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Thursday, June 4, 2026 

12:00 pm – 1:30 pm 

District Court of Arizona (Tucson) Jury Assembly Room 

Federal Bar Association, William D. Browning Chapter presents: 

 

2026 Civil Seminar: To Consent or Not to Consent – That is the Question 

Let’s Us Help You Find the Answer! 
 

Consenting to a Magistrate Judge can streamline discovery, motion practice, and trial. 

Learn how civil cases are assigned in federal court, how to consent to a Magistrate 

Judge, and what it means for your case. Many of our Magistrate Judges have valuable 

civil experience. This seminar gives you an opportunity to hear about their 

backgrounds and experience. Learn the pros and cons of consenting from both District 

Judges and Magistrate Judges. Our judges also want to hear from you! What do you 

see as the benefits of consenting? Why do you consent or do not consent? Is this 

something you discuss with your clients? What other information do you want to know 

or learn ahead of time before consenting? Share your experiences with the judges. 

Many Districts have moved to an opt-out process for MJ consent . . . learn what that 

means and how that it is different from the District of Arizona’s current process. 

 

Join a panel of Civil Attorneys, Federal District Judges, and Magistrate Judges 

including:  

Hon. John C. Hinderaker, U.S. District Court Judge; 

Hon. Angela M. Martinez, U.S. District Court Judge; 

Hon. Eric J. Markovich, U.S. Magistrate Judge; 

Hon. Lynnette C. Kimmins, U.S. Magistrate Judge; 

Joe Kroeger, Partner at Snell & Wilmer; 

Alexandra Tracy-Ramirez, Partner at Farhang & Medcoff; and 

Cole Hernandez, Assistant United States Attorney (Retired) 

 

Cost: FREE FOR ALL 

Lunch provided | 1 Hour of CLE Credit! 
 

Registration Link   Pre-Seminar Survey 
and QR Code:               and QR Code:  

 Tell us your thoughts! 

 
 

https://lp.constantcontactpages.com/ev/reg/xchrzjx
https://lp.constantcontactpages.com/sv/a9OyAOv/CivilSeminarSurvey


 

 

Federal Bar Association, William D. Browning Chapter presents: 

2026 Civil Seminar: To Consent or Not to Consent – That is the Question 

Let’s Us Help You Find the Answer! 
 

Speaker Bios: 

  

Joseph A. Kroeger 

Snell & Wilmer 

 

Joe Kroeger is a nationally recognized labor and employment attorney and partner at Snell 

& Wilmer, where he represents clients ranging from small businesses to Fortune 500 

companies across diverse industries. Known for his proactive, business-minded approach, 

he counsels employers on preventing workplace claims and skillfully positions complex 

matters for strong defense when litigation becomes necessary. Joe is ranked by Chambers 

USA and has been recognized as Southern Arizona’s Lawyer of the Year in the category 

of Employment Litigation by The Best Lawyers in America for four of the past five years. 

 

Alex Tracy-Ramirez 

Farhang & Medcoff 

 

Alexx Tracy-Ramirez is a partner at the Tucson-based law firm Farhang & Medcoff, PLLC. 

She is a trial attorney and civil litigator focusing on business and commercial litigation. 

She also represents individual clients, small businesses, and non-profit organizations 

throughout Arizona and Colorado, focusing on reputation management, strategic and crisis 

communications, and alternative dispute resolution. Alexx is often accompanied by a 

therapy dog named Elvis, an 8-year-old border collie mix. Elvis joins her at the office most 

days, where he meets with clients and occasionally goes to court. In his free time, he 

volunteers at assisted living facilities in Tucson.    

 

J. Cole Hernandez 

U.S. Attorney’s Office, District of AZ (Retired) 

 

J. Cole Hernandez was a private sector civil litigator for 13 years.  He defended 

individuals, employees and companies in personal injury litigation on behalf of several 

national insurance carriers and retailers in Texas, Arizona and New Mexico.  He joined 

the United States Attorney’s Office in February 2005 where he primarily represented 

the United States and its employees in Federal Tort Claims Act litigation based on 

claims of medical negligence, use of force and general negligence.  He has litigated 

cases on behalf of the United States in Arizona, New Mexico, California and Nevada.                   

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

John C. Hinderaker 

U.S. District Court Judge  

 

Judge Hinderaker received a BA in business economics from the University of California, 

Santa Barbara in 1991. He graduated magna cum laude from the University of Arizona 

James E. College of Law in 1996.  Judge Hinderaker clerked for United States District 

Judge John M. Roll and United States Magistrate Judge Raymond T. Terlizzi. Judge 

Hinderaker joined Lewis and Roca in 1998. His civil litigation practice focused on real 

estate, land use, eminent domain, commercial and construction matters.  

In 2018, Governor Doug Ducey appointed Judge Hinderaker to the Arizona Superior Court 

in Pima County.  Judge Hinderaker sat on both the family and criminal law benches during 

his tenure on the Superior Court. President Donald J. Trump nominated Judge Hinderaker 

to the United States District Court for the District of Arizona on December 2, 2019.  He 

received his commission on September 23, 2020.  

 

Angela M. Martinez 

U.S. District Court Judge 

 

Angela Martinez was appointed a district judge for the District of Arizona on July 2, 2024. 

Prior to that, Judge Martinez served as a magistrate judge for the District of Arizona. Before 

joining the bench, Judge Martinez served as Senior Litigation Counsel for the United States 

Attorney’s Office in Tucson, Arizona, where she also served as a federal prosecutor for 

over twelve years prosecuting a wide range of criminal cases, including immigration 

related offenses, drug trafficking offenses, violent crimes, and white-collar offenses. Prior 

to her career as a prosecutor, Judge Martinez served as a law clerk to the Honorable John 

M. Roll (2000–2002) and the Honorable Jennifer G. Zipps (2013–2015) of the U.S. District 

Court of Arizona. In 2008 and 2009 she served as an adjunct professor at the University of 

Arizona James E. Rogers College of Law, where she taught legal writing and oral advocacy 

to first-year law students. She also worked in private practice at the law firms of Lewis & 

Roca (2002–2004) and Farhang & Medcoff (2012–2013), where she primarily practiced 

employment law. 

 

Judge Martinez received her J.D. from the University of Arizona James E. Rogers College 

of Law in 2000. As a law student she was a member of the Arizona Law Review and an 

Ares Fellow. Before law school, Judge Martinez worked as a team leader in therapeutic 

group homes and crisis shelters for at risk youth. In 1995, she earned her B.A. with honors 

from the University of Arizona. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Eric J. Markovich 

U.S. Magistrate Judge 

 

Judge Markovich graduated summa cum laude from Ohio University in 1989 and summa 

cum laude from Syracuse University College of Law in 1992.   He served as the Business 

Editor on the Syracuse University Law Review. Judge Markovich was a judicial law clerk 

to The Honorable Theordore A. McKee, United States Court of Appeals for the Third 

Circuit. He was a litigation associate at White & Case, in New York City, where he 

practiced commercial litigation involving the representation of large corporations in 

complex commercial litigation both in federal and state courts. He then joined Morvillo, 

Abamowitz, et al., a small white collar criminal defense law firm in New York City, where 

he represented individuals and corporations charged with federal and state white collar 

crimes.   

Judge Markovich transitioned to the Department of Justice, where he was a trial attorney 

in the Criminal Enforcement Section of the Tax Division in Washington, D.C.  He then 

transferred to the United States Attorney’s Office for the District of Arizona in Tucson.   He 

was a line Assistant U.S. Attorney until January 2008, when he became the Deputy Chief 

of the White Collar and Public Integrity Section. In September 2012, he became Criminal 

Chief of the Tucson Division and remained in that position until he took the bench in 2014. 

 

Lynnette C. Kimmins 

U.S. Magistrate Judge  

 

Lynnette Kimmins received her B.S. in Justice Studies from Arizona State University in 

1988 and became a Maricopa County Juvenile Probation Officer. She graduated from the 

University of Arizona, College of Law in 1992. She was a prosecutor at the Pima County 

Attorney’s Office 6 ½ years where she prosecuted violent crimes, narcotics, and property 

offenses. In 1999, she became an Assistant U.S. Attorney where she prosecuted 

immigration, narcotics, and violent crimes. As a state and federal prosecutor, she tried 100+ 

jury trials. While with the U.S. Attorney’s Office, she served as Chief Assistant, Criminal 

Chief, and Deputy Chief in the Tucson Office, as well as Interim First Assistant for the 

District of Arizona. For five years, she was assigned to the Civil Division representing the 

United States in suits brought under the Federal Torts Claims Act, heads of agencies when 

suit was brought against them in their federal capacity, and employees in their individual 

capacities in Bivens lawsuits. In 2013, she returned to the Criminal Division as Senior 

Litigation Counsel training new attorneys while also prosecuting financial and public 

integrity crimes.  

 

She has been active in the Federal Bar Association, Arizona High School Mock Trial, and 

National Charity League. Lynnette was sworn in as a U.S. Magistrate Judge on April 5, 

2016. Both as a civil attorney and Magistrate Judge she has participated in numerous 

settlement conferences, civil jury trials, and FTCA bench trials.  

 

 



Other Tucson Magistrate Judges Bios: 

 

Maria S. Aguilera 

U.S. Magistrate Judge 

 

Judge Maria S. Aguilera earned her bachelor’s degree from the University of Arizona in 

1990 and her law degree from the University of Arizona College of Law in 1993. 

 

Her legal career began as a Deputy County Attorney at the Pima County Attorney’s Office, 

where she served for three years. In 1997, she moved to the Arizona Federal Public 

Defender’s Office for one year before joining the United States Attorney’s Office, where 

she served for seven years. In 2005, she established Davila Law Office, PC, a sole-practice 

firm, focusing primarily on representing individuals charged with criminal offenses, 

including many indigent defendants facing serious felonies and class one misdemeanors. 

She represented clients in the United States District Court, the Pima County Superior Court, 

the Maricopa County Superior Court, and various courts of limited jurisdiction throughout 

Arizona. 

 

In addition to managing her law practice, Judge Aguilera was an active member of the 

Federal Bar Association. She served as the District Court liaison for Criminal Justice Act 

attorneys and mentored children in the Lawyers for Literacy and Courts Are Us summer 

programs. In 2018, she was appointed Judge Pro Tempore of the Marana Municipal Court, 

a position she held until her appointment as a United States Magistrate Judge on April 1, 

2019. Because of her extensive trial experience, Judge Aguilera was inducted into the 

American College of Trial Lawyers in 2019, prior to her appointment to the bench.  

 

 

 

Michael A. Ambri 

U.S. Magistrate Judge 

 

Judge Ambri was appointed Magistrate Judge for the District of Arizona, Tucson, on March 

16, 2023.  He was a civil litigator for 20 years before his appointment.  Judge Ambri was 

civil chief at the United States Attorney’s Office for the District of Arizona, where he 

oversaw the office’s civil practice.  His litigation practice at the USAO included a broad 

array of areas including, for example, wrongful death/injury, medical malpractice, law 

enforcement use of force, §1983/Bivens, employment discrimination, road design, FOIA, 

constitutional challenges, prisoner actions, financial litigation, and False Claims litigation.  

Before joining the USAO, Judge Ambri was a commercial litigator with Lewis and Roca 

and as a sole practitioner, primarily in construction, banking, securities, insurance, real 

estate and contract-related litigation.  He received his J.D. summa cum laude from the 

University of Arizona and bachelor’s cum laude from Arizona State University. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

James E. Marner 

U.S. Magistrate Judge  

 

Judge Marner was sworn in as a U.S. Magistrate Judge for the District of Arizona in Tucson 

on April 2, 2025. He was previously a Superior Court judge in Pima County, Arizona for 

12+ years and served on the Civil, Family and Criminal benches. Regarding his Civil bench 

rotations, Judge Marner handled thousands of cases covering a very wide spectrum of 

claims. He ruled on hundreds of summary judgment motions, presided over numerous jury 

trials and bench trials, and covered elections challenges, preliminary injunctions, TROs 

and lower court appeals. Prior to taking the bench, Judge Marner practiced in a three-lawyer 

firm in Tucson handling civil matters for approximately 15 years. His practice included 

medical malpractice claims, product liability litigation, employment claims, civil rights 

claims and wrongful death/catastrophic injury matters, as well as smaller personal injury 

lawsuits. He started his legal career as a deputy prosecutor in Seattle. 
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Opt-out system for magistrate judge assignments to start
in Central District

dailyjournal.com/articles/381541-opt-out-system-for-magistrate-judge-assignments-to-start-in-central-district

Oct. 25, 2024

Instead of opting in to have a magistrate judge handle their litigation, attorneys will have to
opt out if they prefer an Article III district judge under the changed local rules that go into
effect Dec. 1.

Chief Magistrate Judge Karen L. Stevenson
U.S. magistrate judges in the Central District of
California who've been on the bench for more
than a year will soon be among the first in the
nation to be randomly assigned cases to
supervise from start to finish, without needing to
hand them off to a district judge.

Departing from a longtime practice of allowing
attorneys to opt in to have a magistrate judge
hear their cases, they will now have to opt out if
their case has been randomly assigned to a
magistrate. The changed local rule goes into effect Dec. 1.

Only two other district courts in the nation, the Eastern and Western Districts of Washington,
have such a system now, but the Idaho, Montana and Nevada districts plan to adopt it by the
end of 2025, according to Chief Magistrate Judge Karen L. Stevenson of the Central District.

"It is a service that helps relieve congestion at the district court level. It's also a benefit to the
bar community because it gives them a path to speedy resolution of their cases," she said.
"The caseloads at the court are going up. Hearings are up. Criminal appearances are up."

The Central District court, which serves more than 19 million people in seven counties, is the
largest in the nation.

Stevenson and 18 other magistrate judges will begin receiving direct civil assignments in
December on a basis of 10 cases per month.

Attorneys can opt out without the assigned magistrate judge knowing, Stevenson explained.

https://www.dailyjournal.com/articles/381541-opt-out-system-for-magistrate-judge-assignments-to-start-in-central-district
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"There will be no repercussions for them exercising their right to say, 'Nope. I want to keep a
district judge,'" Stevenson said. "It's not going to be filed. It will be sent back to the court to a
particular designated email box that's only accessible to the clerk's office. The judges will not
be seeing this."

Matthew D. Umhofer, a partner at Umhofer Mitchell & King LLP, said the modification would
allow him and his clients to move cases more efficiently because the entire judicial roster will
be immediately utilized.

"You can often get a case moving faster with a magistrate judge involved than with an
overburdened district judge. So, you get a great judge who may have more time and
availability to move your case along," Umhofer said. "The rule excepts death penalty cases
and class actions, but beyond that, I can't think of a case that I wouldn't want before a highly
qualified magistrate judge. The roster of magistrate judges in this district is really impressive,
and they already handle so much in terms of discovery battles, so it can be very helpful to
have that judge see a case all the way through trial or settlement."

Magistrate judges also won't be assigned cases in which immediate injunctive relief or a
preliminary injunction is sought, Stevenson said.

Attorneys will have 14 calendar days from the date of service to review the magistrate judge
assignment and decide if they would like to have their case tried before a district judge
instead. Pro se litigants will have a deadline of 21 calendar days.

The changes were implemented through modifications to Local Rules 83 and 73 after the
Central District judges unanimously approved, Stevenson said. "And I would say, particularly,
it was the vision of our former chief district judge, Phillip S. Gutierrez, and the absolute
support of our current chief district judge, Dolly M. Gee, that really moved this initiative
forward."

The legal rationale for the system was established in a 9th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals
decision in the Western District of Washington case last year. The panel found magistrate
judges have the authority to exercise the full civil jurisdiction of Article III district judges
established by the Constitution. Washington v. Kijakazi, 22-35320 (9th Cir. 2023).

Although magistrate judges in the Northern District of California, under Title 28 U.S.C.
Section 636, have been authorized to be included in the case assignment wheel with the
district judges, that court has not set up an opt-out procedure, Stevenson said.

Attorneys who practice in the Central District said the direct assignment modification will
open the court like never before and allow its roster of magistrate judges to more fully utilize
their law skills, experience and knowledge.
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"There are a number of wonderful magistrate judges in the Central District, and they're
underutilized hearing mostly discovery disputes. Meanwhile the Article III judges are
drowning in cases," Jennifer L. Keller, a partner at Keller/Anderle LLP, said. "If the magistrate
judge is handling the entire case, you don't have the delay associated with having discovery
disputes being first heard by the magistrate judge, and then waiting to see if the district court
will confirm the magistrate judge's decision."

Waymaker LLP partner Ryan G. Baker said the modification would not only allow more
hearing availability, but the faster pace could save costs. "Generally, a better allocation of
court resources (in this case magistrates) should increase court efficiency, which will benefit
most litigants. To the extent the new program stands to improve the equal distribution of
work, it will improve efficiency and should reduce litigation costs all around."

Wendy E. Musell, an Oakland based attorney who also practices in the Central District
courts, said the modification is a step in the right direction that benefits lawyers because it
allows for more individualized evaluation of the jurist who could potentially be handling the
case.

"I think it's a really excellent idea in order to make sure that overburdened federal courts can
actually process their docket," Musell said. "For me, it's about what I know about the
magistrate judge's reputation. I do employment and civil rights cases, so their experience in
those cases and how they tend to rule is important to know. ... So really, we're evaluating the
expertise and experience that we'll have for that particular case versus who else we may get
in the wheel, if we're randomly assigned."

Stevenson said the Federal Bar Association was helpful in sharing ideas for how the Central
District's magistrate judges could be more efficiently utilized.

Jeffrey A. Koncius, a partner at Kiesel Law LLP, is president of the Federal Bar Assocation's
Los Angeles chapter. "The chapter was very much behind any change that would help
people get exposure to the magistrate judges. We're very happy that we were able to help in
that regard because we think this is a very positive development for the district," Koncius
said.

#381541

Devon Belcher

Daily Journal Staff Writer


devon_belcher@dailyjournal.com

mailto:devon_belcher@dailyjournal.com
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AO 85 (Rev. 8/97) Notice, Consent, and Order of Reference - Exercise of Jurisdiction by a United States Magistrate Judge

(For Use In Civil Cases With District Judge as Presider)

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

_______________________________ District of __________________________________________________

NOTICE, CONSENT, AND ORDER OF REFERENCE-  
Plaintiff EXERCISE OF JURISDICTION BY A UNITED STATES

MAGISTRATE JUDGE
   v.

     Case Number:

Defendant

NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY OF A UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE
TO EXERCISE JURISDICTION

In accordance with the provisions of 28 U.S.C. 636(c) and Fed.R.Civ.P.73, you are hereby notified that a United States magistrate
judge of this district court is available to conduct any or all proceedings in this case including a jury or nonjury trial, and to order the entry
of a final judgment.  Exercise of this jurisdiction by a magistrate judge is, however, permitted only if all parties voluntarily consent.

You may, without adverse substantive consequences, withhold your consent, but this will prevent the court’s jurisdiction from
being exercised by a magistrate judge.  If any party withholds consent, the identity of the parties consenting or withholding consent will
not be communicated to any magistrate judge or to the district judge to whom the case has been assigned.

An appeal from a judgment entered by a magistrate judge shall be taken directly to the United States court of appeals for this
judicial circuit in the same manner as an appeal from any other judgment of a district court.

CONSENT TO THE EXERCISE OF JURISDICTION BY A UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE

In accordance with the provisions of 28 U.S.C. 636(c) and Fed.R.Civ.P. 73, the parties in this case hereby voluntarily consent to
have a United States magistrate judge conduct any and all further proceedings in the case, including the trial, order the entry of a final
judgment, and conduct all post-judgment proceedings.

Signatures Party Represented Date

_____________________________________ __________________________________ ____________________

_____________________________________ __________________________________ ____________________

_____________________________________ __________________________________ ____________________

_____________________________________ __________________________________ ____________________

ORDER OF ASSIGNMENT

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that this case be assigned to ______________________________________________________
United States Magistrate Judge, for all further proceedings and the entry of judgment in accordance with 28 U.S.C. 636(c), Fed.R.Civ.P.
73 and the foregoing consent of the parties.  All further documents filed with the court are to carry the following case number
________________________________________.

________________ _____________________________________________________________________________________
    Date United States District Judge

NOTE: RETURN THIS FORM  TO THE CLERK OF THE COURT ONLY IF ALL PARTIES HAVE CONSENTED 
ON THIS FORM TO THE EXERCISE OF JURISDICTION BY A UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE.



 
Opt-In and Opt-Out Districts 
 
 
Opt-In         

Arizona (LRCiv 3.7, 72.1, 72.2) 
Northern District California 
Eastern District Washington 
District of Idaho 
 

 
Opt-Out       

Central District California*    
Eastern District California*    
Western District Washington  
District of Nevada*      
District of Oregon*   

 
*Recent Change* 

 

 
 
Eastern and Western District Washington; District of 
Nevada and District of Oregon – U.S. gives “general 
consent” to MJs for Social Security cases. 
 



To Consent 
or Not to 
Consent



Panel Members
• U.S. District Court Judges 

John Hinderaker and  Angela Martinez
• U.S. Magistrate Judges 

Eric Markovich and Lynnette Kimmins
• Joe Kroeger, Partner, Snell & Wilmer
• Alexandra Tracy-Ramirez, Partner, 

Farhang & Medcoff
• Cole Hernandez, AUSA, U.S. Attorney’s Office 

(retired)
• Clerk’s Office Neftali Cota and Dora Valenzuela



Consent Process
• 25% of General Civil Cases referred to Magistrate Judges –

resolved by consent or R&R.
• 100% of Specific Cases referred to MJs – resolved by 

consent or R&R.
• Writ of Habeas Corpus (28 U.S.C. 2241, 2254).
• Social Security Disability Appeals.



District of Arizona’s 
Consent Opt-In

•Local Rules Civil  
Procedure 

LRCIV 3.7, 72.1, 72.2



LRCIV 3.7
•Random Assignment to DJ & MJ  

(25% of cases to MJ).
•Preliminary Injunction DJ only.
•When case assigned to MJ, each party must 

execute consent to MJ or elect to DJ within 
14 days (consent to MJ requires consent of 
all parties).

•Writs of Habeas 18 U.S.C. 2241 and 2254 
assigned to DJ but 100% referred to MJ.



LRCiv 72.1

• Civil Cases - allows for referral to MJ for pretrial 
conferences, hearing and determination of any 
or all pretrial matters in accordance with 28 
U.S.C. 636(b)(1).

• MJ shall file a written R&R for final dispositions.



LRCiv 72.2 – Other Duties of MJs

Assist DJs in pretrial discovery proceedings. 
Conduct necessary hearings, including evidentiary 
hearings or other proceedings in cases referred by DJ 
and under MJ authority conferred by 28 U.S.C. 636 
and LRs.



LRCiv 72.2 – Other Duties of MJs
Conduct pretrial conferences, settlement conferences & related 
pretrial proceedings.

Additional duties as may be referred by DJ per 28 U.S.C. 636(b).

Submit R&Rs on Social Security Disability Cases.

Conduct voir dire and select juries with consent.

Hear/determine all motions, conduct trial and enter findings of 
fact, conclusions of law and final judgments with consent. 





Opt-In and Opt-Out Districts
• Opt-In

Arizona
Northern District California
Eastern District Washington
District of Idaho

• Opt-Out
Central District California*
Eastern District California*
Western District Washington
District of Nevada*
District of Oregon* *Recent Change*



Experiences with Consent

Panel Members?

Other  Civil Litigators in 
Attendance?



Things to Consider

Ethical Rules 1.2, 1.4  
and 2.1



ER 1.2. Scope of Representation and Allocation of 
Authority between Client and Lawyer
(a) Subject to paragraphs (b), (c), and (d), and (e), a 
lawyer shall abide by a client's decisions concerning 
the objectives of representation and, as required by ER 
1.4, shall consult with the client as to the means by 
which they are to be pursued. A lawyer may take such 
action on behalf of the client as is impliedly authorized 
to carry out the representation. A lawyer shall abide by 
a client's decision whether to settle a matter pursuant 
to applicable law.



ER 1.4. Communication
(a) A lawyer shall:
(1) promptly inform the client of any decision or circumstance with 
respect to which the client's informed consent, as defined in ER 
1.0(e), is required by these Rules;
(2) reasonably consult with the client about the means by which the 
client's objectives are to be accomplished;
(3) keep the client reasonably informed about the status of the 
matter;
(4) promptly comply with reasonable requests for information; 

* * *
(b) A lawyer shall explain a matter to the extent reasonably 
necessary to permit the client to make informed decisions 
regarding the representation.



ER 2.1. Advisor
In representing a client, a lawyer shall exercise 
independent professional judgment and render candid 
advice. In rendering advice, a lawyer may refer not only to 
law but to other considerations such as moral, economic, 
social and political factors, that may be relevant to the 
client's situation.



Things to Consider

Magistrate Judges’ 
Experience . . . Bios



Magistrate Judge Experience
• MJs were litigators and trial attorneys, both civil and 

criminal.
• Numerous jury trials and settlement conferences.
• Settlement conferences – Phoenix & Tucson – 2-4 per 

month.
• Many MJs have criminal and civil experience with trials, 

motion practice, discovery, and settlement conferences, 
both as attorneys and judges.

• MJs civil experience related to plaintiff and defense. 



Typical federal 
cases include:

• Products Liability
• Breach of Contract
• Employment Discrimination (Race, Sex)
• Title IX   (Sex Discrimination in 

Education)
• Americans with Disabilities Act
• Prisoner Civil Rights
• Fair Housing Act
• Federal Odometer Act
• Federal Tort Claims Act (Negligence)
• Fair Credit Reporting Act; and
• Telephone Consumer Protection Act
• Fair Labor Standards Act
• Trademark and/or Trade Secrets



•Comments?
•Questions?
•Suggestions?

What do you and your client consider?
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