STATE OF INDIANA
)


IN THE ELKHART SUPERIOR COURT NO. 5




)  SS:

ELKHART COUNTY
)


CAUSE NO. 20D050010DR640

IN RE THE  MARRIAGE OF:
)







)

ALISON GRATZOL,



)




PETITIONER

)







)

V. )
)
 

AMIR H. SANJARI,



)
MOTION TO CONSIDER FILINGS


RESPONDENT
)
  

MOTION TO CONSIDER FILINGS

COMES NOW, the Respondent/Father, Amir H. Sanjari, say:

1. That, he is respondent in the above-entitled cause of action.


2. That, from the date of separation and divorce, the Respondent/Father, Amir H. Sanjari, and the Petitioner/Mother, Alison Gratzol, had joint physical and legal custody of the parties’ minor children, A. Sanjari (now 14 years old), and M. Sanjari (now 10 years old),


3.
That, on August 27, 2001, the Court unduly, and based upon the Petitioner/Mother’s lies as well as other questionable circumstances, revoked the Respondent/Father’s joint physical and legal custody and awarded the Petitioner/Mother sole legal and physical custody of the parties’ minor children while the Respondent/Father was TEMPORARILY away and not legally represented although every attempt was made to have legal representation at the hearing (proof available). 


4.
That, while in the Petitioner/Mother’s physical custody, the elder minor child carried out continual self-mutilation (first noticed by the father on a visit in late January 2002, with the latest episode late March 2003 during which interval neither the Court nor any other agency took any action!) and hitched a ride across the state line in a stranger’s truck,


5.
That, the Petitioner/Mother attempted to cover up the self-mutilation of the minor child. Upon finding out about the child’s self-mutilation, the Respondent/Father informed the Court and the Elkhart School Corporation, and other agencies,

6.
That, the younger minor child expressed her wish on several occasions to live with the Respondent/Father,


7.
That, on August 09, 2002, and September 10, 2002, respectively, the Respondent/Father filed for Rule To Show Cause against the Petitioner/Mother and Verified Emergency Petition for Modification of Custody, Support, and Visitation. The younger child’s wish to live with the Respondent/Father was included in the latter petition,


8.
That, the Petitioner/Mother has been exercising Parental Alienation Syndrome (PAS) upon the minor children with the aim of alienating them from the Respondent/Father. (PAS, simply, is a syndrome whereby the children are manipulated, coerced, intimidated, bribed by one parent, in this case the Petitioner/Mother, to believe her and identify with her hostile and negative views of the other parent, the Respondent/Father, hence gradually alienating the children from the father. This is re-enforced by the passage of time until it could result in permanent psychological damage to the children and damage to their relationship with the father). This PAS has been exercised pervasively by the mother upon the elder minor child, and, since the father’s custody petition (see above), upon the younger child,

      

9.
That, all of the Petitions, Motions, their accompanying documents and other  
      
evidence and documents hitherto and already filed with the Courts by the 
Respondent/Father (including multiple injunctions against the Petitioner/Mother 
for repeated violations of the Court Orders, IN Codes and IN Parenting Time 
Guidelines) are offered as evidence and in support of this Motion,


10-
That, only upon Respondent/Father’s filing a lawsuit in the US (Federal) District Court against Judge Cook for violation of the US and IN Codes and constitutions, IN Judicial Code of Conduct as well as unethical, illegal conduct and negligent endangerment (vis-à-vis the safety of the minor children in this custody case), did Judge Cook, belatedly, recuse himself from presiding over this case. 


In his recusal request to the IN Supreme Court on 06.06.2003 (please see 

enclosed partial recusal letter), Judge Cook inappropriately entered 

“… an order that summarily dismissed all the pleadings that had been filed since 
my [his] Order [02.21.2003] was entered requiring the parties to participate in 
counseling and mediation.”, according to his letter. 


The (06.06.2003) Order, and letter to the Supreme Court (appended here), 
unduly, discriminatorily and deliberately adversely affect the Respondent/Father 
and the 
minor children, while stating 

“Once the new judge is appointed, any issues the parties have raised may be 
re-filed.”, or “…filed anew.”,


11.
That, by implication, any and all pleadings by the Respondent/Father filed

prior to the 02.21.2003 Order are deemed valid and pending the


decision of the current Court,



12.
That, the Respondent/Father is hereby re-filing some of those post 02.21.2003 
Order pleadings (filed with the Elkhart Superior Court #5 and appended here) 
now, with the remainder to follow,


13.
That, the Court’s continued inaction on many of the issues brought to its attention 
by the Respondent/Father, and manipulation of the hearing dates by the   
      
Petitioner/Mother’s counsel (who himself has violated Court Order), has further 
emboldened the Petitioner/Mother in her continued violation, defiance and abuse 
of the Court Orders and Ordered agreements, hence challenging the effectiveness 
of  the same and the authority of the Court. This has had 
the effect of reducing 
the Respondent/Father’s parenting time as well as causing unnecessary anguish 
to the minor children and damaging their relationship with their father,


14.
That, unenforceability of the Respondent/Father’s parenting rights under the IN 
     
Guidelines, and/or lack of willingness on the part of law enforcement agencies, 
render any such Court Orders ineffective and has further emboldened the 
Petitioner/Mother to manipulate the events, violate Court Orders and agreements, 
hence causing further psychological damage to the minor children.  

Therefore, the Respondent/Father requests that due positive and active consideration be given to the re-filed Motions(filed with the Elkhart Superior Court #5 and appended here) for the protection and sake of safety and well-being of the minor children and to prevent further violations by the Petitioner/Mother. In this way, the Court may undo the damage and neglect perpetrated upon the minor children by the Petitioner/Mother and the previous Court.

WHEREFORE, the Respondent/Father, Amir H. Sanjari, petitions the Court that, 


- to prevent further psychological and physical damage upon the minor children, and prevent the Petitioner/Mother from further Court Order violations and defiance of the same, the re-filed Motions (appended) be given due consideration with a view to imposing appropriate penalties under the cited Indiana (criminal and family) Codes.

I affirm under the pains and penalties for perjury that the above and foregoing representations are true.

______________________________

Amir H. Sanjari, Respondent (Pro Se)

206 Berkley Manor Drive

Cranberry

Pennsylvania  16066

Ph: (724) 741 0678

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the above and foregoing document was served upon the following:

Max K. Walker, Jr., Attorney at Law

131 East Franklin Street, Suite 12, Elkhart, IN 46516

By Fax and/or United States Mail postage prepaid on  _05th_day of _September_, 2003.

