Walter J. Burien, Jr.�PRIVATE ��


In Propria Persona, w/o prejudice


Private judicial Power Arizona Citizen


c/o P.O.Box 11444


Prescott, Arizona. (P.Z. 86304)


Phone: 1-520-445-3532





                          in the Administrative law Prescott Justice Court of the State of Arizona Inc.


                                            in and for the Corporate County Politic of Yavapai





State of Arizona Inc., et. Al, and 	          ]		Case No. CR 9512070J


Cindy Davies Plaintiff/Respondent,             ]


					          ]              Notice of and Accused's           			vs.			                      ]		 Reciprocal Discovery


					          ]		 or Disclosure Response per Rule15.2(b).


Walter J. Burien, Jr.,			          ]			


		Accused/Petitioner.               ]		                                Hon. Mary Ann Glaab


___________________________________]





	COMES NOW Private judicial Power Arizona Citizen, Walter J. Burien, Jr., sui juris, de jure, in summo jure jus regium, At Law, in Common Law neither conferring nor consenting to any ministerial agency's alleged jurisdiction which agency failed to exhaust administrative remedies and denied administrative process and primary jurisdiction function and jurisdictional prerequisites to arbitrarily impose strict liability statutory or foreign jurisdiction without authority, and acknowledge the judicial Power of Arizona or the several united States of America in appearing by special limited appearance, in propria persona and not generally and as such willfully enforces all constitutional limitations and prohibitions respectively on all government agencies, body politics or subdivisions quasi or not when interacting or dealing with them and refuse at all time to waiver any of the rights which are guaranteed and secured to him, by Article 2 Ariz. Const. and The Bill of Rights U.S. Const.  


	Herein and pursuant to the ministerial rules of court for attorneys, (association of which the Accused is not a member nor represented by and is not required to be in full compliance with) to do business in these ministerial proceedings for the sake of form.


     	The Private Citizen Accused who is not a person or state or federal employee pursuant to and in compliance with Arizona Rules of Court for that administrative agency known as the Superior Court, Rule 15.2(b), furnishes the following reciprocal discovery/disclosure and reserves his right to amend and supplement disclosure when and if this Citizen is provided with any additional materials, testimony or other information relevant to his argument and the Rule 15.2(b).





NOTICE OF DEFENSES:


1)  Procedural Errors:


       A.  Lack of Primary Jurisdiction, Jurisdictional Prerequisites and Delegated Authority.


	


		The County Attorneys office, through Cindy Davies and others,  directing the Prescott Justice Court doesn't have the Primary Jurisdiction,  Jurisdictional Prerequisites have not been met.  No one department (the County Attorneys Office) can intrude upon another department (Prescott Justice Court) or the duties, authorities and responsibilities so delegated to it by legislation (see: Administrative Procedure Act).  If the legislature so delegates certain responsibilities no other department can handle those responsibilities or administrator enforce that law. Along with the responsibility come the authority.  The injunction is insufficient as all of the testimony and evidence,  is evident to the accused  to be  based on hearsay and was obtained  for malicious and harassment purposes against accused  (see:, rules of evidence). THIS BEING DONE AS THE ACCUSED HAS MERELY IN HIS LAWFUL ATTEMPTS TO COMPLY WITH THE LAW AND ENFORCE THE LAW UPON GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES TO COMPEL THEM OR THEIR AGENCIES TO PERFORM IN PURSUANT THEREOF TO PROTECT THE "RIGHTS," INTERESTS, HEALTH, AND PREVENT ENVIRONMENTAL EXPOSURE FROM THE INFLUENCES OF INDIVIDUALS USING AND DEALING ILLEGAL DRUGS TOWARDS THE HUMAN LIFE OF THE CHILD THAT THE ACCUSED AND THE COURTS WERE TOLD  BY MS. ARROWWOOD WOULD BE HIS FIRST BORN CHILD AS WELL AS THE ACCUSED’S ATTEMPTS TO SECURE HIS PARENTAL "RIGHTS"..


.


            B.  Failure to give full disclosure of Evidence and denial of due process.





	The State has intentionally denied the Accused full disclosure of evidence in a timely manner denying him the right to prepare his proper defense,  and disallowing the Accused knowing the true nature and cause effecting the accusation against him and in violation of the Principals of the Jencks and Brady Acts, prejudicial error.  The prejudicial error is that time allotment and that is a major error.  The Accused maintains the right to call all listed witnesses in all court matters present, previously filed or to be filed with the Courts involving Accused and Robin Arrowwood at any time.





	C.  Witnesses in support of the above defense.





                   1. Cindy Davies - County Attorney's office


                   2. Glenn Savona - City of Prescott - attorney (AKA City Prosecutor)


                   3. Robert W. Kuebler - City of Prescott - Judge


                   4. Steve Hill - City of Prescott -  Police officer


                   5. Roger Williamson - County Attorney's office


                   6. Dave Good - County Attorney's office 





	Any and all witnesses on the State's, City's witness list plus the County Attorneys office   the addresses and phone numbers of all above named witnesses are already known to the Court and Prosecution.  All of the witnesses herein listed above are considered by the Accused to be Hostile Witnesses.





2)  Prescott Justice Court  Errors.





	A. How can Prescott Justice Court make a competent decision on mere hearsay, perjured testimony or without evidence that was negligently or intentionally withheld?  The Accused was never allowed to rebut the evidence submitted to the Prescott Justice Court or given notice of that proceeding or allowed to attend.





	B.  Witnesses in support of the above defense. 





	Any and all witnesses on the State's, City's witness list plus the County Attorneys office.  All of the witnesses herein listed above are considered by the Accused to be Hostile Witnesses.





3)  Prosecutorial  and Judicial Errors.


	


	A.  Prosecutorial and Judicial Misconduct.





	B.  Coercion and Misrepresentation of material facts, perjury and manipulation of


	evidence to obtain an injunction against harassment.





	C. Denial of Due Process





	D.  No judicial determination that the Prescott Justice Court had jurisdiction pursuant to the rules of court and Arizona Revised Statutes.





	E.  Lack of Primary Jurisdiction, Jurisdictional Prerequisites and Delegated  Authority.





	F.  Witnesses in support of the above defense. 





	Any and all witnesses on the State's, City's witness list plus the County Attorneys office.  The addresses and phone numbers of the above named witnesses are already known to the Court and Prosecution.  All of the witnesses herein listed above are considered by the Accused to be Hostile Witnesses.





4)  Good Faith Intent.  





	A.  The Accused acted upon expert and competent advice. His intent was made by and in good faith. The Accused is not a thief or a liar or a professional criminal or some "right wing radical."





	B.  Witnesses in support of the above defense.





                     B1.     Max Bell - DES - CPS - Prescott, Arizona


                     B2.     Brenda Baird - DES - CS - Prescott, Arizona


                     B3.     Bob Lockett - Prescott, Arizona 


                     B4.     Peggy Cameron - Prescott, Arizona


                     B5.     Terry Winstel - Prescott, Arizona


                     B6.      Rita Winstel - Prescott, Arizona


                     B7.      Tom Kelly - Prescott, Arizona


                     B8.       Dave D' Add abbo - Chino Valley, Arizona


                     B9.       Chris Stalnaker - Copper Basin, Arizona


                     B10.     Bob Mayotte - - Prescott, Arizona


	


     1. Additionally the following persons are expected by this Accused Private Citizen to be


called as witnesses at the trial or hearing of this cause:





      (a) Any and all witnesses on the State's witness list as well as the Accused's witnesses listed above.





    (b) Any and all City, County or State court reporters present at any proceedings pertaining to accused and Robin Arrowwood or leading to this cause.





       (c) Any other witnesses listed or to be listed in the State's materials by the State.





     2. Statements of any of the persons listed above and reports or statements of experts or alleged experts made in connection with this case, along with tangible papers or objects which Accused intends to use in the hearing or trial as follows: 





	Any statements or articles available and submitted by the State, City or County from any and all of its witnesses in State's, City's or County's disclosure.





	Respectfully submitted this 4th day of January, 1996 in the county named Yavapai, Arizona without prejudice.





						__________________________________________


						Walter J. Burien, Jr., Citizen/Sovereign, in Propria					                         Persona, proceeding in summo jure jus regium,					                        "Without Prejudice" to any of my unalienable rights.						





ORIGINAL and one copy of the foregoing 


were hand delivered this 4th day of January, 1996





TO:The Clerk of the Prescott Justice Court for:


HON. Mary Ann Glaab


Judge for the Prescott Justice Court


Yavapai County Courthouse


Prescott, Arizona. (P.Z. 86302)
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