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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE 
STATE OF FLORIDA 

 
 
INQUIRY CONCERNING A JUDGE,      SC 18-____ 
THE HONORABLE MARIA ORTIZ 
No.  18-63 
________________________________/ 
 
 
 FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATION OF DISCIPLINE 
 
 The Florida Judicial Qualifications Commission (the “JQC”) served a Notice 

of Investigation on Miami-Dade County Judge Maria Ortiz, pursuant to Rule 6(b) 

of the Florida Judicial Qualification Commission Rules.   

The Investigative Panel of the Commission has now entered into a 

Stipulation with Judge Ortiz in which the Judge admits that her conduct in failing to 

disclose complimentary hotel stays with the RIU Hotel Group in 2015 and 2016 

violates Canons 1, 2(A), 5A(1), 5A(2), 5A(3), 5D(5), and 6B(2) of the Code of 

Judicial Conduct, as set forth in the Stipulation submitted herewith.   

 Judge Ortiz has admitted the foregoing, accepts full responsibility, and 

acknowledges that her conduct raised the appearance of impropriety. 

After a thorough review of all the available evidence, the Investigative Panel 

of the Judicial Qualifications Commission has concluded that Judge Ortiz’s lack of 

awareness as to her personal finances allowed a situation to arise wherein she was 
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the recipient of several substantial gifts which she then failed to identify and 

disclose as required by the Canons.  Her inattention further created the appearance 

of impropriety when it was discovered that the benefits received by Judge Ortiz 

were allegedly illicitly procured by her husband.1  

In making this Recommendation, the Panel is mindful of the Commentary to 

Canon 5 which states in part that, “A judge cannot, however, reasonably be 

expected to know or control all of the financial or business activities of all family 

members residing in the judge’s household.”  In this case, however, the 

Commission has found, and Judge Ortiz has acknowledged, that she failed to take 

any steps to inform herself about the household finances generally, and specifically 

that she failed to take steps to discover how the trips to the RIU Hotel properties 

were financed.  In spite of Judge Ortiz’s testimony before the Panel that she thought 

she paid for some of the rooms on her personal credit card, the facts are that no 

charges ever appeared, she conceded that she took no steps to discover what, if any, 

charge went through, and, at some point, the hotel provided a receipt that showed 

zero money due. 

The Investigative Panel is confident that Judge Ortiz now understands the 

importance of providing accurate information on her financial disclosures, and that 

                                                
1 A related criminal case against Judge Ortiz’s husband is currently pending in Miami-Dade County.  
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she further understands that she alone is ultimately responsible for ensuring that the 

information on the disclosure forms is “true, accurate, and complete.” 

In light of the foregoing, the Investigative Panel of the Commission submits 

to the Court, that a public reprimand and a fine of $5,000 are sufficient to address 

Judge Ortiz’s conduct, and likewise serves as a reminder to all judges about the 

importance of monitoring their personal finances, and accurate reporting on their 

financial disclosures.       

    Dated this 4th day of May, 2018. 

 
THE INVESTIGATIVE PANEL  
OF THE FLORIDA JUDICIAL 
QUALIFICATIONS 
COMMISSION    

        
            By: s/ Krista Marx 
       Hon. Krista Marx 

Chair, Florida Judicial Qualifications 
Commission 

       PO Box 14106 
       Tallahassee, FL 32317 
 
 
             
  


