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By: 'Helvj_/n Sternberg
Arizona State Bar No.: 001310

‘Attorney for: Petitioner
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA
IN ARD FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA
In Re the Marriage of: ‘
No. DR 94-06764
ALICE M. BROWN,

Petitioner,
) ACCEPTANCE OF SERVICE
“and
MATTHEW M. BROWN,
Respondent:.

e et Nl et St St Yo et S e ?

STATE OF ARIZONA )
Couhty of Maricopa ; o8-
STEVEN K. LARSON, being first duly sworn upon oath,.
deposes and says:

That he is the Attorney for the Respondent in the
foregoing action, that he acknowledges receipt of true copies of

the Petition for Dissolution of Marriage, Summons, Preliminary

|[Ffnjunction, and Notice of Right to Convert Health Insurance, and

jagrees that this action may proceed as if Respondent had been

: poxqonnllil served with these documents in the State of Arizona,

day of May, 1%94.

this

By

even K. Larson
2800 South Rural, Suite A -
Tempe, Arizona 85282 %
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Bem: Pemale Raoe: Camsesisn  Dete of Births 07-31-64
Beight: 5 Wadght: 115 Byes: Blse

Bairy Browm Souial Security Besher: 324-13-868)
SESCRIPITON OF RESPONDENT:

Saxt  Male Mase: Camcaslien  Date of Rirth: 05-16-60
Balght: §°0* welght: 160 Byess Gresa £

Bair: Beowm Sosial Security Bmbar: Unkaows "':
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SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this /K day of May,

{ 1994, -
 Liiptly. P M/(u
.Notary Publ.td’
My cmilcion"x§1;ires= é A
fo-7-95 . e
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STERNBERG & sm%. LTD. s .
ATTORNEYS AT L. i
80 EAST COLUMBUS AVENUE iF,
PHOEN!IX, ARIZONA 85012 -

TELEPHONE (602) 264-4965
FAX 277-0144

By: Melvin Sternberg:
Arizona StateG2 30

Attorney for: Petitioner
Iﬂ,m SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA
IN AND POR. THE COURTY OF MARICOPA -

In re the Marriage of:
. No. DR 94-06764
ALICE M. BROWN, '
- WIFE’S POSITION STATEMENT
Petitionex, : ’

VE.
) e (Assigned to. the Honorable
MATTHEW M. BROWR, Barry C. Schneider)

Respondent.

e e St st S et S i e S g i

T

COMES MOW the Petitioner, ALICE M. BROWN, hereinafter
referred to as "Wife”, by and through hex undersigned attorney, and
hereby submits her Position Statement in the above-referenced
matier.

mm_qr_zm

1. What conlt:.tnteu an cquitable division of the
parties’ assets. X :

2. What constitutes an equitable divisicn of the
parties’ liabilities. '

3. 1Is Elu-bnnd ent:.tled to retain as his sole and
separate property, his_funds fron pn.oz to the marriage, ox hd:ye
the funds been sufficiently co-inglnd or spent so as to be m;n-
existent or non-identifiable. .

o W

4. Has Husband committed waste of community assets.
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WIFE’'S POSITION
1. DIVISION OF COMMUNITY ASSETS: Wife proposes the

ifollowing as an equitable division of the community assets of the

parties:

Marital Residence: Wife proposes that she »e

awarded the marital residence located at 5134 East Keresan Street,

|| Phoenix, . Arizona, as her sole and separate property, subject to.all
'Lliens and encumbrances thereon. Since there is no equity in said

.-} tesidence, there should be no offset to Husband.

Vehicleg: Bach party should retain the vehicle

currently. in his or her possession, subject to all liens and

encumbrances thereon.

Furpituge, Furnishings, Appliances, and Personalty:
Each party should retain those items of furniture, furnishings,
appliances, and personalty currently in Lis or her possession or
control.

Gun Collection: Wife proposes that Husband reotain
the gun collection, and that Wife be given an offpet for the value
thereof.

Bank_Accounts etc.: EBach party should retain all

accounts:  in banks, savings and 1loan - associations, thrift

llassociations, brokerage institutions and credit unions standing in

the name of that party. L
Trust: “Wife proposes that she receive one-half of the community

interest in Husband’s retirement plan. In an effort to reduce the

PRSI
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|number. of qualified domestic relations orders‘ prepared, Wife

proposes that her one-half interest be offset against Husband’s
interest in her retirement plan with Fennemore Craig, P.C.

‘- Wife’s Int t in P Crai !':v!‘!. t
Plan: Wife proposes that Busband receive one-half of the community
interest. in her retirement plan which has accrued in 'connect:ion
with her employment at Fennemore Craig, P.C., less Wife's one-half
interest in Husband’s retirement plan. Husband should ‘receive his
interest therein ‘putlm.mt to a qualified domestic reliti;bhi 6rdoi:,
which shall be prgpnred and paid for by Husband.

2. DIVISION OF DEBTS: ' Wife proposes that she be
responsible for the balance due and owing STM Mortgage, so long as
she is awarded the marital residence herein.  In the event Husband
is  awarded the marital residence, Wife proposes that he be
responsible for this obligation. Wife further proposes that wach
party be responsible for any and all liens against the vehicle
awarded to that party.

““In‘addition, Wife proposes that each pittjy':lhoixld be
responsible for any debt or obligation incurred by that party since
the date of separation. The party awarded a particular asset
should assume all responsibility for paying any debts in connection
with that asset; holding the other party harmless from siich a“debt;,
and from attorneys’ fees and costs of any litigation in connection

therewith.

3.  HUSBAND’S SOLE AND SEPARATE CLAIM: It is Wife’s
position that the monies which were held in the comsunity bank

ey
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| approximately’ ~ §31,000: :and- Wife approximately $28,000, - the
difference being usad to offset the variance in the values of uhe

i'ehiclel, furniture/furnishings, and personal property.

that Husband -has committed waste of cosmunity assets by - thei..

: in-ﬁrance policy with Allstate. Upon information and belief,

accounts, were community in nature in their entirety. The parties

have - previously ..divided these  accounts, giving - Busband

4. . HOSBAND’S WASTE OF COMMUNITY ASSETS: Wife alleges

following actions:

A) During  the . pendency of these proceedinge,
Husband has failed and refused to obtain full-time enplo&-ont.
Rather, Husband has worked either intermittently or not at all.
Historically, Husband earned approximately $2,400 per month. . Wife
alleges that for those months Husband has refused to vofk, Busband
has committed waste of this community asset at the rate of $2,400
per month, and she should be entitled to an offset therefor.

B) At the time of the filing of the Petition for

Dis-olution of Marriage, the community had an interest in a life

during - the pendency:of th’cqe,proceedings, Husband ceased making

payments on said policy, allowing the cash surrender value to be l -

depleted in its entirety.  Wife alleges that Husband’'s actions '
constitute waste, and Wife should be:entitled to an offaet for the: .-

value of this policy prior to Husband’s dissipation of the value.|... -

3

thereof. : : . b
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RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 20th day of June, 1995.

STERNBERG & SINGER, LTD.

B’uelvln Sternberg -

‘80 East Columbus

4
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L = "Phoenix, Arizona 85012 -
6 : _Attorney for Petitioner
; L
8
9

FAX 2770144
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NUSBAND'S POSITION STATEMRNT

It is Husband’s position that he had $16,735.00 that was his
sole and separate p‘ropoity from the beginning of the marriage.
$13,000.00 of 'i:hcu funds were transferred to another account in
both parties’ names, but was not sufficiently coilinglcd with
community funds so that: the identity of - the -epara{:e funds were
.iost. "The separate funds were placed in an account that included
the name of ‘the Wife as an accommodation only. It was not a gift
to the community, but rather Husband desired that, in th? event of
‘his untimely death, that Wife would then have the funds immediately
available t:o"hcr. ‘

Regarding the division of community property, it is evident
from the list of the division of community assets that Husband has
received, or has in his possession, exclusive of the liquidation of
the investment and bank accounts, property having a present value
of w.. Wite has, cxclusiv@ of property received from the
Aaivision of investaent and bank accounts, community property in the
amount of $13.750,00. Husband should receive an pqualization
payment from Wife in the amount of $5.570.00. :

7 Husband has a‘right to one-half (%) of Wife' 8 retirement fund
from her employsr as‘of the date of dissolution, not as of the date
of the last information provided by wife, which is not current.

Exhibit "4"
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STERNSERG & SINGER LrD. Jupiry,
By e

eousrcmmausmsuus )
PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85012 - L
TELEPHONE (602) 264-406%
FAX 277-0148 FiLED

Atiomey for. Petitioner '

) IN THE SUPERIOR CGURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZOMA
_IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA

In re the lhr:i.lge of: m

ALICE M. BROWN, . ». _*

Petitioner;:
‘ EEALTE INSURANCE
and
(Domestic Relatioas)
MATTHEW M. BROWN,
Respondent .

e e S e Y Y Nt s St S

PURSUANT TO A.R.E. GECTION 20-1377 AND SECTION 20-1406:

THIS IMPORTANT NOTICE iuprovidodtommimum
that thw parties to dissolution are aware of a m spouse’‘s
right to continuance of health insursnce cover under existing
group or individual policies. This -of.u. shall b. sexved on the
Respondent together with the Petition for Dissolution of Marriage
or L=gal Separsztion, Preliminary Injunction and Summons. Coverage
provided by a conversion policy must provide benefits most oimilar
to the coverage in the policy, but may contain less coverige at tb.
option of the dependent. :

Children may also.bs covered at the option of the m
sponss who has responsibility for care and support of the

Conversion is not available to a person who is eligible for
Medicare or other. similar disability benefits which together with
the conversion would:constitute overinsurance. However,
chiidren of a person eligible for Medicars may b. cuovered by a
conversion or continuticun.

. The dependent spcuse -ut notify the i.nmzamcmnt&.
conversion or continuation of coverage and pay the monthly
within thirty-one (31) days of the date coverage would i.o
terminate. )

£
%
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& SINGER, LTD.
ATTORANEYS AT LAW

FAX 277-0144
By: Melvin stornbc:rgonm
Arizona State Bar No.: ’
Petitioner NIV CCLI0 0TS

'
LT LY SN

Atorney for:
IN THE SUFERIOR COURT OF 18R STATE OF ARISONA

IN AND FOR THE COUNYY OF MARICOPA

In re the Marriage of: ‘ ) DB 94-06764

} 0. DR
ALICE M. BROWN, } :
Petitionern, PETITIOR FOR DISSOLUTION
OoF MARRIAGE
and (Without Childrea)
MATTHEW M. BROWM, {Domestic Relatioms)
Respondent.. )

COMRS WOW the Petitiomer, ALICE M. BROWN, hereimafter

referred to as *Wife”, by and through her undersigeed attormey, and
for the Petition for Dissolution of Marriasge, alleges as followss
1. Wife resides at 5134 East Keresan Street, Phoeaix,

izona, 85044; her date of birth is July 33, 1964; and she is
E:rr;cntly employed as a legal secretary for Femmemore, Craig ».C.
2. Respondent, MATTEEN /5. BAOWN, hereimafter referred

ko as “Husband®, resides at 5134 Zast Keresan Street, Phoesisx,
prizona, 85044; his date of birth is May 16, 1960; and he is

;{purrently employed as a foreman for Smith and Greem.
B

3. - At the ccamencement of this action, at lesst ome of
the parties has been domiciled in Mericopa County, State of Arizoma
for more than ninety (90) days. ;

4. The parties were married on June 7, 1986 ia Phoenik,
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Arizona, and since said date bave been and ars nov Mlbnnd and
wife.

5. The marriage of the parties is irretrievably brokea
and there is no reasonable prospect of roeoncilhtlﬁu.

6.  Thersa are noc minor children bornc_outotln
parties. Wife is not now pregnant.

7. Hife 8 oarning ability is tenuous, and she may be
vithout lufficicnt funds with which to support lumlt or \d.tk
which to pay her reasonable attorney’s fawes and co-tn annztal in
this matter.

8. Husbund should be ordered to pay to Wife a
Feasonable sum per month as and for spousal saintesance. -

9. .  Husband should be ordered to pay Wife’s reasonuble
attorney’s fees and costs, including expert’s fees, incwrred in
bringing this action, pursuant to A.R.5. Sectioa 25-324, A.R.S$.
Section 12-349, or as may otherwise be provided by law.

19, Wife has a claim to sole and separate prqn:ty Ihlch
should be confirmed to her.

11. The parties have accumulated certain Mty
assets which should be aquitably divided.

12. The parties have wcmht.d cextain Mty
liabilities which -houldl be squitably divided.

WHEREFORE, Wife prays that this honorable courts -

1. Rntor a'Dacree of Dissolution of the -n'hgo of the
parties and restore each to the status of a single p.:.o-

Y
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2. Oxder that PBnchand pay to Wife a reasonable sum per
month as and for spousal maintenance.

3. Oxder that Husband be responsible for Wife’s
reasonable attorney’s feses and costs, including expert’s fees,
incurred in bringing this action, piarsuant to A.R.S. Sectioa 25-

1324, A.R.8. Section 12-349, or as may othervise be provided by law.

4. Order that Wife be confirmed her scls and separate
aAnseots. ‘ ;

5. Bquitably divide ths community and commcn assete of
the parties. ‘

6. - Equitably divide the cossunity liabilities asd

||matual obligations of the parties. . :

7. Order any such other relief as the court deems just
and proper.
RESPECTFULLY this O2fC day of April, 1994.
STERMBERG & SINGER, LID.
By, e
Ne
80 East Columbus

Phosnix, Arizona 85012
Attorney for Peti

WUy %
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STATE OF ARIZONA )
) ss.
County of Maricopa )

ALICE M. BROWN, being first duly sworn, undex osth deposes and
says: ’ o
» That she is the Petitioner namod in tke foregoing Petition for
Dissolution. of Marriage; that she has read lnd known the conteats

| thereof and that the matters and things therein stated are trae

except as . to those matters therein stated upon information snd
belief and as.to such matters, she believes them to b. trua.

.

62&25 720 Tz
CE M. BROWN

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this _A{J6t ‘day of April,

1994, ‘by ALICE M. BROWN.
"'lotary"%léf’ Q das —

My Commission Expires:

Loal al

S
Ao Bt
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“{MATTHEW M. BROWN,

STERNBERG & R, LTD. . g
ATTORNEYS w
80 EAST COLUMBUS AVENUE . .

PHOENIX, ARIZONA 835012
TELEPHONE (602) 264-4965

FAX 277-0144
By: Melvin Sternberg
Arizona State Bar No.: 001310

Attorney for; Petitioner:
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARTZIONA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA
In re the Marriage of: :
¥o. DR 94-06764
DECREE OF DISSOLUTION
OF MARRIAGE

ALICE M. BROWN,

Petitioner,

(Domestic Relations)

Respondent. -

"ns? S S ot N P S a0 g e S St

THIS MATTER baving coms on regularly for hearing the 28tk
day of June and the 26th day of July; Petitioner, ALICE M. BROWE,
hereinafter referred to as "Wife", appearing in person and with
counsel, Melvirn Sternberg; Respondent, MATTEEW N. BROw,
hereinafter referred to as "Husband”, appearing in person and with

the parties and, having considered the arguments of counsel and the
evidence presented; the Court having taken this matter wader
advisement; o

THE COURT FINDS as follows:

1.  The parties were domiciled within the State of
Arizona in excess of ninety days prior to the filing of t&
{Petition for Dissolution oi Marriage; *
2. . The parties were married on June 7, 1986.

counsel, Steven K. larson; the Court: having heard the testimoay of |
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3. The marriage of the parties is irretrievably hrokea
and there is no reasonable prospect for reconciliationm.

4. The parties are aware of the marital counsel:ng
provxdcd by the Concih.atipn Conrt, but do nut believe that it
would be helpful in resolving their marital difficulties. )

5. There are no minor children common to the parties.

Further, Wife is not now pregnant. ‘

6. . BNeither party is entitled to an award of spousal
naintenance, nor do the parties serk such an award.

7.  Each party agrees that they shall be responsible foc

|{any and all debts and cbligations incurred by the party sinos the

date of the parties’ separatiom, which occurred on or abost March
1;‘», 1994.
8. Each party shall be responsible for his or bher own
attornoy'n‘fnn and costs incurred in this actiom.
| The Court detarmines that the marital residesce, located
at 5134 East Keresan Street, Phoenix, Arizona, 85044, with the
legal description:
LOT 3913, AHWATUEEE FS-10, A
SUBDIVISION RECORDED IN BOOK 241 OF
MAPS, PAGE 48, RECOSDS OF MARICOPA
COUNTY, ARIZOWA
be gyg:dnd to the Wife witk Wife to pay the obligation ot the bome.
. _Wife argues th&t she has lived :ln tln home for the last

uveral years and has paid $14, 006' tmtd thc -ottgqc on thg

| propo:ty. She further arguea that she ha- d-ouattntd 'Y m

payment record on the property and is a more reliable personm.

-2 - "
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The Court does not think that the reliability of the
party should be the deciding factor as tu whc receives the home.

Wifa’s counsel strenuously objects to the homs being sold
because, pursuant to his calculations, the home will leave a
deficiency - judgment against the parties, and there is a negative
equity .in the home.

.-The Husband contributed $4,136.00 of hj.l funds prior to
the uarriage to the home as the down payment. ‘E'ox: the majority of
the years: of the marriage the Husband has coqtti.b@lt-d, along with
the Wife, to the payments cof the mortgage on the house. The mere
fact that the Wife will have to relocate does not dictate that the
Wife . should receive the home. The parties do not have minor
chiidren.

However, the difference butween Husband and Wife‘s trial
testimony on the house is that Husband might intend to remt the

|ihouse "instead. of living im it but Wife needs the house as her

residence.

As the home is presently computed by the Wife, it ie not
a positive asset. Therefore, the Court will not rqguito the Wife
to sell the home and split proceeds with the Husband,  The Court
will assign the howe & value with oguity of s7oo.oo; Testimony
stated the value of ths home is $85,000.00. The Bortgage was

$19,500.00. 'rlm ‘Conrt does not find that the hoau vould be sold

e oot S
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TELEPHONE (802} 264-4065

FAX 277:0144

of cost for :!v heat pump. The balance 13.5700.00.

IT IS ORDERED that Wife pay Husband $350.00 within thirty
(30) days of the Decree for equity in the home.

Because the question of the residence is such a clooo
issue, the Court ﬁ.nda that equity requires the Wife to rcpay th.
Husband for a portion of the $4,136.00 down payment. '

iTis D that Wife pay Husband $2,069.00 vi.thin one
year of the Decrae.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that the $17,000.00 of sola and |
separate property, that the Husband had in his bank account ptiot
to the marriage, has been cosmingled during the marriage and has
become comminity property.’ ' :' |

The funds were prior to the marricge in Busband’s bank
account at. the First Bank of Castle Rock. A portion of his
separate funds, $4,136.00 were withdrawn at the time of tln
marriage in 1986 as a down payment on the parties’ homes. A
Certificate of Deposit (CD} in the amount of $27,000.00 was
purchased in the parties’ joint names in 1989 at Citibank using two'
checks; one for $14,000.00 from the joint &:count of the parties at ]
‘the Valley Ngtimmi Basik. A second CD' issued on September 25, l”!
was for $17,000.0C. These fundt came from a $10,000.00 d‘polit to

&

the Citibank account.’ Into an accouat called the 068 Acmt N .
Joint account, a first depmut of $i0,000.00 wae made on W: i
26, 1989. On October 10,1989, a $5,100.00 deposit vas -.d. gma e
joint funds  at Valley ‘National Bank into the 068 Account Xag A




80 EAST COLUMBUS AVENUE.
PHOENIX, ARIZONA 850127
TELEPHONE (8032} 264-406%

STERNBERG & SINGER, LTD.
L5 ATTORNEYS AT-LAW -

FAX 277014,

Citibank. On August 14, 1991, a $5,000.00 witbdrawal was made ae

later, $6,122.00 was deposited when the parents of the Wife paid
back the loan with interest. :

On February 28, 1994, the account was closed and
$19,147.00 was in the account at the tine\. All the accousts im

joint right of control both: through deposit and withdrawa). The|
Valley Mational Bank account was used for paying bills and
depoziting checks. Eventually the funds from the $17,000.00 Cp
ended up puichning sharee in stock in Flagstaff througk Keapex.

The Court determines. that the handling of the fumds was
designed by Husband to put them with other coamingles funds to buy
Certificates of Deposit for the bemefit of the community. The
intention of the Husband by his action was to donats his sole and |
separate property to his community. Coopar v. Cooper, 130 Ariz.
257, 635 P.2d B850 (1981).

Therefore, when the Wife split all funds in coummnity

bank accounts in 1994, she was, in fact, splitting up commuaity
roperty. The funds described by the Husband did not retain thair
scle and separate character. Husband bas failed to establish by

_|lelear and convincing evidence that aftexr commingling the fnhdo, he

till intended his funds to be his'scpnrgt- property. Scommarfisld i
ield, 121 Ariz. 575, 592 ».2d 771 (1979).
The remaining property of the parties will be divided ad

Ty it

Y

a loan to the l’i.fo's parents for a new house. Several monthe|

question were joint banking accounts with joint signature cards asd| |
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On the personal property inventory prepired by the Wife
and attached to the Joint Pretrial Statement, the Husband wiil

follows:

| raceiva the following property as delineated in the column "Awarded

to Husband.*

1. Queen bed
2.  Off-white/ ltn.pe -ofn
3. Recliner
4. Lawps (2)
5. Tall oak dresser
Oak he
7. 19" telavision ;
8. Pots/pans, dishes
9. Extensive gun collection

TEE COURYT FURTHER FINGE that: there has been mno

||significant evidence that the Husband’s gun collection was worth

$3,000.00. There has been no sigrnificant cvidmo presentad at
trial that the Husband actually purchased guns during the marriags.

|iTherefore, the Husband may retain the guns of which he testified,

but the Court will not assign & value 28 a community property asset
to those guns. 'rlmrufoxo, ths Court totals Nusband’s personal

|property at $475.00 based on Wife’s calculation.

The Court. will accept the mlu-tiau of Wife of the

p-z'-onnl property based upon her testimony that the furniture was

checked by her with other businesses and that she considered the

tvzo to. four years old at the time she was, vn].uinq it. Busband

n»contnry testimony. The furniture. .nd other items in the!

rmaf g}

ey
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The Court determines that the value of the Busband’s
vehicle, which will be awarded to him, the 1985 King Cab is
$2,550.00.  This allows for a wholesale blue book valwe of
$2,675.00 plus 4$75..00 for power steering and $650.00 for a 4x4.
However, because the vehicle has 153,000 miles, thot. will be a
subtraction of $650.00.

..., The value of the Wife’s Honds, which lh. will retain, is
34,150 00. The vl‘mxlic-alcyblu- book value is SLI,SS0.00 and she
paid off $7,400.00. The Court does mot take into socount the
damages fo the vehicle because the Husband’s wvehicle also had
damage occurring to it. o

) . The pexrsonal properiy totals ara for W, $3;025."
fox Wife, §5,780.00. ,

At the time the Wife split the bank account monies, ske
took $28,150.00 leaving the Husband $31,309.00. The diftm of
approximataly $3,150.00 makes up for the difference in tln pexsomal
property retained by Busband and Wife. )

.As_ for retirement plans, Wife’s onc-lnlti.lt.zut in

Husband’s rctitmnt plan with the Plasters Union iduﬂ.t Trust
ill be offset aga.i.nst. Husband‘’s interest in wife’s mir‘-nt plan
ith Pennemore Craig, P.C.

: Pur-mmt to stipulated agresment  of tho pu:tiu as
nvidenccd in, the Joint Pre-Trial Statemsnt, l!ulblnd ‘shall be
11 costs involved, and shall cause tobc prcpi:od,..
& Qualified no--tié Relations Order for snhillion to the Court. §

responsibls for

L]
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L]
VT




IT IS ORDERED that the marriage heretofore existing ‘

2 between the Miel is di--&lvod and each party is returned to the 4
3 status of a single person. ‘ 4
4 I I8 FURTVER ORDERED that this Decree of Dissolution !‘r
® shall be deemed a sufficient deed, conveyance, assignment, transfer
¢ and/or ‘bill . of sale of any and all right, title, ‘interest, claim
’ and demand of:every nature covered by this Decrme. . It is furither
- ® orderad that: this document may be filed and/or recorded as a valid i
° instrument. . i
10 DOWE IN OPEN COURT: /0123 ¥ 4

i1
12 : or @ Jonat! B.

gt County Superior (!onrt
13

! ORIGIMAL of the foregoing 1odged
t 14 |lthis /8%day of August, 19935,

>|5 and

16 ||coPY of the forogoing mailed this
[p%*day of August, 1995, to:

. STERNDERG.& SINGER, LTD.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
80 EAST COLUMBUS AVENUE
PHOENIX. ARZONA 55012
TELEPHONE (602) 284-4555
FAX 2770144
-
w3

Steven K. Larson, Esq.

18 2800 South Rural, Suite A
Tempe, Arizona 85282

12 ||Attorney for Respondent

20 W%W.d

21
22
23
24
25 : %‘
26 i
27 °
28 -8 - 3’7




