
State of Arizona 

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT 

Disposition of Complaint 25-551 

Judge: David Thorn 

Complainant:  Ewan Cordice 

ORDER 

The Complainant alleged a superior court judge was biased, had a conflict of 
interest, and failed to follow the law in a civil case. 

Judge David Thorn, Cochise County Superior Court, conducted a contested 
protective order hearing on October 27, 2025. The hearing was not conducted in an 
organized manner, including that Judge Thorn did not swear the parties in, did not 
have the plaintiff testify as to the allegations in the petition, and did not afford 
defendant the opportunity to cross-examine plaintiff or present evidence on 
defendant’s own behalf. Additionally, Judge Thorn made factual findings without 
taking any testimony under oath. Judge Thorn did not follow Rule 38 of the Arizona 
Rules of Protective Order Procedure, but instead stated that he had already been 
convinced of the truth of the plaintiff’s allegations before the hearing began based 
solely on the petition filed because it had been attested to. 

In his response, Judge Thorn acknowledged that, “After listening to the 
recording of the proceedings [he] should have done it differently.” Judge Thorn 
justified the absence of cross-examination by defendant by stating that defendant 
“never asked for a witness to testify, he never asked to testify, and he did not ask the 
plaintiff to testify.”  

The Commission found that Judge Thron’s conduct during the contested 
protective order hearing violated the following provisions of the Code of Judicial 
Conduct: 

• Rule 1.1 which states, “A judge shall comply with the law, including the Code 
of Judicial Conduct.”  
 

• Rule 1.2 which states, “A judge shall act at all times in a manner that promotes 
public confidence in the independence, integrity, and impartiality of the 
judiciary, and shall avoid impropriety and the appearance of impropriety.”  
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• Rule 2.2 which states, “A judge shall uphold and apply the law, and shall 
perform all duties of judicial office fairly and impartially.”  
 

• Rule 2.6(A) which states “A judge shall accord to every person who has a legal 
interest in a proceeding, or that person’s lawyer, the right to be heard according 
to law.”  

The Commission found no clear and convincing evidence to support the remaining 
allegations of the complaint, including an allegation of a conflict of interest due to 
Judge Thorn presiding over the initial ex-parte hearing for a protective order and 
subsequently the contested hearing. Because it is standard procedure for judges to 
conduct both ex-parte and contested protective hearings involving the same litigants, 
the Commission found no evidence of a Code violation regarding this allegation. 

Accordingly, Cochise County Superior Court Judge David Thorn is hereby 
publicly reprimanded for the conduct described above and pursuant to Commission 
Rule 17(a). The record in this case, consisting of the complaint, the judicial officer’s 
response, and this order shall be made public as required by Commission Rule 9(a).  

Dated: June 9, 2026 

FOR THE COMMISSION 

 

/s/ Christopher P. Staring     
Hon. Christopher P. Staring 
Commission Chair 

 
Copies of this order were distributed to all 
appropriate persons on June 9, 2026. 






















