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SHAW & LINES, LLC 
1490 S. Price Rd., Suite 318 

Chandler, Arizona 85286 
Phone (480) 456-1500 

www.shawlines.com 

Augustus H. Shaw IV, SBN 021593 

ashaw@shawlines.com 

Attorneys 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, et al.; FOCUS HOA 

MANAGEMENT, LLC, and Arizona 

Limited Liability Company; HARMAN 

CADIS; ANNA SCHULTZ; AND 

BROOKE SORTOR, 

 

    Defendants. 

Case No. CV2024-005940  

Consolidated with Case No. 

CV2024-013809 
 
 

RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF’S 
MOTION FOR LEAVE TO REQUEST 

SUPOENAS (sic) 
 
 

Assigned to the Hon. David McDowell 
  

 

Pursuant to the Court’s Recusal dated May 6, 2026, “[U]nless and until the new 

judge affirms this Court’s prior order that Defendants do not need to respond to each of 

Plaintiff’s motions and filings unless directed to do so, Defendants should file responses,” 

Defendants Gardens/Gilbert Community Association, Anna Schultz, Focus HOA 

Management, LLC, Harman Cadis, and Brooke Sortor (hereafter collectively referred to 

herein as “Defendants”) hereby responds to Plaintiff’s Motion for Leave to Request 

Supoenas (sic). 

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

L. Sanchez, Deputy
5/11/2026 5:29:33 PM

Filing ID 22016646

http://www.shawlines.com/
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Pursuant to Rule 45 Ariz. R. Civ. P., the Plaintiff does not require leave of the Court 

to issue subpoenas. Therefore, Plaintiff’s Motion should be denied.  

Plaintiff continues to show a patent misunderstanding of the Arizona Rules of Civil 

Procedure, which leaves the Defendants having to respond to inappropriate Motions. 

Based on the Plaintiff’s demonstrated behavior in this case, Plaintiff should be prohibited 

from filing another Motion unless so authorized by the Court and if such an Order is 

violated, the Court should dismiss her case in its entirety. Otherwise, the Plaintiff will 

continue to file inappropriate motions that frustrate justice. 

As such, the Defendants request that the Court deny the Plaintiff’s Motion in its 

entirety, order the Plaintiff to reimburse the Defendants their reasonable attorney’s fees 

and costs incurred by the Defendants to respond to the Motion and order the Plaintiff to 

cease filing inappropriate Motions that only serve to frustrate justice and elongate the 

litigation. 

DATED this   11th     day of May 2026. 

    SHAW & LINES, LLC 

    /s/ Augustus H. Shaw IV, Esq., CCAL  

Augustus H. Shaw IV, Esq. 

1490 S. Price Rd., Suite 318 

Chandler, Arizona 85286 

Attorneys for Defendant 

 

ORIGINAL submitted for filing this 

11th     day of May, 2026 to: 
 

Clerk of the Court 

Maricopa County Superior Court 

(Via E-Filing online – Turbo Court) 
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COPY of the foregoing e-mailed and mailed this 

11th     day of May, 2026 to: 
 

Sandra Rodriguez 

4375 E. Besty Lane 

Gilbert, Arizona 85296 

Plaintiff  

 

By:  /s/  Diane Fincher   .  

 


