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COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 26-182
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Complainant:

ORDER
June 2, 2026

The Complainant alleged a municipal court judge failed to follow the law in a
traffic 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 members Denise K. Aguilar, Michael J. Brown, and Regina L.
Nassen did not participate in the consideration of this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on June 2, 2026.
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STATEMENT OF COMPLAINT

The Complainant respectfully submits this Complaint against Judge based on
the following counts of judicial misconduct observed and documented during the proceedings
held on in Case No.

COUNT I: FAILURE TO PROVIDE SIXTH AMENDMENT NATURE OF ACCUSATION
During the hearing, the Complainant requested, on the record and multiple times, that the Court
state the Sixth Amendment nature of the accusation. The Sixth Amendment requires that the
accused be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation. Judge failed to answer or
provide the nature of the accusation at any point during the proceedings. This failure to perform a
fundamental constitutional duty demonstrates willful disregard for the rights of the accused and
constitutes judicial misconduct.

COUNT I1I: DENIAL OF JURISDICTION CHALLENGE WITHOUT LEGAL BASIS
The Complainant challenged the jurisdiction of the Court on the record. Judge

responded that " " and denied the jurisdictional challenge without providing
any point-by-point rebuttal, legal citation, or evidentiary basis. A judge who refuses to establish
jurisdiction on the record when properly challenged fails to perform a ministerial duty











