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SANDRA RODRIGUEZ SANDRA RODRIGUEZ 

4375 E BETSY LN 

GILBERT AZ  85296 

  

v.  

  

GARDENS GILBERT COMMUNITY 

ASSOCIATION, et al. 

AUGUSTUS H SHAW IV 

  

  

  

 JUDGE COFFEY 

  

  

 

 

MINUTE ENTRY 

 

The Court has reviewed Plaintiff’s Supplemental Motion for Designation of Additional 

Records; Defendants’ Response to that Motion, which was expressly authorized by the Court in 

an Order dated February 24, 2025; and Plaintiff’s Motion to Deny Plaintiff’s February 25, 2025 

Filing, which the Court is treating as a reply in support of Plaintiff’s Motion. 

 

Plaintiff wants to add documents to the appellate record that are not already part of that 

record, but the documents she wants to add pertain to issues that are not the subject of the 

appeal.  She did not identify any documents she believes to be missing that were part of the record 

when she filed her appeal on December 17, 2024.  The only documents she identified were for 

filings that were filed after her appeal, which cannot possibly be the subject of her appeal since the 

appeal pre-dated those filings.  To the extent that the Court of Appeals believes it should consider 

those records, it may direct the Clerk of the Court to supplement the record, but the Court believes 

that the Clerk of the Court appropriately designated the index of the record for 

appeal.  Additionally, if Plaintiff wanted transcripts of hearings to be included, it was her 

responsibility under Rule 11 of the Arizona Rules of Civil Appellate Procedure to order copies of 
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the recordings of hearings and to arrange to have them transcribed.  She appears to have missed 

the deadline for doing so, but the Court of Appeals will have to decide that issue.  Accordingly,   

 

IT IS ORDERED denying Plaintiff’s Supplemental Motion for Designation of Additional 

Records. 

 


