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Attorneys for Plaintiff
6

SUPERIOR COURT OF ARIZONA
7

M A R I C O P A  C O U N T Y
8

PAUL PENZONE, an individual,
9 CV2016-01 5464Plaintiff; No.

10
V.

11
JOSEPH ARPAIO and AVA ARPAIO,

12 husband and wife,

13 Defendants .

14

Introduction
15
16 With recent polls showing Paul Per1zone ahead of Joe Arpaio in the race to become

17 Maricopa County Sheriff, Arpaio has resorted to blatant lies to smear Penzone's reputation and

18 bolster Arpaio's re-election bid . Unable to unearth any substantive dirt about Penzone, Arpaio

19 has resorted to digging up old ads from his 2012 campaign that claim Penzone physicadly

20 abused his former wife . But those ads were fact-checked and debunked, not only by the media

21 but even by Per1zone's ex-wife, who went on record in a sworn statement saying that Arpaio's

ad was a lie .
22
23 Worse than simply providing false information to the voting public, Arpaio has

24 knowingly l ied . To ensure Arpaio and his campaign did not unwittingly provide false

25 information to the voting public, Penzone provided the correct information-including his ex-

25 wife's swom statement-stating that the 2012 ad was blatantly wrong and urging Arpaio not to

27 rerun it . Nevertheless, when polls started showing the sheriff's race was tightening (some polls

28
even showed Penzone winning), Arpaio and his campaign took to the airwaves, recycling the
CORE/3009392.0002/129175174.1
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1 same smear . The only material difference is thatthis time, Arpaio had already been provided

2 with actual proof that this ad was blatantly false . As a long-time law enforcement officer,

3 charged with investigating and ensuring allegations have merit, Arpaio knows Mat he should

4 investigate the facts before maldng public accusations that affect people's lives and livelihood .

5 Nevertheless, wida actual knowledge diat the claims in his ad are false, Arpaio is once again

6 maliciously lying to die voters of Maricopa County to wrongly sully Penzone's reputation at a

7 critical time in the election cycle . Both Penzone and the voting public deserve better than this,

8 and particularly from their Sheriff

9 The Parties

10 l . At all times material herein, Plaintiff Paul Penzone has resided in Maricopa

l  l County, Arizona .

12 2. Upon information and belief, at all times material herein, Defendants Joseph

13 Arpaio and Ava Arpaio were a married couple residing in Maricopa County, Arizona .  The

14 wrongful conduct of Defendant Joseph Arpaio was engaged in for the benefit of the marita1

15 community, thereby rendering his spouse and marital community liable for such conduct .

16 3. The true names, capacities, and relationships, whether individual, corporate,

17 partnership, or otherwise of all John Doe, Jane Doe, Black & White Corporations, and Black &

18 White Partnership Defendants are unknown to Plaintiff at the time of filing this Complaint, and

19 Plaintiff therefore sues diese defendants through fictitious names . Plaintiff will ask leave of

20 court to amend this Complaint to reflect true names, capacities, and relationships of these

21 unknown defendants when they have been ascertained . Plaintiff further alleges dmat all of the

22 fictitiously named Defendants were jointly and severally responsible for the events, actions,

23 and conduct underlying Huis action and that they caused injuries and damages to Plaintiff as

24 stated in this Complaint .

25 4. Arpaio caused acts or events to occur in Maricopa County that causeddamage to

26 Plainti ff

27 5. This Court has personal jurisdiction over the parties in this lawsuit . This Court

28
2
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1 has jurisdiction over the subj ect matter of this action pursuant to Article VI, §14 of the Arizona

2 Constitution and A .R.S. § 12-123 .

3 The Facts

4 6. In the 2012 election campaign for Maricopa County Sheriff, Arpaio aired several

5 television ads alleging that Penzone struck his former wife . The intent of the ad was plainly to

6 portray Penzone as a terrifying and abusive husband .

7 7. The allegations in the 2012 ads stem from a dispute in which Penzone was

8 involved with his estranged wife, Susan Hubbard, in 2003 before their divorce .

9 8. At the time, Penzone was taldng his son to a hockey game . His son had left his

10 hockey gear at Hubbard's home, so Penzone went to the home to pick up the hockey gear .

11 9. Penzone and Hubbard became involved in a verbal dispute . Hubbard went inside

12 to fetch her son's hockey gear . When she came out of the house, she passed the hockey gear to

13 Penzone accidentally hitting Penzone in the face with the hockey stick, leaving a mark .

14 10. As a law enforcement officer who had just been involved in an altercation,

15 Penzone followed protocol, calling his supewisor to report the incident, and was advised to tile

16 a police report .

17 l l . Penzone tiled the report and sought a restraining order against Hubbard to

18 eliminate the possibility of any future incidents .

19 12. A week later, Hubbard sought her own restraining order against Penzone as a

20 retaliatory measure . The court initially issued both orders as a matter of course, but both were

21 dismissed shortly thereafter because the court concluded that Hubbard and Penzone were able

22 to amicably resolve their differences and that neither party was a danger to the other .

23 13. Since that time, Penzone and Hubbard have amicably shared custody oftheir son .

24 In fact, when Hubbard tiled her Petition for Dissolution of Marriage, she left blank the box that

25 would have indicated that "Domestic Violence . . . occurred during the marriage ." See Petition,

26 attached as Exhibit 1 .

27 14. Thus, the portrayal of events in Arpaio's ad were entirely false .

28
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1 15. On October 11, 2012, the website Arizona's Politics fact-checked the allegations

2  i n the ad, and found them to be utterly false . See article located at

3 http://arizonaspolitics .blogspot .com/2012/10/fact-check-arpaio-ad-accusing-penzone .html

4 attached as Exhibit 2 .

5 16. On April 20, 2016, with Penzone preparing to once again run for Sheriff,

6 Hubbard signed an affidavit stating among other things that "Arpaio's campaign commercial

7 portraying [Penzone] as physically aggressive during our marriage was inaccurate and

8 misleading . It was, in my opinion, dirty politics and the use of family against an opponent is

9 totally off-base ." See Affidavit, attached as Exhibit3 .

10 17. Hubbard further stated that she had "wanted to clarify the record" in 2012, but

1 1 did not do so because she did not want to be in the public eye .

12 18. To ensure Arpaio and his campaign did not innocently run this smear again,

13 Penzone sent a copy of the affidavit to Arpaio, the Reelect Sheriff Joe Arpaio Campaign,

14 Campaign Manager Chad Willems, and every media outlet, warning them not to air these or

15 similar ads in the 2016 campaign and putting all on notice that the allegations of domestic

16 violence were utterly false .

17 19. On June 28, 2016, Penzone held a press conference at which he answered

18 questions about the 2003 incident and once again put Arpaio on notice that the allegations in

19 Arpaio's 2012 ads were utterly false .

20 20. Nevertheless, the Reelect Sheriff Joe Arpaio Campaign is currently airing an ad

21 on Channel 12 news that once again alleges that Penzone physically abused his wife and states

22 that Penzone is "Too Dangerous: Wrong for Sheriff" (the ."Defamatory Ad") . Willems knew

23 the tnue facts, yet he and Arpaio decided to nm the Defamatory Ad anyway .

24 21. The ad says, "Penzone assaulted his ex-wife ."

25 22. In reality, Penzone did not assault Hubbard .

26 23. The ad says, "The judge found Penzone to be a threat to her safety, or even her

27 life."

28
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1 24. In reality, the judge made no such factual findings . Moreover, Penzone is not and

2 was not a threat to Hubbard's safety or her life .

3 Count 1

4 (Defamation)

5 25. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates the foregoing paragraphs as though fully set

6 forth herein .

7 26. Arpaio published the Defamatory Ad knowing that its allegations are utterly false

8 and knowing that he has no privilege to air such a false and deceptive message .

9 27. The allegations in the Defamatory Ad are false, bring Penzone into disrepute and

10 contempt, and impeach his honesty, integrity, virtue and reputation .

11 28. In fact, Arpaio maliciously ran the ads precisely to bring Penzone into disrepute,

12 contempt, and public ridicule at a critical time in the political campaign .

13 29. As a result of Arpaio's false and defamatory conduct, Penzone's reputation and

14 the .reputation of his campaign have been harmed, and he has been forced to incur costs

15 associated with mitigating the damage caused by the Defamatory Ad .

16 Count2
17

(False Light)
18 1.

Plaintiff realleges and incorporates the foregoing paragraphs as though fully set

19 forth herein .
20 2.

Aipaio published the Defamatory Ad specifically intending to place Penzone in a

21 false light .
22 3.

The light in which Arpaio placed Penzone is highly offensive to a reasonable

23 person.

24 4. Arpaio knew that the false light attributed to Penzone through the Defamatory

25 Ad was highly offensive . Indeed, that was Arpaio's malicious objective in creating and airing

26 the ad .

27
5. As a result of the Defamatory Ad's intentional false light, Penzone has been

28
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1 highly offended and suffered emotional harm . Penzone's reputation and the reputation of his

2 campaign haye been harmed, and he has been forced to incur costs associated with the

3 Defamatory Ad .

4 Remedies

5 Plaintiff request the following relief against Aipaio :

6 A. Compensatory and punitive damages, and

7 B. All other relief the Court deems just and proper .

8 _ 9%/7
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this Z day of September, 2016 .

9
>STINSON LEONA STREET LLP

10

By:
11 ich el C . Ma'.,*._

James E . Holland
12 1850 North Central Avenue, Suite 2100

Phoenix, Arizona 85004-4584
13 Attorneys for Plaintiff

9 / i.  z
ORIGINAL filed th1s day of14
September, 2016:

15
Clerk of the Court
Maricopa County Superior Court16
101/201 West Jefferson
Phoenix, Arizona 8500317

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28
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HICHREL K. ]EQNE8-'
I Clerk of the 3uperior Court

a

By ROBERT mu., DBPUtYName: Susan B. Penzone
:29Date W /05/2002 Time 10 HHAddress' 6586 W.  o ra ib i  Dr .

Description Utv NmtmtGlendale, AZ 85308
BASE!! F02002-008637 inh!-IuTelephone: 623-362-8562 DIUURCE H/CHILD 601 001 .. 231.00Pet i t ioner  Pro  Per 02 pm PER

OU THE sTA4]EIE0'>1r ARIzon1Q04 2.00IN THE SUPERIOR C RT OF

233.00
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF

I n  r e  t h e  Ma r r i a ge  o f )
) Fc2u02-608637

Susan B, Penzone ) N o .

Pet i t ioner , )
and ) PETITION FOR DISSOLUTION

) OF MARRIAGE
Paul J. Penzone )

Respondent ) W i t h  C h i l d r e n
)

THE PETITIONER ALLEGES AS FOLLOWS:

1 .  That  Pe t i t i oner  or  Responden t  have  been  domi c i l ed  or
s t a t i oned  wh i l e  a  member  o f the Armed F o r c e s  i n  A r i z o n a  f o r  9 0
d a y s  p r i o r  t o  t h e  c om m e n c e m e n t  o f  t h i s  a c t i o n . T h i s  Cou r t  h a s
j u r i s d i c t i o n  u n d e r  A .R .S .  § §  2 5 - 4 0 1  a n d  2 5 - 1 0 3 1  e t s eq . ,  t o  d e c i d e
ch i l d  cu s t ody  mat t e r s , i f  a p p l i c a b l e .

2 .  T h a t  t h i s  ma r r i age  i s  i r r e t r i e v ab l y  b r oken  an d  t h e r e
i s no reasonable prospec t o f r e c o n c i l i a t i o n . C o n c i l i a t i o n
proceedings have [ ] have not [X] been f i l e d . The p a r t i e s '
mar r i age  i s  n o t  a  covenan t  Mar r i age .

3 . [ 1 That Domes t i c  V i o l en ce  has  oc cu r r ed  du r i n g  t h e
marriage .

4. That the fo l lowing facts are known to the Pet it ioner
regarding the part ies:

Date of marriage place of marr iage Phoenix, AZ

FAC TS Petitioner

N a m e  S u s a n  B . P e n z o n e Age

Address

Occupation Sales SOC

Length of domicile in Ar izona 34 years+-
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I do do not X know of any person who is not a party
to this proceeding who has physical custody or claims to have
cus tody or  v i s i ta t ion r ights with respect to any child named
above. (If so, state the name and address of the person asserting
custody rights or visitation rights, or has physical custody, and
the name of each child involved)

6. [X] That Petitioner [ ] i s [X] is not pregnant
Child is due on:

7 [ ] is entitled to spousal maintenance .

8. [ 3 There is no community property.

9. [ ] There is no community debt.

10. [X] The community property and community debt should be divided
as suggested below.

WHERE FORE , I request the Court enter i t s orders as
follows:

[X] Decree a Dissolution of this marriage;

[ ] Restore to former name of:

[X] Award the parties the joint custody of the parties' minor
chi ld i n accordance with the parties' Joint Custody parenting
plan.

[x1 Award the appropriate parent child support in a reasonable
amount a s determined the current Arizona chi ld Supportby
Guidelines to commence on the date of the filing of the Petition
for Legal Separation in accordance with A,R.s. § 25-32o.A. provide
these support payments, plus the payment for the past care and
support, and the fee for handling, be paid through the Clerk of
this Court and be collected by automatic Wage Assignment;

[ ] Award reasonable parenting time to the non-custodial parent;
or,

[ ] Award restricted parenting time to the non-custodial parent,
\ only in the presence of a third party nominated by: ;

[ ] Order no parenting time to the non-custodial parent pursuant
to A.R.S. §25-408;

[X] Order [ ] Petitioner [X] Respondent to provide medical, dental
and health insurance for the benefit of the minor children of the
par ties, and, Order the parties to pay any reasonable medical,

.3-
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dental, or health related costs incurred for the minor children,
which are uninsured, in proportion to their respective incomes;

[X] Award Petitioner the f<>11owiii"g community property as that
person's sole and separate property:

[x] Real Estate I

Legally Described as:

[X] Household furniture Household furnishings[X]
In her possession In her possession

[ ] Other:

[X] Pension/Retirement fund/Profit sharing/Stock plan Her own

retirement benefits and other benefits as an employee of -

[X] Income tax refund 14 2002 [ ] Life Insurance

[X] Motor vehicles' Make 2001 Chevrolet Model Tahoe

VIN 1GNEK13T91R128866

[X] Award the Respondent the following community property as that

person's sole and separate property:

[ ] Real Estate

Legally Described as :

[X] Household furniture X] Household furnishings[
In his possession In his possession

[X] Other: 2000 Carson Trailer; 2001 Polaris ATV Spor'gsman; 2001

Polaris ATV Trail Boss

[X] Income tax refund 14 2002 [ ] Life Insurance

-4-
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[X] Pension/Retirement fund/profit sharing/stock plan His own as

an employee of the Phoenix Police Department

[X} Motor vehicles: Make 2001 Ford Model F-150 Pigkup Tk

VIN lFTRw08L3lKc34630

[X] Order Petitioner to pay and hold Respondent harmless from the
community debts to:

Creditor Amount owed Creditor Amount owed

Countrywide Mori; . $ 134000.00+- Sun West FCU $ 34000.00+-

city Bank vIsA 6500 . 00+-

[X] order Respondent to pay and hold Petitioner harmless from
these community debts to:

Creditor Amount owed Creditor Amount owed

Truck Loan S 30000.00+- Desert Schls FCU $ 10000.00+~

and [X] any community debts unknown to Petitioner;

[X] Assign each party his or her separate property;

[ ] Grant other relief as follows:

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED thiS day ofQL Wv
2002.

uU./Ja* ulM
Sush'n Penzone

-5~
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VERIFICAT ION

STATE OF ARIZONA )
) SS.

County of Maricopa )

I have read the foregoing Petition and know of my own

knowledge that the facts stated herei are true and correct.

A,Susa - Penzone

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this day ofL
2002.814

I

#13mPUBL
My Commission Expires:|/3/ZZ/05'

4 " KAYE A. DESNLEY
45. _. 1 norAqv puauc - zA m o m

. mAn1oopA OOUNfY.  * 4.§ . ..
\*m My Gomsmsn sxpuasr. ¢

Denhmber22, 2005

.6..
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Arizona's Po1itics; .F4§Q_T CHECK: Arpaio Ad Accusing Penzone Of Domestic Abuse: W ... Page 1 of 7

, ............ *IIi. G-|-1 4 More Next Blog» Create Blog SignlnI

1'IA1°izona's Politics
News and info'regarding Arizona's politics . U,S, Senate, Congress, Governor, statewide offices,
initiatives, and - where we can .. county and local . We attempt to present objective information (unless
labeled as "commentary") and do original reporting . Drop us an e-mail with tips, comments, questions,
etc - at info-at-arizonaspolitics-dot-com . Twitter: @AZs_Politics, phone:602-799-7025 . Want to join our
team? Inquire within . (Or, by email .)

Hom e I FOLLOWING MONEY IN2016 PRESIDENTIAL POLITICS

Thursday, October 11, 2012 About Me
Mitch M.

FACT CHECK: Arpaio Ad Accusing View my complete profile

Penzone Of Domestic Abuse: We
There was an error in this gadgetDeserve Better Than That
There was an error in this gadgetMaricopa County Sheriff Joe Arpaio began running a powerful new ad against hls

Democratic opponent Paul Penzone today . Watch it here .

Amazon SearchBox
Here is the text of the ad, as transcribed by Arizona's Politics, with a description of the
visuals in parentheses: Search Amazomcom:

v IFor years, Paul Penzone was the face of Silent Witness . (8lack/white
Keywords:photo of Penzone, his name gets typed in.)

But, in 2003, Paul Penzone pushed hls then-wife against a door, injuring I m
her in front of their child . (Ominous photo of man at top of stairs with

*~carLh' and
what looks like a saw in hand, woman below with black eye . Then, typed a mazor1c@;'ti.
out quotes froM Ms . Penzone's application for Order of Protection: "He
was intimidating and terrifying me'1 "He pushed me into the door ")
He's tried to explain it away, but there's no excuse for hitting a woman .
(Penzone photo, with police lights flashing .)
Now, the only silent witness is his ex-wife . (Photo of woman with head

Blog Archivein hands .)

We deserve better than that . ("W e deserve better than Paul Penzone .  lf > 201G (147)
you or a loved one has been the victim ofdomestic violence, call your

> 2015 (156)local police,")
> 2014 (371)

Here is a copy of the statement from the Arpaio campaign:
> 2013 (298)

_*;=;-===-w-**f=-;,, nlll|HlI:1:i$||lnp¥1Aed|::lJlnnnplthu|1_~¢lqa\en|!Gan4lriar v 2012 (256)

m1 » ~¢ I uJ  J L a z f m: l d m u w I ran-qwl n v. : > DeGember (29)
ml|;;d.u|»¢|h:|My¢du1eA1i= N»uh:||=:mla=|u:||r:g\

ll mdwuh bm hh tunic mmq ll :mum
> November (27)

mlmmHlmnw.mn|4 waanmnurnulmwss ilnnunnzqnnu
lsqeelmacieinua m.»{$'~ pnmwuwpawaesiluNnhfnunnsmw
\mwmd¢L\u1|»$p|=K1slll||lldulglrnlll\|G\w h1ndlunn. v October (39)
mmnuu\mpaov-|4uunwsw»awmunaam\u¢wn:n»w:¢n

WATCH: New Ad With MittMnH»1ewmw4:*m9u¢i¢¢m.|nivn|vtInwurssmwunriwrmnwvufm
ll||¢HMll||l¢hfii l|&elotN&fh\ Romney Endorsing Jeff Flak...

nu. E

WATCH, AS SEEN ON W:
New, Old Ads Blur Together
O..Here is a copy of the police report, which was also provided by the Arpaio campaign

this aftemoon . And, here ls the portion of Susan Penzone's Petition For Order of WATCH: Amerlcan Future
Fund's $500K Last Minute A..Protection that was used by the Arpaio campaign:

htip ://arizonaspo1itics .b1ogspot .com/2012/10/fact-check-arpaio-ad-accusm`g-penzone .htm1 9/29/2016



Arizona's Politics: FACT CHECK: Arpaio Ad Accusing Penzone Of Domestic Abuse: W ... Page 2 of 7

FOLLOWING MONEY IN
hJna¢|n\1:rnd;p41 wvrh. » = u - m. z .|.. r
D hh M Wa Eunttnwp tmu* 3¢Nq§||:;»* """"'* -mmzrm 47i4 AR|ZONA'S POLITICS: Tricks4»wa.mm

z éP;l*mJ*:§;9h;r;:r£¢mm|m 'aiu 4 444.9 |l1'41 min And/..
gums Qu uma9-the

swiaqqmiwauxvmn Ian4n¥mn»a§'~=¢»4
m»*̀  Hl'jfr:dn";\;*:lfr#*;»_1:¢nnnua=¢,|r¢a~»=4= WATCH, AS SEEN ON W:. n

i  '*"°*"§ U\|1»*|Wl!I*¥l1W$l"*l'.4¢1u2riUQIhs:¢|r|n!::»21{.§1¥*fh;M¢-,|¢h\,;1;| !}¢|q.| Senate Race Dominates
*"H1»**H1uwmi¢-~vPl&~s£&m mvw= 1 w ¢ m ¢. 4 4 4 @ Airwav..4 rul»¢€44alsusu¢|sa~:|».4¢nn-!»~4;-4 . 1. .4:4-m= -nr-x ua-nu4 491rms ~»g § , - 1 3 "  4 4. t»1n|1ri 'e?*s %rg .*ru11!'1;!a*;'u**v
¥**194-¢*'==='='if*r9J=|r~rrv=¢i4t4»1=-~i=»=a|¢ i a " " m  '  . s i n "*" ' """ ' SENATORIAL SHOWDOV\/N

1 0*¢»_'='1§f9!££3ne:§e;4l *i~» , m.%*4: #=m ¥hi1l5'| . vmrr»r3T|.i |Mm; wninhui ssulmnln H \| nmk s NEAR|NG QK. CORRAL. l l b b-anw4hHn uhquwiwfmllllu iuun '7=-* an m 1nKmI¢1. nu.£\¢na1!uia11a#ai .mLm|Al£8mr.ua | . mI LEVELS: Fm,.i

FOLLOWING MONEY IN
AR|ZONA'S POLITICS:
Flooding Of.

There are several problems with Arpaio's powerful ad:
FOLLOWING MONEY IN1) The basic details of the incident are very much in dispute, It was a he-said, she-

AR|ZONA'S POLITICS: Just
said sltuation, no charges were filed, Paul Penzone was the one who called the police Let Y..

awhile his then-estranged wife said that she had started to but decided to talk with her
WIN GIFTCARD FOR DOING

attorneys first, she did not tell the officers that day about being "intimidat(ed) and terrif WHAT YOU CAN'T AVOID.
(ied)", the dueling Orders of Protection were quashed, the parties were awarded joint ANYWA..

custody . This ad states the push as an adjudged fact, when it is farfrom that .
BREAKING, FOLLOVVNG

2) The powerful visual of the violent man and the towered~overwoman with a black MONEY IN AR|ZONA'S

eye is an extremely prejudicial image and is unwarranted given the penzone narrative . POLITICS:

3) Ad claims he had no excuse for "hitting a woman", but the alleged push is not the WATCH: Libertarian Presidential
same . An exaggeration should not have been necessary . Candidate Gary Joh..

4) Claiming the "only silent witness is his ex-wife" makes it appear that Susan (then)
FOLLOWING MONEY IN

Penzone has somehow been silenced, She has not, although she did decline the AR|ZONA'S POLITICS:
New Times' request for a comment several months ago, Governor's .

5) The final graphic about domestic violence is designed to add a public sen/ice WATCH: Jeff Flake "Schools"
announcement eiement to this negative ad . Clever, but also an exaggeration that Obama. Democrats: Cele..

implies that there was a verdict against Penzone .
WATCH: Natl Republicans

Testing Attack On Carmona'.,
Presenting a disputed and unadjudicated incident as fact - without indicating thai there

ln Making Point About Arpaio
ts doubt - is a problem . That is different than airing an opinion, which everyone should Undecldeds, Republic ..
welcome . This is a candidate becoming a judge andjury . and finding serious and

WATCH: VoteForvets.orgemotional accusations against an individual to be fact . The parties themselves and
Brings Back Ad Attacking FI..

the legal system did not adjudicate the competing narratives and, thus, found them to
HANGING CHAD: Arpaio Toutsbe in dispute .

New PoI|...Done By His .

This misrepresentation is serious enough . But, to then exaggerate the accusations to HERE'S LOOKIN' AT YOU,
ARIZONA: Fiake-carmonamake it even more dramatic was unnecessary, egregious and designed to Inflame the
Race..

new jury (i.e. the voters) .
WATCH: Carmona - Flake

Debate (Discussion) On
The ad concludes by saying that voters deserve better than Penzone . Voters deserve KU AT..
better ads than this, Arpaio earns a "D-" for this ad .

UH-OHI Wall StreetJournal
E Editorial Says Jeff Fla..

A NEW CHAPTER! Gov.We welcome your comments about this post . On ifyou have something unrelated on
Brewer's JanPAC Jumps Into

your mind, please e-mail fo info-af-arizonaspolifics-dot-com or call602-799-7025 . Cam..
Thanks .

AS SEEN ON W: A Slew of
Campaign Ads, Many Straig..

Posted by Mitch M. at 5:18 PM
1 , FOLLOWING MONEY IN
= iG+1 . Recommend this on Google AR|ZONA'S POL|TiCS: Under

$1MiL.

FACT GHECK: Arpaio Ad
Aocusing penzone OfN o  c o m m e n t s :
Domestic..

:
Post a Comment WATCH: Arpaio's New Anti~

Penzone Ad Signals New, N..

i SURPRISE: National Right ToLinks to this post Life OPPOSES Vernon Pa..

Create a Link

http ://arizonaspolitics .b1ogspot . com/2012/10/fact-check-arpaio -ad-accusing-penZone .html 9/29/2016



l

Exhibit 3

CORE/0804114.0003/111764968. 1



J

AFFIDAWT OF Q4AR|F|¢4Tlon.
AND SMPPORT OF pA|_)|_ PENZONE

Fnom SUSAN HUBBARD-

, Susan Hubbard, sweamr affirm.I

Paul Penzone and I were married for 12 years. In 2003 we had an incident at our home
resulting in Paul filing a police report There were a lot of highly emotional issues going on at
the end Of the Marriage placing strain on both of us.

Sheriif Arpaio's campaign commercial portraying Paul as physically aggressive during our
marriage was inaccurate and misleading. It was, in my opinion, dirty politics and the use of
family against an opponent is totally off~base.

In 2012, when this occurred. the coverage was unfalr, overwhelming and Intimidatlng. Although
I wanted to clarify the record at the time, I did not believe my personal life should be a. public
topic. I cannot allow this dishonest representation to repeat itself, therefore I have chosen to
provide this statement. This letter wIII serve as my only public statement as my privacy and the
wellbeing of my family ie an absolute priority.

Paul and I are very proud of the mutual commitment we have In co~parenting our son during our
marriage and since the divorce. We always put his interest in our decision-making. first and, like
many other divorced parents, we worked through challenging moments.

Iwlsh Paul the very best as he campaigns. He was a great policeman and will be a great
sh6riff.-

Further affiant saith not.

I SWEAR OR AFFIRM THAT THE ABOVE AND FOREGOING REPRESENTATIONS ARE
TRUE AND CORRECT TO THE BEST OF MY INFORMATION, KNOWLEDGE, AND BELIEF.
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Date Susan Hubbadr

STATE O F ARIZONA
COUNTY OF MARICOPA

I, t .he undersigned Nataty Public, do hereby affirm that Susan Hubbard personally appeared ,
before me on the.§20 day of April 2016, and signed theaboveAffidavit as his free and voluntary
act and deed.

Notary Public
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