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ELOISA FURER L e
9812 Winter Palace -
Las Vogas O C02) 2001 UG -3 Pit 1:0)
Telephone No. (702) 228-8553 o
Facsimile No. (702) 228-8553 CoRpLL AL LOHGTI JR

Defendant in Proper Person
BY

IN THE FAMILY DIVISION
~. IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

ANDREW EARL FURER, )} Case No.: DV04-01626
Plaintiff, ; Dept. No. 11
Vvs. ;
ELOISA BESADA FURER, %
Defendant i

MRS. FURER’S AMENDED MOTION ON PARTIES RESPECTIVE RIGHTS AND
OBLIGATIONS UNDER THE MSA

COMES NOW, DEFENDANT ELOISA B. FURER “Defendant” in Proper Person,
respectfully submits her Amended Points on Parties Respective Rights and Obligations
Under the MSA with signature.

LEGAL ISSUES
Defendant, Mrs. Furer, Has Maintained The Following Legal Position:

1. This Court has no jurisdiction to determine the MSA to be valid because the issu¢
was not submitted by either party. As evidenced in all of the pleadings filed by the
parties, Mrs. Furer has consistently alleﬁ;o;l that the parties rescinded the MSA byj
withdrawing the Joint Petition for Divorce, which had been the condition
subsequent to enforcement of the MSA, the parties executed the MSA solely for the

urposes of filing a Joint Petition for Divorce.

laintiff, Mr. Furer, did not dispute Mrs. Furer’s pesition and, instead, he chose to
enforce the PNA, which was vehemently opposed by Mrs. Farer and later found b
this Court to be invalid. Since Mrs. Farer’s allegation about rescission of the MS
was not opposed by Mr. Furer, this Court should not and cannot enforce the MS
against Mrs. Furer.

2. Even assuming the MSA was validly formed, Mrs. Furer has argued by and through
her former counsel that the MSA was mutually rescinded by the parties, Mrs.
Furer has submitted to the Court evidence showing Mr. Furer had revoked the
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enforce the terms of the MSA.

be fraudulent. Mr. Furer’s o

MSA.

——

entirely ignored or
Defendant

MSA are invalid agreements.

DATED this_ #57_day of August 2007.

A. Clearly, until the Court found the MSA to be valid on November 14, 2006,
ﬁ parties agéd as if the MSA had been rescinded and neither party attempted to
Mus. Furer believes that the Court can not enforce

the MSA, which was revoked by both parties.

3. Even assuming the Court has jurisdiction and the MSA was not rescinded, Mrs.
Furer has argued through her former counsel that not only the PNA but the MSA
should be invalidated because the MSA incorporated the PNA which was found to

ioinal fraud and over reach

4. Plaintif’s argument that the Defendant, Mius. Furer,
petition of the Masnz;, and Plaintiff did

5. Judge Schumacher had granted the Revocation of the Joint Petition. How ca
Plaintiff, Mr. Furer, still insist that Defendant, Mrs. Furer, had revoked the Join
Petition for Divorce through the MSA (which was a restatement of the PNA
therefore, had breached the MSA? It was Mr. Furer whe revoked the MSA throug
his filing for divorce on July 2 and August 5, 2004, Mr. Furer stated on Augus
5,2004, in his signed, notarized verification that the MSA has no force and effect an
the PNA is the valid agreement. Mrs. Furer’s position is that both the PNA and th

was not cured _in th

Respectfully Submitted,

By: gé 4 {%W‘/

9812 Winter Palace

Las Vegas, NV 89145
Telephone No.(702) 228-8553
Facsimile No.(702) 228-8553
Defendant in Proper Person
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EXHIBIT A
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 This is not a matter properly brought on an ex parte emergency basis. Both parties in
th:s mse are advised that Court resources are prectous and the filing offnvolous emergencf '
mahons is dlscouraged- The Court may sua sponte impose sanohons on the pariies or theu‘ ;

counsel should they pers;st in ﬁling ex parte muhons which are more ~appropriately filed as |

riotice miofions.
NRS 125.183 stat&sthat atanytime beforeﬂle entry of final 3udgment either party may

revoke the joint petltlon and terminate the summary- promdmg for divorce. Thus, the Court |:
will construe Ms. Furer's Ex Parte Motionasa Notlce of Revocation. The paities shall proceed |

i withthiscaseasa oor.ateshd.dworce. “There is no need fo close this case and open ariother.

The maiter shall proceed in this case.
The Ex Parie Motion is denied as it is moot.

iT IS SO ORDERED.
@\/(,L -

Dated: July {7, 2004.
District Judge




ELOISA FURER
9812 Winter Palac;;s

1as Vegas, NV 89
Telephone No. (702) 288-8553
Facsmile No. (702) 288-8553

Defendant in Proper Person

IN THE FAMILY DIVISION
IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

ANDREW EARL FURER Case No.: DV04-01626

Plaintiff, Dept. No. 11
vs.
ELOISA BESADA FURER,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
Defendant ;

ADDENDUM TO MRS. FURER’S AMENDED MOTION ON PARTIES RESPECTIVE

RIGHTS AND OBLIGATIONS UNDER THE MSA

COMES NOW, Defendant, ELOISA B.FURER, in Proper Person
respectfully submits her Addendum to the Amended Points on
Parties Respective Obligations under the MSA.

1. It will greatly help the Court om its decision regarding
the MSA issues, Plaintiff’s claims and accusations, against
Defendant if the Court will review the trial tapes of Ms. Sandra
Unsworth testimony during the April 11, 2006 hearing from 4:0lpm
to 4:30pm.

Dated this fs’f day of August 2007.
Respectfully Submitted,

B

ELOISA B. FURER

9812 Winter Palace

Las Vegas, NV 89145
Telephone (702)228-8553




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

___—_——-————-—__——_

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that on this date, I served a
true and correct copy of the foregoing document by:

X First Class Mail, Postage Paid
AN

Facsimile

Hand Delivery

upon the following:

Shawn B. Meador, Esq.
c/o Woodburn & Wedge
6100 Neil Road, Suite S00
Reno, NV 89511

Fax # (775) 688-3088

'Honorable Chuck We
District Court

# (775) 325-6603

Dated this /37 _day of August 2007

U.S. Certified Mail, Réturn Receipt Requested
!

P

ELOISA B. FURER
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SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
COUNTY OF WASHOE, STATE OF NEVADA

AFFIRMATION
Pursuant to NRS 239B.030

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the pr
> ord Galerrs
Case No. DV04-01626: NeYG sy

' Z \ Does not contain the social security number of any person

-OR-
Does contain the social security number of a person as required by:
A specific state or federal law, to wit:

———

-or-
For the administration of a public program.

-or-
Confidential Family Court Information Sheet
(NRS 125.130, NRS 125.230 and NRS 125B.055)

) .

{ppin

ELOISA BESADA FURER

Foities Aeoptenl
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m THE FAMILY DIVISION OF THE SECOND JTUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
OF THE STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

L X 2

)
ANDREW E. FURER ) EAMILY COURT
Y MOTION/OPPOSITION NOTICE
wS. % {REQUIRED)
: oeer.No. [/

NGTICE: THIS MOTION/OPPOSITION NOTICE MUST BE ATTACHEDR AS THE
LAST gAGEtnevuymoﬁonormherpapaﬁMpmmttoebapmr 125, 1258
or 125C of NRS snd 10 any answer or response to such a motion or oiher paper.

A. | Mark the CORRECT ANSWER withan X_ YES NO
1. Has a final decree or custody order been entered in this
case? If yes, then comtinue w Question 2. If no, you do sot ‘/
need 1o answer any other questions.

3. Is this a motion or an opposition to a motion filed to
change a final order? If yes, then continue 1 Question 3. ¥
%m&mn&dmmwmm

3. Is this 2 motion or 2n opposition to 8 motion filed only
change the amount of child supporn?

4. Tsthis a motion oF 5n oppositica 10 2 motion for
reconsideration or 8 aew trial and the motion was filed
within 10 days of the Judge’s Order?

IF the answer 1 Question 4 is YES, write in the Sling Daze
date foumd on the front page of the Judge’s Order.
B. IfyoummedNOmeﬁhuMlmanYiqumn3u4,mm@g!
from the $25.00 mmmu,ﬁwcmmmymmwmam
ﬁﬁngﬁqymmﬁonwﬂgbcded&dma&emm&ekpﬁi

Iaﬁmﬁg@smmmmmmm )
Date: @Wﬂ‘%f [, 2007 Signatre: ' W
- Print Name: ELO(SA B-FUREER

Frim Address: 43I WINIER PEAtE DR
Telephons Number: 245 VA5 N VST
Tl Fo>-—228 I3

Rev. 102472002



