State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 25-524

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
January 23, 2026

The Complainant alleged a superior court judge made improper rulings and
was biased in a family law 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 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 Michael J. Brown 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 23, 2026.
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COMPLAINT AGAINST A JUDGE
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Instructions: Use this form or plain paper of the same size to file a complaint. Describe in your own
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names, dates, times, and places that will help the commission understand your concerns. Additional
pages may be attached along with copies (not originals) of relevant court documents. Please complete one side
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COURT OF ARIZONA * '

COUNTY

to the assets and/or income of each party; (5) the degree with which the property division impacts
the financial disparity; (6) the ability of the party against whom the fee award is sought to bear the
burden of paying the opposing party’s fees; and (7) similar matters that are encompassed within
the function of assessing the financial resources of the parties.

B. Reasonableness of Positions

The intent behind the reasonableness of position provision of the statute is to discourage a
party from unnecessarily expanding or extending the proceedings or through unreasonable
positions or actions, caused the other party to incur significant additional fees. The propriety of
legal positions taken is to be “evaluated by an objective standard of reasonableness.” In re the
Marriage of Williams, 219 Ariz. 546, 549 (2008). It is not to be assessed “with reference to a
litigant’s intentions in taking that position. Id.

_> Factual Findings

The Court has considered the relevant evidence and information, The Court finds that an
award of attorney fees is not warranted based on a disparity in income between the parties. The
Court finds that Father acted unreasonably in this matter by failine to comply with the Court’s

order that he sign a release of records to
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED awarding Mother a portion of her rea% attorney
fees incurred in connection with this petition. Counsel for Mother shall file and serV® a China

Doll affidavit itemizing these fees on or before Father may submit a response or
objection thereto by , following which the Court will rule on the issue of fees without
further hearing or argument.

FINAL APPEALABLE ORDER

The Court must decide the amount of attorney’s fees and costs to be awarded but finds
there is no just reason to delay making a final order.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED pursuant to Rule 78(b), Arizona Rules of Family Law
Procedure, that this is a final judgment/decree, and it shall be entered by the Clerk. The time for
appeal begins upon entry of this judgment by the Clerk. For more information on appeals, see Rule
8 and other Arizona Rules of Civil Appellate Procedure.
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