

Complainant:  

ORDER 

August 13, 2025 

The Complainant alleged an appellate court judge improperly denied her writs 
of mandamus in a civil matter.  

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 members Michael J. Brown and Delia R. Neal did not participate 
in the consideration of this matter. 
 
Copies of this order were distributed to all 
appropriate persons on August 13, 2025. 







information.
 

 
 
 

From: 
Sent:
To: Commission on Judicial Conduct <CommissionJudicialCo@courts.az.gov>
Subject: Re: New complaints (consolidated)
 
The clerks are refusing to provide them, is there another way i can find this information?
 

From: Commission on Judicial Conduct <CommissionJudicialCo@courts.az.gov>
Sent:
To:
Subject: RE: New complaints (consolidated)

 
Hello:
 
The Commission has received your email. It is the complainant’s responsibility to
identify by name the judicial officer(s) they are complaining about. Thus, we can take
no action on your recent submittal until you provide us with the names of the judges
you are complaining about.
 
 
Arizona Commission on Judicial Conduct
1501 W. Washington, Suite 229
Phoenix, AZ  85007
602-452-3200
 
 
 
From: 
Sent: 
To: Commission on Judicial Conduct <CommissionJudicialCo@courts.az.gov>
Subject: New complaints (consolidated)

 
                              

Based on the systemic overlap in ongoing misconduct I've consolidated for efficiency.
 
Please note, all judges were made aware of the extreme living conditions in motions (no
running water, extreme vandalism, retaliation and more). Again and again writs of
mandamus were sent, reinforced and no action taken or closed with misconstrued



information. Please reference case files for specifics, otherwise I can provide more 
 

 
 




