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Judge:  

Complainant:  

ORDER 

December 2, 2025 

The Complainant alleged a justice of the peace pro tem was biased, rude, and 
did not follow the law in an eviction case.  

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 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 Delia R. Neal did not participate 
in the consideration of this matter. 
 
Copies of this order were distributed to all 
appropriate persons on December 2, 2025. 



file a formal complaint of judicial misconduct against Judge . My cases, though 
ultimately dismissed, were handled in a manner that demonstrates a profound disregard for the 
law and the fundamental principles of a fair and impartial judiciary. My sole purpose is to report 
a clear pattern of behavior that, if left unaddressed, will cause grave injustice to other mobile 
home park tenants in  County public record shows that Judge  was hired as a 
full-time pro tem to provide " " and to "  

." As this complaint will 
demonstrate through a detailed account of two hearings, Judge  actions represent a 
profound failure to fulfill his stated purpose. The evidence I will present shows that his decisions 
were driven by a desire for speed over justice, resulting in an unjust process that violated due 
process and legal principles 
External Validation: The Judge's Words vs. His Actions Before detailing the incidents, it is critical 
to highlight how Judge public statements and the systemic issues reported in the 
media provide irrefutable context for his actions. The following information comes from a series 
of articles written by  and published in the .  

 The articles state that Judge  can hear more than  eviction 
cases in a single day, with the court ordering an average of evictions each day in the last 
fiscal year. Judge  publicly stated, " ," and "  

" Contradiction: My hearing lasted approximately  minutes, a clear example of 
" " a case to meet an unrealistic quota. My case visibly agitated Judge , 
who seemed upset that it was taking so long, directly contradicting his claim that he does not 
care about the time it takes. 
2. A System Stacked Against Tenants Legal-aid attorneys quoted in the articles explicitly state 
that the system is " ," and that they "  

" They also point out that landlords sometimes use " " tactics, such as refusing 
to accept rent payments or failing to provide receipts, then filing eviction actions based on 
nonpayment. My experience serves as a perfect, documented example of the very " " 
tactics that Judge  knows are used against tenants, yet he knowingly allowed them to 
proceed. 
3. The Myth of Judicial Impartiality and Empathy Judge  stated, "  

... 
." Contradiction: My case demonstrates that Judge 

 did not follow the law as it is. Instead, he fabricated legal rules and ignored 
foundational legal principles. His claim to be a neutral arbiter is further undermined by his advice 
to the landlord's attorney, which was an instruction to commit an illegal act. The following 
incidents are a perfect, factual illustration of the systemic issues and judicial misconduct 
highlighted in these articles. 
Incident 1: Willful Disregard for Legal Principles Case Number:  
Date of Hearing:  
Allegation: The eviction was based on a non-existent lease violation and was filed by the wrong 
business entity, leading to a fraudulent attempt to serve notice. 
Willful Disregard for Standing: The eviction was filed by " " an entity to 
which I had no legal relationship, as I paid my rent to " ." 
This is a fundamental issue of standing that should have led to an immediate dismissal. When I 
raised this issue, the judge dismissed it by stating, "  

." The judge did nothing to change the issue or even recognize the problem. I am certain 
that if I had not questioned the lawyer's due diligence with the , the second case 
would have continued to name the incorrect entity, proving that the judge's inaction enabled the 



lawyer's deliberate and fraudulent filing. 
Abuse of Judicial Authority: I attempted to assert my retaliation efense, explicitly provided for 
under A.R.S. § 33-1491. The judge interrupted me and refused to hear it, stating that to be 
considered, I would have to file a counterclaim. This is a direct fabrication of a procedural rule 
that does not exist in Arizona law. This act was a clear abuse of judicial authority and a denial of 
due process. 
Refusal to Accept Evidence and Prejudged Credibility: The judge disregarded clear evidence 
and legal rules to accept the landlord's claim that notices were properly served, when the park 
manager  intentionally kept me unaware of the violations to make it appear I had 
not tried to remedy them. According to Rule 5, notice must be sent to the "last known address," 
yet the notice was addressed to a street name that had been reassigned by the county. I 
provided a USPS tracking that showed the carrier trying to deliver to a business, yet the judge 
disregarded this evidence. Despite the lease filed with the court showing my correct address as 

, the judge took the park manager  word that the 
certified mail was correctly addressed. To  This was a clear violation of his 
duty to verify facts. He seemed to operate under a preconceived bias that claims of non-receipt 
are simply a lie told by tenants to delay a case. This first case was ultimately dismissed by the 
park's lawyer before the scheduled trial, a clear admission that the claim was without merit and 
they did not want their fraudulent actions to be exposed in court. 
 
Incident 2: Complicity in Bad-Faith and a Denial of Due Process Case Number:  
Date of Hearing:  
Allegation: The landlord filed a meritless non-payment claim after I refused to sign a new lease, 
a clear act of coercion that the park manager  admitted to in testimony. 
Refusal to Acknowledge Factual Evidence: The judge, in his apparent attempt to find a problem 
with my payment, reviewed my ledger. The money order was dated the , and the notice of 
non-payment was sent to the post office on the , yet the payment was not considered late 
until the . This made the non-payment claim baseless from the start. Despite this, the judge 
did not hold the landlord accountable. He asked the manager why he had refused my rent, and 
the manager responded that we were " ." I expected Judge  to 
reprimand them for wasting the court's time, but he didn't. He also did not ask for the certified 
mail return receipt, which did not exist, even though the papers filed as exhibits by  
showed that he had not obtained one. The judge’s actions gave the park manager  
the impression that even if I had not actually received the notice, the judge would apply the 
mailbox rule to find that the notice was properly sent. He took the word of the landlord’s attorney 
for the truthfulness of the claim that  County was responsible for updating the USPS about 
the tenants' mailing addresses. This demonstrates a profound bias against a party's legitimate 
evidence and a willingness to accept false testimony from the landlord’s attorney. 
Encouragement of an Illegal Act: Instead of reprimanding the landlord for bringing a meritless 
claim, the judge provided them with advice on how to legally circumvent their failed attempt. He 
advised the landlord's attorney, stating, " ." This is a 
direct instruction to commit an illegal act, as a mobile home park landlord must have "good 
cause" to terminate a tenancy under A.R.S. § 33-1476. The judge’s suggestion was an explicit 
encouragement of a retaliatory and illegal act, demonstrating a gross ethical violation. 
 
Conclusion: No One to Protect Us 
The judge showed  that his deceptive tactic of intentionally misdirecting notices to 
an unauthorized forwarding address had worked as he had hoped it would. This emboldened 



 to use the incorrect forwarding address again for the "pay or quit" notice in the 
second case. When I argued these issues, the judge simply stated, " " before once 
again applying the mailbox rule. However, after there was no doubt that I was a tenant who had 
paid their rent for  years without missing a month, the judge was forced to dismiss the case. 
The actions of Judge  demonstrate a deliberate pattern of misconduct, a profound lack 
of professional competence, and a clear disregard for impartiality. His behavior is not a series of 
isolated errors but a direct fulfillment of the "bad-faith" tactics described in the very articles that 
lauded his appointment. This complaint is a perfect illustration of how the system is rigged 
against tenants, even when they present overwhelming evidence. The first case was dismissed 
not by the judge, but by the opposing counsel before our day in court. In the second case, 
despite providing irrefutable evidence that the claim was meritless, the judge was ultimately 
compelled to dismiss it. The fact that these cases ended as they did does not negate the 
injustice. It simply shows how vulnerable the process is. This confirms the statement from a 
legal-aid attorney that "  

.” I am filing this complaint 
with a genuine fear of retaliation from the landlord's attorney, as the judge's past rulings have 
emboldened them. I fear that I will have to defend my home against more baseless claims in the 
future. As an attorney stated in the article, "  

." I urge the Commission to investigate this matter to ensure that other tenants 
are not subjected to the same injustice and that Judge  is held accountable for his 
professional and ethical failures. 
Sincerely, 
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