




public disclosure pursuant to the Public Information Act (formerly the Open Records 

Act) or the Freedom of Information Act.    

Generally, Commission records are confidential, with the following exceptions: 

 Constitution: Article V, Section 1-a(10) of the Texas Constitution provides 

that “All papers filed with and proceedings before the Commission or a 

Master shall be confidential, unless otherwise provided by the law…”   

 Government Code: 

 In the event the Commission issues a public sanction against a judge, 

Section 33.032 of the Texas Government Code provides for the release 

of information previously withheld as confidential.   

 Also under this Section, suspension orders and related proceedings as 

well as voluntary agreements to resign in lieu of disciplinary 

proceedings are available to the public.   

 Section 33.032 also authorizes the release to the public of papers filed 

in a formal proceeding upon the filing of formal charges.   

 Judicial Administration: Rule 12 of the Texas Rules of Judicial 

Administration provides for public access to certain records made or 

maintained by a judicial agency in its regular course of business but not 

pertaining to its adjudicative function.  Commission records relating to 

complaints, investigations, and its proceedings are not judicial records and are 

not subject to public disclosure pursuant to Rule 12. 

When the Commission takes action on a complaint, whether dismissing it, issuing a 

private or public sanction, accepting a voluntary agreement to resign in lieu of disciplinary 

action, or voting formal proceedings, the complainant is notified in writing.  However, the 

Texas Government Code requires that the Commission omit the judge’s name from the notice 

to the complainant, unless a public sanction has been issued.  The complainant has some 

privacy rights as well: at the complainant’s request, his or her name may be withheld 

from the judge and kept confidential.  

Additionally, the Constitution provides that in instances where issues concerning 

either a judge or the Commission have been made public by sources other than the 

Commission, the Commission may make a public statement.  In such a situation, the 

Commission determines whether the best interests of a judge or the public will be served by 

issuing the statement.  

 



THE COMPLAINT PROCESS 

Introduction 

 Each complaint stating an allegation of judicial misconduct is thoroughly reviewed, 

investigated and analyzed by the Commission staff. Complaints must be filed with the 

Commission in writing.  Complaints sent by fax or through e-mail are not accepted.  

 Although it is not mandatory that a complainant submit his or her allegation on the 

Commission’s complaint form, the specific information sought is essential to the efficient 

handling of a complaint. Complaint forms are available in English and Spanish from the 

following sources: 

 Download from the Commission’s website at www.scjc.texas.gov; and 

 Telephone requests to the Commission at (512) 463-5533. 

The Commission may also initiate the complaint process itself upon a review of 

information from the media, court documents, the Internet or other sources.  The complainant 

may request that the Commission keep his or her identity confidential, and anonymous 

complaints are also accepted.   

 When a complaint is filed, the Commission sends the complainant an 

acknowledgment letter and staff begins its investigation and analysis of the allegations.  The 

complainant may be asked to provide additional information or documents.  Staff then reviews 

each allegation or complaint thoroughly.  In some cases, legal research may be conducted, and 

witnesses or the judge may be contacted.  For complex matters, an attorney or investigator 

may travel to the judge’s county for further investigation and interviews.   

When the investigation is completed, the case is presented to the Commission for its 

consideration.  In some cases, the Commission may invite the judge to appear and discuss the 

complainant’s allegations; under certain circumstances, the Commission may invite the 

complainant to appear.  Based on the specific constitutional provisions, statutes and canons 

under which the Commission operates, it considers and votes on each matter on a case-by-case 

basis.   

 If the Commission votes to issue a public sanction, the appropriate order is prepared 

and distributed to the subject judge and the complainant; the order is then publicly 

disseminated as required by law to ensure public awareness.  If, however, the Commission 

votes to issue a private sanction, the appropriate order is prepared and tendered to the subject 

judge, and the complainant is notified by letter of the Commission’s action. Because the 

Commission is controlled by constitutional and statutory provisions that prohibit the release of 

information regarding investigation and resolution of a case, no other details will be released 

to the public. However, in cases where a judge has voluntarily agreed to resign in lieu of 

disciplinary action, that agreement becomes public upon the Commission’s acceptance of it, 

and the complainant is so notified.  

Likewise, whenever the Commission suspends a judge after he or she has been 

indicted for a criminal offense, or charged with a misdemeanor involving official misconduct, 
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the Commission releases to the public the order of suspension and all records related to the 

proceedings. 

Commission Decisions 

 Commission members review, deliberate and vote on each complaint.  This may result 

in a dismissal, a public or private order of additional education either alone or in combination 

with a public or private sanction, a public or private admonition, warning or reprimand, the 

acceptance of a voluntary agreement to resign from judicial office in lieu of disciplinary 

action, or formal proceedings for removal or retirement of the judge from the bench.  If 

appropriate, the Commission may defer its action and refer the judge to the Amicus Curiae 

Program.  If the judge appeals a decision of the Commission, the Texas Supreme Court 

appoints three appellate judges to serve as a Special Court of Review.  That Court’s final 

decision-making authority includes dismissal, affirmation of the Commission decision, 

imposition of a greater or lesser sanction, or the initiation of formal proceedings.  The decision 

of the Special Court of Review is final and may not be appealed. 

 The Commission’s decisions and actions in responding to allegations or complaints of 

judicial misconduct fall into one of the following categories: 

1.  Administrative Dismissal Report 

 A case is dismissed administratively when a complainant’s writing fails to state an 

allegation that, if true, would constitute one or more of the following: (a) a willful or persistent 

violation of rules promulgated by the Supreme Court of Texas, (b) incompetence in 

performing the duties of the office, (c) willful violation of the Texas Code of Judicial Conduct, 

or (d) willful or persistent conduct that is clearly inconsistent with the proper performance of 

his duties or casts public discredit upon the judiciary or administration of justice. Generally, 

the fact that a judge made an error while ruling on a motion or an objection, or otherwise 

deciding a case, does not constitute judicial misconduct unless there is a showing of bad faith, 

persistent legal error, or the legal error was egregious. In fact, only an appellate court has the 

power to review and change a judge’s decision in any case. In addition, gratuitous claims of 

misconduct that are unsupported by any facts or evidence may be administratively dismissed. 

These cases, which are reviewed by the Commission, are dismissed without a full 

investigation. In letters of dismissal sent to these complainants, the Commission provides a 

specific explanation for the decision. 

2.  Dismissal 

 The Commission may dismiss a case after conducting a review and investigation of 

the allegations. Reasons for these dismissals include insufficient or no evidence of 

misconduct, the judge demonstrated that he or she took appropriate actions to correct the 

conduct at issue, or the conduct, though problematic, did not rise to the level of sanctionable 

misconduct.  In letters of dismissal sent to these complainants, the Commission provides a 

specific explanation for the dismissal, and describes the steps the complainant may take for the 

Commission to reconsider its decision.  The Commission may also include cautionary advice 

to judges whose complaints have been dismissed after the judge has taken appropriate 

corrective action or in those cases where disciplinary action was deemed unwarranted given 

the facts and circumstances surrounding the infraction.  

 

 



3.  Order of Additional Education 

 Legal and procedural issues are often complex, so it is not surprising that some judges, 

particularly non-lawyer judges, take judicial action that may exceed their authority or that is 

contrary to procedural rules.  In these situations, the Commission may find that the judge has 

demonstrated a deficiency in a particular area of the law warranting an order of education.  

The Commission then contacts the appropriate judicial training center, where the subject judge 

may attend a particular training program or a mentor judge may be appointed for one-on-one 

instruction with the subject judge, to be completed within a specified time on particular 

subjects.  The mentor judge then reports to the Commission on the subject judge’s progress. 

The Commission may also order the judge to obtain education on other issues, such as anger 

management, gender or racial sensitivity, or sexual harassment. The Commission may issue 

an order of education alone or as part of a private or public sanction. 

4.  Private or Public Sanction 

 Sanctions are issued by the Commission when sufficient evidence is provided that 

supports a finding of judicial misconduct.  The most severe disciplinary action available to the 

Commission is a public censure, issued only after a case has been voted into formal 

proceedings by the Commission. If, after a public fact-finding trial, the Commission 

determines that the underlying allegations of the complaint are true but do not support a 

recommendation for removal from office, a censure is issued as a public denunciation of the 

judge’s conduct. 

 The next most severe sanction is a public reprimand.  A reprimand is the most severe 

sanction available to the Commission (unless formal proceedings are voted as described 

herein).  A less severe sanction is a public warning, followed by a public admonition.  A 

warning puts the judge on notice that the actions identified in the sanction are improper.  An 

admonition is the lowest level sanction.  As noted above, sanctions may be public or private, 

and may be combined with orders of education.   

 A judge may appeal any sanction and a public censure to a Special Court of Review. 

The process for appealing a public censure issued by the Commission after formal 

proceedings is different than that of a de novo review of a sanction issued after informal 

proceedings. The Texas Supreme Court has been charged with the responsibility of 

promulgating the written procedures for the appeal of a public censure.   

 If a public sanction or censure is issued, all information considered by the 

Commission, including the judge’s name, is made public.  Public sanctions are issued not only 

to identify the specific conduct, but to educate judges that such conduct is inappropriate.  This 

also ensures that the public is made aware of actions that violate the Code of Judicial Conduct. 

When a private sanction is voted, the judge’s name and all information considered by the 

Commission are kept confidential.  

5.  Suspension 

 The Commission has the power to suspend a judge from sitting on the bench, with or 

without pay, after the judge has been either indicted by a grand jury for a felony, or charged 

with a misdemeanor involving official misconduct.  The suspended judge has the right to a 

post-suspension hearing before one or more of the Commission members or the Executive 

Director, as designated by the Commission Chair.  



 In cases other than for alleged criminal behavior, the Commission, upon the filing of a 

sworn complaint and after giving the judge notice and an opportunity to appear before the 

Commission, may recommend to the Supreme Court of Texas that the judge be suspended 

from office, for persistent violation of rules promulgated by the Supreme Court, incompetence 

in performing the duties of office, willful violation of the Code of Judicial Conduct, or willful 

and persistent conduct that is clearly inconsistent with the proper performance of his or her 

duties, or that casts public discredit on the judiciary or the administration of justice.  

6.  Voluntary Agreement to Resign 

 In some cases, a judge against whom a complaint has been made may decide to resign 

in lieu of disciplinary action.  In that event, the judge may tender to the Commission a 

voluntary agreement to resign from judicial office. Upon the Commission’s acceptance, the 

agreement is made public and the judge vacates the bench. The agreement and any agreed 

statement of facts relating to it are admissible in subsequent proceedings before the 

Commission.  While the agreement is public, any records relating to the underlying case 

remain confidential and may only be released to the public if a judge violates a term of the 

agreement. 

7.  Formal Proceedings 

 In certain circumstances, the Commission may decide that a complaint against a judge 

is so severe that it should be handled as a formal proceeding.  The Commission itself may 

conduct such a fact-finding hearing or it may ask the Supreme Court of Texas to appoint a 

Special Master (who must be a sitting or retired district or appellate judge) to hear the matter.  

Such proceedings are governed by the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure and the Texas Rules of 

Evidence to the extent practicable. 

 Although there is no right to a trial by jury in a formal proceeding, the judge is 

afforded certain other rights under the Texas Procedural Rules for the Removal or Retirement 

of Judges, including the following: 

 To be confronted by the judge’s accusers; 

 To introduce evidence; 

 To be represented by counsel; 

 To examine and cross-examine witnesses; 

 To subpoena witnesses; and 

 To obtain a copy of the reporter’s record of testimony. 

 If the formal proceeding has been conducted before a Special Master, he or she reports 

the findings of fact to the Commission.  If either party files objections to the Master’s Report, 

the Commission will hold a public hearing to consider the report of the Special Master and 

any objections.  The Commission may adopt the Special Master’s findings in whole or in part, 

modify the findings, totally reject them and enter its own findings, or order a hearing for the 

taking of additional evidence.  

 After adopting findings of fact, the Commission issues its conclusions of law.  The 

Commission may dismiss the case, issue a public censure, or recommend removal or 

involuntary retirement to a seven-member Review Tribunal appointed by the Supreme Court 

of Texas. The Commission itself cannot remove a judge; only the Review Tribunal can order a 


