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Stephen  G.  C I i ne ,  Esq .
S ta te  Ba r  Nunrbe r  169828
1,AI{ OFFICES OE STEPHEN G. CLINE
A P  -o  f  ess  L  o ra . l  Law Co- rpo raL ion
n n v v  A , r e i  n 6 a a  a a n f  a r

R q 2  L ' � f , -  A v a - . . F .  S r l i  f c  ? o 1
q j F  n  o - ^  . a t i . . r n i F  q r l o L

Te lephone :  (619 )  235 -5638
Facs im i le :  (619 )  23  4 -B -1 '14

Eugene  S ,  Thompson ,  Esq .
S t a t e  B a r  N o .  1 4 4 7 7 9
ODEN, GREENE & THOMPSON
750  B  S t ree l ,  Su i te  1950
q 2 n  - \ i a n n  " - ,  i t . - t ' ,  o t t n t

6 1 9 ) ' / 0 2 - 4 8 0 4 /  F A X :  7 0 2 - O B O 9

f ^ r  D o  s h ^ n , - l a n ] .

TAMMY SEARLE

TA}4!4Y SEARLE.

SUPERTOR COURE OF IEE STAEE OF CAI,ITbRNIA.
COI'NTY OT SE}I DIEGO

CEIIERA', DIVISIOII

P E T I T I O N E R ,

R E S P O N D E N T .

CASE NUMBER:  DF l7?854

!EI@B,AIIDI'!,I OF POINTS A}ID
ATYTHORITIES IT* SUPPOR? OF
RESPOI{DENI TAT,IMT STARIJq ' S
RENEI{ED I'DTXON FOR CE',IFORIIIA
TO ASST'ME .'I'RI SDICIIo�T AND
ORDER FOR RETI'RIT OF MINOR
AI,EXIS SEARLE TO EgR CT]STODY
III .rr--rFotlIlA

RETEIANT PAR?�IES

K e i t h  P F i s r e r  ( F e r e ' n a f t e "  " f . P f - S T E R " )  L s  a  f o r L y - f o u /  y e a r  o  o

male believed to be residinq in Louisiana, and r,rhen convenient for

l i t iqatioo pu:rposes, Tennessee- He has a criminal history in New

orLeans  Par i sh  Lou is iana  wh ich  i nc fudes  \ rha t  i s  be l i eved  to  be  1985

convict ions for charges related to Public lnt imidation of a Police

n  a l i ^ 6 r  D ^ c c 6 c c i ^ n  ^ a  a ^ ^ a i n a  n i c l " r ] . 1 i n ^  } ] 6  D 6 r ^ 6

D a j ^ a  r \ f f i . 5 .  a . . t  R . s { < i i n d  a r r a c *  l ^ \ /  F i a F - : - a  " c . a s  d  1 9 8 6
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^^ - - , r ^ f r ^n  F^ r  n r i ' i n ^  h r r r i l e  I n tox i ca ted  as  we f l  as  a  1987  fede ra l

r e l o n w  . o n v r . l  i o n  t o r  v i o l F  i ^ - q  ^ 1 -  - ' 6  F a d c r ? '  c . n 1  " o . I l e d  S u b s L a n c e

Act and the Gun Contr.ol Act of 1968. (See Exhibit 1) Tn addit ion to

lhe  reco rds  f rom Lou is lana ,  K .PF ISTER has  su f fe red  a r res ts  and /o r

conv i c t i ons  i n  w i f l i amson  coun ty  fo r  a t  t eas t  t h ree  i nc ideo ts

involving domestic violence related offenses wherein Tamny searfe was

the named vict im. {.9ee Exhibits discussed beTawl As of the date of

th i s  p lead ing ,  K .PF ISTER has  been  the  c la iman t  i n  a t  l eas t  two  ma io r

insuaance claims v,/herej-n fraud was declared by the insL.rrance carriers.

lsee ExhibiL 2) Further, K-PFISTER is/was a director/off icer in one

active and two revoked corporations in Louisiana as weLl as two

revoked corporations in Tennessee, (see Exhibit 3)

T . m m v  c 6 r r l 6  r h 6 . o i n r + r a r  \ T q F A P I � F ' / r  i e  r  t h i r f v - n i n p  v F r r  o l . l

f e rna fe  and  has  no  c r im ina l  conv i c t i ons  o f  any  k ind .  She  moved  to

Califaf ir ia with her dal.ghter Alexis Searle in Jl lne of 19q9 after the

W-L-L -L iamson  Cour  cy  J - ' "en - -e  Cour t  { -ennFSsee)  g ranLed  he -  -equesL  Lo

GeraLd  P f i s te r  (he re ina f te r  *G .PF ISTER" )  as  a  seven ty -one  yea r

o I d  m a - e  w i t h  n o  k n o w n  c r i m i n a l  h i s L o r y  w h o ' s  r e s : d i n g  i n  S a i n t

Tannanay  Par i sh  Lou is iana .  He  i s  K .  PF ISTER 's  fa the r .  As  o f  t be  da te

^ .  r h , s . l a > , l i n d  C  D F I S t F a  i s . , r - F  v  i  I  r a . l - o r  / o r f i c e f  i n  L h r e e

a c t i v e  a n d  a -  I e a s L  E r i - E e e ' r ,  ' f  _ o L  f a r  m o . L e ,  ! e v o k e d  c o - p o ' a L i o n s  - n

the State of l ,ouisiana. lsee ExhibiL 4l

T ,onn ie  Ray  Hoover  (he re ina f te r  "HooVER" ) i s  a  Genera .L  Sess ions

- u d 9 e  f o r  L h e  W i  l ' a r s o r  C o u n t y  J u v e n i l e  C o L " - r L  r o c a l e d  r _  ] - r a _ k ' : n ,

T e n n F s s e e -  f n  L h e  s l a l e  o f  . l e n n e s s e e ,  r h e  s c o p e  a n d  a - L h o - r i l  y '  o f  a

c a ^ a ' a _  s a < q : ^ - q  . l r . l r a  i e  ' 7 a - \ /  I  i r i  a . r  l s a a  '  C o d e  A n n o l a l e d
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S e c t i o n  1 6 - - 5 - 4 0 1 i .  P L r s L a n t  t o  s L a L L l e ,  d  G e n e r a - L  S e s s i o a s  J u d g e

does not h.ave to be a4 attorney (T.C'A' Sectio1l 17-1-106b1) i  cannot

e 'npane l  a  i o l y .  c i L r '  a t  chaLLanoaqa  v ,  Ddv i s  54  sv l l Jo  2a8 ,  261  \ t en ' .

2001); and cannot sentence anyone to more than ten days in cuslody for

: n . .  1 ^ r  ^ r  / "  c . A .  S e c L i o n  1 6 - 1 5 - 7 1 3 a  ) .

A l f red  Na t ions  (he re ina f te r  "NATIONS" )  i s  a l so  a  Genera f  Sess ions

J u d g e  ' o r  t h e  ! i i l l i d r r s o n  e o . n ( y  J u v e _ '  e  C o u r l  l o c a t e d  i n  F r d n \ l i n ,

Tennessee. Like HooVER, the scope and authority of his duties are

l im i  -ed  as  d i scussed  above -

Alexis Nicole Searle (t lereinafter "ALEXIS") was born to SEARLE

and  K .PF ISTER on  Auqus t  3 ,  1996  i n  Nashv i l l e ,  Tennessee .  Pe r  he r

TenDessee Birth Cert i f icate, her lawful surname was 'SEARLE" al lhough

K.PF ISTER wou ld  l - a te r  f i l e  va r : i ous  p lead ings  be fo re  HOOVER in  o rde r  t o

.h :ndF  hFr  n ,me  io  ' \PFTSTER" .  (See  Exh ib i t  5 )  ALEXIS  r .es ided  w i th

SFIARLE in Teanessee fron birth snti f  she and her mother moved to

Ca l i f o rn ia  on  o . r  abou t  June  25 ,  1999 .  she  l ema ined  w i th  SEARLE in

ca l i f o rn la  un t i l  on  o r  abou t  June  16 ,  2003 .  on  o r  abou t  t ha t  da te ,

st le was taken fron SEARLE by Sa." Diego County sherif f 's deputies ar1d

re leased  by  San  D iego  Coun ty  au tho r i t i es  to  K .  PF fSTER w i thou t

providing SEARLE an opportunity to exercise her state and federal

.  - h i - <  r 1 . r t , 6  - r ^ ^ A c c  ^ f  l : w  i t n ^ n  r n c  r : h i 1 d ,  K , P F t S T E R

i m m F . l i , t a l w  r e l - r r r n e . l  1 o  e i t h e r  L o u i s i a n a  a n d / o l  T e n n e s s e e  l i h e r e  h e  h a s

r e m a i n e d  w i L h  A L E X ' S  t h - o u g h  L h e  d a t e  o ' l h i s  p l . a d i n q .  S  E A R L F  h d s  n o t

s e e n  a n d  h a s  r a r e l y  s p o k e n  w i t h  h e t  d a u g h t e r  s i n c e  J u n e  1 6 ,  2 0 0 3 .

S1IAIIEII'5I$',1T OE REIE,ANT EAC"�S

SEARLE and K. PFISTER became romanticaLly involved on our about

Novenber of 1994 and separated in June of 1997. Their  history is
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on or about Jan\tary 22, 1996, K.PFISTER appear.ed in court on

donestic violence charges. While there he fi led a criminal complaint

: d : i n e +  q F A a I r  . | r r F n  l v  r n L . 6 w n  F l l e d : l  o n  A f r e r

investigatlon, the al legation and subsequent charges {ere dropped.

On or about February 7, 1-996, during court proceedings

refated to the January 1,6, 1996 domestic violence incident, K.PFISTER's

sister Tara cavazos physiL*a11y assaufted SEARLE in plain vielt of court

h r i  r r - f  q , 1 h . a . . - n |  d  r f  - - -  - _  _  - - e d  t l ^ e  c o u r l h o u s e

and was arrested outside. She was later convicted on criminaf charges

re la 'ed  Lo  Lhe  a t !ack  aJ ld  sen lenced  Lo  p - roba t i on .  A  p ro tecL i ve  o rde r

against Miss Cavazos was issued in favor of SEARI-E.

Dur ing  Lhe  cou r t  nea r  i ng  on  LhdL  same da le ,  K -  PFTSTER was

conv ic ted  on  cha rges  re la ted  to  the  January  16 ,  7996  assau l t  on  SEARLE.

dOOVER was  !ne  j Ldge  p res id ing  on  !he  case  and  du r -ng  sen tenc inq ,

ordered K-PFISTBR to attend anger managernent counseling_ whidh he

re fused  and ,  t o  da te ,  has  neve r  comp le ted .  l see  Exh ib i t  7 ) -

on or about May 2, 1996, K.PFISTER fai led to appear in court

before t looVER for probation revielr reLated to the February 1' L996

domestic violence convict ion, HOOVER later issued a i tarrant for his

ar res t .

n n  l r ! ^ t , . r  1  l  O A A  e F A P l . F  d r r / 6  h i  y  r h  l ^

(ALEXIS) in Nashvil le Tennessee. lsee Exbibit 5)

nosp iEa l  and  ! r i t hou f  he r  be ing  p resenL  o r  even

d u r i n g  v , h i c h  K . P F I S T E R  s o u g n r  L e d i t i n i T a t r o n  o f

"Alexis Nicole Searle"

S ! : A I < L E  W a S  S t l L r  1 n  f n e

h ^ r  i  ^ a / i  h 6 l r l :  h a : r i n d

l1 r l i , l l L5  as  n t_s  cn t -Lo .
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fr.aught !. ' i th periods of physical /emotional abuse as rnell  as onqoing

p a t L e - o  o f  - r a u d u r e n t  c o . d u c L  b y  K . P F I S T E P .  o n c e  t h e  c e l a  .  i o n s t l i p

d e l e r i o r a L e d ,  t < . P F - S - t L R ,  u n d e r  L h e  d ' ' e c L i o n  a n d  f l n a n c i n g  o l

c PFTSTER sa\rerelw in.reesed a course of harassnent almed at SEARLE in

l h e  W  1 l  L a m s o n  C o u r E y  J u v e n '  e  c o u _ l  s y s L - m .  T h i s  h d r a s s m e * -  ^ d d  b e g u n

s n o r L l r  a l t e r  A L C X T S '  b ' r L h  i r  1 q 9 6  a n c r  c o n l i n * e o  u _ ' n t e r r u p . e d  L n . i l

E h e  c h :  d  w d s  i m p l o p e r l y  r e L u r n e o  ! ' o  e n n e s s e e  : n  2 0 0 3 .  T h e  o l l o 1 ' ; n g

ch rono  rog i  cd  h .  sLo ry  rep resen-s  i rDo r ! .dn t  eve - i s  r t r l  aLed  d , - recL  1y  to

,  h 6  - r ,  a  r i ^  , - ' a  I  I  - F i 6 i  r d  n f  A T  I : Y T S  ' r h a e a  a v a . l u , , , y  o  r r L o r f

n ^ r r ' ^ n  ^ f  l l 1 a  o n r  i 1 6  i r i ^ : r i ^ n  h i c r ^ y w  ^ o l - , 6 6 n  i  h A c ..  - . . - - . ,  p d r  L - L e S  .

on  January  f5 ,  7996 t  K .PF ISTER was  a r res ted  a f te r  he  phys i ca l l y

attacked SEARLE at their residence- This assauLt occurred whil-e SEARLE

w a s  t . r e e  m o r r h s  p r e g n d n r  d n d  - n c l u d e o  p u l  i n q  h e r  d o w n  a  f l  q h L  o t

s L d i r s  b /  h e r  a n k l e s ,  t n r o w i n q  h e ,  i n L o  d  w a l l ,  p u n ^ h i n q  h e . r  c h e s t ,  a n d

d a e ,  r ^ r , i n ^  , , - .  i ^  <  i  w  i .  ,  h F  r a s i . l F n - a  A l  i - h . r r d h  r h i <

was  no t  t he  f i r s t  domes t i c  v io lence  i nc ideDt  where in  K .  PFTSTER

U i - ,  i m ; z a n  a F A D I  I  i f  L , : a  !  ' - ^ : '  - ^  i ^ 6

- a c n . n d . , d  - ^  r h a  s . F n F .  ^ /  t d  , - a - i - . ,  . , i " i 5  a  i n l [ i e s  o n  S E A R L E ,  s

person.

on  January  18 ,  1996,  K .PFISTER re turned to  the  res idence and lvas

5 ^ 2 i n  t - ^ .  h a i . ^  i -  ^ - r , , ^  ^ / d a r  d . _ n i 6 . l  ^v  o  P r v r q r L

favor of SEARLE as a result of the attack ttto days earl ier. (See

E,<hibit 6J -

'P la int i f f  does not  possess a compfete copy of  the Wi l l idson County Juveni te Cour l' i ' e s  
d L  c \  h o r t o  _ c - d . .  F . )  . e .  t - c r  L r  -  e n  i r -  I  ; r  r g d ' i o ' r  h _ s  o f y  d .  i s s L -  L e . - .

P l i i n  r  . o L n s e .  p r o  u r e d  L '  / o s l  o a l o '  _  ' ^ I  l  i a i s o n  c o u l r v
' 6 n . F - s a e  d t o  a p p . a  4 0  o .  h d  o . r . l o u s .  - n  o r d c !  ' o  r e q u e c t  c o p j e s  o f  h e i p  r - s

i 1 a , ,  - p r  e  o r  r .  r d .  L . a L  a  n  u r D - r  o r  p - r r i e s  n d d  r e c e n t l y  - o D i e d  h 6 s 6  '  l e c ,
they were now "sealed ancl  that  i f  Miss SEARI-E wanted a copy she could just  come see



1

z

3

4

5

6

I

B

9

1 0

1 1

1 2

1 4

1 5

L 6

T 7

1 9

2 A

2 1

2 2

z3

2 6

2 1

T h o  - , , h < a d r , a - -  ^ - . l F r  i _ . ^ r r - - j ' ! /  c t r r 6 , l  ' h a  r ' e  ^ h l l d  w a s  b o r n  i n

$li l l iarnsor" Cou4ty Tenneseee. (See ExhibiL 5\

on or about Ja$uary 2, 1997 (SEARLE's birthday) . K.PFISTER, wilh

SEARLE (and f ive month o1d ALEXIS) in the car begging hin not to do it ,

r r i e o  r o  e s c a p e  a  p a r k - L o g  l o !  w i t h o u r  o d y - n g  p a r L i n q  - e e s  a L  N d s h v - f f e

a i rpo rL  i n  Tennessee .  He  was  caugnL  and  a * -es ted  on  Lhe  o r l s taFd i_g

h /d r rd -E .  o rde red  by  HoovER o^  o .  dbou l  Ap r i l  15 ,  I 996 .

On or about June 5, 1997, K.PFISTER care to SEARLE's residence

l ^ ^ L i n ^  f ^ r  i  d : c ^ l  i n -  - ^ n l : l ^ a r  A f F a r  i a > r r i n d  f h o r c  h e  F v e n f i r ^ l l v

r irent to SEARTE'S off ice where he tr ied to steaL equipment before being

s toppad  by  he r  emp lovees  who  r -e l -phoneo  po l i ce .  SEAfLF ,  r i - h  Len -mon lh

o I d  A I L X r S ,  a r r  i v e d  a L  t n e  o t ! i c e  b e t o r e  K . P E I S T E R  h a d  1 e f t .  U p o n

see ing  SEARI ,E /  K .PF ISTER v io len t l y  a t tacked  he r -  SEARLE was  taken  to

F ^ c n i r ! l  F ^ '  ^ ^ - < i h , 6  F r ^ / 6 n  r i F e  : n d  - r  h c r  i n  " r ' 6 e  S l r h e a d r r F n r l v  r

Nashv r  I  l e  Tennessee  cou r t  g ' a^ red  a  new p roLec t  ' ue  o rde r  agd  i nsL

K.PFISTER in favor of SEAR]-E. lsee Exhjbjt 8J

on or about october 19, 1997, K.PFISTER comrnenced famify Law

proceedings aq:ainst SEARI-E before Lhe !0iLLial0-son County JuveniLe Court

i n  Tennessee  tha t  wou fd  con t i nue  unaba ted  th rouqb  2003 .

On  o r  abouL  January  2  ,  l qq8 ,  f o rec losL re  was  comp le ted  on  Lhe

lesidence owned jointly by SEARLE and K.PFISTER. G-PFISTER, using his

! . ' i + a , e  ^ ^ r ^ ^ r : l  i ^ .  ' \ M T  1 n w 6 < r m a h r <  l n . ^ r n ^ / : t a . l "  n a  . J  5 1  O O

over  a ro l f ra  o r  Lbe  I  i  r s r  mor tgdge  ro r  Lhe  p rope r t y  sub ied t  Lo  a

substantiaf nunlcer of l iens and encumbrances placed on the property by

K,PFISTER r^' i thout SEART,E's knowledge. SEARLE's investment in the

prope.rty lras conpletely Lost as a result of K.PFISTER and G.PFISTERTS

r - f i  ^ n c  / e a a  F w h i A i J  O l
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O n  o r  a b o u -  J a n u a r y  2 3 ,  1 9 9 8 ,  K . P F I S T F R ,  t / - L h o J r  p r o p e -  n o L : c e  ! o

SEAR] ,E ,  appeareo  be fo re  UOOVE-R on  a  mo !Lon  seek ing  cus tody  o f  ALLXTS.

' l he  noL 'on  a -L -eged  LhaL  SLARLE had  ' -ed  Lhe  coun t r v  -o  avo -d

p rosecu t i on  aod /o r  t i ao i l i ! y  t o r  va - r i ous  K .PF IS ' rER 'ab r i ca r i ons ;  he r

hone had been forecfosed upon; and al l  ut i l i t ies inere now shut off.

Further, K.PEIStER made false claims that SEARLE had sex with her

boy f r i end  j n  f ron t  o f  A -LEX 'S -  HOOVEF g rd - r .ed  a  chdnqe  o r  c -usLody

r , r i LhouL  a  fo rnaL  hea - r i ng .  rSee  E ) {h jb j t  . 10 )

on or about Jar,uary 26, 1998, MI Investments (aka: Martha Bell ina

u n d e r  g u i d a n c e  o l  C - P F - S T E P )  t i l e d  a n  u n - a w t u '  o e t a i n e r  a c L L o n  s e e k i n g

the removal of SEARLE and ALEXIS from their residence that had been

purchased by MT Investnents in foreclosure sa.Ie on January 27, 799A.

\See  Exh ib i t  11 )

. , - - : n ^  f r ^ m  l " . r  , ,  ,  - - -  - , , ,  2 ' t ,  1 9 9 B ,  S E A F L F

r/as approached by Wi]l iamson Cormfy Sheriff 's depDties who removed her

fnom her residence at 4rnpoint. This occurred even though SEARLE had

th i rLy  days  to  vaca te  the  p remises  by  l aw  fo l l ow ing  the  fo rec losu re -

Mter her lawyer intervened, SEAF],E ltas al lowed to return to t l le

property the fol lowing day. \See Exhibit 11)

l r n ^ h  l - \ a i n ^  i n r ^ . m A , 1  h \ r  <  p F T q T l F  I  h i r  s h a  h a . l  l ^ s i -  .  s '  o d v  o f

ALEXIS, SEARLE inynediatefy petrt ioned l lOoVER for a proper hearing.

Approx jmaLe-Ly  Lwo  weeks  l abe r ,  HOOVER p res ideo  ova r  LndL  hea r inq

w a e - e i -  E h e  F v i d l . n c e  r e v e a  r e d  C h d r  < . P P T S T L R  h a d  p e , j J - e o  r ' r s e - f  i n

€ i 1 6 . t  i n l a n F i ^ . : l 1 i _  ! - - - -  _  _ r  i _ - F n 1 - i ^ n ^ 1 l v  m  q l a . l
r r l  r d  . E  P c L r L f u t r J ,

the court reqarding SEARLE's whereabouts. At the conclusion of the

tlearing, IiOOVER irnIoediately reversed tris earlier ordet and ALEXIS i{as

then returned to SEARLE. During a subsequent , luly 9, 1998 hearing
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requested by K.PFISTER, the Guardian Ad t i tern assigned to the case

iaised the issue of K-PEISTER's unlrutl l fulness in his opposit ion

pleadings. lSee Exhibit 72)

O n  o u r  a b o u t  F e b r u d ( y  2 3 ,  L 9 9 8 ,  W L - L I i a m s o n  C o u n c y  S h e r i f f ' s

deputies alr ived at SEARLE'S residence and ordered her and AI,EXIS out

- n t o  t l ^ e  s l  r e e l .  T h e y  w e r e  n o l  a l - o w e d  L o  p a c k  a n y  o f  L h e i r  b e l o r g i n g s

dr n..narr-v affer- f f ir l :h debate, SEARLE was al lowed to keep ALEXfS'

cradle. SEARIE and ALEXIS, with l l t t1e more than the cradle, left the

resldence for the last t ime. To date, none of their fr]rnituie,

cLoLhing or ottler belongings have ever been telurned- (see E hibit .13)

on  o r  abou t  June  4 ,  1998 ,  K 'PF ISTER 's  res idence  a t  719  B rown fee

Dr:ive in Nashvil le Tennessee cauqiht f i te and was badly danaged.

Nashvll- l-e Fire Department attr ibuted the cause of the f l lre to arson.

The  fo l l ow ing  morn ing ,  be fo re  an  a rson  i nves t i ga t i on  team cou ld  beg in  a

- h ^ r . r , ^ h  i n d n d ^ r  i ^ .  - h a  ' a < : . - l a . . a  i r a  a 1 ^ t r  i 4  d  n d n n e f  a l s o

attr ibuted Lo arson. Prior to that second f ire' K. PFISTER was

i n r o r , / i a L ' a A  r r  i h A  e - a n a  l - ' v  )  t i  7 a  d e h : r r - m a n l  . u F < r i d 1 - ^ r  A f '  F -  h a i _ d

i ^  ^  r h : f  a i r a  A a ^ r r r n a h r  i n v e < ,  i d A  ^ r <  w 6 r l . l  r t l  , , ' n  I  n a  t o L l o w i n d

mor - ing  fo r  f u r the r  i _spec t i on ,  K .P t -LSTFP i ' n red  aLe ly  o f fe ted  a  p -ece

of paper with sEARl,E's phone number and address lrhi le stating that she

w a s  t ' r e  p a r L y  - r e s p o n s i o l e  f o r  L h e  l i - r e .  c u r r h e l  ,  K . P F I S T L R  s u q g e s L e d

that SEARI,E must have used gasoline in sett ing the f irst f ire.

Coincidentalfy, investlqators believed qasoline or a similar f f  amnabl.e

was used to start the f ire but had not told K.PFISTER that fact prior

t o  i n l e r v ' e w i n g  h i m .  ( S e e  E x h j b j L  3 )  A  f e w  o a v s  D r i o r  t o  - h e  r i * e ,

K-PFISTER just happeRed to have moved nr.sl of his petsonal belonq:ings

1 0
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to SEART,E's fomer residence that was now owned by

g i - r - t r i eEd  and  cJ r ren t  rd i l e .  ( see  Exh jb i r  9 )

G .  P F I S T E R '  S

on or about Jufy 17, 1998, K'PFISTER fi led a crlminaf complaint

against SEARLE alleging that on or about February 13, 1-998, SEARLE took

various items of furniture from the Temp1e Road residence valued at

o v e r  $ 1 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0 .  T h e  w ! i - - e n  c o n p l a l n L  a c L L l a -  Y  s . a L e d  " A n

' - , . 6 - F ; 4 r + ; ^ n  r r . ,  M ,  D i i c f 6 -  + - . , - A  h - .  F r . | -  /  / c F l a r . t )  I d o  d  s d l e  a L

his home and either sold ot gave away items without his pemission".

o n  t h d L  s a m e  o a t e ,  K . P f - S T L R  f - i . e d  a  s e c o n d  c r i m i n a l  c o r n p  a i n L  d 9 a - n s t

,  N l ^ r , 6 m l - , a 7  I  A  1 q q 7  r a  ^ h t  m ^ n r h sr  c a  I  D 9  L r r d  L  v ' L  J .

earl ier) SEARIE 'did take and remove a cell  phone from the vehicle of

Keith PFISTER without hj.s knowLedqe or consent". \See Exhibit 14)

On  o r  abou t  Augus t  2 ,  1998 ,  K ,PF ISTER re fused  to  d rop  ALEXIS  o f f

r .  h 6  ^ ,  l . , F n , s  P l 1 v r . ^ n  n o r  h  s  . a ' , r r  ^ r d - r e . l  v i s : L d L i o n  L e l m s .

Tn<rca.l- K PFTSTER inf.rrmed SEARIE that i l  she ever wanted to see

ALEXIS again, she should imnediately go down to the Beflmeade Police

station in Nashvil le Tennessee- SEARLE appeared at the station short ly

thereafter nherein K-PEISTER, in front of two year old ALEXIS' bad her

arrested on the two comp-laints f i led by him on Jufy I1 , 1998. It  is

i m n ^ y - ? n F  i  ^  f l r r r L a r  ^ ^ .  . ^ t t t '  - . A a -  s q A R L e  w a s  L o  h d v e

AI-EXIS back fr.om K.PFISTER before her birthday on August 3, 1998. By

- ,  .  i ^ ^  i n ^  q r A p T . F  :  r . a < r  a . l  r h F  ^ : v  h a f ^ r  a  A T  r Y T q '  h  i  r '  h . l ^ w

K.PFIS?ER was then able to take AT,EXIS to l lew Orleans for another fu1I

!{ee k -

On or about August 4. 1998, K.PFISTER fi led yet another: criminal

comp la :nL  aqa -ns t  S  LATLL  a l l eg ing  .haL  she  sLo le  p -ope - ry  f rom h  i - , n

va lued  a t  l ess  than  $500 .00 .  I n  t ha t  comp la in t ,  K .PF ISTER ac tua l l y

1 1
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stated that "Keith Pfister has determined" that SEAFI-E took "industrial

sized gar:bag:e cans (2). industt iaL brooms' mops. and hosee valued at

app rox ina te fy  $3?5 .00" '  on  o r  abou t  Augus t  6 ,  1998 '  K .PF ISTER had

SEARLE arrested on the August 4, 1998 complaint. \See Exhibit 15)

on or about Septemlcer 16, 1998, alf criminal complaints and

subsequent warrants f i led by K.PEISTER aqainst SEARLE lr lere dismissed-

lsee Exhibit 16)

Duringr Nove(ber 1998, l t i thout notice to SEARLE, K.PFTSTER stopped

his court ordered palment of AlExIs' medical insur:ance. SEARIE did not

q i scove -  Lbe  l ack  o f  i nsu rance  to r  ^e r  daughLer  u ! t j l  r ough ly  JdJ^ua ry

of 1999 when she sought medical attention for ALEXIS. lsee Exhibit 17)

on or about Novernber 74, 1998, K.PFISTER was arlested after he was

caught stalking SEARI,E aDd her boyfrj .end from the bushes in their

- o i . L h - r ,  e  v > r . l  t < c a  F . h i h i t  1 8 )

Or  o r  abo*L  Decernbe  r  2 ,  1998  I IOOVER o rde red  K 'oF ISTER Lo  udy  ch i l d

suppor t  and  a r rea rages  to  SEARLE in  an  amoun t  i n  excess  o f  922 ,000 '00 .

on  January  20 ,  I 9qq ,  Dav idson  Coun ty  Tennessee  cou r t  g ran fed

SEARLE ye t  ano rhey  p roLec t l ve  o rde r  aga -ns t  K .PELSTER (Case  Nuobe-  98 -

oP2160) . (see E-.{hi, l t i t  19)

on or about Februa-ry 2' l  ,  1999, SEARLE fi led notice of relocation

. -  c i . , t  i ^ n  r e d  F s f : n d  . - r r  i s s i o n  t o  m o v e  t o

Cafifornia with ALEXIS and her f ianc6 Dino MoreLti- The matter came

be fo re  HoovER w-o  d jd  no l  f i nd  i t  necessd r )  Lo  o_der  d . y  home sLuo ies

or psycholoqical evaluatlons as a result of either lhe new involvement

o f  D ino  Mdre f t j  o r  i : he  r ) l ^ns  to  hove  to  Ca l i f o rn ia .  l see  Exh ib i t  2A)

on or about Aprl1 6, 1999, K.PEISTER was bound over on a warrarlt

f ^ r  i ' ha  s t : l k i hd  ^ r rFs i  f ha t  occu r red  on  o r  abou t  Nove f i i be r  18 ,  1998-

T2
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On or: about Apri l  13, 1999, HOOVER denied SEARI,E's request to move

to caLifolnia after. finding in-sufficiertt grounds Lo sulporL such a

change as she r,/as not married to her f ianc6 Dino Morett l .  (See Exilbit

2 1 )

on or about Apri l  19, 1999, SEARLE notif ied HoO\rER that she and

Morett i  irould be married by May 1, 1999 and requested that he

, a - ^ s < i A 4 -  h l l i q  a ^ r : l  l 1  l q q q  -  l i n ^  I . : - 6  E c h ; h i r  2 2 \

Oo o r  -bou t  May  4 ,  1 ,999 ,  K .PEISTER pe r j t j oned  t -e  cou r t  f o r  home

s ! u d y  a n d  p s y c h o l o g i c a l  e v a l u a L . o n s  f o r  a I I  p a . r L i e s  a t  h i s  e x p e n s e .

Even though HOOVER had not ordered these pleviousLy, HOOVER granted

K .PF ISTER 's  reques t  on  May  5 ,  1999 .  On  o r  abou t  June  11 .  1999 ,

K.PEISTER v,/as evaluated by Dr. Al ison Kj.rk. lsee Exhibit 23)

On or about ,June 23, 1999, HOOVER granted SEARLE's .(otion to

relocate to Ca.l i fornia and ordered a visitat ion scheduLe- (See Exhjbjt

24) . Darafiq this hearing, HO0VER took testimooy frorn a Dr. Wif l iam

Kenner who had completed a thorough evaluation of Lhe mental health of

alf part ies, the chiLd, as !re1l as an evaluation of the current custody

dispute and lnpact of a poteEtia-l move t'o California- (See Exhj.bit 24

paqes 7 64) Dr. Kenner testi f ied that K. PFISTER had been in

a rcono l /d ruq  t rea tnenc  a  nu f l be r  o f  L imes  - i n  Lhe  pas t  (See  Lxh ib i t  2 t

p a g e  1 0 ,  l i n e s  1 9 - 2 J ) , '  h a d  d  e l '  d i d q - o s e d  l e a r n i n g  d i s a b i l - L y  a n d

functioned 1n a borderl ine retarded range in terms of his ver:bal and

o r g d n - r d l - L o n d 1  a b L -  i t l e s  t S e e  L r ( h i b ' E  2 4  p a q e  1 ' ,  l i n e s  1 3 - l q ) , '  d - d

o t ren  nad  s t rong  eno t i ona l  responses  whLch  a . re  no l  we l l  conL ro - [ -ed  \See

E x h i b ' c  2 4  p d g e  1 3 ,  l j n e s  1 - 4 ) .  . L n  r e a c h i n g  h - i s  d e c i s j o n  t o  o - a - !

SEARLE 's  reques t  t o  move  !o  Ca l j t o rn ia ,  HOOVER f ree l y  ackno [ r l edged  LhdL

bV rAaking this declsion, Tennessee would lose jurisdict ion of this

1 3
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matter to California in six nronths (see paEre 87 fines 20-22 of

1- t ' ^ . - r ; - f  i  n - i  n / t a / t  u ; f h  F  <h ibLL  24 \ -  On  o r  abou t  Ju l y  6 .  1999 ,

K.PFISTER lnrnediately f i led an appeaf seeking to overturn HoovER's

rul ing. (see Exhibit 25) This appeal would eventually be denied by the

T e n n e s s e e  C o - r L  o f  A p p e a  r  o n  o r  a b o u L  D e c e n b e - r  2 , 2 A 0 O .  ( S e e  E ^ h i b i t

3 7 )

Orr or about Jvfie 25, 1999t SEARLE and ALEXIS relocated to

C a l  i  r o l n i  a  w i t h  M r .  M o r e L L - .

on  o !  abou t  oc tobe r  15 ,  1999 ,  K .PF ISTER 's  d r i v i ng  p r i v i l eges  i n

the State of Tennessee were suspended- Subseqllent correspondence

reo : r . l i nd  red rFs f  f 6 r  re ins ta temen t  i nd i ca ted  he  had  rece i ved  a t  l eas t

four speeding t ickets between Jul-y 1997 and Apri l  1999- (See Exhlbit

26 )

on  o r  abou t  Feb rua ry  18 ,  2040 ,  a  d i spos i t i on  ag reemen t  on

K.PFJSTER's crint ina)- stalking case was reached. (See Exh)bit 271

On o r  abou t  March  9 ,  2000 ,  no rv  i n  excess  o f  e ig t t  nonLhs  s - i nce

q n o \ / F l b  a r ^ n f a . l  h a "  l a a v a  r ^  m ^ ! , e  l - ^  n > l : f ^ r n : ^ .  S F A R L E  w a s  o r d e . r e d  L o

/  w :  t r i m c ^ r  ^ ^ r n t - \ '  _ l l , z a n i 1 -  ^ ^ r , r t  l - a . . . a  - f o v E R  i n  o r d e -  t o

address various complaints about visltaLion and custody raised by

K.PFISTER. She had trave.Led from Ca.I i fornia even though she had not

- rece i ved  p rope . r  ' r o r i ce  o f  t he  hea r :ng  and  Tennessee  was  noE  rhe  p -ooe -

j r r i sd -cL ion  "o  hea r  t re  na t l e r  as  A l ,Ex -s  and  SEARLE had  been  - i v i nq  i n

Califor ia in excess of eight months since HOOVER qranted the move anray

order on June 25, 1999. HOOVER denied without argument, SEARLE's motion

I � ^  ] . r enq fa r  i , r r i <d i . t i . n  t o  Ca l i f o rn ia .  As  ALEXTS was  i n  schoo l  i n

,  L -  - "  . r . i a w  a , - . t  t ^  h a  d r 6 < a n l  a n d  i !  ! , r a s  n o t

K.PFISTER's visitat ion period, SEARLE did not brinq AIEXTS to Tennessee

T 4
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for the hearing. During the hearing, HOOVER hofds SEARLE in "criminal

. f L F r  t - h : h 4 c  r ^ -  h r : a d i - d  t h c  e b L l d  c o  l e D n e s s e e

to see the father durinq the hearing. HOOVER subsequently had SEARLE

ne id  i r  cusLody  un t i l  he r  husbdno  cou lo  f l y  A I ,EX IS  to  l ennessee  Lhe

fol lor,/ ing day. (See Exhibit 2B) On or about Aprif  17, 2000, SEARLE

fi led a Notice of Appeal based upon HoOVER'S ruLings' (See Exhibit 29)

HOOVER'g order holdinq SEARLE in conEempt was late! overturned on

appeal by Tennessee Court of Appeals on o! about Marcfh 28, 2001.

on  March  23 ,  2A00 ,  Los  Ange les  coun ty  super io r  Cour t  (Nor theas t

I - : c t y : ^ ' '  i c < , , a d  n  r F s f r q i n i . ^  ^ * ! F r  : ^ : i n < -  t <  p F  S T L R  i n  t a v o r  o f

SEARLE and her husband (Case #GD026845) - (see Exhibit 3A)

on or about that same date, SEARLE opened a chifd support

co l l ec t i on  case  aga ins t  K ,PEISTER w i th  the  Los  Ange les  Coun ty  D is t r : i c t

A t to rney ' s  o f f i ce  Bu reau  o f  Fami . l y  Suppor t  ope ra t l ons  (Case  #8G097120) .

(see Ethibit 37i on or: aboFi- t lrat safte date, PFISTER fi led a motion

before the Tennessee colrr l  of Appeal seeking to have them consider

va r ious  posL - judg rne r t  i ssues  be fo - re  - ru l i r q  on  h rs  appea l  o f  HOOVER's

nove away order- SEARLE fi fed opposil- ion to tLLis rootion o[ or about

May  26 ,  2000 .  -Le  Tennessee  Cour t  o -  Appea-L  oen - ieo  PF ISTER/s  mo l i on  on

or about June 1, 2000. lsee Exhibjt 32)

on or about May 31, 2000, HooVER presided over yet another motion

h t ,  r {  p I ' r q h E R  - F a , A < f : h d  q F I A D - I l  h a  h A  . l  i n  f o r  v i o l a l - o n  o f

various co(Irt orders. At the qonslusion of that hearingf' HOOVER

ordered that a nelt birth cert i f icate be issrted shoning Ai,ExIS' name to

b e  " A l e x i s  N i c o l e  P t i s t e r "  a r d  l h a t  S E A R L E  c o n p l y  w i l h  a f f  p r e v ' o u s

^ ^ r , r r  ^ r . l a y e  r a a : r r r i n n  l a l a n h ^ h a  . : l l e  ^ n . l  v : / i ^  q  q . h a . i r l l i n d  i s s ' r e s

lsee Exhibit 33)

1 5



1

2

3

5

6

7

B

9

l0

1 1

\ 2

1 3

1 4

1 5

1 6

1 7

1 9

2 0

2 7

2 2

z3

2 4

2 5

2 6

2 7

2a

On or about October 13, 2AA0, SEARI,E f i led a Petit ion for

Registration of Eoreigr ChiLd Custody order Pu-r:sua[t to UCC.fA ln Los

Angeles County Superior Court (Case BD332705) . \See Exhibit 34)

On or about Decenrber 6, 20A0, PFTSTER fi ]ecl a part ial opposlt ion

to SEARLE's California petit ion. (See Exhjbit 35)

O-  o r  abo l . t  Dece rn l ce r  1 I ,  2000 ,  . he  Los  AngeLes  Cou ' t y  Bu reau  o f

^ h :  l -  c . , n n ^ r r  . 6 f t - a c t - a r l  T e 4 - e s s e p  L o  l i a n s - e -  i L s  c h i  r d  s u p p o r l  c d s e

aga ins t  K .  PF ISTER to  l , ou i s iana .  (See  Exh ib i t  36 )

On or about Decembei: 21, 2000, the Tennessee Cou-rt of Appeal

denied K. PEISTER'S appeaf on HOOVER'S decision to grant SEARI,E'S dove

away order. (see Exhibit 37)

In  add i t i on  to  the  cons taDt  s t ream o f  cou r t  Pe t i t i ons  i n

Wi l l i amson  Coun ty  Juven iLe  Cour t ,  K 'PF ISTER and  G 'PF ISTER a l so  b rough t

a L  . e d s L  L w o  d i f f e r - n L  c r ! - - L  a c ! t o n s  d g - i n s r  S F M L E  d l  l e q - n q  c a u s e s  o f

a c . ! , o .  i o r  f . d u d / E h e - c  c r o n  c o j ? o i d f  ' o n s  t L d l  h d d  o n q  s i n c e  b e e . l

rav^ke . l  As :  s in . ' l e  mo ihe r  r / i t h  l im l ted  resou r . ces  and  f i t t l e  t o  no

child support, sEARi,E valiantfy alrempted to defend these cases on her

^  i  6  . ^ h a  { - i h a  L r h i l A  . r e ^  ^ a r a n d i n ^  l h a  i ' v a n i l e  . o ! r r l

actions. Hoirever, by nid-]ate 2000' SEARI-E coufd no longer manage to

defend on al l  the tegaf fronts created by the K. PFISTER and G.

' r h a v  h ^ ,  h  a r r A h r , , :  l v  ^ h l  -  i n a . l  i T d F  d F f F  _ _  _  , , ' l  r a n f  <  ' r

Tennessee against SEARLE that l iere substantiated by f i t t le more than

t F . a i r  ^ , . m  c a l  T - c a , r . i n a  n ^ - l r r r l  i ^ n e  ' l h A e a  i J r . l 1 h F n l s !  r r n n - i . l  a r F d m c \ /

fees due roughly twelve attorneys, '  unpaid medical bi l ls for her and

A]-EXIS from some fl f teen providers; and unpaid credit card debt

a r t r i buLed  co  cb '  l o  ca re ,  I  ega -L  fees /cos !s ,  ! r ave l  expen-ses  €o -

r e p e a l e o  s ^ o " t  ' o - i c e  L r ; p s  t o  f e r _ e s s e e  f o r  c o * - r - ,  a n d  I  i v ; n g

1 6
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expenses forced SEARLE into a state of insoLvency. As a resuft, SEARLE

d r q  r . y . a . l  f o  s e F . .  n r 6 t e . t i ^ r  ' . n d F -  . h F n f a -  s - \ - F .  4 r  l h e  u D i r e d  s L a t e s

Bankruptcy Codes on or about January 17. 2001. Yet, even after SEARI,E

f i led  fo r  bankruptcy ,  G.PFISTER and K.PFISTER fo rced fu r ther  l i t l ga t ion

: q  F - a \ r  \ ' : d n y . . ' c l v  ^ ^ ^ ^ < 6 d  . l i s - h r r a a  o f  t f e  
- r e n n e s s e e

defautt judgments granted in their favor. And after sEARl,E simply

. ^ , . 1 a  r r  f h F  r 6 a ^ ' . . - A .  f ^  ^ O n L e S L  L h i S  i S S U e

before the bankruptcy court, she vias again forced to eoncede lhe issue

r n . l  ^ s  a  r e s U l  r  -  t h e  . l e f a , , l r  l , ' . l m a _ - .  * a n r i n a . l  ' _  e f f e c L  a t t e r  t h e

close of the bankruptcy-

On  o r  abou t  March  31 ,  2001 ,  Los  Ang ie fes  Coun ty  Super io r  Cour t

( fTN211 I0 )  de le rn j  ned  Lha t  K .  PF ISTER owed  SFARLE cn i l d  suppor t

a r rea rages  to ta l i og  $1B /730 .10 ,  (See  Exh ib i t  3B)

On  o r  abou t  Ap r i l -  l - 2 ,  2001 ,  K -PF ISTER f i l - ed  h i s  t h i rd  Pe t i t i on  fo r :

C o - E e ' [ p t  a n d  R e n e w e o  o e r i t i o n  l o r  c h d n q e  o f  c u s c o d y .  I n  - h d L  p e r . i r i o n ,

hF  requesLed  LhaL  HOOVER l ' o ld  SEARLE -n  con lempE fo r  f i l i ng  che  occober

1 r  ^ . n .  ^ a r  ; r ' i ^ h  i n  r . ^ c  a - ^ - 1 ^ .  . - r  i . ^ r n i  E \ h i b j L  3 9 1

Oo or about ApriL 16, 2001, SEABLEE appear.ed in Los A-ageLes County

S u p e r i o -  C o u r L  f o r  h e a r j n g  o n  h e r  r e q u e s L  t o  r e q r s t e r  H O O V E R ' s

Tennessee nove away and custody order as she and AI,EXIS had been l iving

in California for almost two vears since leavinq Tennessee. SEARI,E

rep !esen led  he rse l f  a !  t h i s  l ' ea .  i ng  and  aLLorneys  fo r  K .PFTSTER opposed

her requesr while arg_uing, among' other thinq_s that there tnas a heat ing

pend-Lng  be lo le  HOOVER in  Tennessee .  Los  Ange les  Coun lY  Super io r  Co* rL

,tudge Denner agreed to speak with HOOVER regarding the status of this

case. During that discussion. IIOOVER informed Judge Denner that tre was

schedufed to preside over an upcoming hearing wherein the sole issue

1'�]



1

2

3

4

5

6

1

8

9

1 0

1 1

1_2

1 3

1 5

t 6

1'7

1B

1 9

2 A

2 1

2 2

23

2 1

2 8

before him was lrhether K.PFISTER was eithei a resident of Tennessee or,

in fact. a resideDt of Lorl isiana and oulside tbe juJisdict iod of Lhe

Tennessee court. Over SEARLE's objection, Judge Denner agreed to defer

further action in Ca.Lifor.nia pending resolution of that issue. HooVER

did not iodicate that he had any intention of taking: any action on any

i ssue  o the r  t han  to  ru le  on  K .PF ISTER 's  res idency '  l see  Exh ib i t  4A)

On June -1 
, 2f l j1, SEARLE raised the issue of subjest natter

jurisdict ion at a hearing before HooVER in Tennessee. SEARLE argued

that, as she and ALEXIS had re6ided ln Catifornia for mere days shy of

n .  1 / n ^ a r  _ i r  i , , r ' q . l i . - i ^ _  o v e r  L h i s  c a s e .

Eurther, she argued that even if  fol some reason the colrrt disagneed,

T c n h F s s c e  n o  l o n o p r  h . a . l  i , 1 r :  < . 1 i . r  i ^ n  h p . e  r c e  K  P E I S T E R  w a s  n o L  a

res iden t  o f  t ha t  s ta te .

During that hearing HooVER final ly heard testimony regarding

X. PFTSTER's residency. In spite of substantial eridence to the

contrary, HoOtraER ruled that Tennessee was sti1l K'PFISTER's home state

beca rse  " . . j r e  comes  home to  h i s  bed ,  ne  tn in<s  o+  TFnnessee"  l see  paqe

48, LiAes L7-2A af EEporLei's TxanscripL Lt:.c luded irr E-<hibit 4Ll-

Ho\,rever, once that rul ing \tas made, HOOVER did not defer any nei/ issues

ra i sed  by  K .PF ISTER to  the  app rop r ia te  Ca l i f o rn ia  cou r t .  I ns tead ,

HooVER acknowledged that the child and her mother have been in

California trno years; that her school '  doctols, day care, and so on are

atf in Cali fornia; Xhat al l  the hrit4esses in a custody hear: ing_ nould be

from cali fornia; that lemovinq the child from her l i fe in CaLifornia

fo r  repea ted  L r i ps  to  fennessee  fo - r  cou r t  was  de l r imen ta l  (See  page  33 ,

T ines  10 -78  a I  Rppor te r ' s  T ransc r ip .  i ac luded  i n  Exh ib i t  41 ) ;  and  yeL ,

iqnored al l  of these factors in breach of the UcC,fA in order to f ind

1 8



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

1 0

1 1

1-2

I 4

1 5

I 6

1 7

1 9

2 0

2J,

2 2

23

2 4

2 5

2 6

2'7

2 8

that cal i fornia was an lnconvenient forum for K'PFISTER (See page 54,

l i1es 17-22 aC t learj n4 TranscrLpL i-ncl.udpd -a ExbLbi E 41l and Lhat only

he (i .e. HOOVER) was uniquely quali f ied to hear this case because he

had done so for some five years. Were that not enough, HOoVER afso

found  tha t  SEARI ,E ' s  mo t ion  to  t rans fe r  j u r i sd i c t i on  to  Ca l l f o .n ia  was

o o r r e o  u n d e !  v d r i o u s  o - h e r  - h e o r i e s  i n c l u d i n g  " r e s  j u d i c a l a "  ( b e c a - s e

he had preriously denied this same motion in March af 2000) and

' :  -  a F A p T . q  ̂ ^ '  d  n . r  1 - d _ p  _ h F t  K . P F I S - I L R  w a s  n o w) u a t L l d L  c > L e P P s ,

a resadent of Louisiana vthen she has previousfy argued he was a

resident of Tennessee) \See ExhLbLL 41\ -

I n  add i t i on  to  the  res idency  and  j ' r r i sd i c t i on  ru l i ngs ,  HOOVER a l so

took it  upon himself to grant K.PFISTER yet another ful l  custody

hearlng even though there was absolutely no change in circumstances

warranting such a hearing under the UCCJEA- He futther ordered SEARLE

r d  h . i ^ d  A L ; ] X T S  h r . k  i . r  T F n r a c e F F  h v  . I " - a  r 4 .  ' 4 n l  r a  b e  L u . r T r e d  o v e r  t o

K . P F T S T E R  f o r  v i s i r a t j o n  D n L i l  A - g u s t  L ,  2 0 0 1 , .  ( o n e  w e e k  a f E e r  h e a r i n g

: h d  ^ r l v  '  l - - a a  . l ; v <  A f t e r . - A - -  i - - " 6 . r  ^ r  r " r "  r r  t 0 0 I ) .  ( s e e  E x h j b i L

On June 14, 2A0a, HooVER presided over a hearlng to addiess

SEARLE'S Motion to Recuse him from the case. Aftei: a brlef hearing

wherein HOOVER p.resided over the motion himself, he ruled that SEARIE's

motion was "whof-Iy and compfetely without merit" and that "the court

Fin.+a l. .}]ara iq n^ m1a<r:ion that the coart can hear this case

impartial ly". lsee Exhibit 42)

on June 27, 2001, HOOVER held yet another hearing on K.PFISTER's

molion to fi-nd SEARI,E in conterq)t ot previolrs court ordels. SEARLE was

1 9
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n^t nrae6nt -n.l  the corrr i  took K.PI'1STER's uncontested testimony under

submlssion.

On June 29, 2AA1, SEARLE fai led to appear before HOOVER to show

documentary proof of a prior tr ip to Hong Kong.

On JuIy 3, 200L, HOOVER issued an order in which he deternined

that sEARl,E had somehow conmitted f i f ty-nine (59) acts of "c! iminal

. . n f6hn i ,7  hv  v : r i o r ! s  \ / i o l a t l ons  o f  h i s  c i v i l  cou r t  o rde rs .  As  h i s

j u d : c - L a l  a J ! h o r ; t y  1 - n - L L e d  h i s  s e n t F n c i n g  a u t l - o r i t y  L o  t e n  f - 0 )  d a y s  - n

i r i  l  ! ^ -  : .  c  ^ i  . o - - F n o  h e  o r d e r e d  S T A R L E  t o  s e r v e  I i f - y - n - n e  ( 5 9 )

- a - c a .  - i v -  r a -  { l 0 l  d F V  s p n L e n c e s  f o r  a  t o t a L  s e n L e n c e  o t  5 c 0  d a y s

in jaif  without due process of 1aw. He then ordered that K.PFTSTER

should be glven temporary custody of ALEXIS once SEARLE returned to

Tennessee and began serving that sentence. lSee Exhibit 43)

on July 11. 2001, SEARLE fi led a Notice of Appeal from the June 7,

? n o r  ^ r i l a r  . l e n v i n d  h F r  r e ^ , , a < r  t ^  d c f a r  : r . ' q . i . - i o n  L o  C a l i  f o r r i a -

lsee Er<hibit 44)

on  sepLember  2 '7 ,  2AOl , ,  LOOVED p res ided  ove r  a  t ' ea r i nq  to  add ress

K .PF ISTER 's  mo t ion  to  d l sm iss  SEARLE 's  appea l  f o r  f a i f u re  to  comp ly

w i t h  a  m i n o !  p r o c e d u r a L  f - I i n g  Y u l e  a n d  L o  c o n v e - c  h i s  L e m D o r d r y

custody of AI,EXIS to permanent sofe custody. Neithel: SEARLE nor ALEXIS

were present as they wer.e both st i11 f lving in Cali fornia. In a

subseguent order fol lowinq this bea:ring, HooVER stated that SEARLE r\ 'as

"conv i  c red  fo r  ^on lempr  i  n  Lh i s  cou - t "  even  Lho -qh  tLese  conL  e rnp t

. i r - i  i . n s  d e r F  n o i  r - , ,  - r ' r i n > -  - > s 6  a n . j  S E A R L E  w d s  n e v e r

i t - ^ - ^ 6 / r  . n \ /  ^ r  F 6 r  < - : r - a  o r -  f e d e r a L  c o n s L : L U L : o n a l  r i g h i  s  L o  c o n t e s t

r l a 6  \ ' 2 1  i , ' . t  l  \ /  ^ +  i - h a c a  - ^ h l 6 h . f  . i  i : l  ^ n s Because of lhese

"convict ions" and a variety of other reasons, I{OOVER gtanted K.PFISTER

2A
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pelmanent sole custody and ordered that SEARLE on.Ly have supeLvised

v i s : . a L - o n  w ' r h  A I E X - S ,  ( s e e  E x h i b j L  4 5 )

on November. B, 2001, the Tennessee Court of Appeals dismissed

SEARLE's appeal on the grounds that she could not seek appellate rel ief

from HooVER's orders whife a fugit ive from State of Tennessee- (See

Exhibit 46)

SEARLE did not return to Tennessee after HOOVER'S improper June 7,

2001 orders. Instead, she remalned in Cali fornia under the be]ief that

once K-PEISTER sought enfotcement of HOOVER'S orders in a California

c h a  * . , , 1 . 1  r h e n  h e  - '  t h o s e  o l d e l s  ' o r
r v  P  v P c '  r j  r l v o r f v o L s

, r . k  . t  i 1 1  i s . l  . r  i o n  r r n d e r  - h -  i n o l  - : n  e  s 6 . l  o n s  n I  t n e  U C C J A  w h - c h

had been codif j-ed in cal- i fornta. However, for the f irst t ime in their

I  v F s  n c : r n e r  K  P F l S T f . R  n n r  ^  D F - q T F R  f ^  ^ v a - l  r h e m s e l v e s  o f

t s n o  ; , r r r ; - i ' l  < v c l _ 6 m  i n  - . . l c r  r 6  l r r r f n e r  i h F i r  o o r l s  o r  r t k l - n o  A L F X I S

f r om he r  mo the r .  Be tween  June  7 ,  2001  and  June  I ' l  ,  2AA3 ,  K .PFTSTER and

a  PF_STt :F  . ^o -  no  F f -Fnn ]  whdLsoever  to  en ro !ce  HoovER 's  imp lope '

o rde rs  i n  Ca l i f o rn ia .

on  o r  abou t  June  1? ,  2003 ,  san  D iego  coun ty  she r i f f ' s  depu t i es

responded to SEARLE's 9-1-1 calL regarding a domestic violence incident

^ r  ^  n F . d h h 6 r , e  r a s i . t e n . e  a ? i a y  i  . l F n ,  v  . a < n . - . 1 6 4  L o  L h e  _ r e s i d e - c e

n e x t  d o o r  a . ] d  . p p e a r e d  E o  o e  l e a v - n q  w i l _ o u t  L a \ i n q  a  . L e p o ? t ,  S I A R L E

appr.oached them and requested that a formaL report  be taken as this rnas

n ^  h r ^ h l a m  : l  r . a r  . e < i d e n . e  T h e  . l e o ' l _ v d P P d  I  r L ' L r Y  e s e @ " q

anqry that SEARLE had inconvenienced him by demanding that he and his

.^rinar nr6n@r1\. a. l . lr 'ess and document the incident next door. And

r r r . 6 ,  r h ^ n  c i m ^ l v  L ' y r 1 6  r h 6  . a ^ a < < a . u  y a n ^ r r -  ' h e  . l F 6 I l  \  w i r h 6 l

indication whatsoever that SEART,E had done anything wlong or even

2 7



1

2

3

4

5

6

1

I

9

1 0

1 1

L 2

1 3

7 4

1 5

7 6

I'7

1 B

1 9

2 A

2 t

2 2

2 3

2 4

2 5

2 6

2 7

2 8

remotely suspicious, decided to run her name through a national

^ r i m i n r t  . l i t : h a s e  t t o o n  . l ^ i r ^  e -  h p  l F n r l v  r F r - e i v e d  j n ' o c m a t i o n

about HOOVER's Tennessee warrant. \See Exhibit 43) SEARLE was

subsequently arrested and both she and AI,EXIS were taken into custody.

After several hours at the sherif f 's station, ALEXIS was turned over to

r h a  D ^ l i o c t \ /  a 6 F r a 7  1 a ^ , ' n '  w  ^ i  q : r  D i F d ^ ' s  . h i , d - o n ' c  r c . a i ' , ' i d

f : . i  l  i iv) i  n sr ' i  te of the fact that SEARIE's now ex-husband Dino

Morett i  actively souqht to pick her up pursuant to Cali fornia l-a!v (See

Cal-i fornia weTfare and Insti tut ions Cade Sections 3A9@) atd 319).

r n e r 6 i A  ^ r  - - 1 6 : c i n d  A T F Y T q  r n  h a .  < r F n r : f h F r  S h F r ' f l ' <  o e r s o n n e l

con !ac ted  the  Wj - I l i a r son  CounLy  She ! i t r  and  K -PFTSTER rega ro ing  che

facL  -haL  ALEXIS  vvas  now in  the j '  c *s tod l .  Upon  rece l  v ing  tna !

ioformation, K.PFISTER nade inmediate arrangrements to fIy to San Diego'

o n  o r  a b o u L  J u n e  1 8 ,  2 0 0 3 ,  - . r e p l e s e n t a t i v e  o f  L h e  P o l i n s k Y  c e n t e L

r e - e a s e d  A L E X ' S  t o  K . P F I S T E F ,  a  c o r v i c t c d  f e l o n  w i r h  a  h i s r o L y  o f  d r u g

abuse and domestic violence who had never resided ldith ALEXTS for any

siqnif icant period since she was born, Upon appea.rlnq to pick up

AI-EXISz K.PFISTER presented nothing but an uncert i f led photocopy of

HOOVER's order which clearly qranted nothinq but temporary custody to

K.PFISTER in the event that SEARLE ever returned to Tennessee and began

c A r ! ' i h ^  r h A  < A n r A h ^ A  h a  i m n ^ e a d  l l a a  ^ ^ r a . t ) ^ h  7 . f  t | ^ a r l r l Q ' q  I I t l \ t  
' 1  

-

20A1 order attached as Exhibit 43) F  _ - f h F r  l  6  - a n r a c F r '  ^ l  i v e

refeased AI,EXIS to K.PFfSTER \t i thout providing any notice to SEARLE or

i r  l ^ t . r i n d  x a r  l ^  6 v a r - i a ^  h A ?  r i ^ h i e  - ^ :  h a : r i n n  r .  . h a l l e n d c  i h a r

action in dlrect violation of cal i for:n. ia lalt  (see Cafifornia we]fat:e

and Insti tut ione Code Section iAA(d). Once told she !,Jas to be qiven

to K, PETSTER. ALEXIS became very upseL and adamantly maintained she

2 Z
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did not want to go r" i th hlm because he had hurt her moru[y. When AIEXIS

became uncooperative, authoriLies contacted her stepfather Dino Morell i

and asked him to calm her down and convince her she would have fun with

K. PEISTER and hls fanify. Upon receipt of AI,EXIS, K- PFISTER

imna.l ialalw rFfrrrne.l to Tennessee and SEARI,E has not seen Af.EXTS since

that date.

On or about Jurre 20, 2003. SEARI,E was chargred in San Diego County

s , , n a - i ^ .  . . r r r _  w i l  ^  f r r a i - i . r -  f - ^ n  i l . l  L c e  i n  T F n n e s s e e

(Ca f i f o rn ia  Pena l  Code  Sec t i on  1551 .1 )  and  l t as  re leased  on  a  $2500 .00

bond. (See Exhibix 47J

On o r  abou t  Ju l y  15 .  2003 ,  NATTONS g ran ted  K ,PF ISTSR 's  reques t  f o r

restrainj-ng order barring SEARLE and Dino Mot ett i  from him and AI-EXIS

p e n d i n g  d  f o r n a l  n e a r i n g .  l S e e  E x h i D i t  4 B )

on  Ju ty  3 \ ,  2003 ,  San  D iego  Coun ty  Super io t  Cour t  case  CD l15294

r/as disft issed "D-1?6" aftet the State of Tennessee chose not to

exlradite SEARI,E as she had noL been convicted of any crinre and as

i n  . A ^ -  w > - . a . j  h v  r L , i  q r ^ r e  f ^ r  d n v  (  r i m i n a l  c o n d u c c .  ( S e e

Exhibit 49)

OD or about August ?, 2003, NATToNS presided over a hearing on

K-PFISTER's molion seeking a permaoent iniunction barring SEARI-E from

makinq de:rogatory comments about him lrhi le speaking with AIEXIS;

ordering AI,EXTS to undergo counseling; and to address the Guardian Ad

l i r f f i , e  F A m r 6 e t  r ^  e A F  J  r a l a ^ h ^ n 6  . : l l  e . h a . l r ' ! F  t . .  q E A R r F ,  r ^  s n e i k

with ALEXIS. The court found SEARIE had faifed to appear. in spite of

the fact that an attorney was present on her behalf '  After the

h a a / i n ^  l " ^ ^ 6  N I : r i ^ n <  a n l a , a . l  ' .  ^ . i t a r  < a t r i n d  f h a  r  a l F n h 6 h 6  . a l l

schedule; barring both SEARLE and K. PFISTER from derogatory colnments

2 3
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a b o J -  e a c h  o L l _ e r  i n  t r o n c  o r  A - e x i s ;  a n d  g r a o t i n q  L h e  r e q J e s t  ' o _

A Iex -S  l o  L j rde lgo  counseL ing .  ( see  Fxh ;b i c  50 )

On or about Auqust 25, 2003, San Diego Superior court (North

County) issued a restraininq order against K.PFISTER in favor of SEARLE

( C e s e  + D V N o 5 5 - L )  .  A t  _ h a L  L  L m e ,  t n e  _ o u r L  L o o k  n o  a c t i o n  o n  a - y

outstanding custody lssues. (See Exir ibi t  5-1)

on Septenber !0, 2OO3' NA?IONS qranted K-PFTSTER's reguest to

for:malfy set aside over S18,000.00 in chlId support he orved to SEART,E

to r  Lce  bene f iL  o t  A IEXTS and  i ns lead ,  Lo  sFL  monLh-Ly  cn i l d  suppo- rL  due

hi-m froo SEART-E - NATIONS also denied SEARTE's motions to vacate

c o n t e r p t  c o n v i c L i o n s  a s  L h e y  w e r e  e n t e r e d  w ' r h o - L  d u e  p - r o c e s s  o f  l a ! v ;

resLore custody of AIEXIS to her; and for court ordered DNA testing of

ALEXIS and both of her parents. Chifd supPort due f:rom SEARLE was set

a t  $387 .00  pe r  mon th  w i th  acc rued  a r rea rages  o f  52988 .91 -  (See  Exh ib i t

on  o r  abou t  Sep ten l ce r  25 ,  2AA3 '  K .PF ISTER f i l ed  a  Mo t ion  to

n i  s .6n t i nne  Te lenhone  con iac t  be tweeo  ALEXIS  a  d  SEARLE.  {See  Exh ib i t

On  Oc tobe r  1 ,  2A03 ,  e i t he r  HOOVER o r  NATTONS g ran ted  PF ISTER 's

" a a  a c t  t ^  t - 6 - m i F ^ r a  S F A P 1 . F , c  r a l F n l - n n c  . n .  F - t  w i l h  A I , E X T S  f o r  L w o

r7eeks as they were "disruptive to Lhe well-being of the chlld". On

Noven lce r  . lB ,  200  1 ,  NAT-oNs  q rdn ted  K .PFTSTER's  mo ! io -  t o  pe .manen t  y

terminate telephone coritdct between SEARLE and her dauqrhte:r ALEXTS

w h i l e  a  s 6  i n c r e ^ s : n o  n e i  ^ h  / r  < r n r . r l -  n ^ r c n l s .  S E A R J  E  h a s  n o l

spoken to her daughter since this ordel was issued- NATloNs subsequenl

order issued oB November 24, 20A3 elroneously stated tbat SEARI,E was

2 4
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personally present for this hearing when, in fact. she was in

c d l i . o r n i a .  ( s e e  L x h j b j  r  5 4 )

on or about Febiruary 24' 2004, K-PFISTER fi led another petit lon

before HOOVER requesting that SEARLE be held in "cl jr inal contempt" as

she had fai led to pay chi.Id support as ordered' lsee Exhibit 55)

On or about March 3, 2004, K.PFISTER fi led An Application for

Temporary aad Perrnanent Restraining order in HOOVER's court seeking to

r . : r  qFAPT.R 'e  . ^n f : . f  w i i h  oe rsonne l  a t  A I ,EXTS '  schoo l .  ( . gee  E th ib j t  56 )

On or about March

n r o q a n f  f ^ r  :  h o :  r i  - r

Exhibit 57)

3 Neither lioolaER noi Judge Nations
sentenced h in to ja i l  a t  any point
support  due SEAal ,E as of  2/98.

2004, Judqe Nations ordered SEAff E to be

K .PEISTER 's  March  3 ,  2004  mo t ion .  l see

ever held K.PFISTER in "cr iminar  contenpt"  and
whi le he accrued nore than S22,000.00 in chl1d

a ,

On or about Apri l  20, 2004, SEARLE fi led Appelfant Brief in

T e n n e s s e e  c r i n i n d l  C o L r t  o l  A p p e a l s  ( s e e  F x h i b L l  5 B )  -

on  o r  abou t  Ap r i l  29 ,  2004 ,  Judge  Na t ions  en te red  an  o lde t  t ha t

a ^ , ! n ^  q F A D I  F  d r i l t r ,  ^ F  " - r i F i n : l  - ^ r , t F ' ' m t "  f a r  r ^ i  l t r r a  l .  n r v  . h i r . t

suppor t  and  o rde red  he r  t o  se rve  twe fve  (12 )  consecu t i ve  Len  (10 )  day

sen tences  fo r  a  to ta l  o f  120  days  i n  j a i l r .  ( see  Exh jb i t  sgJ

on or about JuLy 20, 2004, the san Diego couoty Superior Court

, . a h f f r l  n i w i < i ^ ^ r  . ^ , , r r  q F f  ^  s a n  e h h a r  l 6  ? 0 n 4  h F ; r i r . t  ^ s  r : o

K.  PF  STER '  s  req lues t  ! o  yeg i  s te "  h -s  Tennessea  s  rppo l  L  o rde r  and

arrearages due him from SEARLE in i :he amount of $1548.00 (September 10,

2003  -  Ap r i l  6 ,  2004)  .  l see  Exh ib i t  60 )

on or about August 18, 2004, SEARLE fi led a reEponse on he! onT1

o e h a L f  s e e k i n g  L o  h a v e  C a ' i f o r n i a  a s s u m e  j u r i s d i c t ' o n  o t  L h e  c a s e .  ( s e e

Exbibit 61)

2 5
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On o! about Septernber 7, 20A4, K.PFISTER fiLed responsive

pleadings opposing sEARl,E request to transfe! jurisdict ion- (see

Exhibit 62)

on or about Septemberi f6, 20A4, neithe! K.PFISTER nor SEARLE

appeared at the hearing before the San Diego County Superior Court

(Centr.al) and the matter l tas subsequently taken off calendar' (See

EXhlDAt  bJ)

on or about December 10, 2004, SEARLE fi led a civiL action in san

Diego County Superior Court (Case Nu1rl])er GIN038056) aqarnst the County

of San Diego. K. PEISTER, and others al leging, amonq ottrel things,

v io la t i on  o f  he r  c i v i l  r i gh ts  by  re leas ing  A i ,Ex IS  to  K .PEISTER t t i t hou t

notice or due process under state and federal. Pursuant to motion by

Defendant County of San Diego, the case would later be moved to lhe

Un l ted  S ta tes  D is t r i c t  Cour t ,  Sou the rn  D is t r i c t  o f  ca l i f o rn ia  ( case

Nunbe i  05cv -0206-J ) ,  ( see  h<h jb i t  641  K .PF ISTER wou ld  even tua f l y  be

vo]unta.r i ]y dismissed from thls suit by SEARLE - However, before beinq

o i s r i s s - d ,  h e  f i  e d  a  m o l i o n  s e e k i n g  d i s r i s s a l  f o r  l a c k  o '  p e . r s o n a -

i , , r i e .  . r j ^ n  ^ n . l / 6 '  r r E n q r e -  ^ _  t  ^ a  ^ a < a  - ^  . -  , r . r ^ r - r j a L a  c o - r t L  j *  L h e

Sta te  o f  Tennessee .  Tn  deny ing  K .PF ISTER 's  mo t ion ,  U .s .  D i s t r i c t  cou r t

Judqe Napoleon A- Jones held that the U'S- Distr ict Court for the

sou the rn  D is t r i c t  o f  ca l i f o rn ia  had  spec i f i c  j u r - i sd i c t i on  ove l

K.PFISTER and transfet to fennessee wouLd be improper and unwalranted.

lSee Exhib)t 651

On or about February I0, 2A05, Tennessee Court of Appeals (Case

+M2 0 0 4-00 31-CCA-R3-CV) rejected SEARLE's appeal without addressing its

nerits because of her ongoing status as a tugit ive fLom Tennessee.

2 6
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On or about March 13, 2005, Metro Health Department (Nashvilfe

- n 6 n n 6 e e a a 1  r ^ , 1 n . 1  K  P r  | S T F R  r i  I  a - i n ^  " : e h  : _ r - c ' d a d  t o r  w h o f e s a l e  L o

local restaurants ln his backyald in violation of numelous health

ordinances - At that t ime, K'PFISTER L/as doing business as "Taste of

New orleans", a company l icensed in l ,ouislana and owned by G- PFISTER.

lsee Exhibit 66')

on or about l ' tarch 15, 2005, K.PEISTER telephoned Police from the

6389 Tenple Road residence in Tennessee that was previously owned by he

and SEARLE and purchased out of foreclosure by G. PFISTER back in

January of 1998. I le leporLed to poLice that.AI,EXIS i. tas mrssing at

roughly 7:4? a.m. Rough.Ly forty (40) rninutes .Iater/ AI"EXIS was found

on her school bus on her v,tay to school- lsee Exhibit 67')

On or aborit  June 20, 2005, the Tennessee Supreme Court I tanled

SEARI,E'S request for revievt of the Tennessee Court of ApPeal- 's refusal

to hear her appeaf of HOOVER's Jufy 3, 2001 "crimil,}al contei.pt" and

custody orders becaDse she was a fugit ive f iom Lhe St,te of Tennessee.

lsee ErhiLit 68)

23rfl '7�8_ 'l'p-_4WRr:ErEs

P''RST'A'f? 70 TEE TEA'EA. CIT.'TEORNLA NAS Y@ ffi'E S'ATE A}ID
PROPER r{lF.t]E ruR JUEJSDIC"IdN OI/ER &]SAt'DY ISST,ES RET.ATED

ITO AI'E.XIS *;A'lT'jE AS OE IECEAWR 25. 7999

Uniform Chi.Id Custody Jurisdict ion and Enforcement Act (UccJEA) is

the  exc lLs i ve  me thod  fo r  de te rn  n inq  Lhe  p rope r  fo - rdm in  cusLodY

disputes invofving other ju:r isdict ions. In re C.?- (App.4 Dist.2002)

1 o o  c a l .  A p p . 4 ' "  1 0 1 .

O u e s L i o n s  o f  i n l e r s L a - e  j u r i s d i c L . i o n  - r e g a r d i n g  c h L l d  c u s l o d y  a r e

danar^1 lw calf la. l  :rndFr nrov-is-ions of Cali fornia verslon of the UCCJEA.

Havwood  v .  Super io r  Caurx  (App .2  D is t .  2OOA)  
' 1 ' 7  Ca l 'App .4 ' "  949 ;
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