
Eli Dalton-Webb
5009 E. Ironwood Circle
Sierra Vista, Arizona 85650
email: dw4az@proton.me
Plaintiff

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA

Eli Dalton-Webb,

Plaintiff

v.

INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION, et al.,

Defendants

Case No. CV2025-035545

Assigned to: Hon. Michael Mandell

 URGENT 
REQUEST FOR HEARING

The Defense Counsel is alleging that their witness is unable to testify at 

today’s evidentiary hearing at 1:30PM, including virtually, because of a severe 

sickness. The Defense counsel has made an informal e-mail request for a continuance

with division staff. Plaintiff makes no objection to a continuance on the evidentiary 

hearing.

However, Plaintiff still requests that this Court hold an oral hearing on the 

matter of the A.R.S. § 39-121.01(D)(2) index without evidence at 1:30PM today. 

Plaintiff has been waiting months now for an index. The Defendant has been 

dragging out this case for months with little cooperation—they refuse to give an 

index, and they refuse to produce evidence to an evidentiary hearing (they submitted 

zero exhibits by their deadline to do so). The Court has heard LEGAL arguments 

about the LAW, but appears to be unconvinced and needs EVIDENCE. The hint and 
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queue from the Court should be loud and clear: the Defendant needs to play ball, 

because it’s not as easy as mere allegations of confidentiality and pointing to statutes 

that don’t say what the Defendant wants them to say.

Upon information and belief, the Defendant was going to bring in one single 

witness to testify about the alleged confidentiality of the records, which violates 

Evidence Rule 1002: “An original writing, recording, photograph, or video is 

required in order to prove its content unless these rules or an applicable statute 

provides otherwise.”. They produce no exhibits for the Plaintiff to cross-examine the 

witness with. The Defendant has burden of proof in this matter (“Arizona imposes a 

presumption in favor of disclosure; to defend a refusal to release a public record, the 

government must demonstrate that the policy in favor of public disclosure and access 

is outweighed by considerations of [‘]confidentiality, privacy, or the best interests of 

the state.[’]” A.H. Belo Corp. v. Mesa Police Dep't, 202 Ariz. 184)

Plaintiff requests that this hearing still be held at 1:30PM, even if the original goal of 

evidence is not pursued at this hearing. We can do another hearing in addition to this 

hearing. The Defendant needs to explain why they should not turn over an A.R.S. § 39-

121.01(D)(2) index, which will help us prepare for the next evidentiary hearing.

NOTICE OF AUDIO RECORDING

Pursuant to Arizona Supreme Court Rule 122(h), Plaintiff hereby notifies the Court 

that he will be audio recording the proceeding today.
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A COPY OF THIS WILL BE SENT TO:

bobby.wren@ritsemalaw.com

darla.banks@ritsemalaw.com

Submitted respectfully this day, 9 March 2026,

__/s/Eli Dalton-Webb_____________

Eli Dalton-Webb, Plaintiff
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