Walter Burien, Jr.


P.O. Box 11444


Prescott,  AZ  86304


(520) 717-1994


IN SUPERIOR COURT


 IN MARICOPA COUNTY, FOR THE STATE OF ARIZONA INC.





Private Citizen  Walter J. Burien, Jr.   ]		      Case No.Do.  96-92444


Plaintiff,                                                 ]   


	                                                    ]         PETITIONER’S RESPONSE TO RESPONDENT’S


                         vs.                                  ]                         FILINGS OF 10/07/96


                                                                ]         


Robin Jill Arrowwood, et. Al,                ]         


Respondents                                          ]         


 ___________________________          ]	


Arizona State		            ]


				] ss.                  ATTENTION: HON. JUDGE DAVID L. ROBERTS


Maricopa County		]





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. TO Respond to Respondent’s filings with the court dated October 7, 1996 as specified herein towards the above�entitled case. In support of this motion, the Petitioner states the following: 


1. In response to Respondent’s Notice of Plaintiff’s violation of order of protection the Petitioner states as follows;  Respondent on or about September 5th checked into a hotel named the Holiday Lodge RM. 12,  located on Gurley St., Prescott, AZ.


This hotel Petitioner has frequented 1-3 times per week since May of 1996 visiting several friends who live at that hotel.  Petitioner became aware the day that Respondent checked into the hotel being that Petitioner was visiting one of his friends at that time.   The following day Petitioner informed the court and expedited Visitation services of Maricopa County as to Respondents location at this hotel.


Until September 19, 1996  to avoid confrontation with Respondent Petitioner did not stop by the hotel to see his friends personally but instead called via phone.


On September 19, 1996 at 7:50PM Petitioner stopped by to see one of his friends at the hotel and additionally for the first time at the hotel to try and make friendly contact with Respondent to discuss visitation for the upcoming weekend towards their common child.


Knowing Respondents record for flagrantly lying and making false allegations of domestic violence  to Police and the court as to Petitioners actions,  Petitioner asked the neighbors of Respondent to watch as Petitioner knocked on the door of RM12. 


At 8:00PM 9/19/96 Petitioner knocked on the door of RM12 and Respondent’s older daughter answered the door and from about 10 feet away from the entrance to the door I said, in a friendly manner, “ Hi Nicki”  the door was shut without response.  One to two seconds later Respondent opened the door and I said in a friendly manner “Hi Robin” the door was shut without response.   I then said in a friendly manner from were I stood “you guys have an invite for diner tomorrow night, my treat, give a call”  and I then walked away and left in my vehicle.   This was witnessed by the neighbors of Respondent.


The following morning at 10AM I was served with an order of protection containing statements by affidavit by Respondent that “I tried to force my way into the room to kidnap the child” and that this took place at 9PM an hour after I had been there conducting myself in a friendly and lawful manner as witnessed by the neighbors of Respondent from less then 30 feet away. The affidavit of one of Respondent’s neighbors, Darren Lee Morrison, Resident of the Holiday enclosed with this filing.  At 8:10PM the night of 9/19/96 I  went to the Yavapai Gaming center known as Mario’s and did not leave until 11:00PM. The gaming center has video surveillance throughout, covering all people inside, if the court would want me to secure a copy showing  my presence at the center from 8:10PM to APX.11:00PM I will see if the center will release it to me.


Respondent thinks nothing of filing false police reports or signing false affidavits with the court as has been evidenced to me and others since the day Respondent found out that  I had  requested CPS’s intervention to check Respondent’s Meth Amphetamine addiction which led to her near death and admittance on several occasions at the Yavapai Medical Center in Prescott between the years of 1991 to 1995.  Petitioner carried Respondent into the Yavapai Medical Center on one occasion after Respondent’s daughter called myself and 911 due to her mother’s collapse from use and abuse of the illegal narcotic. Respondent almost died that night showing life threatening low blood pressure attributable to degenerative collapse from use of the drug speed.   From Respondent’s actions over the last year and a half during Respondents pregnancy and after the birth of our common child, this Petitioner has learned a new definition from Respondent  of the meaning of Dishonor in a relationship, manipulative fraud and  A-moral character.


On September 20, 1996 after being served with the order of protection fraudulently secured by Respondent and issued to Respondent,  I filed at APX. 4:00 PM a response to the Yavapai Superior Court,  enclosed,  with a request for a hearing on the order of protection issued,  which is now in the hands of Judge Raymond Weaver, presiding Judge of the Yavapai Superior court for a date to be set.   I  then delivered a copy for Respondent at APX. 4:15PM given to the office clerk in the office of the Holiday Lodge Hotel for her to deliver to Respondent.  I said to the clerk “this is for Robin Arrowwood in room 12, Thanks, Good-bye”. A 15-20 second mission and I  then left.





2. In response to Respondent’s MOTION to be heard as Pro Per and extension of time to Respond the Petitioner states as follows;


 Respondent is and has been represented by John Karow, of Scottsdale, AZ to date.  





Mr. Karow, Esq. is a long term close friend of Kathy Harrer, Respondent’s sister.  Both Ms. Harrer and Mr. Karow are actively and politically involved with the Libertarian Party. Ms. Harrer AKA Thompkins as the editor and part owner of the Libertarian News Paper of Phoenix  and Mr. Karow, Esq. who ran on the Libertarian ticket in a previous election for Arizona Attorney General.  


Mr. Karow, Esq., after his applied and coordinated efforts with all parties  and promises to Petitioner, Dan Ireland and Joan from expedited Visitation Services  that visitation would take place as ordered witnessed  through facts relayed to him from Expedited Services that respondent with contempt refused to cooperate with visitation as witnessed by the personnel of the office and insisted on breaking almost every rule of Expedited Visitation Services when she arrived thus causing the exchange to be canceled.


Mr. Karow shares the responsibility for accountability towards his client’s actions, the Respondent.    After, in all due diligence,  the probable advice given to Respondent by Mr. Karow was to cooperate with visitation ordered.  This did not meet with Respondent’s objectives of total denial to the Father of the child in question, of which she has maintained said denial in all respects to date through fraud and misrepresentations  and will in most probability continue to do in the future unless enforced and corrective action is taken by order of the court to protect the emotional and physical well being of the child.  Respondent’s shown  intent for denial of father to child is clear and on 9-16-96 Respondent signed Mr. Karow’s motion to withdraw  so that she could  continue with her course of action Pro Se,  in which  no ethical attorney would want to be a party to after witnessing Respondents continued showing of contempt for Petitioner, orders of the Court and lack of reasonable moral considerations.   I am confident Mr. Karow did not want to be a party to Respondent’s clear showing of intent.  Mr. Karow’s Motion for Withdraw, as he well knows,  to his dismay,  was declined to date. 





It has been over 37 days that my motion was filed on September 3rd, 1996 of which council for respondent acknowledged and received within three days of that motion being filed,  as he has received and acknowledged  subsequent filings,  filed by Petitioner with the Maricopa Court in this case.





Respondent wishes to continue her paper case within the court system to maintain her 100% control and possession of Hers and Petitioner’s common child with no thought of consequences to the damage she has, is and will  inflict on the Child’s development or this Father,  in her continued orchestration to accomplish her true and till now fully accomplished intent of complete denial to the Father and total possession of the child to herself.





Respondent has, is and will receive legal assistance from her sister Kathy Harrer, a trained para legal who has reviewed, suggested and helped compose Respondent’s pleadings with the objective of fulfilling Respondent’s intent contrary to  the truth or the best interest of the child,  by all normal and health standards.  Additionally Ms. Harrer has exerted her political influence and experience of many a year to recruit the assistance of  individuals influenced by Ms. Harrer who are willing to cooperate with Respondent’s and Ms. Harrer’s  intent for denial to this Father for involvement or protection of his daughter through what ever means necessary and at their disposal.


3. In response to Respondent’s MOTION for modification of visitation orders and Respondent’s Response to Petitioner’s Motion to Compel Performance of Court Ordered Visitation and For Modification of Interim Orders  the Petitioner states as follows;


Respondent repeatedly references Petitioner and  representatives of Expedited visitation Services as being the people at fault for her non compliance with visitation or involvement between Father and Child in her quest to fulfill her intent. 


Respondent also at this time references a complex medical condition of questionable severity involving the child, were at the time of her contempt for compliance with visitation she did not once mention any medical circumstances to Petitioner or the representatives of Expedited Visitation Services. It is evident to myself that Respondent, after counseling with in most probability her sister Kathy Harrer,  composed this analogy as the best applied story to explain  her  showing of contemptuous actions at the time in question.   


Upon initially scheduling the visitation as well as the day before visitation I spoke with Dan Ireland, Joan from Expedited Visitation and Lee from your office  and I told all parties that my itinerary for Saturdays Visitation  was to take my daughter shopping in Tempe after 10AM for food, diapers and gifts of which I had not acquired earlier based on the fact that, based on consistency,  I did not expect the Respondent to comply or allow visitation.   Additionally I told all parties that I had my daughters first medical exam scheduled at 12:30PM of that day with Dr. Mick, paid for at my expense,  in Prescott were for the first time a full and comprehensive medical report could be provided to the court and not selectively submitted by the Respondent.   My expected return to Tempe would have been approximately 3PM in which I had plans to visit with several friends who live in Tempe until 3:45PM at which point I was planning on returning my child to Expedited Services to be picked up by Respondent at 4:00PM.  The only comment made by any party was   “just make sure your back by 4:00PM”  and “ I am so happy for you,  this is real special and I’m glad to see this happen”.





The following day, Sunday, I was looking forward to spending a quite day with my child in Tempe from 10:00AM till 4:00PM at a friends house who has a 4 month old infant,  I am confident my daughter would have enjoyed being with her Father,  as I know this Father would have been immensely happy from the involvement shared with his first born child.  





Reality, consistency and intent speaks for itself in regard to Respondent’s  actions.





Upon coming close to the date for the next scheduled visitation,  the Respondent upon realizing the court would enforce visitation in most probability if she continued with her intent, disclosed to the court that she was now living in Prescott,  thus in her mind relieving herself from responsibility in and towards  complying with the Maricopa Court and effect a continuation of the paper chase.  As of today’s date Respondent has  made no effort to allow visitation or contact Petitioner but in fact, through the falsification of a police incident report,  took advantage of her first opportunity to harass and damage  Petitioner through the issuance of an order of protection, obtained through calculated lies,  to further her intent.


Respondent as recognized by the court,  officially listed her address as 1111 S. Maple St., Tempe, AZ, within Maricopa County  and after 6 months residing there has established her legal residency as of June of 1996 in Maricopa County.      Respondent now states officially that as of September 5, 1996 she is living in Prescott, AZ within Yavapai County wherein by March 5th 1997, if she and Petitioner’s child in common stays officially in Yavapai County, by State Statute,  they will have reestablished their legal residency in Yavapai County from Maricopa County.    Jurisdiction currently and at least until March 5, 1997 remains,  based on Respondent’s and the child’s officially established residency, with the Maricopa County Court with all orders of the court issued or to be issued in effect and enforceable. 


Respondent has repeatedly attacked Petitioner’s character and Petitioner’s merits as a Father, not in truth,  but through a contrived and orchestrated script composed by Respondent and in most probability through and with the help and instructions from someone other than Respondent.


In fact Petitioner is the product of an intact family being his Mother (Theresa) - DOB 12/16/22 , Father(Walter, Sr.) - DOB 1/09/25  and three Sisters, Joan - DOB 10/20/54, Susan - DOB 1/10/48  and Terry - DOB 11/25/44. 


 Petitioner’s parents were married 10/24/43 and recently celebrated their 50th wedding anniversary, received majors in psychology at college and worked as administrators for the majority of their working careers.   My Father was the Personnel Manager for The State of New Jersey Treasury Department 12 years and then APX.20 years as the Executive Corporate Compensation Manager for Johnson & Johnson until retirement. My mother after her children became teenagers was the head supervisor for the Middlesex County, NJ,  Welfare Board-child legal support unit for 16 years until retirement.


 Petitioner is a certified life guard, has worked as a camp councilor with children from the age of 2 years of age and up,  an ex-veteran from the USN-MM3/C,  within Petitioner’s prior relationships covering a period from 1977 to the year  1990, Petitioner took care of his partner’s children from prior relationships, taking care of their total needs,  ranging in age from new born to 5 years of age. Petitioner’s last relationship prior to moving to Arizona  was with a Ms. Vicki Tisch in which Petitioner was the mid-father for the delivery of her child, Kristiana Tisch and subsequently cared for Kristiana from infancy being that the Mother, Vicki after returning to work, worked in New York as an Executive Secretary for Sherson Lehman American Express, but lived in New Jersey. Her normal work day including commuting was from 7AM to 8:30PM. The active relationship ended when Ms. Tish moved to Indiana and Petitioner moved to Arizona in 1990. (Picture of Kristiana Tish and Petitioner taken at Petitioner’s home by Vicki Tisch in Prescott, July of 1995 - Enclosed and marked exhibit “A”)


Petitioner has freely taken care of many other persons children the majority of his adult life and prays for expedient action from the court to protect the interests of, at this time, Petitioner’s only natural child..


The Respondent’s use of the word supervision in her pleadings, in reality would probably be necessary  towards her,  if her to date, in all senses of the word, kidnapping of the child is compromised.


In regard to evaluations being performed of either Petitioner or Respondent,  Petitioner requests that if the court requires said evaluations,  that it be from a professional known to the court that is located within the Phoenix metropolitan area. It is noted by Petitioner that Mary Ault, Program Director over CPS has already reviewed Respondent’s complete CPS file and has stated for the record as a general summery, which is allowable by state statute, that my concerns about my child are “understandable” based on her review of Respondent’s CPS file.  Letter of Mary Ault previously submitted to the court is incorporated herein by reference.


It is additionally noted by Petitioner that in regard to Respondent’s prior relationships that; her first marriage ended with her husband dying from a gunshot wound to the head after a violent argument with Respondent and with Respondent being the last person to see him alive  before his death. (for conformation contact Sheriff Posse Member Dona Morgan of Cave Creek).     Respondent’s second marriage was a result of a relationship established with a Delbert Ray Arrowwood of which said relationship was established when Respondent was serving a sentence for armed robbery and Mr. Arrowwood was serving a sentence for sexual assault.    In respect to Petitioner’s relationship with Respondent,  Petitioner feels lucky that he is not dead as respondent’s first husband or currently confined in prison as her second husband is.    Petitioner became aware to late as to Respondent’s true nature, morals, state of mind and intent prior to the conception of the common child of which Petitioner prays to be able to protect and nurture. 





 4. In response to Respondent’s MOTION for Modification of orders, concerning medical Report from Dr. James Mick the Petitioner states as follows;


The Petitioner will at the instruction of the court bring his child to a physician selected by the court for a complete medical, physical and background review, who the court sees as being competent, unbiased and proper located within  Phoenix, Tempe or Mesa, at Petitioner’s expense for said services rendered by the Physician selected by the court.  In this manner the court can be assured as to the accuracy and validity of the report received by the court from said Physician. This all being with the best interests of the child being considered and at stake. 


 


WHEREFORE, the Pititioner respectfully moves and compels this Honorable court, Judge Roberts to grant remedy for Petitioner’s request as the court sees just and proper by order of the Court for the protection of, and with the best interests of the Petitioner’s child in mind. 





	Respectfully Submitted this 11th, day of October, 1996 without prejudice reserving all common law rights UCC 1�207, ARS 47�1207.	





 


                                                                                                                     .


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








ORIGINAL WITH THREE COPIES were FED EXED#2920830872  this 10th day of September, 1996  with the following attached;


AFFIDAVIT OF: Darren Lee Morrison-Dated 10/10/96,   COPY of : Petitioner’s Request for a Hearing on order of Protection Issued 09/20/96 - Filed with the Yavapai Court 9/20/96 TO:





The Clerk of The Superior Court


Maricopa County 


Attention: Judge David L. Roberts


222 E. Javelina 


Mesa, AZ 85210





A CONFORMED COPY of the forgoing was mailed this 11th day of September, 1996


by the Clerk of The Maricopa Superior Court,  TO:


   Robin Jill Arrowwood, et. Al.,                                     Robin Arrowwood - Rm.12
