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NICHOLAS A. SALICK, ESQ. (SBN 236583) Fi

SALICK FAMILY LAW GROUP, APLC .or Coy of California
9595 WILSHIRE BLVD., SUITE 900 S“PC";:;W of Los Angeles
BEVERLY HILLS, CA 90212 N v S
Tel.: (310) 492-4324 JUL 2820w

ificer/Clerk

Fax: (310) 492-4325
: , Deputy

Attorney for Petitioner,
REED RANDOY

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
( FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - CENTRAL DISTRICT

In re the Marriage of: CASE NO. BD621137

)
)
REED RANDOY, ) PETITIONER’S OBJECTION AND
) MOTION TO STRIKE PORTIONS OF
) THE DECLARATION OF RESPONDENT,
Petitioner, ) MARIEKE RANDOY, DATED JULY 19,
and ; 2015
MARIEKE RANDOQY, ) Date: July 31, 2015
) Time: 8:30 a.m.
Respondent. ) Dept. 22
Judge: Honorable Tamara Hall

Petitioner, REED RANDQY, makes the following evidentiary objections and requests
that this Court strike certain portions of Respondent’s Declaration dated July 19, 2015 based
upon the evidentiary objections set forth below. o

1. Attached hereto as EXHIBIT “A” and incorporated by reference as though fully
set forth herein is a “haec verba” reproduction of the relevant portions of Respondent'’s
Declaration with a line drawn through the objectionable portions followed by the grounds for
each objection.

2. Attached hereto as EXHIBIT “B” and incorporated by reference as though fully
set forth herein is a copy of Respondent’s Declaration for the Court’s convenience.
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3. Filed concurrently herewith under separate cover is the [Proposed] Court’s

Ruling on Petitioner's Objection and Motion to Strike.

Dated: July 28, 2015

Respectfully submitted:

SALICK FAMILY LAW GROUP, APLC

By:

S A. SALICK, ESQ.
Attorney for Petitioner,
REED RANDOY

In re Marriage of Randoy
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Petitioner's Objection and Motion to Strike Portions of

the Declaration of Respondent, Marieke Randoy, Dated July 19, 2015
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IN RE MARRIAGE OF RANDOY BD621137
DECLARATION OF MARIEKE RANDOY
I, MARIEKE RANDOY, hereby declare: ‘
I am the Respondent in this matter. I am filing this Declaration in support of my Request
for Order filed June 15, 2015, and in opposition to Petitioner’s Request for Order- filed June 5,
2015. If called upon to testify, I could and would testify competently to the following facts, which
are all within my personal knowledge. I offer my declaration in lieu of personal testimony pursuant

to Sections 2009 and 2015.5 of the California Code of Civil Procedure, Rule 5.118, California Rules

of Court, Reifler v. Superior Court (1994) 39 Cal.App.3d 479, and Marriage of Stevenot (1984)
Cal.App.3d 1051.

BACKGROUND/PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

Petitioner and I were married on September 27, 2011, and separated on May 20, 2015.
There is one minor child of the marriage, Hunter Randoy born April 10, 2012, age 3 years
(hereinafter, “Hunter”). Petition of Dissolution and Petitioner’s Declaration under Uniform Child
Custody Junisdiction and Enforcement Act (“UCCJEA”) were filed May 19, 2015. I was served
with the Petition for Dissolution on May 21, 2015. For reasons and circumstances explained
below, on or about May 28, 2015, Hunter and I flew to Vancouver, Canada, to our home, with
Petitioner’s knowledge.

At the June 5, 2015 hearing on Petitioner’s Ex Parte Request for Order seeking sole legal
and sole physical custody of the minor child, at which 1 was not present, this Court made -the
following temporary orders pending hearing on June 26, 2015: Sole legal and sole physical
custody of the minor child to Petitioner; No visitations to Marieke; Marieke shall forthwith return
the minor child to Petitioner; Marieke shall forthwith release the minor child’s American and
Canadian passports to Petitioner’s counsel, A copy of the June 5, 2015 Minute Order is attached
hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by this reference. A copy of the Temporary
Emergency Court Orders are attached hereto as Exhibit “B” and incorporated herein by this
reference. I was never served with notice of the Court’s June 5, 2015 orders.

Response in this action was filed on June 17, 2015, attached hereto as Exhibit “C” and

incorporated herein by this reference. My Declaration under UCCJEA was filed on June 18, 2015,
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attached hereto as Exhibit “D” and incorporated herein by this reference.

On June 26, 2015, I initiated a dissolution action in Canada, Case No. E151794 in the
Supreme Court of British Columbia (“Canadian Family Law Action”). A copy of Notice of Family
Claim is attached hereto as Exhibit “E” and incorporated herein by this reference. Petitioner was
personally serviced with the Notice of Family Law Claim on July 6, 2015. A copy of the
Affidavit of Personal Service is attached hereto as Exhibit “F” and incorporated herein by this
reference.

At the June 26, 2015 hearing on Petitioner’s Request for Order filed June 5, 2015, this
Court modified the June 5, 2015 temporary orders and made the following temporary orders
pending a continued hearing on July 1, 2015: Joint legal custody of the minor child; Sole physical
custody of the minor child to Marieke; Visitation to Petitioner with the minor child every weekend
from Friday at 3:00 p.m. to Monday at 8:00 p-m.; Petitioner shall pay travel expenses relating to
visitations, subject to reallocation. A copy of the June 26, 2015 Minute Order is attached hereto as
Exhibit “G” and incorporated herein by this reference.

At the July 1, 2015 continued hearing on Petitioner’s Request for Order filed June 5, 2015,
this Court vacated the June 26, 2015 orders, and continued the hearing to July 31, 2015. The Court
further ordered me to provide the Court and opposing counsel with information from the Canada
court proceedings including the name of the Judge assigned to her case, no later than July 10,
2015. A copy of the July 1, 2015 Minute Order is attached hereto as Exhibit “H” and
incorporated herein by this reference. |

On July 6, 2015, I amended the dissolution action in Canada so as to strike the Canadian
Court’s jurisdiction with respect to marital status, spousal support, and division of assets and
debts. A copy of the Amended Notice of Family Law Claim is attached hereto as Exhibit “I” and
incorporated herein by this reference.

On July 13, 2015, I filed an Ex Parte Request for Order, which was denied. The Court
indicated that the Court must determine the issues of jurisdiction and my removal of the minor child
in violation of the Automatic Temporary Restraining Orders. A copy of the Court’s Order of July 15,

2015 and Minute order are collectively attached hereto as Exhibit “J” and incorporated herein by this
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reference.

As part of my Ex Parte Request for Order filed July 13, 2015, for the following day, I
submitted to this Court, three copies, one for opposing counsel, with exhibits documenting the
initiation of the Canadian Family Law Action (Exhibit “D”), as well as an email from my Canadian
counsel explaining the Canadian procedural process for assignment of judges (Exhibit “C”).

On July 15, 2015, my Ex Parte Request for Order seeking sole legal and sole physical custody
of the minor child, permission to remove the minor child from California to Vancouver Canada, the
return of the minor child’s U.S. Passport to Marieke, etc. filed July 15, 2015 for the the following
day, was denied and set for hearing on July 31, 2015. A copy of the Court’s Order of July 15, 2015 is
attached hereto as Exhibit “K” and incorporated herein by this reference.

On July 16, 2015, this Court denied Petitioner’s Ex Parte Request for Domestic Violence
Protection Act Restraining Orders, and continued the matter to July 31, 2015. That same date, this
Court denied my Ex Parte Request for Domestic Violence Protection Act Restraining Orders.

MY REQUESTED RELIEF

I request the following relief: (1) That the Court make a finding that the “home state” for
purposes of custody jurisdiction is Vancouver, British Columbia; (2) Sole legal and sole physical
custody of the minor child_to me, pending hearing in the Canadian Family Law Action; (3) Order
allowing me to remove Hunter from California and returﬁ to Vancouver, British Columbia; (4) That
Petitioner return to me forthwith Hunter’s US Passport; (5) Reasc_)nable visitation to Peﬁﬁoner with
Hunter in Vancouver, British Columbia, pending hearing in the Canadian Family Law Action;

(6) That Petitioner be ordered to pay me the sum of $20,000 as and for sanctions.

Since Hunter’s return to California on or about July 1, 2015, Petitioner has taken Hunter
and has refused to allow me any custodial time, with the exception of two (2) one-hour visits on
July 6, 2015 and July 12, 2015. Petitioner has also not facilitated any of my requests for
information about Hunter’s exact location at any given time, who is caring for Hunter while
Petitioner works 18 hours a day, and only allowed a few very short phone calls before completely
depriving me of all communication and access to my son. I have been unable to Facetime with

Hunter as requested.
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I have been a stay-at-home mother to Hunter and responsible for him at all times since
his birth. Since April 2014, when Hunter and I moved to Vancouver, I have essentially been a
single parent, Hunter’s only parent, and we have not been away from each other for any extended
period of time. The past 3 weeks have been the longest period of time, by far, that Hunter and I
have been separated since he was born.

The current de facto custodial arrangement wherein Petitioner has “custody” of Hunter is
not in Hunter’s best interest. I am the parent that is primarily bonded with Hunter; I have at all
times been Hunter’s primary caretaker; Hunter is only three years old, and unable to understand
why I am not with him. Further, it is traumatic for Hunter to be cared for by strangers. Petitioner
works and must rely on third parties to care for Hunter. Hunter is not familiar with any of
Petitioner’s friends in Los Angeles, as we moved to Vancouver more than one year ago.

“HOME STATE” JURISDICTION \

Hunter has lived with me in Vancouver, British Columbia, Canada since April 2014, more
than six consecutive months immediately before the commencement of the instant proceeding
(initiated on May 19, 2015). My Declaration under UCCJEA filed June 18, 2015 accurately reflects
that the minor child has resided with me in Vancouver, British Columbia since April 2014.

On or about April 2014, Hunter and I permanently moved to Vancouver, British Columbia,
with the promise from Petitioner that he would follow. To facilitate this move, Petitioner entered into
a lease for a condominium located at 668 Citadel Parade, Unit 2006, Vancouver, British Columbia,
Canada (“Canadian Residence”) for a term of one-year and one-half month, commencing May 15,
2014 and ending May 30, 2015 (“Lease™). A copy of the Lease is attached hereto as Exhibit “L” and
incorporated herein by this reference. On the lease application for the Canadian Residence, Petitioner
states, as his reason for moving, that he is “relocating to Canada to work in the Entertainment
business.” A copy of the lease application is attached hereto as Exhibit “M” and incorporated herein
by this reference. -

Petitioner sold all of his furniture and many belongings in Los Angeles in preparation for his
relocation to Canada. On April 27, 2014, Petitioner emailed family and friends notifying them that

the official residence for Hunter and me is Vancouver, Canada, and that he intends to join us. A copy
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of this email is attached hereto as Exhibit “N” and incorporated herein by this reference.

During marriage, after Hunter and I permanently moved to Canada, Petitioner intermittently
traveled between California and Canada for purposes of visiting Hunter and me. Until filing the
instant action, Petitioner was, at all times in agreement that Hunter and I would continue to reside in
Canada. On or about January 5, 2015, Petitioner even imported my vehicle to Canada. Copies of
documentation confirming the importation of vehicle to Canada are attached hereto as Exhibit “Q”
and incorporated herein by this reference.

On or about April 2015, prior to the parties’ separation, I negotiated with the landlord of the
Canadian Residence to extend the Lease for a one-year term. I notified Petitioner of this extension.
Petitioner was also notified of this extension by the landlord for the Canadian Residence on or about
May 26, 2015, during the course of Petitioner’s attempt to terminate the Lease after our separation,
despite my informing Petitioner that Hunter and I will remain residing in Canada. A copy of email
communications between the landlord and Petitioner is attached hereto as Exhibit “P” and
incorporated herein by this reference.

Hunter and I have remained, at all times, residents of Canada since April 2014. It was at all
times our intention to remain in Canada, and await Petitioner. Hunter and I visited California for the
first time more than a year after we moved to Vancouver, and it was for purposes of facilitating
Petitioner’s visitation with Hunter and for me to see my doctor and dentist. On or about April 26,
2015, Hunter and I travelled to Los Angeles to visit Petitioner, and to see my doctor and dentist, with
the expectation that we would return to Canada after a short visit in Los Angeles. During this trip,
Hunter became sick with Rotavirus, causing him to vomit and have diarrhea. As a result, I postponed
Hunter’s and my refurn to Canada, which return was further delayed due to Hunter’s continued
illness. During this delayed stay in California, Petitioner initiated and served me with the instant
action.

Petitioner has committed a fraud on this Cowrt by claiming, on his Declaration under
UCCIJEA filed May 19, 2015, that Hunter has resided with Petitioner, from April 2014 througﬁ
present, at 13428 Maxella Avenue, #559, Marina Del Rey, California. A copy of Petitioner’s
Declaration under UCCJEA filed May 19, 2015 is attached hereto as Exhibit “Q” and incorporated
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herein by this reference. The 13428 Maxella Avenue, #559, Marina Del Rey, California address is
not Petitioner’s residence; it is a post office box that Petitioner has maintained for purposes of
receiving his mail. A copy of Google Maps and UPS website information confirming that the
aforementioned Maxella Avenue address is, in fact, the location of a UPS store is attached hereto as
Exhibit “R” and incorporated herein by this reference. Clearly, Petitioner has never resided at this
address with Hunter, for purposes of conferring on this Court “home state” jurisdiction.

On his Declaration under UCCIJEA, Petitioner admits that Hunter has lived at the Canadian
Residence, albeit he claims with both parents. Given that Hunter never resided at a UPS store with
Petitioner, Canada has been Hunter’s only residence of the minor child from April 2014 through the
commencement of this action. Further, as reflected herein, Petitioner never resided with Hunter and
me at the Canadian Residence, despite ongoing promises that he would also relocate to Canada.
Instead, Petitioner would travel intermittently to visit Hunter and me in Canada, and on one occasion,
Hunter and I travelled to California, on or about April 26, 2015, for purposes of visiting Petitioner.

Canada has “home state” jurisdiction over the issues of custody and visitation in the Canadian
Family Law Action. As explained in the Declaration of Brent Ellingson of Varty & Company, my
attorney in Canada, filed concurrently herewith, the Supreme Court of British Columbia has not
declined to exercise jurisdiction; in fact, a Judge will be assigned to the Canadian Family Law Action
at the first hearing in the action, after Petitioner herein files his Response in the Canadian Family Law
Action. To‘date_, despite having been served, Petitioner has yet to file his Response to the Canadian
Family Law Action. Petitioner’s delay in filing a Response in the Canadian Family Law Action has
caused a delay in the assignment of a Judge.

NO EMERGENCY JURISDICTION

Petitioner misled the Court when he alleged, at his Ex Parte Request for Order filed June
5, 2015, that I kidnapped or abducted Hunter. I never abducted Hunter. Petitioner was, at all
times, aware of my intent to return to Canada and Hunter’s whereabouts with me at the Canadian
Residence.

On May 25, 20135, after initiation of this action, Petitioner emailed the landlord of the

Canadian Residence notifying him that, “If Marieke chooses to stay in Canada and not move back
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to LA with her son, she’ll be paying [rent]. That is something you are welcome to take up with
her.” A copy of this email is attached hereto as Exhibit “S” and incorporated herein by this
reference. Further, on May 26, 2015, I emailed Petitioner and his counsel notifying them, among
other things, that Hunter and I permanently reside in Canada and Hunter cannot be removed from
his home in Canada. A copy of this email is attached hereto as Exhibit “T” and incorporated
herein by this reference. Accordingly, I did not abduct the minor child as claimed by Petitioner in
his Ex Parte Request for Order filed June 5, 2015.

I did not violate the Automatic Restraining Orders which I understand to mean that the
minor child cannot be removed from the state in which he has been a resident for 6 months
preceding the initiation.of the action. I returned our son to his “home state” where he has been
residing with me since April 2014. Petitioner is attempting to forum shop by initiating a custody
action in California, when there is no basis for California to have jurisdiction‘over custody.

Further, our son and I could not remain in Los Angeles because Petitioner was -
financially choking me by refusing to provide me with any financial support since commencement
of the instant action. I did not have the financial ability to remain in Los Angeles given
Petitioner’s continued refusal to provide me any financial support. As of the date of our separation
on May 21, 2015, I had a negative balance in my bank account; Petitioner refused to provide me
with any financial support while in Los Angeles; I am a stay-at-home mother who is the minor
child’s primary caretaker; I intermittently worked as an actress but have nominal income and no
assets; I am financially dependent on Petitioner, who was the breadwinner during marriage.
Copies of my Wells Fargo Bank account ending 8372 for the period of May 11, 2015 through June
9, 2015 is attached hereto as Exhibit “U” and incorporated herein by this reference.

During my stay in Los Angeles, after [ was served with the Petition, I slept on various
friends’ couches and cheap motels, without any financial support from Petitioner, I could not
provide Hunter with an appropriate living situation in Los Angeles; at the same time, Petitioner
was living on a boat, a dangerous environment for Hunter, who is 3 year old and not a skilled
swimmer. With no financial support from Petitioner, as the primary caretaker of Hunter since his

birth, I returned to Vancouver, Canada, our son’s habitual residence since April 2014, and our
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son’s “home” state. Vancouver is where Hunter has his custom bedroom that I made to look like a
treehouse, all his toys and friends, playground and swimming pool in our condo building, drop in
day care, and where I have beautiful home, my car and my support system of family and friends,
my agent and where I'm building my career.

Upon receiving notice on June 4, 2015 of Petitioner’s Ex Parte Request for Order seeking sole
legal and sole physical custody of the minor child, I attempted to purchase airline tickets to Los
Angeles to appear at the Ex Parte hearing. With only approximately $18 in my bank account, I
begged and demanded that Petitioner deposit funds into my bank account so as to allow me and
Hunter to fly to Los Angeles. Copies of text communications between Petitioner and me confirming
Petitioner’s refusal to provide me with any funds to travel to Los Angeles for the hearing are attached
hereto as Exhibit “V”” and incorporated herein by this reference. My bank account statement for this
period was previously attached as Exhibit “U” and incorporated herein by this reference. As a result, I
could not afford to appear at the June 5, 2015 hearing.

I have complied with all of this Court’s orders. I returned Hunter to California. And ]
gave Hunter’s US Passport to Petitioner. I have no intention of violating any of this Court’s
orders. However, given the above, I request tﬁat the Court find that Vancouver, Canada is our
son’s “home” state, deny Petitioner’s requested relief, and grant my requested relief.

I request that the Court sanctions Petitioner for his conduct in this action and order him
to pay to me the sum of $20,000 forthwith. I have been forced to borrow in excess of $30,000
from family and friends to litigate this action in Los Angeles, including travelling between
California and Canada. I do not have the ability to continue incurring such costs while Petitioner
continues to misrepresent the facts to this Court. Petitioner’s lies and misrepresentations to the
Court have caused the issues of custody to be unnecessary litigated in California, when the facts
\

2\
2\
\\
\
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IN RE MARRIAGE OF RANDOY BD621137
clearly show that Canada is our son’s “hoe state”. Petitioner is using his financial means to gain an
ta;:tical advantage with the expectation that I would not have had the financial ability to oppose his
requests. His conduct is egregious and must be sanctioned. Further, Petitioner’s abuse of the legal
system is depriving me of any physical contact with our son since July 1, 2015 is demonstrative of
Petitioner’s true colors, and motivation with the instant custody litigation.

I declare, under penalty of perjury of the laws of the State of California that the
foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 19TH day of July 2015, at Vancouver, British

Columbia.

62 piiachen telefox sgnriee
MARIEKE RANDOY
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clearly show that Canada is our son’s “hoe state”. Petitioner is using his financial means to gain an

tactical advantage with the expectation that [ would not have had the financial ability to oppose his

system is depriving me of any physical contact with our son since July 1, 2015 is demonstrative of
Petitioner’s true colors, and motivation with the instant custody litigation,

I declare, under penalty of perjury of the laws of the State of California that the
foregoing is true and correct, Executed this 19TH day of July 2015, at Vancouver, British

Columbl. IAREOIN -4
MARIEKE

RANDOY
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DECLARATION OF MARIEKE RANDOY
I, MARIEKE RANDOY, hereby declare: |
I am the Respondent in this matter. | am filing this Declaration in support of my Reguest
for Order filed June 15, 2015, and in opposition to Petitioner's Request for Order filed June 5,
2015, If called upon to testify, I could and would testify competently to the following facts, which
are all within my personal knowledge. I offer my declaration in lieu of personal testimony pursuant

to Sections 2009 and 2015.5 of the California Code of Civil Procedure, Rule 5.118, Califomia Ruleg

of Court, Reifler v. Superior Court (1994) 39 Cal.App.3d 479, and Marriage of Stevenot (1984)
Cal.App.3d 1051.

BACKGROUND/PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

Petitioner and I were married on Seplember 27, 2011, and separated on May 20, 20135.
There is one minor child of the mariage, Hunter Randoy bormn April 10, 2012, age 3 years
(hereinafler, “Hunter™). Petition of Dissolution and Petitioner’s Declaration under Uniform Child
Custody Jurisdiction and Enforcement Act (“UCCJEA™) were {iled May 19, 2015. [ was served
with the Petition for Dissolution on May 21, 2015. For reasons and circumstances explained

4.2 LACKS FouNDATION

below, on or ab_out May 28, 20135, Hunter and [ flew to Vancouver, Canada,Ee—em-hmﬂe;-wfr&h
spg;f,uu:'ﬁou,p.ssu MES FRCTS WNOT (1) Brpee (B

At the June 5, 2015 hearing on Petitioner’s Ex Parte Request for Order seeking sole legal
and sole physical custody of the minor child, at which 1 was not present, this Court made the
following temporary orders pénding hearing on June 26, 2015: Sole legal and sole physical
custody of the minor child to Petitioner; No visitations to Marieke; Marieke shall forthwith return
the minor child to Petitioner; Marieke shall forthwith release the minor child’s American and
Canadian passports to Petitioner’s counsel. A copy of the June 5, 2015 Minute Order is atlached
hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by this reference. A copy of the Temporary
Emergency Court Orders are atiached hereto as Exhibit “B” and incorporated herein by this
reference. 1 was never served with notice of the Cowrt’s June 5, 2015 orders.

Response in this action was tiled on June 17, 2015, attached hereto as Exhibit “C” and

incorporated herein by this reference. My Declaration under UCCIEA was filed on June 18, 2015,
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attached hereto as Exhibit “D” and incorporated herein by this reference.

On June 26, 2015, I initiated a dissolution action in Canada, Case No. E151794 in the
Supreme Court of British Columbia (“Canadian Family Law Action™). A copy of Notice of Family
Claim is attached hereto as Exhibit “E” and incorporated herein by this reference. Petitioner was
personally serviced with the Notice of Family Law Claim on July 6, 2015. A copy of the
Affidavit of Personal Service is attached hereto as Exhibit “F” and incorporated herein by this
reference.

At the June 26, 2015 hearing on Petitioner’s Reqyest for Order filed June 5, 2015, this
Court modified the June 5, 2015 temperary orders and made the following temporary orders
pending & continued hearing on July 1, 2015: Joint legal custody of the minor child; Sole physical
custody of the minor child to Marieke; Visitation to Petitioner with the minor child every weekend
from Friday at 3:00 p.m. to Monday at 8:00 p.m.; Petitioner shall pay travel expenses relating to
visitations, subject to reallocation. A copy of the June 26, 2013 Minute Order is attached hereto as
Exhibit “G” and incorporated hersin by this reference.

At the July 1, 2015 continued hearing on Petitioner’s Request for Order filed June 5, 2015,
this Court vacated the June 26, 2015 orders, and continued the hearing to July 31, 2015. The Court
further ordered me fo provide the Court and opposing counsel with information from the Canada
court proceedings including the name of the Judge assigned to her case, no later than July 10,
2015. A copy of the July 1, 2015 Minuwte Order is attached hereto as Exhibit “H” and
incorporated herein by this reference.

On Juiy 6, 2015, I amecanded the dissolution action in Canada so as to strike the Canadian
Courl’s jurisdiction with respect lo marital staius, spousal support, and division of asscts and
debts. A copy of the Amended Notice of Family Law Claim is attached hereto as Exhibit “I” and
incorporated herein by this reference. )

On July 13, 2015, { filed an 2x Parre Request for Order, which was denied. The Court
indicated ihat the Court must determine the issues of jurisdiction and my rermoval of the minor child
in violation of the Automatic Temporary Restraining Orders. A copy of the Court’s Order of July 15,

2015 and Minute order are collectively attached hereto as Exhibit “J” and incorporated herein by this

z
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refercnce.

As part of my Ex Parte Request for Order filed July 13, 2015, for the following day, |
submitted to this Court, three copies, one for opposing counsel, with exhibits documenting the
initiation of the Canadian Family Law Action (Exhibit “D”), as well as an email from my Canadian
+ counsel explaining the Canadian procedural process for assignment of judges (Exhibit “C™).

On July 15, 2015, my Ex Parte Request for Order seeking sole legal and sole physical custody
of the minor child, permission to remove the minor child from California to Vancouver Canada, the
retun of the minor child’s U.S. Passport to Marieke, etc. filed July 15, 2015 for the the following
day, was denied and set for hearing on July 31, 2015. A copy of the Court’s Order of July 15, 2015 is
attached hereto as Exhibit “K” and incorporated herein by this reference.

On July 16, 2015, this Court denied Pctitioner’s Ex Parle Request for Domestic Violence
Protection Act Restraining Orders, and continued the matter to July 31, 2015, That same date, this
Court denied my Ex Parte Request for Domestic Violence Protection Act Restraining Orders.

MY REQUESTED RELIEF

I request the following relief: (1} That the Court make a finding that the “home state” for
purposes of custody jurisdiction is Vancouver, British Columbia; (2) Sole legal and sole physical
custody of the minor child_to me, pending hearing in the Canadian Family Law Action; (3) Order
allowing me to remove Hunter from California and return to Vancouver, British Columbia; (4) That
Petitioner return to me forthwith Hunter’s US Passport; (5) Reasonable visitation to Petitioner with
Hunter in Yancouver, British Columbia, pending hearing in the Canadian Family Law Action;
© Thza"[s,“?°‘ef;é’§§“:;3dsa£i¥£:’f e SOOI TN | prsumennerive
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* 1 have been a stay-at- -home mother to Hunter and responsibie for him at all times since
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-peﬂed-o-f-nme»] The past 3 weeks have been the longest period of time, by far, that Hunter and 1

have been separated since he was born.
o COMULMSION ; LACKS TopmDAT oM
A7 c,ch,w:SQON Assumf‘b ;:,\m NOT IN EnDENCE
wotin-Huntera-best-interest| Y 1o-parenrt-thal Rte
LACKS FOUMDM\QN
Hme

5 &

sp-Hunteris-onlythrecysars.old.-andunableto-understand
\.AVKS Eoww\\ \md SFECULATION ASSUMES FPACTS NAT (W E\noau.i
3 Mﬁ%&b&s&ed—ﬂ;%aageml%&wmp
“#‘{ LAC&S Fouu%fxom SPECULAT\ON AS‘SUME AN = WAV 1N EVVDENCE
works-and-musts snthird nartics mm&mf#ﬁ;ﬂm%mm
:ﬂiO uchs FOUNDATION | SPELULAT) oN
MMBWWMWWMMW&%@

“HOME STATE” JURISDICTION

Hunter has lived with me in Vancouver, British Columbia, Canada since April 2014, more
than six consecutive months immediately before the commencement of the instant procecding
(initiated on May 19, 2015). My Declaration under UCCIEA filed June 18, 2015 accurately reflects

that the minor child has resided with me in Vancouver, British Columbia since April 2014.
# 11 LACKS FHonNDATION YAGUE AND AMBIGLOLS; HEARSAY
[MMMMMM@MWWMMMWWMM

%M&WM@M—B@EMM»WMG—M@W]TO facilitate this move, Petitioner entered into
a lease for a condominium located at 668 Citade] Parade, Unit 2006, Vancouver, British Columbia,
Canada (“Canadian Residence”) for a term of one-year and one-half month, commencing May 15,

2014 and ending May 30, 2015 (“Lease™). A copy of the Lease is attached herelo as Exhibit “L” and
#4121 HEARSAY _ _
incorporated hercin by this reference. |Qa-the-loase-applisationforthe-loanadian-Residence, Petitioner

-states-as-his-reason-for-meving-that-he.ds—reloeatinglo-Canadato-work-in-the-Enterlainment
35 13 1 EXHIBIT CONTA RIS HEARSAY

.\

¥a)

#ed: LACKS FoumpArTiON ; SPECULATION ,
wiorersold-all-of-his-fumiuro-and-many-belengings-i-hes-Angeles-in-preparation-for-his
#%:'15 Prt_APﬁN‘( . ;«cvzs D unwmau

mmwmmp}mm@mmwmmmmmwmj@%w
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i,(p Bl (5 HEARSAY

wzwmmmemmmchmmmmmmj

During marriage, after Hunter and I permanently moved to Canada, Petitioner intermittently

traveled between California and Canada for purposes of visiting Hunter and me. i g—-the-
LACKS FoLUMDATION ; SPECULATION ; pSSuMES FACTS NOT 1 EXIDENCE | con

reoment that Hunter and-L-would continue 10 reside.in
-Gaméa] On or about January 5, 2015, Petitioner even imported my vehicle to Canada. Copies of
documentation confirming the importation of vehicle to Canada are attached hereto as Exhibit “Q?”
and incorporated herein by this reference.

On or about April 20135, prior to the parties’ separation, I negotiated with the landlord of the |
Canadian Residence to extend the Lease for a one-year term. I notified Petitioner of this extension.
Petitioner was also notified of this extension by the fandlord for the Canadian Residence on or about
May 26, 2015, during the course of Petitioner’s attempt to terminate the Lease aﬂer our separation,

#1419 EMAXLS
despite my informing Petitioner that Hunter and T will remain residing in CmmadaEA—sepy—

ARE, HEARSAM
-commenisations—betwesh—~tho-tandlerd--and-Retitioner—is—aliached—horoto~as—Exhibit—tPl-and
—iaeeqaewtsd—mm—by&}mfemé\

FTLG . ASSUMES FACTE NET i EvIDENCE | CONCLUSION -
MWMWWMM%MWF%JH was at all
times our intention to remain in Canada, and await Petitioner. Hunter and 1 visited California for the
first time more than a year after we moved to Vancouver, and it was for purposes of facilitating
Petitioner’s visitation with Hunter and for me to see my doctor and dentist. On or about April 26,
2015, Hunter and I travelied to Los Angeles to visit Petitioner, and to see my doctor and dentist, with
the expectation that we would return to Canada afier a short visit in T.os Angeles. During this trip,
Hunter became sick with Rotavirus, causing him to vomit and have diarrhea. As a result, [ postponed
Hunter’s and my return to Capada, which return was further delayed due to Hunter's continued
illness. During this delayed stay in Califorria, Petitioner initiated and served me with the instant
action.
F20 1 LACKS FOUNDATIAON | CORLLUSION | . ASSUMES FACTS nNof N E‘“DGN(&.,
Petitioner—has-ecommitied—a~frand-on-this

ARGUMENTATIVE . . .
HECIEAfiled-May—+0;-20455 tiat-Fhunter-has-resided—with-Loetitioner—from—-Aprt-2014-through
ﬁ&e&%@&%ﬂ“@m@%&&mﬂ%@@%a&fmj A copy of Petitioner’s
Declaration under UCCJEA filed May 19, 2015 is attached hereto as Exhibit “Q” and incorporated

Declaration of Marieke Randoy
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C LRSS ﬁmw;mmm; SPECULATION
herein by this reference. [I‘-h BA38M, ; ] el-ReyCalifornia-address_js-

M&mm:dewwmmwhmmmm
WA copy of Google Maps and UPS website information confirming that the

aforementioned Maxella Avenue address is, in fact, the loca‘non of a UPS store is attached hereto as

o ) ) i ! CONCLUSION [ LACKS TouNDATION
Exhibit “R” and incorporated herein by this refez'ence.[ as-n&#e&-&esaded-&&-&h&s-

1 ith Hunterfox es.0f forri his.C wp o ,,..]..]

On his Declaration under UCCIEA, Petitioner admits that Hunter has lived at the Canadian
2% CONCAUSIONG LACKS FouRDATION
Residence, albeit he claims with both parents. {Given-tha-Huater-neverresided-at
#\SSQMES FACTS 10T 1w EVIDEMCE
Mmsemmmmmwmmw

4 - ax\mv.uq'om Ass\.w\es %c:ts NOT i EV\DGNLE-

Ed

¥ 2
commencement-of-this.action, %u;&
M@&a@m&@mm%pémpnwﬂwmmmm—m&mwmwﬂ

Instead, Petitioner would travel intermittently to visit Hunter and me in Canada, and on one occasion,

Hunter and I travelled to California, or or about April 26, 2015, for purposes of visiting Petitioner.
R-08: ComLUnion} LpckS FouNpaTIown

E«maé&-has»‘-“h@m&st@‘ iQljridedichian-averdihs-issuss-ofcustodywandwisitaticn-indhe-Ganadian.

2(p: LATKS FOUNDATION ) SPELVLATION MISSTATES DecLaAToN
MM%&%}MPI&*%MMM&M&R%M

abfomey.in-Ganada-filed-concurrenthyhorowithy-the-Supreme-Gourt-o L Brtish-Columbia-has-net
declined te-exerciso-junsdiction-in-fect-a-Judgs-wit-be-assk
at-the-first-heasing-n-the-actionrafler Retitioner-hersin-files-hisRespense-tn-tho-Ganadiea-Family-Law

Aet&en-] To date, despite having been served, Petitioner has yet to file his Response to the Canadian
H 27 LACKS {“OUNDP\TloM SPCLDLAT\OM : ASSOMES FACTS NOT 1N B DENGE.
Family Law Action. @e&ﬂe&e&s«é Lo 5543 eredian-BanmtibicbancAction-has

-eaased—a—ée}ay’iﬂihe»assigumen&ef-&\iuéged

NO EMERGENCY JURISDICTION
,% L.HCKS FbuNDF{\‘\oN coNESIONS
Sk @ wen-he-alegodrat-his-Ex-Rate Requestfor-Orderfiled June
29 LRCKS RUMDATION;
5:2015-that-L-kidnapped-erabductedddunier] | never abducted Hunter. [Bet:&-konwas,—et—aﬂ
SPECOLAT O | ASSUNES FACIS NaT W ENTREME

me&ﬁm&%em%m&éwd—ﬁum&wh&&abwmmm
-Resféeﬂee
A0 HREARSAN
@-n-M 5-205afer-inttintiorofthisaetenrPettttoneremativd-the-landlord of the

CanadianRestdencenotifpteg-hm-chat-HfMaricke-choosesto-stay-ir-Saneda-and-not-move-back

&
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to-LA-with-hersony-she-ll-be-paying-frent]-Fhatis-something-you-ase-welcomo-to-take-up-wvith
F 34 BMAWL s HEARSAY :
%s&j%&%@y&hwm&h&a&%@h&éhemm&wﬂammww

HEARSAY S CLONLLUSIGN [ LACKS FoumbDATION
-pefe%emé}@u&emn-h’iay@é«z&lé, J—emﬂ#e&ﬁetmenepand-h;&wmsel-ngnﬁymg.themyam@ng-

other-thingsthat-Hunter-and-Lpermanentbyroside-in-Canada-and-Huntercannet-bosemoved-from.
#43: EMALL 1S HEARSAY
M@e@m%m%&ﬁ%@%%&hh&%%m&é
-h&sm—by&h&s—set@:eﬂeeaAccordingiy, [ did not abduct the minor child as claimed by Petitioner in
his Ex Parte Request for Order filed June 5, 2015.
[ did not violate the Automatic Restraining Orders which I understand (o mean that the
minor ¢hild cannot be removed from the state in which he has been a resident for 6 months

r®¥34. <:oa4c,a.usmu ».ss\mes?acrs NOT (N EwDENLE
preceding the initiation of the action. E—&e&m&d— d £h : :

. . . . 12&35 LACK.‘S FouNDATH:»M .SPEC&LA‘T\OM CDN(,\..USIGN

actien-n-California~-whenrdhereis-ne-basis-forCaliforniade.b S
[#'5(0 ARQUIAENTATIVE 5 LLALKS Pow-lbm'\om CoMeLLsSion

%m&rmmmwmmammw
financialbucheking sofusingte-provide-smc-with-anfinorcial-suppor-since-commencement
# T A%xmcm,mwe LAC.Ks FoUHDATION; corcLuSion

Pstitioner-s-gontinusd-refusal-to-provide-moe-auy WAS of the date of our separation

FEIBLACKS FoUNDATION
or May 21, 2015, I had a negative balance in my bank account; xsedwwap;e?uﬂdmm’
ﬁﬁhume«rp{rwe— o “g #3 Oonu_usou ,p.ssumes FACTS HOT 11y

EVIDEMCE _
«sb;ld-a-pmna@e&s@t&k@ﬂ] intermittently worked as an actress but have nominal income and no

assets; 1 am financially dependent on Petitioner, who was the breadwinner during marriage.
Copies of my Wells Fargo Bank account ending 8372 for the period of May 11, 2015 through June
9, 2015 is attached hereto as Exhibit “U” and incorporated herein by this reference.

During my stay in Los Angeles, after [ was served with the Petition, I slept on various

friends’ couches and cheap motels, without any financial support from Petitioner, I could not
4*;40 LM’.V-S Foun pf-mokl

provide Hunter with an appropriate living situation in Los Angeles; ;
SPECULATIOW ; ABSUMNES FACTS NOT 1N BV IDEMLE ; ARGUMENTAT
vrag-linin, at-a-dangereus-eavirenment-for-Hunterwhe-is-3-yoar-eld-and-nota-slilled

1 LACKS FoauspATION CDNCLUSION Assume‘:s F&cr‘s chr IN EWDEN(,E >

swmesj@h&h—m-ﬁmw&l—aupp@ i-frpin-Rettions:
PROUM ENTATIVE™
birthrdreturaed-to-Va mmaémm-ammmwmm
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-seﬁ-fiheme-’-?-sm%Vancouver ié where Hunter has his custom bedroom that [ made to look like a
treehouse, all his toys and friends, playground and swimming pool in our condo buiiding, drop in

day care, and where I have beautiful home, my car and my support system of family and {riends,
my agent and where [’m building my career.

Upon receiving notice on June 4, 2015 of Patitioner’s Ex Parle Request for Order seeking sole
legal and sole physical custody of the minor clu]d I attempted to purchase airline tickets to Los

2,: HEARSAY 1 VAGUE AND AMBAIGUOUS
Angeles to appear at the Ex Parte hearing. [ 26t t

?

begged-agd..dwandcd.thatﬁcuuo osit-funds-{nto-may-bank-account-so-asdo-allowame-and

TEXTS ARE HEARSAY
MWWMWMMM@
Petitionci’s-refusal-to-provide-me-with-any-funds-to-travel-to-Los-Angeles-for-the-hearing-arc-attached
&wM&h@MM&mmMWWMy bank account statement for this
period was previously attached as Exhibit “U” and incorporated herein by this reference. As a result, 1
could not afford to appear at the June 5, 2015 hearing.

I have complied with all of this Court’s orders. | returned Hunter to Cajifornia. And 1
gave Hunter’s US Passport to Petitioner. | have no intention of violating any of this Court’s
orders. However, given the above, 1 request thst the Court find that Vancouver, Canada is our
son’s “home” state, deny Petificner’s requested relief, and grant my requested relief.

[ request that the Court sanctions Petitioner for his conduct in this action and order him
to pay to me the sum of $20,000 forthwith. I have been forced to borrow in excess of $30,000
from family and friends to litigate this action in Los Angeles, including travelling between
California and Canada. I do not have the ability to continue incurring such costs while Petitioner

ILACKS FoUNIDATION 5 ARGUMENTATINE |
continues to misrepresent the facts to this Court. P&mm%e&aﬁdwese
CoMCLISIOn

Laut-have-causedthe-issuesof.custodyto-be-unnssossarpditigated-in-GCalifosniawhentbhe-feols
\\

A\

W\

\\

\
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FA5 LA FouNDATON ; SPECLLAT(ON;
Mw&ab@m&dmamn—s—hm&a@-}mmeswwngh&fmmmal-meanm-gam

ARGIIAENTATIVE CONCLUSIONM,
eagwr&r&he- ~that<-would-not-have-had-the-firancial-ability-to-appese-his
&4(_0' FoOMDATION |
sequem} His conduct is egregious and must be sanctioned. [Fu#ﬁw&-?e&ﬁener—-s-&buse—eﬁhe-}ega!
MOY (M BV DEMNCE - CONCAUSION | ARGUMENTATIVE » SPECALATION

Md:pﬁam &mﬁawmmmm“sommmwm S-is-demonstrative-of
1 declare, under penalty of perjury of the laws of the State of California that the
foregoing is true and correct, Executed this 19TH day of July 2015, at Vancouver, British

Columbia. Tﬂm

MARIEKE RANDOY

3
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PROOF OF SERVICE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

I am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of California. | am over the age of
18 and not a party to the within action; my business address is 11111 Santa Monica Bivd.,
Suite 1700, Los Angeles, CA 90025 On July 29, 2015, | served the document described as:
PETITIONER’S OBJECTION AND MOTION TO STRIKE PORTIONS OF THE
DECLARATION OF RESPONDENT, MARIEKE RANDOY, DATED JULY 19, 2015 on the
interested party(ies) in this action at the following address, fax number, or email address:

Anat Resnik, Esq.

LAW OFFICES OF ANAT RESNIK
15760 Ventura Blvd., Suite 1160
Encino, CA 91436
anat@anatresnik.com

Q (BY CERTIFIED MAIL RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED) 1 enclosed the documents in
a sealed envelope or package addressed to the persons at the addresses listed above and
placed the envelope for collection and mailing, following our ordinary business practices. |
am “readily familiar” with the firm’'s practice of collecting and processing correspondence for
mailing. On the same day that correspondence is placed for collection and mailing, it is
deposited in the ordinary course of business with the United States Postal Service, in a
sealed envelope with postage fully prepaid. | am aware that on motion of party served,
service is presumed invalid of postal cancellation date or postage meter date is more than
one (1) day after date of deposit for mailing in affidavit.

O (BY OVERNIGHT DELIVERY) | enclosed the documents in an envelope ordpackage

rovided by an overni?ht delivery carrier and addressed to the persons at the addresses
isted above. | placed the envelope or package for collection and overnight delivery at an
office or a regularly utilized drop box of the overnight delivery carrier

XX (BY EMAIL) | caused the documents to be sent to the persons at the email addresses
listed above. | did not receive, within a reasonable time after the transmission, any electronic
message or other indication that the transmission was unsuccessful.

Q (BY PERSONAL SERVICE) | personally delivered the documents to the Ferson or at the
erson’s office by leaving the documents in an envelope or package clearly labeled to
iIdentify the person being served with a receptionist or an individual in charge of the office.

EXECUTED on July 29, 2015, at Los Angeles, California

XX (STATE) | declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that
the above is true and correct.

4
In re Marriage of Randoy LASC Case No. BD621137
Petitioner's Objection and Motion to Strike Respondent's Declaration dated July 19, 2015
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NICHOLAS A. SALICK, ESQ. (SBN 236583) Supeﬁoggl" D.
SALICK FAMILY LAW GROUP, APLC County of"i'o‘s’&‘ff’goma
9595 WILSHIRE BLVD., SUITE 900 geles ‘
BEVERLY HILLS, CA 90212 JuL 24 Zuis
TEL.: (310) 492-4324 Sherri R, Carter, g tive OF
FAX: (310) 492-4325 By ficer/Clerk
anett - » Deputy
Attorney for Petitioner,
REED RANDOY
SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - CENTRAL DISTRICT
In re the Marriage of: ) CASE NO. BD621137
)
REED RANDOY, ) PETITIONER’STOBJECTION AND
) MOTION TO STRIKE RESRONDENT’S
) BRIEF DATED JULY 20, 20
Petitioner, )
and ) Date: July 31, 2015
) Time: 8:30 a.m.
MARIEKE RANDOY, ) Dept.:
) Judge: Honorabte Tamatfa E. Hall
] o

Respondent.

Petitioner, REED RANDOQY, hereby objects to Respondent, MARIEKE RANDQY's,
Brief dated July 20, 2015, a copy of which (excluding declarations and exhibits) is attached
hereto as EXHIBIT “A” and incorporated herein by this reference for the Couﬁ's
convenience, and respectfully requests that this Court strike the Brief in its entirety based
upon the grounds for the objections set forth below.

California Rules of Court Rule 3.1113 states in pertinent part:

(a) Memorandum in support of motion:

A party filing a motion, except for a motion listed in rule 3.1114,
must serve and file a supporting memorandum. The court may
construe the absence of a memorandum as an admission that the
motion or special demurrer is not meritorious and cause for its
denial and, in the case of a demurrer, as a waiver of all grounds
not supported.

1
In re Marriage of Randoy . LASC Case No. BD621137
Petitioner's Objection and Motion to Strike Respondent's Brief Dated July 20, 2015
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(b) Contents of memorandum:

The memorandum must contain a statement of facts, a concise
statement of the law, evidence and arguments relied on, and a
discussion of the statutes, cases, and textbooks cited in support
of the position advanced. . ‘

(c) Case citation format:

A case citation must include the official report volume and page
number and year of decision. The court must not require any
other form of citation.

(d) Length of memorandum:

Except in a summary judgment or summary adjudication motion,
no opening or responding memorandum may exceed 15
pages. In a summary judgment or summary adjudication motion,
no opening or responding memorandum may exceed 20 pages.
No reply or closing memorandum may exceed 10 pages. The
page limit does not include exhibits, declarations, attachments,
the table of contents, the table of authorities, or the proof of
service.

(e) Application to file longer memorandum:

A party may apply to the court ex parte but with written notice
of the application to the other parties, at least 24 hours before
the memorandum is due, for permission to file a longer
memorandum. The application must state reasons why the
argument cannot be made within the stated limit.

(f) Format of longer memorandum:

A memorandum that exceeds 10 pages must include a table
of contents and a table of authorities. A memorandum that
exceeds 15 pages must also include an opening summary of
argument.

(g) Effect of filing an oversized memorandum:

A memorandum that exceeds the page limits of these rules
must be filed and considered in the same manner as a late-
filed paper. »
[Emphasis added.]

In re Marriage of Randoy
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Respondent’s Brief dated July 20, 2015 is a total of 134-pages in length, including a
Memorandum of Points and Authorities, a Declaration of Marieke Randoy, and 22-exhibits.
The Memorandum of Points and Authorities is 21-pages in length excluding all exhibits,
declarations, attachments, tables, and the proof of service, thereby exceeding the permitted
page limit prescribed by section of Rule 3.1113(d). Additionally, Respondent’'s Memorandum
does not include a table of contents, a table of authorities, or an opening summary of
argument as required by subsection of Rule 3.1113(f). Petitioner has not received any notice
of application by Respondent to the Court to file a longer memorandum as required by
subsection Rule 3.1113(e), and Respondent did not submit an application to the Court as to
why her argument cannot be made within the stated limit of the court rules. No justification
for her failure to adhere to this Rule is apparent. Respondent should be held to the same
court rules to which Petitioner is subject. Respondent's Memorandum of Points and
Authorities clearly violates numerous sections of Rule 3.1113.

In light of Respondent’s oversized memorandum, lacking a table of contents, a table
of authorities, and an argument summary, any probative value is outweighed by the
probability that its submission will necessitate an undue consumption of the Court’'s time.
Rule 3.1113 includes language that is mandatory, not permissive, concerning strict
limitations on form and content. Further prejudicing Petitioner is the fact that he lacks the
opportunity to file/serve a Reply Brief. Thus, Respondent’s Brief must be considered in the
same manner as a late filed paper and stricken in its entirety.

Filed concurrently herewith under separate cover is the [Proposed] Court's Ruling on
Petitioner's Objection and Motion to Strike Respondent’s Brief Dated July 20, 2015.

Respectfully submitted:
Dated: July 24, 2015 SALICK FAMILY LAW GROUP

o Mo /]

/NICHOLAS A. SALICK, ESQ.
Attorney for Petitioner,
REED RANDOY

3
In re Marriage of Randoy LASC Case No. BD621137
Petitioner’'s Objection and Motion to Strike Respondent's Brief Dated July 20, 2015
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In Re Marriage of Randoy Case No. BD621137

Law Offices of Anat Resnik

Anat Resnik, CFLS, SBN 192047
15760 Ventura Boulevard, Ste. 1160
Encino, California 91436

Phone: (818) 990-1405

Fax: (818) 475-5320

Attorneys for Respondent

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

In re the Marriage of: Case No. BD621137

Petitioner: REED RANDOY BRIEF RE JURISDICTION, ETC.;

REQUEST FOR SANCTIONS
and '
RFO:

Date: July 31, 2015
Time: 8:30 a.m.
Dept: ®“22”

Respondent: MARIEKE RANDOY

L I

HON. TAMARA HALL

Respondent, Marieke Randoy (hereinafter, Marieke”), submits
the following Brief re* Jurisdiction, etc., and Request for
Sanctions. At issue is whether California has jurisdiction for
purposes of making any child custody determination in this action.

1. BACKGROUND/PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

The parties were married on September 27, 2011, and separated
on May 20, 2015. There is one minor child of the marriage, Hunter
Randoy born April 10, 2012, age 3 vyears (hereinafter, “minor
child”).

Petition of Dissolution and. Petitioner’s Declaration under

Uniform Child Custody Jurisdiction and Enforcement Act (“UCCJEA”)

1
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In Re Marriage of Randoy Case No. BD621137

were filed May 19, 2015.-

Marieke was served with the Petition for Dissolution on May
21, 2015. For reasons and circumstances explained below, on or
about May 28, 2015, Marieke and the minor child flew to Vancouver,
Canada, with Petitioner’s knowledge.

At the June 5, 2015 hearing on Petitioner’s Ex Parte Request
for Order seeking sole legal and sole physical custody of the minor
child, at which Marieke was not present, this Court made the
following temporary orders pending hearing on June 26, 2015:

1. Sole legal and sole physical custody of the minor child

to Petitioner;

2. No visitations to Marieke;

3. Marieke shall forthwith xeturn the minor child to
Petitioner;

4. Marieke shall forthwith release the minor child’s

American and Canadian passports to Petitioner’s counsel.

A copy of the June 5, 2015 Minute Order is attached hereto as
Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by this reference. A copy of
the Temporary Emergency--Court Orders are attached hereto- as Exhibit-
“B” and incorporated herein by this reference. Marieke received
service of Petitioner’'s Ex Parte Request for Order filed June 5,
2015 and the Court’s June 5, 2015 orders, only by mail, on or about
June 17, 2015.

Response in' this action was filed on June 17, 2015, attached
hereto as Exhibit “C” and incorporated herein by this reference.
Marieke’'s Declaration under UCCJEA was filed on June 18, 2015,
attached hereto as Exhibit ™“D” and incorporated herein by this

reference.
2
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In Re Marriage of Randoy Case No. BD621137

On June 26, 2015, Marieke initiated a dissolution action in
Canada, Case No. E151794 in the Supreme Court of British Columbia
("Canadian Family Law Action”)}. A copy of Notice of Family Claim is
attached hereto as Exhibit “E” and incorporated herein by this
reference. Petitioner was personally serviced with the Canadian
Family Law Action on July 6, 2015, A copy of the Affidavit of
Personal Service is attached hereto as Exhibit “F” and incorporated
herein by this reference.

At the June 26, 2015 hearing on Petitioner’'s Request for Order
filed June 5, 2015, this Court modified the June 5, 2015 temporary
orders and made the following temporary orders pending a continued

hearing on July 1, 2015:

1. Joint legal custody of the minor child;
2. Sole physical custody of the minor child to Marieke;
3. Visitation to Petitioner with the minor child every

weekend from Friday at 3:00 p.m. to Monday at 8:00 p.m.;

4. Petitioner shall pay travel expenses relating to
visitations, subject to reallocation.

A copy of the June 26, 2015 Minute Order is attached hereto as’
Exhibit “G” and incorporated heréin by this reference.

At the July 1, 2015 continued hearing on Petitioner’s Request
for Order filed June 5, 2015, this Court vacated the June 26, 2015
orders, and continued the hearing to July 31, 2015. The Court
further ordered Marieke to provide the Court and opposing counsel
with information from the Canada court proceedings including the
name of the Judge assigned to her case, no later than July 10,
2015. A copy of the July 1, 2015 Minute Order is attached hereto

as Exhibit “H” and incorporated herein by this reference.
3
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In Re Marriage of Randoy Case No. BD621137

On July 6, 2015, Marieke amended her dissolution action in
Canada so as to strike the Canadian Court’s Jjurisdiction with
respect to marital status, spousal support, and division of assets
and debts, leaving only the issues of custody and visitation. A
copy of the Amended Notice of Family Law Claim is attached hereto
as Exhibit “I” and incorporated herein by this reference.

On July 13, 2015, Marieke’s Ex Parte Request for Order filed
July 13, 2015 was denied. The Court indicated that the Court must
determine the issues of jurisdiction and Marieke’s removal of the
minor child in violation of the Automatic Temporary Restraining
Orders. A copy of the Court’s Order of July 13, 2015 and Minute
Order of July 13, 2015 are collectively attached hereto as Exhibit
“J” and incorporated herein by this reference.

As part of Marieke’s Ex Parte Request for Order filed July 13,
2015, Marieke submitted to this Court, and served.opposing counsel,
with exhibits documenting the initiation of the.Canadian Family Law
Action (Exhibit ®D”), as well as an email from Marieke’s Canadian
counsel explaining the Canadian procedural process for assignment
of judges (Exhibit *C”). -

On July 15, 2015, Marieke’s Ex Parte Request for Order seeking
sole legal and sole physical custody of the minor child, permission
to remove the minor child from California to Vancouver Canada, the
return of the minor child’s U;S. Passport to Marieke, etc. filed
July 15, 2015 was denied and set for hearing on July 31, 2015. A
copy of the Court’s Order of July 15, 2015 is attached hereto as
Exhibit “K” and incorporated herein by this reference. |

On July 16, 2015, this Court denied Petitioner’'s Ex Parte

Request for Domestic Violence Protection Act Restraining Orders,

4
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In Re Marriage of Randoy Case .No. BD621137

and continued the matter to July 31, 2015. That same date, this
Court denied Marieke’s Ex Parte Request for Domestic Violence

Protection Act Restraining Orders.
IT. PETITIONER BEARS THE BURDEN OF PROVING CALIFORNIA’S UCCJEA
JURISDICTION

»

The party initiating a California custody proceeding bears
the burden of establishing California’s UCCJEA jurisdiction. In
re Baby Boy M. (2006) 141 CA4th 588, 599, 46 CR3d 196, 203.

Jurisdiction over child custody and/or visitation may be
exercised in the proceeding only when jurisdictional conditions
established by the Federal Parental Kidnapping Prevention Act
(FPKPA, 28 USC section 1738A) and Uniform Child Custody

Jurisdiction and Enforcement Act (UCCJEA, Family Code section

3400 et seq.) are satisfied at the time the custody/visitation

determination is sought. Family Code section 3421 et seq.

The aforementioned Acts identify the state with exclusive
jurisdiction to make an initial custody/visitation determination
and ensure that only one state will have exclusive, continuing

jurisdiction to modify a child custody/visitation once made.

IIT. CALIFORNIA DOES NOT HAVE “HOME STATE” JURISDICTION FOR
PURPOSES OF MAKING A CHILD CUSTODY DETERMINATION 1IN THIS
ACTION

Family Code section 3421 (a) (1) provides, inter alia:

“Except as otherwise provided in Section 3424, a court of
this state has jurisdiction to make an initial child custody
determination only if..This state is the home state of the
child on the date of the commencement of the proceeding, or
was the home state of the child within six wmonths before the
commencement of the proceeding and the child is absent from
this state but a parent or person acting as a parent
continues to live in this state.”

)
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In Re Marriage of Randoy Case No. BD621137

Family Code section 3402 (g) defines "“home state” as

follows:

"Home state" means the state in which a child lived with a
parent or a person acting as a parent for at least six
consecutive months immediately before the commencement of a
child custody proceeding..A period of temporary absence of
any of the mentioned persons is part of the period.”

The Declaration under UCCJEA gives absolute priority
jurisdiction to the child’s home state in all initial custodial
adjudications. There cannot be “concurrent” UCCJEA jurisdiction.
See, Marriage of Nurie (2009) 176 CA4th 478, 497-498; 98 CR3d

200, 217-218 (citing text). The minimum six-month forum state

residence must exist at the time the custody petition is filed.

In the case at hand, the minor child has lived with Marieke
in Vancouver, British ‘Columbia, Canada for at ‘least six
consecutive months immediately before the commenceﬁent of the
instant proceeding on May 19, 2015 (when the Petition of
Dissolution was filed). Accordingly, Marieke’s Declaration under
UCCJEA filed June 18, 2015 accurately reflects that the minor child
has resided with her in Vancouver, British Columbia since April
2014. h

On or about April 2014, Marieke and the minor child
permanently moved to Vancouver, British Columbia, with the promise
from Petitioner that he would follow. To facilitate this move,
Petitioner entered into a lease for a condominium located at 668
Citadel Parade, Unit 2006, Vancouver, British Columbia, Canada
(“Canadian Residence”) for a term of one-year and one-half month,

commencing May 15, 2014 and ending May 30, 2015 (“Lease”). A copy

6
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In Re Marriage of Randoy Case No. BD621137

of the Lease is attached hereto as Exhibit “L” and incorporated
herein by this reference. On the lease application for the
Canadian Residence, Petitioner states, as his reason for moving,
that he is “relocating to Canada to work in the Entertainment
business.” A copy of the lease application is attached hereto as
Exhibit “M” and incorporated herein by this reference.

Petitioner sold all of his belongings in Los Angeles in
preparation for his move to Canada. On April 27, 2014, Petitioner
emailed family and friends notifying them that the Marieke and the
minor chila are officially in Vancouver, Canada, and that he
intends to join them. A copy of this email is attached hereto as
Exhibit “N” and incorporated herein by this reference.

During marriage, after Marieke and the minor child permanently
moved to Canada, Petitioner intermittently traveled between
California and Canada for purposes of visiting Marieke and the
minor child. Until filing the instant action, Petitioner was, at
all times in agreement that Marieke and the minor.- child would
continue to reside in Canada. This is evidenced by Petitioner
importing - Marieke’s car to Canada on or about January 5, 2015.°
Copies of documentation confirming the importation of Marieke’s car
to Canada are attached hereto as Exhibit “0” and incorporated
herein by this reference. Interesting, Petitioner claims on his
Petition for Dissolution, that the parties’ date of separation is
December 31, 2014, yet Petitioner exported Marieke’s vehicle from
California to Canada after this purported separation.

On or about April 2015, prior to the parties’ separation in
May of 2015, Marieke discussed with the landlord of the Canadian

Residence the extension of the Lease on the Canadian Residence for
7
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In Re Marriage of Randoy Case No. BD621137

a one-year term. Petitioner only objected to this extension after
serving Marieke with the Petition of Dissolution and, in a clear
attempt to force Marieke and the minor child out of their home in
Canada, Petitioner attempted to terminate the Lease. A copy of
email communications between the landlord of the Canadian Residence
and Petitioner is attached hereto as Exhibit “p” aﬁd incorporated
herein by this reference.

Marieke and the minor child have remained, at all times,
residents of Canada since April 2014. Both Marieke and the minor
child are citizens of Canada. All of Marieke and the minor child'’s
belongings are in Canada. Marieke’'s vehicle was exported to Canada.
Marieke and the minor child only visited California for purposes of
facilitating Petitioner’s visitation with the minor child on one
occasion. Specifically, on or about April 26, 2015, Marieke and the
minor child travelled to Los Angeles to visit Petitioner, with the
expectation that they would return to Canada after a short visit.
During this trip to Los Angeles, the minor child became sick with
Rotavirus, causing him to vomit and have diarrhea. As a result,
Marieke postponed her and the minor child’s return to ‘Canada, which
return was further delayed due to the wminor child’s continued
illness. During this delayed stay in California, Petitioner
initiated and served Marieke with the instant action.

Petitioner has committed a fraud on this Court by claiming, on
his Declaration under UCCJEA filed May 19, 2015, that the minor
child has resided with Petitioner, from April 2014 through present,
at 13428 Maxella Avenue, #559, Marina Del Rey,. California. A copy
of Petitioner's Declaration under lUCCJEA filed May 19, 2015 is

attached heretc as Exhibit ©*Q” and incorporated herein by this
8
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In Re Marriage of Randoy Case No. BD621137

reference. The 13428 Maxella Avenue, {#559, Marina Del Rey,
California address is not Petitioner’s residence, and certainly not
where Petitioner has “fesided” with the minor child} it is a post
office box that Petitioner has maintained at az UPS Store for
purposes of receiving his mail. A copy of Google Maps and UPS
website information confirming that the aforementioned Maxella
Avenue address is, in fact, the location of a UPS store is attached
hereto as Exhibit *“R” and incorporated herein by thisg reference.
Clearly, the minor child has never resided at a UPS Store nor had
any residence in California for purposes of conferring on this
Court “home state” jurisdiction.

On his Declaration under UCCJEA, Petitioner admits that the
minor child has lived at the Canadién Residence, albeit he claims
with both Petitioner and Marieke. Given that the minor child never
resided at a UPS store with Petitioner, this is the only residence
of the minor child from April 2014 through the commencement of this
action. Further, as described herein and admitted to by Petitioner
in his declaration in support of his Ex Parte Request for Order
filed June 5, 2015, Petitioner never resided with Marieke and the
minor child at the Canadian Residence, but only intermittently
visited the minor child in Canada.

Despite ongoing promises that Petitioner would also relocate
to Canada, Petitioner never did. Nevertheless, ihis does not
diminish the permanent relocation of Marieke and the minor child to
Canada, and the intention of the parties to move to Canada.

Based on the foregoing, this Court does not have “home state”
jurisdiction for making any child custody determination in this

action. The Court in the Canadian Family Law Action has exclusive
9
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In Re Marriage of Randoy Case No. BD621137

“home state” jurisdiction over issues of custody and visitation.

IV. CALIFORNIA DOES NOT HAVE “ALTERNATIVE BASiS FOR
JURISIDICTION” FOR PURPOSES OF MAKING A CHILD CUSTODY
DETERMINATION IN THIS ACTION

Family Code section 3421(a) provides, inter alia:

“Except as otherwise provided in Section 3424, a court of
this state has jurisdiction to make an initial child custody
determination only if..

(2) A court of another state does not have
jurisdiction under paragraph (1), or a court of the home state of
the child has declined to exercise jurisdiction on the grounds
that this state is the more appropriate forum under Section 3427
or 3428, and both of the following are true:

(A) The child and the child's parents, or the
child and at least one parent or a person acting as a parent,
have a significant connection with this state other than mere
physical presence.

(B) Substantial evidence is available in this
state concerning the child's care, protection, training, and
personal relationships.

(3) All courts having jurisdiction under paragraph
(1) or (2) have declined to exercise jurisdiction on the ground
that a court of this state is the more appropriate forum to
determine the custody of the child under Section 3427 or 3428.

(4) No court of any other state would have
jurisdiction under the criteria specified in paragraph (1), (2),
or (3).

In the case at hand, as delineated above, the Canadian
Family Law Action has “home state” jurisdiction over the issues
of custody and visitation. As explained in the Declaration of
Brent Ellingson of Varty & Company, Marieke’s attorney in Canada,
filed concurrently herewith, the Supreme Court of British Columbia
has not declined to exercise jurisdiction; in fact, a Judge will be

assigned to the Canadian Family Law Action at the first hearing in

10
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In Re Marriage of Randoy Case No. BD621137

the action, after Reed Randoy, Petitioner herein, files his
Response in the Canadian Family Law Action. To date, despite
having been served, Petitioner has yet to file his Response to the
Canadian Family Law Action. Petitioner’s delay in £iling a Response
in the Canadian Family Law Action has caused a delay in the
assignment of a Judge. Accordingly, the requirements of Family
Code section 3421(a)(2), (3) and (4) have not been satisfied for
purposes of conferring the California Court with an alternative

basis for jurisdiction to make a child custody determination.

V. THIS COURT DOES NOT HAVE TEMPORARY EMERGENCY JURISDICTION TO
MAXE A CHILD CUSTODY DETERMINATION PER PETITIONER’S REQUEST

Family Code section 3424 provides, inter alia:

*(a) A court of this state has temporary emergency
jurisdiction if the child is present in this state and the child
has been abandoned or it is necessary in an emergency to protect
the child because the child, or a sibling or parent of the child,
is subjected to, or threatened with, mistreatment or abuse.”

The finding of an.‘“emergency” to support the éxercise of

Family Code section 3424 jurisdiction cannot bé based on

unsubstantiated allegations; nor should it be made “in a rush to
judgment.” A “full and fair gvidentiary hearing on the issue is
required. Marriage of Fernandez-Abin & Sanchez (2011) 191 Cas4th
1015, 1042, 120 CR3d 227, 247 (emphasis added); In re C.T. (2002)
100 CA4th 101, 107-108, 121 CR2d4d 897, 904.

Petitioner misled the Court when he alleged, in his Ex
Parte Request for Order filed June 5, 2015, that Marieke
kidnapped or abducted the minor child. Marieke did not abduct

the minor child to Canada, nor did Marieke violate the Automatic
11
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In Re Marriage of Randoy Case No. BD621137

Restraining Orders. Petitioner was, at all times, aware of
Marieke’s intent to retu;n to Canada, the child’s “*home state”
where the child has been residing for more than one year.
Petitioner was, at all times, aware of the minor child’s
whereabouts at the Canadian Residence, the rent for which
Petitioner had paid. |

Marieke returned to the Canadian Residence wiﬁh the minor
child with the clear understanding that British Columbia, Canada
is the minor child’s “home state”. Petitioner cannot now claim
that his fraudulent attempt to claim California as the minor
child’ “home state” would prohibit Marieke from returning the
minor child to the real “home state” of Canada per the Automatic
Restraining Orders.

On May 25, 2015, after initiation of this action,
Petitioner emailed the landlord of the Canadian Residence
notifying him that “If Marieke chooses to stay in Canada and not
move back to LA with her son, she’ll be paying [rent]. That is
something you are welcome to take up with her.” A copy of this
email is attached hereto as Exhibit “8” and incorporated herein
by this reference. Further, on May 26, 2015, Marieke emailed
Petitioner and his counsel notifying them that she and the minor
child permanently reside in Canada and the minor child cannot be
removed from his home in Canada. A copy of this email is attached
hereto as Exhibit “T” and incorporated herein.by this reference.
Accordingly, Marieke did not abduct the minor child nor violate
the Automatic Restraining Orders as alleged by Petitioner.

Further, Petitioner did not have the financial ability to

remain in Los Angeles given Petitioner’s continued refusal to
12
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In Re Marriage of Randoy Case No. BD621137

- provide her any financial support. A copy of Marieke’s Wells

Fargo Bank statement for the period of May 11, 2015 through June
6, 2015 is attached hereto as Exhibit “U” and incorpbfated herein
by this reference. As of the date of the parties’ separation on
May 20, 2015, Mariéke had a negative balance in her bank account,
and Petitioner refused to provide her with any financial support
in a clear attempt to financially choke her while she and the
minor child are in Los Angeles; Marieke is a stay-at-home mother
who is the minor child’s primary caretaker; Marieke
intermittently worked as an actress but has nominal income and no
assets; Marieke is financially dependent on Petitioner, who was
the breadwinner of the family throughout the parties’ marriage.
During her stay in Los Angeles, after the parties’

separation, Marieke slept on various friends’ couches; without
any financial support, Marieke could not provide the minor child
with an appropriate living situation in Los Angeles; at the same
time, Petitioner was living on a boat, a dangerous environment
for the minor child who is not a-skilled swimmer. With no
financial support from Petitioner, Merieke, as the primary
caretaker of the minor child since his birth, Marieke and the
minoxr child returned to the Canadian Residence as soon as the
minor child was well after his illness with Rotovirus.

Upon receiving ex parte notice on June 4, 2015 of the June 5,
2015 hearing on Petitioner’'s Ex Parte Request for Order seeking
sole legal and sole physical custody of the minor child, Marieke
attempted to purchase airline tickets to Los Angeles so that she
may appear at the Ex Parte hearing. With only approximately $18 in

Marieke’s bank account, Marieke begged Petitioner to deposit funds
' 13

MEMORANDUM Of POINTS AND AUTHORITIES




¥ ® N S W, 8l MR~

-y
)

1
i2
13
14
5
16
17
18
9
20
27
22
25
24
85
26
27

28

C C

-~

1 }

In Re Marriage of Randoy Case No. BD621137

into her bank account sé as to allow her to appear éL the hearing.
Copies of text communications between Petitiénér and Marieke
confirming Petitioner’s refusal to give Marieke any funds to travel
to Los Angeles are attached hereto as Exhibit “V” and incorporated
herein by this reference. Petitioner never provided Marieke with
any funds so as to ensure that she could not particibate in the
June 5, 2015 hearing. Petitioner also never informed this Court
that Marieke did not have the funds to appear at the hearing,
despite her repeated requests that Petitioner deposit funds so that
she could afford the flight to Los Angeles for the hearing.
Instead, Petitioner misled the Court into believing that Marieke
was refusing to return to California.

Family Code section 3424 (d), provides:

“A court of this state that has been asked to make a child
custody determination under this section, upon being informed
that a child custody proceeding has been commenced in, or a child
custody determination has been made by, a court of a state having
jurisdiction under Sections 3421 to 3423, inclusive, shall
immediately communicate with the other court. A court of this
state which is exercising jurisdiction pursuant to Sections 3421
to 3423, inclusive, upon being informed that a child custody
proceeding has been commenced in, or a child custody
determination has been made by, a court of another state under a
statute similar to this section shall immediately communicate
with the court of that state to resolve the emergency, protect
the safety of the parties and the child, and determine a period
for the duration of the temporary order.

Pursuant to Family Code section 3424(d), even if the Court

exercised proper emergency temporary jurisdiction at the June 5,
2015 hearing, temporary emergency jurisdiction only confers the
Court with the power to “resolve the emergency, protect the

safety of the parties and child, and determine a period for the

duration of the temporary order.” Thereafter, once the emergency

14
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is resolved, the issue of custody and visitation must be
adjudicated by the Court with “home state” jurisdiction.

In the case at hand, Petitioner’s claim that Marieke
violated the Automatic Restraining Orders by removing the minor
child to Canada as grounds for this Court’s temporary emergency

jurisdiction pursuant to Family Code section 3424 does not confer

on this Court continuing temporary emergency jurisdiction once
the “emergency” has been resolved with the return of the minor
child to California.

Pursuant to the Court’'s June 5, 5015 order, the minor child
was returned to California by Marieke, and the minor child’s US
Passport is currently in the possession of Petitioner’s counsel.
Accordingly, the purported “emergency” was resolved. Marieke at
all times communicated with Petitioner that she would comply with
all Court orders. Therefore, this Court no longer has temporary
emergency jurisdiction to issue any custody/visitation orders
requested by Petitioner.

VI. MARIEKE DID NOT VIOLATE THE AUTOMATIC RESTRAINING ORDERS

As explained hereinabove, there was no basis for
Petitioner’s false allegation that Marieke abdﬁcted the minor
child. Similarly, there is no basis for Petitioner’s claim that
Marieke violated the Automatic Restraining Orders.

The Automatic Restraining Orders set forth in the Summons
prohibits the parties from “removing the minor child from the

state”.

15
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Family Code section 3405(a) provides, inter alia:

“A court of this state shall treat a foreign country as if
it were a state of the United States for purpose of applying this
chapter and Chapter 2 (commencing with section 3421} .”

Family Code section 3405(a) which treats Canada as if it

were a state of the United States coupled with Family Code

section 3421 (a) which defines “home state” as the state in which
the minor child was living for the 6 months preceding the
commencement of the custody proceeding render Marieke’s conduct
in returning the minor child to Canada where the minor child
clearly was residing for the 6 months prior to commencement of
this action as a non-violation of the Automatic Restraining
Orders.

.

Further, Marieke’s conduct in returning the minor child to

Canada is in compliance with The Hague Convention on the Civil

Aspects of International Child Abduction (“Hague Convention”)

which provides for the immediate return of children who are
wrongly taken from their country of "habitual residence" just
before the abduction. The Hague Convention is not concerned with
substantive custody questions or even with jurisdiction; its
purpose is to send children back to their primary residence,
where they came from. "Habitual residence" is not considered to
need a definition, nor does it require six months’ residency, as
the UCCJA’s "home state" standard does. A child is "wrongfully
removed or retained" only if: (1) the child’s “habitual
residence” just before the abduction was in a ratifying country;
and (2) the child was removed from a person that had and was
exercising lawful custody rights, or that would have been

exercising but for the removal. It does not mean, or require,

16
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conduct that is illegal or immoral. it is a term of art, defined
as a breach of custody rights that were being exercised, or that
would have been were it not for the abduction or retention.
"Custody rights" under ﬁhe Hague Convention is a b?oadly defined
term and applies even if there are no custody orders in effect.
Both United States of America and Canada are signatories to the
Hague Convention.

The purpose of the Hague Convention is to eliminate
tactical advantages parties might obtain in a custody dispute by
absconding with a child to a more favorable forum. See, Holder v.
Holder {9*" Circuit 2002) 392 F3d 1009, 1014; Marriage of
Witherspoon (2007) 155 CA4th 963, 971, 66 CR3d 586, 591; Marriage
of Forrest & Eaddy (2006) 144 CA4th 1202, 2110, 51 CR3d4d 172, 177.

In the instant case, the habitual residence of the minor
child is Vancouver, Canada. Accordingly, Marieke returned the
minor child to his habitual residence of Vancouver, Canada in
compliance with the Hague Convention and the “home state” of the
minor child in compliance with the UCCJEA. It is Petitioner who
is now attempting to gain a tactical advantage by litigating
issues of custody and visitation in California when the facts
clearly indicate that Vancouver, British Columbia is the “home
state” of the minor child and “habitual residence” of the minor
child. Further, it is Petitioner who violated the Hague
Convention by retaining the minor child in California, when
Vancouver, British Columbia is the wminor child’s “habitual

residence” .

17
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VII. MARIERE’S REQUESTED RELIEF

Since Marieke returned the minor child to California,
Petitioner has taken custody of the minoxr chila and has refused
to allow Marieke any custodial time with the minor child, with
the exception of two (2) one-hour visits with the minor child, on
July 6, 2015 and July 12, 2015. Petitioner has also not
facilitates any of Marieke’s requests for Facetime communication
with the minor child. Marieke is unaware at this time of the
exact location of the minor child, as Petitioner has refused to
provide her with any such details. The past 3 weeks have been
the longest period of time that Marieke and the minor child have
been separated.

The current de facto custodial arrangemént wherein
Petitioner has “custody” of the minor child with no visitations
to Marieke is not in the minor child’s best interest. Marieke is
the parent that is primarily bonded with the minor child; she has
at all times been the minor child’s primary caretaker; the minor
child is of tender age and unable to understand why Marieke has
not bYeen able to spend any quality time with him.

Marieke requests the following relief, pending the hearing
§n custody and visitation in the Canadian Family Law Action, as
delineated in her Ex Parte Request for Order filed July 15, 2015:

1. Sole legal and sole physical custody of the minor
child;

2. Order allowing Marieke to remove the minor child from
California to Vancouvexy, British Columbia.

3. That Petitioner return to Marieke the minor child‘s

US Passport forthwith.
18
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4, Reasonable visitation with the minor child to

Petitioner in Vancouver, British Columbia.

VIII. MARIEKE’'S APPEARANCE IN THIS ACTICON CANNOT CURE DEFECTIVE
SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION

Subject matter jurisdiction over the issue of custody and
visitation affects the court’s fundamental authority to hear and
decide a particular cause. The power is exclusively dependent
upon legislative grant of authority and thus may not be conferred
by the parties consent, waiver or estoppel. Marriage of Arnold &
Cully (1990) 222 CA3d 499, 503, 271 CR624, 626. Marriage of
Sareen (2007) 153 CA4th 371, 376, 62 CR3d4 687, 691; see also,
Harding v. Harding (2002) 99 CA4th 626, 636, 121 CR2d 450, 458,
cert. den. (2003) 537 US 1234.

Whether the forum éourt satisfies applicable subject matter
jurisdiction standards is tested as of the time the action is
commenced, i.e., when the first pleading is filed. Marriage of
Sareen, supra, 153 CA4th at 376, 62 CR3d at 691. Subject matter
jurisdiction either exists or does not exist at the time the
action is commenced. In re S.W. (2007) 148 CA4th 1501, 1508, 56
CR3d 665, 669. Accordingly, even a party’s generai appearance
cannot cure defective subject matter jurisdiction.

In the case at hand, Marieke’s filing of the Response in
this action, pursuant to which she avails herself to personal
jurisdiction in this action, does not grant the Court subject
matter jurisdiction over the issue of custody and visitation.
Marieke cannot consent to subject matter jurisdiction that does

not exist at the time the action is commenced.

18
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IX. MARIEKE’S REQUEST FOR SANCTIONS

Family Code section 271 provides, inter alia:

“Notwithstanding any other provision of this code, the
court may base an award of attorney's fees and costs on the
extent to which the conduct of each party or attorney furthers or
frustrates the policy of the law to promote settlement of
litigation and, where possible, to reduce the cost of litigation
by encouraging cooperation between the parties and attorneys. An
award of attorney's fees and costs pursuant to this section is in
the nature of a sanction.”

Marieke requests that the Court order Petitioner to pay the
sum of $20,000 to Marieke as sanctions pursuant to Family Code
section 217. Petitioner’s attempt to defraud the Court by claiming
that California has “home state” jurisdiction, by using a Marina
Del Rey UPS Store address as his residence for the minor child, as
well as misleading the Court that Marieke “abducted” the wminor
child when she returned with the minor child to their only home in
Canada, the whereabouts of which Petitioner was aware, is egregious
conduct that warrants sanctions. Despite Marieke’s attempt to

resolve this matter amicably, through Petitioner and his counsel,

Petitioner’s litigiousness has forced Marieke to incur attorney

fees by retaining the Law Offices of Anat Resnik.

On or about May 26, 2015, prior to Marieke incurring any
attorney fees and costs, Marieke wrote to Petitioner and his
counsel explaining that Canada is the primary residence of the
minor child and that any attempt to keep the minor child from
Canada is a violation of the law. Marieke requested Petitioner to
consider an amicable divorce. A copy of this email was previously
attached as Exhibit “T” and incorporated herein by this reference.

Despite this email, Petitioner continued on his campaign to force

20
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Marieke to litigate the issues of custody in California, retain
legal counsel in California, and travel back and forth between
California and Canada in connection with the various hearing in
this action to date.

Marieke has been forced to borrow money from fahily and
friends to pay for her attorney fees, and living>é;penses while
Petitioner has refused to financially contribute toward any of

Marieke’s or the minor child’s expenses. Petitioner’s conduct is

egregious and warrants sanctions as requested.

X. CONCLUSION

Forbthe reasons set forth herein, the Court is respectfully
requested to find that the “home state” of the minor child is
Canada, deny Petitioner’s requested relief, and award Marieke her
requested relief as reflected above.

Respectfully submitted:

DATED: July 20, 2015 LAW OFFIC OF ANAT RESNIK

-

BY . '/Z///
ANAT RESNIK :
Attorneys for Respondent
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PROOF OF SERVICE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA i
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

| am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of California. | am over the age of
18 and not a party to the within action; my business address is 11111 Santa Monica Blvd.,
Suite 1700, Los Angeles, CA 90025 On July 24, 2015, | served the document described as:
PETITIONER’S OBJECTION AND MOTION TO STRIKE RESPONDENT’S BRIEF DATED
JULY 20, 2015 on the interested party(ies) in this action at the following address, fax
number, or email address:

Anat Resnik, Esq.

LAW OFFICES OF ANAT RESNIK
16760 Ventura Blvd., Suite 1160
Encino, CA 91436
Anat@anatresnik.com

Q (BY CERTIFIED MAIL RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED) | enclosed the documents in
a sealed envelo?e or package addressed to the persons at the addresses listed above and
placed the envelope for collection and mailing, following our ordinary business practices. |
am “readily familiar” with the firm’s practice of collecting and processing correspondence for
mailing. On the same day that correspondence is placed for collection and mailing, it is
deposited in the ordinary course of business with the United States Postal Service, in a
sealed envelope with postage fully prepaid. | am aware that on motion of party served,
service is presumed invalid of postal cancellation date or postage meter date is more than
one (1) day after date of deposit for mailing in affidavit.

O (BY OVERNIGHT DELIVERY) | enclosed the documents in an envelope or package
Frovided by an overni?ht delivery carrier and addressed to the persons at the addresses
isted above. | placed the envelope or package for collection and overnight delivery at an
office or a regularly utilized drop box of the overnight delivery carrier

O (BY FACSIMILE) | faxed the documents to the persons at the fax numbers listed above.
No error was reported by the fax machine | used. A copy of the report confirming the fax
transmissions, which | printed out, is attached.

XX(BY EMAIL) | caused the documents to be sent to the persons at the email addresses
listed above. | did not receive, within a reasonable time after the transmission, any electronic
message or other indication that the transmission was unsuccessful.

EXECUTED on July 24, 2015, at Los Angeles, California

XX gSTATE) | declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that
the a

ove is true and correct.

/ Tricia Bjornstad \
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Law Offices of Anat Resnik

Anat Resnik, CFLS, SBN 192047

15760 Ventura Boulevard, Ste. 1160

Encino, California 91436 Sue'FCHLEféD'
Phone: (818) 990-1405 Bty of Lo s iformiz
Fax: (818) 475-5320

JUL

Attorneys for Respondent Shern R. Carter, £ac. Cer/Clerk

By S tomeda, ]
7 Armida Gutierrez

. Deputy

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

In re the Marriage of: Case No. BD621137

Petitioner: REED RANDOY BRIEF RE JURISDICTION, ETC.;

REQUEST FOR SANCTIONS
and

Date: July 31, 2015
Time: 8:30 a.m.
Dept: “22”

)
)
)
)
)
)
) RFO:
Respondent : MARIEKE RANDOY ;
)
)
)

HON. TAMARA HALL

Respondent, Marieke Randoy (hereinafter, Marieke”), submits
the following Brief re Jurisdiction, etc., and Request for
Sanctions. At issue is whether California has jurisdiction for

purposes of making any child custody determination in this action.

I. BACKGROUND/PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

The parties were married on September 27, 2011, and separated
on May 20, 2015. There is one minor child of the marriage, Hunter
Randoy born Aprii 10, 2012, age 3 years (hereinafter, “minor
child”).

Petition of Dissolution and Petitioner’s Declaration under

Uniform Child Custody Jurisdiction and Enforcement Act (“UCCJEA”)

1
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In Re Marriage of Randoy Case No. BD621137

were filed May 19, 2015.

Marieke was served with the Petition for Dissolution on May
21, 2015. For reasons and circumstances explained below, on or
about May 28, 2015, Marieke and the minor child flew to Vancouver,
Canada, with Petitioner’s knowledge.

At the June 5, 2015 hearing on Petitioner’s Ex Parte Request
for Order seeking sole legal and sole physical custody of the minor
child, at which Marieke was not present, this Court made the
following temporary orders pending hearing on June 26, 2015:

1. Sole legal and sole physical custody of the minor child

to Petitioner;

2. No visitations to Marieke;

3. Marieke shall forthwith return the wminor child to
Petitioner;

4. Marieke shall forthwith release the minor child’s

American and Canadian passports to Petitioner’s counsel.

A copy of the June 5, 2015 Minute Order is attached hereto as
Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by this reference. A copy of
the Temporary Emergency Court Orders are attached hereto as Exhibit_
“B” and incorporated herein by this reference. Marieke received
service of Petitioner’s Ex Parte Request for Order filed June 5,
2015 and the Court’s June 5, 2015 orders, only by mail, on or about
June 17, 2015.

Response in this action was filed on June 17, 2015, attached
hereto as Exhibit “C” and incorporated herein by this reference.
Marieke’s Declaration under UCCJEA was filed on June 18, 2015,
attached hereto as Exhibit “D” and incorporated herein by this

reference.
2
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On June 26, 2015, Marieke initiated a dissolution action in
Canada, Case No. E151794 in the Supreme Court of British Columbia
(“Canadian Family Law Action”). A copy of Notice of Family Claim is
attached hereto as Exhibit “E” and incorporated herein by this
reference. Petitioner was personally serviced with the Canadian
Family Law Action on July 6, 2015. A copy of the Affidavit of
Personal Service is attached hereto as Exhibit “F” and incorporated
herein by this reference.

At the June 26, 2015 hearing on Petitioner’s Request for Order
filed June 5, 2015, this Court modified the June 5, 2015 temporary
orders and made the following temporary orders pending a continued

hearing on July 1, 2015:

1. Joint legal custody of the minor child;
2. Sole physical custody of the minor child to Marieke;
3. Visitation to Petitioner with the minor child every

weekend from Friday at 3:00 p.m. to Monday at 8:00 p.m.;

4. Petitioner shall pay travel expenses relating to
visitations, subject to reallocation.

A copy of the June 26, 2015 Minute Order is attached hereto as
Exhibit “G” and incorporated herein by this reference.

At the July 1, 2015 continued hearing on Petitioner’s Request
for Order filed June 5, 2015, this Court vacated the June 26, 2015
orders, and continued the hearing to July 31, 2015. The Court
furthef ordered Marieke to provide the Court and opposing counsel
with information from the Canada court proceedings including the
name of the Judge assigned to her case, no later than July 10,
2015. A copy of the July 1, 2015 Minute Order is attached hereto

as Exhibit “H” and incorporated herein by this reference.
3
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In Re Marriage of Randoy Case No. BD621137

On July 6, 2015, Marieke amended her-dissolution action in
Canada so as to strike the Canadian Court’s jurisdiction with
respect to marital status, spousal support, and division of assets
and debts, leaving only the issues of custody and visitation. A
copy of the Amended Notice of Family Law Claim is attached hereto
as Exhibit “I” and incorporated herein by this reference.

On July 13, 2015, Marieke’s Ex Parte Request for Order filed
July 13, 2015 was denied. The Court indicated that the Court must
determine the issues of jurisdiction and Marieke’s removal of the
minor child in violation of the Automatic Temporary Restraining
Orders. A copy of the Court’s Order of July 13, 2015 and Minute
Order of July 13, 2015 are collectively attached hereto as Exhibit
“J” and incorporated herein by this reference.

As part of Marieke’s Ex Parte Request for Order filed July 13,
2015, Marieke submitted to this Court, and served opposing counsel,
with exhibits documenting the initiation of the Canadian Family Law
Action (Exhibit “D”), as well as an email from Marieke’s Canadian
counsel explaining the Canadian procedural process for assignment
of judges (Exhibit “C”). A

On July 15, 2015, Marieke’s Ex Parte Request for Order seeking
sole legal and sole physical custody of the minor child, permission
to remove the minor child from California to Vancouver Canada, the
return of the minor child’s U.S. Passport to Marieke, etc. filed
July 15, 2015 was denied and set for hearing on July 31, 2015. A
copy of the Court’s Order of July 15, 2015 is attached hereto as
Exhibit “K” and incorporated herein by this reference.

On July 16, 2015, this Court denied Petitioner’s Ex Parte

Request for Domestic Violence Protection Act Restraining Orders,
4
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and continued the matter to July 31, 2015. That same date, this
Court denied Marieke’s Ex Parte Request for Domestic Violence

Protection Act Restraining Orders.

II. PETITIONER BEARS THE BURDEN OF PROVING CALIFORNIA’'S UCCJEA
JURISDICTION

The party initiating a California custody proceeding bears
the burden of establishing California’s UCCJEA jurisdiction. In
re Baby Boy M. (2006) 141 CA4th 588, 599, 46 CR3d 196, 203.

Jurisdiction over child custody and/or visitation may be
exercised in the proceeding only when jurisdictional conditions
established by the Federal Parental Kidnapping Prevention Act
(FPKPA, 28 USC section 1738A) and Uniform Child Custody

Jurisdiction and Enforcement Act (UCCJEA, Family Code section

3400 et seq.) are satisfied at the time the custody/visitation

determination is sought. Family Code section 3421 et seq.

The aforementioned Acts identify the state with exclusive
jurisdiction to make an initial custody/visitation determination
and ensure that only one state will have exclusive, continuing

jurisdiction to modify a child custody/visitation once made.

ITI. CALIFORNIA DOES NOT HAVE “HOME STATE” JURISDICTION FOR
PURPOSES OF MAKING A CHILD CUSTODY DETERMINATION 1IN THIS
ACTION

Family Code section 3421 (a) (1) provides, inter alia:

“Except as otherwise provided in Section 3424, a court of
this state has jurisdiction to make an initial child custody
determination only if..This state is the home state of the
child on the date of the commencement of the proceeding, or
was the home state of the child within six months before the
commencement of the proceeding and the child is absent from
this state but a parent or person acting as a parent
continues to live in this state.”

S
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Family Code section 3402(g) defines “home state” as

follows:

"Home state" means the state in which a child lived with a
parent or a person acting as a parent for at least six
consecutive months immediately before the commencement of a
child custody proceeding.A period of temporary absence of
any of the mentioned persons is part of the period.”

The Declaration under UCCJEA gives absolute priority
jurisdiction to the child’s home state in all initial custodial
adjudications. There cannot be “concurrent” UCCJEA jurisdiction.
See, Marriage of Nurie (2009) 176 CA4th 478, 497-498, 98 CR3d

200, 217-218 (citing text). The minimum six-month forum state

residence must exist at the time the custody petition is filed.

In the case at hand, the minor child has lived with Marieke
in Vancouver, British Columbia, Canada for at least six
consecutive months immediately before the commencement of the
instant proceeding on May 19, 2015 (when the Petition of
Dissolution was filed). Accordingly, Marieke’s Declaration under
UCCJEA filed June 18, 2015 accurately reflects that the minor child.
has resided with her in Vancouver, British Columbia since April
2014.

On or about April 2014, Marieke and the minor child
permanently moved to Vancouver, British Columbia, with the promise
from Petitioner that he would follow. To facilitate this move,
Petitioner entered into a lease for a condominium located at 668
Citadel Parade, Unit 2006, Vancouver, British Columbia, Canada
(“Canadian Residence”) for a term of one-year and one-half month,

commencing May 15, 2014 and ending May 30, 2015 (“Lease”). A copy

6
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of the Lease is attached hereto as Exhibit “L” and incorporated
herein by this reference. On the lease application for the
Canadian Residence, Petitioner states, as his reason for moving,
that he is “relocating to Canada to work in phe Entertainment
business.” A copy of the lease application is attached hereto as
Exhibit “M” and incorporated herein by this reference.

Petitioner sold all of his belongings in Los Angeles in
preparation for his move to Canada. On April 27, 2014, Petitioner
emailed family and friends notifying them that the Marieke and the
minor chila are officially in Vancouver, Canada, and that he
intends to join them. A copy of this email is attached hereto as
Exhibit “N” and incorporated herein by this reference.

During marriage, after Marieke and the minor child permanently
moved to Canada, Petitioner intermittently traveled between

California and Canada for purposes of visiting Marieke and the

minor child. Until filing the instant action, Petitioner was, at

all times in agreement that Marieke and the minor child would
continue to reside in Canada. This is evidenced by Petitioner
importing Marieke’s car to Canada on or about January 5, é015.
Copies of documentation confirming the importation of Marieke’s car
to Canada are attached hereto as Exhibit “0” and incorporated
herein by this reference. Interesting, Petitioner claims on his
Petition for Dissolution, that the parties’ date of separation is
Décember 31, 2014, yet Petitioner exported Marieke’s vehicle from
California to Canada after this purported separation.

On or about April 2015, prior to the parties’ separation in
May of 2015, Marieke discussed with the landlord of the Canadian

Residence the extension of the Lease on the Canadian Residence for
7
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a one-year term. Petitioner only objected to this extension after
serving Marieke with the Petition of Dissolution and, in a clear
attempt to force Marieke and the minor child out of their home in
Canada, Petitioner attempted to terminate the Lease. A copy of
email communications between the landlord of the Canadian Residence
and Petitioner is attached hereto as Exhibit “P” and incorporated
herein by this reference.

Marieke and the minor child have remained, at all times,
residents of Canada since April 2014. Both Marieke and the minor
child are citizens of Canada. All of Marieke and the minor child’s
belongings are in Canada. Marieke’s vehicle was exported to Canada.
Marieke and the minor child only visited California for purposes of
facilitating Petitioner’s visitation with the minor child on one
occasion. Specifically, on or about April 26, 2015, Marieke and the
minor child travelled to Los Angeles to visit Petitioner, with the
expectation that they would return to Canada after a short visit.

During this trip to Los Angeles, the minor child became sick with

Rotavirus, causing him to vomit and have diarrhea. As a result,

Marieke postponed her and the minor child’s return to éanada, which-
return was further delayed due to the minor child’s continued
illness. During this delayed stay in California, Petitioner
initiated and served Marieke with the instant action.

Petitioner has committed a fraud on this Court by claiming, on
his Declaration under UCCJEA filed May 19, 2015, that the minor
child has resided with Petitioner, from April 2014 through present,
at 13428 Maxella Avenue, #559, Marina Del Rey, California. A copy
of Petitioner’s Declaration under UCCJEA filed May' 19, 2015 is

attached hereto as Exhibit “Q” and incorporated herein by this
8
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reference. The 13428 Maxella Avenue, #559, Marina Del Rey,
California address is not Petitioner’s residence, and certainly not
where Petitioner has “resided” with the minor child; it is a post
office box that Petitioner has maintained at a UPS Store for
purposes of receiving his mail. A copy of Google Mabs and UPS
website information confirming that the aforementioned Maxella
Avenue address is, in fact, the location of a UPS store is attached
hereto as Exhibit “R” and incorporated herein by this reference.
Clearly, the minor child has never resided at a UPS Store nor had
any residence in California for purposes of conferring on this
Court “home state” jurisdiction.

On his Declaration under UCCJEA, Petitioner admits that the
minor child has lived at the Canadian Residence, albeit he claims
with both Petitioner and Marieke. Given that the minor child never
resided at a UPS store with Petitioner, this is the only residence
of the minor child from April 2014 through the commencement of this
action. Further, as described herein and admitted to by Petitioner
in his declaration in support of his Ex Parte Request for Order
filed June 5, 2015, Petitioner never resided with Marieke and the
minor child at the Canadian Residence, but only intermittently
visited the minor child in Canada.

Despite ongoing promises that Petitioner would also relocate
to Canada, Petitioner never did. Nevertheless, this does not
diminish the permanent relocation of Marieke and the minor child to
Canada, and the intention of the parties to move to Canada.

Based on the foregoing, this Court does not have “home state”
jurisdiction for making any child custody determination in this

action. The Court in the Canadian Family, Law Action has exclusive
9

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES




VD & N O o M R W

-~
)

1y
12
15
19
5
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
25
24
25
26
27

28

C C

In Re Marriage of Randoy Case No. BD621137

“home state” jurisdiction over issues of custody and visitation.

Iv. CALIFORNIA DOES NOT HAVE “ALTERNATIVE BASIS FOR
JURISIDICTION” FOR PURPOSES OF MAKING A CHILD CUSTODY
DETERMINATION IN THIS ACTION

Family Code section 3421 (a) provides, inter alia:

“Except as otherwise provided in Section 3424, a court of
this sctate has jurisdiction to make an initial child custody
determination only if..

(2) A court of another state does not have
jurisdiction under paragraph (1), or a court of the home state of
the child has declined to exercise jurisdiction on the grounds
that this state is the more appropriate forum under Section 3427
or 3428, and both of the following are true:

(A) The child and the child's parents, or the
child and at least one parent or a person acting as a parent,
have a significant connection with this state other than mere
physical presence.

(B) Substantial evidence is available in this
state concerning the child's care, protection, training, and
personal relationships.

(3) All courts having jurisdiction under paragraph
(1) or (2) have declined to exercise jurisdiction on the ground
that a court of this state is the more appropriate forum to
determine the custody of the child under Section 3427 or 3428.

(4) No court of any other state would have
jurisdiction under the criteria specified in paragraph (1), (2),
or (3).

In the case at hand, as delineated above, the Canadian
Family Law Action has “home state” jurisdiction over the issues
of custody and visitation. As explained in the Declaration of
Brent Ellingson of Varty & Company, Marieke’s attorney in Canada,
filed concurrently herewith, the Supreme Court of British Columbia
has not declined to exercise jurisdiction; in fact, a Judge will be

assigned to the Canadian Family Law Action at the first hearing in

10
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the action, after Reed Randoy, Petitioner herein, files his
Response in the Canadian Family Law Action. To date, despite
having been served, Petitioner has yet to file his Response to the
Canadian Family Law Action. Petitioner’s delay in filing a Response

in the Canadian Family Law Action has caused a delay in the

assignment of a Judge. Accordingly, the requirements of Family
Code section 3421(a)(2), (3) and (4) have not been satisfied for

pufposes of conferring the California Court with an alternative

basis for jurisdiction to make a child custody determination.

V. THIS COURT DOES NOT HAVE TEMPORARY EMERGENCY JURISDICTION TO
MAKE A CHILD CUSTODY DETERMINATION PER PETITIONER’S REQUEST

Family Code section 3424 provides, inter alia:

“(a) A court of this state has temporary emergency

jurisdiction if the child is present in this state and the child
has been abandoned or it is necessary in an emergency to protect
the child because the child, or a sibling or parent of the child,
is subjected to, or threatened with, mistreatment or abuse.”

The finding of an “emergency” to support the exercise of

Family Code section 3424 jurisdiction cannot be based on

unsubstantiated allegations; nor should it be made “in a rush to
judgment.” A “full and fair evidentiary hearing on the issue is
required. Marriage of Fernandez-Abin & Sanchez (2011) 191 CA4th
1015, 1042, 120 CR3d 227, 247 (emphasis added); In re C.T. (2002)
100 CA4th 101, 107-108, 121 CR2d4d 897, 904.

Petitioner misled the Court when he alleged, in his Ex
Parte Request for Order filed June 5, 2015, that Marieke
kidnapped or abducted the minor child. Marieke did not abduct

the minor child to Canada, nor did Marieke violate the Automatic
11
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Restraining Orders. Petitioner was, at all times, aware of
Marieke’s intent to return to Canada, the child’s “home state”
where the child has been residing, for more than one year.
Petitioner was, at all times, aware of the minor child’s
whereabouts at the Canadian Residence, the rent for which
Petitioner had paid.

Marieke returned to the Canadian Residence with the minor
child with the clear understanding that British Columbia, Canada
is the minor child’s “home state”. Petitioner cannot now claim
that his fraudulent attempt to claim California as the minor
child’ *“home state” would prohibit Marieke from returning the
minor child to the real “home state” of Canada per the Automatic
Restraining Orders.

On May 25, 2015, after initiation of this action,
Petitioner emailed the landlord of the Canadian Residence
notifying him that “If Marieke chooses to stay in Canada and not
move back to LA with her son, she’ll be paying [rent]. That is
something you are welcome to take up with her.” A copy of this
email is attached hereto as Exhibit “S8” and incorporated herein
by this reference. Further, on May 26, 2015, Marieke emailed
Petitioner and his counsel notifying them that she and the minor
child permanently reside in Canada and the minor child cannot be
removed from his home in Canada. A copy of this email is attached
hereto as Exhibit “T” and incorporated herein by this reference.
Accordingly, Marieke did not abduct the minor child nor violate
the Automatic Restraining Orders as alleged by Petitioner.

Further, Petitioner did not have the financial ability to

remain in Los Angeles given Petitioner’s continued refusal to
12
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provide her any financial support. A copy of Marieke’s Wells
Fargo Bank statement for the period of May 11, 2015 through June
6, 2015 is attached hereto as Exhibit “U” and incorporated herein
by this reference. As of the date of the parties’ separation on
May 20, 2015, Marieke had a negative balance in her bank account,
and Petitioner refused to provide her with any financial support
in a clear attempt to financially choke her while she and the
minor child are in Los Angeles; Marieke is a stay-at-home mother
who is the minor child’s primary caretaker; Marieke
intermittently worked as an actress but has nominal income and no
assets; Marieke is financially dependent on Petitioner, who was
the breadwinner of the family throughout the parties’ marriage.
During her stay in Los Angeles, after the parties’

separation, Marieke slept on various friends’ couches; without
any financial support, Marieke could not provide the minor child
with an appropriate living situation in Los Angeles; at the same
time, Petitioner was living on a boat, a dangerous environment
for the minor child who is not a skilled swimmer. With no
financial support from Petitioner, Mérieke, as the primary
caretaker of the minor child since his birth, Marieke and the
minor child returned to the Canadian Residence as soon as the
minor child was well after his illness with Rotovirus.

Upon receiving ex parte notice on June 4, 2015 of the June 5,
2015 hearing on Petitioner’s Ex Parte Request for Order seeking
sole legal and sole physical custody of the minor child, Marieke
attempted to purchase airline tickets to Los Angeles so that she
may appear at the Ex Parte hearing. With only approximately $18 in

Marieke’s bank account, Marieke begged Petitioner to deposit funds
13
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into her bank account so as to allow her to appear at the hearing.
Copies of text communications between Petitioner and Marieke
confirming Petitioner’s refusal to give Marieke any funds to travel
to Los Angeles are attached hereto as Exhibit “V” and incorporated
herein by this reference. Petitioner never provided Marieke with
any funds so as to ensure that she could not participate in the
June 5, 2015 hearing. Petitioner also never informed this Court
that Marieke did not have the funds to appear at the hearing,
despite her repeated requests that Petitioner deposit funds so that
she could afford the flight to Los Angeies for the hearing.
Instead, Petitioner misled the Court into believing that Marieke
was refusing to return to California.

Family Code section 3424 (d), provides:

“A court of this state that has been asked to make a child
custody determination under this section, upon being informed
that a child custody proceeding has been commenced in, or a child
custody determination has been made by, a court of a state having
jurisdiction under Sections 3421 to 3423, inclusive, shall
immediately communicate with the other court. A court of this
state which is exercising jurisdiction pursuant to Sections 3421
to 3423, inclusive, upon being informed that a.child custody
proceeding has been commenced in, or a child custody
determination has been made by, a court of another state under a
stactute similar to this section shall immediately communicate
with the court of that state to resolve the emergency, protect
the safety of the parties and the child, and determine a period
for the duration of the temporary order.

Pursuant to Family Code section 3424(d), even if the Court

exercised proper emergency temporary jurisdiction at the June 5,
2015 hearing, temporary emergency jurisdiction only confers the
Court with the power to “resolve the emergency, protect the
safety of the parties and child, and determine a period for the
duration of the temporary order.” Thereafter, once the emergency

14
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is resolved, the issue of custody and visitation must be
adjudicated by the Court with “home state” jurisdiction.

In the case at hand, Petitioner’s claim that Marieke
violated the Automatic Restraining Orders by removing the minor
child to Canada as grounds for this Court’s temporary emergency

jurisdiction pursuant to Family‘Code section 3424 does not confer

on this Court continuing temporary emergency jurisdiction once
the “emergency” has been resolved with the return of the minor
child to California.

Pursuant to the Court’s June 5, 2015 order, the minor child
was returned to California by Marieke, and the minor child’s US
Passport is currently in the possession of Petitioner’s counsel.
Accordingly, the purported “emergency” was resolved. Marieke at
all times communicated with Petitioner that she would comply with
all Court orders. Therefore, this Court no longer has temporary
emergency jurisdiction to issue any custody/visitation orders
requested by Petitioner.

VI. MARIEKE DID NOT VIOLATE THE AUTOMATIC RESTRAINING ORDERS

As explained hereinabove, there was no basis for
Petitioner’s false allegation that Marieke abducted the minor
child. Similarly, there is no basis for Petitioner’s claim that
Marieke violated the Automatic Restraining Orders.

The Automatic Restraining Orders set forth in the Summons
prohibits the parties from “removing the minor child from the

state”.

15
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Family Code section 3405 (a) provides, inter alia:

“A court of this state shall treat a foreign country as if
it were a state of the United States for purpose of applying this
chapter and Chapter 2 (commencing with section 3421) .”"

Family Code section 3405(a) which treats Canada as if it

were a state of the United States coupled with Family Code

section 3421 (a) which defines “home state” as the state in which
the minor child was living for the 6 months preceding the
commencement of the custody proceeding render Marieke’s conduct
in returning the minor child to Canada where the minor child
clearly was residing for the 6 months prior to commencement of
this acﬁion as a non-violation of the Automatic Restraining
Orders.

Further, Marieke’s conduct in returning the minor child to

Canada is in compliance with The Hague Convention on the Civil

Aspects of International Child Abduction (“Hague Convention”)

which provides for the immediate return of children who are
wrongly taken from their country of "habitual residence" just
before the abduction. The Hague Convention is not concerned with
substantive custody questions Sr even with jurisdiction; its
purpose is to send children back to their primary residence,
where they came from. "Habitual residence" is not considered to
need a definition, nor does it require six months’ residency, as
the UCCJA’s "home state" standard does. A child is "wrongfully
removed or retained" only if: (1) the child’s “habitual
residence” just before the abduction was in a ratifying country;
and (2) the child was removed from a person that had and was
exercising lawful custody rights, or that would have been

exercising but for the removal. It does not mean, or require,
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conduct that is illegal or immoral. It is a term of art, defined
as a breach of custody rights that were being exercised, or that
would have been were it not for the abduction or retention.
"Custody rights" under the Hague Convention is a broadly defined
term and applies even if there are no custody orders in effect.
Both United States of America and Canada are signatories to the
Hague Convention.

The purpose of the Hague Convention is to eliminate
tactical advantages parties might obtain in a custody dispute by
absconding with a child to a more favorable forum. See, Holder v.
Holder (9*" Circuit 2002) 392 F3d 1009, 1014; Marriage of
Witherspoon (2007) 155 CA4th 963, 971, 66 CR3d 586, 591; Marriage
of Forrest & Eaddy (2006) 144 CA4th 1202, 21i0, 51 CR3d4d 172, 177.

In the instant case, the habitual residence of the minor
child is Vancouver, Canada. Accordingly, Marieke returned the
minor child to his habitual residence of Vancouver, Canada in
compliance with the Hague Convention and the “home state” of the
minor child in compliance with the UCCJEA. It is Petitioner who
is now attempting to gain a tactical advantage by litigating
issues of custody and visitation in California when the facts
clearly indicate that Vancouver, British Columbia is the “home
state” of the minor child and “habitual residence” of the minor
child. Further, it is Petitioner who violated the Hague
Convention by retaining the minor child in California, when
Vancouver, British Columbia is the minor child’s “habitual

residence” .
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VII. MARIEKE’S REQUESTED RELIEF

Since Marieke returned the minor child to California,
Petitioner has taken custody of the minor child and has refused
to allow Marieke any custodial time with the minor child, with
the exception of two (2) one-hour visits with the minor child, on
July 6, 2015 and July 12,‘2015. Petitioner has also not
facilitates any of Marieke’s requests for Facetime communication
with the minor child. Marieke is unaware at this time of the
exact location of the minor child, as Petitioner has refused to
provide her with any such details. The past 3 weeks have been
the longest period of time that Marieke and the minor child have
been separated.

The current de facto custodial arrangement wherein
Petitioner has “custody” of the minor child with no visitations
to Marieke is not in the minor child’s best interest. Marieke is
the parent that is primarily bonded with the minor child; she has
at all.times been the minor child’s primary caretaker; the minor
child is of tender age and unable to understand why Ma;ieke has
not been able to spend any quality time with him.

Marieke requests the following relief, pending the hearing
on custody and visitation in the Canadian Family Law Action, as
delineated in her Ex Parte Request for Order filed July 15, 2015:

1. Sole legal and sole physical custody of the minor
child;

2. Order allowing Marieke to remove the minor child from
California to Vancouver, British Columbia.

3. That Petitioner return to Marieke the minor child’s

US Passport forthwith.
18
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4, Reasonable visitation with the minor child to

Petitioner in Vancouver, British Columbia.

VIII. MARIEKE'S APPEARANCE IN THIS ACTION CANNOT CURE DEFECTIVE
SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION

Subject matter jurisdiction over the issue of custody and
visitation affects the court’s fundamental authority to hear and
decide a particular cause. The power is exclusively dependent
upon legislative grant of authority and thus may not be conferred
by the parties consent, waiver or estoppel. Marriage of Arnold &
Cully (1990) 222 CA3d 499, 503, 271 CR624, 626. Marriage of
Sareen (2007) 153 CA4th 371, 376, 62 CR3d 687, 691; see also,
Harding v. Harding (2002) 99 CA4th 626, 636, 121 CR2d 450, 458,
cert. den. (2003) 537 US 1234.

Whether the forum court satisfies applicable subject matter
jurisdiction standards is tested as of the time the action is
commenced, i.e., when the first pleading is filed. Marriage of
Sareen, supra, 153 CA4th at 376, 62 CR3d at 691. Subject matter
jurisdiction either exists or does not exist at the time the
action is commenced. In re S.W. (2007) 148 CR4th 1501, 1508, 56
CR3d 665, 669. Accordingly, even a party’s general appearance
cannot cure defective subject matter jurisdiction.

In the case at hand, Marieke’s filing of the Response in
this action, pursuant to which she avails herself to personal
jurisdiction in this action, does not grant the Court subject
matter jurisdiction over the issue of custody and visitation.
Marieke cannot consent to subject matter jurisdiction that does

not exist at the time the action is commenced.
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IX. MARTIEKE’S REQUEST FOR SANCTIONS

Family Code section 271 provides, inter alia:

“*Notwithstanding any other provision of this code, the
court may base an award of attorney's fees and costs on the
extent to which the conduct of each party or attorney furthers or
frustrates the policy of the law to promote settlement of
litigation and, where possible, to reduce the cost of litigation
by encouraging cooperation between the parties and attorneys. An
award of attorney's fees and costs pursuant to this section is in
the nature of a sanction.”

Marieke requests that the Court order Petitioner to pay the
sum of $20,000 to Marieke as sanctions pursuant to Family Code
section 217. Petitioner’s attempt to defraud the Court by claiming
that California has “home state” jurisdiction, by using a Marina
Del Rey UPS Store address as his residence for the minor child, as
well as misleading the Court that Marieke “abducted” the minor
child when she returned with the minor child to their only home in
Canada, the whereabouts of which Petitioner was aware, is egregious
conduct that warrants sanctions. Despite Marieke’s attempt to
resolve this matter amicably, through Petitioner and his counsel,
Petitioner’s litigiousness has forced Marieke to incur attorney
fees by retaining the Law Offices of Anat Resnik.

On or about May 26, 2015, prior to Marieke incurring any
attorney fees and costs, Marieke wrote to Petitioner and his
counsel explaining that Canada is the primary residence of the
minor child and that any attempt to keep the minor child from
Canada is a violation of the law. Marieke requested Petitioner to
consider an amicable divorce. A copy of this email was previously
attached as Exhibit “T” and incorporated herein by this rgferen¢e.

Despite this email, Petitioner continued on his campaign to force

20

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES




-

Q ® N O My w N

10

1

12

I3

14

15

16

17

18

19

20
217
22
25
21
25
26
27

28

C @
In Re Marrigge of Randoy Case No. BD621137
Marieke to litigate the issues of custody in California, retain
legal counsel in California, and travel back and forth between
California and Canada in connection with the various hearing in
this action to date.

Marieke has been forced to borrow money from family and
friends to pay for her attorney fees, and living expenses while
Petitioner has refused to financially contribute toward any of
Marieke’s or the minor child’s expenses. Petitioner’s conduct is
egregious and warrants sanctions as requested.

X. CONCLUSION

For the reasons set forth herein, the Court is respectfully
requested to find that the “home state” of the minor child is
Canada, deny Petitioner'’s requested relief, and award Marieke her
requested relief as reflected above.

Respectfully submitted:

DATED: July 20, 2015

Attorneys for Respondent
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DECLARATION OF MARIEKE RANDOY

I, MARIEKE RANDOY, hereby declare:
I am the Respondent in this matter. I am filing this Declaration in support of my Request
for Order filed June 15, 2015, and in opposition to Petitioner’s Request for Order filed June 5,
2015. If called upon to testify, I could and would testify competently to the following facts, which
are all within my personal knowledge. I offer my declaration in lieu of personal testimony pursuant

to Sections 2009 and 2015.5 of the California Code of Civil Procedure, Rule 5.118, California Rules

of Court, Reifler v. Superior Court (1994) 39 Cal.App.3d 479, and Marriage of Stevenot (1984)
Cal.App.3d 1051.

BACKGROUND/PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

Petitioner and I were married on September 27, 2011, and separated on May 20, 2015.
There is one minor child of the marriage, Hunter Randoy born April 10, 2012, age 3 years
(hereinafter, “Hunter”). Petition of Dissolution and Petitioner’s Declaration under Uniform Child
Custody Jurisdiction and Enforcement Act (“UCCJEA”) were filed May 19, 2015. I was served
with the Petition for Dissolution on May 21, 2015. For reasons and circumstances explained
below, on or about May 28, 2015, Hunter and I flew to Vancouver, Canada, to our home, with
Petitioner’s knowledge.

At the June 5, 2015 hearing on Petitioner’s Ex Parte Request for Order seeking sole legal
.and.sole_physical_custody of the minor child, at which I was not present, this Court made the
following temporary orders pending hearing on June 26, 2015: Sole legal and sole physical
custody of the minor child to Petitioner; No visitations to Marieke; Marieke shall forthwith return
the minor child to Petitioner; Marieke shall forthwith release the minor child’s American and
Canadian passports to Petitioner’s counsel. A copy of the June 5, 2015 Minute Order is attached
hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by this reference: A copy of the Temporary
Emergency Court Orders are attached hereto as Exhibit “B” and incorporated herein by this
reference. I was never served with notice of the Court’s June 5, 2015 orders.

Response in this action was filed on June 17, 2015, attached hereto as Exhibit “C” and

incorporated herein by this reference. My Declaration under UCCJEA was filed on June 18, 2015,

1

Declaration of Marieke Randoy




C C
IN RE MARRIAGE OF RANDOY BD621137
attached hereto as Exhibit “D” and incorporated herein by this reference.

On June 26, 2015, I initiated a dissolution action in Canada, Case No. E151794 in the
Supreme Court of British Columbia (“Canadian Family Law Action”). A copy of Notice of Family
Claim is attached hereto as Exhibit “E” and incorporated herein by this reference. Petitioner was
personally serviced with the Notice of Family Law Claim on July 6, 2015. A copy of the
Affidavit of Personal Service is attached hereto as Exhibit “F” and incorporated herein by this
reference.

At the June 26, 2015 hearing on Petitioner’s Request for Order filed June 5, 2015, this
Court modified the June 5, 2015 temporary orders and made the following temporary orders
pending a continued hearing on July 1, 2015: Joint legal custody of the minor child; Sole physical
custody of the minor child to Marieke; Visitation to Petitioner with the minor child every weekend
from Friday at 3:00 p.m. to Monday at 8:00 p.m.; Petitioner shall pay travel expenses relating to
visitations, subject to reallocation. A copy of the June 26, 2015 Minute Order is attached hereto as
Exhibit “G” and incorporated herein by this reference.

At the July 1, 2015 continued hearing on Petitioner’s Request for Order filed June 5, 2015,
this Court vacated the June 26, 2015 orders, and continued the hearing to July 31, 2015. The Court
further ordered me to provide the Court and opposing counsel with information from the Canada
court proceedings including the name of the Judge assigned to her case, no later than July 10,
2015. A copy -of the July 1, 2015 Minute .Order .is .attached hereto .as Exhibit “H” _and.
incorporated herein by this reference.

On July 6, 2015, I amended the dissolution action in Canada so as to strike the Canadian
Court’s jurisdiction with respect to marital status, spousal support, and division of assets and
debts. A copy of the Amended Notice of Family Law Claim is attached hereto as Exhibit “I” and
incorporated herein by this reference.

On July 13, 2015, I filed an Ex Parte Request for Order, which was denied. The Court
indicated that the Court must determine the issues of jurisdiction and my removal of the minor child7
in violation of the Automatic Temporary Restraining Orders. A copy of the Court’s Order of July 15,

2015 and Minute order are collectively attached hereto as Exhibit “J” and incorporated herein by this
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reference.

As part of my Ex Parte Request for Order filed July 13, 2015, for the following day, I
submitted to this Court, three copies, one for opposing counsel, with exhibits documenting the
initiation of the Canadian Family Law Action (Exhibit “D”), as well as an email from my Canadian
counsel explaining the Canadian procedural process for assignment of judges (Exhibit “C”).

On July 15, 2015, my Ex Parte Request for Order seeking sole legal and sole physical custody
of the minor child, permission to remove the minor child from California to Vancouver Canada, the
return of the minor child’s U.S. Passport to Marieke, etc. filed July 15, 2015 for the the following
day, was denied and set for hearing on July 31, 2015. A copy of the Court’s Order of July 15, 2015 is
attached hereto as Exhibit “K” and incorporated herein by this reference.

On July 16, 2015, this Court denied Petitioner’s Ex Parte Request for Domestic Violence
Protection Act Restraining Orders, and continued the matter to July 31, 2015. That same date, this
Court denied my Ex Parte Request for Domestic Violence Protection Act Restraining Orders.

MY REQUESTED RELIEF

I request the following relief: (1) That the Court make a finding that the “home state” for
purposes of custody jurisdiction is Vancouver, British Columbia; (2) Sole legal and sole physical
custody of the minor child_to me, pending hearing in the Canadian Family Law Action; (3) Order
allowing me to remove Hunter from California and return to Vancouver, British Columbia; (4) That
Petitioner return to me forthwith Hunter’s US Passport; (5) Reasonable visitation to Petitioner with
Hunter in Vancouver, British Columbia, pending hearing in the Canadian Family Law Action;

(6) That Petitioner be ordered to pay me the sum of $5,000 as and for sanctions.

Since-Hunter’s return to California on or about July 1, 2015, Petitioner has taken Hunter
and has refused to allow me any custodial time, with the exception of two (2) one-hour visits on
July 6, 2015 and July 12, 2015. Petitioner has also not facilitated any of my requests for
information about Hunter’s exact location at any given time, who is caring for Hunter while
Petitioner works 18 hours a day, and only allowed a few very short phone calls before completely
depriving me of all communication and access to my son. I have been unable to Facetime with

Hunter as requested.
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reference.

As part of my Ex Parte Request for Order filed July 13, 2015, for the following day, I
submitted to this Court, three copies, one for opposing counsel, with exhibits documenting the
initiation of the Canadian Family Law Action (Exhibit “D”), as well as an email from my Canadian
counsel explaining the Canadian procedural process for assignment of judges (Exhibit “C”).

On July 15, 2015, my Ex Parte Request for Order seeking sole legal and sole physical custody
of the minor child, permission to remove the minor child from California to Vancouver Canada, the
return of the minor child’s U.S. Passport to Marieke, etc. filed July 15, 2015 for the the following
day, was denied and set for hearing on July 31, 2015. A copy of the Court’s Order of July 15, 2015 is
attached hereto as Exhibit “K” and incorporated herein by this reference.

On July 16, 2015, this Court denied Petitioner’s Ex Parte Request for Domestic Violence
Protection Act Restraining Orders, and continued the matter to July 31, 2015. That same date, this
Court denied my Ex Parte Request for Domestic Violence Protection Act Restraining Orders.

MY REQUESTED RELIEF

I request the following relief: (1) That the Court make a finding that the “home state” for
purposes of custody jurisdiction is Vancouver, British Columbia; (2) Sole legal and sole physical
custody of the minor child_to me, pending hearing in the Canadian Family Law Action; (3) Order

allowing me to remove Hunter from California and return to Vancouver, British Columbia; (4) That

Petitioner return-to me-forthwith-Hunter’s -US Passport; (5)-Reasonable. visitation to-Petitioner -with |- -

Hunter in Vancouver, British Columbia, pending hearing in the Canadian Family Law Action;
(6) That Petitioner be ordered to pay me the sum of $20,000 as and for sanctions.

Since Hunter’s return to California on or about July 1, 2015, Petitioner has taken Hunter
and has refused to allow me any custodial time, with the exception of two (2) one-hour visits on
July 6, 2015 and July 12, 2015. Petitioner has also not facilitated any of my requests for
infonnati(;n about Hunter’s exact location at any given time, who is caring for Hunter while
Petitioner works 18 hours a day, and only allowed a few very short phone calls before completely
depriving me of all communication and access to my son. I have been unable to Facetime with

Hunter as requested.
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I have been a stay-at-home mother to Hunter and responsible for him at all times since
his birth. Since April 2014, when Hunter and I moved to Vancouver, I have essentially been a
single parent, Hunter’s only parent, and we have not been away from each other for any extended
period of time. The past 3 weeks have been the longest period of time, by far, that Hunter and I
have been separated since he was born.

The current de facto custodial arrangement wherein Petitioner has “custody” of Hunter is
not in Hunter’s best interest. I am the parent that is primarily bonded with Hunter; I have at all
times been Hunter’s primary caretaker; Hunteris only three years old, and unable to understand
why I am not with him. Further, it is traumatic for Hunter to be cared for by strangers. Petitioner
works and must rely on third parties to care for Hunter. Hunter is not familiar with any of
Petitioner’s friends in Los Angeles, as we moved to Vancouver more than one year ago.

“HOME STATE” JURISDICTION

Hunter has lived with me in Vancouver, British Columbia, Canada since April 2014, more
than six consecutive months immediately before the commencement of the instant proceeding
(initiated on May 19, 2015). My Declaration under UCCJEA filed June 18, 2015 accurately reflects
that the minor child has resided with me in Vancouver, British Columbia since April 2014.

On or about April 2014, Hunter and I permanently moved to Vancouver, British Columbia,

with the promise from Petitioner that he would follow. To facilitate this move, Petitioner entered into

a lease for a condominium located at 668 Citadel Parade, Unit 2006, Vancouver, British Columbia,
Canada (“Canadian Residence”) for a term of one-year and one-half month, commencing May 15,
2014 and ending May 30, 2015 (“Lease™). A copy of the Lease is attached hereto as Exhibit “L” and
incorporated herein by this reference. On the lease application for the Canadian Residence, Petitioner
states, as his reason for moving, that he is “relocating to Canada to work in the Entertainment
business.” A copy of the lease application is attached hereto as Exhibit “M” and incorporated herein
by this reference.

Petitioner sold all of his furniture and many belongings in Los Angeles in preparation for his
relocation to Canada. On April 27, 2014, Petitioner emailed family and friends notifying them that

the official residence for Hunter and me is Vancouver, Canada, and that he intends to join us. A copy
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of this email is attached hereto as Exhibit “N” and incorporated herein by this reference.

" During marriage, after Hunter and I permanently moved to Canada, Petitioner intermittently
traveled between California and Canada for purposes of visiting Hunter and me. Until filing the
instant action, Petitioner was, at all times in agreement that Hunter and I would continue to reside in
Canada. On or about January 5, 2015, Petitioner even imported my vehicle to Canada. Copies of
documentation confirming the importation of vehicle to Canada are attached hereto as Exhibit “0”
and incorporated herein by this reference.

On or about April 2015, prior to the parties’ separation, I negotiated with the landlord of the
Canadian Residence to extend the Lease for a one-year term. I notified Petitioner of this extension.
Petitioner was also notified of this extension by the landlord for the Canadian Residence on or about
May 26, 2015, during the course of Petitioner’s attempt to terminate the Lease after our separation,
despite my informing Petitioner that Hunter and I will rémain residing in Canada. A copy of email
communications between the landlord and Petitioner is attached hereto as Exhibit “P” and
incorporated herein by this reference.

Hunter and I have remained, at all times, residents of Canada since April 2014. It was at all
times our intention to remain in Canada, and await Petitioner. Hunter and I visited California for the
first time more than a year after we moved to Vancouver, and it was for purposes of facilitating
Petitioner’s visitation with Hunter and for me to see my doctor and dentist. On or about April 26,
2015, Hunter and I travelled to Los Angeles to visit Petitioner, and to see my doctor and dentist, with _
the expectation that we would return to Canada after a short visit in Los Angeles. During this trip,
Hunter became sick with Rotavirus, causing him to vomit and have diarrhea. As a result, I postponed
Hunter’s and my return to Canada, which return was further delayed due to Hunter’s continued
illness. During this delayed stay in California, Petitioner initiated and served me with the instant
action.

Petitioner has committed a fraud on this Court by claiming, on his Declaration under
UCCIJEA filed May 19, 2015, that Hunter has resided with Petitioner, from April 2014 through
present, at 13428 Maxella Avenue, #559, Marina Del Rey, California. A copy of Petitioner’s
Declaration under UCCJEA filed May 19, 2015 is attached hereto as Exhibit “Q” and incorporated
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herein by this reference. The 13428 Maxella Avenue, #559, Marina Del Rey, California address is

not Petitioner’s residence; it is a post office box that Petitioner has maintained for purposes of
receiving his mail. A copy of Google Maps and UPS website information confirming that the
aforementioned Maxella Avenue address is, in fact, the locatidn of a UPS store is attached hereto as
Exhibit “R” and incorporated herein by this reference. Clearly, Petitioner has never resided at this
address with Hunter, for purposes of conferring on this Court “home state” jurisdiction.

On his Declaration under UCCJEA, Petitioner admits that Hunter has lived at the Canadian
Residence, albeit he claims with both parents. Given that Hunter never resided at a UPS store with
Petitioner, Canada has been Hunter’s only residence of the minor child from April 2014 through the
commencement of this action. Further, as reflected herein, Petitioner never resided with Hunter and
me at the Canadian Residence, despite ongoing promises that he would also relocate to Canada.
Instead, Petitioner would travel intermittently to visit Hunter and me in Canada, and on one occasion,
Hunter and I travelled to California, on or about April 26, 2015, for purposes of visiting Petitioner.

Canada has “home state” jurisdiction over the issues of custody and visitation in the Canadian
Family Law Action. As explained in the Declaration of Brent Ellingson of Varty & Company, my
attorney in Canada, filed concurrently herewith, the Supreme Court of British Columbia has not
declined to exercise jurisdiction; in fact, a Judge will be assigned to the Canadian Family Law Action

at the first hearing in the action, after Petitioner herein files his Response in the Canadian Family Law

Action. To date, despite having been served, Petitioner has yet to file his Response to the Canadian |
Family Law Action. Petitioner’s delay in filing a Response in the Canadian Family Law Action has
caused a delay in the assignment of a Judge.

NO EMERGENCY JURISDICTION

Petitioner misled the Court when he alleged, at his Ex Parte Request for Order filed June
5, 2015, that I kidnapped or abducted Hunter. I never abducted Hunter. Petitioner was, at all
times, aware of my intent to return to Canada and Hunter’s whereabouts with me at the Canadian
Residence.

On May 25, 2015, after initiation of this action, Petitioner emailed the landlord of the

Canadian Residence notifying him that, “If Marieke chooses to stay in Canada and not move back
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to LA with her son, she’ll be paying [rent]. That is something you are welcome to take up with
her.” A copy of this email is attached hereto as Exhibit “S” and incorporated herein by this
reference. Further, on May 26, 2015, I emailed Petitioner and his counsel notifying them, among
other things, that Hunter and I permanently reside in Canada and Hunter cannot be removed from
his home in Canada. A copy of this email is attached hereto as Exhibit “T” and incorporated
herein by this reference. Accordingly, I did not abduct the minor child as claimed by Petitioner in
his Ex Parte Request for Order filed June 5, 2015.

I did not violate the Automatic Restraining Orders which I understand to mean that the
minor child cannot be removed from the state in which he has been a resident for 6 months
preceding the initiation of the action. I returned our son to his “home state” where he has been
residing with me since April 2014. Petitioner is attempting to forum shop by initiating a custody.
action in California, when there is no basis for California to have jurisdiction over custody.

Further, our son and I could not remain in Los Angeles because Petitioner was
financially choking me by refusing to provide me with any financial support since commencement
of the instant action. I did not have the financial ability to remain in Los Angeles given
Petitioner’s continued refusal to provide me any financial support. As of the date of our separation
on May 21, 2015, I had a negative balance in my bank account; Petitioner refused to provide me
with any financial support while in Los Angeles; I am a stay-at-home mother who is the minor

child’s primary caretaker; I intermittently worked as an actress but have nominal income and no

assets; | am financially dependent on Petitioner, who was the breadwinner during marriage.
Copies of my Wells Fargo Bank account ending 8372 for the period of May 11, 2015 through June
9, 2015 is attached hereto as Exhibit “U” and incorporated herein by this reference.

During my stay in Los Angeles, after I was served with the Petition, I slept on various
friends’ couches and cheap motels, without any financial support from Petitioner, I could not
provide Hunter with an appropriate living situation in Los Angeles; at the same time, Petitioner
was living on a boat, a dangerous environment for Hunter, who is 3 year old and not a skilled
swimmer. With no financial support from Petitioner, as the primary caretaker of Hunter since his

birth, I returned to Vancouver, Canada, our son’s habitual residence since April 2014, and our
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son’s “home” state. Vancouver is where Hunter has his custom bedroom that I made to look like a
treehouse, all his toys and friends, playground and swimming pool in our condo building, drop in
day care, and where I have beautiful home, my car and my support system of family and friends,
my agent and where I’m building my career.

Upon receiving notice on June 4, 2015 of Petitioner’s Ex Parte Request for Order seeking sole
legal and sole physical custody of the minor child, I attempted to purchase airline tickets to Los
Angeles to appear at the Ex Parte hearing. With only approximately $18 in my bank account, I
begged and demanded that Petitioner deposit funds into my bank account so as to allow me and
Hunter to fly to Los Angeles. Copies>of text communications between Petitioner and me confirming
Petitioner’s refusal to provide me with any funds to travel to Los Angeles for the hearing are attached
hereto as Exhibit “V” and incorporated herein by this reference. My bank account statement for this
period was previously attached as Exhibit “U” and incorporated herein by this reference. As a result, I
could not afford to appear at the June 5, 2015 hearing.

I have complied with all of this Court’s orders. I returned Hunter to California. And I
gave Hunter’s US Passport to Petitioner. I have no intention of violating any of this Court’s
orders. However, given the above, I request that the Court find that Vancouver, Canada is our
son’s “home” state, deny Petitioner’s requested relief, and grant my requested relief.

I request that the Court sanctions Petitioner for his conduct in this action and order him
to pay to me the sum of $20,000 forthwith. I have been forced to borrow in excess of $30,000 __
from family and friends to litigate this action in Los Angeles, including travelling between
California and Canada. I do not have the ability to continue incurring such costs while Petitioner
continues to misrepresent the facts to this Court. Petitioner’s lies and misrepresentations to the
Court have caused the issues of custody to be unnecessary litigated in California, when the facts
\

\
\\
\
\
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clearly show that Canada is our son’s “hoe state”. Petitioner is using his financial means to gain an
tactical advantage with the expectation that I would not have had the financial ability to oppose his
requests. His conduct is egregious and must be sanctioned. Further, Petitioner’s abuse of the legal
system is depriving me of any physical contact with our son since July 1, 2015 is demonstrative of
Petitioner’s true colors, and motivation with the instant custody ‘litigation.

I declare, under penalty of perjury of the laws of the State of California that the

foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 19TH day of July 2015, at Vancouver, British

e pliacnen telednx snrbe

MARIEKE RANDOY

Columbia.

9

Declaration of Marieke Randoy



C C)
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clearly show that Canada is our son’s “hoe state”. Petitioner is using his financial means to gain an
tactical advantage with the expectation that I would not have had the financial ability to oppose his
requests. His conduct is egregious and must be sanctioned. Further, Petitioner’s abuse of the legal
system is depriving me of any physical contact with our son since July 1, 2015 is demonstrative of
Petitioner’s true colors, and motivation with the instant custody litigation..

I declare, under penalty of petjury of the laws of the State of California that the
foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 19TH day of July 2015, at Vancouver, British

Columbia. ,7\ _lm

MARIEKE RANDOY
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

Date 06-05-15 Dept: CE22
Homorable TAMARA E. HALL Judge || NICK YOUNG Deputy Clerk
Honorable Judge Pro Tem |} CARMEN MEHAFFIE Court Assistant
#16 MARKETTE OLIVER Deputy Sheriff | NOT REPORTED Reporter
_;r_— — —— .
8:30 am BD621137
g“:’n‘_':‘,‘:;';“ Salick Family Law Group, APLC

Reed Randoy (X) " by Nicholas A. Salick (X)

VSs.

Marieke Randoy (NP) Counsel For

Respondent:

NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS: PETITIONER'S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR CHILD
CUSTODY AND OTHER

The court finds notice has been given to the respondent.
The court reads and considers the ex parte application in chambers.
The court grants the ex parte application.

The court grants temporary sole legal and physical custody of the minor child Hunter
Randoy (DOB 4/10/12) to the petitioner with no visitation to the respondent pending the
hearing date below.

The respondent is ordered to forthwith return the above named minor child to the
petitioner and to forthwith release the minor child's American and Canadian passports to
the petitioner’'s counsel.

The respondent’s responsive declaration is to be served and filed no later than June 15,
2015, and tF:e petitioner's reply declaration, if any, is to be served and filed no later than
June 19, 2015.

The matter is set for hearing on June 26, 2015, at 8:30 a.m. in Department 22.

The petitioner is to give notice forthwith.

Page 1 of 1 MINUTES ENTERED
DepT: CE22 06-05-15
CoUNTY CLERK
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) FL-305

I PETITIONER/PLAINTIFF: Reed :\_t1idoy k/ € NUMBER
RESPONDENT/DEFENDANT: Marieke Randoy -8D621137
( OTHER PARENT/PARTY:

TEMPORARY EMERGENCY COURT ORDERS
Attachment to Request for Order (FL.-300)

The court makes the following orders, which are effective immediately and until the hearing:
1. _J PROPERTY RESTRAINT

a [ Petitioner D Respondent E:I Claimant s restrained from transferring, encumbering, hypothecating,
concealing, or in any way disposing of any property, real or personal, whether community, quasi-community, or
separate, except in the usual course of business or for the necessities of life.

(L2 The other party is to be notified of any proposed extraordinary expenditures, and an accounting of such is to
be made to the court.

b. (L} Both parties are restrained and enjoined from cashing, borrowing against, canceling, transferring, disposing of, or
changing the beneficiaries of any insurance or other coverage, including life, health, automobile, and disability,
held for the benefit of the parties or their minor child or children.

c. [ Neither party may incur any debts or liabilities for which the other may be held responsible, other than in the
ordinary course of business or for the necessities of life.

2 [} PROPERTY CONTROL

a [} Petitoner [} Respondent is given the exclusive temporary use, possession, and control of the following

property that the parties own or are buying (specify):

b. (] Petitioner [} Respondent is ordered to make the following payments on liens and encumbrances coming due
while the order is in effect:

Debt Amount of payment Pay to

e.\ﬂ INOR CHILDREN
Petitioner D Respondent  will have the temporary physical custody, care, and control of the minor children of
the parties ga subject to the other party's rights of visitation as follows:

M diks 4o Regabied
b. [T} Petitioner Respondent must not remove the minor child or children of the parties
(1% m the State of California.
(2 a/:(rﬂm the following counties (specrfy) U S. 4
(3;\D other (specify): [0g ®
c. (L] child abduction  prevention grders are attached (ste form FL-341(B)).
d. (1) Jurisdiction: This court has jurisdiction to ‘make child custody orders in this case under the Uniform Child
Custody Jurisdiction and Enforcement Act (part 3 of the Califomnia Family Code, commencing with section 3400).

(2) Notice and opportunity to be heard: The responding party was given notice and an opportunity to be heard as
provided by the laws of the State of Califomnia.

(3)\, Country of habitual residence: The country of habitual residence of the child or children is
the United States of America [ other (specify):

(4) Penalties for violating this order: If you violate this order, you may be subject to civil or criminal penalties

r both. .
;\@ OTHER gRDERS (specify).'G)l inaidd oo IWM oF Minfe /"'_\‘

Additional orders are listed on Attachment 4.4 {15 4. info

-

T 1 wh CAWY;
Date: ‘ . . "
= 6 I S Oorf&‘j? 07C m ln Dg l paff Mw JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT
(o (1474 .
5. The date of the court hearing is (insert da ’?I when nown) é’ﬂﬂu . TAMARA HALL

CLERK'S CERTIFICATE
I certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the original on file in my office.

[SEAL]
Date: Clerk, by , Deputy
Page 1 of 1
Farm Adogted for Manuaatory Use TEMPORARY EMERGENCY COURT ORDERS Family Code, §§ 2045, 6224, 622¢ 6322
Judiciat nal of Caifornia Martin Dean’ 6320-6326, 5385631
FL-305 [Rev July 1, 2012) Q BSENT'A[F“RMS www Zourts ca go.
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FL-120

ATTORNE® OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY (Name, State Sar number, and 3cgress) FOR COURT USE ONLY

Macwexe KOu\do-.s TN PRO PEQ
LD Cindrl Pacide + Roow _
Voncouuer, OC ChAacdn Vi ® | Wi . A 0
TELEPHONE NO kDO‘\ $|“6 259 FAX NO 15‘('.\'\‘!"I LT
e coRess  ERERERTERERR o © et MmanKa @ cloed. - :“"_‘” RS
ATTORNEY FOR (Name) [F>"2a) T YA
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF i AU
smeeranoress J\\ N VR Ok T
maLnG aooress | Y N | ‘_\_\\\ 6—\ . Shwelr " : ;.A.,r‘.'a-. R

CITY ANQ ZIP CODE o5 \¢es~CA Qoo
BRANCH NAME é‘ fgg’g }%A ﬁﬁ QL STRN . T
PETITIONER' Ei
RESPONDENT: Yy AARIEIKE RANDOY

RESPONSE 3 AND REQUEST FOR ) AMENDED CENER D AW\ DF
Dissolution (Divorce) of: 8 Marriage () Domestic Partnership
Legal Separation of: Mamage ) Domestic Partnership

3 Nullity of: L) Marriage {_J Domestic Partnership

1. LEGAL RELATIONSHIP (check all that apply).
a B} We are married.
b [:] We are domestic partners and our domestic partnership was established in California.
c. D We are domestic partners and our domestic partnership was NOT established in California.

2. RESIDENCE REQUIREMENTS (check al! that apply):

a. m Petitioner [_1 Respondent has been a resident of this state for at least six months and of this county for at least
three months immediately preceding the filing of this Petition. (For a divorce, at least one person in the legal relationship
descnbed in items 1a and 1c must comply with this requirement )

b. [LJ We are the same sex and were married in California but are not residents of California. Neither of us lives in a state or
nation that will dissolve the marriage. This case Is filed in the county in which we married
Petitioner's residence (state or nation): Respondent's residence (state or nation):

[ E:] Qur domestic partnership was established in California. Neither of us has to be a resident or have a domicile in California
to dissolve our partnership here.

3. STATISTICAL FACTS

a. X} (1) Date of mamage (specify): 09 &A% / T (2) Date of separation (specify): © S / A0/ 15
(3) Time from date of marriage to date of separation (specify): Years Months -
b. (] (1) Registration date of domestic partnership with the California Secretary of State or otnér state equivalent (specify below):
(2) Date of separation (specify):
(3) Time from date of registration of domestic partnership to date of separation (specify). Years Months

4. MINOR CHILDREN (children bom before (or bom or adopted during) the marriage or domestic partnership):

a. There are no minor children.

b. The minor children ara:
Chiid's name Birthdate Age Sex
HUNTER &ANCoY o4 lio] dev > M

(1) 3 continued on Attachment 4b.
(2) 3 a chitld who is not yet barn
¢ if there are minor children of Petitioner and Respondent, a completed Declaration Under Uniform Child Custody Jurisdiction

and Enforcement Act (UCCJEA) (form EL-105) must be attached.
d. {Q Petitioner and Respondent signed a voluntary declaration of paternity. A copy [LJis (_J}isnot  attached.

Page 1013
Form ad (or Mandatory Use RE§PONSE ﬁ—‘TAGEJDWEST ﬁ A'R_TNERSHTP - Famly Code, § 2020
Juaical Coural of Cattormid wwy, Courts.ca gov
FL-12C[Rev January ! 2013} MariinDeans (Family Law)
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PETITIONER: (R E RN ooy ’ CASE NUMBER .
RESPONDENT: %\Pilolaic/_ RANDOY I GDwRAWDIF

Respondent requests that the court make the following orders:
5. LEGAL GROUNDS (Family Code sections 2200-2210; 2310-2312)
a [} Respondent contends that the parties never legally married or registered a domestic partnership
b. [_} Respondent denies the grounds set forth in item 5 of the petition.
c. Respondent raquests
(1),&] dworce [} legal separation of the marnage or domestic parinership based on
(a) (X} ireconcilable differences  (b) [_J permanent legal incapacity to make decisions.

2) L nuility of void marriage or domestic partnership based on
(@) [ incest (b) (Y bigamy.
(3) (B nutlity of voidable marriage or domestic partnership based on
(a) D respondent's age at time of registration of (dy ] fraud.
domestic partnership or marrage.
(b) CI prior existing mamage or domestic partnership  (e) ] force ’
(© 3 unsound mind. ( [J physical incapaciy.

DV
6 CHILD CUSTODY AND VISITATION (PARENTING TIME) Petitioner Respondent Joint Other
a. Legal custody of children t0 .. .. ... ..o v e e e, (0 | g 0
b Physical custody of children to...... .. oo v et s g o)
¢ Child visitation (parenting ime) be grantedto .. .. ... ... ... <] 2 [ |
As requested in: form FL-311 ) formEL-312 ) form FL-341(C}

3 fomfFLa4ym [ formFL-341E)  [) Attachment 6¢(1)
d. Cl Determine the parentage of children born to Petitioner and Raspondent before the marriage or domestic partnership.

7 CHILD SUPPORT

a. If there are minor children bom to or adopted by Petitioner and Respondent before or during this marriage or domestic
partnership, the court wili make orders for the support of the children upon request and submission of financial forms by the
requesting party.

b. An eamings assignment may be issued without further notice

¢ Any party required to pay support must pay interest on overdue amounts at the “legal” rate, which is currently 10 percent.

d. [} Other (specify):

8. SPOUSAL OR DOMESTIC PARTNER SUPPORT

m Spousal or domestic partner support-payable to [ Petinoner ﬁm Respondent
. L Terminate (end) the court's ability to award supportto [_] Petitioner [} Respondent
Reserve for future datermination the issue of support payableto [} Petitioner [_§ Respondent

a
b
¢

d. [ Other (specify).

9. SEPARATE PROPERTY

a. There are no such assets or debts that | know of to be confirmed by the court.
b. Confirm as separate property the assets and debtsin [} Property Declaration (form FL-160) [C) Attachment 9b
the following list ltem Confirm to

The Toll Aedote and extrent oY the SDJ\"\{S' ‘“‘PO“‘\‘AC ?mpe:’rn
ot onswn ok s Ime, RedSpondent teperves The
(‘\'Sh’( o ormend YA S PeXihion VP o o«f:co‘lram,}s-\h,e, SO
ot O\)( ‘\’C’\C\\.

fmer a5 RESPONSE—MARRIAGE/DOMESTIC PARTNERSHIP Page 2 of 3
Mart Deans (Famlly Law) /
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PETITIONER: RE'ED M e CASE NGMBER,
_RESPONDENT: MARYE e RAI)O oY | BDLAIAWNWDF

10.COMMUNITY AND QUASI-COMMUNITY PROPERTY
There are no such assets or debts that | know of to be divided by the court.
b. Determine rights to community dnd quasi-community assets and debts. All such assets and debts are listed
30 in Property Declaration (form EL-160) ) i Attachment 10b,  *

as follows (specify):

’U:L—S;\)\\ f\Ct\‘Ul‘(. e -C)Q\‘C/{\- O: the ?M)ﬁes C/O"hm.')f\txs

o gUAS - Comm 0/\\)1“%&65 %S ond debls ac vaknown
aX Yhis Fme. ResporBen ceoenues Fhe St ho comend
A0S ?&H‘\?rbf\ Upom oscestan ’\ﬁ%c Dol oF oX —\-\"Lq,l,

11. OTHER REQUESTS
a Attomney’s fees and costs payable by N Petitioner  [_] Respandent

b. Respondent's former name be restored to (specify). V ERWE MAN) 6
c. Other (specify):

T cespechTol ve. sest s Court ocdesr dhay Canada 1%
Ane O‘E’fmpn \)omsﬁcx\wor\;o( S n"\os’f\-&.\’ Occaovse
/\’f\z.m.r\e( cCh\d\ Tond T Ao r&S(d(d i~ Covnoda. <= /Nnee
Apc N \H | QoA

DConﬁnued on Attachment 11¢.
| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true and correct.
Date: O\ / 1B/ aoi{
E oY T L
MARIE K Y _ 0 PRo PER)

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) {SIGNATURE OF RESPONDENT)

Date:

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (SIGNATURE OF ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT)

NOTICE: You may redact (black out) social security numbers from any written material filed with the court in this case other than a
form used to collect child, spousal or partner support.

NOTICE~—~CANCELLATION OF RIGHTS: Dissolution or legal separation may automatically cance! the rights of a domestic partner

or spouse under the other domestic partner's or spouse’s will, trust, retirement plan, power of attorney. pay-on-death bank account,

survivorship rights to any property owned in joint tenancy, and any other simitar thing. It does not automatically cancet the right of a

domestic partner or spouse as beneficiary of the other partner’s or spouse’s life insurance policy. You should review these matters,

as well as any credit cards, other credit accounts, insurance polices, retirement plans, and credit reports, to determine whether they
should be changed or whether you should take any other actions. Some changes may require the agreement of your partner or

spouse or a cgurt order

The original response must be filed in the court with proof of sarvice of a copy on Petitioner.

FL-120 [Rov January 1. 2015] RESPONSE—MARRIAGE/DOMESTIC PARTNERSHIP Pagesots
Mur¢in Ocan’s (Family Law)
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FL-311
| PETITIONER/PLAINTIFF Q CED 2P0y CASE NUMBER
RESPONDENTIDEFENOANT: MAZ (€XE.  2ANDOT BDGan > s

CHILD CUSTODY AND VISITATION APPLICATION ATTACHMENT

TO gﬁ Petition, Response, Application for Order or Responsive Declaration (1 other (specify):
"] To be ordered now and effective until the hearing

1, 3 Custody. Cuslody of the minor children of the parties 1s requested as follows.

Child's Nam Date of Birth Legal Custody to Physical Custody to
{person who makes decisions about {person with whom the child lives)

health, education, etc.)

KONTETL RANDCOY O9//0]2003 (Y mriBIE RANOdY  MAUIGKE ZAMO07

2, % Visjtatjon.
' a. % Reasonable right of visitation to the party without physical custody (not appropriate in cases involving domestic
violence)

b. C_] See the attached -page document dated (spec/fy date)
c. L) The parties will go to mediation at (specify focation):
d. ] No visitation )
e. [ Vistationforthe [ ] petitioner [__] respondent  will be as foltows.
(1) [J weekends starting (date).
(The first weekend of the month is the first weekend with a Saturday.)
T st T J2nd [ J3d [T ath 15t  weekend of the month
from at 3 am. [ pm
(day of week) {time)
to at 3 am ] pm.
{day of week) (time)
(@ [ The parents wili altemate the fifth weekends, with the [__] petitioner [ respondent
having the initial fith weekend, which starls (date).
) L1 The petitioner wilt have fith weekendsin [__] odd [ ] even months.
2) (] Anternate weekends starting (date}-
The [_] petitioner [~ respondent- -will.have the children with him or her during the period
from at {1 am 3 p.m.
(day of week) (time)
to at’ 3 am ] pm
{day of week) (time)
(3) [_] Weekdays starting (date):
The [] pefitoner [ __] respondent  will have the children with lm or her during the period
from at ) am (3 pm
{day of week) (time)
to at CJam 1 pm
(day of week) (time)
4) [:3 Other (specify days and imes as well as any additional restrictions).
] see Attachment 2e(4).
Pagatofl
Form Approved for Oplona) visa CHILD CUSTODY AND VISITATION APPLICATION ATTACHMENT PO o couri ta gov
Judiciet Counat of Calitornia

FL-311 {Rev July 1 20061
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| PETITIONER. Q S A1 CASE NUMBER"
RESPONDENT: MALLIEILE KANOD T BRI F

3 Supervised visitation,
| request that (name). -r & (> have supervised visitation with the minor children according to the
schedule sel out on page 1 and that the wisits be supervised by (name).
who is a m professional [__] nonprofessional  supervisor. The supervisor's phone number is (specify): TGD

\-/
| request that the costs of supervision be paid as follows. petitioner: /L)O A percent, respondent: / percent.

If item 3 Is checked, you must attach a declaration that shows why unsupervised visitation would be bad for your
children. The judge is required to consider supervised visitation if one parent is alleging domestic violence and is
protected by a restraining order.

¢. ] Transportation for vigitation and place of exchange.

a. (3 Transportation to the visits will be provided by (name):
Transportation from the visits will be provided by (name):
Drop-off of the children will be at (address)"

Pick-up of the children will be at (address):

The children will be driven onty by a licensed and insured driver. The car or truck must have legal child restraint
devices.

Ouring the exchanges, the parent driving the children will wait in the car and the other parent will wait in his or her
home while the children go between the car and the home.

Other (specify).

00 0000

5. (" Travel with chitdren. The ] petitioner [ respondent (] otner (name):
must have written permission from the other parent or a court order to take the children out of
a. [] the state of California.
b. [__1 the following counties (specify):
c. [_J other places (specify):

6. [__] child abduction prevention. There 1s a nsk that one of the parants will take the children out of-California without the other
parent's permission. | request the orders set out on attached form FL-312.

[ chiidren's heliday schedule. | request the haliday and visitation schedule set out on the attached 1 form FL-341(C)
C] other (specify):

N

8. 3 Additional custody provisions. | request the additional orders regarding custody set out on the attached
(CJ tormFL-341(Dy (] other (spectfy):

a. [ Joint legal custody provisions. | request joint legal custody and want the additional orders set out on the attached
form FL-341(E) ] other (specify).

10. ] Other. | request the following additional orders (specify).

Pago 20t 2

FL3T Rev wly 1 2006] CHILD CUSTODY AND VISITATION APPLICATION ATTACHMENT
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M’[ORNE—i OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY (Mame Sta.. _ur number and acaress)

-MPRIEKE RANDD/ | PR PER
MARIEE RANDOY
b Cidadel Porrmde ¥ 2006

TELEmgocou U\ 6 C— s-\/ (a 'FA‘;\NJO(%WUFMO
E-MAIL woaess'gacrznj %\ s H
ATTORNEY FOR (Name)

C A AAOA

FOR COURT USE ONLY

CUMe-Lael S Ury
OFIGIMAL FILED

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF
STREET ADORESS l ' | N . Hﬁ“%‘\' -
MAILING ADDRESS 11 N Hit <53
CITY AND ZIP CODE |_ (s> D00

BRANCH NawE (T 1&)3?&8 \5 A.’ILLC, T

Gup-ntag Cleoat e ahibaree
[eTATR ' e
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(This section applies only to farmiy law cases )

PETITIONER. R CED RANDOY
RESPONDENT. ;M AR GXE  RANDCOY

OTHER PARTY.

P\\: by, CEY S ]

n"’,’rd\'u

Lan ik

(This section applres only to guardianship cases )
GUARDIANSHIP OF (Name)

CASE NUMBER
Mmnor

DECLARATION UNDER UNIFORM CHILD CUSTODY
JURISDICTION AND ENFORCEMENT ACT (UCCJEA)

HOwaAWLWD T

1. 1 am a party to this proceeding to determine custody of a child.

2.1 My present address and the present address of each child residing with me 1s confidential under Family Code section 3429 as

I have indicated in item 3.

3. There are (specify number): QNE.

(1)

rmunor children who are subject to this proceeding, as follows:

(Insert the information requestad below. The residence information must be given for the last FIVE years.)

© i

a Chids natE Place of birth Data of birth s
HONTER.  ArO0Y LOS preeLESCA O fjofaaia | M
Period of residence %% C 3\ el P ol L Person child tivad with (name and comiplete chiment address) Reiationship
A o\d Pf‘ﬁ g)( E
oH (2014 ¢ 20 ! HOTHE@
to gresen ) ConfRetial \On¢ o esr B C Confidential
Child's residence (Crity, State) ?ﬁv A‘OA Person child ived wih (name and complete curment address) —
-
O TH STBSTG Soun Wrcenlit 6°AMM19L€*K@DKNU®’ }-104‘#57(
e QY/20YI4 1) LA CA 00,9 Earied
4 Child's residence (City, State) Parson child lived with (name and complete cument address)
to
Child's residence (City. State) Parson child lived with (name and complote current address)
(e}
b Child's name Place of birth Date ot birth Sex
D Residencs information is the same as given above for child a |
(If NOT the sama, provide the information beiow ) i
Period of residence Address Person chikd lived with (name and complete current addrass) Retlattonship
to present (3 confidential (2 Confidential
Child's residenca (City State) Person chitd iived with (name and complete current address)
to
Child's residence (City, State) Person child lived with (name and complete current address)
m —
Cnild's residence (City Statej Person child lived with {name and complete current acdress}

L. . . aen
¢ L] Additional residence information for a child listed in tem a or b is continued on attachment 3c. .
d D Additional children are listed on form FL-105(A)/GC-120(A).(Provide all requested information for additional children. )

Pags10f2

Form Adopted for Mandatory Use
Juiaat Coungt of Catiforma
FL-105/GC-120 [Rev January t 2009)

!’,T] Maia (has
<) ESSENTIAL FoRus™

CXAFrEr7 1D

DECLARATION UNDER UNIFORM CHILD CUSTODY
JURISDICTION AND ENFORCEMENT ACT (UCCJEA)

Family Cods, § 3400 ot seq.,
Prcbaleéooe §58 1510(N. 1512
wwav courtinio ca gov




; C

—~

e

N

FL-105/GC-120

SHORT TITLE. CASE-nUMBER

(TN Re MArRe N héE DF ReNODYT OO0\ 3 F

4 Do you have information about, or have you participated as a party or as a witness or in some other capacity in. another court case
or custody or [srtation proceeding, in Califorma or elsewhere, concerning a child subject to this proceeding?

CI Yes No (If yes, attach a copy of the orders (if you have one) and provide the following information).
Court Court order Your
Proceeding Case number | (name, state, location) or judgment | Name of each chiid | connection to| Case status
(date) the case
a. [ Family

o

()} Guardianship

c. L] Other

Proceeding Case Number Court (name, state, location)

d. [ Juvenile Delinquency/
Juvenile Dependency

e. (] Adoption

5. D One or more domestic violence restraining/protective orders are now in effect. (Altach a copy of the orders if you have one
and provide the following information):

Court County State Case number (if known) Orders expire (date)

a. {3 Criminal

u. (B Family

c. 3 Juvenile Delinquency/
Juvenile Dependency

d. (0 Other

6. Do you know of any person who is not a party to this pr ing who has physical custody or claims to have custody of or
aj No (Ifyes, provide the following information):

visitation rights with any child in this case?

R Yes |

a. Name and address of person

3 Has physical custody
) Claims custody rights
33 Claims visitation rights

Name of each child

b. Name and address of person

L) Has physical custody
O ciaims custody rights
[T Claims visitation rights

"Name of each child

¢. Name and address of person

3 Has physical custody

) Claims custody rights

[ Ciaims visitation rights
Name of each child

| declare under penalty of perjuryusnder the laws of the Slate of California that the foregoing is true and correct.

pate O} B [ 201>

MARVexE  ReapnOOY

570w Xe “Rordon

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME;
7 Number of pages attached.

(SIGNATURE OF OECLARANT) Q

NOTICE TO DECLARANT: You have a continuing duty to inform this court if you obtain any information about a custody
proceeding in a California court or any other court concerning a child subject to this proceeding.

;L 705GC-120 [Rev January 1. 2009}

MartDeans
w) <) ESsENTAL Foams™

DECLARATION UNDER
JURISDICTION AND ENFORCEMENT ACT (UCCJEA)

IFORM CHILD CU

Paga 20f2
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Lot i IFLe338

ATTORh.tEY OR PARTY WATHOU1 ATTORNEY (Nama. State Bar number and addrsss) FOR COURT USE ONLY
_Maricke Randoy
668 Citade! Parade #2006 CORE iy v GUFY
Vancouver, BC, Canada V6B IW6 ,, Qfueateial AED
8] 12’;-“" .{.‘, PR
TELEPHONE NO FAX NO {Optional) JUuN [_Ulf)
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optional)
ATTORNEY FOR (Name)- RCSpondt.‘nt ]N PRO PL‘.R Snata Rt Ak Ve LT ,r!{/;lr',(k
2 By hoevir e 119300
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES e E
streetaooress 111 North Hill Street
maLinG acoress SAME
arvannzecove | 0s Angeles 90012
srancinave Central District
-REED RANDOY CASE NUMBER
PETITIONER/PLAINTIFF 80621 1 37
respONDENTDEFENDANT- MARIEKE RANDOY
{If sppicadble provide}
OTHER PARENT/PARTY HEARING DALE
“™1 HEARING TiME
PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL DEPT

NOTICE: To serve temporary restraining orders you must use personal service (see form FL-330).

1. fam atleast 18 years of age, not a party to this action, and | am a resident of or employed in the county where the mailing took
place.

2 My residence or business address is'
205 South Broadway, #500
Los Angcles, California 90012

3. lserveda COﬁy of the followmg documents (specify)’

FL-120, FL-311. FL-1

by enclosing them in an envelope AND

a. [¥] depositing the sealed envelope with the United States Postal Service with the postage fully prepaid.

b [ placing the envelope for collection and mailing on the date and at the place shown in item 4 following our ordinary
business practices. | am readily familiar with this business’s praclice for collecting and processing correspondence for
mailing. On the same day that carrespondence is placed for collection and mailing, it is deposited in the ordinary course of
business with the United States Postal Service in a sealed envelope with postage fully prepaid.

4. The envelope was addressed and mailed as follows.
a. Name of person served. Nicholas A Salick Esq.
b. Address: | {111 Santa Monica Blvd, Suite 1700

Los Angeles, CA 90025
¢. Date matled:

d. Place of mailing (city and state) |.os Angeles, California

5. {1 1served a request to modify a child custody, visitation, or child support judgment or permanent order which ingluded an
address venfication declaration. (Declaration Regarding Address Verification—Postiudgment Request to Modify a Child

Custody. Visitation, or Child Support Order (form FL-334) may be used for this purpose.)

6. |declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregaing is true and correct.

Date. 6/18/2015 h
Jose Alvarcz b ~ /’—\

(TYPE OR PRIN! NANIE} (s:c.ﬂ;e(vmsou CONPLETING THIS FORM)

Page tof 1
Code of Cvil Pracadure, §§ 1013 1013a

i Councs of Callorma PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL s courts ca ov

FL-335 [Rav January 1 2012}
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SUPREME COURT |

COLUMBIA
O A GOUVER REGISTRY FORM F3
(RULE 4-1 (1))

JUN 76 208 ~E151794

Vancouver Registry

Lf . T In the Supreme Court of British Columbia
Claimant: Marieke Petra Randoy
Respondent: Reed Philip Randoy

NOTICE OF FAMILY CLAIM

This family law case has been started by the claimant(s) for the relief set out in section 4 below.

If you intend to respond to this family law case, you or your lawyer must
(a) file a response to family claim in Form F4 in the above-named registry of this court within 30 days
after the date on which this copy of the filed notice of family claim was sarved on you, and
{b) serve a copy of the filed response to family claim on the claimant.

If you intend to make a counterclaim, you or your lawyer must
(a) file a response to family claim in Form F4 and a counterclaim in Form F5 in the above-named registry
of this court within 30 days after the date on which this copy of the filed notice of family claim was

served on you, and
(b} serve a copy of the filed response to family claim and counterclaim on the claimant and on any new

parties named in the counterclaim.

Orders, including orders granting the relief claimed, may be made against you if you fail to file the
response to family claim within the 30 day period referred to above.

1 Information about the parties

The claimant, Marieke Petra Randoy .15 the wife of the respondent

The respondent, Reed Philip Randoy . I1s the husband of the claimant

2 Spousalrelationship history

- “

Lepts Be7 .



C

[Complete this section if a clanmant and a respondent are or have been married or ¢ére crhave beenin g
marriage-like relationship.|

{Check the correct box(es) and complete the required information |

The claimant, Marieke Randoy , and the respondent, Reed Randay
(name of ciimant PR REpONIe T,
began to live together in a marriage-like relationship on  01/Aug/2011 :
feka munnyy fovl
[X] were married on 27/Sep/2011
fadimmmegyey!
[X] separated on 21/May/2015

idalmmmsyrar,]

[ ] were divorced from each other by order made on

raa/mmnvyyryl

3 Prior court proceedings and agreements

[Check the correct box(es) and complete the required information.}

There is no prior agreement, court order or court proceeding relating to any of the claims made 7 this
notice of family claim

{OR]

@ One or more of the following relates to claims made in this notice of family clasm

[ ] awritten agreement dated

[dd/mmim ‘prey)

a court order dated  05/Jun/2015
{dd/mmni‘yyyy]

[X] aprior court proceeding:  Court File Number: 8D621137

Court Registry County of Los Angeles, Catifarma, Centrai [t




C (C

4 The Claimant's Claims
[Check the correct box(es) and complete and attach the required Schedules.)

E] An order for divorce - {complete and attach Schedule 1)

g An order respecting child(ren) - {complete and attach Schedule 2]

An ordet for spousal support - [complete and attach Schedule 3]

An order relating to family property and famuly debt - [complete and aitach Scheduie 41
Another order - [complete and attach Schedule §)

@ An order for costs

5 Place of trial will be: Vancouver Law Courts

[name ot eegisity,

6 The address of the registry is Vancouver Registry, 800 Smithe Street, Vancouver, British Columbta



C C

7 The Claimant's address for service is

[Set out the street address of the address for service. One or both of a fax number and an e-mail address may be
given as additional addresses for service.)

Address for service: B o £71i njpﬁ,
\/m—lxd, £l ,Barristers ard Gliches
t‘wovg‘gg’ Burrard. SE.

Vance Lires, B V7X (M8

Fax number address for service (optional): [60L( ) Y43 ~ Lol

E-mail address for service (optional):  |ae|[inasen @ s martt com
o

Date: 25/Jun/2015 W o
—

{dd/mmm/yyyyi
Signa'tdre of

] Claimant 4 Lawyer for clatmant
Brent tlhngsor

[type or print name;

if in this farmily law case a claim 1s made under the Fomily Law Act and the ciaimant i
represented by alawyer, the iawyar must compiers the foliowing cernfiaiz,

LAWYER’S CERTIFICATE (FAMILY LAW ACT, s. 8(2))
|, Brent Elingson lawyer for Marieke Randaoy

certify that, in accordance with section 8 (2) of the Family Law Act, | have

(a) discussed with the party the advisability of using various types of family dispute resolution to reschve
the matter, and (b) informed the party of the facilities and othar resources, knewwr to me, that may be
available to assist

in resolving the dispute.

> 7
Date: 25/Jun/2015 {% %

¢ T el

-

(ddimmm/yyyy! Sngnatur;fo'flawye'r ( =

Brent Ellingson

{tyvpeorgnntrem 3]

v

(9]



FORMF3
(RULE 4-1 (1))

In the Supreme Court of British Columbia

No.

Claimant: Marieke Petra Randoy

Respondent:

Reed Philip Randoy

SCHEDULE 1 - DIVORCE

THIS IS SCHEDULE 1 TO THE CLAIMANT'S NOTICE OF FAMILY CLAIM

1 Personal Information

Vancouver Registry

Claimant Respondent :
Birthdate ([dd/mmm/yyyyl: 25/0ct/1976 04/Aug/1970 .
g;i:‘?;:ﬁ;iﬁi;;;;zerimh Columbia 14/Apr/2014 ; Not ordinarily resident .
Surname at birth. « Vekemans Randoy
Surname immediately before marriage. Vekemans Randoy
Marital status immediately before marriage:  |divorced never imasred
Place of marriage: City: Long Beach
[city or town; pravince or state, country} DCanada lZ]USA .‘_:'Other

State: California UsSa

2 -Grounds for the claimant's-claim-for-divorce

X] The claimant asks for an order for divorce on these grounds:

[if divorce 1s claimed as s result of having lived separatz and cpart, complete paragraph i

Divorce is claimed as a result of having lived separate and apart.

[[] Divorceis claimed on grounds other than having lived separate and apart




@ (C;

Divorce claimed as a result of having lived separate and apart.

{i The claimant and his or her spouse have 21/May/2014

lived separate and apart since sdd it iy

AND
[Check whichever one of the following boxes is correct and complete the requirad information |

@ the claimant and his or her spouse have not lived together since then

D the claimant and his or her spouse have lived together again during the following period’s),
in an unsuccessful attempt to reconcile:

From: to:

[if more space 1s required - attach page and state "See Attached"|

3 The claimant confirms that:
[The clatmant seeking an order for divorce must check both of the follawing boxzs |

DX There is no possibility of reconcihation

There has been no colluston, as defined 1n section 11 {4) of the Divorce Act iCarada,. wrelation 2o
this claim for divorce

4 Proof of marriage
(Check whichever one of the following boxes is correct and complate any required information

£X] A certificate of marriage or of registration of marriage has been f led

“tand transtoncn,
[:] A certificate of marriage or registration of marriage is not being filed with this nctice of family clam

because

{state the reasonj

and the certificate will be filed before this claim 1s set down for triat or an agphcation is mage for an
order of divorce

[7] itisimpossible to obtamn a certificate of marriage or registraticn of marriage because.

[stai2 the r2ascnj




fC; {(\)

5 Children

[Check whichever one of the following boxes is correct and complate any required infarmation.}

D There are no children of the marriage as defined by the Divorce Act {Canada)

[OR]
g The children of the marriage are.
Child's Full Legal Name o
{Surname, First Second Third) Birth Date Resides with ;
Randoy, Hunter Samson 10/Apr/2012 Randoy, Marieke !f

[if more space is required - attach page and state "See Attached’)

)
Date: 25/Jun/2015 W -

-
e
dd/r /5 R
{da/mmem/yyyyl Slgnaty{e of ( _ _,/

[] Cltaimant X Lawyer for claimant

Brent Ellingson

LS A/ T

The following certificate must be completed for each party 1o a divorie cloim who s represenizz rL aisan e

LAWYER’S CERTIFICATE (DIVORCE ACT (CANADA), $.9)

I, Brent Ellingson Jawyer for Marieka Randoy
{neme of perry!

certify that | have complied with section 9 of the Divorce Act (Canada), which says:

9 (1) It isthe duty of.every barrister, solicitor, lawyer or advocate who undertakes-to act on behalf of a
spouse in a divorce proceeding

(a) to draw to the attention of the spouse the provision; of this Act that have as their objeci the
reconciliation of spouses, and
{b) to discuss with the spouse the possibility of the reconciliation of the spouses and to informthe
spouse of the marriage counselling or guidance facilities known to him or her that might be able
to assist the spouses to achieve a reconciliation, uniess the circumstancas of the case are of such
a nature that it would clearly not be appropriate to do so
(2) It is the duty of every barrister, solicitor, lawyer or advocate who undertakes tc act on behali cf a
spouse in a divorce proceeding to discuss with the spouse the adwvisability of n2gotiating the
matters that may be the subject of a support order or a custogy ordar and to inform to2 spous?
of the mediation facilities known to him or her that might b2 ablz to assist the spouses 1o
negotiating those matters

-~ .
) o~ / 74_ s
Date: 25/Jun/2015 ‘ {% T )
[dd/mmmiyyyy) Slgnaturﬁ af lawyer ’./ . /\:-,
/. Brant Ethngson
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FORMF3
(RULE 4-1 (1))

In the Supreme Court of British Columbia

Vancous er Ragisiry
Claimant: Marieke Petra Randoy

Respondent: Reed Philip Randoy

SCHEDULE 2 - CHILDREN
THIS IS SCHEGULE 2 TO THE CLAIMANT S NOTICE OF “AMILY TL AR

1 Identification of child(ren)

The claimant is asking for an order in respect of the following child or chitdren

T e me m e — o =

Child h Habllu:uly
Child’s Birth Child s f Child's “rzsident in BC
Child's Full Date Relationship Ratauonship o since Chakef na

Legal Mame | (dd/mmm/yyyy! | to the Claunam the Resoondant {da mmm ,y oy

|
|

Randoay, Hunter {10/Apr/2012 lnaturalrmld Tnatural ciild T 1 AGe JG1 4
Samsan i

(if more space s reguired - attach pags and stais Sse drck s

2 Orderssought

The claimant ts asking for the following urdaa(s, Checs 18 Cosrali Lo 230 00
ﬁ] an order respacting arrangements for parerting for 3 child or chuldran
{Complate sections 3 and 4 b2low.

(b) S’ an O(der for child support iComplete sections 5 o 709,0' v

3 Current parenting arrangements

Current arrangements for paranting are
p

Child has lived with Claimant in Vancouver, BC from Apnd 2014 to present Raspondenthas teasfzc 2
Vancouver from Los Angeles, USA for contact with child every 5-8 wizeks for

4 Proposed arrangement parenting

[se( ou(rarm,ofﬂm: 55 20 or.}f fought

gumma SHE. BAreniing arrang 2t 2nii G0 0

i The Claimant proposes that she ha.

t to hive parimanantly with heein ~’a|.m_ /20 30d M2 ire Fespondant ra,e ol ornfais o g

’, conlact wlth the clnlLl




(. {

A

The claimant is asking for an order under
(Check one or both of the following boxes, as applicable.]

@ the Divorce Act (Canada) @ the Family Law Act

5 Current child support arrangements

Current child support arrangements are:

The respondent sent the claimant $5000.00 USD per month in unspecified support unut May 201 5. As of the
date of this Notice of Family Claim, the respondent has sent the claimant $200.00 USD in supportin the month
of June 2015. The Respondent has not responded to the Claimant's requests for further support for herself and
the child. i

6 Income of person being asked to pay child support
[Check whichever one of the following boxes is correct and complete any required information
[:] The claimant does not know the income of the person being asked to pay child support
g The claimant believes that the income of the person being asked to pay child supportis § 166,416

based on these facts: Prior to separation the respondent informed the claimant that his average income
was $11,250 USD {513,868 CAD) per month net.

7 Proposed child support arrangements
[Check the correct boxies) arig compigr the r2auirsa nioealhon

The claimant is asking for
[ support in the amount set out in the child supper gwdelines teble fa re tollavarg o (2
25 UPP G E
Hunter Samson Randoy .
[narmes]
special or extraordinary expenses in accordance with section 7 of the child suppor guigeiines tor the
following child(ren):

Hunter Samson Randoy
[names)

D by consent, an order for support in an amount different than the amount set cutin tne child supcornt
guidelines table for the following child(ren):

{names}
D /; /
ate: 25/Jun/2015 ) & g -
fdd/mmmtyyvy) . /%? i . =)
Signaturz’of ) - -
[ Ugmant 5 LawyEr for claiman:

Brent Ellingsan



C @

Note to Claimant AND Respondent: you must file financial information (Form F3) i,

« there is a claim against you for support of a child, OR
- you are claiming child support unless all of the following conditions apply
(a) you are making no claim for any other kind of support,
(b) the child support s for children who are not stepchildren;
(c) none of the children for whom child support is claimed 15 19 years of age or older,
(d) the income of the party being asked to pay child support is under 5150 000 per year;
(e} you are not applying for special expenses under section 7 of the child support guidelines,
{f) you are not applying for an order under section 8 of the child support guidelines,
{g) you are not applying for an order under section 9 of the child support guidelines.
(h) you are not making a claim based on undue hardship under section 10 of the child support guidelines

If you do not fite the financial information that is required, the court may aitribute an amount of income to
you, and make a support award against you, based on that amount

11

-
o

J

[y



C (@
A .
('. I/ AN !

FORMEF3
(RULE 4-1 (1))

In the Supreme Court of British Columbia

Mo.

Vancauvar Registry
Claimant: Marieke Petra Randoy

Respondent: Reed Philip Randoy ™

SCHEDULE 3 - SPOUSAL SUPPORT
THIS 1S SCHEDULE 3 TO THE CLAIMANT'S NOTICE OF FAMILY CLAIL

1 Current arrangements for spousal support

Current spousal support arrangements are:

The respondent sent the claimant $5000 00 USD per month in unspeaified support unt b 43y 33
date of this Motice of Farndy Claim, the raspondent has sent th= clarmant $200 G USO - st

473
of June 2015 The Respondant has not respended tatha Claymant s reaests for furthoer s v froange
the child

2 Proposed spousal support arrangements
[Check the correct box(es) and complete the required information

Z The claimant is asking for an order for spousal support as follovss

Mid-range spousal support as inchcated by the Spousal Support Advisory Guildshines
{setout terms of proposed droe: seaght 1 w@nitnn 13 50065 2 suL o

— The claimant is asking for an order for spousal support under

> [Check one or both of the following boxes, as applicatlz |

] the Dvorce Act (Canadal X the Femuy Law Aci




@ @

3 Income of claimant and respondent
The claimant's gross annual income is $ 2,500
[Check whichever one of the following boxes 1s correct and complete any required informaison.}

[ ] The claimant does not know what the claimant's spouse’s income is

@ The claimant believes that the claimant's spouse's gross annual income is § 165,416

based on these facts:  Prior to separation the respondent informed the claimant that his average ncome
was $11,250 USD (513,868 CAD) per month net.

Date: 25/Jun/2015 %‘“
{dd/mmm/yyyyl -

Slgna e of

O C mant @ Lawyer for claimant
Brent Ellingson

{type or print neme)

Note to Claimant AND Respondent: vou must file financial information (Form 78 f therz 3 g ciarm oy v
or against you for spousal support

If you do not file the financial information that is required, the court may attribute an amount of iIncoma tayou
and make a support award against you, based on that income.

'




{( ; f( | ,

SCHEDULE 4 - PROPERTY
THIS IS SCHEDULE 4 TO THE CLAIMANT'S NOTICE OF FAMILY CLAIM

Ma

Vancou.sr Fegistry

Claimant: Marieke Petra Randoy

Respondent: Reed Philip Randoy

1 The claimant's claims

A Property and debt claims under the Family Law Act
[Check whichever one cf the following boxes is correct and complete any required informar cnanretas o to
property dnd family debt, as those terms are defined in the Famuly Law Act.,

The claimant is asking for an order for.

@ equal division of farmly property and family debt
D unequal division of family property and fanuly debt

{set out aziads of proposed unegual arnson and “ha grounds 27w (m s iias

4t
o
(%)

The address and legal description of any real property in which tha claimanrt clavm anintarest as afam i, 2

B Other property claims
The claimant claims.
{Check the corract box{es) and complzes (n= requirzd iniornmation’

L_‘ an order for compensation nstzad ¢f anintersst N the propacty des - 02l s




G C

[1dentify every property for which compensation is claimed and if compensation is claimed for real nroperty,
provide theaddress and legal description of that real property]

on the following grounds-

{set out the grounds on which any claim under this paragraph for interest or compensation is based]

2 Certificate of Pending Litigation

The claimant is applying for a Certificate of Pending Litigation to be registered against the following real

D property: [

{provide the legal descriptian of every real property againsi which a Cemificate of P2naing Litiganion 15 15 o r2qisizrag,

e T

| Date 25/Jun/2015 Pl
& 7-//\/ g :
{ed/mmm/yyyy] Signatur/z/of :
(] Claimant &G Lawyer for claimant ;

Brent Ellingson

{type or punt ngme] . i




SCHEDULE 5 - OTHER ORDERS
THIS IS SCHEDULE 5 TO THE CLAIMANT’S NOTICE OF FAMILY CLAIM.

No.
Vancouver Registry

Claimant: Marieke Petra Randoy
Respondent: Reed Philip Randoy
The claimant is asking for the following orders:
D an order under the Name Act that my name be changed

{curcent full legal name] 1

Surname First Name Second Name Third Name :

from: ,

[current full legal name|
to:

t

& the following orders under the Family Law Act ,
{using numbered paragraphs, set out any orders sought under the Family Law Act that are not refzrred to in '
Schedules 1 to 4 and the sections of that Act under which those orders are sought)

1 Order respecting protection, Family Law Act, s. 183. An order that the respondent be restrained from
directly or indirectly communicating with or contacting the claimant, attending at the residence of or any
place of business of the claimant, and from following the claimant.

2 Order respecting protection, Family Law Act, s. 183. An order that the respondent be restrained from
contact with the child except under professional supervision.

[ ] other orders
{using numbered paragraphs, set out tarms of other proposzd orders and the authority under which thosz2

orders are sought] —
1
/7/‘(,?7 ‘.. ,,//x//
Date: e == IR . ‘
26/Jun/2015 D R it S
Signatu;e/of ¢ -
[ Claimeni N Lewyer for claimiant

Brent Ellirgsor

At et badae Lot



FORMF15
(RULE6-6 (1))

No. E151794

Vancouver Registry

In the Supreme Court of British Columbia

Claimant/ Marieke Petra Randoy
Petitioner:
Respondent: Reed Philip Randoy

AFFIDAVIT OF'PERSONAL SERVICE
" 447‘%@ Lo, Lpthiopez > D

7.
Zé/?/;l /V/Ifﬁ%/) 674,,
ﬁ%[éffol/ (ran ] i/‘f,L] 92893

[occupation]

SWEAR (OR AFFIRM) THAT:

o0 o Jaly 205w FYSom

{dd/mmm/yyyy] {time of day}
I served Reed Philip Randoy

{name of person served]
with the Notice of Family Claim
{type of document, e.g notice of family claim, petition, etc.]

in this family law case, a copy of which is attached to this affidavit and marked as Exhibit A, by handing it to

and leaving it with that person at L//éz //b/é[&_ 576 Zt;,(ézﬂ‘/y/ﬂgl Cﬁ_f Q\gé___

{city and country]

{In the case of service of a notice of family claim or counterclaim in which a divorce is claimed, check whichever one of
the following boxes is correct and complete the required information.)

2 | know the person served because

L o Ho foco of [Yona, /@M@’ v fiend LucianA

&/Zc I canve

For bied Lad PaRppe iR Page 1 of 2
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{setout tPhefreans of knowledge]
fOR]

[]2 tknow the person served because

{set out the means of knowledge]

and attached to this affidavit and marked as Exhibit B is a photograph that is a true likeness of the person
fserved.

. [oR]

(J2 1donot know the person served and [State the means by which the person who was served was identified by
checking one or both of the following boxes and providing the required information ]

[l the person | served produced the following identification containing a photograph that was a true
likeness of the person | served:

[specify form ofidentification produced - e.q."B.C. Drivers License No. XXX"]

[[] attached to this affidavit and marked as Exhibit B is a photograph that is true likeness of the person|
served. [If this box is checked, there must be filed an affidavit that exhibits the same photograph and
confirms that the person shown in the photograph is the person identified in section 1 of this affidavit as
the person served]

SWORN (OR AFFIRMED) BEFORE ME

at

California, USA
on

{dd/mmm/yyyy]

A commissioner for taking affidavits for
California, USA

S e S e e S o et et et

| See Attached
[print name or affix stamp of commissioner] N OT AR' ZE D Pa pefWOl'k

Paseit e e Page 2 of 2
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A notary public or other officer completing this
certificate verifies only the identity of the individual
who signed the document to which this certificate
is attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy, or
validity of that document.

State of California
County of Los Angeles

day of July , 20 15 , by Anthony Bayani Rodriguez

Subscribed and sworn to (or affirmed) before me on this 8

proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the

person(s) who appeared before me.

AMANDA JANELLE PALMER
Commisgsion # 2083352

Notary Public - California ;
«., Los Angeles County =

M Comm. Expires Sep 26, 2018 %W\
(Seal) Signature
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

Dept: Dept.
Date 06-26-15 CE 22
[CE22]
Honorable TAMARA HALL Judge f M. GOODE Deputy Clerk
Honorable Judge Pro Tem C. MEHAFFIE Court Assistant
21 M. OLIVER Deputy Sheriff | B . KING #8347 . Reporter
8:30 am BD621137
Counsel For . .
Reed Randoy (X) Petitioner: Nicholas Salick (X)
VS.
Marieke Randoy (X) CounselFor T pPro Per (X)
Respondent:
NaTURE OF PROCEEDINGS: PETITIONER'S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR CHILD
CUSTODY AND OTHER
The matter is called for hearing.
The parties are sworn and the matter is argued.
The Court modifies the order may on June 5, 2015 as follows:
The Court grants Joint Legal Custody of the minor HunterRandoy
(DOB 4/10/12) to both parents and Sole Phy51cal@mar X
thefminor e
- 8'00%
GO
The Petitioner is to pay any travel expens Jﬁ d to the
visitations. The Court reserves the ffi?“h 9 reallocate the
expenses. %
Moplain.doc Page 1 of 2 : MINUTES ENTERED
Dept.
Derr: CE 22 06-26-15
[CE22]

CouNTY CLERK
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

Dept: Dept.
Date 06-26-15 CE 22
[CE22]
Honorable TAMARA HALL Judge I M. GOODE Deputy Clerk
Honorable Judge Pro Tem C. MEHAFFIE Court Assistant
21 M. OLIVER Deputy Sheriff § B . KING #8347 Reporter
8:30 am BD621137
Counsel For , ,
Reed Randoy (X) Petitioner- Nicholas Salick (X)
VS.
Marieke Randoy (X) CounsetFor T pPro Per (X)
Respondent:
The matter is continued to July 1, 2015 at 8:30 a.m. in this
department.
]| The orders are temporary and are to remain in effect until
the next hearing.
The Petitioner is to pay any of the minor’s travel expenses
to the July 1, 2015 hearing.
Moplain.doc Page 2 of 2 MINUTES ENTERED
Dept.
DerT: CE’ 22 06-26-15
[CE22]

CoUNTY CLERK
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

Dept: Dept.
Date 07-01-15 CE 22
[CE22]
Honorable TAMARA HALL JudgelIM. GOODE Deputy Clerk
Honorable Judge PoTem 1 ¢ . MEHAFFIE Court Assistant
24 M. OLIVER Deputy Sheriff f B . KING #8347 Reporter
8:30 am BD621137
Counsel F
Reed Randoy (X) pé’t‘i‘ﬁf,f,ef’ Nicholas Salick (X)
VS.
Marieke Randoy (X) CounselFor T pro Per (X)
Respondent:
NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS: PETITIONER’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR CHILD
CUSTODY AND OTHER
The matter is called for hearing.
The parties are sworn.
The Court continues the matter on its own motion to July 31, 2015 at 8:30 a.m. in this
department.
The Court vacates the orders made on June 26, 2015.
The Respondent is ordered to provide the Court with the information from the Canada
court proceedings including the named of the Judge assigned to hear the case. The
Respondent is to provide the information to the Court and opposing counsel no later than
July 10, 2015.
The Court authorizes each party to submit a declaration regarding the issue of why
California or Canada should have jurisdiction for the proceedings.
Moplain.doc Page 1 of 2 MINUTES ENTERED
Dept.
Der:  CE 22 07-01-15
[CE22]
COUNTY CLERK
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

Dept: Dept.
Date 07-01-15 CE 22
[CE22]
Honorable TAMARA HALL Judge[I M. GOODE Deputy Clerk
Honorable JudgeProTem || ¢, MEHAFFIE Court Assistant
24 M. OLIVER Deputy Sheriff )l B . KING #8347 Reporter
8:30 am BD621137
Counsel For . .
Reed Randoy (X) Petitioner: Nicholas Salick (X)
VS.
Marieke Randoy (X) CounselFor  Tp pro Per (X)
Respondent:
Each party stipulates that they will accept e-mail service from the opposing side.
Notice is waived.
Moplain.doc Page 2 of 2 MINUTES ENTERED
Dept.
DerT: CE 22 07-01-15
[CE22]

CoUNTY CLERK
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SUPREME COURT e;}nended pursuant tg Family Rule 8-1(1){a)

OF Bmﬂﬁj;iﬂ%%ﬁ%!f Oridina! version filed June 26. 2015
VANCOUVE

FORMF3
JUL 05 2008 (RULE 4-1 (1))
Ex \,\ \6' T H :aor.acouver::gl:::

In the Supreme Court of British Columbia

Claimant: Marieke Petra Randoy

Respondent: Reed Philip Randoy

AMENDER NOTICE OF FAMILY CLAIM

This family law case has baen started by the claimant(s) for the relief set out in section 4 below.
If you intend to respond to this family law case, you or your lawyer must

(a) file a response to famlly claim in Form F4 in the above-named registry of this court within 30 aays
after the date on which this copy of the filed notice of family claim was served on you, and
{b) serve a copy of the filed response to family claim on the claimant

If you intend to make a counterclaim, you or your lawyer must

(a) file a response to family claim in Form F4 and a counterclaim in Form F3 1n the above-ramec reg:siry

of this court within 30 days after the date on which this cooy of tre filed notice of family cia.m was
served on you, and

{b} serve a copy of the filed response to family claim and counterclaim on the claimant ang onr any ~ew
parties named in the counterclaim.

Orders, including orders granting the relief claimed, may be made against you if you fail to file the
response to family claim within the 30 day period referred to above.

1 Information about the parties

The claimant, Marieke Petra Randoy is the wife of the respondent

The respondent, Reed Philip Randoy .15 the husband of the claimant

2 Spousal relationship history

Page " o "3
Last updated 18March2612
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[Complete this section if a claimant and a respondent are or have been married or are or have been in o
marriage-like relationship.)

l {Check the correct box(es) and complete the required information.]

lThe claimant, Marieke Randoy . and the respondent, Reed Randoy
[name of claimant] [name of respondent]

& began to live together In a marriage-like relationship on  01/Aug/2011
[dd/mmmyyyyy)

X} were married on 27/Sep/2011
{dd/mmnvyyyy!

g separated on 21/May/2015

l aa-mmay sy sy

[] were divorced from each other by order made on
ddimmns rpy

Prior court proceedings and agreements

(Check the correct box(es) and complete the required information.}

notice of family claim
fOR]

® One or more of the following relates to claims made in this notice of family claim:

(] awritten agreement dated

[dd/mmmvyyyyl

X} acourtorderdated 05/Jun/2015
{dd/mmm/yyyyl

X a prior court proceeding:  Court File Number BD621137
Court Registry. County of Los Angeles, California, C=ntral Dist

Pazz 2015

Labt et o



4 The Claimant's Claims
[Check the correct box(es) and complete and attach the required Schedules.)

D<) Anotherorder - (complete and attach Schedule )

X} An order for costs

5 Place of trial will be:  Vancouver Law Courts
{name of requstry)

6 The address of the registfy is Vancouver Registry, 800 Smithe Street, Vancouver, British Columbra

P:z230615



™~ o
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,
A i
A

7 The Claimant's address for service is

[Set out the street address of the address for service. One or both of a fax number and an e-mail address may be
given as additional addresses for service.)

Address for service: Brent Eilingsen
Vu ¥ C,—-m'oa.n 4 Parcisters eed Soliziters
oo -"855 Purrird £
Vancouver, BC VZX M8

Fax number address for service (optional): [go‘() 4¢3 -goo|(

E-mail address for service (optional): be [[ing5on @ smartt. com
I

N .
. / S —_ gl / B
Date: , g - e
—RSHERAHS  CF /Tl /20l ’ ,/’/;'/( T
S(gn}a‘fure of -
(] Claimant X Lawyer for claimant

Brent Ellingson

Ifin this family law case a claim is made under the Family Law Act and the claimant is
represented by a lawyer, the lawyer must complete the following certificate.

LAWYER'S CERTIFICATE (FAMILY LAW ACT, s. 8(2))
1, Brent Ellingson , lawyer for Marieke Randoy

certify that, in accordance with section 8 (2) of the Family Law Act, | have

(a) discussed with the party the advisabtlity of using various types of family cispute resolutio~ to resclve
the matter, and (b) informed the party of the facilities and other resources, known to me tnat may oe
available to assist

in resolving the dispute. C e T

S e -
. : . : A== -
P2 sdumanis.  05/1 [2006 7 - 7L

Signature of lawyer

Brent Ellingson

Page 2 of 13
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FORMF3
(RULE 4-1 (1))

In the Supreme Court of British Columbia

No

Vancouver Registry

Claimant: Marieke Petra Randoy
Respondent: Reed Philip Randoy
SCHEDULE 2 - CHILDREN

THIS {S SCHEDULE 2 TO THE CLAIMANT'S NOTICE OF FARILY CLAIN

1 ldentification of child(ren)

The claimant is asking for an order in respect of the following child or chuldren

t

“Child habitually

Child's Birth | Child's Child's resident in BC
Child's Full Date ! Relationship  Relationship to since Cnlarza
Legal Name | [dd/mmm/yyyy] to the Clamant the Respondent [dd mmm.yyyy” emg e tm
Randoy, Hunter [10/Apr/2012 naturalchild natural child 14°A0r 2014 Fanao, ‘i 2as

Samson

[if more space 15 required - artack pagz ana staz 522 Arrsiraz

2 Orderssought

The claimant s asking for the following order(s! iChecktnzcor-2srbo0 26 srgams 27 2irzriGu <2 - * .7 "

@ @ an order respecting arrangements for parenting for a chuld or chularer
(Complete sections 3 and 4 below |
52

Py

PP P P VR I PPN 3 o Uy PP P IR S

T — L7 —meca e At ca

'3 Current parenting arrangements

Current arrangements for parenting are:

i Child has lived with Claimant in Vancouver, BC from April 2014 to present Respondent has tra-elec ic
i Vancauver from Los Angeles, USA for contact with child every 6-8 weeks for 3-4 days per visi

i
!
|

'4 Proposedarrangement parenting

[ The claimant proposes the following arrangements for parznn-g
i [set out terms of procosed order sough: 1n r2IGLOn 70 3= 5ng2 me oo L
: quardianship, parenting arrangemeants 9r LCniage vk 2 20 o

AX]
W
‘

The Claimant proposes that she have sole custody and sole guardiansnic of tne dnvlg inetine 17 .2 1877 7 o=
i to hve permanendly with herin Vancouver, and that the Respondent navz only profass.onally superisss
. contact with the child




@ Ci

The claimant is asking for an order under
{Check one or both of the following boxes, as applicable.]

Dé-theDivoreereitConada-  [X] the Family Law Act

e

K / )
' . '/ o -
Date: , ya / e
- R _/ - . s . 1_/ !
2542045 d‘;’/ful/ﬁb e B 7//
Signatufe of
T lamazne ST Law yzr for damane

- Brent Ellingson
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SCHEDULE 5 - OTHER ORDERS
THIS IS SCHEDULE 5 TO THE CLAIMANT'S NOTICE OF FAMILY CLAIM.

No
Vancouver Registry

Claimant: Marieke Petra Randoy
Respondent: Reed Philip Randoy
The claimant is asking for the following orders:
[] an order under the Name Act that my name be changed o

[current full legal name)

Surname First Name Second Name Third Name

from:

{current full leqal name)
to:

’

@ the following orders under the Family Law Act

lusing numbered paragraphs, set out any orders sought under the Family Law Act that are not referred to in
Schedules 1 to 4 and the sections of that Act under which those orders are sought)

I Order respecting protection, Family Law Act, 5. 183. An order that the respondent be restrained from
directly or indirectly communicating with or contacting the claimant, attending at the residence of or any
place of business of the claimant, and from following the claimant.

2 Order respecting protection, Family Law Act, s. 183. An order that the respondent be restrained from
contact with the child except under professional supervision.

D other orders

(using.numbered-paragraphs, set out-terms of otherproposed orders-and the authority under-which-those
orders are sought]

el
— o
Date I , 4
Boumdeds= 05 /Tul [20i5
Signatlire of
T} Claimant B Lawyer for claimant

Brent Ellingson

Page 150f 15
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

Dept: Dept,
Date 07-13-15 CE22
[CE22]
Honorsble  TAMARA HALL Judge|l M. GOODE Deputy Clerk
Honorable JudgePro Tem )l ¢, MEHAFFIE Court Assistant
ex M. OLIVER Deputy Sheriff || Not Repoxrted Reporter
8:30 am | BD621137 N '
Counsel F
Reed Randoy (N/A) Petitioner:
Vs.
Marieke Randoy (X) CounsctFor  Tn pro Per (X)
Respondent:

_———JL———————-————-———-———-——————-—*———————_——

ATURE OF PROCEEDINGS :

HABITUAL RESIDENCE.

The matter is not held.

denies the request.

e
N. RESPONDENT’S EX PARTE APPLICATION RE:

IMMEDIATE RETURN OF THE MINOR HUNDER RANDOY TO HIS HOME OF

The Court reviews the ex-parte request in chambers and

The Court finds that it must first determine the
jurisdiction issue before it can make a child custody order.
In the interim the ATROS prevail and Respondent’s removal of
the child was in violation of the ATROS.

The Respondent is given a copy of the Court’s ruling in open

court.
Moplain.doc Page 1 of 1 MINUTES ENTERED
Dept.
Deer:  CE 22 07-13-15
[CE22]
County CLERK

Jﬁfi%%/£3ch"'C7‘




it L

RS,

-

“‘:}/;”' ?
r v/

1\:11
’s.‘i

2
R

.Y
{ 7 4% 7r’\ﬁ7
C X /}/ g 7/” i

FOR COURT USE ONLY

o ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY (Name, State 8ar number and address)”

Maneke Randoy
668 Citadel Parade #2006

R Vancouver British Columbia V6B1W6 CANADA

Respondent ‘In Pro Per
reeprone o 1 787880660

£-MAIL ADDRESS (Optionay- Writetomarika@icloud.com

FAX NO (Optional)

ATTORNEY FOR (Name)*

MED COPY

L FILED
t of Cathrrﬂ
nneies

CONECTNa

¢ Cour
ty of LOS A

-

Superio
Couh

JuL 132015

ecutive Officg t/Clerk

SUPERIOR COURT OF CA IFQR UNTY OF
STREET ADDRESS L' R wm §P
" 111 N. Hill St.
AILING ADDRESS
ciTy anp zip cooe, -0S Angeles, CA 90012

srancHname  Central District

Sheri R. Carter, Ex
By

Deputy

]

ark Goodle

Reed Randoy
PETITIONER/PLAINTIFF,
Marieke Randoy

RESPONDENT/DEFENDANT:

CASE NUMBER

OTHER PARENT/PARTY.

REQUEST FOR ORDER

(W] child Custody

(] cnitd Support

] Attorney Fees and Costs

(«/] MODIFICATION

:] Visitation

] Spousal Support

] Temporary Emergency

(V] other (specify):
Ex Parte, See #8

BD621137
Court Order

1. TO (name): Pétitioner, Reed Randoy

2. A hearing on this Request for Order will be held as follows: If child custody or visitation is an issue in this proceeding, Family
Code section 3170 requires mediation before or at the same time as the hearing (see item 7.)

a. Date: Time:

4 Dept.. (V'] Room.:

b. Address of court

3. Attachments to be served with this Request for Order
a. A blank Responsive Declaration (form FL-320)

b. [ Completed Income and Expense Declaration (form
FL-150) and a blank /ncome and Expense

Declaration
07/10/2015

Date:
Marieke Randoy

V] same as noted above [___] other (specify):

c. [ Completed Financial Statement (Simplified) (form
FL-155) and a blank Financial Statement (Simplified)
d. [« ] Points and authorities

e. W] Other (specif
Resp(oﬁder{/ ‘s Declaration

4 “’I"’WMM@W

(SIGNATURE)

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME)

"[_] COURT ORDER

4. ] YOU ARE ORDERED TO APPEAR IN COURT AT THE DATE AND TIME LISTED IN ITEM 2 TO GIVE ANY LEGAL
REASON WHY THE ORDERS REQUESTED SHOULD NOT BE GRANTED.

5. [ Timefor ("] service [ hearing

6. Any responsive declaration must be served on or before (date):
7. The parties are ordered to attend mandatory custody services as follows

8. [ You are ordered to comply with the Temp \:éy Emergency Court Orders (form FL-

9.\ED Other (specify):
Y 0

Date:q.r&\g h% aﬂ\w

is shortened. Service must be on or before (date):

To the person who received this Request for Order: If you wish to respond to this Request for Order, you must filed »

Responsive Declaration to Request for Order (form FL-320) and serve a copy on the other parties at least nine courl
before the hearing date unless the court has ordered a shorter period of time. You do not have to pay a filing fee toJ”fe.the

Responsive Declaration to Request for Order (form FL-320) or any other declaration including an Income and Expé?'s'é‘
Declaration (form FL-150) or Financial Statement (Simplified) (form FL-155). o

A MO n -
‘M T m F; (o]
Do Jr i B = 3
mEmem o
-~ —~ =,
) attached. oo A r‘ﬁ = i_g 3 m
LTI XD a
o o - S g % m
L Wil P LTS
va 51 oaa T oy -
mTL A s g o
o - o =
JUDICIAL OFFICER 2 E &
4 o
5 -
Ly
=]
o
b e de wy
LS5 e B ey .-. T
b - " -;E‘.’ Page 1 0l 4

g

=33 ‘1y Codg-5§ 2045, 2107 6224,

Form Adopted for Mandatory Use
Judicial Council of Califernia
FL-300 (Rev July 1, 2012)

REQUEST FOR ORDER

Government Code. § 26826
www courts ca gov

6226 6320-6326, 63806383
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b . p—— B ) FL-300

- FOR COURT USE ONLY

ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY (Name, State Bar nu:nl;er. angy
| Marieke Randoy

668 Citadel Parade, #2006
Vancouver, BC Canada V6B 1W6

TELEPHONE NO - 1 7787880660 FAX NO (Optional)
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optionay- Witetomarika @icloud.com
ATTORNEY FOR (vamey (N Pro Per

SUPERIOR COURT OF CAHIWW éiOUNTY OF
STREET ADDRESS: 111 N_ Hill St.

MAILING ADDRESS
ity anp zip cope. LOS Angeles, CA 90012

srancH name. Central District

Heed Randoy
PETITIONER/PLAINTIFF:
Marieke Randoy

RESPONDENT/DEFENDANT.
OTHER PARENT/PARTY: )
REQUEST FOR ORDER [&] MODIFICATION [&] Temporary Emergenc CASE NUMBER'
porary rgency 1BD621137
[_1 child Custody [ wvisitation " Court Order
[_] child Support (] spousal Support [V] Other (specify):
(] Attorney Fees and Costs modify ATROS/ return home

1. TO (name): Reed Randoy
2. A hearing on this Request for Order will be held as follows: If child custody or visitation is an issue in this proceeding, Family
Code secﬁdr\}d 70 requires mediation before or at the same time as the hearing (see item 7.)

a. Date. . Time: _?_a_ (I Dept. 22 1 Room.: 519

Z
b. Address @court L__I same as noted aBgve i] other (specify):

3. Attachments to be served with this Request for Order:
a A blank Responsive Declaration (form FL-320)
b. (] Completed Income and Expense Declaration (form

c. [1 Completed Financial Statement (Simplified) (form
FL-155) and a blank Financial Statement (Simplified)

FL-150) and a blank /ncome and Expense d. Points and authorities
Declaration e. [« Other (specify):

Declaration of Marieke Randoy/ Respondent

O e Randioy A AT S M

Marieke Randoy
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) ’ (SIGNATURE)

' - : : 1 COURT ORDER" -
4. :l YOU ARE ORDERED TO APPEAR IN COURT AT THE DATE AND TIME LISTED IN ITEM 2 TO GIVE ANY LEGAL
REASON WHY THE ORDERS REQUESTED SHOULD NOT BE GRANTED.

5. ] Timefor (] service [ hearing is shortened. Service must be on or before (date):
6. Any responsive declaration must be served on or before (date):

7. The parties are ordered to attend mandatory custody services as follows: o em
A223
SERE
8. ] You are ordered to comply with the Temporary Emergency Court Orders (form FL-305) attached. Dooo mSE3
3 e
h Other (specify): demp& m Ujrv (i (( 364 SZpoe TF
_{— ] A(va m~ Fan
N JUDICIAL OFFICER Soin “:"_“7
e P
To the person who received this Request for Order: If you wish to respond to this Request for Order, you must file a r; r*i
Responsive Declaration to Request for Order (form FL-320) and serve a copy on the other parties at least nine court dayaf
before the hearing date unless the court has ordered a shorter period of time. You do not have to pay a filing fee to ﬁleﬂ;e
Responsive Declaration to Request for Order (form FL-320) or any other declaration including an /ncome and Expensé? -
Declaration (form FL-150) or Financial Statement (Simplified) (form FL-155). u b
iy o
S 7 JTE PYPY
P ol Courcof Cafoia.” REQUEST FOR ORDER N ﬂ%si&%&%‘&%&
Govemment Code, § 26826
www courts ca gov

FL-300 {Rev July 1,2012]
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CBRmsu Residential Residential
o e Tenancy Branch Tenancy Agreement
Important Notes:

#RTB-1
The Residential .Tenancy Branch (RTB) is of the opinion that this Residential Tenancy Agreement accurately reflects the Residentiat Tenancy Act (RTA)
and ammmwng regulations. The RTB makes no representations or warranties regarding the use of this Agreement. A landlord and tenant may

wish 10 obtain independent advice regarding whether this agreement satisfies their own personal or business needs, For the rental of a manufactured

home and a manufactured home site under a single tenancy agreement, use this agreement form. For the rental of a manufactured home site use the
Manufactured Home Site Tenancy Agreement.

The words tanant and landlord in this tenancy agreement have the same meaning as in the Residential Tenancy Act (RTA), and the singular of these
words includes the plural. In this tenancy agreement, the words residential property have the same meaning as In the RTA. Residantial proparty
means a building, a part of a building or related group of buildings, [n which one or more rental unils or common areas are located; the parcel ar

parcels on which the building, related group of buitdings ar cammon areas are located; the rental unit and comman areas and any other structure
located on the parcel or parcels.

S 0r ettt arenerrrentrrrreoetosrserrtreetorrreroresrrererarer P ceseeusetes siessonceass i iseeesesseeesenansacesssarncossscsnesansiscsrate

HOW TO COMPLETE THIS FORM ELECTRONICALLY: If you are accessing this agreement form from the B.C. Govemment Web site, it can be
prnted and completed by hand (print clearly, using dark ink) or filed out while at the computer workstalion—simply type your responses in the boxes. if
you cannot complete afl the sections at the computer right away, you can print off what you have completed and fill in the remaning fields by hand. Note,
you eannot save the compieled form to your computer, therefore, after you complete the farm, make sure you review the form for accuracy and print the
number of copies you require before you leave the document or shut down the progranvcomputer.

IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS REQUIRED TO LIST ALL PARTIES, complete and attach Schedule of Parties (#RTB-25) RTB-26 used & strached: )

RESIDENTIAL TENANCY AGREEMENT between: {use full, corract legal names)

the LANDLORD(S): (if entry for landlord is a business name, use the 'last name’ fiald box to enter the full legal business nams)

S A dad L

last name first and middle name(s)

last name first and middle name(s)
and the TENANT(S):

—
(P OOT AL AE U NS
fast name I first and middle name(s) — 1
: -~

- : S5 B2 L,

lasgt a8 / fist avu oK Hames) . . - T T - s - -
ADDRESS OF PLACE BEING RENTED TO TENANT(s) (called the ‘rental unit’ in this agreement):
9906 || £6€ cieoeL  pARADE VAN EuN T BC.luecR-ntt

unit address city province  postal code

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE of the {Jlandlord (7] landlord's agent:

unit address city province  postal code
botll A9 - §62 & Leql 653 5519
daytime phone number other phone number fax number for service

A R =
#RTB-1 (2011/03) Office of Housing and Construction Standards Ministry of Energy and Mines page 1 of 6 pages
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4. SECURITY DEPOSIT AND PET DAMAGE DEPOSIT

A. Security Deposits
The tenant is required to pay a security deposit of $

§25

by - . .
] X A Pr| ,L ?’0 (¢
day month year
B. Pet Damage Deposit ot applicable

by

day month year
1) The landlord agrees

for the residential property,

with the regulation, and

the tenancy agreement, unless
- or damage, or

2) The 15 day period starts on the later of
a) the date the tenancy ends, or

The tenant is required to pay a pet damage deposit of $

a) that the security deposit and pet damage deposit must each not exceed ane half of the monthly rent payable
b) to keep the security deposit and pet damage deposit during the tenancy and pay interest on it in accordance
) to repay the security deposit and pet damage deposit and interest to the tenant within 15 days of the end of
i)  the tenant agrees in writing to allow the landlord to keep an amount as payment for unpaid rent
ii} the landlord applies for dispute resolution under the Residential Tenancy Act within 15 days of the end

of the tenancy agreement to claim some or all of the security deposit or pet damage deposit.

b) the date the landlord receives the tenant's forwarding address in writing.
3) If a landlord does not comply with subsection (1), the landlord
a) may not make a claim against the security deposit or pet damage deposit, and
b) must pay the tenant double the amount of the security deposit, pet damage deposit, or both.
4) The tenant may agree to use the security deposit and interest as rent only it the iandlord gives written consent.

5. PETS

Any term in this tenancy agreement that prohibits, or

restricts the size of, a pet or that governs the tenant's

obligations regarding the keeping of a pet on the
residential property is subject to the rights and
restrictions under the Guide Animal Act.

6. CONDITION INSPECTIONS

1) In accordance with sections 23 and 35 of the Act
[condition inspections}] and Part 3 of the regulation
{condition inspections], the landiord and tenant must
inspect the condition of the rental unit together

a) when the tenant is entitled to possession,

b) when the tenant starts keeping a pet during the
tenancy, if a condition inspection was not
completed at the start of the tenancy, and

c) at the end of the tenancy.

2) The landlord and tenant may agree on a different
day for the condition inspection.

3) The right of the tenant or the landlord to claim
against a security deposit or a pet damage deposit,
or both, for damage to residential property is
extinguished if that party does not comply with
section 24 and 36 of the Residential Tenancy Act
fconsequences if report requirements not met]

7. PAYMENT OF RENT

1) The tenant must pay the rent on time, unless the
tenant is permitted under the Act to deduct from
the rent. If the rent is unpaid, the landlord may
issue a notice to end a tenancy to the tenant,
which may take effect not earlier than 10 days after
the date the tenant receives the notice:

2) The landlord must not take away or make the ten-
ant pay extra for a service or facility that is already
included in the rent, unless a reduction is made
under section 27 (2) of the Act.

3) The landlord must give the tenant a receipt for rent
paid in cash.

4) The landlord must return to the tenant on or before
the last day of the tenancy any post-dated cheques
for rent that remain in the possession of the land-
ford. If the landiord does not have a forwarding
address for the tenant and the tenant has vacated
the premises without notice to the landlord, the
landlord must forward any post-dated cheques for
rent to the tenant when the tenant provides a for-
warding address in writing.

S,

page 3 ol 6 pages
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1. APPLICATION OF THE RESIDENTIAL TENANCY ACT

1) The terms of this tenancy agreement and any changes or additions to the terms may not contradict or change any
right or obligation under the Residential Tenancy Act or a regulation made under that Act, or any standard terms.
If a term of this tenancy agreement does contradict or change such a right, obligation or standard term, the term of
the tenancy agreement is void.

2) Any change or addition to this tenancy agreement must be agreed to in writing and initialed by both the landlord
and the tenant. If a change is not agreed to in writing, is not initialed by both the landlord and the tenant or is
unconscionable, it is not enforceable.

3) The requirement for agreement under subsection (2) does not apply to:

a) arent increase given in accordance with the Residential Tenancy Act,
b} a withdrawal of, or a restriction on, a service or facility in accordance with the Residential Tenancy Act, or

¢) atemm in respect of which a landlord or tenant has obtained a dispute resolution officer's order that the
agreement of the other is not required.

2. LENGTH OF TENANCY (please fill in the dates and times in the spaces provided)

This tenancy starts on: A
1S |l dr 1eih
day month year
Length of tenancy: (please check a, b or ¢ and provide additional information as requested)
This tenancy is:
(7 a) on a month-to-month basis
N —ptn)
D/b) for a fixed length of time: MMec/ /( endingon: |10 Mav ﬁl (S
tength of time day month ¢ year

At the end of this fixed length of time: (please check one option, i or ii)
IZI i) the tenancy may continue on a month-to-month basis or

another fixed length of time Laiidiord's Tenant's
{J ii) the tenancy ends and the tenant must move out of the residential unit Initials Initials

If you choose this option, both the landlord and tenant must initial in the boxes

to the right. >

(J c) other periodic tenancy as indicated below:
(J weekly (O bi-weekly (] other:

3. RENT (please fill in tha information in the spaces provided)
a) Payment of Rent:

The tenant will pay the rent of § K < each (checkane) (J day ([ week (CJ month to the landlord on
the first day of the rental period which falls on the (due date, 6.g., 1st, 2nd, 3rd, .... 31| | > day of each
tcheck oney _J day () week &monlh subject to rent increases given in accordance with the RTA.

The tenant must pay the rent on time. if the rent is late, the landlord may issue a Notice to End Tenancy to the
tenant, which may take effect not earlier than 10 days after the date the notice is given.

b) What is included in the rent: (Check only those that are included and provide additional information, if needed.)
The landlord must not terminate, or restrict a service or facility that is essential to the tenant's use of the rental unit
as living accommodation, or that is @ material term of the tenancy agreement.

B/Water G/Stove and Oven (' Window Coverings [} Storage 3 '
7 Etectricity [3’ Dishwasher {7) Cablevision (X} Garbage Collection .
() Heat ( Refrigerator (7 Laundry (free) (7 Parking for[ < Jvehicle(s)

&Y Fumiture () Carpets {J Sheets and Towels  (J Othenli 4]

(3 Additional Information: 9 FeR §7 KEds

page 2 of 6 pages
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17. ADDITIONAL TERMS
such as pets, yard work, smoking and snow removal. Additional pages may be added.

clearly communicate the rights and obligations under . If a term does not meet these requirements, or is
unconscionable, the term is not enforceable.
c) Attached to this tenancy agreement, there (Jis (T} is not an Addendum

If there is an Addendum attached, provide the following information on the Addendum that forms part of this
tenancy agreement: -

a) Write down any additional terms which the tenant and the landlord agree to. Additional terms may cover matters

b) Any addition to this tenancy agreement must comply with the Residential Tenancy Act and regulations, and must

Number of pages of the Addendum: Number of additional terms in the Addendum:

By signing this tenancy agreement, the landlord and the tenant are bound by its terms.

LANDLORD(S): (if entry for landlord is a business name, use the ‘'last name’ fisld box to enter the full legal business name)

CHAR DANIEL

last namé f first and middle name(s)
Signature: \ A ‘é —
Vd

Date: ﬁp&,( ??‘ﬂt‘jl,/

last name first and middie name(s)
Signature: Date:
TENANT(S):
[ RAvDo? MAZIEXE. JEXERANS
last name

first and middle name(s)
-Signature:@\gq e o - Date: C:’L]ﬂz ] ;"_)_ Doy L%/
p— ;
Pl

L. Foda 2ty - Lz ),

] /S
Signature:__ - /// A

General Informafion about Residedtial TenancyAgreeménts
important Legal Document ~ This tenancy.agreement is an important legal.document. Keep it in a safe place. _

Additional Terms —~ Any additional terms cannot contradict or change any right or duty under the RTA or this tenancy agreement.

Amendment of the RTA — The RTA or a regulation made under the RTA, as amended from time to time, take priority over the terms
of this tenancy agreement.

Condition Report — The landlord and tenant are required to inspect the residential unit together at the beginning and end of the
tenancy and complete a written condition report. if the landiord allows the tenant to have a pet after the start of the tenancy, an
nspection report must be done on the day the tenant starts keeping a pet or on another day mutually agreed to by the landiord and
tenant, unless the tenancy started on or after January 1, 2004, and a condition inspection report was completed at that time. A report
may describe any damage, how clean each room 15, and the general condition of the residential unit including: the floors, carpets,

appliances, and paint on the walls. The report must be signed and dated by both the landlord and the tenant who made the inspection,
and each should keep a copy.

Change of Landlord — A new landlord has the same rights and duties as the previous one and must follow all the terms of this
agreement uniess the tenant and new landiord agree to other terms,

Resolution of Disputes - If problems or disagreements arise, the landlord and tenant should try to talk to each other to find a solution
If they still cannot agree, either may contact the Residential Tenancy Branch for clarification of their rights and responsibilities or an

mntervention. 1f no agreement is reached. a landiord or a tenant may apply for a dispute resolution to get a decision. Many, but not all,
kinds of disagreements can be decided by dispute resolution.

FOR MORE INFORMATION
RTB Website: www.rto.gov.bc.ca

Public Information Lines: 1-800-665-8779 (toll free) 604-660-1020 250-387-1602
L,
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Protection Property Marketing
& Management Realty Lid.(Jdo)

(LR T ] b

- vz Poet s b M IB MGT
604 328 2900 (T) ' 1 866 542 5270 (F)
mfo@protectpm com / www protectpm com

APPLICATION FOR :
TENANCY "

Refercnce #  Suite# Address of Rental
2009 || 602 Citade! Parade

Term v iiwean Included in rent Occupancy Desired
1 year Water, appliances

APPLICANT

First Name Last Namc Middlc Date of Birth wt mmypy Drivers license #

Reed Randoy 4 8/4/70 CA-~-A8920827
House Phone Work Phone Cell# Email Addross
323-960-9191 310-739-0335 jlreedrandoy@yahoo.com
CURRENT ADDRESS City Prov.
5359 San Vicente Blvd, #111 Los Angeles CA
From Date To Date Contact Phonc # Term (1eme =m)  Rental amount
1/1/12 4/22/14 Joe 323-931-32332 1 yr 1435.00

Do you want us to call this reference Y/ N

il not please explain.

=0

Reason for moving

Relocating to Canada to work in the Entertainment buisness.

Have you ever been late with your rent- Y/ N

if Yes. please explain D

PREVIOUS ADDRESS «i'you lived at your current address less than 3 yrs)

City Prov.

2016 vanderbilt Ave, #3

CA

JFedondo Beach

From Date To Date Contact Phone # Term (icue mm) Rental amount
1/1/08 12/31/11 Micki Olsen pB10-874-8131 lyr 2400.00

Do you want us to call this reference Y/ N

if not please explain. @ D

Reason for moving | Relocating

Have you ever been late with your rent- Y / N

if Yes. please explain D E]

Ex/i?B7— " 49 v
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From: Reed Philip Randoy reedrandoy@yahoo.com
Subject: Royal Finance CAN Letter
Date: March 21, 2015 at 6:51 PM
To: Reed Randoy reedrandoy@me.com

12413/2°10 06 &3 5085 P 502/002
ROVAL FINANCE GROUP .

15720 Ventura Bivd., Sufte # 511 HEAD QUARTERS
Encino, CA. 91436 . 1200 S. Hope St., Sulte #100
Tel: (818)995.0988 : _ Los Angeles, CA 90015
Fax; (818)385-0221 ‘ BY APPOINTMENT ONLY
Murch 16, 2015
To Whoen H May Concern- .

Oz records show that Mr. Reed P. Randoy bas 4t open account with us with the iflowing
details

Year. 2002 Make: TOYOTA Model: PRIUS VIN #:JT28K18U620065284

. As long 1 Royal Finance Graup reuins legat Ownership of the sbove pefirenced vehicle uns)
tme in which the caz I3 paid in Full and is listed oo Jous payee it ol invursnoe documienes we will
allow the vebicle to be impored.
lfyouhsvcwwwkmxplngedomhe:humcaua

Thsok You,

?T &
Erica Jocstng 5
Otfice Manngar







Reed. Right now I&Jafrald of you. I'm afraid of what you ({\ymg to do to me
and Hunter. I'm afraid for my safety. I do not feel safe alone w1th you. [ haven't
for a while now, but now that you have lied about not having an attorney, and
spent the last 5 days intimidating me, threatening me, and now with this letter to
Daniel, I cannot trust your word.

Only your actions can inform me whether or not we can work this out amicably.

I'm trying to remain focused on the big picture and on the positive end result I
know we both want.

Please take some time today to think about this.

Go to a psychiatrist who deals with rage. Please. Before things get completely out
of control and Hunter lands in foster care.

I would never forgive you if you made that happen.

Sent from my iPhone

On May 25, 2015, at 8:33 AM, Reed Randoy <reedrandoy@yahoo.com> wrote:

Daniel,

I'm sure you are aware that I am the one paying the lease and [ am the one on the lease. Marie
lived there with me and I traveled back and forth to la to work. So she can't resign a lease for»

she signed my name! You have legal notice required, however, and will be able on show the ¢
of time.

If Marieke chooses to stay in Canada and not move back to LA with her son, she'll be paying
That's something you are welcome to take up with her.

Thank you.

Reed

From: Chan, Daniel <DChanf@wm.com>;

To: Reed Randoy <reedrandov/@yahoo.com>;

Cec: Nicholas "Nick" Salick <nas@gillespiesalick.com>;
Subject: RE: 30 day Notice

Sent: Mon, May 25,2015 3:23:59 PM

———

Reed,

I just spoken with Marika a few weeks ago and she signed another year lease so I am confused by the
need to speak with her either way because if she is moving out end of June, then I need to arrange wit
show potential tenants the condo to rent out.

5

rrd t B 1T = '



EXHIBITQ




' C

hﬁ

FL-105/GC-120

ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY (Name,
— REED RANDOY, IN PRO PER
REED RANDOY

13428 MAXELLA AVE., #559
MARINA DEL REY, CA 90292
veepwoneno 310-739-0335
E-MAL ADORESS (Optonal)
ATTORNEY FOR (Name,

£ nuaber. and aodress)

FAX NO (Optonal)

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTYOF 1.0S ANGELES
sreeTaporess 111 N. HILL ST.
maningaooress 111 N. HILL ST.
cnvanozrcope LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

FOR COURT USE ONLY

CONFORMED COPY
ORIGINAL FILED

Superinr Court Of Califorasn
Coanty (f Loy Aageler

DECLARATION UNDER UNIFORM CHILD CUSTODY
JURISDICTION AND ENFORCEMENT ACT (UCCJEA)

srancinase CENTRAL DISTRICT -scRRI B cKAYERS 2015
(This section applies only to family law cases.) he
PETITIONER: REED RANDOQY s ce--
RESPONDENT: MARIEKE RANDOY & “"‘"“"Wﬂ”g
OTHER PARTY: P.
(This section applias only to guardianship cases.) CASE NUMBER
GUARDIANSHIP OF (Name)

BD621137

1. 1 am a party to this proceeding to determine custody of a child.

2.} My present address and the present address of each child residing with me is confidential under Family Code section 3429 as

! have indicated in item 3.
3. There are (specfy number): ONE (1)

minor children who are subject to this proceeding, as follows:
(Insert the information requested below. The residence information must be given for the last FIVE years.)

d () Additional children are listed on form FL-105(A)/GC-120(A).(Provide all requesled information for additional children.)
Form for Mandalory Use “DECLARATION UNDER UNIFORM

of
FL-10GC-120 [Rev January 1, 2009]

Ei\hi—f;!ﬁ'inw'

a Chid's name Place of tith Date of birth Sex
HUNTER RANDOY LOS ANGELES, CA 4/10/2012 M
Penod of residence Address Person child lived with (name and complete cumment sddress) Relationship
4/2014 668 CITADEL PARADE, #2006 REED & MARIEKE RANDOY FATHER &
to present Confidential  VANCOUVER, B.C. |{_} Confidential MOTHER
* Child's reycence (City, State) Person chiid lived with (name and complate cunent address) 4
4/2014 13428 MAXELLA AVE., #5569, REED RANDOY FATHER
S—0 PRQSENT MARINA DEL REY, CA 90292
Chil's residence (Cdy, Stats) Person child hived with (name and complete current sddrass)
BIRTH 5359 SAN VICENTE BLVD., REED & MARIEKE RANDOY FATHER &
w4d/2014 #111, L.A., CA 90019 MOTHER
Child’s residence (City, State) Parson child ived with (name and complete current address)
to
b. Child§nzEme Place of brth Dateofburth Sex
i e |
Period of residence Address Person chid lived with (name and complete cument address) Refationship
to present Confidential Confidential
Child’s residence (City, State) Person child lived with (name and complele cumrent address)
to
Child's residence (City, Stats) Person child lived with (name and complete current address)
to
Chuld's residence (City, Stato) Persan child lived with (name and complete current address)
to
¢. [} Additional residence information for a child listed in item a or b is centinued on attachment 3¢ T

JURISDICTION AND ENFORCEMENT ACT (UCCJEA)

Paje 1012
TODY -
Prosars Gace g 0
RANDOY, REED S

- ¥ el el
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lEHORTTITLE: fC L NeuliBER:

FL-105/GC-120

~—

IN RE MARRIAGE OF RANDOY

4. Do you have information about, or have you participated as a party or as a witness or in some other capacity in, another court case
or custody or visitation proceeding, in California or elsewhere, concerning a child subject to this proceeding?

Yes [XJ No (Ifyes, attach a copy of the orders (if you have one) and provide the following information):
Court Court order Your
Proceeding Case number | (name, state, location) or judgment | Name of each child connection to} Case status
(date) the case

a. (] Family
b. (L) Guardianship
¢. [} Other

Proceeding Case Number Court (name, state, location)
d. () Juvenile Delinquency/

Juvenile Dependency
e. () Adoption

5. D One or more domestic violence restraining/protective orders are now in effect. (Attach a copy of the orders if you have one
and provide the following information):

Court
a. ) Criminal

County State Case number (if known) Orders expire (date)

b. (L) Family

c. T3 Juvenite Delinguency/
Juvenile Dependency

d. 33 Other

6. Do you know of any person who is not a party to this proceeding who has physical custody or claims to have custody of or
visitation rights with any child in this case? [} Yes (X} No (/fyes, provide the following information):

a. Name and address of person

(3 Has physical custody
) Claims custody rights
(O} Ciaims visitation rights

b. Name and address of person

T Has physical custody
Claims custody rights
) _Claims visitation rights

c. Name and address of person

L] Has physical custody
] Claims custody rights
(] Claims visitation rights

Name of each child

Name of each child

/‘

| declare under penalty-of perjury°underthe-lawssof-the-State-of.Califcrnia-that.thé:foregaingsj

Date: 05/18/2015
REED RANDQY

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME)

7. Number of pages attached:

Name of each child

(SIGNATURE OF DECLARANT)

NOTICE TO DECLARANT: You have a continuing duty to inform this court if you obtain any information about a custod
proceeding in a California court or any other court concerning a child subject to this proceeding.
UNDER:UNIFORM CHILD CUSTOD
JURISDICTION-AND ENFORCEMENT ACT (UCCJEA)

FL-105/GC-120 [Rev. January 1, 2609]

v ) MartwDeans
ESENTIAL RS
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RANDOY, REED




EXHIBIT R













The UPS Store #774

13428 Maxella Avenue
~Marina dei Rey, CA 90292

X

M-F9am-7 pm
Sat. 9 am - 5 pm, Sun. closed
310.827.4000 Tel

310.306.3139 Fax
store(/74@theupsstore.com

theupsstorelocal.com,/0774 § .
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Reed. Righf now l',#( afraid of you. I'm afraid of what you ! /( 4ing to do to me

and Hunter. I'm afraid for my safety. [ do not feel safe alone with you. [ haven't
for a while now, but now that you have lied about not having an attorney, and
spent the last 5 days intimidating me, threatening me, and now with this letter to
Daniel, [ cannot trust your word.

Only your actions can inform me whether or not we can work this out amicably.

I'm trying to remain focused on the big picture and on the positive end result I
know we both want.

Please take some time today to think about this.

Go to a psychiatrist who deals with rage. Please. Before things get completely out
of control and Hunter lands in foster care.

I would never forgive you if you made that happen.

Sent from my iPhone

On May 25, 2015, at 8:33 AM, Reed Randoy <reedrandoy(@yahoo.com> wrote:

Daniel,

I'm sure you are aware that | am the one paying the lease and I am the one on the lease. Marie
lived there with me and I traveled back and forth to la to work. So she can't resign a lease for
she signed my name! You have legal notice required, however, and will be able on show the
of time.

If Marieke chooses to stay in Canada and not move back to LA with her son, she'll be paying
That's something you are welcome to take up with her.

Thank you.

Reed

From: Chan, Daniel <DChan{wm.com>;

To: Reed Randoy <reedrandov/@vahoo.com>;

Cc: Nicholas "Nick" Salick <nas@gillespiesalick.com>;
Subject: RE: 30 day Notice

Sent: Mon, May 25,2015 3:23:59 PM

——

Reed,

1 just spoken with Marika a few weeks ago and she signed another year lease so | am confused by the
need to speak with her either way because if she is moving out end of June, then I need to arrange wit
show potential tenants the condo to rent out.

5
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Nicholas Salick

From: Marieke Randoy <mariekevrandoy@icloud.com> .
Sent: Tuesday, May 26, 2015 3:46 AM

To: Nicholas Salick; Reed Randoy

Subject: Fwd: Child protective services

Hi Nick,

Please advise my soon to be ex husband so that he does not destroy his family.

Reed this will unfortunately cost you money because it takes time to read this.. But I think it's important that
vour attorney give you some good advice right now. And he needs a little more information from my side to
help you. You need to be honest about the things you have been threatening me with the last 5 days. I do not
want to call on my friends and borrow money to pay for a fancy attorney who will then petition the court to
have you pay for my legal bills as part of a divorce settlement.

Please see someone about your anger before you continue. You will only destroy our family if you don't figure
out some better tools to communicate and manage your anger.

We need to divorce amicably. That cannot happen if you do nothing but threaten, intimidate, harass, and try to
COerce me 1Mo submission by putting me out on the street and taking our son.

Just like you cannot make any new crazy purchases, close accounts, hide money, withdraw large sums of
money, you cannot STOP supporting us the way you have for the past 4 years.

You can take up your complaints with a judge but you cannot prevent me from being able to pay my rent and
bills.

It says so right in the restraining order that you served me -- we both have the same obligations.
e -

- - - - - \
What you are doing is the equivalent of closing bank accounts and freezing assets and putting a lock on our

front door, and wiping out our accounts.

Make no mistake Reed, what you are doing is against the law. [ think you need to sit down with your attorney
and have him advise you about how you are to conduct yourself so that this divorce doesn't get nasty and our
son doesn't end up hurt.

Hunter and [ live in Vancouver and you do not have my permission to take him from our home, and keep him
outside of BC Canada.

Hunter is a dual citizen and we both agreed about moving to Canada. You have paid the rent for a year up there
directly to our landlord. You have given me 5k a month for all my expenses up there including rent. Our
standard of living is exactly the same as it was in LA.

You chose to buy a new boat and car and to spend 20k in 4 months just on boats and cars ( 3 of each now) and
not visit vour son last summer.

[ have all the bank records [ know where every penny went in the last 3 years. I know that you are fudging the
paperwork to get away with not paying the right amount of taxes.

1
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Your LLC won't protect you and it won't enable you to get away with not paying child support etc.

[ don't need to subpoena your bank records. I have them. I can show a judge exactly where your money actually
went. :

['m not asking for anything more than what you have been providing so that I can stay home and take care of
our son. Paying a sitter 16-24 dollars an hour while [ go to work somewhere makes no logical sense when you
earn 750 a day, take home -- $11250 a month and only from working 15 days a month!

In addition to the 100 percent responsibility for our son 24/7/365 since he was born and for the next 18 years, [
am following through with the plan we both agreed to do so that I can build by acting career and become
completely financially self supporting. Vancouver is the place for me to do that. There are only 10 casting
directors up there and tons of series and TV shows. I need to book a bunch of small roles to bolster my resume
and so I can return to California and put myself in tape for auditions in Vancouver once the casting directors
know who I am and I've booked with them. I already booked a job in January.

I am obligated as your soon to be ex wife to do everything I can to ensure that I can support myself as soon as
possible. I cannot raise Hunter and work a regular job while paying a sitter 16-24 an hour. The only work that
makes sense is the work I am trained for which is acting. That is the work that will also pay me the kind of
money that you are currently making per day you work.. And that's just for starters. My profession has a union
and a health plan and once I've eamed a certain amount per year I will be able to get health benefits for myself
and Hunter -- much like the ones you have as a Teamster.

This past year in Vancouver has been extremely stressful with all the arguments and threats that always lead to
vou threatening to take away Hunter and put me out on the street. The stress has taken a huge toll on me
emotionally and had affected my health. -

The never ending threats and controlling me by not allowing me access to our finances so I can pay our bills on
time has made it nearly impossible to focus on my career. Being broke constantly -- having you close our joint
account and destroy my credit by allowing all my medical bills to go to collections.. By you controlling my cash
flow and literally making me beg for every dollar you transfer into my account.. ['ve come to my wits end.

[ don't want to have to bounce one more check, pay One more late fee and INSUFFICIENT Funds fee.. And
have my card declined at the grocery store --

A family of 3 that has a household income of 135k cash take home, should not have these financial-problems.

We should not be living from pay check to pay check and be three years behind paying taxes.. and have every
bill go to collections..

[ have tried everything to set you straight financially but you refuse to change anything about the way you
manage the finances.

In the next few days [ will be writing up agreements that I would like you to sign and look over with your

attorney if you wish.. Once they have received their retainer since they won't do anything without the assurance
that they will get paid.

One of the agreements has to do with visiting Hunter once a month and scheduling your work around that time
with him..

Another will be about rules for huaters safety, like no drinking alcohol when you are caring for him.. EVER.
Doesn't matter is your buddy Jim is driving. You do not drink. Nor do you smoke while you are caring for him..
At all. And no pocket knives, and no junk in the truck that would kill our son if you should have to slam on the
brakes for any reason..



, son has been plagued with while 1n your care.

ot - -

. . 4 : . e .
If you decide to go forward with ( _3¢ attornevs I will be calling one myse(.». Ad this will get hella expensive.
Cost you far more in the end than what you are fighting me over right now. -

Let me know how you wish to proceed. I want this to be as inexpensive and amicable as possible and for us to
have a relationship where we can remain cooperative and respectful so we can raise Hunter without him having
to endure any more stress and unhappiness.

Marieke

Sent from my 1Phone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Marieke Randoy <mariekevrandov@icloud.com>

Date: May 26, 2015 at 2:15:59 AM PDT

To: Reed Randoy <reedrandoy@me.com>, Reed Randoy <reedrandoyi@yahoo.com>
Subject: Child protective services

Sent from my 1Phone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Marieke Randoy <mariekevrandovi@icloud.com>
Date: May 26, 2015 at 2:08:39 AM PDT

To: "reed/@cowboypictures.biz" <reed@cowbovpictures.biz>
Subject: Re: 30 day Notice

So vou have an attorney cc:d on this letter?

You have an attorney.
Good to know. You didn't want to involve attorneys.

Hmmm.
[s this your way of telling me [ need to lawyer up?

You are using an attorney to intimidate me and our landlord. You are trying to put
me out on the street.



[ will bring this tc/-(.-\éttention of a judge if necessary. Dor/ ’\gx’e it necessary.

Who works for this law firm? Who is your attorney?

If this person is a friend of yours and not an actual attorney you are paying, I will

be sure to include them in my complaint against you for harassment and child
abduction if necessary.

If anyone is involved with your attempts to take my son from his home, and
~allows you to use their name or if they do anything else to assist you in any
AEmptTo take Hunter away from me, and harass e Twittbesaretoielude

the€m a5 accessories 1 e police repott and should 1 be putin 4 positon where I
must press charges.
/_“

If you try to enlist the help of anyone in your plan and you at any time fail to
disclose where Hunter is, I will go to the police and that person or people will be
charged.

I'm giving you fair wamning Reed. Show this email to whoever is trying to help
you take Hunter away from me and take him from his home.

Right now you have broken so many laws. I could have you arrested, however,
since you are completely irrational and you don't have the tools necessary to

~communicate properly, I'm trying to tread carefully and approach you and this
whole situation with empathy.

[ know that the only emotion you have when faced with something that doesn't go
your way, is RAGE.

And you cannot think clearly when you are enraged. You make bad choices and
bad decisions that will only make an already bad situation so much worse.

Reed. If we do not start communicating properly we risk creating a situation
where you will fly into a rage and things will escalate to the point where
authorties get involved.

If that were to happen you would create a situation where the police would decide
that things are too volatile and unsafe for Hunter and they would bring in child
protective services and put our son in foster care.

The person you are getting advice from doesn't know anything about your temper
and what you are capable of saying and doing when you are in a blind rage.

Any attempts to discredit me to the authorities in order to "win".. Will put Hunter

il Toster care. Immediately,

| SN

You are unstable - the things you say are inflammatory and since Hunter is justa
tiny child they won't take any chances.

We will have to go to court to get him back.



7

Reed. Rightnow I atraid of you. I'm afraid of what you ! \,Erylﬁg to do to me
and Hunter. I'm afraid for my safety. [ do not feel safz alone with you. [ haven't
for 2 while now, but now that you have lied about not having an attorney, and
spent the last 5 days intimidating me, threatening me, and now with this letter to
Dariel, [ cannot trust your word.

Only your actions can inform me whether or not we can work this out amicably.

I'm trying to remain focused on the big picture and on the positive end result [
know we both want.

Please take some time today to think about this.

Go to a psychiatrist who deals with rage. Please. Before things get completely out
of control and Hunter lands in foster care.

[ would never forgive you if you made that happen.

Sent from my iPhone

On May 25, 2015, at 8:33 AM, Reed Randoy <reedrdndov Jvahoo.com> wrote:

Daniel,

I'm sure you are aware that [ am the one paying the lease and [ am the one on the lease. Marie
lived there with me and I traveled back and forth to la to work. So she can't resign a lease for
she signed my name! You have legal notice required, however, and will be able on show the
of time.

[f Marieke chooses to stay in Canada and not move back to LA with her son, she'll be paying
That's something you are welcome to take up with her.

Thank you.

Reed

From: Chan, Daniel <DChan{@wm.com>;

To: Reed Randoy <reedrandovi@vahoo.com>;

Ce: Nicholas "Nick" Salick <nas@giliespiesalick.com>;
Subject: RE: 50 day Notice

Sent: Mon, May 25, 2015 3:23.59 PM

m——

Reed,

| just spokan with Marika a faw weaks ago and s
need 10 speak with her either way because i she is
show po:.um! renants the condo 1o rant out

1anad another year {2ase 50 1 am confused by the
2 72, then i nead 1o arrange wii

(V3]



1
EXHIBIT(









05111118

po—ee s -

05111!15

05!11!15
O5/1111S

05[11'15

Totats

WDMMWWBFWOWKNAWFDIC Wells Fargo Bank, N.A is a banking affiliate of Wells Fargo & Company.

C

! PURCHASE AUTHORIZED ON 05/08 VALLEY PLAZA 6 NORTH HOLLYWO CA $10.25
; 5305129188513821 CARD 5723 ] !
ik e e e
PURCHASE AUTHORIZED ON 05/08 AVA MD SANTA MONIC SANTA MONICA CA $3000 | i
i‘s«smmmmz CARD 5723 i
| PURCHASE AUTHORIZED ON 05/07 MAC USA #6200 LOS ANGELES CA $17.44 : 3
| $585128017677057 CARD 5723 1‘
4 e e R S
, PURCHASE AUTHORIZED ON 05/07 DR ARKADY STERN LOS ANGELES CA $360.00 I
5085127764238324 CARD 5723 !
! 'ONLINE TRANSFER FROM RANDOY M SAVINGS JOOUOX8077 REF $245.00
| #MIBE2QVETYF ON 05/11/16
_$2619.05 $3,679.27

B Equat Housing Lender
© 1995 — 2013 Wells Fargo. Al rights reserved
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PROOF OF SERVICE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
I, the undersigned, declare:

I am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of California. I am over the age of 18 and
not a party to the within action. My business address is 15760 Ventura Boulevard, Suite 1160,
Encino, California 91436.

On July 20, 2015, I served the foregoing document described as: BRIEF RE
JURISDICTION, ETC; REQUEST FOR SANCTIONS, by placing the true copies thereof
enclosed in a sealed envelope addressed as follows:

Nicholas A. Salick, Esq.

Salick Family Law Group, APLC
9595 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 900
Beverly Hills, CA 90212

____BY MAIL. I deposited such envelope in the mail at Los Angeles, California. The envelope was
mailed with postage fully prepaid thereon. I am readily familiar with the firm's practice of collection
and processing correspondence for mailing. Under that practice it would be deposited with the U.S.
postal service on that same day with postage thereon fully prepaid at Los Angeles, California in the
ordinary course of business.

___ OVERNIGHT DELIVERY. I served such envelope or package to be delivered on the same day
to an authorized courier or driver authorized by the express service carrier to receive documents, in
an envelope or package designated by the express service carrier.

___BY PERSONAL SERVICE. I caused such envelope to be delivered by hand to the offices of the
addressee.

XX BY ELECTRONIC MAIL. I caused such document to be telefaxed to the offices of the
addressee at nas@salickfamilylaw.com. The telefax machine used complied with Rule 2.301(3) and
no error was reported by the machine. Pursuant to Rule 2.306, I caused the machine to print a
transmission record of the transmission.

XX (STATE). I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the
above is true and correct.

EXECUTED on July 20, 2015, at Encino, California.

n

Theresa Pavon

1
Proof of Service






