
State of Arizona 

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT 

Disposition of Complaint 25-450 

Judge:  

Complainant:  

ORDER 

February 20, 2026 

The Complainant alleged a pro tem superior court judge vindictively reinstated 
an order of protection when she had recused on Complainant’s other types of cases.  

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 Denise K. Aguilar, Colleen E. Concannon, and 
Christopher P. Staring did not participate in the consideration of this matter. 
 
Copies of this order were distributed to all 
appropriate persons on February 20, 2026. 





Attachments:

1. Filed Emergency Motion PDF (with exhibits)
2. Photo of filed cover sheet ( )





 (Order of Protection). This same filing is already on record in my
related divorce case ( ) and civil property case
( ).

The attached motion documents:

The Arizona  mandate of , which vacated the
OOP.
Judge  improper “reinstatement” of the vacated OOP on 

 despite her prior recusals in my divorce and civil matters.
The pattern of retaliation tied to my  citation and my 

 arrest following Judge  interview with the  County
Sheriff’s Office.

By filing the identical motion across  dockets, I have ensured the overlap and systemic
misconduct are undeniable in the court record. The enclosed photo of the  filing
stamp and the PDF of the motion (with exhibits) confirm that this issue is now preserved in
the OOP case itself.

I respectfully request the Commission review this matter urgently, as Judge 
actions undermine appellate authority, violate due process, and raise serious concerns of
judicial retaliation.

Respectfully submitted,

Attachments:

1. Filed Emergency Motion PDF (with exhibits)
2. Photo of filed cover sheet ( )
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