State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 26-053

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
April 21, 2026

The Complainant alleged a justice of the peace failed to allow a litigant to
appear remotely in a civil case, and issued an order with a falsified timeline.

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.
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COMPLAINT AGAINST A JUDGE

Name: Judge’s Name:

Instructions: Use this form or plain paper of the same size to file a complaint. Describe in your own
words what you believe the judge did that constitutes judicial misconduct. Be specific and list all of the
names. dates. times. and places that will help the commission understand your concerns. Additional
pages may be attached along with copies (not originals) of relevant court documents. Please complete one side
of the paper only. and keep a copy of the complaint for your records.

Justice Court records all telephone calls, Defendant called the COC two times
on and Defendant's phone also recorded these telephone calls. Your office needs to request a
icopy of all of the telephone calls pertaining to the herein matter Case , specifically request
the recorded calls between Defendant and COC, on at and at

which prove the following set forth pertinent facts.

at , Defendant called the Justice Court and spoke with the
Clerk of Court, , Defendant requested a continuance because she is legally disabled, fell on
and currently bed-ridden, and stated defendants were not served until for
the Hearing at .COC, with neglected duty to inform a disabled party
of their right to appear by phone at the hearing and ask the judge for a continuance herself.

COC, with malice and malicious intent stated the Defendant needed to email the motion to the
court and the Judge would file an Order after the hearing. neglected to inform Defendant she
could appear telephonically at the hearing and ask the Judge. COC , acted in a capacity that
iconveyed official authority whilepurporting to act in the performance of official duties, the misuse of power
without legal authority, and acted under color of law by denying Defendant's Motion for a Continuance by
tating Judge would rule ‘after the hearing.'

at , Defendant called back, spoke to COC, and requested to appear at the
hearing by phone. stated the Defendant needed to email a motion with her request, and the
udge would have to file an his ruling in an Order, if granted it would take 2 hours to set up. Stating she
uldn't set it up in time for the hearing.

at , COC, , acted in a capacity that conveyed official authority whilepurporting to
ct in the performance of official duties, the misuse of power without legal authority, and acted under
olor of law denying Defendant's Motion/request to appear virtually by stating Defendant needed to email
motion and the Judge would have to file his ruling in an Order and if granted it would take 2 hours to
et up. COC, stated that she could not set it up in time for the hearing.

COC, , with malice and malicious intent violated Defendants rights under U.S.
Constitution amendments V and XIV and violated Arizona Supreme Court No. R-22-0027 by denying
Defendant's Motion for a Continuance and Motion request to appear by phone. Rule R-22-0027 in
ertinent part; The summons states that a trial will occur on the date listed, A landlord, tenant, attorney,
r witness will be permitted to participate at the initial hearing by telephone or video conference and
hould contact the court at least two (2) hours before the hearing to obtain information about how to
onnect to the hearing.

, after and prior to the hearing at ;/COC, , informed Judge
Defendant called requesting a continuance and requested to appear by phone reiterating the fact
Defendant was disabled, currently bed-ridden and wasn't served until . Judge refers to
his communication with his clerk on the CD Recorded Hearing . Under Continuances. Either

arty may ask that the court date be delayed. The court will agree only if there is a very good reason.
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CONFIDENTIAL FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

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

COMPLAINT AGAINST A JUDGE

Name: Judge’s Name:

Instructions: Use this form or plain paper of the same size to file a complaint. Describe in your own
words what you believe the judge did that constitutes judicial misconduct. Be specific and list all of the
names. dates. times. and places that will help the commission understand your concerns. Additional pages
may be attached along with copies (not originals) of relevant court documents. Please complete one side of
the paper only. and keep a copy of the complaint for your records.

reason. Defendants' had extraordinary good reasons, disabled, bed-ridden, and served same day as

hearing yet, with malice and malicious intent Judge denied a continuance without allowing
evidence.
\With malice and malicious intent , process server, did not serve

Defendants' a copy of the 1, Notice of Intent to participate telephonically expedited motion to appear
telephonically or 2, a copy of the Order regard notice of intent to participate telephonically.

Certificate of Service, has the perjurious claim, she served Defendants by mail on
a copy of the Summons and Complaint, executed on 2 Certificate
of Service filed sets forth the facts, that on , she received the following documents
from Attorney g
Hearing date
ISummons-Eviction Action
Complaint - Eviction Action
Residential eviction information sheet
[Termination — non-payment of rent
Certified mail receipt copy
and older community rental agreement month-to-month or yearly
Crime free lease addendum
pet policy
[Tenant ledger.
did not provide/serve a Notice of Intent to participate telephonically expedited motion to
Nappear telephonically or an Order regard notice of intent to participate telephonically.

executed the affidavit certificate of service with perjurious claim, she served

Defendants by mail on a copy of the Summons and Complaint. The USPS tracking number of
certified mail document proves she committed perjury as it proves

did not mail Defendants copies of the summons and complaint until and proves Defendants
were served ; ; Process Server, filed the foregoing in
court.

Judge , with malice and malicious intent, obstructed justice by falsifying the official
court record, and altering the docket by falsifying the official time line of events, Defendant's telephone
calls at and were made before Judge Judgment was filed after - after

hearing, and by falsifying the official time line of line the Certificate of Service was filed, filed after the
hearing.

Judge above stated acts of falsifying the official court record by altering the Court Docket is a
crime under A.R.S. § 13-2403 and violated Defendants rights under amendments V and XIV under the
U.S. Constitution.

Defendant's Motion for Continuance was emailed at with 16 attached exhibits of
3




Justice Court, eviction action Case # , Defendant and

Defendant , Attorney , and Attorney , Clerk

of Court, , and Judge :

Evidence herein will prove Judge , COC, , Plaintiff ELS, , USPS

employees, and process server acted in concert to defraud Defendants using Attorneys
and devised scheme and theft of defendants home. a scheme or artifice to deprive

Defendants of their property and intangible right of honest services.

Justice Court records all telephone calls, Defendant called the COC two
times on and Defendant's phone also recorded these telephone calls. Your office needs to
request a copy of all of the telephone calls pertaining to the herein matter Case :
specifically request the recorded calls between Defendant and COC, on at

and at which prove the following set forth pertinent facts.

at , Defendant called the Justice Court and spoke with the
Clerk of Court, , Defendant requested a continuance because she is legally disabled, fell on
and currently bed-ridden, and stated defendants were not served until
for the Hearing at . COC, with neglected duty to inform a disabled
party of their right to appear by phone at the hearing and ask the judge for a continuance herself.

COC, with malice and malicious intent stated the Defendant needed to email the motion to the
court and the Judge would file an Order after the hearing. neglected to inform Defendant she
could appear telephonically at the hearing and ask the Judge. COC , acted in a capacity that
conveyed official authority while purporting to act in the performance of official duties, the misuse of
power without legal authority, and acted under color of law by denying Defendant's Motion for a
Continuance by stating Judge would rule ‘after the hearing.'

at , Defendant called back, spoke to COC, and requested to appear at the
hearing by phone. stated the Defendant needed to email a motion with her request, and the
Judge would have to file an his ruling in an Order, if granted it would take 2 hours to set up. Stating she
couldn't set it up in time for the hearing.

at , COC, , acted in a capacity that conveyed official authority while purporting
to act in the performance of official duties, the misuse of power without legal authority, and acted under
color of law denying Defendant's Motion/request to appear virtually by stating Defendant needed to
email a motion and the Judge would have to file his ruling in an Order and if granted it would take 2
hours to set up. COC, stated that she could not set it up in time for the hearing.

COC, , with malice and malicious intent violated Defendants rights under U.S.
Constitution amendments V and XIV and violated Arizona Supreme Court No. R-22-0027 by denying
Defendant's Motion for a Continuance and Motion request to appear by phone. Rule R-22-0027 in
pertinent part; The summons states that a trial will occur on the date listed, A landlord, tenant, attorney,
or witness will be permitted to participate at the initial hearing by telephone or video conference and
should contact the court at least two (2) hours before the hearing to obtain information about how to
connect to the hearing.

, after and prior to the hearing at , COC, , informed Judge
Defendant called requesting a continuance and requested to appear by phone reiterating the fact



Defendant was disabled, currently bed-ridden and wasn't served until . Judge refers
to this communication with his clerk on the CD Recorded Hearing . Under Continuances.
Either party may ask that the court date be delayed. The court will agree only if there is a very good
reason. Defendants' had extraordinary good reasons, disabled, bed-ridden, and served same day as

hearing yet, with malice and malicious intent Judge denied a continuance without allowing
evidence.
With malice and malicious intent , process server, did not serve

Defendants' a copy of the 1, Notice of Intent to participate telephonically expedited motion to appear
telephonically or 2, a copy of the Order regard notice of intent to participate telephonically.

Certificate of Service, has the perjurious claim, she served Defendants by mail on

a copy of the Summons and Complaint, executed on : Certificate
of Service filed sets forth the facts, that on , she received the following documents
from Attorney :

Hearing date
Summons-Eviction Action
Complaint - Eviction Action
Residential eviction information sheet
Termination — non-payment of rent
Certified mail receipt copy

and older community rental agreement month-to-month or yearly
Crime free lease addendum
pet policy
Tenant ledger.

did not provide/serve a Notice of Intent to participate telephonically expedited motion

to appear telephonically or an Order regard notice of intent to participate telephonically.

, executed the affidavit certificate of service with perjurious claim, she
served Defendants by mail on a copy of the Summons and Complaint. The USPS tracking
number of certified mail document proves she committed perjury as it proves

did not mail Defendants copies of the summons and complaint until and proves
Defendants were served Saturday, : Process Server, filed the
foregoing in court.

Judge , with malice and malicious intent, obstructed justice by falsifying the official
court record, and altering the docket by falsifying the official time line of events, Defendant's telephone
calls at and were made before Judge Judgment was filed after - after

hearing, and by falsifying the official time line of line the Certificate of Service was filed, filed after the
hearing.

Judge above stated acts of falsifying the official court record by altering the Court Docket is a
crime under A.R.S. § 13-2403 and violated Defendants rights under amendments V and XIV under the
U.S. Constitution.

Defendant's Motion for Continuance was emailed at with 16 attached exhibits of
ONLINE COMPLAINT STOPPED HERE
evidence and emailed at the Motion for Continuance again with 19 new attached



exhibits of evidence.

at the hearing Judge violated Defendant Rights under Title Il of the
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) violated the Arizona’s Justice Courts requirements under
the Arizona Code of Judicial Administration § 1-203 that require reasonable accommodations to
individuals with disabilities. Judge having knowledge Defendant was disabled, was bedridden
after a fall on 8/16/2024, and that Defendants were served the same day as the hearing.
Under A.R.S. Rule 3(c)(d), in pertinent part: in calculating the period of time, last day of the period is
included, unless the last day is a , iIn which event the period runs until the end of the next
day that is not a for the hearing held

A.R.S. Rules of Procedure for Eviction Actions in pertinent part under Rule 3(c) How to Calculate
Time: Day of the Act or Default. In calculating any period of time specified or allowed by these rules,
by any local rules, by order of a court, or by any applicable statute, the day of the act or default from
which the designated period of time begins to run is not included. Under Rule 3(d) How to
Calculate Time: Last Day. The last day of the period is included, unless the last day is a Saturday,
Sunday or a legal holiday, in which event the period runs until the end of the next day that is not a
Saturday, Sunday or a legal holiday. Defendants were served : same day as hearing
set, :

Judge without legal justification denied and NEVER answered Defendants' Motions
for a Continuance filed on and Amended Motion for a Continuance
filed . Judge violated Defendants' right to appear virtually, denied verbal requests, and
filed motions and having knowledge Defendant is disabled, was bedridden, and was not
served/provided copies of a Notice of Intent to participate telephonically expedited motion to appear
telephonically or an Order regard notice of intent to participate telephonically violated Defendants'
rights under the U.S. Constitution amendments V and XIV.

Judge with malice and malicious intent, filed a Judgment that caused Defendants to
unlawfully lose their property, purchased on , located at ,
,AZ.

, Defendant walked into the clerk of court's office, with Defendant on
the phone, which recorded the following conversation with COC, . In pertinent facts set forth,
Defendant asked for a copy Attorney Motion for Alternative Service and
copies of the certified mail return receipts, that Defendants' were not served . COC,
refused to provide the court filed documents not served on Defendants. Defendant
asked to see/view the court file and COC, DENIED court access violating Defendants rights
under amendments V and X1V of the US Constitution.

Defendant filed a Motion for a Continuance with 35 exhibits of evidence attached,
with malice and malicious intent Judge falsified the official court record, altering the court
docket by not listing Defendant's Motion on the court docket; and by not listing Judge
frivolous and perjurious Order filed Denying Defendant's Motion to Vacate Judgment ‘filed
after the hearing." Defendant's never filed a Motion to Vacate Judgment in the foregoing case.

Defendant recorded phone call and the Justice Court recorded the
Defendant's telephone call to COC, requesting copies be emailed or mailed of the Motion for
Continuance filed with 35 attached exhibits and copy of the Motion with attached



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
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CONDUCT AND REFERENCE
THE COMMISSION CASE
NUMBER IN YOUR REQUEST.





