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BEFORE THE FLORIDA
JUDICIAL QUALIFICATIONS COMMISSION

INQUIRY CONCERNING A JUDGE, SC18-674
THE HONORABLE MARIA ORTIZ
JQC NO. 201 8-63

REVISED STIPULATION

In this disciplinary proceeding, the Investigative Panel of the Florida Judicial
O
U
o Qualifications Commission and Miami-Dade County Judge Maria Ortiz, present

the following revised stipulation to this Court pursuant to Article V, Section 12 of

the Florida Constitution, and Rule 6(j) of the Florida Judicial Qualifications

Commission's Rules ("FJQC Rules").

1. Judge Ortiz acknowledges that she was invited by her husband to attend, and

did attend three trips with her husband during 2015 and 2016. Judge Ortiz

has provided sworn testimony that her husband managed the family

finances, and that, at the time of the trips, she was unaware that they were

Q
provided free of charge by the Hotel. Judge Ortiz's husband has provided

sworn testimony to this effect as well. The trips were allegedly provided to

Judge Ortiz's husband, who was at that time the Director of the Miami

Beach Building Department, as part of an unlawful compensation scheme

from an international hotel chain. As part of managing the family's

finances, Judge Ortiz's husband filled out Judge Ortiz's financial



disclosures, which he then provided to Judge Ortiz for her review and

signature. Judge Ortiz accepted as accurate the accounting prepared by her

husband.

2. Judge Ortiz now admits and acknowledges that while believing her husband

was appropriately managing the household finances, she failed to take

reasonable steps to stay apprised of her financial circumstances, including

failing to make specific inquiry into how the trips were paid for. This, she

acknowledges, falls short of the directive in Canon 6 that "Fiscal matters of

a Judge shall be conducted in a manner that does not give the appearance of

influence or impropriety."

3. She also admits and acknowledges that she failed to verify the accuracy of

her 2016 and 2017 financial disclosures, despite signing a certification

attesting to the veracity of the information contained therein.

4. Judge Ortiz also agrees that she failed to make reasonable inquiry into her

financial circumstances, specifically the funding of the 2015-2016 trips,

even after the State Attorney's Office informed her that there might be

irregularities. In addition to that, she did not file amended financial

disclosures at that point, although she subsequently did file appropriate

amended disclosures during the JQC investigation.



5. The Commission and Judge Ortiz agree that the allegations of misconduct

outlined in paragraphs 2-4 of this Revised Stipulation are supported by clear

and convincing evidence.

6. Judge Ortiz has now filed amended disclosures that reflect the 2015-2016

trips.

7. In spite of the allegedly criminal conduct of Judge Ortiz's husband, the

Commission does not believe it will be able to prove any intentional

violation of the Canons by Judge Ortiz beyond the clear negligence

described in paragraphs 2-4.

8. Judge Ortiz apologizes for her misconduct, and deeply regrets that her

negligence may have damaged the public's perception of the judiciary and

impugned the integrity of her colleagues on the bench.

9. Based on the facts of this case, the Commission and Judge Ortiz now agree

that an increased sanction is appropriate and, as such, have agreed that Judge

Ortiz should receive a 30-day suspension without pay, pay a $5,000 fme,

receive a public reprimand, and pay the reimbursable costs of the JQC's

inquiry, in the amount of $377.45.

10. The parties acknowledge and understand that this Stipulation may be

rejected by the Court, and in that event this matter may be returned to the

Hearing Panel for a final plenary hearing. In such event, the parties agree



that none of the statements in the Stipulation (or the attached Findings and

Recommendations of Discipline) are admissible in that hearing for any

purpose. The parties further agree that none of the negotiations related to

this Stipulation are admissible for any purpose.

11. The parties believe that oral argument before this Court is not necessary in

light of the record, the nature of the charges, and the contents of this Revised

Stipulation. Judge Ortiz waives her right to further hearings if they are

accepted.
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