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!N TH_E SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF AP~ZONA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA 

In Re the ~ .. 1a.'Tiage of: 

DESiREE Y. CAPUANO, 

Petitioner, 

RICHARD S. RIESS, 

Respondent. 

FC 2011-093719 

DEFAULT DECREE OF ANNULI\1ENT 
OF NON=COVEN~~T MARRIAGE 

This case has come before this court for a final Decree of Annulment of a Non-Covena.'1t ~v1a...l;ag~ 
I 

In accorda..t'lce \vith the Court's Orders dated May 20, 2015, a'1d Ju..rte 17, 2015. The court has t~icen al~ 
I 

I . .• •• - - ..-- • • . . • .• . . .• . . I I. • ,, I 
11 necessary tesnmony neeaea to enter a uecree or nas aetermmea mat tesumony IS not neeaea ro emer m9 

17 II I 
II final Decree. I 18 

!911 THE COURT FINDS: I 
20 II i. Jurisdiction: This Court acquired jurisdiction over the p!l_rties on August 29:; 2014, b~ 
21 II I 

I' Petttloner/\Vife having filed a Petltton for Annuiment of a Non-Covenant Ma.~~iage. RespondentA 
- - I 

I 
Husbrutd was served with this action on or about Febn.1a.. ..... i 24, 2015. Respondent has failed to enter hi~ 

I 
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24 appearat1ce. 

25 2. 'W'W Tl 0 • o o o ' I • • 0 I 0 I t • ,t J" • r" ,1 ° ,I 0 ,.., .I w nere It has tne !ega! power ana wnere n 1s appuca01e ro me racrs or mts case, m1s Louru 

26 
has considered, approvt;;d~ and n1ade orders relating to issues of the division of the property a.tdloi debts. 
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I 
3. 1 he provtstons of ti,.is Decree a..re fair a.11d rea....~nab!e u..11der t.h.e circu.rnst:1nces a..11d In t.i-J~ 

2 
best interests of the parttes, and ihe division of property and debi is fair and equiiabie. 

I 3 
At the time tl-'tis action was filed, the Petitioner aiJdlor L1.~ 

I 
A ... 90-Day Requirement: 
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1 Respondent 
5 I 

. . . . .. - . I 
had lived 111 A .... -tizona fOr more tha..'1 90 days, or had lived in A ... r:izona \Vhile a member of th£1 
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Uniied Siaies Armed Forces for more than 90 days. 

c 
J. Conciliation Court; The conciliation proviSions of A.R.S. §25-381.09 either have beer~ 

I 
met or do not apply. 

6. Non-Covenant Marriage: The parties were married on .August 26, 2000, 1n Las Vegas~ 

Nevada. The parties do noi have a covenant marriage as described in A.R.S §25-901. 

I 
impediment rendering the marnagc void. ThG 

I 
7 ~'""'-~---..1- "'--

& ____ • ___ ... 
'T'L~-~ iS aii I • '-JI uuuu~ lUI- nuuuuut.::ul. j_ ll!O:il!O:i 

II rPf1H1rPtnPnf(.'! of A R " .1:')<;_1/ll have been met as t..'le 
. . I 

mamage was occasioned by Husbat1d havin~ I ~ V"fU.U VU . .I.VIIO.UO .............. 
.~- •v• 

I 
com_mitied bigamy:; fraud a..nd misrepresentation having been iegaiiy married to another person at th~ 

tune he entered into this marnage with Petitioner/Wife and iS still legally ma.--ried to another person. I 
8. Spousal lVIaintenance. 1'-~cit.l:ici p&.-rf 1s entitled to an award of spousal maintenw'1ce inj 

accorda!1ce with A.R.S. §25-3! 9. I 
9. Chiidren; There 1s one minor chiid common io ihe parties: Gabriei T. Riess, age i4J 

I 
This Court has no jurisdiction over the m1nor child as tt'iere are cw-rent orders currently in effect dated! 

I 
- . - - . 1 

~,.1arch 7, 2014, relating to custody, parenting time a'ld child support in the State ofCa!i!Ornia, County o~ 
I 

23 11 -IILOS Angeles; under Case No. TD 035397, wherein Wife has been awarded soie physical a_nd 
• .I 
I ega~ 

I 
. I 

apart slncq 
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II 
II custodv of the nttnor child. 
II • 
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: I 0. Protective Orders: There are no Orders of Protection in effect. 

11. Community Property and Debt: The parties have lived separate a11d 

II~.---· . . . • • II l..JctotJer LtJO 1; anct tnere ts no conununtty property or communny cteht to he a1vtaea. 

24 
Wife is not now pregnant. 
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I 
!2. 

. . . . I 
Sole and Separate Property and Debt. Each party should retain a!! of t.~eir separate a.11dj 

I 
2 II • . • .• • . • .• . • . ,...,. . • ,............. ....... • . • • • ..1 II personal propeny m tnetr possess ton smce mey separarea m vcrooer LUU 1 ~ toacn parry snoma pay at, 

3 II I 
II debts they have individually incurred in t1teir respective narnes a.1d hold t.i.e ot.i.er harmless t.i.ere frorr4 

4 11 

since they separated in October 2001. I 
5 I 

6 d THE COURT HE~FBY OIHiERS; ADJlTDGES; AND DECRii:ES AS FOLLOWS; I 
I A. Anouiment oi Marriage: The marriage of the par-ties is hereby declared null and void! 7 

8 

11 and each party is restored to the status of a single person. I 
1
: II B. Spousal Maintenance: Neither pa.rty !S entitied to receive spousai support from th, 

II other, now or ai anvtime in the future. Each oartv irrevocablv waives anv claim a1!ainsi the other Ifi thi~ 
II II - " " .. "" .. ..... 1 

II I 

!2 \1 regrud. 

1
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!3 
C. Community Property and Debts. The Cou..rt affirms that there 1s no commu..'1it}1 

property or debt to be divided. I 
1 j D. Le~ai Decision-l\iakin2 [Custody j. The Court affirms that California has iwisdictiorJ 

i6 II - - - I 

I 
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i5 

17 I over the m1nor child as reflected In the Orders cu.t•rently In effect dated ~ .. 1arch 7, 2014, relating tq 
I I 

18 II custody, parenting time and child support in the St~te of California, COU.!1ty ot Los A_ngeles, tLnder Casq 

!9 II I 
II No TD 035397, in which Wife has been awarded soie physical and iegai custody of the minor child. I 

~~~~~~~~ . ., I £,. Sole and Separate Personal Propert-,r. The pru-ties arc ieaffirmed all sole and separatci 
21 I 

II property they have acquired since they began living separate a.'1d apa.rt in October 200!. I 
II "· _ _ _ . . .. . . . . . . . , II ... . :Separate Debt. 1 hP parttes "'e re,.ttmnea a!! sole ana separate aem tney nave mcurrel 

II in thetr names onlv and shali be resnonsible for all debt thev have incurred in their nan1es only since the~ 
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II "' .. r - -1 
25 II I 

II began living separate atld apru-t in October 2001. Husban.d is ordered to pay all debts unknovYT. to \Vife.l 
II - I 

II I 
II Wife is ordered to pay a!! debts un!mown to Husba.'1d. I 
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G. ..4..ttorneys' Fees: Each pa.rty shall pay their attorneys" fees atld legal costs incurred in thes~ 

2 II •. I 
11 proceeomgs. I 

: I H. En"> of D~n• """"""'to Rill' 01. Ariwru Rol<.of f&,.;]y r..w P~OOfu"- the firu] 

!judgment/decree 1s settled, approved a.."ld signed by the court a.."ld shall be entered by the Clerk as a; 
5 I 

I - -· - -- - --- -6 1 penna...r1ent !Jecree ot Annulment ot the parttes ot thts marnage. 

7 11 DATED: AUG 0 4 2013 

.iUDGE OF tHE SUPERiOK COURT 

Commissioner Michael S. Mende!! 
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