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GILLESPIE & ASSOCIATES, P.C.


7319 North 16th Street, Suite 100


Phoenix, AZ  85020


Telephone:  (602) 870-9700


Attorneys for  Petitioner            











	IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA





	IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF  MARICOPA





In Re the  Marriage  of:			)


						)	 No. DR 2000-090543


WALTER J. BURIEN,			)	     


						)


		Petitioner,			)	


						)


and					)	RESPONSE TO MOTION


			 	 		)	TO CONTINUE


DEBBIE C. BURIEN,			)


						)	


Respondent.			)	(Honorable Judge Udall)


�						)





		Respondent’s last minute Motion to Continue should be denied.  First, it cannot be stressed enough how long this case has dragged on.  This case has been pending for two years, yet the hearing that the Court has scheduled is only for the purpose of temporary orders.  The matter has gone to the Court of Appeals, to another county, and back to this Court before at least three different judges.  


		This particular hearing has already been continued at least once.


		Although Judge Mundell entered orders some two years ago placing the older child with Father, since entry of that order, the second child has been born.  Mother has refused any contact between Father and the child for the last several months.  This separation is strongly against the child’s best interests and must be addressed immediately.


		Continuing the matter would only prolong the matter that has already gone on far too long.  


		Counsel’s conflict is not grounds to continue this matter for two reasons.  First, this matter has been pending for years and is now an action for paternity.  Therefore, this action, by all appearances, is entitled to preference under local rules.  If any matter is to be continued, it should be the other matter before Judge Rayes, which does not even appear to be an evidentiary hearing that will give rise to any orders or immediately address any children’s best interests.


		Second, counsel’s firm is one of the largest family law firms in the Valley.  It represents itself as being well-staffed with experienced attorneys.  Certainly, at least one other attorney in the firm is free to cover either this hearing or the pre-trial conference, which does not require evidence or a unique knowledge of the case.


		It is critically important to the best interests of a young child that this matter proceed as scheduled.  It has already been continued, and continuing it again will only facilitate Mother’s ongoing alienation and refusal to permit parent-child contact.  This is a matter that needs to be addressed as expeditiously as possible.


		WHEREFORE, Petitioner / Father respectfully requests that this Court deny the motion to continue.


						 GILLESPIE & ASSOCIATES, P.C.





				_____________________________________						DeeAn Gillespie	








					


 Copy of the foregoing faxed / mailed


this ______day of February, 2002 to:





Barbara L. Fuqua


Whitehead & Associates


3030 North Third StreetSuite 1000


Phoenix, Arizona  85012


Attorney for Respondent





_____________________
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