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SHAW & LINES, LLC 
1490 South Price Road, Suite 318 

Chandler, AZ 85286 

Phone (480) 456-1500 

ashaw@shawlines.com 

dominick@shawlines.com  

Augustus H. Shaw IV, SBN 021593 

Dominick D. Detente, SBN 040350 

Counsel for Defendants 
 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA  

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA 

 

SANDRA RODRIGUEZ, 

    Plaintiff, 

 vs. 

 

GARDENS/GILBERT COMMUNITY 

ASSOCIATION, an Arizona non-profit 

corporation, FOCUS HOA 

MANAGEMENT, LLC, an Arizona limited 

liability company; HARMAN CADIS; 

BROOKE SORTOR; and ANNA 

SCHULTZ, 

 

    Defendant. 

Case No. CV2024-005940 

Consolidated with Case No. CV2024-

013806 

 

RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF’S 

CERTIFICATE OF GOOD FAITH 

CONSULTATION AND OBJECTION 

THERETO 

 

Assigned the Hon. David McDowell 

 

 

 

Defendants Gardens Gilbert Community Association, Focus HOA Management, 

LLC, Harman Cadis, Brooke Sortor, and Anna Schultz (hereafter, collectively the 

“Defendants”) by and through undersigned counsel, hereby submit this Response to 

Plaintiff’s Certificate of Good Faith Consultation and Objection Thereto (hereafter, the 

“Motion”).  

Plaintiff’s Certification materially misrepresents the nature of the parties’ March 

25, 2026 communication and falsely asserts compliance with Rule 26(d), Ariz. R. Civ. P. 

While a telephonic conference did occur, it did not address any discovery dispute, 

disclosure issue, or alleged deficiencies. Instead, the discussion was limited to Plaintiff’s 

deposition and Defendants’ anticipated partial motion to dismiss. Plaintiff did not engage 

Clerk of the Superior Court
*** Electronically Filed ***

Y. Moralez, Deputy
4/22/2026 3:47:36 PM

Filing ID 21900406
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2 

 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

in any good faith effort to resolve discovery issues prior to filing, as required by the 

Arizona Rules of Civil Procedure. Accordingly, Plaintiff has failed to satisfy the 

mandatory meet-and-confer requirements, and any motion relying on such Certification 

should be denied. This Motion is supported by the following memorandum of points and 

authorities: 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. PLAINTIFF’S MOTION SHOULD BE DENIED. 

In her Certification, Plaintiff represents to the Court that she “participated in a 

telephonic meet-and-confer… specifically addressing Defendants’ failure to provide 

responses to Requests for Production, Interrogatories, Requests for Admission, and Rule 

26.1 disclosures.” This assertion is not supported by the facts. The March 25, 2026 call 

did occur; however, it did not involve any discussion of discovery disputes, disclosure 

deficiencies, or the categories of discovery Plaintiff now claims were addressed. Instead, 

as reflected in Plaintiff’s own contemporaneous email, the purpose and scope of that 

communication were expressly limited. Plaintiff stated: 

I am in receipt of your March 24, 2026 email indicating that Mr. Dente (sic.) 

intends to contact me regarding a meet-and-confer on the deposition and 

Defendants’ anticipated motion to dismiss. 

See Exhibit “A” attached hereto. 

This statement, authored by Plaintiff herself prior to the March 25, 2026 call, 

clearly defines the subject of the anticipated meet-and-confer as relating to deposition 

issues and Defendants’ anticipated motion practice, not discovery disputes. 

The record further demonstrates that no discovery meet-and-confer occurred. After 

Plaintiff later claimed that such a conference had taken place, Defendants promptly 

corrected the record. In response to Plaintiff’s April 14, 2026 correspondence, in which 

she asserted that “a recorded meet-and-confer was conducted on March 25, 2026 regarding 

the ongoing discovery disputes,” Defendants expressly stated: 

We have not met and conferred regarding your current discovery dispute. If 

you would like to meet and confer, please give me a call.  
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See Exhibit “B” attached hereto. 

This communication makes clear that Defendants did not consider the March 25, 

2026 call to be a discovery meet-and-confer and, importantly, remained willing to conduct 

one. Rather than engage in the required good faith consultation at that point, Plaintiff 

instead proceeded to file her Certification, relying on a mischaracterization of the prior 

communication. 

Plaintiff’s Certification is therefore not merely deficient, it is materially 

misleading. Plaintiff affirmatively represents to the Court that specific discovery issues 

were discussed during the March 25, 2026 call when, in fact, her own contemporaneous 

statements demonstrate that the call was limited to entirely different subject matter. By 

attributing discovery-related discussions to that call that did not occur, Plaintiff attempts 

to manufacture compliance with Rule 26(d) where none exists. This undermines the 

purpose of the Rule, which is to reduce unnecessary motion practice by requiring parties 

to genuinely attempt resolution before seeking judicial intervention. 

Because Plaintiff failed to engage in a proper meet-and-confer regarding the 

discovery issues raised, her Certification does not satisfy Rule 26(d), and any motion 

relying upon that Certification is procedurally improper. 

Accordingly, Defendants respectfully request that the Court reject Plaintiff’s 

Certificate of Good Faith Consultation, deny any motion predicated upon it, and grant 

such further relief as the Court deems just and appropriate.  

DATED this _22nd   day of April, 2026. 

     SHAW & LINES, LLC 

/s/ Dominick D. Detente   

Augustus H. Shaw, IV, Esq. 

Dominick D. Detente, Esq.        

1490 South Price Road, Suite 318      

Chandler, Arizona 85286       

Counsel for Defendants 
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ORIGINAL submitted for filing this 

22nd   day of April, 2026: 

 

Clerk of the Court 

Maricopa County Superior Court 

(Via E-Filing online – Turbo Court) 

 

COPY of the foregoing mailed and emailed this 

_22nd   day of April, 2026 to: 

 

Sandra Rodriquez 

4735 E Besty Lane 

Gilbert, Arizona 85296 

sandra.rodriguez0339@gmail.com  

Plaintiff, pro per  

 

By:  /s/  Diane Fincher                   .  

 

 

mailto:sandra.rodriguez0339@gmail.com
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Exhibit “A” 
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Exhibit “B” 
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