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Re: Cuse # 832-104

Dear Judge Joanerr,

Af a probapie cause hearing on Novemper Z0, 1992, the Judicial Discipline & Disaptiiry
Commission reviewed a sworn complaini, Jour response (0 ‘har sworn Complaint, the resuits or
irs invesrigarion, and other materiai. This lerer conczmms dhe ailegarions thar on January 2,
1892 ar a hearing in e Bariing Mumcipal Court, you reached across and grapbed a pack of
cigareres thar were roiled in the sieeve of Mr. Dougias Anaerson’s ee shirt. In 3o doing, you
core off the sieeve of Mr. Anderson’s tee shirr. [t was aiso ailleged thar durtmg e hearing, you
used language rowards Mr. Anderson :har was nappropriate under e circumstanczs.  The
Commission found :he evidencz subsianriared :hese ailegarions.

The Commission ound, under :he Circumsiances of Shis case as descriped 1pgve, Jour
acsions denigrared :he uplic conridence of the judiciarv and was inconsisient wirh mainigining
che high siandards oF conguc: essenrial in preserving he integriry of ihe judiciary. This
consritures a vioiarion of Canons 1, 24, and 3A oy the 4rkansas Code or Judical Conducr. Ir
is the judgmenr or the Commission :har Jou be and you are Aerefyy admonished.

This pubiic camonition consniuzes adequare discipling and no jurther 4crion is warranred.
The Commission induiges the egxpectanon thar (Als conducs wiil nor oe repeared.

This Commission aciion i§ ouDiC nTormaiion.
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