Walter Burien, Jr.


P.O. Box 11444


Prescott,  AZ  86304


(520) 445-3532





In Superior Court


 in Yavapai county, for the state of Arizona Inc.





Walter J. Burien, Jr.,		            ]		         NO. DO 950538


					]	      


			Petitioner,	]  MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION OF CUSTODY ORDERS


vs.					]  FILE STAMPED BY THE COURT MAR. 26, 1996  AND 	        


					]   SIGNED MAR. 27, 1996 BY THE HON. JUDGE BRUTINEL            


Robin Arrowwood			]                                    AND  ORDER


					]


			Respondent.	]		Honorable Judge:  ROBERT M. BRUTINEL


___________________________     ]   						


�



COMES NOW, Private judicial Power Arizona Citizen Walter J. Burien, Jr., a New  Jersey natural born white adult man as one of the Citizens of the several states of the Union, hereby makes a special appearance, in Propria Persona, proceeding in summo jure, jus regium, in law, neither conferring nor consenting to any foreign jurisdiction, except of the judicial Power of Arizona and/or the united States of America, and as such willfully enforces all constitutional limitations and prohibitions respectively on all government agencies when confronted by them.





         Notice is hereby given that if the points requested by order within this motion are not granted within 4 days, Friday April 5th 1996,  from the filing of this motion with the court,  that this motion shall serve as formal notice of appeal, on all points contained therein,  from Walter J. Burien Jr. to the custody order signed March 27, 1996 





1.)  On March 4, 1996 at 3:30PM did come the petitioner to the Yavapai county Superior court in front of the Honorable Judge Brutinel in his appearance for an order to show cause hearing.


2.) Within and at this hearing specific points were discussed, granted and assured to the petitioner  and respondent by the court in the interests of the petitioner and respondents rights for the determination of custody matters of (Brenda) Allyson Arrowwood (Burien) before the court. 


3.) Present in the court with petitioner at this hearing of March 4, 1996 who witnessed the specific points guaranteed by the court  were;


Robert Lockett  of Prescott-Tel.# 1 (520) 778-5200  owner of the Graphic Center 


David D'Addabbo  of Paulden-Tel.# 1 (520) 636-5585 Republican Party Committee      member, owner of D'Addabbo Plumbing Contractors and electorate for Yavapai Board of    Supervisors district 1


4.) Two specific points assured by the court in the determination for custody orders were;


A. With the best interests of the child in mind, an in home study "would be conducted of the Respondent's and Petitioner's home and personal background" to determine suitability as the primary custodian of the child in question "prior" to custody, visitation and child support issues being decided by the court.


B. That testimony regarding custody issues could not be heard at the order to show cause hearing,  and the issues at hand "would not be decided", with the best interests of the child in mind,  "until" a full hearing was set and heard before the court to determine custody, visitation and child support issues.


5.)   On March 29, 1996 Petitioner received in the mail  orders passed down and signed by the court March 27, 1996 pertaining to custody, visitation and child support.


6.) Said orders being signed without the discovery assured by the court being conducted were in direct contradiction and in violation of the rights guaranteed by the laws of the land of this country and  as specified/assured by the court  on March 4th to the petitioner this showing blatant disregard of the best interests of the child in mind in determining custody, visitation and child support  issues by the court as previously assured by the court.


7.) Petitioner was waiting to hear from and cooperate with  the assignee of the court as to the in home study and backgroun check.


8.) Petitioner  was awaiting notice of the hearing date in which he would have his first opportunity to comprehensively  present his relevant and essential case, witnesses, facts and testimony  for evidentiary findings by the court, with the best interests of the child in mind as would pertain for determining custody, visitation and child support  issues by the court.


9.) Upon notice to the Petitioner of the expected hearing being set, the Petitioner would have motioned for discovery to and for the court's review the following:


A.)  For the court to obtain from Don Aden, Esq. of  Child Support Services of Arizona, for in camera inspection, the criminal background report of Robin J. (Arrowwood), (Gardner), (Yancey) DOB 01/25/57 of which Mr. Aden currently has in his possession.   A valid report of this nature gives testament to the evident Felony and Criminal record of Ms. Arrowwood (Gardner), (Yancey)  dating back to 1978 indicating pathological consistency as to the reality of her character.  


B.) Subpoenas requested of the court to be issued for appearance at the hearing of the following individuals, noted as hostile witnesses ,  would have been;


1. Cindy Davies-of the County Attorney's victim assistance program


2. Steve Hill-Police Officer of the Prescott Police 


3. Dr. John Sandeen- Ms. Arrowwood (Gardner), (Yancey's) physician


4. Sam Steiger-long time friend of Ms. Arrowwood(Gardner), (Yancey)  


and Kathy Harrer Ms. Arrowwood's sister.


5. Rick Harrer- Ms. Arrowwood(Gardner), (Yancey's) brother in law.


6. Glenn Savona, Esq.- AKA City of Prescott Prosecutor





C. Additional witnesses called by Petitioner at hearing would have been;


1. Harold A.(Bubba) Dunning-neighbor to Ms. Arrowwood of 4 years


2. Terry Winstel- neighbor to Ms. Arrowwood of 4 years (character testament)


3. Rita Winstel- neighbor to Ms. Arrowwood of 4 years (character testament)


4. Bob Lockett- has known petitioner for 5 years (character testament)


5. Peggy Cammeron- landlord to Petitioner 5 years (character testament)


6. Dave D' Addabbo- has known petitioner for 2 years (character testament)





10.)  Testimony given by Petitioner at hearing would cover the following pertinent points essential to the courts findings as they would pertain to custody, visitation and child support  issues;


A. That Petitioner, met Ms. Arrowwood(Gardner), (Yancey) for the first time November 3rd 1994 at approximately 10PM at the Bird Cage Saloon after observing her actively watching Petitioner for 2 hours, with Petitioner observing her ignoring attempts from other individuals at the bar when they tried to talk to her. This attention given Petitioner captured the interests of Petitioner and motivated him to approach Respondent and strike up a conversation.  Within this conversation of which Respondent was very receptive to, Petitioner  disclosed to Respondent the fact that he moved to Prescott in 1991 with the intent of starting a business, finding a wife and starting a family, of which starting a family was the most important event in which the Petitioner had looked forward to for the last 20 years.  Additionally that he had focused on his business, a copier sales and service company (CEVI) of which the foundation for had been established with approximately 200 clients within Arizona and now his focus was looking to find a good woman and settling down to raise a family. Up until this point Petitioner had focused on his business and had not participated in a romantic relationship since moving to Prescott.  Petitioner and Respondent  after talking for approximately one and a half hours left the Bird Cage and went to Petitioner's home were they both spent the night.  Petitioner and Respondent began a romantic relationship that night which continued daily thereafter.


B. That Petitioner three weeks prior to meeting Respondent distributed 1500 Press Releases nationally regarding a project in which U.S. Patents were pending, and as of March 27th 1996 was allowed by the U.S.Patent office (First Choice Connection ®) and that he had given to several people at the Bird Cage at that time October of 1994. Incorporated herein and marked as exhibit (A) with accompanying updated press release marked exhibit  (A-1) . Comments made by individuals at the Bird Cage that read, and comprehended what was contained within the press release, was that, "Walt will be one of the wealthiest men in the country if he can make this happen".  Glenn Savona, Esq. of whom Petitioner thought of as a friend at that time, and who was fully briefed on the project since its inception in 1993 was also given a copy. 


C. That Respondent from the beginning of the relationship with Petitioner gave Petitioner the impression that she was looking for a serious long term relationship with Petitioner and being that she knew Petitioner wanted a child,  as of the end of November 1994 she would take in home paternity tests weekly to see if she was with child. At the beginning of the relationship with the efforts Respondent was making to perpetuate the relationship,  Petitioner thought of,  in a good light as to  Respondent bearing Petitioners first born child.  As the relationship continued, based on several observations made by Petitioner as to Ms. Arrowwood's emotional instability towards him and her daughter, Petitioner started to have serious concerns as to a pregnancy developing from the relationship.  


D. That Petitioner learned on the night of January 11, 1995  that Robin Arrowwood had a  Meth Amphetamine addiction through intravenous injection of which she almost died of and then spent nine days in recovery as a patient at the Yavapai Medical Center under the partial care of Dr. John Sandeen, who informed the Petitioner the night of January 11, 1995 that Robin Arrowwood was a chronic drug abuser of Meth Amphetamines and in most likelihood, if she survived the night,  if she kept using the drug, that the drug would probably kill her if she did not stop taking it.


E. That Petitioner made every attempt possible to him in regards to helping Respondent and her daughter with food, finance and care of they're residence.


F. That Petitioner/Respondent after cohabiting since November 3, 1994  on May 8, 1995, knowing that Robin Arrowwood was approximately 3 month pregnant with, in most likelihood,  his child, and that Respondent was still involved with abuse of meth amphetamines to Petitioner's distress and inability to personally intervene,  Petitioner reported through a letter to the State of Arizona agencies of ACCESS  and Child Protective Services as to Robin Arrowwood's meth Amphetamine addiction pleading for their assistance towards the protection of the unborn child that Robin Arrowwood carried being that Petitioner did not have the ability to deter her addiction, criminal possession or use of the narcotic.


G.  That on or about  May 15, 1995 Child Protective Services made contact with Robin Arrowwood in their official capacity to intervene towards Robin Arrowwood's reported meth amphetamine addiction.


H.  That on May 18, 1995 at approximately 4PM, Robin Arrowwood after making the statement to Petitioner "wait till I find out who's responsible for  Child Protection Services involvement, I will fuck up their world"  the Petitioner informed Robin Arrowwood indirectly that he was responsible.  EXHIBIT (B) of RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR ACCELERATION OF PATERNITY TESTING AND AFFIDAVIT, filed with the court September 14th 1995 and incorporated herein by reference shows a photograph taken May 18th 1995 at approximately 3PM of Ms. Arrowwood and myself on  a Honda Shadow motor cycle.  In this picture,  of which genuine affection is seen in the faces of both parties, a new and totally different image was about to emerge as to what would ensue starting with the following day May 19th 1995.    I at that time had hope that Ms. Arrowwood, her daughter and our soon to be born child would be able to deal with and work through the danger and consequences of Ms. Arrowwood's drug addiction problem.  I knew there would be repercussions and retaliation from Ms. Arrowwood towards myself for having communicated with CPS (Max Bell) with the interests of the child at stake.   I had no idea as to the scope of the cooperative attack that was about to insue against me or as to the efforts that would be made by certain individuals to cover up, not take into account, and maneuver to hide Ms. Arrowwood's chronic involvement with meth amphetamines along with her criminal background, with said effort starting  as of the following day May 19th 1995 until present. 


I.  Robin Arrowwood at that time, the evening of May 18, 1995, stopped cohabiting with Petitioner and refused to have any conversation in regard to the unborn child, their relationship and her drug abuse. This creating severe distress to the Petitioner in light of Robin Arrowwood carrying Petitioner's potentially first born child and her proven (via affidavit, medical records and criminal history  dating back to 1978 (criminal record of Ms. Arrowwood is on file and available for immediate in camera inspection through Don Aden of Child Support Services of Arizona))  chronic involvement with a life threatening Meth Amphetamine addiction of which Amphetamine Psychosis is clinically and most commonly know to produce severe emotional delusions and false states of reality  to those affected during use and for prolonged periods of undetermined time after use,  permanently altering the brain of the abuser SEE: EXPERT TESTIMONY given 03/21/96 and filed with the courts 03/28/96 which is incorporated herein by reference.. 


J.  That on May 19, 1995 Robin Arrowwood started her course of action, with sure certainty of intent and malice of forethought, motivated by the knowledge she obtained the day before from the Petitioner regarding his contact with CPS,  she and others knowingly/unknowingly participated with the  attack on Petitioner's character inevitably harassing Petitioner at every opportunity available to her/them through the use of false verbal and signed statements to the Prescott Police, County Attorney's office, Prescott Court and to private individuals. Thus victimizing Petitioner as each of these events unfolded. SEE AFFIDAVIT of Harold A.(Bubba) Dunning, incorporated herein by reference, dated March 30, 1996 and filed with the court April 1, 1996.


K.  That starting on May 19, 1995 intentional political efforts through individuals personally motivated by they're involvement with Respondent were initiated with malice of forethought, as an attack on Petitioner's character inevitably harassing Petitioner at every opportunity available to her/them through the use of false verbal  statements to, or securing cooperation from, the Prescott Police, County Attorney's office, Prescott Court and  private individuals. Thus victimizing Petitioner as each of these events unfolded.


A partial list of these individuals is as follows;


1.  Kathy & Rick Harrer - Respondents sister and brother in law, the owners, publishers and editors of the Libertarian News Paper of Phoenix. Rick Harrer left a life threatening message on petitioner's answering machine on November 25th 1995 of which Petitioner filed with the Prescott police a report, gave the officer a copy of the tape as well as the name, address and phone number  of who Petitioner thought/knew  the caller was based on Petitioner recognizing the sound of the voice (Rick Harrer, 4730 W. Northern Ave.,#1063, Glendale, Arizona 85301 Tel. # 602 930-1268). Petitioner also passed on this information the following day to Chief of Police Reed.  When Petitioner secured a copy of the report several weeks later, Report DR case# 95-20890, the report did not reflect the information given the officer as to the suspect, but in turn listed the suspect as "unknown". 


2.  Sam Steiger - friend and long time acquaintance to Kathy & Rick Harrer who publicly, with no direct knowledge from or inquiry to Petitioner,  as a Radio talk show host on several occasions live on the air intentionally defamed and slandered Petitioner's character as well as through personal and phone contacts to several parties stated that Petitioner was "demented and stalking Respondent".  Thus further victimizing Petitioner. 





3. Glenn Savona, Esq. - who was confidentially briefed by Petitioner in his supposed capacity as the Prescott City Prosecutor in regards to meth amphetamine dealing activities associated with Respondent.  Mr. Savona, Esq. in turn briefed (warned) Respondent as to the fact of Petitioner's disclosure. Recorded point of record for confirmation: Ms. Arrowwood's court document filed 9/8/95 DO.950538 Pg.3 line 30. Recorded telephone conversation 9/8/95 - 03:35PM between Walter Burien, Jr. and Glenn Savona.  Mr. Savona also participated in further victimizing Petitioner and a Mr. Terry Winstel, (as explained further on within this document).





4. Steve Hill - officer Prescott Police who Petitioner observed Respondent being familiar with and talking to on several occasions at the Circle "K" on Grove St.  Who on the night of October 12, 1995 took the initiative out of several Police officers responding to a incident on Cortez St., Arrested a Mr. Terry Winstel for aggravated assault against his wife Rita, this being done against her animate objections and statements to the police that her husband had just been assaulted.   Mr. Winstel had just been assaulted and knocked unconscious by a Robert Bocker who also gouged 40 % of my left eye cornea off when I came to Mr. Winstel's aid.  Mr. Winstel through submittal of an affidavit to the court on October 3rd 1995, seven days prior, was the first person to come forward attesting to Respondent's criminal activities as they pertained to meth amphetamines. (Steve Hill, Glenn Savona and Judge Robert Kuebler) participated in now including and victimizing Mr. Winstel, his wife Rita as well as Petitioner in regard to this incident, DR case#95-18238.





5.  Cindy Davies- who actively assisted Respondent in biasing,  through ex-parte communications  the court, police, county attorney, as well as Judge Hancock, motivating him to issue an order of protection bearing almost the same identical affidavit presented by Respondent to the court on MAY 19, 1995 case#9505069J and case#9506005J quashed by the Hon. Judge John Kennedy in its entirety with the comment being made by him that the orders should never have been issued in the first place.  At a hearing in front of Judge Hancock requested by Petitioner for reconsideration of the courts denial of paternity testing and in regard to the order of protection signed by Judge Hancock (request for hearing filed with the court 09/18/95),  Petitioner was denied bring in  witnesses to testify, Terry Winstel, David D' Addabbo and Christopher Stahlnaker,  while Respondent was with and represented by Cindy Davies.   Additionally Cindy Davies on December 22nd 1995 (the same day Child Support Services Made an appearance to this case#950538) filed for an injunction against harassment, case #9512070J against Petitioner, when no threat or harassment was ever participated in by Petitioner towards her.  Judge Kuebler signed this injunction and participated in letting it stand when it was obvious no threat or harassment had occurred additionally suppressing any disclosure or discovery as to Cindy Davies true, real motives and authority for involvement with Respondent.  It is Petitioner's contention that Cindy Davies initiated case #9512070J in retaliation to damage Petitioner in behalf of Respondent.  Thus further victimizing Petitioner.





L.      A very important and valid fact would be brought to the attention of the court. That fact would be that; the written testimony provided by Respondent within her documentation to the court and police authorities to date  are based on the validity of her statements.  The individuals who commented in her behalf about and towards Petitioner have had direct contact with petitioner for a very brief period of time.  


                                 The time and occurrences of contact with Petitioner allowing for comment from individuals submitting documentation into case #950538 who knew Respondent,  in Respondents behalf.





1. Richard Plunket- 30 minutes personally on one occasion


45 seconds personally on a second occasion





2. Kathy Harrer- 4 phone conversations totaling apx. 1.5 hours.


2 hours personally on one occasion.





3. Sandy L. Hay- 2 phone conversation totaling apx 4 min.


1 min. Personally on one occasion





The time and occurrences of contact with Respondent allowing for comment from individuals submitting documentation into case #950538 who knew Respondent,  in Petitioner's and Petitioner's child's behalf.





1. Terry Winstel- 3 years of active personal contact.





2.  Rita Winstel-3 years of active personal contact.





3. Harold A. (Bubba) Dunning-4 years of active personal contact.





M.   In regard to Case #9506005J, Order of Protection bearing the same affidavit as Case #9505069J signed May 19, 1995 heard before the Honorable Judge John Kennedy presiding on 6/13/95, approximately 3 hours  of testimony in total was given by Walter J. Burien, Jr. (Petitioner/Defendant), Robin Arrowwood (Plaintiff), Thomas Kelly, Robert Locket and Peggy Cameron. Within the factualness of this testimony by Petitioner/Defendant and Plaintiff only Judge Kennedy ruled to squash the Order Of Protection case #9506005J and made reference to a prior Order of protection Case # 9505069J, in which testimony was given, stating that in regard to these 2 Orders For Protection that they never should have been issued in the first place establishing evidentiary testimony from both parties that Ms. Arrowwood was with intent and malice of forethought using the Prescott court and police to harass and damage Petitioner 's good character .  Upon Petitioner  requesting taped copies of the proceedings of Case #9506005J to be used in Petitioner's defense of case #95060499C, a phone harassment case initiated by Ms. Arrowwood the day Petitioner for the first time tried to insist via several phone conversation to discuss the issues at hand for the first time since May 18, 1995 of which Ms. Arrowwood refused to talk to Petitioner, the court provided a taped copy of the proceedings to Petitioner with a note attached stating that "there is part between tape 1 & 2 where the recorder malfunctioned & there is no record, Agnes".   The reality was,  that  on the tape copy given to Petitioner,   there was 22 minutes of the beginning of the proceedings and 25 minutes at the end of the proceedings.  Over two thirds of the proceedings were not recorded or kept, of which 90% of said testimony was  missing from  the taped record of that proceeding.  


1.  Testimony given within the missing portion of these proceedings by all parties concerned established within certainty of fact that;


A.    Robin Arrowwood made false statements to the court, to motivate the court to issue the above referenced Orders of Protection. Thus damaging the Petitioner Walter J. Burien, Jr's. character and reputation as a law abiding citizen, through the use of the Prescott Police and The Prescott Court with the intent of thus further victimizing the petitioner in "retaliation".


B.    That if the integrity of the court tape record heard before Judge Kennedy in regard to case  #9506005J  was maintained,  that, case #95060499C (phone harassment case initiated by Ms. Arrowwood) would have been shown to be unfounded prior to having come to trial, especially in light of the definition of phone harassment as given by Judge Kennedy to the Petitioner and Robin Arrowwood (integrity of the definition given by Judge Kennedy was maintained on the tape) of which the Petitioner was within his rights acting as a law abiding citizen, with no threat or intended harassment being committed,  when charged


 with the complaint, case #95060499C of which was served on Petitioner 3 days after case #9506005J was heard and quashed in its entirety by the Hon. Judge John Kennedy.


C.    That at  the hearing for Case #95060499C (phone harassment case initiated by Ms. Arrowwood) I plead no contest to, after being intimidated in court for over 45 minutes  by Glenn Savona, Esq., and my representative attorney William Fortner. I made my written objection to this event to the courts dated the same date as the hearing and filed it with the court the following day.  Mr. Fortner shortly thereafter withdrew from legal representation of myself in regard to custody and paternity matters before the court after being under, a signed contract,  to accomplish the objectives of final custody and paternity issues and having been paid $1,700.00 (of which at that time my total available personal and corporate cash float was $1,950.00).


1.    It has come to my attention recently through the Arizona bar association that Mr. Fortner at the time of accepting me as a client was under probation with it being stipulated as told to me by a representative of the probation department of the bar association that he "was required to maintain a 40 hour per week job outside of the legal profession, was restricted from operating as an attorney for no more than 12 hours per week, was subject to once a week drug and alcohol testing and was required to go to weekly substance abuse treatment sessions". 


2.    It has become evident to me that Glenn Savona, Esq.(AKA City of Prescott Prosecutor- no oath of office on file- the position is vacant) would in most probability have been quite aware of Mr. Fortner's conditions of probation and probably used this as a pressure point against Mr. Fortner to obtain his cooperation to get a conviction against myself on case #95060499C. Thus again victimizing this private citizen.  If Mr. Fortner had made disclosure to me or I had been made aware by another party as to Mr. Fortner's probation and past history of drug abuse I never would have retained him to represent me towards any court mater, especially paternity and custody issues involving drug abuse by the mother in question...


N.   Enclosed herein and marked as EXHIBIT (B) is a envelope from Respondent, postmarked to Petitioner from Phoenix, March 28, 1996,  the day Respondent recieved the orders signed  March 27, 1996 by the court.  The mesage given/implied to Petitioner from Respondent  within these pictures taken March 23rd is clear and a testament as to the mothers attitude and mental state.  It is noted that Respondents 9 year old daughter Lindsey has dark circles around her eyes as well as multiple bruises on her leg.


Within the evidence presented in regards to the matters before the court at this time and in the best interests of (Brenda) Allyson (Burien), Petitioner requests the following orders as submitted be issued immediately.


The Petitioner further requests that the following  private acknowledgment of oath of office incorporated on Page 14 within this document,  as an intricate part inherent within and towards the Judicial action taken   in the behalf of Petitioner and Petitioner's daughter, (Brenda) Allyson Arrowwood (Burien), as requested by and through this document,  be acknowledged through signature of the Hon. Judge Brutinel. 


Additionally respectfully requested by the Petitioner from the court is that the following orders be incorporated within and amended to the orders handed down by the court and signed on March 27, 1996. If  said requested orders  in their entirety are incorporated therein,  allowing for slight modifications at the discretion of and by the court, Petitioner would at that time withdraw his notice of  appeal and accept and acknowledge the custody, visitation and child support orders with said modifications being incorporated integrally therein.


         RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED THIS 1ST DAY OF APRIL, 1996


 


                                                                                                                                                         . 


                   Walter J. Burien, Jr. Individually and for (Brenda) Allyson Arrowwood (Burien)


CS: Robin Jill Arrowwood


        P.O.Box 2244, Prescott, AZ 86302





       Fyfe Simington-1700 W. Washington, Phoenix, AZ 85007


        SENT-U.S. REGISTERED MAIL #474 538 396





        Michal R. Bromwich-Inspecter General U.S. Attorney's Office                                                                             .       SENT-U.S. REGISTERED MAIL #474 538 397


�
Private Oath of Office -  Security Agreement


To Protect Unalienable Rights (Non-Statutory)





I, Robert M. Brutinel, a  Superior Court Judge, individually and as a public or private officer, employee, or official of the State of Arizona, do solemnly swear, affirm, and attest under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the United States of America, (Title 28 U.S.C. § 1746), that I will support the Constitution for the united States of America and the Constitution for the Arizona republic, and the laws promulgated thereunder the conformance with the Constitution for the united States of America and the above named republic, and will extend and protect the unalienable rights, benefits, and privileges contained therein to the undersigned Accommodation Party, and will faithfully perform all the duties of my office as it relates to the undersigned Accommodation Party in compliance with the above Constitutions to the best of my ability.


	That I, have been informed that under Title 42 of the United States Code (U.S.C.), § 1986, that failure to extend or protect any unalienable rights secured by the above named Constitutions and failure to correct any violations of said unalienable rights brought to My attention is a civil rights violation actionable against Me under Title 42 U.S.C. § 1986 as a cause of action under Title 42 § 1983 as a right of action. That furthermore, I am aware that if I fail to sign this Oath of Office, as it Applies to the undersigned Accommodation Party, and if I violate the Accommodation Party’ unalienable rights secured thereby, or fail to take corrective action if other persons known to Me violate said rights, that I can be charged with the Federal Crime of “Perjury of Oath of Office”, since I am presumed to have already taken an Oath of office to protect rights secured under the above Constitutions, as set forth under Title 18 U.S.C. § 1621, which carries a five year felony prison sentence and a $2,000.00 fine or both, and that I will be liable personally to the Accommodation party for civil damages in the amount of one million dollars in silver coin or the equivalent paid in money of account for each count of said violation. That I know that I have no immunities against said charges. That I am aware that this “Oath of Office” is a private security agreement with the Accommodation Party that it is enforceable in a court of Common Law venue, and that My signature thereon or failure to sign said agreement and willful violation of the Accommodation Party’s rights by Myself or others known to Me is a prima facie cause of action when placed into the Common Law venue by notary public from a foreign jurisdiction in the country of Arizona in these united States of America.





Our date of attestation on this 1st  day of  April, in the year of Almighty 





God, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Six, anno Domini, at  Prescott, Arizona .


								





Attestation Seal: 						          	   Dated: 	            	.


(Signature of  the Hon. Judge: Robert M. Brutinel signing individually and officially with joint and several liabilities)








Accommodation Party Acknowledgment:                                                                   Dated:  April 1st 1996.            


				Walter J. Burien, Jr. individually and for (Brenda) Allyson Arrowwood (Burien), in Law,             


                                                                                  in our country of Arizona, united States of America, expressly not “within” the 							                 United States, General Delivery, Prescott, Arizona.		


�
In Superior Court


 in Yavapai county, for the state of Arizona Inc.





                                                                   ORDER





GOOD CAUSE APPEARING IT IS ORDERED THAT   Walter J. Burien, Jr.'s.   Motion  for RECONSIDERATION is Granted with the following Orders stipulated herein;


      It is  ordered that Robin Jill Arrowwood in the interests of her children not associate with, or expose her children to known  Felons as well as  individuals with a history of illegal controlled substance  abuse.


      It is ordered that the custody orders signed March 27, 1996 and filed with the court March 26, 1996 be amended as  reviewed and reconsidered by the court. 


       It is ordered that Walter J. Burien, Jr., shall have access to and be provided with all information as is pertinent to the location, individuals involved with and health issues pertaining to his daughter  (Brenda) Allyson Arrowwood (Burien).


       It is ordered that Walter J. Burien, Shall have exclusive visitation and custody rights within the State of Arizona with his daughter for one week out of the Month. Commencing from Thursday at 5PM of the week and ending 7PM Wednesday of the following week, with seven days notice being given to the mother of the child of the intended visitation. With  said visitation and custody being  supervised as stipulated within the orders signed by this court on March 27, 1996.


       It is ordered that if the mother intentionally dose not comply with the orders as specified herein, and as determined at the discretion of the court,  that Primary custody of the child in common shall be immediately given to the father of the child.


       It is ordered that the fathers payment for health insurance of his daughter shall be deducted from his child support payment of $                  per month as determined based on the revised visitation and custody orders.























DONE IN OPEN COURT THIS                DAY OF APRIL, 1996.











                                                                                                                              .


                                                              JUDGE   ROBERT M. BRUTINEL
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