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Omar R. Serrato, SBN #295975 
 

 
 

 
 
Attorney for Respondent, MICHAEL MARRACCINI 
 

THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 

 
LAURA OWENS, 
 
                                 Petitioner 
 
      vs. 
 
MICHAEL MARRACCINI, 
 
                                  Respondent 
 
                 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No: FDV-18-813693 
 
RESPONDENT MICHAEL MARRACCINI’S 
OPPOSITION TO LAURA OWENS EX PARTE 
REQUEST FOR CONTINUANCE 
 
Hearing Date: October 9, 2025 
Time: 1:30pm 
Department: 405a 
Judge: Hon. Carolyn Gold 
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

Factual Background 

 Laura Owens initiated renewal of the DVRO in July of 2025. She requested a continuance 

on July 25, 2025, and once more on August 13, 2025. A hearing was held on August 15, 2025, 

whereby Owens’ request was granted. A two day long cause trial was set for October 21 and 

22, 2025. She now moves the court for a continuance less than two weeks before trial. The 

reasons stated in her declaration of are her own doing.  

 

I. Petitioner Lacked Diligence in Obtaining Counsel and Preparing for Hearing. 

Petitioner will have had over 60 days after her attorney says he withdrew on August 15, 

2025, to find new counsel or prepare to represent herself. She waited until early October to 

contact a lawyer referral service. She was told placement could take 2 to 4 weeks. She delayed. 

Her claim of indigency in an Arizona case does not excuse her inaction. She could have acted 

sooner or represented herself. 

Lack of diligence is not good cause for a continuance under Cal. Rules of Court, rule 

3.1332(c), which only allows delay for substitution or unavailability of counsel when the 

circumstances are unavoidable and not the result of neglect. Petitioner’s claim that proceeding 

without counsel would materially prejudice her is not a legal basis for delay. She has filed 

multiple lengthy documents to initiate this case. She can represent herself. Further delay would 

reward her neglect and prejudice Respondent. 

 

II. Petitioner Has Taken No Steps to Attend the October 21,2025 Hearing. 

Petitioner is on felony release in Arizona. She cannot leave the state without court 

approval. She did not seek permission to travel for this hearing. She previously obtained leave 

to travel out of state in September for non-emergency reasons (Exhibit A - Minute Order 

Granting Owens’ Request to Leave State). She did not request permission to travel to California 
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in October for the trial dates. The record shows she has not planned to attend trial. We believe 

her plan has always been to request a continuance of October proceedings, and she has waited 

until less than two weeks before trial to do so.  

 

III. Petitioner’s Request Confirms Respondent’s Concerns About Delay Tactics. 

Respondent has long warned that Petitioner would try to delay or avoid an evidentiary 

hearing. His August 25, 2025, motion to disqualify her counsel and his earlier opposition to her 

request to proceed by declaration both predicted this tactic, and it has now come to fruition. 

Petitioner’s last-minute request relies on excuses that were foreseeable and within her control.  

Granting a continuance would reward bad faith and penalize the Respondent, who has 

prepared diligently and coordinated witnesses, some of whom have traveled from out of state. 

Petitioner’s sudden “medical” excuse, raised only after Respondent was fully prepared for trial, 

is a transparent delay tactic.  

 

IV. Respondent is Entitled to Prompt Resolution; Further Delay Perpetuates Prejudice and 

Due Process Concerns 

This case has already been delayed multiple times. The restraining order was set to 

expire, but Petitioner’s renewal request and repeated motions have kept Respondent under 

ongoing restrictions and stigma. Each continuance extends these burdens, violating 

Respondent’s due process right to a timely hearing.  Fam. Code § 242 requires that DVRO 

matters be heard promptly.   

Respondent is the party in need of relief. Petitioner uses the DVRO to harass him and 

interfere with his life. Each postponement lets her use the order as leverage and avoid 

accountability. 

Judicial efficiency weighs against a continuance. This two-day hearing consolidates 

several motions. Rescheduling would disrupt the Court’s calendar and burden witnesses who 

have arranged travel for October 21–22. Petitioner has no conflicting engagements. Her conflict 

is self-created. 
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Equity, due process, and the interests of justice require that the hearing proceed as 

scheduled. The Court should deny Petitioner’s request and keep the October 21 and 22, 2025, 

trial date. 

 

V. Petitioner Has a History of Requesting Continuances At the Last Minute 

Owens has repeatedly sought last-minute continuances based on claims that cannot be 

verified. On August 1, 2022, as shown in Exhibit 4 (page 1), she emailed a Maricopa County 

Superior Court judicial assistant ex parte. She claimed she had been drugged, assaulted, and 

raped, and that the FBI was investigating. She accused the opposing party and counsel. (Exhibit 

B, Letter to Judicial Assistant). She sent this message days before a scheduled hearing and used 

it to request delay. The assistant informed her that her ex parte contact was improper and that 

she must follow court rules. Owens continues to raise sudden emergencies to delay 

proceedings. 

This is Owens' modus operandi. When faced with impending deadlines or adverse 

rulings, Owens introduces new crises to justify postponements. Her unsupported rape and FBI 

investigation claims in 2022 mirror the same tactics. She again presents vague “medical 

emergencies” and “family crises” on the eve of trial. It’s the same formula. Dramatic, unverified 

emergency, raised at the last possible moment, aimed at halting proceedings and avoiding 

examination under oath. The Court should recognize this as a pattern of manipulative delay, 

not genuine cause for continuance. 

 

VI. Petitioner’s Claimed “Emergencies” are Unsubstantiated and Do Not Justify a 

Continuance 

Petitioner’s claimed emergencies lack proof. A continuance for health or family issues 

requires medical documentation or testimony. Petitioner provides none. She offers only her 

declaration. 

Owens’ truthfulness about medical claims is directly at issue in these proceedings. The 

court must be suspicious of any representations regarding medical conditions raised by 
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petitioner. She has two weeks to arrange care for her father. There is no evidence she is the 

only available caretaker or that his condition prevents her attendance. Her reported medical 

condition is not an emergency and is unsubstantiated. She is not hospitalized, incapacitated, or 

scheduled for treatment during the trial dates of October 21 and 22. 

 

VII. Conclusion 

Under Family Code §217, Rule 5.113, and the interests of justice, this case should proceed as 

scheduled. Petitioner’s last-minute motion is a meritless attempt to delay proceedings; the 

Court should deny the continuance and proceed as scheduled. 

 

Dated: October 7, 2025    Respectfully Submitted,  
        
 
 
      ___________________________ 
                           Omar Serrato 
                        Counsel for Respondent, Michael Marraccini 
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  Clerk of the Superior Court 
  *** Electronically Filed *** 
  09/04/2025 8:00 AM 

SUPERIOR COURT OF ARIZONA 

MARICOPA COUNTY 

 
CR2025-006831-001 DT  09/03/2025 

   

 

Docket Code 023 Form R000A Page 1  

 

 

 CLERK OF THE COURT 

HONORABLE JEFFREY A. RUETER D. McHardy 

 Deputy 

  

   

  

STATE OF ARIZONA EDWARD DOUGLAS LEITER 

  

v.  

  

LAURA MICHELLE OWENS (001) SANDRA SCHUTZ 

  

 D&C MATERIALS-CSC 

JUDGE RUETER 

PSD-RELEASE AND REPORTS 

  

  

 

 

MINUTE ENTRY 

 

 

The Court has received and reviewed the Defendant’s Motion to Modify Conditions of 

Release to Allow for Travel, filed 09/02/2025.  

 

The State taking no position and there being good cause appearing,  

 

IT IS ORDERED granting the Motion and permitting the Defendant to travel to San 

Diego, California from 09/04/2025 to 09/08/2025, and from 09/10/2025 to 09/15/2025, and from 

09/23/2025 to 09/26/2025.  

 

All in accordance with formal written order signed by the Court on 09/02/2025 and filed 

by the Clerk of Court on 09/03/2025. 

 

The Court has also received and reviewed the Defendant’s Motion to File Under Seal, 

filed 09/02/2025.  

 

There being good cause appearing,  

 



 

 

 

SUPERIOR COURT OF ARIZONA 

MARICOPA COUNTY 

 
CR2025-006831-001 DT  09/03/2025 

   

 

Docket Code 023 Form R000A Page 2  

 

 

IT IS ORDERED granting the Motion and directing the Clerk of the Court to seal Exhibit 

1, not to be opened without further order of the Court.  

 

All in accordance with formal written order signed by the Court on 09/02/2025 and filed 

by the Clerk of Court on 09/03/2025.  



  Clerk of the Superior Court 
  *** Electronically Filed *** 
  09/19/2025 8:00 AM 

SUPERIOR COURT OF ARIZONA 

MARICOPA COUNTY 

 
CR2025-006831-001 DT  09/18/2025 

   

 

Docket Code 022 Form R000A Page 1  

 

 

 CLERK OF THE COURT 

HONORABLE JEFFREY A. RUETER D. McHardy 

 Deputy 

  

   

  

STATE OF ARIZONA EDWARD DOUGLAS LEITER 

  

v.  

  

LAURA MICHELLE OWENS (001) SANDRA SCHUTZ 

  

 JUDGE RUETER 

PSD-RELEASE AND REPORTS 

  

  

 

 

MINUTE ENTRY 

 

 

The Court has received and reviewed the Defendant’s Motion to Modify Conditions of 

Release to Allow for Travel, filed 09/16/2025.  

 

The victim having no objection, the State taking no position and there being good cause 

appearing,  

 

IT IS ORDERED granting the Motion and permitting the Defendant to travel to 

California from 09/18/2025 to 09/26/2025.  
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EXHIBIT B 
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EXHIBIT C 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


	FL-320
	Opposition to Continuance CORRECTED
	office@eaglelawfirm.org

	Exhibit Package
	Exhibit Package
	Declaration of Omar Serrato 


	Exhibit A - Grant of Permission to Travel
	Exhibit A - Grant of Permission to Travel2pdf
	Exhibit Package
	Exhibit Package
	Declaration of Omar Serrato 


	3.4.22_Rape_allegations (1)
	Exhibit Package
	Exhibit Package
	Exhibit Package.pdf
	Declaration of Omar Serrato 






