
State of Arizona 

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT 

Disposition of Complaint 26-008 

Judge:  

Complainant:  

ORDER 

April 21, 2026 

The Complainant alleged a justice of the peace did not allow certain evidence 
to be admitted and did not afford the parties equal time. Complainant also alleges 
the justice of the peace tried to coerce a settlement and yelled in an eviction hearing.  

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 member Delia R. Neal did not participate in the consideration of 
this matter. 
 
Copies of this order were distributed to all 
appropriate persons on April 21, 2026. 







REVISED NOTICE OF TENANT DEFENSES

Date: 

To: 

Re: Case No. 

Property: 

Tenant: 

This Notice is provided solely to comply with court service requirements and to place the landlord on notice of the
defenses asserted in this matter. Nothing herein waives any rights or defenses.

1. Waiver by Acceptance of Rent
Plaintiff accepted rent for multiple consecutive months after having actual knowledge of the alleged conduct now
claimed as a breach. Acceptance of rent under these circumstances constitutes waiver.

2. Written Acknowledgment, Consent, and Identification of Tenancy
Plaintiff had actual knowledge that  was the tenant. This is confirmed by
written communications and a Default/Late Payment Notice dated , issued by 

, which expressly identifies “Tenant ( ).” This constitutes
written acknowledgment, consent, and waiver.

3. Consent by Conduct and Written Consent
Through acceptance of rent, issuance of statutory notices, and course of conduct, Plaintiff consented to and
approved  tenancy and use of the property.

4. Waiver and Estoppel
Having repeatedly treated  as the tenant, Plaintiff is estopped from asserting
unauthorized subleasing or lack of permission.

5. Bad Faith and Inconsistent Enforcement
Enforcement actions were initiated only after months of acceptance and acknowledgment, demonstrating
inconsistent and bad-faith enforcement.

6. Failure to Disclose Material Facts
Plaintiff failed to disclose that the property was subject to foreclosure proceedings. This information was obtained
through public records and is relevant to credibility and good faith.



7. Unequal Sophistication and Knowing Conduct
Plaintiff acted with greater knowledge and sophistication regarding lease enforcement. Acceptance of rent and
issuance of notices were knowing and intentional acts.

8. Retaliatory Enforcement (Preserved)
The timing of enforcement actions shortly after Defendant asserted legal rights supports a defense of retaliatory
conduct under Arizona law. This defense is asserted and preserved.

The Court has been provided with over one hundred (100+) pages of text messages and emails demonstrating
knowledge, acknowledgment, consent, and course of conduct. Hard-copy sets, including the 
notice, will be available at the hearing.

All defenses, claims, and remedies available under Arizona law are expressly reserved.

Respectfully submitted,

Authorized Representative






