State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 25-454

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
January 6, 2026
The Complainant alleged a justice of the peace accepted faulty paperwork.

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 members Denise K. Aguilar and Colleen E. Concannon did not
participate in the consideration of this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on January 6, 2026.



2025-454

“closed,” yet Sheriff issued a press release statewide
accusing me of killing  cows.

In another press release to the media for the actions of from :
it was noted: “

1 had already been arrested approximately — minutes before this warrant was executed
supposedly based on the findings from the first warrant. press release
misrepresented the sequence of events by implying that incriminating evidence was
discovered in the second warrant and that I was arrested at the time of the search. So again,
which is it? Was I arrested under the first search or the second, both of which failed to list
me as a suspect? You can't have it both ways, but that seems to be the standard of .the
judges and the prosecution.

These judicial actions—taken together with misrepresentations and the County
Attorney’s reliance on unlawful rulings—demonstrate an egregious breakdown in the rule
of law. The continuation of these practices poses a threat not only to my rights but also to
public confidence in the County justice system.

Grounds for Complaint
«  Acceptance of a facially invalid arrest warrant and proceeding as though lawful.

- Proceeding despite absence from official docket in violation of Rule 4.1, Ariz. R.
Crim. P.

«  Failure to provide written pretrial orders after an explicit ADA accommodation
request (28 CF.R. § 35.160).

. minute entry used an number as a booking number instead
of a valid case number.

- Allowing a bench warrant to issue for non-compliance caused by the court’s own
omissions.

- Failure to close out the case within the 48 hour period due to lack of filing that was

noted when the case was finally closed out 13 days later on tis
tragically apparent throughout this case that deadlines do not matter to the courts
or the prosecution.

«  With the apparent destruction of all the documents contained in
held in the Justice Court, as told to on
, it shows the failure of the court to maintain ALL the paperwork of this case
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since it is an ongoing investigation, and it raises suspicion that the paperwork
destroyed was incriminating to the courts and not me. But now, we will never know
and yet the courts have still found a way, illegally, to continue this case against me.

Relief Requested
I request investigation into Judge acceptance of defective arrest paperwork, his

failure to meet ADA obligations, his role in the issuance of a bench warrant under these
conditions, his failure to close out a case in a timely manner, and his failure to maintain the

paperwork in an “ongoing investigation.”
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Exhibit Checklist (Applies Across Complaints)

Arrest Report contains the Crime Summary ( release to
)
Search Warrant ( | signed by judge Pro Tem
Original single page arrest warrant provided to on by
. his pretrial officer.
arrest paperwork lacking case number/signatures/affidavit, provided
to the on after a formal request was
received by Clerk for the Board of Supervisors.
Second Search Warrant ( )

Property Return documents from
Judge minute entry
Judge minute entry

The Grand Jury Indictment and Challenge is available via request.
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(CJC Insert Sheet — Not Originally Submitted)






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.





