State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 26-079

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
April 21, 2026

The Complainant alleged a superior court judge was biased and improperly
kept the children from their father in a family law 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 Delia R. Neal did not participate in the consideration of
this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on April 21, 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.

Judge case number
- Per her ruling on , a 50/50 custody split was issued

- The children were removed from father via an OOP on

- The OOP was Dismissed on

- Judge has no standing to continue to allow the Mother to keep children from Father. To do so
is a violation of Due Process. Even on a temporary basis for "the best interest of the children” is in
disagreement with Quilloin v. Walcott, 434 U.S. 246 (1978).

- Judge has chosen to ignore the fact that Mother is in direct and continued violation of her
decision on and has chosen not to find the Mother in contempt of court for doing so.
- Judge decided to delay hearing of further contempt of court allegations of the Mother, further

delaying justice in the matter

- Mother has made several false accusations against Father and all have been found unsubstantiated.
However no judgement has been made in regards to violating A.R.S 13-2702 or 13-2907.

- The fact that a family court judge is allowed to ignore perjury and false reporting of crimes is
reprehensible.

- Despite all of the reports being unsubstantiated, and all the police reports being closed due to lack
of evidence. Judge took it upon herself to rule on these anyways and unjustly awarded mother
80% parentina time in her ruling on She cited the reports as a reason why.

-judge routinely mentions the fact that corporal punishment has been used despite any
evidence being presented. It is simply testimony of the mother. She is using hearsay to take away
parenting rights. Even if it were true, it is protected under ARS statues. Without being convicted of any

crime let alone charged or under investigation, Judge again has taken upon herself to issue
judgment
- Judge needs to recuse herself from this case. She is very clearly unable to remain unbiased.

Her misinterpretation of the law and unconstitutional rulings are appalling Her judgments assume her
police, attorney general, lawyer, and jury. She ignores due process and abuses the preponderance of the
evidence standard, which is already a lowly standard. She is unfit to be a judge on the family court bench.









