State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 25-416

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
November 21, 2025

The Complainant alleged a justice of the peace was biased and did not follow
the law.

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).

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on November 21, 2025.



Comp
Judicial Conduct Complaint Letter

, POA for

Tel:
Email:

Date:

Arizona Commission on Judicial Conduct
1501 W. Washington Street, Suite 229
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Re: Complaint Against Judge - Justice Court
Case No. ( )

Dear Commissioners:

1, , submit this complaint on behalf of my father, , under my authority as his
Power of Attorney.

On at , during proceedings before Judge in the
Justice Court, several acts of judicial misconduct occurred that denied my father due process and
discriminated against him as a person with disabilities.

Specific Conduct:

- Failure to Rule on Motion: Plaintiff admitted on the record that my father had filed a Motion to Dismiss.
Judge refused to acknowledge or rule on it, contrary to RPEA Rule 11(b) which requires the
court to rule on all motions.

- Refusal to Accept Sworn Written Testimony: My father filed a sworn declaration under penalty of
perjury due to disability. Judge stated: “

.” This directly violates A.R.S. § 12-2702(A) and Rule 80(c), Ariz. R. Civ. P., which give
written declarations the same legal effect as sworn testimony.

- Disability Discrimination: Judge demanded to know * ” my father has, and
threatened to enter default judgment if he did not testify orally. These actions violated the Americans
with Disabilities Act (ADA), Title Il, 42 U.S.C. § 12132, and 28 C.F.R. § 35.130(b)(7), which require
reasonable accommodations and prohibit unnecessary inquiries into the nature of a disability.

- Ignoring Plaintiff's Admissions: Plaintiff admitted its ledger was “ " "that it
represented a * ’ and that rent payments were applied to fees instead of rent.
Judge ignored these binding admissions and focused instead on a single bounced payment,
even though my father immediately submitted a follow-up payment to clear the balance.

- Improper Burden of Proof Shift: By ignoring the admissions and refusing to apply A.R.S. §
33-1310(12) (definition of “rent”) and A.R.S. § 33-1368(B) (eviction only for unpaid rent), Judge
relieved Plaintiff of its burden of proof and placed the weight of defense on my disabled father.

- Jurisdictional Defects Ignored: The Five-Day Notice was defective on its face, showing “hand delivery”















THE COMMISSION’S POLICY IS
TO POST ONLY THE FIRST FIVE
PAGES OF ANY DISMISSED
COMPLAINT ON ITS WEBSITE.

FOR ACCESS TO THE
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COMPLAINT IN THIS MATTER,
PLEASE MAKE YOUR REQUEST
IN WRITING TO THE
COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL
CONDUCT AND REFERENCE
THE COMMISSION CASE
NUMBER IN YOUR REQUEST.





