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Filing ID 21038
SHAW & LINES, LLC
4523 E. Broadway Road
Phoenix, AZ 85040
Phone (480) 456-1500
www.shawlines.com
Augustus H. Shaw IV, SBN 021593
Attorney for Defendants
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA
SANDRA RODRIGUEZ, Case No. CV2024-005940
Plaintiff, Consolidated with Case No. CV2024-
VS. 013806
GARDENS GILBERT COMMUNITY | RESPONSE TO MOTION TO AMEND

ASSOCIATION, FOCUS HOA | CIVIL COMPLAINT, EXTEND TIME,
MANAGEMENT, LLC, HARMAN| TEMPORARILY PAUSE DISCOVERY
CADIS, ANNA SCHULTZ, AND
BROOKE SORTOR, Assigned the Honorable David McDowell

Defendants.

Defendants Gardens Gilbert Community Association, Focus HOA Management,
LLC, Harman Cadis, Brooke Sortor, and Anna Schultz (hereafter, the “Defendants™) by
and through undersigned counsel hereby responds to Plaintiff’s Motion to Amend Civil
Complaint, Extend Time, Temporarily Pause Discovery (hereafter, the “Motion™).

As an initial matter, Plaintiff’s Motion does not comply with Rule 15(a)(4) Ariz.
R. Civ. P. because the Plaintiff has failed to “attach a copy of the proposed amended
pleading as an exhibit to the motion.” Therefore, the Plaintiff’s Motion must be denied.
I

"

040




Nl N )

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

L PLAINTIFF FAILED TO ATTACH A PROPOSED AMENDED
COMPLAINT TO HER MOTION IN VIOLATION OF RULE
15(A)(4) ARIZ. R. CIV. P.

Plaintiff’s failure to attach a proposed amended complaint as required by Rule
15(a)(4) Ariz. R. Civ. P. should be immediate cause for the denial of the Motion. Rule
15(a)(4) Ariz. R. Civ. P. states:

(4) Proposed Pleading as an Exhibit. A party moving for leave to amend a pleading
must attach a copy of the proposed amended pleading as an exhibit to the motion.
The exhibit must show the respects in which the proposed pleading differs from the
existing pleading by bracketing or striking through the text to be deleted and
underlining the text to be added.

The Plaintiff expressly states in her Motion her belief that Rule 15(a)(4) Ariz. R.
Civ. P. does not apply to her. Plaintiff states:

Plaintiff is not submitting a proposed amended complaint with this motion and

instead requests 2/ days from the Court's order to draft and file it. Although Rule

15(a) generally contemplates attaching a proposed amended pleading, the Arizona

Rules of Civil Procedure do not require a redlined or comparison copy to obtain

leave to amend. See Motion, Page 4 10

Obviously Rule 15(a)(4) Ariz. R. Civ. P. requires a copy of the proposed amended
pleading be provided as an exhibit to the Motion. The Court, in its Ruling Addressing
Several Motions and Filings dated November 10, 2025, conveyed this to the Plaintiff when
the Court wrote:

Whether the amendment is granted is not determined at this time because there is

no motion or proposed amended complaint before the Court. The Court will not

enter an order affirming the right to amend only the right to file a motion to amend.
(Emphasis Added)
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Without a proposed amended complaint, how could the Defendants or the Court
determine what counts the Plaintiff desires to add to the Complaint. Moreover, how can
the Court or the Defendants adequately evaluate the request to amend the Complaint
without a copy of the proposed amendment?

II. PLAINTIFF’S MOTION TO EXTEND TIME, TEMPORARILY
PAUSE DISCOVERY SHOULD BE DENIED

The Court, in its Ruling Addressing Several Motions and Filings dated November
10, 2025, stated:

The deadlines are set forth above and will NOT be amended or extended absent a
showing of good cause and diligence in getting this matter ready for a final hearing.

The Plaintiff has failed to articulate or show “good cause” to delay this matter
further and as such, the Defendants respectfully request that the Court deny any requests
to delay this matter further.

III. CONCLUSION

The Court, in its Ruling Addressing Several Motions and Filings dated November
10, 2025, placed the Plaintiff on notice of her requirement to abide by Rule 15(a)(4) Ariz.
R. Civ. P. and provide a proposed amended Complaint when the Court wrote:

Whether the amendment is granted is not determined at this time because there is
no motion or proposed amended complaint before the Court. (Emphasis Added)

The Court also warned the Plaintiff that a “self-represented party is held to the same

standards as an attorney and are to be afforded no additional latitude in abiding the rules.”
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Here, the Plaintiff has clearly shown a patent disregard for the Arizona Rules of
Civil Procedure, which leaves the Defendants with no way to evaluate the request to the
amend the Complaint found in the Motion. Therefore, Plaintiff’s Motion should be denied.

Moreover, the Plaintiff should be prohibited from filing another Motion to Amend
her Complaint. The Plaintiff has filed a number of requests to Amend her Complaint, each
one falling short of the requirements of Rule 15 Ariz. R. Civ. P. Because the Plaintiff
cannot abide by the Arizona Rules of Civil Procedure even when this Court makes her
aware of the Rules and requirement that they be followed, the Plaintiff should be
prohibited from making any more attempts to amend her Complaint in the future.

As such, the Defendants request that the Court deny the Plaintiff’s Motion in its
entirety and order the Plaintiff to reimburse the Defendants their reasonable attorney’s

fees and costs incurred by the Defendants to respond to the Motion.

DATED this _ 2™ day of December 2025.

SHAW & LINES, LLC
August'us H. Shaw IV, Esq.
4523 E. Broadway Rd.

Phoenix, Arizona 85040
Attorneys for Defendant

ORIGINAL submitted for filing this
2nd  day of December 2025 to:

Clerk of the Court

Maricopa County Superior Court

(Via E-Filing online — Turbo Court)

COPY of the foregoing e-mailed and mailed this
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2nd  day of December 2025 to:

Sandra Rodriguez
4735 E. Besty Lane
Gilbert, Arizona 85296
Plaintiff

By: /s/ Diane Fincher




