State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 25-098

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
June 10, 2025

The Complainant alleged a justice of the peace granted a motion prematurely,
did not respond to his answer, and improperly allowed a pro tem to sign the order.

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 and Scott H. O’Connor did not
participate in the consideration of this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on June 10, 2025.









e 1 only became aware of mediation when I received a notice from the plaintiff’s
counsel on , requesting to waive the Real Party in Interest’s

appearance.

3. Motion to Dismiss Filed—No Justification for Mediation

e On , 1 filed a Motion to Dismiss, reinforcing the same arguments
made in my Answer but now with additional case law citations.

e [ also sent a copy to the plaintiff’s counsel in accordance with procedural rules.

e The plaintiff alleges breach of contract but has failed to produce any signed
contract.

e Since the plaintiff’s counsel has not provided a valid, enforceable contract proving
the alleged debt, there is no basis for mediation.

e The case should not move forward until the plaintiff can establish standing by

providing the necessary documentation.

4. Questionable Judicial Signature on the Order

e The judge assigned to my case, according to court records, is Judge

e However, the order issued in my case was not signed by Judge —instead, it was
digitally signed as "'/s/ , JP-PT".

e A thorough review of official court records does not list as an assigned
judge in my case. If was a Pro Tem judge (JP-PT), Arizona law requires

transparency in judicial assignments. I was never notified of any substitution,
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