
CITY OF SURPRISE
Judicial Selection Advisory Commission Meeting

16000 N. Civic Center Plaza
Surprise, AZ 85374

Thursday, April 22, 2021 @ 6:00 PM
COMMUNITY ROOM

A. Call To Order
B. Roll Call
C. Pledge of Allegiance
D. Current Events and Reports
E. Staff Reports
F. Judicial Selection Advisory Commission Agenda
  CALL TO THE PUBLIC:
   

 

INSTRUCTIONS: In order to address the Board\Commission, you will need to fill out a Call to 
the Public Form available at the front counter, and then turn it in to the Secretary before the 
meeting begins.

Note: A.R.S. 38­431.01(H) ­ During this time members of the public may address the 
Board\Commission only on issues within the jurisdiction of the Board\Commission which are not 
an item on the agenda. At the conclusion of the open call, the Board\Commission may respond 
to criticism, may ask staff to review the matter or may ask that the matter be put on a future 
agenda. No discussion or action shall take place on any item raised. 

   

  CONSENT AGENDA:
1. Citywide Consideration and action pertaining to the approval of 

the January 14, 2021 Judicial Selection Advisory 
Commission meeting minutes. 

 
Human Resources

  REGULAR AGENDA ITEM ­ PUBLIC HEARING:
2. Citywide Consideration and action pertaining to the 

recommendation to Surprise City Council for the 
reappointment of Presiding Judge Louis Frank 
Dominguez whose current term expires June 30, 2021.

 
Human Resources

3. Citywide Consideration and action pertaining to the 
recommendation to Surprise City Council for the 
reappointment of Associate Judge Catherine Ann 
Gaudreau whose current term expires June 30, 2021.

 
Human Resources

  REGULAR AGENDA ITEM ­ NON­PUBLIC HEARING:
4. Citywide Discussion and review of the Judicial Selection Advisory 

Commission Procedural Rules.
 
Human Resources

G. Other Business and Future Agenda Items
H. Executive Session

 
Consideration and action to enter into executive session pursuant to A.R.S. 38­431.03(A)(1) for 
the purpose of evaluating, in accordance with Surprise City Code Sec. 30­44(c), Presiding 
Judge Louis Frank Dominguez.
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Consideration and action to enter into executive session pursuant to A.R.S. 38­431­03(A)(1) for 
the purpose of evaluating, in accordance with Surprise City Code Sec. 30­44(c), Associate 
Judge Catherine Ann Gaudreau.

 

For information purposes: Upon a public majority vote of a quorum (“Commission”), the 
Commission may hold an executive session, which will not be open to the public, but for only the 
following purposes: discussion or consideration of records exempt by law from public inspection 
(A.R.S. §38­431.03(A)(2));

or discussion or consultation for legal advice with the attorney or attorneys of the public body 
(A.R.S. §38­431.03(A)(3)). 

   

 

Confidentiality Requirements: Pursuant to A.R.S. §38­431.03(C)(D), any person receiving 
executive session information pursuant to A.R.S. §38­431.02 shall not disclose that information 
except to the Attorney General or County Attorney or by agreement of the Commission, or as 
otherwise ordered by a court of competent jurisdiction.  

   

 
The Commission may vote to hold an executive session for the purpose of obtaining legal advice 
from the Commission’s attorney on any matter listed on the agenda pursuant to A.R.S. § 38­
431.03(A)(3). 

I. Adjournment

SHERRY ANN AGUILAR, CITY CLERK, MMC

POSTED: April 20, 2021 at 9:55 AM
Amended agenda ­ 4/20/21 at 12:30 PM corrected meeting time to 6:00 PM 

SPECIAL NOTE: PERSONS WITH SPECIAL ACCESSIBILITY NEEDS, INCLUDING LARGE 
PRINT MATERIALS OR INTERPRETER, SHOULD CONTACT THE CITY CLERK’S OFFICE @ 
623.222.1200 OR TTY 623.222.1002, BY NO LATER THAN 24 HOURS IN ADVANCE OF THE 
REGULAR SCHEDULED MEETING TIME.
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CITY OF SURPRISE
Judicial Selection Advisory Commission Meeting

Council Meeting Date: April 22, 2021 Contact Person: 
Submitting Department: Human Resources District: Citywide
Staff Recommendations:   
 

Consent: Yes Regular: No Public Hearing: No Report/Discussion: No

Agenda Wording:
Consideration and action pertaining to the approval of the January 14, 2021 Judicial Selection Advisory 
Commission meeting minutes. 

Motion:
I move to approve the January 14, 2021 meeting minutes.

Background:

Objective Analysis:

Policy Compliant:

Financial Impact:

Budget Impact:

FTE Impact:

ATTACHMENTS:
1. JSAC Meeting Minutes 2020.01.14
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CITY OF SURPRISE  
JUDICIAL SELECTION ADVISORY COMMISSION (JSAC) MINUTES 

16000 N. Civic Center Plaza  
Surprise, AZ  85374 

Thursday, January 14, 2021 at 6:00 p.m. 

A. Call to Order at 6:04 p.m. 

B. Roll Call - Members present: Chair Swann, Vice-Chair Lang, Commissioners Carey, 
Gaunt, Hanzel, Jessen, and Stutzman.   

C. Pledge of Allegiance 

D. Current Events and Reports – None 

E. Staff Reports – None 

F. Judicial Selection Advisory Commission Agenda 

Call to the Public: No comments from public. 

Consent Agenda: 
1. Consideration and action pertaining to the approval of the September 2, 2020 of the

Judicial Selection Advisory Commission meeting minutes – APPROVED  
M: Jessen 2nd: Stutzman  Votes: 7 Yes Votes 

Regular Agenda: 
2. Discussion and review of the reappointment process and timeline for Presiding Judge

Louis Frank Dominguez 

The commission discussed the reappointment process and timeline, and the fact that it 
would be the same for Judge Dominguez and Associate Judge Gaudreau.  

3. Discussion and review of the reappointment process and timeline for Associate Judge 
Catherine Ann Gaudreau

The commission discussed the reappointment process and timeline, and the fact that it
would be the same for Judge Dominguez and Associate Judge Gaudreau.
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4. Discussion and possible action scheduling a future public input meeting and directing
city staff to conduct a judicial performance survey of the current Presiding Judge,
including inquiring on pending and past disciplinary actions and soliciting
information on administrative performance from the Surprise City Court -
APPROVED

The commission discussed the reappointment process and timeline, and the fact that it
would be the same for Judge Dominguez and Associate Judge Gaudreau. At the end
of the meeting chairman Swann summarized the survey timeline, content, and process
and the commission voted on items in one action. The commission will meet on April
22, 2021 to hold the public hearing and discuss the survey results and make a
recommendation to Council.

M: Jessen 2nd: Hanzel Votes: 7 Yes Votes 

5. Discussion and possible action scheduling a future public input meeting and directing
city staff to conduct a judicial performance survey of the current Associate Judge,
including inquiring on pending and past disciplinary actions and soliciting
information on administrative performance from the Surprise City Court -
APPROVED

The commission discussed the reappointment process and timeline, and the fact that it
would be the same for Judge Dominguez and Associate Judge Gaudreau. At the end
of the meeting chairman Swann summarized the survey timeline, content, and process
and the commission voted on items in one action. The commission will meet on April
22, 2021 to hold the public hearing and discuss the survey results and make a
recommendation to Council.

M: Jessen 2nd: Hanzel Votes: 7 Yes Votes 

G. Other Business and Future Agenda Items - NONE 
H. Executive Session - NONE 
I. Adjournment M: Jessen 2nd: Hanzel  Vote: Chair adjourned meeting at 6:40 p.m. 

_________________________ 
Peter Swann, JSAC Chair 

ATTEST: 

____ 
Maria Aranda, JSAC Secretary 
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CERTIFICATION: 

I, Maria Aranda, Secretary for the Judicial Selection Advisory Commission of the City of Surprise, 
Maricopa County, Arizona, do hereby verify that these are the true and correct minutes of the 
Judicial Selection Advisory Commission Meeting of September 2, 2020. 

_________________________ 
Maria Aranda, JSAC Secretary 
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CITY OF SURPRISE
Judicial Selection Advisory Commission Meeting

Council Meeting Date: April 22, 2021 Contact Person: 
Submitting Department: City Clerk District: Citywide
Staff Recommendations:   
 

Consent: No Regular: No Public Hearing: No Report/Discussion: No

Agenda Wording:
REGULAR AGENDA ITEM - PUBLIC HEARING:

Motion:

Background:

Objective Analysis:

Policy Compliant:

Financial Impact:

Budget Impact:

FTE Impact:

ATTACHMENTS:
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CITY OF SURPRISE
Judicial Selection Advisory Commission Meeting

Council Meeting Date: April 22, 2021 Contact Person: 
Submitting Department: Human Resources District: Citywide
Staff Recommendations:   
 

Consent: No Regular: No Public Hearing: Yes Report/Discussion: No

Agenda Wording:
Consideration and action pertaining to the recommendation to Surprise City Council for the 
reappointment of Presiding Judge Louis Frank Dominguez whose current term expires June 30, 2021.

Motion:
I move that the Judicial Selection Advisory Commission recommend Louis Frank Dominguez   
reappointed as the Presiding Judge of the Surprise City Court based on .

Background:
The purpose of the Judicial Selection Advisory Commission is to evaluate and make recommendations 
to the City Council with regard to the selection and reappointment of incumbent presiding and associate 
city judges. Surprise City Code requires that the JSAC meet to hold at least one public hearing for the 
reappointment of a presiding judge that has applied for reappointment. Louis Frank Dominguez is the 
current Presiding City Judge, whose current term ends June 30, 2021. He has applied for reappointment.

Objective Analysis:

Policy Compliant:

Financial Impact:
The compensation of the presiding judge is fixed by the City Council and is included in the city's annual 
budget.

Budget Impact:

FTE Impact:

ATTACHMENTS:
1. Reappointment Package 2021-Presiding Judge Louis Frank Domingez_Final
2. Dominguez - Judicial Conduct Review
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3. Dominguez Judicial Availability Letter
4. Judicial Evaluation Survey (Dominguez)
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CITY OF SURPRISE
Judicial Selection Advisory Commission Meeting

Council Meeting Date: April 22, 2021 Contact Person: 
Submitting Department: Human Resources District: Citywide
Staff Recommendations:   
 

Consent: No Regular: No Public Hearing: Yes Report/Discussion: No

Agenda Wording:
Consideration and action pertaining to the recommendation to Surprise City Council for the 
reappointment of Associate Judge Catherine Ann Gaudreau whose current term expires June 30, 2021.

Motion:
I move that the Judicial Selection Advisory Commission recommend Catherine Ann Gaudreau
  reappointed as the associate judge of the Surprise City Court based on
.

Background:
The purpose of the judicial selection advisory commission is to evaluate and make
recommendations to the City Council with regard to the selection and reappointment of
incumbent presiding and associate city judges. Surprise City Code requires that the JSAC
meet and hold at least one public hearing for the reappointment of an associate judge that has
applied for reappointment. Catherine Ann Gaudreau is the current associate city judge, whose
current term ends June 30, 2021. She has applied for reappointment.

Objective Analysis:

Policy Compliant:

Financial Impact:
The compensation of the associate judge is fixed by the City Council and is included in the city's annual 
budget.

Budget Impact:

FTE Impact:

ATTACHMENTS:
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1. Catherine A. Gaudreau - 2021 Reappointment Submittal 04 21 2021 (1)
2. Gaudreau - Judicial Conduct Review
3. Gaudreau Judicial Availability Letter
4. Judicial Evaluation Survey (Gaudreau)_With Translation
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With gratitude for the past four-plus years and enthusiasm for the next four, I am 
honored to submit these materials in support of my request to be reappointed as the 
Associate Judge for Surprise City Court.  

            Judge Catherine A. Gaudreau 
             April 12, 2021 

  

 2021 REAPPOINTMENT PACKAGE 

 

 
Surprise City Court  

Catherine A. Gaudreau, Associate Judge    
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denying the State’s motion to depose a witness in lieu of presenting her live 
testimony at the jury trial. The preclusion of witness decision was the subject of 
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 April 12, 2021 
 
 

Honorable Peter Swann, Chair 
Judicial Selection Advisory Commission 
City of Surprise 
16000 N. Civic Center Plaza 
Surprise, AZ 85374 
 
Dear Judge Swann and Members of the Commission: 
 
Please accept this letter as my formal request for reappointment as the Associate Judge for the Surprise 
City Court. It has been my honor to serve in this role since my initial appointment on December 19, 
2016.  
 
I am proud of and gratified by the work I have done in my first term, and believe I have much more to 
offer the City and the Court, as well as the Arizona judiciary. In partnership with our Presiding Judge 
Louis Frank Dominguez, I am excited about what the next four years may bring. 
 
Types of Matters Heard: 
 
During my initial tenure, I have had the privilege of presiding over every type of misdemeanor criminal 
and civil case filed with the Surprise City Court. This includes DUI, Reckless Driving, Domestic-
Violence-designated offenses, Assault, Disorderly Conduct, Shoplifting, Criminal Damage, Misconduct 
Involving Weapons, Possession of Drug Paraphernalia, Indecent Exposure, Contributing to the 
Delinquency of a Minor, Criminal Speed, and any other criminal and civil violations alleged under the 
Arizona Revised Statutes or the Surprise Municipal Code. 
 
For the majority of that time, my regular caseload has included the Court’s weekly in-custody docket, the 
twice-weekly arraignment dockets, the contested civil traffic and code enforcement hearings, and, for 
self-represented litigants and those with privately-retained counsel, all pretrial and trial readiness dockets, 
non-jury trials, sentence reviews, probation revocations, restitution hearings, orders to show cause, and 
motion hearings. As a result, over the past four-plus years I have presided over many thousands of 
arraignments, changes of plea, and countless other types of hearings and trials.  
 
Along with my scheduled cases, on a near-daily basis I hear ex parte petitions for orders of protection 
and injunctions against harassment. I have also presided over contested hearings on previously-issued 
protective orders. Before attendance at the Court was limited due to COVID-19, I routinely heard walk-in 
motions, including motions to quash warrants and for other relief. 
 

 
 
 
 

Judge Gaudreau’s Letter 
Seeking Reappointment 
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Jury Trials I Have Presided Over: 
 
In addition to my above-described courtroom responsibilities, to date I have presided over 12 jury 
trials, including for charges of DUI and Reckless Driving. In doing so, I presided over the first jury trial 
to be held in the State of Arizona following the COVID-19 pandemic (once such trials were permitted 
to resume last Summer/Fall), and conducted two more thereafter.  
 
Contributions to the Arizona and National Judiciary:   
 
I have also been fortunate to have the opportunity to contribute to the greater Arizona and national 
judiciary, in the following respects.  
 
COVID-19 Jury Trials -- As a result of my work regarding post-COVID-19 jury trials (described more 
fully in my submittal), I was asked to and did present my experiences and recommendations (along 
with the materials I had prepared for such trials) to the Arizona Supreme Court’s COVID-19 
Committee on the Continuity of Court Operations During a Public Health Emergency (known as the 
“Plan B Workgroup”). I understand that other municipal courts in the Valley are following our Court’s 
lead at this time. 
 
CIDVC -- In July 2019, I was appointed by the Chief Justice of the Arizona Supreme Court to serve a 
three-year term as a Limited Jurisdiction Judge member of CIDVC, the Committee on the Impact of 
Domestic Violence and the Courts. CIDVC assists the Arizona Judicial Council with the development 
and implementation of policies on domestic violence and the courts. I currently serve on several 
subcommittees of CIDVC, including Judicial Education, ARPOP Rules and Forms, and PO2020. My 
most recent projects include drafting new judicial bench cards, including a procedural card for holding 
contested hearings on protective orders, and another entitled, “13 Things Every Arizona Judge Should 
Know About Non-Fatal Strangulation Cases.” 
 
Judicial Engagement Network -- In February 2021, I was honored to be selected as a Fellow in the 
Judicial Engagement Network’s 2021 Fellowship Program. The Judicial Engagement Network (JEN) is 
a national community of engaged judges and judicial officers who are leading efforts to improve 
community responses and judicial and court practices regarding domestic and dating violence, sexual 
assault, and stalking. JEN’s 2021 Fellowship Program focuses on projects seeking to create systems 
change in communities and courts to address the intersections of domestic violence and the impact of 
the COVID-19 pandemic, racial injustice, and bias within systems or institutional barriers to access to 
justice.  
 
My JEN fellowship proposal was multi-faceted. On a broad scale, it involves working toward 
establishing a future domestic violence specialty court in Surprise, with meaningful oversight in such 
cases that will be designed to hold defendants accountable, obtain timely compliance with court 
directives, better ensure victim safety, and ultimately (hopefully) reduce recidivism. A more immediate 
aspect of my proposal is to establish a firearms surrender practice in Surprise to ensure compliance by 
those who are prohibited possessors under orders of protection that have been issued by our Court. As a 
result of and after completing my fellowship, I will become a JEN mentor judge to others in this 
national community. 
 
Arizona Magistrate’s Association -- At the 2019 annual conference of the Arizona Magistrate’s 
Association, in an educational session regarding Arizona’s new (but not yet in effect) state law 
regulating cell phone use while driving, I was asked as a very last-minute substitute to present a session  
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regarding the City of Surprise’s Hands-Free Ordinance (S.C.C. § 54-8(B), which would eventually be 
superseded by State law, A.R.S. § 28-914). I was happy to do so, but with no time to prepare simply 
called up the ordinance on my phone to facilitate my presentation. 

 
AZPOINT Informational Session -- In late 2019, prior to the statewide implementation of the new 
protective order process known as AZPOINT (effective 1-1-2020), A CIDVC colleague and I 
organized a training and information session which was held at Surprise City Court. Presentations were 
made by leaders from Arizona’s Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC) and the Arizona Criminal 
Justice Commission (AJCJ). The training was open to all interested individuals and stakeholders. Those 
in attendance included representatives from the City’s prosecution division, police department, defense 
attorneys, victim advocates, other City employees, and most if not all of our court staff. 
 
Surprise City Court Academy: 
 
The Surprise City Court Academy is a rare gem in the Arizona court system. Designed and instituted by 
Presiding Judge Dominguez in 2016, he and I, working with the City’s Youth Services Coordinator, 
court staff, and volunteer attorneys, conduct an in-house, interactive program for students from 
Surprise’s high schools.  
 
Over a period of four months, we meet with the students twice a month to teach them about court-
related legal careers, the work of the court, and conducting a trial. We also invite other city 
representatives, including the chief of police, victim advocates, prosecutors, and court-appointed 
defense attorneys, to speak with them about their chosen careers. We then supervise their presentation 
of a mock trial at the court, an event their family and friends are invited to attend. The program 
culminates with a trip to the Arizona Supreme Court, where the students hear oral arguments and have 
the opportunity for Q&A with appellate court judges, followed by a final send-off at a city council 
meeting, where students are recognized by the Mayor and Council.  
 
It has been my great pleasure to work with and mentor the students who join our City Court Academy. 
With each succeeding year the enthusiasm for our program has grown (from two students in the initial 
class, to 18 in the most recent), and the accomplishments of our students has surpassed our 
expectations. While the program was temporarily suspended in 2020 due to COVID-19, we look 
forward to reinstituting the program when circumstances permit. 
 
Additional Contributions to Surprise and the Surprise City Court: 
 
During my first term in Surprise, I have also had the opportunity to recommend and help implement a 
number of improvements to our general processes within the Court. Such improvements include 
assisting Judge Dominguez and our Court Administrator with formulating policies on a variety of 
matters, particularly those that relate to my assigned dockets or other areas of special expertise.  
 
For example, I have reconfigured certain dockets to better and more efficiently serve the litigants, and 
instituted a group arraignment to help streamline some of our busiest dockets. I have revised numerous 
court forms to better inform defendants, reflect changes in the law, and improve judicial and staff 
efficiencies.  
 
In connection with our post-COVID jury trials, I drafted materials for a PowerPoint presentation to 
inform those summoned for jury duty of the COVID-related protocols and practices Surprise City Court 
has put in place for their protection. This PowerPoint is shown to all panelists, along with the AOC’s  
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jury trial informational video and the Chief Justice’s video on jury trials during COVID.  When the 
Court’s Emergency Evacuation Plan was recently revised, I drafted additional procedures to include those 
who may be present for jury duty, to ensure the safe and sequestered egress of all panelists while also 
protecting the integrity of the jury selection process or any jury trial that may be in progress. 
 
Review by the Appellate Court: 
 
With respect to review of my work by higher courts, I have had one criminal case appealed to the 
Superior Court following the defendant’s conviction for DUI, and one special action filed by the State in 
a shoplifting case. My rulings in both matters were upheld by the appellate court, which affirmed my 
rulings in the appeal and granted jurisdiction but denied relief in the special action.  

 
As part of my reappointment package, I have included several examples of my legal orders and 
opinions. That includes two orders entered following evidentiary hearings I held, one following a non-
jury trial, and the order which formed the basis of the special action filed by the State. 
 
Closing Comments: 
 
I care deeply about the work I am privileged to do for Surprise City Court and the citizens of this 
wonderful City. My personal commitment is to continue to follow the law in a fair and impartial 
manner; to ensure that each individual has an equal access to justice in our Court, regardless of their 
station in life or economic status and whether they are represented by counsel or not; to continue to 
apply my strong work ethic, judicial knowledge and experience, enthusiasm, and dedication, to be well-
prepared for each type of proceeding I am asked to handle; and to exercise my discretion in a fair, 
respectful, and compassionate manner, showing grace to one and all.  
 
Judge Dominguez and I, along with our Court Administrator Ms. Cano, have a shared passion for the 
work of Surprise City Court. Working together with our staff, we will continue to pursue our common 
goal of improving what is already an outstanding city court. In doing so, I expect we will further 
establish our Court as a leader in Arizona’s municipal court system of justice.  
 
I am indebted to Presiding Judge Dominguez for his initial recommendation of me in 2016, and for his 
continued support of me throughout my tenure. I also wish to express my appreciation to you and the 
members of the Commission for your review of my reappointment materials. 
 
I look forward to meeting with the Commission on April 22, 2021. 
 

      Yours truly, 
 
 
     /s/ Catherine A. Gaudreau    
                                                                 Associate Judge, Surprise City Court 
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Please see Pages 6 - 8 

  

Resume of 
Catherine A. Gaudreau 
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CATHERINE A. GAUDREAU 
16081 N. Civic Center Plaza, Suite 105, Surprise AZ 85374 

Phone: 623-222-4800 | FAX 623-222-4801 
 

Associate Judge                  2016 – Present 
Surprise City Court • Surprise, AZ 

As the Court’s only Associate Judge, I preside over all aspects of misdemeanor cases including DUI, Domestic 
Violence, Reckless Driving, General Criminal, and Criminal Traffic offenses, as well as civil cases including 
violations of the Municipal Code, Property Code, and Civil Traffic laws. I also preside over jury and bench trials, 
and have conducted 12 jury trials to date.  

My regular weekly dockets include the court’s in-custody hearings, one full-day and one half-day arraignment 
calendar, contested code enforcement and civil traffic hearings, and all pretrial and trial readiness 
conferences for self-represented litigants and those with privately-retained (non-public defender) counsel. I 
also hear ex parte petitions for protective orders on a daily basis.  

In addition to my regularly-scheduled matters, I conduct bench trials, evidentiary hearings on motions to 
suppress or to dismiss, restitution hearings, sentence reviews, probation revocations, OSCs, contested 
protective order hearings, and a variety of telephonic settings, including Changes of Plea. I handle walk-in 
motions as circumstances permit, including motions to quash warrants and for other relief; swear-in long-form 
complaints; and, in between handling cases in the courtroom or after hours, rule on matters in judicial review. 
I serve as Acting Presiding Judge as needed. 

 
 
 

EMPLOYMENT HISTORY 
 
Assistant City Prosecutor II        2006 – 2016  
City of Scottsdale • Scottsdale, AZ  
With Scottsdale I prosecuted DUIs, domestic violence, general misdemeanors, juvenile traffic and status 
offenses, and city code violations. I successfully tried 70 cases to Scottsdale juries and hundreds more to the 
court. I worked in the Domestic Violence, Juvenile Court, Rule 11, and Motions and Appeals units; held a 
leadership role on courtroom teams, negotiated case resolutions, trained and advised police officers, and 
helped train less-experienced prosecutors and interns, both in trial practice and in developing their ability to 
make independent judgments within office guidelines. In 2015, I authored an office training manual entitled, 
“Victims’ Rights and the State’s Responsibilities in Scottsdale City Court.”  

Assistant District Attorney        1991 – 2002  
Milwaukee County District Attorneys Office • Milwaukee and Wauwatosa, WI  
 
As a State prosecutor, I conducted numerous jury trials in criminal and civil cases in the Superior Court; 
litigated suppression motions, detention hearings, competency proceedings, juvenile waiver contests, and civil 
forfeitures. My assignments included OWI Project Coordinator, Misdemeanor Team, Children’s Court, 
Domestic Violence Unit, Child Sexual Assault, and Intake Court. In child abuse or neglect cases, initial 
jurisdiction over the child is a jury issue; while such trials were rare, I tried and won three, in cases involving 
Munchausen’s Syndrome by Proxy; chronic paranoid schizophrenia; and a parent’s sexual addiction resulting 
in the severe neglect of her children. Based on my pro bono experience in California, I assisted the District 
Attorney in establishing an Attorney Loaner Program with area law firms, resulting in pro bono services to our 
office.  
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Litigation Associate          1987 – 1991 
Cooley Godward Castro Huddleson & Tatum (now, Cooley LLP) •  
San Francisco, CA  

With this international law firm, I handled business litigation and appeals in state and federal courts. My 
practice areas included bank fraud, securities litigation, employment discrimination, professional liability, 
construction litigation, FSLIC/FDIC representation, RICO, product liability, and bankruptcy. By request of the 
Litigation Dept. Chair, I supervised our firm’s pro bono representation of a death row inmate’s mandatory 
appeal to the California Supreme Court, including regularly meeting with the client at San Quentin Prison to 
develop mitigation evidence for a requested new penalty phase trial. I also participated in recruiting efforts and 
served on the firm’s Summer Associate Committee. 

Pro Bono Deputy District Attorney       Winter, 1991 
Alameda County District Attorney’s Office • Hayward, CA  

While an Associate at Cooley, through an Attorney Loaner Program between Bay Area law firms and area 
District Attorney’s Offices, I served a 3-month term as a pro bono Deputy District Attorney in Alameda County, 
California, where I successfully tried several criminal cases to juries. A memorable occasion was when local 
resident Fred Korematsu, of U.S. v. Korematsu, was present for jury duty. 

Litigation Associate         1984 - 1987  
McDermott, Will & Emery • Miami, FL 

In the Miami office of this international, Chicago-based firm, I handled jury and bench trials, civil motion 
practice, and briefed and argued several cases in state appellate courts. My practice areas included RICO, 
insurance defense, health care litigation, professional liability, UCC, admiralty, construction litigation, aviation 
law, and general commercial litigation. In one notable jury trial, I worked with a senior partner from our Chicago 
office to defend an insurer which had denied coverage after an arson fire destroyed a local discotheque, on the 
grounds that the plaintiff business owner himself was responsible for the fire; we lost at trial after our arson 
defense was stricken by the judge, but following our successful appeal of that ruling the case was remanded for 
a new trial. 

Law Clerk           1982 – 1984 
Blackwell, Walker, Gray, Powers, Flick & Hoehl • Miami, FL  

During my 2nd and 3rd years of law school, I worked in the firm’s litigation and appellate divisions. I wrote 
several appellate briefs, drafted a wide variety of discovery and case-dispositive motions and responses, and 
assisted attorneys with all aspects of civil trial practice, including at trial. 

 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

EDUCATION 
 

J.D., cum laude, 1984    B.A., Political Science, honors, 1981 
University of Miami School of Law   Florida International University  
Coral Gables, FL     Miami, FL 

 
Moot Court; Dean’s List; Tuition Scholarship; Concentration in Business and Accounting; 
Invitee, Lawyers of the Americas the Journal  Dean’s List; Honorary Accounting Society; 
and Law Review Competition    Tuition Scholarships  
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__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

JUDICIAL CONFERENCES & TRAINING 
 

 Arizona’s Annual Judicial Conference (2017, 2018, 2019) 

 Governor’s Office of Highway Safety Judicial DUI Conference (2017, 2018, 2019) 

 American Bar Association’s Judicial Traffic Seminar (2019, 2020)  

 Arizona Magistrates Conference (2018, 2019) 

 Judicial Engagement Network’s Leadership Summit (2019) 

 Tucson City Court’s DV Mentor Court Training (2018) 

 Limited Jurisdiction New Judge Orientation (2017)  

 Arizona Civil Traffic Hearing Officer Training (2017) 

 NJIDV’s Enhancing Judicial Skills in Domestic Violence Cases Workshop (2017) 

 Webinars, as available on Wendell, on topics pertinent to my judicial practice 
 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

MEMBERSHIPS, COMMITTEES, AND COMMUNITY 

 Admitted to the State Bars of Arizona (2005), Wisconsin (1991), California (1988) and Florida (1984);  
Active status in Arizona; Inactive in WI, CA and FL 

 Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals 

 U.S. District Court for the Northern and Central Districts of California and the Southern District of 
Florida 

 Arizona Supreme Court’s Committee on the Impact of Domestic Violence in the Courts, Member 
(appointed 2019) 

 National Judicial Engagement Network - Member (2019 to date) and Fellow (Fellowship awarded 2021) 

 American Bar Association, Member - Judicial Division, Litigation Section, and National Conference of 
Specialized Court Judges 

 American Judges Association 

 Arizona Magistrates Association 

 Arizona Women Lawyers Association 

 Arizona Chapter of Women Leading Government  

 City of Surprise’s City Court Academy (formerly, City Court Explorers) (2017 to date) 

 Scottsdale Domestic Violence Action Team, awarded Arizona Attorney General’s Distinguished Service 
Award (2015) 

 Finalist for Scottsdale’s City-wide “Respect the Individual” Award; nominated by Scottsdale City 
Attorney for my work in the Domestic Violence Unit (2014) 

 Volunteer panelist and speaker at ASU’s Pre-Law Society and Barrett Honors College  

 Volunteer judge at Sandra Day O’Connor College of Law’s client counseling competition 

 “Law Day” panelist at high schools in Scottsdale and Surprise 

 Lecturer regarding juvenile law at Scottsdale middle schools 

*  *  * 
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SURPRISE CITY COURT 
Louis Frank Dominguez, Presiding Judge 
Catherine A. Gaudreau, Associate Judge 

Elaina Cano, Court Administrator  
 
 
 

 

 
The Court is fortunate to have an outstanding professional staff, many of whom have worked in the Court 
system for a decade or more. The Court Administrator, among other significant responsibilities, manages 
and directs all operational and non-judicial functions of the Court, including the following: 
  
Court Services Unit 
 

The Court Services Unit assists the public with access to and navigation through the court system and 
provides essential administrative support for court operations. Employees in this Unit staff the front counter 
windows and are the first to assist those who come to the Court. They are also the first contact (whether by 
telephone or in person) for those seeking orders of protection. This Unit receives payments, accepts motions, 
addresses other in-person inquiries and, subject to exceptions, adjudicates certain civil traffic violations. 
 
Court Operations Unit  
 

The Court Operations Unit provides direct and essential administrative assistance to the judges in all court 
proceedings. A judicial assistant is present in each courtroom to ensure matters are promptly made ready for 
the judge to hear and to assist the judge and others present (attorneys, parties, victims, witnesses, court 
interpreters) with each matter heard. The judicial assistants coordinate telephonic appearances, including for 
those seeking orders of protection, prepare all necessary documents as directed by the judge, and process all 
matters post-hearing. This Unit also establishes and prepares the Court’s monthly bench calendars and daily 
dockets, coordinates the weekly in-custody docket, prepares all motions and other matters submitted for 
judicial review, and processes the judges’ orders on all such matters. 
 
Compliance Unit 
 

The Compliance Unit helps defendants reduce their outstanding financial obligations and works to increase 
compliance with the Court’s orders. The Compliance Assistance Program (CAP) provides those with past-
due financial obligations the opportunity to establish or reestablish payment contracts based on their ability 
to pay. Those in CAP are then eligible to reinstate their driver license. Staff provides recommendations to 
the judges and implements orders related to payment plans or financial obligations. Staff also monitors 
defendants’ compliance with other Court directives, including orders to complete treatment programs, 
counseling, or community restitution work, pay restitution, serve jail sentences, or complete home detention. 
 
Finance Unit 
 

The Finance Unit is responsible for ensuring the Court's accounting practices and procedures comply with 
Arizona Revised Statutes, Arizona Code of Judicial Administration, Minimum Accounting Standards 
(MAS), Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP), and all other applicable financial policies and 
procedures approved by the City of Surprise Finance Department, City Manager, and the City Council. 

  

 Surprise City Court ~ Overview 
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The role of the Associate Judge for the City of Surprise is to adjudicate in accordance with State law, City 
ordinances, the Arizona Supreme Court’s Rules, and the Arizona and United States Constitutions, any and 
all cases filed with the Surprise City Court. Such cases include misdemeanor criminal, civil traffic, and code 
enforcement matters, as well as orders of protection.  
 
The Associate Judge presides over initial appearances and arraignments, pretrial conferences, jury trials, 
non-jury trials, evidentiary and other motion hearings, civil traffic and code enforcement hearings, the in-
custody docket, pretrial and trial readiness conferences, probation revocations, sentencing and restitution 
hearings, and orders to show cause. The Associate Judge reviews and rules on all motions and other matters 
which may be submitted for Judicial Review, whether pre- or post-adjudication; conducts ex parte hearings 
on petitions for orders of protection; presides over contested hearings on protective orders previously issued; 
hears probable cause statements and reviews and signs long-form criminal complaints; and as circumstances 
permit, hears walk-in motions to quash warrants or for other relief.  
 
In all matters, the Associate Judge informs defendants of their rights, conveying the information in a clear 
and understandable manner. In certain criminal cases, the Associate Judge will appoint an attorney to 
represent the defendant, under financial guidelines established by the Court or as otherwise determined to be 
in the interests of justice. 
 
In fulfilling this role, the Associate Judge exercises considerable independent judgment in managing her 
dockets, ruling on motions, and adjudicating cases. For any proceeding, the Associate Judge must determine 
the law applicable to each type of matter heard; evaluate in the light of that law any evidence presented to 
the Court; and render a decision in accordance with the law. The Judge must then convey her decision to 
defendants, attorneys, and court staff, as applicable, and enter legal decisions into the record and the Court 
file.  
 
The Associate Judge also assists the Presiding Judge and the Court Administrator in administering court 
policies, practices and procedures, and in training pro tem judges as needed. When the Presiding Judge is 
absent due to out-of-state travel, the Associate Judge is appointed to serve as the Acting Presiding Judge. 
 
 
 
 

  

 Role of the Associate Judge for Surprise City Court 
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Attached are examples of orders and legal opinions I have issued: 
 

 
1. State v. Baum – order entered following an evidentiary hearing in a DUI case, denying the 

defendant’s four motions to suppress evidence and to dismiss the case, based on alleged 
violations of her Miranda rights, her right to counsel, and the State’s alleged failure to 
preserve evidence. Pages 12-23. 
 

2. State v. Harko – order entered following an evidentiary hearing in a DUI case, denying the  
defendant’s motion to suppress the results of her blood draw, where defendant alleged that 
her consent to have her blood drawn was coerced in violation of her Fourth Amendment right 
to be free from an unreasonable search and seizure. Pages 24-28. 

 
3. State v. Daghlawi –in a shoplifting case, an order granting the defendant’s motion to 

preclude the State from calling a late-disclosed witness; and an order denying the State’s 
motion to depose a witness in lieu of presenting her live testimony at the jury trial. The 
preclusion of witness decision was the subject of a special action filed by the State; 
jurisdiction was accepted but relief was denied, and the case was remanded for further 
proceedings consistent with my order. Pages 29-35. 

 
4. State v. Bloomfield – findings and judgment of acquittal following a non-jury trial in a case 

alleging misconduct involving weapons. Pages 36-40 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 Examples of Orders and Legal Opinions  
Issued by Judge Gaudreau at Surprise City Court 

11
Page 59 of 129



 

 

 

 

 
 
 

 

 

Order Denying Defendant’s Motion to Suppress Statements – Miranda “Waiver of 
Rights;” Motion to Dismiss – Miranda “At No Cost;” Motion to Dismiss for Right to 
Counsel Violation, and Motion to Dismiss for Failure to Preserve Evidence 
 
 

See Pages 13-23 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  

 State v. Baum 
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Order Denying Defendant’s Motion to Suppress Blood Draw Results 
 
 

See Pages 25 - 28 

 
 

                                                                           

 

 

 

 

  

 State v. Hartko 
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Order Granting Defendant’s Motion to Preclude Late-Disclosed Witness 

and 

Order Denying State’s Motion to Depose [Its Trial Witness] 
 
 
 
 

 
See Pages 30 - 38 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 State v. Daghlawi 
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SURPRISE CITY COURT, MARICOPA COUNTY, STATE OF ARIZONA 

16081 N. Civic Center Plaza, Suite 105, Surprise AZ 85374 Phone: 623-222-4800 
 
 

STATE OF ARIZONA,  ) 
 Plaintiff   )     ORDER DENYING STATE’S 
     )     MOTION TO DEPOSE 
vs.      )      
     )     
FAYEZ DAGHLAWI,  )     
     )     CASE NO. CM2019-00542 
 Defendant.    )     
                                                            ) 
 

Defendant Fayez Daghlawi is charged in this case with two counts of Shoplifting, arising from a 
May 13, 2019 incident at a Walmart Store in Surprise, Arizona.  

In its Motion to Depose  the State seeks an order pursuant to Rule 15.3 of the 
Arizona Rules of Criminal Procedure directing that  be deposed (remotely via 
WebEx or Zoom) so that such deposition may be used at trial in lieu of her live testimony. The 
Defendant objects to the Motion. 

The Court has considered the State’s Motion, the Defendant’s Response entitled, “Objection to 
the State’s Request to Ignore the 6th Amendment and Present Testimony by Deposition,” and the 
State’s Reply thereto, along with the record in this case, the applicable law and, to the extent 
relevant to this motion, the arguments of counsel made at the August 19, 2020 hearing held 
concerning Defendant’s Motion to Preclude Late-Disclosed Witness, Statements & Evidence.  

*  *  * 

According to the State, , the State’s intended trial witness who is the subject of 
this motion, moved from Arizona to Washington State on August 28, 2020, shortly after the last 
scheduled jury trial date of August 20, 2020. On that basis alone, the State indicates that Ms. 

 “will be unavailable to testify” at any [yet-to-be-scheduled] jury trial in this case. 1  

The Court has discretion under Rule 15.3 to order, or decline to order, the deposition of a witness 
so that the deposition testimony may be presented at trial in lieu of the witness’s live testimony. 
State v. Talmadge, 196 Ariz. 436, 439-40 (2000); State v. Fuller, 143 Ariz. 571, 574 (1985); 
State v. Reid, 114 Ariz. 16, 27-29 (1976). In reviewing this issue, the Arizona Supreme Court has  

1      As a result of the State’s late disclosure that it will call a “new” witness at trial, the Court 
vacated the August 20, 2020 Jury Trial the afternoon before it was scheduled to proceed, and 
took under advisement the Defendant’s Motion to Preclude Late-Disclosed Witness (a motion 
which has since been granted). A new jury trial date has not yet been scheduled, but will be 
addressed at the upcoming Status Conference.  
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expressed “a clear preference for live testimony” of a witness at trial. State v. Talmadge, 196 
Ariz. at 439 (upholding the trial court’s denial of a party’s motion to allow a videotaped 
deposition in lieu of the witness’s live testimony at trial). In State v. Reid, while upholding the 
trial court’s decision, for cause shown, to allow the videotaped evidence of a pathologist’s 
testimony to be presented at trial in lieu of his live testimony, the Arizona Supreme Court stated: 

We find no error in allowing Dr. Hirsch to testify by videotape under the 
appropriate safeguards contained herein. In deciding as we do, we wish to 
emphasize that our decision might be different were he an eyewitness to the 
events of the crime. Such a crucial witness should not be lightly excused 
from attendance at the trial itself.  

State v. Reid, 114 Ariz. at 29. 2 

In this case, Ms. , a former employee of Walmart, is the State’s only remaining eye-
witness to the events of the alleged crimes. (A different former Walmart employee and loss 
prevention witness was withdrawn by the State earlier this year after she moved out of Arizona, 
and another witness was precluded by the Court when the State failed to timely disclose its intent 
to call her as a witness at trial.) That fact makes Ms. O ’s trial testimony more significant 
than it might be for a different, or for a non-eye-witness, individual.  

Aside from the potential importance of Ms. ’s testimony as the eye-witness, there is no 
indication of any additional facts that might warrant an order allowing a videotaped deposition in 
lieu of her live testimony at trial (such as, for example, the type of severe and permanent health 
issues present in State v. Spratt, 126 Ariz. 184 (1980), which prevented the witness from 
traveling to be present for the trial; nor, for another example, any indication that Ms.  will 
be “on extended out-of-country travel during the dates set for trial,” as was the situation in State 
v. Reid, 114 Ariz. at 27). Moreover, on the facts of this particular case, Defendant’s potential 
cross-examination of Ms.  (as alluded to in Defendant’s Response to this Motion) weighs 
against permitting videotaped as opposed to live testimony at the jury trial.  

Finally, while the State has indicated that Ms.  will be unavailable to testify at the jury 
trial, there is no trial date currently set. The State may, if it chooses, seek to arrange for Ms.  

2    In Reid, id. at 27, the Arizona Supreme Court noted that the pathologist’s recorded testimony 
was preserved under several procedural safeguards that had been required by the trial court, 
including that the witness was present and his deposition videotaped in the courtroom; the 
defendant and his attorney were present for the examination; the doctor was cross-examined by 
the defendant’s attorney; and the trial judge was present and ruled on objections. 

 

37
Page 85 of 129



 

 

’s return to Arizona (at the State’s expense or otherwise, as may be appropriate) and seek 
to have the jury trial scheduled for a date on which Ms.  could potentially be present.  

In sum, the fact that the State’s eye-witness to the alleged crimes now resides out-of-State is 
insufficient to warrant the relief sought under the circumstances presented by this case.  

Accordingly, the State’s Motion to Depose  is DENIED.  

*  *  * 

This case is reset for Status Conference on Friday, October 23, 2020, at 1:30 p.m. Counsel 
for both sides and the Defendant shall be present (unless otherwise permitted, in advance and for 
good cause shown, to appear by telephone) and shall indicate how they wish to proceed in this 
matter.  

In the event a new Jury Trial date may be sought by either side, at the Status Conference the 
parties shall be prepared to represent to the Court whether they, each of their intended witnesses, 
and the Defendant, are available for a jury trial to commence on the following Thursdays (with 
the second day, if needed, being the next day), in the following order of preference: 

  Thursday and Friday, Dec. 17 – 18, 2020 
  Thursday and Friday, Jan. 7 – 8, 2021 
  Thursday and Friday, Jan. 14 – 15, 2021 
  Thursday and Friday, Jan. 21 – 22, 2021 
  Thursday and Friday, Jan. 28 – 29, 2021 
  Thursday and Friday, Feb. 4 – 5, 2021 
  Thursday and Friday, Feb. 11 – 12, 2021 
 
ORDERED, this ______ day of October, 2020. 

 

      ______________________________________ 
      Catherine A. Gaudreau 
      Associate Judge, Surprise City Court  
 

Copies provided this _____ day of October, 2020, to: 
 
Surprise City Prosecutor’s Office, at prosecutor@surpriseaz.gov  
Attorney Caroline Aeed, Attorney for Defendant, at aeed_caroline@msn.com  
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Findings and Judgment of Acquittal 

 

See Pages 40 - 43 

 

  

 State v. Bloomfield 
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Thank you for your consideration of this submittal. 
 

Catherine A. Gaudreau 
Associate Judge, Surprise City Court 

April 12, 2021 
 
 
 
 

 

 Thank You 
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Judicial Evaluation Survey (Gaudreau) 

Invitations 

• 172 opened (46.o,,.J

• 152 uncp!'ned (40.6%} 

• 48 ounce·3 ('l2.<:i%) 

61 clicked through (16.3%) @ 

2 opted o-Jt (0.5%) 

Responses 

• 7 complec: {38.7%) 

• 6 parti,:l (H . .3%) 
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Judicial Evaluation Survey 

Ql Please choose which language you would like to take the survey. (Por 
favor, elija que idioma le gustarfa realizar la encuesta.) 

ANSWER CHOICES 

English 

Espanol 

TOTAL 

English 

Answered: 53 Skipped: 0 

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100% 

1 / 28 

RESPONSES 

96.23% 

3.77% 

51 

2 

53 

Page 96 of 129



Page 97 of 129



Page 98 of 129



Page 99 of 129



Page 100 of 129



Page 101 of 129



Page 102 of 129



Page 103 of 129



Page 104 of 129



Page 105 of 129



Page 106 of 129



Page 107 of 129



Page 108 of 129



Page 109 of 129



Page 110 of 129



Page 111 of 129



Page 112 of 129



Page 113 of 129



English translation: Very good job by the Judge
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English translation: Excellent Judge
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English translation: Very respectful
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English translation: Excellent Judge

Page 121 of 129



Page 122 of 129



English translation: Disorderly conduct
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CITY OF SURPRISE
Judicial Selection Advisory Commission Meeting

Council Meeting Date: April 22, 2021 Contact Person: 
Submitting Department: Human Resources District: Citywide
Staff Recommendations:   
 

Consent: No Regular: Yes Public Hearing: No Report/Discussion: No

Agenda Wording:
Discussion and review of the Judicial Selection Advisory Commission Procedural Rules.

Motion:
This item is for discussion only.

Background:
Pursuant to Article III. - Judicial Selection Advisory Commission, Section 30-43 - Meetings (a). The 
commission shall hold no less than one meeting each year for the purpose of reviewing the 
commission's operating procedures.

Objective Analysis:

Policy Compliant:

Financial Impact:
None

Budget Impact:

FTE Impact:

ATTACHMENTS:
1. JSAC Procedural Rules
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Approved 6/7/10 
 

City of Surprise 
Judicial Selection Advisory Commission 

Procedural Rules 
                             
 
 
Rule 1.  Commission Officers 
 
The Commission members shall elect officers as required by city ordinance or by-law.    
The chairman shall preside at all meetings of the Commission.  In the chairman’s 
absence, the vice chairman shall preside over the meetings. 
 
Rule 2.  Secretary 
 
The Secretary to the Commission will be as designated by ordinance or rule. The duties 
of Secretary will include preparing and keeping minutes of all meetings, sending 
information packets to the members prior to a meeting, ensuring the meetings are duly 
posted as required and other duties as required to conduct the business of the 
Commission.   
 
Rule 3.  Duties of Commission Members 
 
(A). A Commission member shall consider each application for judicial office in a fair, 
impartial and objective manner.   
 
(B).  Any Commission member who knows of any fact which may cause or appear to 
cause a conflict of interest with an applicant shall report such facts to the Commission for 
its determination of whether the member should deliberate concerning the applicant. 
 
(C). A Commission member shall discourage any person or organization attempting to 
influence him/her with facts or opinions other than those relevant to the judicial 
qualifications of the applicant. 
 
Rule 4.  Commission Meetings 
 
(A). All meetings of the Commission shall comply with the Arizona Open Meeting Law. 
 
(B). Once a year the Commission shall review the Commission’s procedural rules. 
 
(C). The chairman shall issue a call for a meeting promptly upon being advised of the 
existence or anticipated existence of a judicial vacancy that has to or will have to be 
filled.   
 
(D). A quorum for the Commission shall be four (4) members.  The Commission may act 
on any matter by a majority vote of the members present and voting on the matter. 
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(E).   Any Commission member who is absent from three consecutive meetings without 
being excused by the chairman shall be considered to have abandoned their appointment 
and shall be removed from the Commission.   
 
 
Rule 5.  Recruitment of Applicants 
 
Commission members shall actively seek and encourage qualified individuals to apply 
for judicial office.  Commission members should be mindful that qualified persons often 
will not seek judicial appointment and, thus, it is incumbent on members to seek well-
qualified persons and encourage them to apply. 
 
 
Rule 6.  Procedure for Recommendation for Reappointment 
 
(A). The chairman shall notify the Commission in writing once apprised about the 
expiration of an existing term of a city judge. 
 
(B). The Commission shall hold a meeting to determine whether to recommend the 
reappointment of a city judge whose term will be expiring. 
 
(C). All interested members of the public are encouraged to comment on the 
reappointment of city judges.   
 
(D). The process for reappointment is outlined in section 30-44 of Ordinance #09-41. 
 
(E). The Commission’s written recommendation concerning the reappointment of a city 
judge shall be delivered to the city council as required by the ordinance.  
 
 
Rule 7.  Preliminary Screening of Applicants for New Vacancies 
 
(A). Upon receipt of the applications packets, the Commission shall meet in executive 
session for the purpose of reviewing the qualifications of the applicants. 
 
(B). Those applicants who are selected to be interviewed shall become candidates.  The 
names and applications of candidates will be made available pursuant to Arizona 
Supreme Court Rule 123 and the public records law.   
 
 
Rule 8.  Investigation of Applicants 
 
Commission members shall conduct investigations into the background and qualifications 
of the applicants.  Using the Application for Judicial Office as a guide, the Commission 
shall conduct a due diligence inquiry of those individuals, organizations and institutions 
mentioned in the application.  The Commission, however, need not limit itself to the 

Page 126 of 129



Approved 6/7/10 
 

application but may contact other individuals, institutions and organizations as it deems 
reasonable in its effort to obtain as much background information on an applicant as is 
reasonable. 
 
 
Rule 9.  Selection of Nominees. 
 
(A). The Commission shall interview each candidate in accordance with the Arizona 
Open Meeting Law.  The Commission shall vote on the candidates in the public meeting. 
 
(B). Before proceeding to vote on the candidates, the Commission may elect to meet in 
executive session to discuss a candidate’s qualifications for judicial office. 
 
 
Rule 10. Transmittal to the Presiding Judge 
 
Recommendations regarding the initial appointment of associate judges shall be made to 
the Presiding Judge as required by Section 30-45 of Ordinance #09-41. 
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CITY OF SURPRISE
Judicial Selection Advisory Commission Meeting

Council Meeting Date: April 22, 2021 Contact Person: 
Submitting Department: Human Resources District: Citywide
Staff Recommendations:   
 

Consent: No Regular: No Public Hearing: No Report/Discussion: No

Agenda Wording:
Consideration and action to enter into executive session pursuant to A.R.S. 38-431.03(A)(1) for the 
purpose of evaluating, in accordance with Surprise City Code Sec. 30-44(c), Presiding Judge Louis 
Frank Dominguez.

Motion:
I move to enter into Executive Session.

Background:

Objective Analysis:

Policy Compliant:

Financial Impact:
N/A

Budget Impact:

FTE Impact:

ATTACHMENTS:
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CITY OF SURPRISE
Judicial Selection Advisory Commission Meeting

Council Meeting Date: April 22, 2021 Contact Person: 
Submitting Department: Human Resources District: Citywide
Staff Recommendations:   
 

Consent: No Regular: No Public Hearing: No Report/Discussion: No

Agenda Wording:
Consideration and action to enter into executive session pursuant to A.R.S. 38-431-03(A)(1) for the 
purpose of evaluating, in accordance with Surprise City Code Sec. 30-44(c), Associate Judge Catherine 
Ann Gaudreau.

Motion:
I move to enter into Executive Session.

Background:

Objective Analysis:

Policy Compliant:

Financial Impact:
N/A

Budget Impact:

FTE Impact:

ATTACHMENTS:
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