
State of Arizona 

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT 

Disposition of Complaint 26-101 

Judge:  

Complainant:  

ORDER 

May 26, 2026 

The Complainant alleged a pro tem justice of the peace failed to follow the law 
in a civil case by allowing late disclosure and precluding his defense.  

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 May 26, 2026. 





The court proceeded without allowing meaningful time to review the evidence or to prepare
cross-examination. The court’s handling of late-disclosed evidence and an undisclosed surprise witness
prevented a fair hearing and materially impaired my ability to present defenses and respond to the plaintiff’s
case.

(B) Prior eviction/special detainer hearing (date appears in the court record): In the earlier hearing in
this same matter (the eviction/special detainer proceeding), I raised serious habitability and
housing-condition issues. I was not given a fair opportunity to present those issues in a meaningful way, and
the court did not meaningfully address them on the record. The CD audio reflects this conduct and the
limitations placed on my ability to be heard.

(C) Judgment and writ sequence (officially reflected in the case paperwork): The court entered
judgment dated . The judgment authorized a writ of restitution to issue on 

, and the writ is dated . I was locked out pursuant to the writ on .
This sequence underscores why a fair chance to be heard before judgment and writ issuance was critical.

Habitability and protected defenses raised in both hearings: In both hearings, I raised
housing-condition/habitability issues that were material to the court’s evaluation of rent, defenses, and
fairness. The judge did not meaningfully engage those issues, and the court proceeded to judgment and writ
despite those habitability issues being raised on the record and supported by exhibits already submitted to
the Commission.

Why this is misconduct/process (not merely legal error): Even if a judge has discretion on scheduling and
evidentiary matters, the court must still ensure each party has a meaningful opportunity to be heard. Denying
continuances after a same-day evidence dump, allowing a surprise witness without prior disclosure or
adequate preparation time, and limiting or disregarding material habitability issues collectively created an
unfair proceeding and the appearance of partiality in how the process was administered.

Requested Commission review: I ask the Commission to review the judge’s conduct in the two hearings
(as captured on the official audio CD) and determine whether the handling of late evidence, surprise witness
testimony, repeated continuance denials, and the failure to meaningfully address habitability issues violated
the Code of Judicial Conduct and the basic right to be heard.

I affirm, under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing information and allegations are true and correct.

Signature: , Pro Se

Date:



Arizona Commission on Judicial Conduct –
Complaint Form (COMPLETED)

1. Name: 
2. Mailing Address: 
3. Telephone:  | Email: 
4. Judge’s Name: Presiding Judge (  Justice Court)
Location: , Arizona
5. Court:  Justice Court
6. Did you have a case before this judge? X Yes
a. Is the case still pending? X Yes
b. Case Name and Number: 
c. Attorneys in the case:  (Plaintiff)
d. Witnesses who observed the conduct: Plaintiff’s witness (financially affiliated), name unknown at
time of trial

7. I understand the commission cannot reverse court orders or assign a new judge: X Yes

Complaint Narrative
This complaint concerns procedural due process violations in Case No.  at

 Justice Court. On the day of trial, the plaintiff submitted a binder of exhibits at approximately
 via email while trial was scheduled for  the same day. I requested a continuance to

review the evidence and prepare cross-examination. This request was denied.

The court allowed testimony from a surprise witness employed by or financially affiliated with the
plaintiff. I was not given prior disclosure of this witness and was denied adequate time to prepare. I
requested a continuance a second and third time, and each request was denied.

The court proceeded to judgment without allowing meaningful review of evidence and without
addressing controlling federal tenant-protection law raised during proceedings. These actions deprived
me of a meaningful opportunity to be heard and to present defenses guaranteed under Arizona and
federal law.

I affirm, under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing information and allegations are true and correct.

Signature: , Pro Se
Date: 





Case #  Attached Plaintiff's Documents ( )

To: 

From:  regarding documents for upcoming hearing.
 

 JUSTICE COURT  -  Case #: 
 
Hearing Date:
 
Plaintiff: 
v.
Defendant: 
 
Plaintiff's documents attached.
 
 

Phone: ( ) 
 
 
Thanks, 
 
E-mail sent from:

 

 (fax)
 
Important Information regarding e-mail:
Please be advised that e-mail is NOT a secured form of communication. As a result, any communication by e-mail
has a risk of being intercepted and not being confidential and privileged. If you have any question regarding
protection of any information you intend to send by e-mail, please contact the sender prior to sending any e-mail or
response.
 
This message is intended to be Attorney Privileged and confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, any
distribution is prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please contact us immediately at ( ) 

.
EvidencePackage.pdf



THE COMMISSION’S POLICY IS 
TO POST ONLY THE FIRST FIVE 

PAGES OF ANY DISMISSED 
COMPLAINT ON ITS WEBSITE. 

 
FOR ACCESS TO THE 
REMAINDER OF THE 

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. 

 
 

 




