State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 19-236

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER

The Complainant alleged a former superior court judge! made untimely
rulings, engaged in ex parte communication, failed to appropriately supervise her
judicial staff, and lacked professional boundaries.

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.

After review, the Commission found the judge failed to appropriately
supervise her staff as they exchanged memes and emails that disparaged attorneys,
litigants, jurors, and other staff. The Commission’s investigation found no clear and
convincing evidence that the judge had initiated any memes, however, she was
copied on many emails and occasionally commented on the contents. While this was
improper under Rules 1.2, 2.8(B), and 2.12(A) of the Code of Judicial Conduct, the
Scope Section of the Code provides that not every transgression will result in the
1mposition of discipline, and the Commission considered several mitigating factors,
including the judge’s remorse and her acknowledgment of her failings as a
supervisor. The Commission decided, after considering all the facts and
circumstances, to dismiss the Complaint pursuant to Commission Rules 16(b) and
23(a), but to issue a warning letter to the judicial officer that should she ever return
to the bench in the future, she must appropriately supervise her judicial staff,
including an employee’s use of electronic communications. While such
communications may be considered confidential, they could be sent outside the
judicial branch or otherwise become public, which erodes the public confidence in
the judiciary.

1 The judge resigned during the investigation of this matter to pursue other career
options.



Commission members Roger D. Barton and Joseph C. Kreamer did not
participate in the consideration of this matter.

Dated: March 17, 2021
FOR THE COMMISSION

/s/ Louis Frank Dominguez
Hon. Louis Frank Dominguez
Commission Chair

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on March 17, 2021.




















