State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 26-041

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
April 14, 2026

The Complainant alleged a city court judge made an improper ruling in a
protective order case.

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 member Roger D. Barton did not participate in the consideration
of this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on April 14, 2026.
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COMPLAINT AGAINST A JUDGE

Name: Judge’s Name:

Instructions: Use this form or plain paper of the same size to file a complaint. Describe in your own
words what you believe the judge did that constitutes judicial misconduct. Be specific and list all of the
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
of the paper only, and keep a copy of the complaint for your records.

The following is yet another bias ruling against the respondent based upon false statements contained
within the record.

The petitioner clearly despises the rightful and lawful directives to vacate the premises of my now late
mother due to the non stop stress and hoarding of her home for months by
Driver, amongst other issues.

As the Power of Attomey for my mother , the following, lawful and forcable
directives have been issued to the defiant petitioner:

: Ignored Cease and Desist Order.....An enforcable and formal complaint. Should a lawsuit ensue against
defiance in a case like this, the Cease and Desist Directive now becomes officially and legally binding in a
court of law.

: Ignored Notice to Vacate....Legal and Notorized.

: Ignored Eviction Warning from - Attorneys at Law, Arizona.

The petitioner either cannot read English and or refuses to adhere to clear and rightful directives served
upon her. The other issue is the bias evaluation and subsequent ruling by the presiding Judge for 2 years
against me based upon here say and zero evidence of actual defiant behavior. The petitioner will also be
named in a criminal case in the near future.

Why is the victim in this case always given the short end of proper resolve ?

This concludes my statement







Citv Municioal Court /

MOTION

Immediate Dismissal of Case #

Based upon the ruling of . the following case must be
dismissed based upon the following facts:

: The egregious, deranged, baseless, simplistic allegations depicted within the petition.

: The actual evidence is against . who purposefully ignored a Cease and Desist
Directive, A Legal Notice to Vacate and ultimately an additional Notice to Vacate from the
Offices of . Attorneys at Law to Vacate per A.R.S. Section 12-1771, et, seq.,

: The City Municipal Court is clearly not aware, or is completely passive in Drivers
association with my convicted felon brother both with behavioral
elements that cannot be rehabilitated.

: This fraudulent duo completely exploited my late mother with the
eventual squatter status of , in which my mother expressed her anger about the
subsequent hoarding behavior and basic disrespect of her home.

: My felonious brother assisted in this takeover by -and on full display shunned my
mother as an obstacle to this intimidatory act of derangement and criminality. Ultimately, my
mother funded to exist with virtually zero living expenses without her knowledge, and
due to my felonious brother having kept my mother’s purse for over months, which included
her entire private and financial necessities to function and oversee.



: The common denominator between my felonious brother and is their “Narcissistic”
reality of behavior.

: The basic household overhead at the beginning of my mother’s hospitalization excluding food
stuffs in was approximately ser month. Eventually, my mother landed in
assisted living in up until her passing on which extended her expenses to

roughly per month.

: My criminal brother continued to make certain that Squatter was pampered despite the
condition of my mother. Because of a deed / title on my parent’s home that will be inveétigated
that made my brother a beneficiary upon their death, and with their twisted
motivations were basically waiting for my mother to perish. The Title / Deed specifies the false

reality that my brother is an occupant and a borrower.

Now that just some of the FACTS have been presented, this deranged excuse of a harassment
case MUST be dismissed. My status in society is and will always be unblemished, and to allow
this deranged recital of narcissism to prevail is beyond unethical and egregious.

In Conclusion, oy

United States Veteran





