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time-barred by the applicable statute of limitations, all claims against all defendants are resolved, 

no further matters remain pending with the Court, and judgment should be entered pursuant to 

Rule 54(c).  

A copy of the proposed form of Judgment is attached. 
 

DATED this 7th day of February, 2025. 
 
 JONES, SKELTON & HOCHULI P.L.C. 

 
By  /s/ Derek R. Graffious 

Michele Molinario 
Derek R. Graffious 
40 N. Central Avenue, Suite 2700 
Phoenix, Arizona 85004 
Attorneys for Defendants City of Sierra Vista, 
Officer E. Slusser, Officer R. Hertman, Officer S. 
McHuntting, and Officer W. Partridge 

 
 

ORIGINAL of the foregoing electronically filed 
this 7th day of February, 2025. 
 
COPY of the foregoing mailed and e-mailed 
this 7th day of February, 2025, to: 

Eli Dalton-Webb 
5009 E. Ironwood Circle 
Sierra Vista, AZ 85650 
dw4az@proton.me 
Plaintiff, in Pro Per 
 

  /s/ Cindy Castro  
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Michele Molinario, Bar #020594 
Derek R. Graffious, Bar #033486 
JONES, SKELTON & HOCHULI P.L.C. 
40 N. Central Avenue, Suite 2700 
Phoenix, Arizona 85004 
Telephone:  (602) 263-1746 
Fax:  (602) 200-7831 
mmolinario@jshfirm.com 
dgraffious@jshfirm.com 
minuteentries@jshfirm.com 

Attorneys for Defendants City of Sierra Vista, 
Officer E. Slusser, Officer R. Hertman, Officer 
S. McHuntting, and Officer W. Partridge 

 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA 

COUNTY OF COCHISE 

ELI DALTON-WEBB, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

CITY OF SIERRA VISTA, a municipal 
corporation in Arizona, OFFICER E. 
SLUSSER, R. HERTMAN, OFFICER S. 
MCHUNTTING, M. PARTIDGE, peace 
officers of the Sierra Vista Police Department, 

Defendants. 

NO. S0200CV202400628 

[PROPOSED] FINAL RULE 54(c) 
JUDGMENT  

(Assigned to the Honorable David Thorn) 

 

This matter came before the Court on Defendant City of Sierra Vista’s Motion to 

Dismiss Plaintiff’s Complaint. The Court has reviewed and considered Defendant’s Motion. 

Plaintiff did not respond to the Motion, but the Court has also reviewed and considered Plaintiff’s 

Motion to Amend. After review and good cause appearing; 
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IT IS ORDERED granting Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss for the reasons stated 

in the Court’s February 7, 2025 Order.  Because Plaintiff’s claims are all barred by the applicable 

statute of limitations, amendment is futile, and judgment is hereby entered in the favor of all 

Defendants on all claims asserted by Plaintiff. 

IT IS ORDERED dismissing Plaintiff’s Complaint, in its entirety, against all 

Defendants with prejudice. 

IF IS FURTHER ORDERED that no further matters remain pending and this 

Judgment is entered under Rule 54(c), Arizona Rules of Civil Procedure. 

 
 

DATED this _____ day of _________ 2025. 

 

 
 

By 
The Honorable David Thorn 
 

 
 

 


