


pregnancy. Petitioner complied and the pregnancy test was positive.

. On June 18st, 2023, Respondent messaged Petitioner, stating, “/ wanted you to come over
to confirm what I was doubting. And you did confirm that. So, 1 don't see you as a liar
anymore.” (EXHIBIT 2)

. On August Ist, 2023, Petitioner filed a Petition to Establish Paternity.

. On August 2nd, 2023, Respondent was served.

. On August Sth, 2023, Petitioner told Respondent via email that there was an urgent issue
regarding their pregnancy with twins that needed to be discussed. The Petitioner
informed Respondent of the requirement to have a Good Faith Consultation, pursuant to
ARFLP Rule %), before submitting the Motion.

. Between August Sth and 8th, 2023, Respondent did not respond to several more emails
and attempts at communication via phone and text message, which led the Petitioner to
submit the Motion to Communicate on August 8th, 2023. The Respondent’s refusal to
participate in the Good Faith Consultation is a violation as pursuant to AR.S. Rule 76.2
(a)4).

. On August 18th, 2023, Petitioner emailed Respondent saying that she would file a
Motion for Contempt and attached this in an email to him (EXHIBIT 3). Within this
message said, “There is no Order of Protection or Injunction Against Harassment
berween the Petitioner and the Respondent that would serve as a cause for the meeting io
take place in a public setting |stating that he wanted cameras in case cither party made a
statement that would go on 10 be challenged at a later date. There was pg mention of
concern for safety when asked why.]. Were the Respondent to file one at this point,

knowing that this document was to be filed, as a way 1o avoid meeting up, the Respondent
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a. The Respondent falsely claimed under oath that, “Party A is making up this entire

claim”, "Pregnancy has not been proven™, and “no proof of children shown™.
Respondent had been given Petitioner’s discharge papers from her visit to Banner
Urgent Care on June Ist. 2023 (EXHIBIT 1), and acknowledged that Petitioner
had taken a pregnancy test that he had purchased in front of him, so Respondent
knew she was pregnant. This is fraud upon the court.

. The Respondent falsely claimed that Petitioner was “refusing a paternity test” and
“unwilling to do a patemity test”, despite the Petitioner offering to take one
twenty-one times (EXHIBIT 5). Within this email, Petitioner included a ZIP file
of those unanswered emails, which are voluminous and are not included here, but
can be provided. The Petitioner scheduled a prenatal paternity test at the lab of
the Respondent’s choice, Ravgen, paid $725 as a deposit, and CC'd him on emails
with the lab. The Respondent was given several opportunities to confirm his
paternity test appointment to the lab, but did not respond to them, so the test was
canceled (EXHIBIT 6). Clearly, the Respondent is the party who is unwilling to
take a prenatal paternity test, not the Petitioner. The Respondent’s accusations are
knowingly untrue, and presenting them under oath is fraud upon the court.

. The Respondent falsely claimed that the Petitioner would only take a paternity
test “if we were to date exclusively”™. The Petitioner had requested a one or two
week trial relationship given that the Respondent was going to be the father of her
children. However, the Petitioner offered several times to take the prenatal
paternity test with no stipulations at all (EXHIBIT 7), which the Respondent

knew. Presenting to the court that the only conditions presented required the



Respondent to be romantic in nature are purely false, and therefore, is fraud upon
the court.

d. The Respondent claimed that the Petitioner would write defamatory comments to
the press. “If an allegedly defamatory statement is substantially true, it provides
an absolute defense to an action for defamation.” Fendler v. Phx. News., Inc.. 130
Ariz. 475. 479. 636 P.2d 1257, 1261 (Ct. App. 1981). The Petitioner has multiple
text messages where the Respondent is abusive in writing (EXHIBIT 8). In
addition, the Petitioner has guaranteed the Respondent that he is the father and
even oftered to pay him $100,000 if he was not (with proof of funds given to
him). Despite this, he refuses to take a paternity test. Claims of defamation are
purely false since the truth of Respondent’s statements can be proven.

¢. The Respondent has been unavailable for any conversations with the Petitioner,
including a Good Faith Consultation (A.R.S. Rule 76.2 (a)4)). Respondent has
falsely claimed representation when none has existed. On August 4th, 2023,
Respondent said, “I just walked out of a meeting with Races Mohamed with RM
Warner Law. He will be representing me here shortly once | send over payment to
him." Petitioner attempted to get in touch with RM Wamer Law, but they did not
respond regarding their representation of the Respondent. In Respondent’s
Response to Petition o Establish Paternity, he states that he is representing
himself without a lawyer.

13. The Petitioner has awempted to have 3 Good Faith Consultation with the Respondent

prior to submitting this Motion, but did not get a response.









EXHIBITS
IN SUPPORT OF PETITIONER

Proof of the Respondent’s demands for Petitioner to schedule test at the prenatal
paternity test at the lab of his choice, Ravgen.

Proof that after the Respondent’s selection of testing facility, the Petitioner asked
the Respondent about what date and time would work for him twenty-one times
via email to prove to the Respondent that the twins were hers. The messages are
not attached here since that would go significantly over the page limit imposed by
the court for evidence, however, they are available for review.

Proof that the parties agreed, booked the test for August 23rd (a date that worked
for both parties), paid for it, and then the Respondent did not respond to either the
lab or the Petitioner’s several messages to confirm. It was canceled.





















. Petitioner's messages to Respondent regarding taking prenatal
M Gmail  patemit tst s —

Paternity test, etc.

To

| will pay for 100% of it. You have my word. Let this message serve as the proaof. Just schedule it and let me know where
you scheduled and I'll pay.

Thanks

Clayton Echard
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* | will contact ',’C\.* with informaticn of a local clinic that will provide a patemity test H
* | wall ask you 10 &c ule a time and date. You will go in and submit your DNA and then | will come in after and
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it mine. That is how we will be proceeding.”

Clayton Echard
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To O_m<~03 Echard Respondent’s message to Petitioner the day after Petitioner took —m x—.— — —W—‘—; m

pregnancy test that Respondent purchased in front of him. It was positive,

B 2 ted you to come over to confirm what Iwas doubting. And
did confirm that. So, Idon't see you as a liar anymore. |
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To: Clayton Echard

I'm sorry this made it harder. | wanted you to come over to confirm what | was doubting. And
did confirm that. So, | don't see you as a liar anymore. But, that doesn't change how | feel ab






4. There is no Order of Protection or Injunction Against Harassment between the Petitioner
and the Respondent that would serve as a cause for the meeting to take place in a public

setting. ‘Were the

ent to file one at this point, knowing that this document was to
be filed, as a way to avoid meeting up, the Respondent would be falsely filing a
restraining order, with perjury charges that could lead to jail time and the Petitioner’s

ability to file for damages.



Clayton, if you unblocked me like |
asked you to, then | will take the test
next Wednesday with no stipulations,
okay?

return

$



TEXTS FROM CLAYTON (note: | have the originals, just listed here for convenience)

You're trying to destroy my mental state. EXH I BI T 8

-. | legitimately hate you nght now.

You've made my life so stressful since I've known you and if you decide to not take plan B and in the
wild event that you are pregnant. | would hate you even more. [note. | obviously was pregnant]

my hatred will only grow if you decide to put me through all of this.

My animosity would last for a lifetime and that's not something either of us want to
subject ourselves to. Even if a kid was present... | weuld not say a word to you. | would

not acknowledge you.

One thing about me is when | make up my mind for good, especially when it's rooted in anger, | don't
sway. Ever

My hate is toward you and you only.

God is telling me this man will provide me with the clarity | need, as | have many questions and those
questions have tumed into beliefs. .. ones that have led to animosity and a complete lack of trust
toward you. (note: God toid him my abusive ex whose abuse caused me to get epilepsy would be a
better resource than me? And he could trust him more than me?)

You better be serious about being pregnant because if you're not, I'm bringing this all to light. People
like you need to be held accountable.-You can back off now if this is all a game and I'll let it go, but f
you continue any longer and it's all a lie, | won't hesitate to reveal the truth.

My personal hell would be having to have you be a part of my life

I'm living in the fear of having to be associated with you for my lifetime.
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Bemnie Zilio <bzho@nypost.com> Mon, Sep 11, 2023 at 4:17 PM
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Ok. thank you

Regarding your request, cur legal team has no control over what is public record
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Clayton Echard .
Bernie Zilio <bziho@nypost.com> Mon. Sep 11, 2023 at 5:23 PM
To I I I -

I've been in the information gathenng phase. | have a million other stories and things on my plate at the mement. If you
are not ok with me publishing information you have provided me, | understand. However, if the information is public
record, that is a different story
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| don't know yet. Your name being part of the public record might change things
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