D-10-434495-D

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Divorce - Complaint COURT MINUTES November 22, 2010
D-10-434495-D Caleb Obadiah Haskins, Plaintiff.

Vs,

Lisa Myers, Defendant.
November 22, 1:30 PM Case Management Case Management
2010 Conference Conference
HEARD BY: Moss, Cheryl B COURTROOM: Courtroom 13

COURT CLERK: Valerie Riggs

PARTIES:
Caleb Haskins, Plaintiff, Amanda Roberts, Attorney,
Counter Defendant, not not present
present
Lisa Myers, Defendant, ProSe
Counter Claimant, not present
Sydney Haskins, Subject

Minor, not present

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Prior to today's hearing, Counsel submitted a Stipulation and Order to Continue, therefore, COURT
ORDERED, MATTER OFF CALENDAR.

INTERIM CONDITIONS:

FUTURE HEARINGS:
Canceled: January 10, 2011 10:30 AM Moation for Withdrawal

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Hearing Canceled Reason. Vacated
Moss, Cheryl B
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Courtroom 13
Riggs, Valerie

Canceled: March 08, 2011 10:30 AM Motion

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Heaving Canceled Reason: Vacated - per
Judge

Moss, Cheryl B

Courtroom 13

Canceled: April 20, 2011 10:00 AM Calendar Call

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Hearing Canceled Reason. Vacated - per
Clerk

Moss, Cheryl B

Courtroom 13

Riggs, Valerie

Canceled: May 02, 2011 10:00 AM Return Hearing

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Hearing Canceled Reason. Vacated - per
Judge

Courtroom 01

Padilla, Michael A.

Duckworth, Bryce C.

Canceled: May 02, 2011 10:00 AM Case Management Conference

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Hearing Canceled Reason. Vacated - per
Judge

Courtroom 01

Padilla, Michael A.

Duckworth, Bryce C.

June 15, 2011 11:00 AM Motion
Courtroom 01

Padilla, Michael A.

Duckworth, Bryce C.

Canceled: June 16, 2011 9:30 AM Nown-Jury Trial

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Heaving Canceled Reason: Vacated - per
Clerk

Moss, Cheryl B

Courtroom 13

Canceled: June 28, 2011 10:00 AM Motion

PRINT DATE: ‘ 06/15/2011 Page 2 of 15 Minutes Date: November 22, 2010




D-10-434495-D

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Divorce - Complaint COURT MINUTES January 10, 2011

D-10-434495-D Caleb Obadiah Haskins, Plaintiff.
vs.
Lisa Myers, Defendant.

January 10, 2011 10:30 AM Case Management Case Management

Conference Conference

HEARD BY: Moss, Cheryl B COURTROOM: Courtroom 13

COURT CLERK: Valerie Riggs

PARTIES:
Caleb Haskins, Plaintiff, Amanda Roberts, Attorney,
Counter Defendant, present not present
Lisa Myers, Defendant, Pro Se
Counter Claimant, present
Sydney Haskins, Subject

Minor, not present

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Atty Jason Stottel, Bar #8898, present by telephone for Atty Amanda Roberts who was ill.
Discussion by Parties and Counsel.

COURT ORDERED the following;:

1. Detendant shall file a Financial Disclosure Form and serve Atty Roberts forthwith.

2. Defendant's Order in Forma Pauperis is GRANTED and SIGNED IN OPEN COURT.
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D-10-434495-D

This Court will submit matter to Presiding Judge due to unusual circumstances; to see if Defendant is
permitted to file the Peremptory Challenge.

INTERIM CONDITIONS:

FUTURE HEARINGS:
Canceled: January 10, 2011 10:30 AM Moation for Withdrawal

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Hearing Canceled Reason: Vacated
Moss, Cheryl B

Courtroom 13

Riggs, Valerie

Canceled: March 08, 2011 10:30 AM Motion

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Heaving Canceled Reason: Vacated - per
Judge

Moss, Cheryl B

Courtroom 13

Canceled: April 20, 2011 10:00 AM Calendar Call

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Heaving Canceled Reason: Vacated - per
Clerk

Moss, Cheryl B

Courtroom 13

Riggs, Valerie

Canceled: May 02, 2011 10:00 AM Refurn Hearing

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Hearing Canceled Reason. Vacated - per
Judge

Courtroom 01

Padilla, Michael A.

Duckworth, Bryce C.

Canceled: May 02, 2011 10:00 AM Case Management Conference

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Hearing Canceled Reason: Vacated - per
Judge

Courtroom 01

Padilla, Michael A.

Duckworth, Bryce C.

June 15, 2011 11:00 AM Motion
Courtroom 01

Padilla, Michael A.

Duckworth, Bryce C.

Canceled: June 16, 2011 9:30 AM Nown-Jury Trial

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Heaving Canceled Reason: Vacated - per
Clerk

Moss, Cheryl B

Courtroom 13

Canceled: June 28, 2011 10:00 AM Motion
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D-10-434495-D

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Divorce - Complaint COURT MINUTES January 11, 2011
D-10-434495-D Caleb Obadiah Haskins, Plaintiff.
Vs,
Lisa Myers, Defendant.
January 11, 2011 1:30 PM Minute Order
HEARD BY: Moss, Cheryl B COURTROOM: Courtroom 13

COURT CLERK: Valerie Riggs

PARTIES:
Caleb Haskins, Plaintiff, Amanda Roberts, Attorney,
Counter Defendant, not not present
present
Lisa Myers, Defendant, ProSe
Counter Claimant, not present
Sydney Haskins, Subject

Minor, not present

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Judge Moss advised the parties and Dad's attorney this question would be submitted to the
Presiding Judge.

However, Judge Moss notes that after a closer review of the record and procedural history in this
case, Mom's time frame to file a peremptory challenge already expired on November 5, 2010.

Procedural Question:

1. Dad filed Complaint for Divorce on 8-20-10, assigned to Judge Potter.
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D-10-434495-D

2. Dad filed a TIMELY Peremptory Challenge on 9-23-10.

3. The Notice of Department reassignment from Judge Potter to Judge Moss was filed on 10-1-10.
4. Mom filed an Answer and Counterclaim on 10-5-10.

5. Mom's attorney, Preston Rezaee, withdrew on 12-23-10.

6. On 1-5-11, Mom prepared and executed a motion for in Forma Pauperis requesting her fees be
waived.

7. Mom also wanted the Peremptory Challenge Fee waived for her.

8. Court finds the Peremptory Challenge fee is a Supreme Court fee and therefore lacks jurisdiction to
waive such a fee.

9. Mom, however, asked if she still had time to file a Peremptory Challenge because she was trying to
get her Peremptory Challenge fee waived.

10. Court tinds that Mom asked her former attorney to file a Peremptory Challenge BEFORE her

attorney withdrew from the case.

11. Mom's attorney never filed the Peremptory Challenge.

12. The Notice of Case Management Conference was sent out by the Court's JEA on October 18, 2010.
13. Service was completed after three mailing days on October 21, 2010.

14. Mom's attorney would have had 10 days from October 21, 2010 to file a timely Peremptory
Challenge.

15. Court finds Mom's time period to file a Peremptory Challenge expired on November 5, 2010
pursuant to EDCR 1.14 (a).

16. Court further denies Mom's request for voluntary recusal because there is no basis to recuse.
17. in addition, pursuant to the Judicial Canons, a judge has a duty to sit and hear cases.

18. Court ORDERED the case shall remain in Department | and the date for the 16.2 CMC Conference
shall be reset to January 19, 2011 at 9:00 a.m.
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INTERIM CONDITIONS:

FUTURE HEARINGS:
Canceled: March 08, 2011 10:30 AM Motion

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Hearing Canceled Reason. Vacated - per
Judge

Moss, Cheryl B

Courtroom 13

Canceled: April 20, 2011 10:00 AM Calendar Call

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Hearing Canceled Reason. Vacated - per
Clerk

Moss, Cheryl B
Courtroom 13
Riggs, Valerie

Canceled: May 02, 2011 10:00 AM Return Hearing

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Heaving Canceled Reason: Vacated - per
Judge

Courtroom 01

Padilla, Michael A.

Duckworth, Bryce C.

Canceled: May 02, 2011 10:00 AM Case Management Conference

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Heaving Canceled Reason: Vacated - per
Judge

Courtroom 01

Padilla, Michael A.

Duckworth, Bryce C.

June 15, 2011 11:00 AM Motion
Courtroom 01

Padilla, Michael A.

Duckworth, Bryce C.

Canceled: June 16, 2011 9:30 AM Non-Jury Trial

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Heaving Canceled Reason. Vacated - per
Clerk

Moss, Cheryl B

Courtroom 13

Canceled: June 28, 2011 10:00 AM Motion
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D-10-434495-D

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Divorce - Complaint COURT MINUTES January 19, 2011
D-10-434495-D Caleb Obadiah Haskins, Plaintiff.
Vs,
Lisa Myers, Defendant.
January 19, 2011 9:00 AM Case Management Case Management
Conference Conference
HEARD BY: Moss, Cheryl B COURTROOM: Courtroom 13

COURT CLERK: Valerie Riggs

PARTIES:
Caleb Haskins, Plaintiff, Amanda Roberts, Attorney,
Counter Defendant, present present
Lisa Myers, Defendant, Pro Se
Counter Claimant, present
Sydney Haskins, Subject

Minor, not present

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Parties sworn and testified.

Behavior Order SIGNED IN OPEN COURT.
Discussions by Parties and Counsel.
COURT ORDERED the following;:

1. Plaintiff is REFERRED to American Toxicology Institute (ATI) for drug testing today. Defendant
shall pay for the testing.
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D-10-434495-D

2. SCOPES shall be run on both Parties.

3. Plaintitf shall have a Polygraph Test done at his cost.

4. Both Parties shall sign HIPPA releases forthwith.

5. Defendant shall provide a list of 3-4 Outsource Evaluators to Atty Roberts within two (2) weeks.
6. Detendant shall request Plaintiff's VA medical records.

7. Parties shall share JOINT LEGAL and JOINT PHYSICAL CUSTODY of the minor child, with
exchanges every three (3) days beginning day with Plaintiff at 4:00 p.m. Exchanges shall be at the
Family Court Marshall's Station during the week and Donna's House on Saturdays and Sundays.
Parties will split the cost of Donna's House.

8. There is to be NO SMOKING around the minor child.

9. Parties shall communicate by e-mail on child issues only.

10. TEMPORARILY without prejudice, Plaintiff's CHILD SUPPORT is SET at $621.00 per month,
with 1/2 due on the 15th and last day of each month by direct deposit into Defendant's bank account.
January's payment is due by the last day of January.

11. CHILD SUPPORT ARREARES are DEFERRED.

12. Defendant provides health insurance for the minor child, with proof of the child's portion, within
two (2) weeks, Plaintiff shall pay 1/2 of that cost.

13. Court shall obtain the doctor's reports from the Gambini case D260907, of which Defendant is a
party to.

14. Plaintiff's Motion scheduled for March 8, 2011 is VACATED.

15. Return Hearing, Calendar Call and Trial dates SET.

Case Management Order SIGNED and FILED IN OPEN COURT.

Atty Roberts shall prepare the Order from today's hearing, Defendant to sign as to form and content.
3-9-2011 10:00 AM RETURN: ATI/POLYGRAPH

4-20-2011 10:00 AM CALENDAR CALL
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D-10-434495-D

6-16-2011 9:30 AM NON-JURY TRIAL #1

INTERIM CONDITIONS:

FUTURE HEARINGS:
Canceled: March 08, 2011 10:30 AM Motion

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Heaving Canceled Reason: Vacated - per
Judge

Moss, Cheryl B

Courtroom 13

Canceled: April 20, 2011 10:00 AM Calendar Call

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Heaving Canceled Reason: Vacated - per
Clerk

Moss, Cheryl B

Courtroom 13

Riggs, Valerie

Canceled: May 02, 2011 10:00 AM Return Hearing

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Hearing Canceled Reason: Vacated - per
Judge

Courtroom 01

Padilla, Michael A.

Duckworth, Bryce C.

Canceled: May 02, 2011 10:00 AM Case Management Conference

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Hearing Canceled Reason: Vacated - per
Judge

Courtroom 01

Padilla, Michael A.

Duckworth, Bryce C.

June 15, 2011 11:00 AM Motion
Courtroom 01

Padilla, Michael A.

Duckworth, Bryce C.

Canceled: June 16, 2011 9:30 AM Nown-Jury Trial

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Heaving Canceled Reason: Vacated - per
Clerk

Moss, Cheryl B

Courtroom 13

Canceled: June 28, 2011 10:00 AM Motion
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D-10-434495-D

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Divorce - Complaint COURT MINUTES March 09, 2011
D-10-434495-D Caleb Obadiah Haskins, Plaintiff.
Vs,
Lisa Myers, Defendant.
March 09, 2011 10:00 AM Return Hearing Return Hearing re:
ATI/Polygraph Test (1
Hour)
HEARD BY: Moss, Cheryl B COURTROOM: Courtroom 13

COURT CLERK: Valerie Riggs

PARTIES:
Caleb Haskins, Plaintiff, Amanda Roberts, Attorney,
Counter Defendant, present present
Lisa Myers, Defendant, Pro Se
Counter Claimant, present
Sydney Haskins, Subject

Minor, not present

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- COURT ORDERED, matter OFF CALENDAR pending the Appeal to the Supreme Court. All

Orders remain in effect.

INTERIM CONDITIONS:

FUTURE HEARINGS:
Canceled: April 20, 2011 10:00 AM Calendar Call

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Heaving Canceled Reason: Vacated - per
Clerk
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D-10-434495-D

Moss, Cheryl B
Courtroom 13
Riggs, Valerie

Canceled: May 02, 2011 10:00 AM Refurn Hearing

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Heaving Canceled Reason: Vacated - per
Judge

Courtroom 01

Padilla, Michael A.

Duckworth, Bryce C.

Canceled: May 02, 2011 10:00 AM Case Management Conference

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Hearing Canceled Reason. Vacated - per
Judge

Courtroom 01

Padilla, Michael A.

Duckworth, Bryce C.

June 15, 2011 11:00 AM Motion
Courtroom 01

Padilla, Michael A.

Duckworth, Bryce C.

Canceled: June 16, 2011 9:30 AM Non-Jury Trial

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Hearing Canceled Reason. Vacated - per
Clerk

Moss, Cheryl B

Courtroom 13

Canceled: June 28, 2011 10:00 AM Motion
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D-10-434495-D

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Divorce - Complaint COURT MINUTES March 10, 2011
D-10-434495-D Caleb Obadiah Haskins, Plaintiff.
Vs,
Lisa Myers, Defendant.
March 10, 2011 315 PM Minute Order
HEARD BY: Moss, Cheryl B COURTROOM: Courtroom 13
COURT CLERK:
PARTIES:
Caleb Haskins, Plaintiff, Amanda Roberts, Attorney,
Counter Defendant, not not present
present
Lisa Myers, Defendant, ProSe
Counter Claimant, not present
Sydney Haskins, Subject

Minor, not present

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- MINUTE ORDER OF RECUSAL:

On March 9, 2011, the undersigned Judge received an email that was posted by Plaintiff's counsel
intended to serve as a legal question to the family law bar and requesting feedback.

While Plaintiff's counsel may have inadvertently not realized that the undersigned Judge is on the
List Serve (managed by the State Bar of Nevada) to receive emails and postings from the family bar,
Plaintitf's counsel named Judge Moss in the email and discussed specific items that clearly identitied
the case to this Judge.
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D-10-434495-D

Consequently, this appears to be an ex parte communication pursuant to the Judicial Code of
Conduct mandating disqualification pursuant to Rule 2.11(A), "A judge shall disquality himself or
herself in any proceeding in which the judge's impartiality might reasonably be questioned|.]"

In addition, while the email posting could have been procedural in nature and not ex parte, the
undersigned Judge still believes that she can no longer be impartial in this case.

Theretore, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the undersigned Judge recuses herself from Case Number
D10- 434495-D, and this case shall be randomly reassigned.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that a copy of this Minute Order of Recusal shall be served on Plaintitt's
counsel and Defendant In Proper Person.

SO ORDERED.

INTERIM CONDITIONS:

FUTURE HEARINGS:
Canceled: April 20, 2011 10:00 AM Calendar Call

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Hearing Canceled Reason. Vacated - per
Clerk

Moss, Cheryl B

Courtroom 13

Riggs, Valerie

Canceled: May 02, 2011 10:00 AM Return Hearing

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Hearing Canceled Reason. Vacated - per
Judge

Courtroom 01

Padilla, Michael A.

Duckworth, Bryce C.

Canceled: May 02, 2011 10:00 AM Case Management Conference

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Heaving Canceled Reason: Vacated - per
Judge

Courtroom 01

Padilla, Michael A.

Duckworth, Bryce C.

June 15, 2011 11:00 AM Motion
Courtroom 01

Padilla, Michael A.

Duckworth, Bryce C.

Canceled: June 16, 2011 9:30 AM Nown-Jury Trial

Reason: Canceled as the result of a hearing cancel, Heaving Canceled Reason: Vacated - per
Clerk
Moss, Cheryl B
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Courtroom 13

Canceled: June 28, 2011 10:00 AM Motion
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Certification of Copy

State of Nevada }
County of Clark

I, Steven D. Grierson, the Clerk of the Court of the Eighth Judicial District Court, Clark County, State of
Nevada, does hereby certify that the foregoing is a true, full and correct copy of the hereinafter stated
original document(s):

NOTICE OF APPEAL; CASE APPEAL STATEMENT; DISTRICT COURT
DOCKET ENTRIES; CONFIDENTIAL CIVIL COVER SHEET; ORDER SHORTENING TIME;
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER; DISTRICT COURT MINUTES;

CALEB 0O, HASKINS, )
Plaintiff(s), % Case No: D434495
Vs, % Dept No: Q
LISA MYERS, g
Defendant(s), g
)

now on file and of record in this office.

IN WITNESS THEREOF, | have hereunto
Set my hand and Affixed the seal of the
Court at my office, Las Vegas, Nevada
This 16 day oﬂf‘iune 2011,

.
Steven D. Grierson, Clerk of the Court




CALEB HABKINS,

Electronically Filed
06/08/2011 02:16:26 PM

._Ni“ 0 % 4 jéfi-.ww-

Aomanda M. Roberts, Bsg.

Biate of Nevada Bar Ne. 9294 CLERK OF THE COURT
ROBERTS STOFFEL FAMILY LAW GROUP

2011 Pinto Lane, Suite 160

{as Vegas, Nevada 89106

PH: (702) 474-7007
FAX: {702y474-7477
EMALL: attorneys@bviamilylaw com

iAttorney for the Plaindff, Caleb Haskins

BISTRICTCOURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
Case Nor  D-10-434495.D
DeptNor @
Plaintiff,
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER

| .

| LISA MYERS,

_Defendant,

Please take notice that an Order Shortening Time was duly entered in the above
referenced case on the 67 day of Tune., 2011, 2 copy of which is attached hereto and by referonce
fully incorporated herein.

Dated this £ day of Juse, 2011,

ROBERTS STOFFEL FAMILY LAW GROTP

RS At
LN
By:_ R “3} :
¢ &;ﬁma .

“Suste Bar of Nevada Nd. 9204

2011 Pinto Lane, Suite 109

Las Vegas, Nevada 89106

P (7625 474-7007

FAX: (702} 474-7477

Emgil: attorneystuiviamilviaw com

Attegney for the Planiiff], Caleb Haskins
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Amanda M. Raberts, Esq.

State of Nevada Bar No. 9294

[ROBERTS STOFFEL FAMILY LAW GROUP
2011 Pinto Lane, Suite 100

Las Vegas, Nevada 89106

PH: (702) 474-7007

FAX: (702) 474-7477

EMAIL: attorneys@lvfamilylaw.com

Attorney for the Plaintiff, Caleb Haskins

CALEB HASKINS, }
)
Plaintiff,

V.

LISA MYERS,

T T e

Defendant,

Electronically Filed
06/06/2011 11:33:564 AM

A # i

CLERK OF THE COURT

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Case No:  D-10-434495-D
DeptNo: Q

ORDER SHORTENING TIME

RECEIVED

MAY 31 201

FAMILY COURT
DEPARTMENT Q
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It appears to the satisfaction of this Court and good cause appearing therefore;

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED the time for the hearing on Plaintiff’s Motion for the Court to
Agree to hear this Motion Pursuant to Hureycut; Sole Legal Custody, Primary Physical Custody,
an Independent Medical Evaluation, the Issuance of an Order to Show Cause against Lisa; and for
Attorney Fees and Costs; Affidavit of Caleb Haskins, currently set for June 28, 2011, at 10:00

a.m., is hereby shortened to the f }’Hgay of Ju,mz/ L2011, at

| 1200 fam)pm. in Department “Q” of the Family Court at 501 North Pecos Road,

Las Vegas, Nevada.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED the Defendant, Lisa Myers, shall be personally served at the
residence of her parents, Brent and Sharon Myers, located at 9999 W. Katie Avenue, Las Vegas,
Nevada, 89147, which is the address where the Defendant was served at the commencement of
this action.

IT IS SO ORDERED this dayof WUN 03 211 5y

i
p ;
Disurict Court Jixdge

Respectfully submitted by:
ROBERTS STOFFEL FAMILY LAW GROUP

o UML) PO

Amanda M. Roberts, Esq.

State of Nevada Bar No, 9294

2011 Pinta Lane, Suite 100

Las Vegas, Nevada 89106

PH: (702) 474-7007

FAX: (702)474-7477

EMAIL: attorneys@lvfamilylaw.com
Attorney for the Plaintiff, Caleb Haskins

™
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{State of Nevada Bar No, 9204

jilas Vegas,

HCALED HASKING,

I LISA MYERS,

Electronically Filed
05/27/2011 01:39:06 PM

Q%J‘M

CLERK OF THE COURT

EPAP
Amanda M, Roberts, Haq,

ROBERTS STOFFEL FAMILY LAW GRQOUY
3011 Pinio L{;ﬁg Suite 100
gea ada 39106

FAX: (702 ‘;@’?4 7477
EMAIL: attorveysi@iviamilylaw.com
Attorney for the Plaintitf, Caieb Hasking
BISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

13-10-434495-D>
DeptNo: @

3 Case Noy
}
Plaintift, §
- ﬁ EX PARTE APPLICATION POR AN
| ORDER SHORTENING TIME,
)
¥
}
i
)

Defendant.

COMES NOW Plaimtilf, Caleb Haskins, by and through bis attorey of record, Amanda

i1 M. Roberts, Esy., of Roberts Stoffel Family Law Group, hereby moves this Cowrtfor an Ex Parte

Order Shortening Time.

3 0%y

PR
Yy
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This Application for an Ex Parte Order Shortening Time is based upon the Affidavit of
i b . _

| Amanda M. Robets, Feg. Moreover, this Application is made and based upon all the papers,

pleadings and reeords on file herein, as well as the Polnts and Authorities attached herelo,

U 5t 11 .
DATED this W day of May, 2011,

ROBERTS STOFFEL FAMILY LAW GROUP

Al LA
Amanda M. Robe is, Bsg,
Btare Bar of Nevada No. 9294
2011 Pinto Lane, Suite 100

PH(7023 474-7007
FAX: (707} 474-7873
EMATIL: anorneys@iviamilylaw.com,
Attorneys for Plamtiff, Caleb Hasking
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POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

i
Polnts and Anthority

EDCR § 531 states in pertinent pasts.

Ex Parte motions to shorton titne imay not be granted except upon
a%‘ﬁ'siavii @r'i:ﬁﬂéficgn af t‘ﬁlﬁ;iﬁé? .. - deseribing the circumstances

The Parties to thig action are Lisa Myers (*Lisa™) aud Caleb Haskins { “Caleb™) The
Pariies were married on the 21" day of September, 2000, in Las Vegas, Nevada, There is one (1)

migor child who was congeived prior to the Parties” marrlage and born shortly sfier the marriage,

| to wit: Bydney Rose Hasking, born the 30% day of March, 2010 {1 year old)

The Honorable Stefany Miley ("Judge Miley”) ertered an Oxder in case 000260907

suspending Lisa™s contact with her minor child in said action because of a mental health illnes

which had gone untreated for five (33 v;,m% - Tudge Miley issued a finding that it was unlikely

Holland which sesulted from the following findings:

& Dr. Lenkelt- who stated that Lise needed “to address
serions problams in her Hfe sad get some help™ and
informed the Court gt if her “behavior continued
unchecked parental alienation would certainly 1ake
place™,

# Jermifer Elliot Tovano (now a memberof the B amily
Cowt bench, Jennifer Elliet) who detenmined there is
“substarttial evidence of Defendant’s [Lisa’s]

psychological problems and distortion of reality™

! Accopy of the Decision filed on August 8, 2068, iz sttached beretn as Exhibit %17 and js herety fully ncorporamd.

lerein by reforence.
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& Jr. John Paglini- whe delermined that i Lisa®s child
was Jeft in ber care the child was in Yserious denger™
and that Lisa’s behaviors were “bizarre” and “extreme™
Diéspite these evaluations, Lisa has continued w refuse
to get help for her mental iliness sinee 2001, Rased
upon the {oregoing, there can be no doybt that Lisa.
suffers from & serious mental ihess?

Now, Lisa has demied Caleb's Cowt Ordered vustodial timeshare since May 7, 2011,

: Additionally, Lisa has taken Syduey to at least five (%) pediaric appointments without notifying

Caleb all so that she can claim that Caleb is abusing the beby or the cbilld has been exposed to

illepal deugs in Caleb’s care. Lisa’s behavior is mimicking the Gambiai case and her behavior is.
disturbing. Lisa has o complete disregard for the Courts Order snd is not acting in Svdney's best

| inferest.

Inn ardet to avaid consequences for her violation of the Cowrt’s Orders, Liss filed another

bogus Temporary Proteetion Order. According to Lisa®s TPO Application, Sydney was in the

| hospital on Life supportend Caleb demanded o hold Svdney. Thereafior, Caleb became frate and.

siammed down the side of Sydney's erib and the child jumped and began wembling. Lisa’s

statement-does not make sense, if Sydney was on e support: she was not awake and could not

+ have jumped and trefabled. Lisa 1s making mistekes and noew her stories cannot even be factually °

corregt!

It is- Caleb’s position that Sydney is in danger in Lisa’s care and the Court shonld take

| Immediate aetion to avoid further harm to the ehild. As such, Caleb requests the Court enter an

Order-Shortening Tire, but # not be skt betwesn June 3, 2011, and June 12, 2001, beoanse his

Cotpsel will be cutside the jurisdiction.

L
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hortening Time on the Plalaiifi®s Motion currently set for June 28, 201 1. a8 1000 woam

DATED this 33 A dayv ofMay, 2011,

ROBERTS STOFVEL FAMILY LAW GROUP

LA

%manﬁﬂ T*»" Ri}a‘efi&s L\-&i
Sate Bar of Novada Mo, 9294
zi.}‘ i ?;‘;’z‘i{; Lgmc "ﬁii‘{’ 3 i}

-{;;»’{; S ATATO0T
EAX: (707) 474-7477
EMAIL: 3%201;3?3} vizmilvlaw.com

Adtorneys for Platentl, Calel Hackins

Based on the aforementioned reasons, # s respectilly reguested that this Cowt onter an
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| County of Clark

AFFIDAVIT OF AMANDA M, ROBERTS, £S0.

STATE OF NEVADA )
&

N Y 1]

L. I Amasda M. Roberts, Esq.. the Plaint{fs attorney in the shove referenced matter
and T can sttest to the below reference facts as being true and corvect 1o the best my knowledge as
represented by my-clent.

2 The Parties to this action are Lisa Myers {*Lisa™) and Caleb Haskins (“Caleb™).
The Parties were married on the 217 day of September, 2009, in Las Vegas, Nevada, There is one
{1y minor child who was conceived prior to the Partics” mandage and born shontly after the
marriage, 1o wit: Svdney Rose Hasking, born the 30% day of March. 2010 {1 year oid}.

AL The Honorable Stefany Miley {(“Tudge Miley™) entered an Order in case
GODZ60907 suspending Lisa’s contact with her minor ¢hild in said action because of & mental
health illness which had gove untreated for five (3 vears, Judge Miley issued a Guding that it
was unlikely Lise would ever comply with the Court Oxdered psychological svaluation and
therapy with Dz, Holland which resulted from: the following findings:

& Dt Lenkeit- who stated thet Tisa needed “to address

serious problems in hey e and get soms help™ and

nformed the Court that 1 her “behaviot continued

unchecked parental allenation would ceriginly 1ake

place”.

" Jennifer Elliot Tovane (now 8 siember of the Family
Court bench, Jenmafer Elfioty who determined there is
“substantial evidence of Defendant’s [Lisa’s]

paychological problems-and distortion of realiiy™.
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® Dr. Joha Paglini- whe determined that i Lisa’s child
was leftin her eare the child was in “serious danger™
ard that Lisa™s behaviors were “bizarre” and “extreme”.
Diespite these evaluations, Lisa haz continued to refuse
1o get help for her wiental lilness sines 2001, Based
upon the foregoing, there can be no doubt that Lisa
suffers from a serious mental iliness!
4, Mow, Lisa has dented Caleb’s Court Ordered custodial timeshare sinve bay 7,
2311, Additionally, Lisa Has taken Sydneyto atleast five {5) pediatric appomtments without
notifying Caleb all so that she can claim that Caleb is abusing the baby or the child bas been

exposed to illegal drugs in Caleb’s care. Lisa’s behavior is mimdeking the Gambini case and ber

behavior is distorbing, Lise bas e complete disregard for the Court’s Order and is not acting in

Sydney's hest interest.

S, in onder o aveld consequences Yor her violation of the Cowt's Orders, Liss filed

another bogus Temporary Protection Order. According 1o Lisa’s TPO Application, Sydney was

i the hospital on life support and Caleb demanded io hold Sydney, Thercafier, Caleb became

irate and slammed down the side of Syduey’s erib and the child jumped and began twemblin g
Lisa®s statement.dogs notmake sense, it Sydney was on life suppor, she was not awake and

could not have jumped.and trembled, Lisa is making mistakes and now her stories cannot even

|1 be Tactually corvect!

H. Itis Caleb’s position that Sydney is In danger v Lisa’s cure and the Cowrt should

take immediate setion 1o avoid further harm to the child. As such, Caleb requests the Court enter
, SRl q{

{an Order Shortening Tune, but it not be set between June 3, 2011, avd Jung 12, 2071, beoause his

Counsel will be ouiside the jurisdiction.

ek
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7. Good causc exisiy for the Court 1o grant Plainliff's request foran Order Shortening

| Time and Tor ey matter 1o be heard In a expedited fashion.
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PAUL GAMBING,
CASE NC: D250807
e DEPT, F

LIBa MYBRS-GAMBINL

The parties were last in Cours on Tuly 1, 2008 for a refun hearing regarding

Defendant’s complisnge with Dy, Holland, Af the time of this hearing,

Defendem bad still filed to comply with this Court's Orders regerding Dr,
Holland, Again Defondant srgoed that she should not bave o comply with
Courtorders dating back to December 1, 2003 regandiog Or. Hollind, Asin
several prior heavings, Defondunt requested her visitation be expanded
sotwithstanding ber Siflure o ses Dy, Hollend, Agsin, Plainti¥ disputed _
Defendant’s request sod ssked that the Court suspend Defendant’s visitetion for
her almost fve-year failure to comply with Cowt onders.

COURT REVIEWED the-tape o the Devember 1, 2003 hesrlng, in which
Plaintiff was prosens with his counsel, Sokin Lukens, and Defendant was preseat
seithy hor eounsel, George Carter. The Honovabls Robert Gastor presided. Atthe
time of this hearing, Judge Gaston sonpluded that the Comrtwould acsept Tir,
Paglini’s recomresndations to appelnt Dy Elizabetk Bitchett and Dr. Stsphanis

Holland to amsist in this case. Pey fhw rocommendations, ene of the doctors Wig
1o wack &3 the treating Srerapist for Defondant and the ofer docior wag to work
a3 the master cliniolan, who was o coondinate any fsswes vith the Conrt, mositor
Defendunt’s progress with the thersplst, andd mnke veconunsndations to s Toarnt
a8 to expanding Defendant’y visimtion with the ohild. fudge Gaston osdered st
covpsel was ordered to work together to detormine what role each ductor wag to
have, Adthis hesving Judge Gaston Tarther stated that e reasons for sdopting
Or. Peglial’s seconusendations was o primerily protect the child, and secotdly
to encourage Defendant to sesk serions angoing peychiotherspy.

Tudge Gaston’s mlings from the Dagember 1, 2003 hearing wes teduved i an
Orderand Sled on Deveraber 30, 2003, The Notico of Bntry of Order was Hled
Distember 31, 2003,

On Junuery 33, 2004 Defendant, in Froper Person, e an Appesl Staterent &
Netive of Apped) to Nevada Supreme Coust {Dosket Mo, 42701 — Defendant®s
propey prrson appesl). Immedistely thersatier, Attorey Carter Sled a Wit of
Mandanus or Probibitlon, challenging the District Court's oval ruling
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sancerning Child Custody, Visitation, Child Support, sad an sward of Atbarney

Fess (Nevada Supreme Court Dooket No, 42518).

i COURT ALSO REVIEWED fhe tape ffom the March 15, 2004 stasts sheck
hearing, in which Plaltfwas yresent with is sonnad, Toln Lakens; and
Defendant was also present with her eounsel, George Carter. ¢ 6is hearing,
fudge Gaston noted that iy Court was Kimited in its fnrisdiction as the sase was
ponding befors dhe Supreme Court, Attorney Carter indicsted that Deténdant
Prepared her own appeal documand and Mr, Carter had submitted 2 Wit of
Mandsines on behalfof the defondan,

FURTHER, a¢ the March 15, 2004 hearing, Tadge Claston informed the parties
that he had communicated with both Dr, Ritchett and D, Holland, ag bl
Flalnt# and Defendant waived my eonflicy regarding ex-parte communieation,
#ud deseribed to the doctors wht their voles would be. Judge Gasten Cidered
that D, Ritchett would be the treating physiciay and Dr. Holland wrould bethe
mester clnizlan,

i o
B e

The Count fils indicates that besseesn ¥ve March 15, 2004 hearing and the vos -
several Conrt hearings, Defondant did not somply with Judge Guston’s Order
dated Decenaber 30, 2008 wherein Defendant wes o yest with Dr, Rolland in

: her rale & Mester Cliniclen,

P
e pe

Yt 5 Order drded November 16, 2004 the Nevasds Suprems Court APFIRMED
the District Count’s Order i Docket No. 42701, In sepport of its decision, g
yisttetion are within thediswiet somt’'y sound diseretion. Walloos vy, Faliace,
112 Nev. 1015, 922 P.24 341 {1996). The sols consideration in determining
child ustody is the bust intevest of the ohild, WHS 125.480(15, “It is presumed

o U R

that & trial court s properdy exercised ity discratio it deterodning s ohild's
bet intesest” Wallove, 112 New. st 1019, 922 P.24 at 543, Having reviewsd the
| recond, the Nevads Suprens Court sonchoded that the district court 4id not abuss
ELH it discrerion, |

8

28 FURTHER, b the same Order dated November 16, 2004, the Novads Suprams
34 Court DENIED the Wekt of Mandamus or Prohibition {Docke: Ho. 42514}

A becauss Defendant had an adeiante Isgal remedy i the foom of the appes she
53 Hiled in Docker No, 42701,

3 Theveafter, Defendant fited 2 Petiion for Bn Bane Regonsideration with the
Nevadz Supreme Court, In jis Order datsd Juna 7, 2005, the Nevada Supreme
4 Court BENIED Defendant’s Petition for en bant reconsiderstion. The Nevada
2€ Suprenye Coust stated that it hsd considered Defendant's Petidon, Plaintiffs
= h Answer and Defendant's Reply srgmraents, and conchaded that en bano

261l weonsideration was not wananied, |

27y Nootherhearings weve hald in this matter wati] Gotober 11, 2006, At this
| leuring, deeunsion was conducied regarding cusront oase ststus and allegstions
Bl of sbuse, The matter was set for an Buidentisry Hearing.
STRPARY &, pnay |}
FRETRITT ATRGE

Sivnirniaei DR e
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The Bvidentiary Hearing was Beld oo Muy 1, 2007, At thet Sme, Defendant
requested an expansion o medifivation of ber vidation, Al this hearing, this
Court ardered that the 12103 Order of Fudge Qagton was.a sl vadid Grder of
theCowt and 8 Defendant was sill wupscted to cotply therewith, This Conrt
agein opdered that Defendant wes referred foran Dreisource Bvaluation with Dy,
Hollund following which Dr. Bolland winild meke her actrumendations per
Judge Gaston’s prior onders.

Atthe By 17, 2007 Hearlng on Plefotitfs Motion fors Protestive Order snd
Defendat’s Opposition and Countermotion fir sy Avwand af Attorney’s Fass,
this COURT POUND that the ouly fssue pending before the Coumt al thet e
was Defendants compliancs with previous Cowrt Ordess lssued on {31/03 Ty
Fudge: Gaston for treutinent with Dr. Holland, and Judge Miley's Order fsmusd on
ST when Defendandt was refierved for an Owisourse. Pyyeholopicsl Bvalnation
with recommendations. At this hiearing the Coust sgain indioated it would males
8 defenmination regesding sxpansion of visitation titns snd/or change of castody
i anly after Defendsn hiad complied with previous Orders, Again, this Court

£ 3] indioated it was stll waitng on s report from D, Holland, Despite finding that

1 Defendanthad been glven severs! spporbudities to comply with Judge Custon's

12 _ prior seders, S Couet gave Defendant additivsal time to comply,

A T T N T T

Jouh
&

The matter wag set for & slatus check on August 2%, 2007 regacding the

gy outsties-evalpation. Pursuant 43 a letier adilroseed to: Chambiors by D,

i Boltaod, daed July 30, 3007 {copies senttn alteeiey Lukens s Attorney
1584 dobmson, D Hollund roquested 2 continuanse hased on the fot that Mom way
ardered 1o pay 100% of the sost of the services and wes having difleulties
raising fhe foaness to initiass the process, D Hollend requesied & Riday
sontimiange.

I w letter dated Jasmery 14, 2008, B Holland sgals addressed the Coun {foopies
sent to atioruey Lukons, Attotney Sobinson sodd Plafatlf, sinting that she
i recelved  fetter from Defendun dated Fanuary 10, 2008 wherein Defondant

N indicated she was wwilling o eomplate the svalamion per the specifinsions of
gt Dz, Folland, Iy her correspondence, D, Folland indivated that she “wishes i
21 clarify that M, Cambini's paraots and younger son wire NOT 8 he svelunied

o
MY o

; by this examiber. An evaleation fvolves clinteal and piychosocial inerviews,
pell peyehelogionl tting, and any ofher procssdurss necessary fy gather ssential
Y saformation (Le. collntersl interviews, resord revisw, shservations, baoe visit,
23 drug soroemings, ofc.) o address the reforval question. Iy tids e, was
” determined Ms, Gambini’s medice! records and those oF her youngest son were
24 Resessary i fully assess her peyehologioal fanetioning, and reader competers;
e sud voniident findings for the court, In sddidon, becnuge. Custordy and Visiasion
g Recommsendations wers specifically ovdored by the Covt, famlly oboarvations
26 {which generally inchude anyone ifving in the howsehold with fhe parent), 2
: home visit; sad collatern] intervisws with Linas parenis were detartninsd io be
&7, BeosRzary,’™

28
STRPRIET & WREY |
RISTRIRT JUDSE

LA VEGAR R S N00
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Dr. Holland coneluded that “dve to My, Gemblod’s decision to not paticipats in
Al meovssary svalustion procedures, this examiner is uxable to proceed with the
Peyehologleal Evalustion ay ordered, and the file will be closed™

At the Pebruary 4, 2008 Hearing, COURT REPEATED iy pravions Order tha
Defendant was 10 caraply with the Cow?s prior valid order #ud o report to D,
Holland ' '

Plalotiff disclosed Dr. Holland g6 = witness i bk Ligt of Witnesees for
Bvidemiary Hearing, which wis filed on Febraary 9, 2007, and i the PreoTial
Mersorsuduns, which wes Sled op Apsld $, 2007, :

Atthe February 11, 2008 Status Cheeke Hearing regurding Defondant’s
comphiance with D, Hellasd, COURT ANVISED, adesuate tme had heen
provided to Defendant regarding am evelantion being performed, Coprt sgain
sebvisesd Defondant of e wend for her compifence with D, Holland and fo.
i) provitde what was sequived for the svaluation 1o be cumpleted. Agadn, It wag

W o B W we e

soiterated thet thix Cowrt was still sesking compliancs with Judgs Gaston’s prior
it orders, Matter sel for ver anpther vejurn hearing,

13 Tn 5 detter from D, Holland dated May 14, 2008 {oopies wont i Atforney

f3ll Lukens, Attomey folnson and Defendant), this Comrt wip informed that

T Defendant 4l hod not responded 10 Jatrer sent frows D Holland dited Al 3,
4y 2008, requesting thet she schedule an appoistment on op bafore Agril 23, 2008,

' B, Holland further indicated that no atcmpls fad been mads to schadule sn.
is Zupointment &5 of the date of the leter {Mey 14, 2008). Dr. Hollsad conshuded
i f'her corenpondence that she would ney ldve wequate time t complete S
CA8L requested evaloasion, |

COURT FINDS Dicfondant bas recsived almost Sve yesrs o comply with Judge
184 Justor’s valid Decentber {, 2003 raling fhat wes reduoed to a3 wrderon
December 30, 2003, requiving Defondant to meet with Dr, Holland, COURT
8 FINDS, Defendant has had ample apportanily to comply with this order and yer
] has whitfully declined to do to. COURT ¥INDS bassd upon Defendan's
8 nixtorical aetions that it s urttiienly she will ever somply with thess prior onders.
a1 Ty, COURT ORDERS, Defndant’s visitation Is hereby SUSPENDED until
T she bay complied with Jodge Gaston’s valid order dated Devembey 30, 2603,

ITig S@ DEDERED

P41 Daseditis § % day of Augusy 2008 emp A

271l HONCRABLE STEFANY A, MILEY
i DISTRICT COURT JUDGE.
28 DEPARTMENT ¥

PIRTHICT 26T
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s . AFFIRMATION
] Pursusntts NRS 2398.030

The L@;idﬁ:&égﬁéﬁ_dosshﬁrﬁbv affirn that the preceding NOTICE OF ENTRY OF |
 DECIHEE BION filed in District Count Case N 00-TR260007-D doas no comtain the sooial |

securily noprber of 8ITY PEEsOn,
Dated this _§ .

&+ day of August, 2008.

LAW OFFICES OF DOUGLAS R, JOHNSON

745 West Sahara Avenue, Suite 203
17 Las Vepas, Nevada 89147
T Attorneys for. }}eﬁ‘emﬁam Lisa & Myers-Gambisg

ara Avinge, Suite 253
85 vafios, Navada 88117
Tadephpoe: IOy ABT-BT
Sy
LA

LAY OFFICER OF DOUELAS 1, ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
FPEE W Sal
Lan

[0
RAN]
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CALEB HASKINS,

e

| LISA MYERS,

Electronically Filed
056/24/2011 09:37:55 AM

MO (&“ i-kg“”"‘—

Amanda M. Roberts, Isq. CLERK OF THE COURT
State of Nevada Bar No. 9294

HOBFRTS STOEFEL FAMILY LAW GROUP

2011 Pinto Lave, Buite 160

{.as Vegas, Nevada 89106

UH: (7021 474-7607

FAX: (702} 474-7477

EMAIL: anomeyvs@iviamilylawcom

iAoy for the Plaiift, Caleb Haskins

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Case Nor  D-10:434495-D
DeptNor Q

s S

Flaimiff,
NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION
FOR THE COURYT TO AGREE TO HEAR
THIS MATTER PURSUANT TO
HUNEYCUTT; SOLE LEGAL CUSTODY,
PRIMARY PRYSICAL CUSTODY, AN
INDEPENDENT MEDICAL
EVALUATION, THE ISSUANCE OF AN
ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE AGAINST
LESA; AND FOR ATTOBNEY FEES AND
COSTS; AFFIDAVIT OF CALEB
HASKING,

Date of Heaving: 6 / 28 /2011
TimeofHeatio 10 :-00am

Defendany.

ot e et it oo St St st Seest St 5 S okt el g g s

TO: Defendant, Lisa Myers, in proper person,

YOU ARE REQUIRED TO FILE A WRITTEN RESPONSE TO THIS MOTION
WITH THE CLERK OF THE COURT ANDTO PROVIDE THE UNDERSICNED WITH
A COPY OF YOUR RESPONSE WITHIN TEN {18} DAYS OF YOUR RECEIPT OF
THIS MOTION. FAILURE TO FILE A WRITTEN RESPONSE WITH THE CLERK OF

RESULT IN THE REQUESTED RELIEF BEING GRANTED BY THE COURT

TWITHOUT A HEARING PRIOR TO THE SCHEDULED HEARING DATE.

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will bring the foregoing Motion on for
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i Farily Division located at 601 North Pecos Road, Las Vegas, Nevada, 89101, on the
day of

| thereafier &5 Counsel may be heard..

| Roherts Esq., of Robeyis Stoffs Family Law Croup, and hereby nioves the Couri for the

28th

June . 10:00am

L2001 a amspan., of said day, or as soon.

COMES NOW the Plaintiff, Caleb Haskins, by and thro wgh his sttoroey, Amanda M.

following:

i. An Order pursuant 1o the holding in Huseyewss v, Hupevewss indica ating the District |
Court s inelined 1o grant the zailﬁ:, “requested by Caleb which should be certified 1o
the Nevada Suprems Court.

2. An Order awarding Caleb sole legal custody of Sydney;

3. An Order awarding Caleb primary physical eustodv of Svdney and setiing
supervised visitation for Lisa

4, An Order for mental evalustion of Lisa o be scheduled within fwo (23 weeks of
the hearing daie;

5. The issuance of an Oxder to Show Cayse and an evidentiary hearingon Lisa's
contempt of Court:

. An Order awarding the Plaintiff attorney foes and costs; and

P2 Any and al related relief the Cowrt deems Just and proper.

) ?w“} 3 3 2 %a . ) ) )
Dated this _ﬁiﬁ%ﬁ day of May, 2011

ROBERTS STOFFEL FAMILY LAW GROYP

v WITOMAQ Y] ECEL L)

i%-mamdd Evi ngbeﬁ&_ i;&sig.
State of Mevada Bar No, 5394
2011 Pinto Lase, Sulte 100

Las Vegas, Nevada §9106
PH: (702} 4 é¢?ﬂ§?

EMAIL: e‘ﬁﬁme% ﬂhf&mii} fgw.com
Attarney: for Plaintff, Caleb Haskins.

Iy
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

i
Siatement of Faets

The Parties to this action are Lisa Myets ("“Lisa™} snd Caleb Haskins (“Caleb™). The
Parties were married on the 217 day of September, 2009, in Las Vegas, Nevada, There s one (1)
minor child who was conceived prior to the Partics” marriage and born shortly after the marriage,
to wit: Sydney Rose Haskins, born the 30 day of March, 2010 (¥ yesr old).

Relevant Bistricy CowrvSapreme Covrt Procedural Hisiery

Qn August 20, 2010, Caleb filed his Complais for divorce. On September 3, 2018, Lisa

filed {0 extend the Temporary Protection Ovder, {("TPO™ based upon made up facts and

| allegations. The hearing for the TPO was set for Sepleinber 23, 2010, a1 2:08 pan, The TP wag

dismissed nane pro fune based upon a stipulated agreement between the Parties, because it wag

acknowledged that Lisa was not truthful in her TRO Application. Additionally, due to Lisa’s,
spental health problems as cuthined hersin roore specifically, Caleb sought a stipulation fora
Mutual Behavior Order which Lisu sgreed to adopt {same hay been submitted o the Court for the
Judge s sigretture becanse Lisa's prior Connsel refused 1o sign-off on same),

On January 10, 2011, 4 hearing was hold before the Honorable Judge Moss ("Judge
Muosa") for a Case Management Conference. At the thme., Lisa indlcaied she wed to file a

Peremptory Challenge of Judge Moss, bot the Court Clerk refused to-file same. Judge Moss ook

On Janwvary 11, 2011, Judge Moss issued an Order denying Lisa®s vequest pertaining to the

Peremplory Challenge becanse it was untimely,

On January 12, 2011, a subsequent hearing was held for the Case Management

| Conference.” After bearing argument, Judge Moss jssued an Order for the: Partles io maintain

Joint legal and physical custody of Sydney. Essentiglly, Lisa and Caleb exchange Sydney every

thiee (3} daysat the entrance o F amily Cotrt during the week and at Donna’s Hosse on the

A eopy of the Osder’ Atter Hearing Js attached hereto as Exhibit *1 and i here by fully fncorporated hevein By

reference.

kS
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| weekend (the timeshare suivted on Jarmary 19, 2011, with Calek picking up Sydwuey at 4:90 pw ).,
{1 Additienal Orders were put into place that an sutsource evaliation would be complete based upon
| Lisa's fong standing mental health issues 1o determine i Lisa was g danger to the child, The

| Court alzo indicated it would obiain copies of the prior Court Ordered evaluations 1o aid the Court

in this matfer,

On February 4, 2011, Lisa filed her first filing with the Nevada Supremie Court. Sines this
filing, Lisa has {iled approximately rwenty-three (23) additionsd documents with the Nevada
Supreme Cowt including two (2) separate cases. Lisa &5 nsing the Siliags with the Nevadn

Supreme Court to avoid allow the Family Court 1o properly address hes menia! disorders and

| sfely concerns with the nibsor child.

Om March 10, 2011, Judge Moss entered a Minue Crder wherein-she voluntarily recused
herself because she had read a *List Serve? posting by Caleb’s Counsed in referance o this case,
The Order of Recusal was filed o Apeil 14, 2011.

Since this time, no hearings have gone forward in the District Court Family Division.

becapse of Lisa's repetitive filings with the Nevada Supreme Cowrt,

P

Relevans Hissorical Informotion

Afterthe TPO was filed, Caleb learned that Liga | has a history of mental iliness disgnosed

pi)

by physicians, which she never disclosed to Caleb. The disgnosed history of menial liness that

Lisa has dates back 1o her 2001 divorce case with her firgt husband, Paul Gambin, "Pagl™). Lisa

had accused Paol of sexual a%;asing:-ihsmagﬁgs? child a3 well as commining domestic vielence
just the start of & pattern of les that have now boiled over to flse allegations against Caleb and
paticen of false cleims In anatiempt to be swarded physicsl custody.

In-an Order from her first divoree case, the Court found that based upon a report from Dr,

Lenkeit, Lisa has to “address some serious problems in her 1ife and pet some help™” Although

" The Order from the %v;\; wiiary Hearing held on December 1, 2003, filed with the Court-on Decsmber 30, 2003
Thw Order is attached hereto as Exhibit “27 and are horchy 10 Iy Incorporated hereln by reference.
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Lise orgmenher of her fwmi&’ teunt Caleb by sending a photograph of Syduey via text messave,

and refused o a;:k:-mwicﬁge-her mental iliness or the effect Her mental iliness bas.on her children.
Thereatter, the Cowt appoinied Dr, John Paglini to examine the Parties and his findings

were conclisive and supported by evidence which he obtained in meeling with Lisa. D, Paglim

| stated in part that “the actions of the Defendant (Lisa) are bizwrre and extreme...” Dr, Paglini

»

it o to states that the minor child (*Cameron™, borw o Lisa and her first husband Paal™ s in
sertous dangsr if feff in the care and custody of the Defendant™, The Court also awarded Payl

primary physical custedy and sole legal custody of the minor ¢hild at that time. In addition, the

| only visitation Lisa had was supervised through Doona’s House,

The mental illnesy diagnosed by the doctors in Lisa’s first divoree case went completely

Huntreated as Lisa did nothing to help hereelf get hetter. Not only did she ignore the

recommendations of the doctors and the Order of the Court, she never disclosed to Caleh Ay

| history of mental iliness: Tt took Lisa®s brothe T, Steven Myers (“Steven™), 1o 1l Caleb about his
sister’s past and present mental ilness. This mental health issue has cansed Lisa to file a fake
TPO against Caleb and then redact the TPO upon being presented with proof of her Hies, Lisa
{completely unstable.and Caleb cannot trust her 10 got make false ¢ allegation against him pertaining

{ o Bydney.

Bince the TPO was dismissed mume pro fupee, Caleb has attemipted to have contact wih

| Lisa to gain visitation and access to Sydney, but Lisa refuses to cooperate. Caleb’s Counsel

ttemipted 10 resolve these isswes with Lisa’s prior Counsel but nio agroement could be reached.
Lisa 13 1aking wiatever stops are necessary fo extrizate Caleb from Sy duey’s Hife, All the while,
Coincidentally, the text message was sent immediately prior 1 the TPO hearing in what Caleb

believes was an attempt to get bim to violate the TPO and then seek jatlor criminal prosecution.

e
et
i

5
iy

*Lisa took Cameron when he was six (6} weeks old and dented Pand visfarion with the Baby, Lisa's history »ith
Paul s 2 clear indicator that she cannot co~pavent and does oot believe that frequent sssociation is imporiant

z
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Relevant Developments Since the Last Custodial Order

On January 19,201 1, after the hearing, Caleb’s Counsel was exchanging emall addresses
with Lisa. Caleb wax standing next to his Counsel, simply waiting, and Lisa’s Father approached.
and began badgering Caleb about “killing” Sydney (“don’ lether die™) and not doing anything to

bt the baby when she was in Calebs.care,. Counsel walked away with Caleh, but both were

{eoncerned about the child based upon the statements and Lisa’s mental illness. Chuite frankdy,

{isa’s medical Tecords and mental pvaluation seem to ndicme o propensity that she suffers from
Mumnchausen by proxy.

Since the Court’s Order, Caleb has recently learned that Lisa has tlen Svdneyio the

| pediatician and alleged Caleh was o drug addiet® As a result of Lisa s antruthfil statements,

Sydney underwent drug testing to determine her level of exposure. The most recent drug testing

of the minor child acowrred on March. 11, 2011, Caleb was not aware of the dactor appointments

in advance and was notinformed after the fact of the doctor appointments,

But for obtaining Sydney™s medical records, Caleb would have had 516 idea of {1338
continued unnecessary medical tregtment, Caleb asked the doctor's staff 1o notf ¥ him whenever
Lisa scheduled an appointment for Sydney, but the doctor's staff said that was not possible.and

were unwilling 1o aid in ensure Caleb vocetved notice of appointment.

The medical records show thai Lisa olaims that Sydney had “black eyes™and Lisa took

pretures of the infuries (oceurred at doctor appointment on March 24, 2011}, Caleb has never
| hetrmed the child and would never harm the child, Lizaisas ok individual who needs serous

{ medical care when she would make up vicious lies abom Calal hurting Svdaey.

Of additional concern to Caleb is that Lisa confinues to foed Sydney Stage Two baby foed
which is specifically recommended for childeen who sre siv to nine {6-9) months ofd. Sydney is
more than double the recommeanded. age, but Lisa refuses w provide her with 1able food which is

appropriate for her age group. Moreover, Lisa onl v allows the-child to use a slow flow nipple

which is pecommended for newhorn to three (0-3) month old babies. Lisa claims ifother nipples.

? Caleb bas sapies of the medical records and wil! provide tem to the Cours at the hearing,

)
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are uséd, Svdney will choke on the water although the child has never had this problem in Caleb’s
care-and s drinking fronta sippy cup,

The exchanges in this case have not gone smoothly. Lisa refuses to turn over Sydney to

 Caleb until she has the child so worked up that she is erving and upset. Lisa will hug Sydney and

i

|{ tell hev that she does not haveto worry it is ouly three (3) days with “hiny™. Lisa’s familv has

referred to Caleb as a *drug addict™ at exchanges, Constantly, Lisa claims that Sydney is being

abused in Caleb™s care. The Marshalls at the secunty siation have witnessed Tiss’s antes, hes

refusal to cooperate ai sxchanges, and the fact she just platn does not show 11;:1

Despite the Conrt"s Order for joint physical custody, Lisa has refused 1o tum over the.

| minor-chiid on three (3) separate oceasions: February 10, 2011, May 7, 2011; and Mav 13, 2071,
Caleb has pot had physieal custedy ui Sydney since May 4, 2011, Law enforcament have

|] attempied o miervene, buf Lisa and the minor child cannot e located by law enforcerment, At

. ~e<

thiy point, Caleb does not know the whereabouts of the minor child and is afraid for her safery

based wpon Lisa's long standing history of mental illness,

Un May 4, 2011, Caleb recsived 4 wolephone call from Sydney’s daycare provider

| indicating the child’s fever had spiked 1o 101 degrees. As such; Caleb notified Lisa and 161d hey
he was transporting Sydney fo the pediatician fora check-up. The Parties” atiend the doctor’s
| appomiment and the pedistrician determines & ydney is suffering from a virus and she should be

fine, bt to keep an eye on the child. Rather $han returs Sydney to daycare, Caleb offored to

allow Lisato take the child home aroond 11:30 a.1m., 1o avoid mubiple exchanges that day.

Atapproximately 4:30 p.m., on May 4, 2011, Caleb received a telephone call from Lisa

{indicated Sydney had a scizure and stopped breatling, As such, Lisa called an ambulance and

o

Svdney was transported to Summertin Madical Center. Immediately. Caleb left work and rushed

to the hospital. The emergency room staff witnessed Sydney have a seizure in the smergeney

{1 toom and therefore, she was admitted.

? ffx signed stement by Depaty Gr g Bryvant s attached hareto a5 Exhibit 3 and is hareby fully ircorporated
hrerein by reference,

i
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while-watting in the seeurity entrange received 2 text From Lisa which staied ™

Lt

While Sydney was in the hospital for a period of three (33 days, Caleb would frequently |
visit the hospital, Dwing the visits, Lisa sefiused 1o allow Caleb o hold Sydney despite the £
the baby was waving and reaching for Caleb. Eventually, Caleb convinred a nurse to muke Lisa
and her famnily leave the room and e was able to hold Sydney for thirty (30) mimstes without
teirconstant badgrring and name valling. Thereafter, Lisa made a complaint o security and
Cateb was not allowed to be in the hospital voom without the supervision of the security gugrd,
Each time Caleb wounld visit Sydney, Lisa's parents would miske siide comments to Caleb and
make the entire situation uncomfortable for Calely,

Syduey was refeased from the hospital on Saturday, May 7, 201 1, which should have been
the-exchange day for Sydney. Lise was fully aware of the exchange to osour ot Saturday, but

called and céncelled. Lisa claims that because Syduey had just gotien out of the hospital, Calsb

=

was 0ot {it 1o care for Sydney. Counsel addressed this issue in a letter to Lisa, but no response

5

Twvas received.

At the niexi exchange, on Friday, May 13, 2011, Caleb arrived at the Family Court and

‘cirgumistances, the exchange will not be able to take place.” The message was sent one {13

|| minute before the exchangs was supposed to oceur. As a vexult, Caleb contacted the police io

facilitate the cxchange, but Lisa and the minov child could vet be tocated {Caleb &t obiaining o

wopy of the police report coud will supplement kiz Morion wpon receipf).
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Ower the course of this litigation, Caleb has become friends with Paul, The similarities
berween theiz cases 15 ¢erie and cannot be ignored by the Cowt. A chart of some of the

stmilarifies 1s outlined as followss

W

,_M
o

GAMBINI

HASKINS _

Lise mads false allegations
that Paul Gambini commilied

diging their marriage:

Lisa mads false sllegations

| that Caleb Hasking commitied

domestic violence against her
during the maiage.

Lisa made false allegstions
gt Payl Sambint shisad
thelr minor child (in the-case it
was sexusl sbuse gnd

- physical abuse),

Uisa made false allegalions.
that Caleb Hasking sbused
helr minod child {physicallys
leaving black eyes).

Lisa sought "excessive.
miaoical trsatment” for har
child with Paul Gambird which
resulted in an award of sole
legal cusiogy o Paul Gambini,

Lisa, without Calet's
knowledgs and consent, hes

| fraquently taken Sydney o

doctor appomtments and
mads untruthiul o obitain
madical resiment which was
unnecessary ang
unwarranied,

K was deteriined iFLisa's
behavior continusd ard wert
unchscked, parental
ghenation would ascur, Due
to the fact it went unchecked

“and untreated, Dr. Lenkeit
getermined parental alianation.

DID) goeur.

Lisz's behavior at.exchanges,
in waiting for Sydney (o ory
befdre she will turn the child.
over o Galsh show g level of
sirnitar to e conduct
gxhibited in e Gambini case.. |

| D Paglin determined the

fninor child in this case inhe

{ i "serious danger Fleft in tha.
P care and custody” of Lisa.

Al this point, Caleb does not
know where Lisa or the mingr
chill zre located. Lisahas
refused o conduct exchanges
- and Caleb is fearful for '
Sydney's safely. Lisa has
mental prabiems which cannct

be ignored by the Court
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GARMBINI

HASKINS

Lisa ook Cameron when he
was six {6 weeks old and
denied Paul vigitation with the
baby. Lisa's history with Payl
is a clear indicator that she.
carmol ce-parent and does
notbelieve that frequent
assontation is Important;

Lisa 1ok Sydnaey from Calsh
when she was approimatsly
four {4) months oid and
refused alf contget untll
%;f{iﬂ»’ay was ggproximately

| sine {8y mionths old and & was
| Orderer by Judge Moss,

Hght whicd

Haction is sot taken to protect Sydney, Caleh is fearttl of the end results. At this point,

Lisa needs io produce the child and be placed on closely supervised visitation to protect Sydney
pending completion of a psychological evaluation us Ordered by the Conrt.

Ei“
Lezal Analvsiy

A Caleb's regugsi for the Disiricr Court to Bear this matter Shoudd be sranted and
the Court should « *em;" ed 1o the Nevadi Supreme Conrt thal it v inclined o gropt
the refief v >£§f3£mwc'f By {,af€§3

As this Court knows, Lisa has engaged in a cowrse of conduct, in repeatedly filing cases

Handfor pie—a@iﬁgg with the Nevada Supreme Cougt, which has essentially caused o stay of ldgation

I indicates it is in the best inerest-of Sydney to medily legal and physical custody,

awarding Liss simply supervised visitation. The proper method to allow this Court to hear the
{new Information and issue nidings s for Caleb 1o file his Motion at the District Court fevel and

request the Court issng an Ondor stating i is inclined to gravy the relief sought and said Crder

should be certified 1o the Nevada Supreme Count so the Appeal may be remanded to the Sistrze:i:

Court, Hunepouit v, Huréyentr, 94 Wev, 79, 575 P24 585 {15783,

B. Caled s request for sole legal custody should be granted,

Lisa suffers from an vntreated medical condition which maultiple Judges at the District
Court level have attempted to help Lisa sddress so that she can he aetively Involved with her

children, Like the other Judges, fudge Mbss was concertied about Yhis jssue and entered an Order
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Lenkeit, Dr. Paglin, and lanniter Elliot Tovano (now a member of the Family Cowrt bench,

Jenmifer Elliot)) so that she could fully understand Lisa’s menal health ilinesses; Unfortunately,

befove Judge Moss could obtain all of the evaluations, she vohutarily recused hexself from the
case and ¥t was {ransferred (o the Honorable Judge Brice €. Duekworth (*Judge Duckworth™)
Due e the stay, it is unknown whether Judge Duckworth has secured the entire evaluation fife ag
Judge Moss indivated in her prior Orders,

Since the initial hearings before Judge Moss, Lisa’s patiern of mental Instability has
become mert pronounced with Lisa taking Svduey to repeated pediatric appointments without
notifying Caleb in viclation of the Cowrts Orders; clalming to Sydney’s pediatrician that Caleb is:

v

a “drug addict” who has used drugs during his visitations with Sydoey thus resulting In the

pedintrician completing drug sesting of the minor olild; claiming Caleb is physically abusing the

minoy ¢hild and attempting to document. throughy medical records. the alleged abuse through

1| siories tather than proof: and withhotding the ¢3ild during Caleb’s custodial timeshare without

cause. AR of Lisa’s actiony in thiy case, paraliel thut Gunbini cose, and the Court needs to
fake aetion o pretect Syvdney before it is too fasel

Lisa has violeted the legal custody Orders of the Cowt on st least five (3) separate

cecasions by taking Svdney to the pediaitician without notifying Caleb of the appointments. In

| the (rombind case, Dr. Pagling determined that Lisa wasa danger to her other ¢lild based upon

“eaxgessive medical freatrent™. Lisu bebavior inthisense s exactly the type of behavior whick
""" sed D, Paglind 1o veconmmend to the Court, which was adopted asan Order, that Gambini
receive sote fegal castody to protest the rainor child.

Here, Lisa cannot continue 1o have legal vusiody of Svdney because she will continné to

endanger the child. As such, Caleb requests the Court grant him sole legal custody of the minor
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child and enter an Order that he provide Lisa with copies of all medical, professional, and
educational records.

C. Caleh s request for primary ghvsical custody showld be gremted.

In eatering orders with regard fo custody and support of minor children, the Court’s

paramount consideration i making such decisions should be the welfare of the childen.

Cudbertson v, Culberfson 91 '?siev.._r?;t}ﬁ{ 533 P.2d 768 {1974}, Moreover, the puiding pineiple in.
the court’s exeveise of diseretion In cases aff fecting the rights and wellare of the children is the

best inferests and the welfare of the children whose vights are involved. Frenkell ¢ Frenkell, 86

Rewv, 397, 469 P.2d 701 (1970). Furthermore, Nevada law has stated that a determination Tor ail

custody determinations Hes in the particudar facks and sircunistances of each-case. frnold ™,

Arawld, 95 Nev: 851, 604 P.2d 109 (197 9%

When Parties” bave joint physical custody the prevailing theory to modifv the castodial

|| arrangement 18 an application of the best interest standard as set forth In VRS § 125 480, Pursuam

1o VRS § 125,480 {4) best interest is defined as follows:

() The wishey of the ¢idld if the child is of sufficient age and.
capaeily to forn an intelligent preférance as to his custody.

(b} Any nomination by a pavent ot & guardian for the child.

(¢} Which parent is more likely o allow the child to have frequent
associations and 2 continuing relationship with the non-
custodial parent,

{d) The level of conflict between the parents,

{3 The shility of the parsnts to cooperate to meet the needs of the
child.

{f) The mental and ghysical health of the parents.

i‘ﬂ The physical, developmentsd and emodonsl needs of the-child.

(I The noture of the I‘eidﬁ‘iﬂﬁai‘ﬁp of the child with each parent.

(1) The ability of the vhild to maintain a relationship with any
sibling, '

(i} Any history of parental abuse or neglect of the child or 2 sibling
of the child.

{k} Whether gither parent or any other person seeking custody has
engaged in an act of domestic violence against the child. a
parent of the child or any other person residing with the child.

{1} Whether cither pavent or any person sceking custody has

17
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engaged i an agt of abduetion,

in the current action, we are dealing with a one {1y year old baby, Sydaey. At this point,

{ Syduey is not of & sufficient gie o talk let alotie state a preferonce regarding her custodial

stfuation. Movgover, the parents have not nominated anyone o act as guardian of the minor child.

The other factor of NREE 125 480 which 1s not relevant in this case is domestie violence.

Menigl Health of the Perents/Conflict of the Perents

Lisa is menwally i} pusstant to finding of a number of professionals involved with the

Family Court incloding, bur nol linsited to, the following: Dr. Lenkeil- who stated that Lisa

needed “to address serfous problems i her 8 and getsomwe help™ and infermed the Cowt that i

her “behavior continued unchecked parental alienation would certainly ke place™ lennifer Biliot
| Tovano {(now & member of the Family Court berch, Jennifer Ellioty who determined theve is

| “substantial evidence of Defendant’s [Lisa’s) psychological problems and distortion of reality™:

: and Dr.John Paglini- who determined that #f Lisa’s olild was teft.in her care the child was in

| “serious danger” and that Lisa's behaviors were “bizarre” and “extreme”™ . Despiie these

evaluations, Lisa has continued 1o refuse to get help Tor her mental illness since 2001, Based
upon the foregoing, there can be no doubt that Lisa saffers from 4 serous menial 1 {hness!

Additionsliv, Lisa falsified an Application for a Temporary Protection Order which was

granted. Thereafter, Caleb was required 1o file an Opposition o Lisa’s request to extend the

Temporary Protection Order with a Request to Dismiss the T emporary Protection Order Nuse Pro

Tune. Atthe hearing, Counsels for the Parties met and dhzcussed the faots. when facod with

vredible evidence that she was lying, Lisa agresd to disnmss the Temporary Protection Order

Nusze Pro Tune. Moreover, ot Caleb’s request, Lisa agreed to adopta Mutual Behavioral Owder in

Lisa’s behavior has created wineeded conflict i this matter and cannot go unnotived by
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| matter, carmot be considered in fhis acton, However, the Nevada legisiamre has specifically

|1 the worst kind of gbuse. Lisa’s behavior pullsinto guestion whether or 1ot she understands the

difference between right and wrong. Moreover, it guestions whether she is able to make rational

choices or if she is onoe again “distorting reality”, Rither way, Lisa’s behavior saises to the level
that is far beyond that of parents in a custedy dispute

Caleb is fearful that if Lisa is willing to make up Hes agaitist him to get a Tem porary
Proteciion Order, when she knew full well that the police report woudd not support her

o Y

atfcgations, she may be willing to take additional steps to extricate him from Svdnev's {ife. Calob

| s spoken with Paul.and knows the lengths that Lisa will go 1o maintain the child, including
same of the things that have already vocurred, stch as filing a false Application for a Temporary

| Protection. Order. Caleb is not only fearful for the child's safety, but fearful for himself

Caleb believes that all of these issues are related to Lisa’s mental illness, However, Caleb

w180 belteves that Lisa has the ability to seek assistanoe to aid her in addressing her mental iliness.

| Lisa has & very sopportive family, althonghthey have sw ept her mental iliness under the rug, and.

with their support, Calely believes Lisg could gat help, lisa gets he Ap, it iz Caleb’s desire for
them 1o eo-parent Sydney and share physical costody, but unéi! this acawrs, Ueleb and Bvdney
must be protecied by the Court.

History of Pavewt Abuse and Ne

tecs AR to Mainiein a Siblin g Relutionskiy

Lisa previously srgued that the other case she has pending o Clark County, the Gambind

a

made the issue of other eases relevant in custudy procesdings ine huding allowing the Disndet

Cowrtio review, “(j) Any history of parental abuse or neglect of the child or 2 il g of the

child” As such, Lisa s mental health illness as determined in the Gambint maiter cannot 20

unnoticed by the Court, rather the Court is required to look at the other case and determine
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{Uameron's life and she is doing the same to Sydney. At this point, Sydney i not safe

Sydney’s best interest based upon the shuse and neglect determined 1o have cceurred in the prior
fitigation,

[y fact, Lisa's mental iliness bas caused her to lose dustody of another child, Cameron.

Lisy lost vustody because of her mental ilness; bat also because of prior physical and menal

abuse toward Cameron mcluding seeking excessive medical treatment and falsely claiming the
child’s Father sexually abuse lim..

Hlgre, Lisa has sngaped in a pattern of conduct showing that she will abuse andior neglecr
Sydnoy in an attempt Yo miake fatss allegations of Caleb. Quite frankly, Lisa prior aliegations
against Camerow’s dad are being mimicked uy this case asset forth in ihe chart hereln. Lisa has
shown in the Gambind matier that she is willing to.do whatever is necessary to remove Paul from

i

i Lisa’s

feare-and custody.

Duug to these 1ssues. Liva dogs not maintain contact with Cameron thus Liss could not
Introduce Bydney and Cameron. As such, Svdney sud Cameron would lose the ability to build &

bond and maintain e refationship. However, Caleb s friendly with Cameron’s Dad, Pagl. Caleb

believes that he-and Paul wounld be able to work oul an arrsagement to introduce the children and

»

| altuw them 1o be lnvolved in each others fives. Caleb beleves this Is extremely important to

1 Sydney’s development and growth,

Frequent Association bty fo Cooperate ip Meet the Child's Needs

Caleb believes oy 4 resilt of hor irental illvess, Lisa refusesto involve Caleb in Syduey’s

Hife and hasrefused all atterpts by Caleb to maintain a relationship with the minor child, Lisa’s

goal singe the commencement of this action is to do whatever is necessary o extricate Caleb

%

{rom Syduey’s life. Albelt Lisa may not believe that statement, due to her montal health illness,

| Lisa’s actions and conduct speak volumes 10 ber desireto keep Caleb from Syduey.

i5
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Due o her mental health illness, Lisa cannot comprehiend the importance of Caleb
maintaining a frequent relationship with Sydney and doesnot want that velationship to occur.
Lisa’s behavior shows a complete disvegard for Caleb in Sydney’s 1ife and her unwillingness tor

foster a relationship between the infant aud her Father, Sinee the initial hearing on custody, Liga

| has made up false allegations that Caleb is using drugs. while Sydney is present, duri ng visitation;

claimed Calebris physically abusing the child; and caused the exchanges of Sydney fo be flled
with tirmoedl because of Lisa’s upwillingness io cooperate,

Unlike Lisa, Caleb wants both Parties to be involved in Sydney’s life. Ualeb wants Tisa

1o be mentally healthy and able to care for Sydney thus allowing them o co-parent. FvenifLise

refiases (o objain mental health services, Caleb believes theve are ways which wonld allow Lisa to
waintam & relationship with Sydney that protects both Caleb and Sydney. Let there be no

mistake, Calel recoprized, based upon attending COPE, reading books and purticipating in &

1 parenting class that Sydney needs a Mother and Father, but he also recognizes thet Lisa cannot

help: Syduey uniil she Helps herself,
Abductinn

NRN§ 200.310 states in relevant part that the act of abduetion ecours when dperson

“carrics away or debeins any minor with the fnfent fo keep, imprison, or confine the minos Jrom.

kis or her parents, guardians, or any other person kaving fangil custody of the miner”,

{EMEPHASIS ADDED} Inthis action, Caleb alleges that Lisa has engaged i an act of abduction.

3. 3

which makes her unfit to bave joint or primary physical castody of Sydney. Specifically, Lisa has
hidden the child fror Caleb since her release from the hospital on May 7, 2011, and possibly
temoved the child from the jurisdiction. At present, Caleb does nof have s physical address for
Lisa beeguse she continues to elaim it is “contidential™ thus Caleb’s only manner in which to

locate Sydney is at Lisa’s pavents’ house, The police have gone to the residence, in an sttempt to

w ES
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locate Lisa and the minor child to no avail

Conclusion

Based upon the foregoing, Caleb reguests the Court prant him the Tollowing temporary
relief (1.} temporary physical custody {2.) visitation for Lisa with supervision through Donna’s
| House; and (3.) a mental health éxamination of Lisa with follow through based upon the
| recommendation of the mental healih evalygtor.

B, Calelis reguest for a mentud evalnotion of Liva should be eranted

Pursuant to ¥NROF § 35 (a), a Party may, by Motion, ask thet the opposing side be
subjected to a physical or mental exam upon & showing of good cause. This is commonly called
an Independent Medical Exam or IME for -ﬁi‘i(}_ﬁ, Here, Lisa has a long standing history of mental
iliness which has forced her 1o Jose custody ot one (1) child because experts found herto be g
danger 1o the child, Assuch, Caleb believes s Cowt should enter an Order redpiring her e
eomplete a substantially siimilar evaluation with an equally qualified individual who shoald he
provided the prior reposts 1o ensuse Lisa’s mental healih illness bas been properly addressed.

B Ladeb’s request for ay Order fo Show Canse should be gropwted gnd an gyvidentiory
hearing should be st

Chapter teeenty-two {22) of the Nevada Revised Statues is solely designed to desi with
izsues of comempt in the Nevada Courl. NRS§ 22.040 states,

When the contempt is not committed i the inmiediate view and
presesee of the cowrt or judge, a warrant of attachiment siav be
issued to bring the person charged to answer, or, without &
§:xr3>»-.§_€}§£-b agrvest, a warmant of u:m';m;izimei’;i‘.ma}f’:;.__ upon no i‘;i{;r:;, oF
upon an order to show cause, be grapted; and ne wartant of
commitment shall be issued without such previous attachmeni 1o
answer, or such notice ororder o show canse.

As such, when contempt iv sought for & person whe has not previously been arrested, the

| proper procedure for the Court o hear the matter is foran . Application to be made {or the issuance.

)
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of an Order to Show Cause. If the Court then believes, based uipon the Application and

avcampanying Affidavis, that contempt may have occurred, an Order to Show Cause should b

issued,

Pursuant to NRS § 22.010.{1) and {3} acts or omdssions constiuting contempt including
the follywing:

1. Disorderty; contemptucus or insalent bebavior toward the judge
while he is holdmcr GO, O engdged in his jndicial duties at
chambers, or toward masters or arhirgtors while silting on a
reference O arbitration, or other judicial procecding,

3. Disvbedience pr resistance 10 any lawfal writ, order, rale or
processissued by the court or judee at chambers.

Disobedience is defined as *lack of obedience or refusal 1o coraply; disregard or

transgression™ and resistance Is defined as “the act or power of resisting, opposing, or

withstanding. ™

Prrsuant to NRS 22100 (2), the penalty for contemptis as a fine of ap 1o $300.00 per
chatge and/or imprisonment not 1o exceed twenty-five (25 Ydays per viokation. In addition,
according to NES 22,100 (3), if conternpt is found e Court may require reimbursement of foes

and costs resnlting from the request for conteript,

Count I- Denying Caleb’s visitation on February 10, 201 1.
Count.I]- Denyimg Calely's visttgtion on May 7, 2011

Comt Iil-  Denving Caleb’s visitation on May 13, 2011,
Count IV~ Failing to notify Caleb of a doctor’s appointment for the minor clild on

February 10, 2011,

T Hsohedience.” Dictionmycom Unabrideed (v 1.0 _,3: Based on the Randofn House Unabr idged Lhetionary, ©.

; _ I‘it}*‘d‘ ence,
"{R}»ﬁmm}m i s,?n.,z;{v&.zm s Linah fzdg)w v f.45 17, Based on the Random House © ?mi'sndgéd ;‘,}mmnaﬁ £

Randotn House, Ine, 2006, 36 Oer 2008,  Dictionsry.com hupidictionary. reference combrovese/resistant
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Court V- Failing to notify Caleb of 4 doctor’ s appobmment for the minor child on

| March 1,201 1,

-

Count Vi Failinyg to notify Caleb of'a doctor's appoiniment for the minor child on
March 14,2011,

Count: VI~ Failing 1o notify Caleb of a doctor™s appointroent {or the minor child on
March 24, 2011,

Count VIII-  Failing 1o notify Caled of a doctor's appointment for the minor child on
April 2, 2011,

Based upon the foregoing, Caleb requests the Court Issue an Order 10 show cause on elght
{8Y sepsrate counts of contempt and that she roceive two hundred (200} days in jail, 2 sancdon of

$4.000.00, and Caleb’s attomey fees and costs for having 1o bring this Motion.

E. Caled s request for attorney foes and costs showld Be pranted

EDCR § 511, states inrelevant part as follows:

{8} Before wny family division motion js beard by thie court, the
movant ssast attempt to contact and communicate with the
other party”s counsel, or that party is unrepresented, in an
attempt 1o resolve the issues in dispute without necessity of
court intervention. Failure to comply with this provision may
resuil in sanctions being imposed against the movant and
award of altorney’s fees and costs 1o the non-movant is the
ssues would have, in the opinion of the cowrt been resolved i
the movant had attenipted to resolve the jssues. prior fo the
hearing, [ Emplasis sdded]

Caleb’s Counsel bas sent & correspondence pursuant to EDCR § 5.1 attempting to resolve

moment and come 1o her senses, Caleb needs to protest Sydney and the only way to do so s to

ask the Couwrt 1 iervens.,
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enforce the writ, order, rule o process the reasonable expenses,
including, withowt Hmitation, attorney s fees, incurred by the party
as & result of the cotempt

contempt to proteet the mivor child. In less than six (6) months, Lisa has cleatly violated the

Cowrt's Orders on at least eight (8) separate occasions. Caleb is fearful if he does not hold Lises

| feet 1o the fire on the vielations, Liss will contite to feel vindicated and will continue 1o

becoming which is placing Svdney in danger, Caleb neads the Court to act swifily 1o wotest the
prart o » Eat .. ; A

|| miror child.

NRS § 18.010 states fn relevant part as follows:

1. The compensation of an attorney and counselor for his services

is governed by agreement, express or implied, which is not

restrained by law.

2. In addition to the cases whitre an allowance is authorired by

speeific statate, the court may make an allowance 58 atorney s

fees o a prevailing party:
{#) When Iie has not recovered more than $20.000: or
{ ?3; Without regard to the recovery sought, when the court
finds that the claim, Qﬁiiﬂ?uﬁiﬁlﬁ} vross-cladm or third-
party complaint or defense of the OppUsing party was
brought or maintained withoul reasonable grouwnd orto
harass the prevailing party. The court shall berally
consteue the provisions of this parvagraph in favor of
awarding ﬁi‘i{‘ii‘i’i'ﬁ}‘ 5 fees i all appropriate situations. fris
the fntent of the Legislatire that the court award attorney’s:
fees pursuant to this pasgraph and impose sanctions
pursuant 1o Rule 1T of the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedurs
in all appropriate shuations to punish forand deter
frivoelous or vexativus claims and defenses because such
claims and defenses overburden mited judicial TOSOIICEs,
hinder the timely resolution of mevitoeious claims and
inerease the costs of engaging in business and providing
prafessional services to the public.
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3. lnawarding attorney’s foes, the court may pronounge its
devision on the fees at the conclusion of the trial or special
proczeding without written motion and with or without
presentation of additiona! evidence.
Caleh understands that 1his is a verv delicate situation becanse of Liss’s mental bealth
issues. Neverfheless, Caleb is not 3 vich man and he cannet afford & long protracted batile which
has ensued becange of Lise*s continued violations of the Court’s Order, Hes and misuse of the

appear provess, Ualeb anticipates that the Cowst will reguire a momal evaluation of Lisa and in

Heu of prefiminary attorney foes, Caleb 15 asking that Lisa be Ordered to pay the costs associated

1 with the IME. However, Caleb also reguests the Court reserve additions] sttorney fees based

upon Lisa’s inappropriate behaviorin blocking contact with Sydiey and nnnecessarily increasing
i i : o b= e z ol =

thie cost of this g gation.
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Conglusion
Therefore, tased upon the foregoing, the Caleb reguests this Court o enter an Order
i. Pursuant o the holding m Hwwevewt v Humeveut indicating the District Cowrt is
inclined fo-grant the relief reguested by Calel which should be centitied o the

Nevada Supreme Court,.

Z Awarding Caleb sole legal custody of Svdneys

Lk
«

Awarding Calsb primary physical castody of Sydoey and setiing supervised
vigitation for Lisa:

For a menal evaluation of Lisa 1o be scheduled within two (2) weeks of the
hearing date;

{ssuing an Order to Show Canse and an ovidentiary hearing on Lisa’s contemgr of
Cemrts

6. Awarding the Plaintiff attormey fees and costs; and

7. Any and alf related selief the Court deers just and proper.

Dated this_ éﬁ*‘?{@ day of May, 2011,

ROBERTS STOFFEL FAMILY LAW GROUYP

By: if‘if Yana vyl 55&{}»«/%“ 7
Amanda M. Roberts, Hsq, T
State of Nevada Far No. 9294
Juson P. Stoifel, Exg,

State of Nevads Bar No, 8368

2011 Pinto Lane, Suite 100

Las Végas, Nevada 89106

BH: (762) 474-7007

FAX: (7023 474-7477

EMATL: attorneys@viamilylaw,com
Adtoraey for the Plaintiff, Caleb Haskins
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1 Conferancs. Afler hearing argument, Judgs Moss issued su Order for the Parties 1o maintain atied

AFFIDAVIT OF CALEB HASKINS

BTATE OF NEVADA 3
_ IR
County of Clark 3
i 1, Caleh Haskins, am the Plaintdif in the above referenced matter. 1 have read the

foregoing and i is stated upon belisve and true o the best of my knowledge,

2. The Parties to this action are Lisa Myers ("Lisa™) and Caleb Haskins (*Calet™).

|1 The Partios were married on the 21" day of Beptember, 2009, in Las V egas, Nevads. There is ong
{1} minor child who was conceived prior to the Parties” marriape and born shertly afler the

i marriage, to wit: Sydney Rose Haskins, born the 30 day of March, 2010 { { year old).

oy

3. O August 20, 2010, Caleb filed his Complaintfor divorce. Un September 3.

2010, Lisa filed 1o extend the Temporary Protection Order, (“TPO™) based apon nuade up facts
24 POrars 2 . Y B

and allegations. The hearing for the TPO was sef for September 23, 2010, at 2:00 p.an. The TPO

was distmissed nuwe pro fune based upon & stipnlated agreevent between the Parties, because it

| was gcknowledged that Lisa was nottruthfd in her TPO Apphication, .f%ﬁﬁﬁ'ii{ma%}y,_ due to Lisa’s

mental health problems s owtlingd herein more specifically, Caleb sought a stipulation fora

Mutual Behavior Order which Lisa agreed w adopt (vante has been sudmiited 1o the Couwrt for the

Judge s signatire becanse Lisa’s prior Counsel refused ko sign-off o1 same).

4. On Janoary 10, 2011, g hearing was held before the Honorable Judge Moss
{“fudge Moss™) for 8 Case Management Conference. Al the time, Lise indicated she tied to filz a

Peramptory Challenge of Judge Moss, but the Court Clexk refused o file-same. Judge Maoss took

the matier under advisemeni and determing the proper procedure o resolve this matter,

5 Cn January 11, 2011, Judge Moss issued an Order denying Lisa’s request

| pertaining to the Perenplory Challenge hecause it was untimely.

8. Un January 19, 2011, « subsequent hearing was held for the Case Management
legal and physical custody of Sydney, Essentially, Lisa and Caleb exchange Svidney overy three

{3) days at the entrance 1o Family Court during the week and at Donma’s Flouse on the weekend
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(the timeshire started on Javwary 19, 2011 with Caleb picking wp Spdney at 4:00 pm.s.

Additional Orders were put Ife place that an outsource evaluation would be complets based upon

Lisa’s long standing mental health issues to deternting if Liss was a dan serde the child, The

| Court also indicated it wonld obialn copies of the prior Cowrt Ordered evaluations 1o aid the Court

i1 this mafier.

7. O Febrogry 4, 2017, Lisa filed her first filing with the Nevada Sepreme Court,

| Sincethis filing, Lisa hax filed approximately twetty-three (23Yadditional documents with the

Nevada Supremo Court inclading two {2) separate cases. Lisa iy asing the filings with the

Nevadg Supreme Court to avold aliow the Family Cowrt to properip adiress her wentil

disorders and safety cosscerns with the miner clold

8. Gn March 10, 2011, Judge Moss entered a Minute Order wherein she voltmtarily
revused hersell because she had read a “List Serve™ posting by Caleb's Counsel in reference to
this case. The Order 6f Recusal was filed on Apeil 14, 2011,

9. Since this thue, no hearings have gone forward in the District Court Family

|| Division because of Lisa’s repetitive filingy with the Nevade Supreme Court.

1, After the TPO was filed, Caleb learned that Lisa las a listory of mental fllness

33 hd

diagnosed by physicians, which she never disclosed to Caleh. The diagnosed history pf memal

iilness that Lisa has dates back to her 2007 divorce case with her first hushand, Paul Gambini,

{"Paul”). Lisa had sccused Paul of sexual abusing the couples® child as well as commitiing

domestic violence against her, Both of these claims turned sit to be false and completely

vnsubstantiated. This was just the start of a pattern of les that have now boiled over to Bilse

altegations agalnst Caleb and 2 pafiern of false clafms in an attempt to be awarded physical

Houstody.

th. Iman Order from her first divorce case, the Cowrt found that based UPON 8 repolt

i from D, Lonkelt, Lisa has fo “addeess some sedoug probiems in hey Hife and get some help™

| Adthough the Coust Ordered thar Lisa get some mental help at that time, Lisa diso beved the Court

Order and refused to acknowledgs her ments! liness or the effect her mental Hness has on her

bot
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children.
12, Thereafter, the Court appointed Dr. Joha Paglind 1o examine the Parties and his
fmdings wese conclusive and supported by evidence which he obtained in meeting with Lisa, Dr.

Paglint stated in part thay “the actions of the Defendant. (Lisa) are bizaree and extreme...™ Dr.

Paglini went on to states that the minor ¢hild (“Cameron”, bon to Fisa and her Srst husband
| Paul) “is in serlous danger i eft i the care and custody of the Defendant”. The Court also

{awarded Paul primary physical costody and sole legal costody of the minor child at that fime. Tn

addition, the only visitation Lisa bad was supervised through Donna’s House,

13, The mental iliness diagnosed by the doctors in Lisa's first divorce case went,

{ completely imtreated as Lisa did nothing to help herself get betier, Not only did she ignore the

recommendations of the doctors and the Order of the Court, she never disclosed to Caleb any

history of mental illpess. Triook Lisa's  brother, Steven Myers (“Steven™, to tell Caleb about hiv

| sisters past and present mental ilness. This mental health issue has caused Lisa to file 4 flse

PO against Caleb and then redact the TPO upon helng presented with proof of her lies, Lisa is

completely wistable and Caleb cannot trust her 1o not make ¢ allegation against hirn pertaining

1o Sydney:

14, Since the TPO was dismissed pune pro func, Caleb has atterpted 1o have contact

5]

with Lisg 1o gain visitation and access to Svdney, but Lisa refuses o cooperate. Caleb’™s Counsel

attemypied W resplve these issues with Lisa’s pior Cownse! hit no agreement could be reached,

11 Lisa is mking whatever steps are necessary 1o exiricate Caleb from Sydney’s life. Afl the while,
{Lisa.or a member of her family taut Caleb by sending a photograph of Sydney via lext message.
| Coineldentally, the text message was sent immediately prior to the TPO héaring in what Caleb

believes was an attempt to get him o violate the TPU and then seck jail or crimingl prosecution,

15 OnJmmey 19, 2011, after the hearing, Caleb’s Counsel was exchanging email
addressas with Liss. Caleb was standing next to his Cournsel, simply waiting, and Liss’s Father
approached and began badpering Caleb about “killing” Sydaey (“don’t let ber die”) and not doing

suytling to hurt the baby when she was in Caleb’s care. Counarl walked away with Caleb, but

T
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both were concemed gbout the child based upon the statements and Lisa's mental llness. Quite

frankly, Lisa’s medical records and mental evaluation seeny to indicate a propensity thar she
16, Singe the Court’s Order, Caleb has recently learned that Lisa has taken Sydney to.
the pediatrician and alleged Caleb was a drug addict. As a resolt of Lisa's untruthful stafements,

Sydney underwent drug tesfing 1o determine her level of exposure. The most revent drug testing
¥nT) # 24 T E B

-of the minor child ocourred on March 11, 2011, Caleb was not aware of the doctor appointuenys

1 advanee and was nod infomed after the faet of the doctor sppoiniments.

17 But for oblaining 8y c%ﬂw edical records, Caleb would have had no ides of

|1 Lisa’s continued unnecessary medical treatment. Caleh asked the doctor’s staff to notify him

whenever Lisa scheduled an appoimtment for Sydney, but the doctor’s stalf said that was net

i pussible and were wowilling to ald in ensare Caleb recoived notice of appointment.

18, The medieal records show that Lisa claims that Sydney had “black ayes” and Lisa.
took pictures of the injuries foccurred at doctor appointiuent on March 24, 2011), Caleb has
serious medical care when stie would make up viclous les sbout Caleb hurting Sydney.

19, Lisa has failed to petify Caleb of doctor appointment for Sydney which occurred
on the following dates: Febrogry 10, 2011; March 1. 2011; March 14, 2011 March 24, 2011 and
Aprd 2, 2011,

20, OF additional concem to Caleb is thar Lisa continues to fead Sydney Stage Two

baby food whick is specifically recommended for children who are six to nine (6-9) months old.

Sydniey 18 more than double the recommended age, but Lisa refases to provide her with table food

which is appropriate for her age group. Maoreover, Lisa only allows the child 1o use a slow flow

mipple which is recommended for newborn to theee (0-3) month old babies. Lisa claims i other
nipples are wsed, Sydoey will choke on the water although the child hes never had this problem in
Caleb's care and s drinking trom a sippy cup.

2T, The exchanges in this case have nof. gone smoothly, Lisa refoses to turn over
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Sydney to Caleb until she has the child so worked up that she s crying and upset. Lisa will bug
Sydney-and tell her that she does not have to worry it is only three (3} days with "him™. Lisa's
farnily has referrad to Caleb ag o “drug addict” at exchanges. Constantly, Lisa claiis that Sydney
isbeing abused in Caleb™s care. The Marshalls at the secwity station have witnessed Lisa's
antics, her vefusal to cooperate at exchianpes, and the fact she just plain dogs not show up.

22, Despite the Courl’s Order for joint physical eustody, Lisa has refused to wm over
the piivor ¢hild on three (3) separate oceasions: February 10, 2000 1; May 7, 2011; and May 13,
2011, Caleb s not had physical custody of Syduey since May 4, 2011, and faw exforcement
have atiempted to ntervene, but Lisa and the miner child cannot be located by law enforcement.
At thix poing, Caleb does not know the whereabouts of the minor ¢hild and is afiaid for her safety
based upon Lisa’s long standing history of mental illness.

25, OnMay 4, 2011, Celeb received a telephone call from Sydney’s daycare provider

indicating the child’s fever had spiked o 101 degrees. As such, Caleb notified Lisa and told her

ke was transporting Sydoey to the pedigirician fora check-up. The Parties” attend the doctor’s

appointment and the pedistrician determines Sydney is suffering from a virus and she should be

{ fine, but to keep.an.eye-on the child. Rather than return Sydney to daveare, Caleb offered to

allow Lisa 1o take the child home around 11:30 at, to avoid multiple exchanges that day,
24, Atapproxumately 430 pan, on May 4, 2011, Caleb received o wslephonie call from

Lisa indicsted Svdney had a sehzure and stopped breathing. As such, Lisa called an ambulance

11 and Sydney was fragsported 1o Sumnerlin Madical Center. hamediately, Caleb left work and

{1 rushed 1o the hospital. The emergency rooin staff witnessed Sydney have a selzurs in the

emergency room and therefore, she wag admitted.

25 While Sydney was In the hospital for 2 period of thres (3) days, Caleb would

froguently visit the hospital. During the visis, Lisa refiased to allow Caleb to hold Sydney

despite the fact the baby was waving and reaching for Caleb,. Eventually, Caleb convinced a

nuse 1o mgke Lise and her family leave the voom and he was able to hold Sydoey for thinty (30;

mimues without their constant badgering and name calling. Thereafier, Lisamade a coraplaint ip

LAY
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security and Caleb was not allowsd to be i the hospital room without the supervision of the
security guard. Each thme Calel would visit Syduey, Lisa's parents would muks snide comraonis
i Caleb and nyake the entive situarion uncomforiable for Caleb,

26, Syduey was released from the hospital on Satweday, May 7, 2011, which should

have been the exchange day for Sydney. Lisa was fully aware of the exchange to ocour on
2 3 i . ¥ . g

|| Saturday, but called and cancelled. Lisa claims that because Syduey biad just gotien o4t of the

hospital, Calel was viot it to care for Sydney. Counsel addressed this issue in a letter o Disa, buy
B Tesponse was received,
27, Atthe nextexchange, onFriday, May 13, 2011, Caleb arrived at the Family Count

and while wailing In the security sntrance received a text from Lisa which stated “Underthe

|| clreumstances, the exchange will not be able 1o take plage.” The message was sent one (1)

minutes before the exchange was supposed fo ocoun As avesult, Caleh comtacted the police to

facilitate the exchange; but Lisa aud the minor child conld not be located {Caleb is ohtgininga

taapy of the police veport and will supplement bis Mation LU FCeipt)

28 Overthe course of this Htigation, Caleb has become friends with Paul, The

similarities between their cases is gerie and cannot be ignoved by the Court, A chart of somie of

the yirlarities is.outhned as follows:

GAMBING | HASKINS

Lisa made false allegations Usa made false allegations |
i that Paul Gambini commitied | that Caleb Haskins commilted

: dpmeslic viplenoe against her | domestic viclence against her |
during thelr manizge, during the marriage. '

| Hisa mede false allegations
that Paul Gambinl abused Lisa mats falze pllegations

thelr minar child {inthe case it | that Caleb Hasking sbused

was sexust abuse and thedr rinor child (physically-
physical abusel. . =aving black eves),
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HASKINS

| Lisa sought "exessive
| medical teatment” for her

chiig with Paul Gambin whish-
resulied In.an award af solg
_legal custody o Pagl Gambind,

Lisa, without Calebs

knowledge and consant, has
freduently taken Sydney to
dostor appointments and
made unbiuthiul to obiain
medical reatment which was
unfigcessary and

_Griwatranted.

Hwas determined i Lisa's
behavior continued and went
unchecked, parentsl
alienation would cocyr, Tus
o the fact L went uncheckead
and uniraated, Dr. Lenkeft

DA oocur,

determined parental alienation |

Lisx's behavior at exchanges,
in waiting for Svidney ooy
nefore she will turn the child

over o Caleh show a level of

manipulation and controf
similar ko the nonduct

. exhibited in the Gambini case,

Dr. Paglint determinad the

pyiver shild iy this case o be

n “serinus danger Tieftin the
Gare and custody” of Lisa,

At this pairt, Caleh doss not

know whers Lisik or the mingr
chitd arg lovated. Lisa has
refused 10 conduct exchanges
and Caleb is fearful o
Sydney's safefy. Lisa has
mienial problems which cannot |

be ionored Dy the Court

Lisa took Cameron whan he.
WES sbe {8 wesks old and
denied Paul visitation with the
baby. Lisd's history with- Paut
is g clagr indicator that she
caringl so-parent and doss
not baliave that freguent

_gssonigiion is important,

| Lisa tock Sydney from Caleb

when she was spproximatsly
four {4) months oid and
refused all contact untii
Sydney was approximstely
nine {8} months old and Lwas
Qrdered by Judgs Moss.
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29, I action is not taken to protect Rydney, Calel is fearfn! of'the end resulis, At this
point, Liss nevds te produce the child and be placed on closely supervised visftation to protect.
Sydmey pending conmistion of @ psychological evaluation as Ordered by the Court. Lisa’s pattern

of conduct is extremely concerning and shows an Inshility w0 do what is in Sydney’s best intérest.

FURTHER YOUR AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT.

Rubsaribed and Sworn to before me this. [p—
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1§ ORDR

Lalohn P Lukens, Fag.

I Mevads Bar Now 843
LUKEMNE & KENT, CHTD.

8 550 E, Charleston %hfﬁ Suite B

' Las Vagas, Nevada S&’iﬂé

{"?ﬁ?ﬁ&ﬁ»i ign

Atorneys for Plaintiff

SISTRICTCOURT
- CLARK COLINTY, NEVADA

PALIL GAMBING

Plaintiff, Casge Nou; 2s0ony

Dept No 2 B

VE.

i LIBA S MYERS-GAMEBING,

Defendant.

GROER

This m&nﬁi"h&'&*iﬁg vome on for ant E‘Vidﬁﬁﬁé@‘y’ Hs‘:ﬁ;ﬁﬁgm the 15% -égy of August, 200% and |

Cont reconvening.on the 1 day of Qwemheg_;_ 2003, with the Plaintiff; im-ing.;}iﬁysiﬁaiiy present and |
sepresented by his counsel, John P, Lukens, Esq., of the law rm of LUKENS & KENT, CHTD,, and |

81 the Defendant being physically present and represented by her counsel, Gearge R. Carter, Eiq., and 1
ke Coust having reviswed all issues; haviog reviewed portions of the repors by De. Lenielt daved |
August 20, 2001, Jennifer Ellioit-Tavane dated Wovernber 8, 2002, amd D, Paglind dated November
B, 3 ?ﬁg_ii)@ﬁ; baving heard the testimony ofthe parties and WHHESSER; acd having heasd the argumenty

) of Counsel, hereby renders the following FINDINGS OF FaCT,
Thas tus Court found on Ovtober 25%, 2001, more thas twe YRS ago that the Defendant had
S ¥ “toaddress sérious problems in her fif and get somehelp.” {Quoting from the previous Order of this
- Court dated Ootober 25, 2001 This finding is found in the test wmony of D¢ Lenkett who testified at
the hearing ip thiz mstier. The Court finds Dy, Lenleit o credible witness who was ahle t6 support his |

finding detatled on page 12 of his report Fom August, 2001 whereln he found the Plaintif'to be |

Fagaioi &
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1t noemat but that the Befendant’s behavior ralsed substantial canicems and that ifher bebavior continued

_iﬁﬁi&g@kﬁ%j parental alienation would certainly take place. The Court specifically finds that the
¥ Defendant’s behavior sontinued unchecked and that alienation has, in fact; taken place. Tho very
problem that Dr. Lenkelt predicted in his Asgust, 2001 report, iigs, in f3ot, taken place.

This Court finds that the Defendant did not “get some help,™ dospite the Court at that time
- finding that if Ge “Defendant does not commence freatment immediately, she may sisk losing the
 child and § change of custody may secur”™ [Quoting from the previous Order of this Count dated
Cotober 25%, 20013

”i%a‘s:i:h:%s-{’;mﬁ:iﬁ Angust of 2002 “accepted” the report of D William Bohy, and selivved the

- Defendant fiom the obligation of seeking westment. The Court now specifically fnds thet Dy, Sole

11§ did ot address the problems which had previously concerned the Court and thet the actions of the

12
13
14
15
16 _5
17

18

ig]
201
21
EE::
rx}
2%
25
26
37
28

4

Defondant which caused the initial coritern vontinued unabated through the commencement of the
présent getion.. At tat time, Augustof 2002, the Courtdid order the pariies for mediation and to work |
onthe issueof co-parenting. The mental health professional selecred by the Court was Jennifer Efliot
Tovano {(now a membsr of this beneh).

That the parties did, in fact, as ordersd meet with Ma. Tevano, Ms. Tovano, an expert in the.
figld of child custody, having been previously appotnted by this Coust on several occasions, Ms.

Tovano in her report found, and testifed to, substantiel evidence of die Defondant’s paychologicat "

probiems and distordon of reality. Ms. Tovans recommended shat the Defendant seek pevchologival © 4

help. The Court finds Ms. Tovang credible and gives her evaluation substantially more waight than

the report by Dir. Solir, D, Sobr met with the Defendant celadvely brisfly and aot to the in-depth

| extent that Ms. Tovane did.

The Coun finds that the witnesses pressnted by the Defendant in the bearing wers competent

and well qualified.. However, the Coust also Bnds thay they Jdid sot address the concerns this Count
 had for the behavior of the Defondant. The Defandant may be able to funciion in the work place, or |
with her parents, byt the Court finds that a5 3 custodian of the child, the child would be i actual |

- danger.

Page 2of §
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The Court determinest that beecaude of the conflict between the rospective position, and

s Mgiﬁmgh the Defendant™s witnesses wers less relevant than wereihe PlaintifF's, that the Court would
1| appoint its own expert to exayine the parties, the evidence, and make a reconmnendagion tothe Oourt. |
The Court appointed Dy. fohn Pagling, PRI

The Court finds that Dr. Paglint did, in fact, conduct s thorough investigation and 8
& eomprobensive testing procedire to the setisfaction of the Court. The Court accepts the findings and
?§ recommendations of D Paglind fr wto. The Cowt further finds that Dr. Paglini's findings, |
wonchusions, as confained in his report, were fully in accord, aad supported by all of the evidence
| sdduced at the evidentiney hearing held befors this Cowy,
| The Court finds that although both sides were given the opporumiy 10 call Dr. Paglinias a

b1 §f witness and cross-exsmine Him or challenge his findings and conclusions, acither side availed

themselves of that oppartanity.
The Cowrt finds, then, based upow al} of the evidence, and relying heavily upos the ruport of
DO, FPagling, thut the following facts are frup and established by the svidence : .
13 The parties mingy child, Camngron, 15 in sericusdangerifieft in thecars andd qustody |
of the Defendant; |
23 Tha Defendant hus bad the opportonity to address et paychologival problems over
the Tast two yeurs, but hes failed to do sy
3) The actions of the Defendant are bizarre, sxireme, and as testified to By M,
Tovano, based upon & dizsiortion of reality;

4) There has been & significant and major change of cireumsiances sinee the entry of |

ansbated and without the benefit of counseling all to the major detrimens of the child;
i NOW THEREFORE «

¥ 18 BERERY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Coust shail
gcoep! the recommiendations of Dr. Paglint primarily o protectihe child and secondarly o LoRounge
' the Defendant fo seek serious, ongoing peychotherspy. Dir. Paglind suggests the ultimate gosl for the

pariies 1 shared physionl sustody; htvwaver, presently Defendant shall kave supervised visilating sov

Fage3of 6
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i & ot to pur the child atrisk,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREERD that, based upon the |
recomumendations of Dr. Pagling, the Plaintiff sholl be awarded PRIMARY PHYSICAL CUSTORY
of theminor child, and SOLE LEGAL CUSTODY duets the sxpessive medical treatment of the ohild |
by Defendant in the past. Sole isgst vustody is hereby ordered under the condition that Plaimify
' provide Defendant with copies of all medical, professional, and educational secords fir the child,
| IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGEDR AND DECREED that Defendant shal] have

SUPERVIBED VISITATION with the child through Dionna®s House svery Satorday and Bunday from
10:00 5.« 11:00 am. 1 the parties can agree on another suptrvisor, the Court witl aliow acheage |
inthesupervisor, I addition, if e parties need to adjust the visitation Bimes, hat can alse be done,

it iz further ovdered thet in order 1o facilitate this visitation, cither the Blaintiff or his designes may

{¥ IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED ANT DEC REED thay, a5 recomsnended by |
L. Paglind, Dr. Elizabeth Rischett and D, Stephanis Holland shall be appoinred 1o assiat with te
caze. One of the doctors shull work as the wreating therapist for the Defendant snd fhe other dovtor
shall work s themaster clinician who shall soordinate any issuey'with the Court, monitor Defendant's
progress with the therapist, and make recomymendations 1o, the Court 85 to expanding Defendant’s |

visitation with the child, Counsel shall work together to determine what role each doctor wit] have

§ and present tieir decision to the Coun by December 5, 2003, The Cowrt’s staff shsl then sontact the ] |

doctors and provide them with coples of the reports. Upon § nguiny by the Court, counsel sdvised thay
wouid stipulate to waive any conflict and allow the Count 1o have Ex Pants communication with the |

dactor chiden us the master olimician, The master clinician may contact the Court when she feels |

3§ visitation may be expanded.

IT{S FURTHER ORDERED, ABJUDGED AND DECREED that thers shall beno Further

§ videotuping between the parties as this kas been deteimental 1o the child.

284 IT 85 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Plaing#f shail be |

i)

i

28

awarded Attomey"s Fees in the amount 0£51, 500,00 which shall bepaid by Defendant. Court advised
t

ihis 9% & nominal amount as the Court prefors Defendant 1o wse her resources for her ewn
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- peychological eatment.

{7 I5 ¥URTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that any oosis associated |
- with thempy for the child shall be equatly divided between the parties. Any costs sssociated with
therapy for Defendant shafl be paid by the Defendant.
WIS FURTHER DRDERED ADJUDGED AND DECREETD that the 35,000.00 placed
in b Lulkeens” Trust Account By the Plaintif¥ shall e rehurned to the Plainaff,

IT I8 FURTHER, ORDESED, ADJUDIED AND DECREED thet Defendsnt®s child

i [s&g;g&grs obligation to Plaintiff shull be $100.00 per month, The Court normally requires the non-

custodial parent to seek employreent; however, the Coust will not presently require that in this case
in order to aliow the Defendant to seek thesapy,
I ISFURTHER ORDERED, ADSUDGED AND DECREED that inscoordancs with Uis
change in custody and support, the prior child support onder and wage garmishment of the Plaintif¥is |
herehy deelared 1o be raull and woid, _
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADSUDGED AND DECREED thar the panties are |
- admonished that pursvan Y Nevada Reviged Statute 125 510(6) that

PENALTY FOR VIOLATION OF ORDER: THE ABDUCTION,

: CONCEALMENT QR DETENTIONOF A CHILD IN VIOLATION

i OFTHIS ORDER I3 PUNISHABLE AS A CATEGORY D FELONY

AS PROVIDED IN NRS 193,130, NRS 20033359 provides that
every person having 8 Himited right of custody 1o o ¢hild or any pareist
having no right of custody o the ohild whe willfully detains, conceals,
or removes the child fom ¢ parent, guardian or other person having
iawiel custody or & right of visitation of the ¢hild in wiolstion of o oxder
of thiy court; or removes the child from e jurisdietion of the count without
the consent of either the court or sll persons who have the right

ter csstody or visitation s subject to being punished for o category D
felony g5 provided in NRE 191136 ' '

ITISFURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the parties have been

|l advised regarding Nevada Revised Statute 125.518(7} and {8), regardiog the terms of the Hague

_ % Convention of Ootober 25, 1980, adopted by the 14" Session of the Hague Conference on Frivate

International Law g5 follows:

Section 8. If ¢ parert of 4 child lves in 2 forelgn country or has
significent commibments in & foreign country: _

{a} The parties may agree, and the Cowrt shall include in the Order for
pustody of the child that Gie Usited States 13 the country of habitual

Page Sof 8 018
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§ By

residence of the. child for the ;}u_?ases- of applying the terms of the
*

Hague conivention as set forth in Subsection .

(b} Upon motion of the partiss, the Court may erder the parent fo post
a hond iF the Coam g&i’emi nes: that the parent poses = risk. of
winngfully removing or congealing the child ootvide the country of
habitual residence. The bond must be i an ameunt determined by the
CTourtand may be used only to pay for the cost ot locating the chiild and
returping hm 1o his hebitual residence i the child 38 wrongfully
removed Fom or concexled outside the courtoy of hebitual residence.
Thefact that 2 parent has significant commitmenisin a foreizn country

dugy not crvale & presumption that the parent poses an iminsot risk

of wioaghully removing or concealing 2 ohild”

IT 1§ FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED thet pursusnt to NRS
125A.290, the partics acknowledgs that the child 'shome siate is Nevada, whichisin the United States
of America. :‘
IT 1§ FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED thet this matter is set for s |

* Status Check regarding supervised visitation for March T, 2004 2t 11:00 2.m.

LUKENS & KENT, CRID.

: Jutm PaLakens, Bsg.

S  NewadsaBar Moo 843 _
Las Vegas, Novada BRId
{F02)385-1100
Annrneys for Flaini®
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Lisa Myers . :
9360 West Flamingo Road, No. 110-326 Jw 13 [Zus PR

Las Vegas, Nevada 89147
(702) 401-4440
Defendant In Proper Person

@eﬁ_trp mdally Filed
JuRlf 201189:06

DISTRICT COURT Clerk of Supreme
FAMILY DIVISION
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
CALEB 0. HASKINS, ) CASENO.. 10-D-434495-D
) DEPTNO.. 1
Plaintiff,
VS,

LISA MYERS,

Defendant. ; )

NOTICE OF APPEAL

Notice is hereby given that LISA MYERS, Defendant In Proper Person above-named,
hereby appeals to the Supreme Court of Nevada from the Notice of Entry of Order of June 8,
2011. Thereisalack of jurisdiction and lack oflawful justification with regard to this Order. As
such, Ms. Myers has no other legal remedy in this matter to protect her and her child’s rights than
by filing this Notice of Appeal.

Additionally, See Doolittle v, Doolittle, 710 Nev. 163,262 P.2d 955 (1953) relying upon
Gammill v. Federal Land Bank, 129 F.2d 502, and Haley v. Eureka County Bank 22P. 1098
(Nev. 1889). Seealso Stone vPowell, 428 US 465,483 n. 35,96 Sct. 3037, 49 L. Ed. 2d 1067
(1976), whereby the following was noted, “State courts, like federal courts, have a constitutional
obligationto safeguard personal liberties and to uphold federal law.” and 28 USCS Sec. 455, and
Marshall v Jerrico Inc., 446 US 238, 242 100 S.Ct. 1610, 64 L. Ed. 2d 182 (1980). “The
neutrality requirement helpsto guarantee that life, liberty, or property will not be taken on the basis
of an erroneous or distorted conception of the facts or the law.”

Ms. Myers is appearing in proper person, as such, See Haines v. Kerner, 404 U.S. 519
(1972), Hall v. Bellmon, 935 F. 2d 1106 (10™ Cir.) (1991), reference Supreme Court Rulesand
F.R.C.P. 8. Attached herewith, the file-starnped Order To Proceed In Forma Pauperis, Exhibit “A”.

Page 1 of 2

Tracie K. Lindeman

I
a.m.

Court

Docket 58581 Document 2011-17991
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Ms. Myers resesves her right to supplement additional information for this Appeal should itbecome
available or necessary.

Dated this 9* day of June, 2011.

< S RAA D A
LISA MYERS ?
9360 West Flamingo Road, No. 110-326
Las Vegas, Nevada 89147
(702) 401-4440
Defendant In Proper Person
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Lisa Myers

9360 West Flamingo Road, No. 110-326
Las Vegas, Nevada 89147

(702) 401-4440

Defendant In Proper Person

DISTRICT COURT N e e
FAMILY DIVISION by g BE Cop-
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CALEB Q. HASKINS, ' ) CASE NO.: 10-D-434495-D
Y DEPT NO.: 1
Plaintiff,
VS,

LISA MYERS,

‘Defendant.

R T ™ . S N

ORDER TQ PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS
Upon consideration of LISA MYERS’ Emergency Motion For Leave To Proceed In

Forma Pauperis and appearing that there is not sufficient income, property, or resources with

which to maintain the action and good cause appearing therefore:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that LISA MYERS shall be permiited to proceed In

Forma Pauperis with this action as permitted by NRS 12.015, NRAP 24(a)(1) and 28 US.C.

1915,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that LISA MYERS shall proceed without

prepayment of costs or fees or the necessity of giving security, and the Clerk of the Court may

Page t of 2
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11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

file or issue any necessary writ, pleading or paper without charge.

IT XS FURTHER ORDERED that the Shenff or other appropriate officer within this
State shail make personal service of any necessary writ, pleading or paper without charge.

IT IS FGRTHER ORDERED that if LISA MYERS prevails in this action, the Court
shail enter an Order pursuant to NRS 12.015 requiring the opposing party to pay into the court,
within five (5) days, the costs which would hav.e been incurred by the prevailing party, and

those costs must then be paid as provided by law.

Dated this 10 dayoflanuagy,;ﬂa/ E Z ‘

Dismcj COURT JUDGE

Respectfully Submitted By:

$Rosup Ly
LISA MYERS
9360 West Flamingo Road, No. 110-326
Las Vegas, Nevada 89147
(702) 401-4440
Defendant In Proper Person
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FILED
JUN 16 201
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ASTA

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CALERB O. HASKINS,
Case No: D434495

Plaintiff(s), Dept No: Q

V8.

LISA MYERS,
Defendant(s),

CASE APPEAL STATEMENT

1. Appellant{s): LISA MYERS

2. Judge: BRYCE DUCKWORTH
3. Appellant{s): LISA MYERS
Counsel:

Lisa Myers
9360 W. Flamingo Rd. #110-326
Las Vegas, NV 89147

4. Respondent (s} CALEB O. HASKINS
Counsel:

Amanda M. Roberts, Esq.
2011 Pinto Lane, Ste. 140
Las Vegas, NV 89106

5. Respondent’s Attorney Licensed in Nevada: Yes
6. Appellant Represented by Appointed Counsel In District Court: No

7. Appellant Represented by Appointed Counsel On Appeal: N/A
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1.

12.
13,

Appellant Gramted Leave 10 Proceed in Forma Pauperis: Yes, January 10, 2011
Date Commenced in District Court: August 28, 2010
Brief Description of the Nature of the Action: DOMESTIC - Marriage Dissolution
Type of Judgment or Order Being Appealed: Misc. Order
Previous Appeal: Yes
Supreme Court Docket Number(s): 57825, 58306
Child Custody or Visitation: Custody
Possibility of Settlement: Unknown
Dated This 16 day of June 2011.

Steven D. Grierson, Clerk of the Court

Heather Lofquist, Deputy Clerk
200 Lewis Ave

PO Box 551601

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155-1601
(702) 671-0512
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Ei1gaTH JUDpIiciaL DisTrRIicT COURT

CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. D-10-434495-D

Caleb Obadiah Haskins, Plaintiff. 8 Location: Department Q
V8. 8 Judicial Officer: Duckworth, Bryce C.
Lisa Myers, Defendant. 8 Filed on:  08/20/2010

§

CASE INFORMATION

Related Cases Case Type: Divorce - Complaint
T-10-127808-T (Linked - 1J1F) Sub Type: Complaint Subject Minor(s)
T-11-133627-T (Linked - 1J1F)

Case Status:  08/20/2010 Open

Case Flags: Order After Hearing Required
Lead Case - 1J1F
Appealed to the Nevada Supreme

Court
DATE CASE ASSIGNMENT
Current Case Assignment
Case Nurnber D-10-434495-D
Court Department Q
Date Assigned 03/10/2011
Judicial Officer Duckworth, Bryce C.
PARTY INFORMATION
Plaintiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah Roberts, Amanda M, ESQ
4033 Gasiter Ave Retained
North Las Vegas, NV 89081 702-474-7007(W)
Defendant Myers, Lisa
** Confidential Address ** Pro Se
Subject Minor Haskins, Sydney Rose
DaTtE EVENTS & ORDERS OF THE COURT
EVENTS
06/13/2011 8] Notice of Appeal

06/13/2011 & Affidavit of Service

Filed by: Plaintiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
Party 2: Defendant Myers, Lisa

-ost

06/08/2011 Q.:I Notice of Entry of Order
Filed by: Plaintiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
-o8t

06/08/2011 8] Financial Disclosure Form

Filed by: Plamntiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
Plaintiff Caleb Haskins, Financial Disclosure Form

06/06/2011 @] Order Shortening Time
Filed by: Plaintiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
06/02/2011 ] Request

Filed by: Defendant Myers, Lisa, Plaintiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
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Ei1gaTH JUDpIiciaL DisTrRIicT COURT

CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. D-10-434495-D

of Transcipt

06/01/2011 Q] Certificate of Service
Filed by: Plaintiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
Certificate of Service

05/27/2011 o] Affidavit
Filed by: Defendant Myers, Lisa
Emergency Affidavit in Support of Emergency Motion for Leave fo Proceed

05/27/2011 &] Motion

Filed by: Defendant Myers, Lisa

For: Plaintiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah

Emergency Motion for Leave fo Proceed in Forma Pauperis

05/27/2011 4] Ex Parte Application

Filed by: Plaintiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
Ex Parte Appliction for Order Shortening Time

05/24/2011 o] Motion

Filed by: Plaintiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah

Notice of Motion and Motion for the COurt to Agree to Hear this Matter Pursuant o Hureycutt; Sole Legal
Custody, Primary Physical Custody, and Independant Medical Evaluation, the Issuance of an Order to Show
Cause Against Lisa; and for Attorney Fees and Costs; Affidavit of Caleb Haskins

05/05/2011 ] Case Appeal Statement

05/04/2011 o] Certificate of Mailing

Filed by: Defendant Myers, Lisa
For: Plaintiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah

05/04/2011 @] Notice of Entry of Order
Filed by: Plaintiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
Notice Of Entry Of Order

04/28/2011 £.] Notice of Appeal

04/27/2011 & Order

Filed by: Plamntiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
Order 1/10/11

04/25/2011 Q.J Notice of Entry of Order
Filed by: Plaintiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
Notice of Eniry of Order

04/25/2011 ] Notice of Entry of Order

Filed by: Plaintiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
Notice of Entry of Order

04/14/2011 & Order

Filed by: Plaintiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
Order of Recusal

03/30/2011 8] Order
Filed by: Plaintiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
Order After Hearing 11911

03/17/2011 2] Estimate of Transcript

03/11/2011 8] Notice of Department Reassignment
03/10/2011

] Notice of Entry
Filed by: Plamntiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
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Ei1gaTH JUDpIiciaL DisTrRIicT COURT

CASE SUMMARY
CASE NoO. D-10-434495-D
Notice of Entry of Mirnite Order

02/28/2011 Qj Case Appeal Statement
Filed by: Defendant Myers, Lisa
Case Appeal Statement
02/23/2011 & Certificate of Mailing

Filed by: Defendant Myers, Lisa
For: Plaintiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
Certificate of Mailing

02/23/2011 @] Notice of Appeal
Filed by: Defendant Myers, Lisa
Notice of Appeal

01/28/2011 8] Certificate of Mailing

Filed by: Plaintiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
For: Defendant Myers, Lisa
Pursuant to NRCP 16.2 - U.S. Mail

01/28/2011 ] Notice of Entry of Order

Filed by: Defendant Myers, Lisa
Notice of Entryv of Order and Order To Proceed In Forma Pauperis

01/28/2011 @] Request
Filed by: Defendant Myers, Lisa

01/28/2011 8.1 Motion
Filed by: Defendant Myers, Lisa

Motion to Recuse

01/19/2011 8] Case Management Order
Filed by: Defendant Myers, Lisa, Plaintiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
01/19/2011 &] order
Mutual Behavior Order
01/19/2011 8.3 Order
Jor Supervised Exchange
01/19/2011 6] Certificate of Service
Filed by: Plamntiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
U.S. Mail
01/14/2011 % Family Court Motion Opposition Fee Information Sheet

Filed by: Plaintiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
Family Court Motion/Opposition Fee Information Sheet

01/14/2011 0] Motion

Filed by: Plaintiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
Notice of Motion and Motion for Sole Legal Custody, Primary Physical Custody, and Independant Medical
Evauation, and for Atiorney Fees and Costs; Affidfavit of Caleb Haskins

01/14/2011 @] Ex Parte Application
Filed by: Plamntiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
Ex Parte Apllication for an Order Shortening Time

01/11/2011 Q] NRCP 16.2 Case Management Conference
Filed by: Plaintiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
Amended NRCP 16.2 Case Management Conference

01/10/2011 ] Financial Disclosure Form
Filed by: Defendant Myers, Lisa
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01/10/2011

01/10/2011

01/07/2011

01/06/2011

01/06/2011

01/03/2011

12/23/2010

12/07/2010

12/06/2010

12/01/2010

10/26/2010

10/18/2010

10/05/2010

10/01/2010

09/29/2010

09/28/2010

09/23/2010

Ei1gaTH JUDpIiciaL DisTrRIicT COURT

CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. D-10-434495-D

Filed by: Defendant Myers, Lisa
For: Defendant Myers, Lisa
Emergency Motion for Leave to Proceed in Forma Pauperis

Q:I Order to Proceed In Forma Pauperis
Filed by: Defendant Myers, Lisa

Filed by: Defendant Myers, Lisa

Affidavit In Support Of Motion For Leave To Proceed In Forma Pauperis

Q:l Notice of Seminar Completion EDCR 5.07
Filed by: Plamntiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
Notice of Seminar Completion EDCR 5.07

Filed by: Plamntiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah

Financial Disclosure Form

QJ Notice of Entry of Order
Filed by: Defendant Myers, Lisa
Notice of Entry of Order

Q:I Order

Filed by: Defendant Myers, Lisa

Filed by: Plaintiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order

Q:l Stipulation and Order
Filed by: Plamntiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
Stiprlation and Order to Contirnie Case Management Conference

Filed by: Plaintiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
Reply to Counterclaim for Divorce

Filed by: Attorney Rezaee, Preston P, ESQ
For: Defendant Myers, Lisa
Motion to Withdraw as Attorney of Record

Q:I Answer and Counterclaim
Filed by: Defendant Myers, Lisa

Answer and Counterclaim

Filed by: Plaintiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
Notice of Intent to Take Default

Filed by: Plaintiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
For: Defendant Myers, Lisa
Affidavit of Service

Filed by: Plamntiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
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Ei1gaTH JUDpIiciaL DisTrRIicT COURT

CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. D-10-434495-D

Peremptory Challenge
08/27/2010 8] Affidavit of Plaintiff
Filed by: Plaintiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
Affidavit of Plaintiff
08/277/2010 Q] Affidavit of Resident Witness
Filed by: Plamntiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
Affidavit of Resident Witness
08/24/2010 %4 Child Support and Welfare Party Identification Sheet
Filed by: Plaintiff Haskins, Caleb Obadiah
08/24/20190 &1l Child Support and Welfare Party Identification Sheet
Filed by: Defendant Myers, Lisa
08/20/2010 Q:I Complaint for Divorce
HEARINGS
06/16/2011 CANCELED Non-Jury Trial (9:00 AM) (Judidal Officer: Moss, Cheryl B)
Vacated - per Clerk
Recusal
06/15/2011 Motion (11:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Duckworth, Bryce C.)
Events: 05/24/2011 Motion
Pitf's Motion for Court to Agree to Hear This Mutter Pursuant o Huneyeutt; Sole Legal Custody, Primary
Physical Custody, an Independent Medical Evaluation, the Issuance of an Order to Show Cause Against Lisa,
and for Aity's Fees and Costs; Affidavit of Caleb Haskins
05/02/2011 CANCELED Case Management Conference (10:00 AM) (Judidal Officer: Duckworth, Bryce C.)
Vacated - per Judge
Appeal still pending
05/02/2011 CANCELED Return Hearing (10:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Duckworth, Bryce C.)
Vacated - per Judge
Appeal still pending
04/20/2011 CANCELED Calendar Call (10:00 AM) (Judidial Officer: Moss, Cheryl B)
Vacated - per Clerk
Recusal
03/10/2011 Minute Order (3:15 PM) (Judicial Officer: Moss, Cheryl B)
Recused,
Journal Entry Details:

MINUTE ORDER OF RECUSAL: On March 9, 2011, the undersigned Judge received an email that was posted
by Plaintiff's counsel intended to serve as a legal question to the family law bar and requesting feedback. While
Plaintiff's counsel may have inadvertently not realized that the undersigned Judge is on the Lisi Serve (managed
by the State Bar of Nevada) to receive emails and postings from the family bar, Plaintiff's counsel named Judge
Moss in the email and discussed specific items that clearly identified the case to this Judge. Consequently, this
appears to be an ex parte commurication pursuant 1o the Judicial Code of Conduct mandating disqualification
pursuant to Rule 2. 11(A4), "d judge shall disqualify himself or herself in any proceeding in which the judge's
impartiality might reasonably be questioned]. " In addition, while the email posting could have been procedural
in nature and not ex parie, the undersigned Judge still believes that she can no longer be impartial in this case.
Therefore, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the undersigned Judge recuses herself from Case Number D10-
434495-D, and this case shall be randomly reassigned. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that a copy of this Minute
Order of Recusal shall be served on Plaintiff's counsel and Defendant In Proper Person. SO ORDERED. ;

03/09/2011 Return Hearing (10:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Moss, Cheryl B)

Return Hearing ve: ATHPolyraph Test (1 Hour)

Off Calendar; Return Hearing re: ATI/Polygraph Test (1 Hour)

Journal Entry Details:

COURT ORDERED, matter OF F CALENDAR pending the Appeal to the Supreme Court. All Orders remain in
effect.;

03/08/2011 CANCELED Motion (10:30 AM) (Judidal Officer: Moss, Cheryl B)

Vacated - per Judge

hearing 1-19-2011

01/11/2011 Minute Order (1:30 PM) (Judicial Officer: Moss, Cheryl B)
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Ei1gaTH JUDpIiciaL DisTrRIicT COURT

CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. D-10-434495-D

Minute Order - No Hearing Held,

Journal Entry Details:

Judge Moss advised the parties and Dad's attorney this question would be submitted to the Presiding Judge.
Howaver, Judge Moss notes that after a closer review of the record and procedural history in this case, Mom's
time frame to file a perempiory challenge already expired on November 5, 2010. Procedural Question: 1. Dad
filed Complaint for Divorce on 8-20-10, assigned to Judge Potter. 2. Dad filed a TIMELY Peremptory Challenge
on 9-23-10. 3. The Notice of Depariment reassignment from Judge Potier io Judge Moss was filed on 10-1-10. 4.
Mom filed an Answer and Cowunterclaim on 10-5-10. 5. Mom's attorney, Presion Rezaee, withdrew on 12-23-10.
6. On 1-3-11, Mom prepared and executed a motion for in Forma Peauperis requesting her fees be waived. 7.
Mom also wanted the Perempiory Challenge Fee waived for her. 8. Court finds the Peremptory Challenge fee is
a Supreme Court fee and therefore lacks jurisdiction to waive such a fee. 9. Mom, however, asked if she still had
time to file a Peremptory Challenge because she was trying to get her Perempiory Challenge fee waived. 10.
Court finds that Mom asked her former attorney io file a Perempiory Challenge BEFORE her attorney withdrew
from the case. 11. Mom's attorney never filed the Peremptory Challenge. 12. The Notice of Case Management
Conference was sent out by the Court's JEA on October 18, 2010. 13. Service was completed after three mailing
days on October 21, 2010. 14. Mom's attorney would have had 10 days from October 21, 2010 to file a timely
Peremptory Challenge. 15. Court finds Mom's time period to file a Peremptory Challenge expired on November
5, 2010 pursuant fo EDCR 1.14 (a). 16. Couri furiher denies Mom's request for voluntary recusal because there
is no basis to vecuse. 17. in addition, pursuant to the Judicial Canons, a judge has a duty to sit and hear cases.
18 Court ORDERED the case shall remain in Department I and the date for the 16.2 CMC Conference shall be
reset to Jarnuary 19, 2011 at 9:00 am. ;

01/10/2011 CANCELED Motion for Withdrawal (10:30 AM) (Judicial Officer: Moss, Cheryl B)
Vacated
order to withdraw signed on 12/23/2010

p—

11/22/2010 0.] Case Management Conference (1:30 PM) (Judicial Officer: Moss, Cheryl B)

11/22/2010, 01/10/2011, 01/19/2011
Off Calendar; Case Management Conference
Matter Continued; Case Management Conference
Non Jury Trial; Case Management Conference
Journal Entry Details:
Parties sworn and testified. Behavior Order SIGNED IN OPEN COURT. Discussions by P arties and Counsel.
COURT ORDERED the following: 1. Plaintiff is REFERRED to American Toxicology Institute (ATI) for drug
testing today. Defendant shall pay for the testing. 2. SCOPES shall be run on both P arties. 3. Plaintiff shail have
a Polygraph Test done at his cost. 4. Both Parties shall sign HIPPA releases forthwith. 5. Defendant shall
provide a list of 3-4 Quisource Evaluaiors io Atty Roberts within two (2) weeks. 6. Defendant shall request
Plaintiff's VA medical records. 7. Parties shall share JOINT LEGAL and JOINT PHYSICAL CUSTODY of the
minor child, with exchanges every three (3) days beginming day with Plaintiff at 4: 00 p.m. Exchanges shall be at
the Family Court Marshall's Station during the week and Donna's House on Saturdays and Sundays. Parties will
split the cost of Donna's House. 8. There is to be NO SMOKING around the minor child 9. Parties shall
communicate by e-mail on child issues only. 10. TEMPORARILY without prejudice, Plaintiff's CHILD
SUPPORT is SET at $621.00 per month, with 1/2 due on the 15th and last day of each month by direct deposit
into Defendant's bank account. January's pavment is due by the last day of January. 11. CHILD SUPPORT
ARREARES are DEFERRED. 12. Defendant provides health insurance for the minor child, with proof of the
child's portion, within two (2) weeks, Plaintiff shall pay 1/2 of that cost. 13. Court shall obtain the doctor's
reports from the Gambini case D260907, of which Defendant is a party to. 14. Plaintiff's Motion scheduled for
March 8, 2011 is VACATED. 15. Return Hearing, Calendar Call and Trial dates SET. Case Management Ovder
SIGNED and FILED IN OPEN COURT. Atty Roberis shall prepare the Order from today's hearing, Defendant
fo sign as fo form and content. 3-9-2011 10: 00 AM RETURN: ATVPOLYGRAPH 4-20-2011 10:00 AM
CALENDAR CALL 6-16-2011 9:30 AM NON-JURY TRIAL #1 ;
Off Calendar; Case Management Conference
Matter Contimied; Case Management Conference
Non Jury Trial, Case Management Conference
Journal Entry Details:
Aty Jason Stoffel, Bar #8898, present by telephone for Atty Amanda Roberts who was ill. Discussion by Parties
and Counsel. COURT ORDERED the following: 1. Defendant shdll file a Financial Disclosure Form and serve
Attty Roberts forthwith. 2. Defendant's Order in Forma Pauperis is GRANTED and SIGNED IN OPEN COURT.
This Court will submit matter fo Presiding Judge due to unusual circumstances; to see if Defendant is permitied
to file the Perempiory Challenge. ;
Off Calendar; Case Management Conference
Matter Contimied; Case Management Conference
Non Jury Trial, Case Management Conference
Journal Entry Details:
Prior to today's hearing, Counsel submitted a Stipnilation and Order to Continue, therefore, COURT ORDERED,
MATTER OFF CALENDAR.;
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CASE NO. D-10-434495-D
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Amanda M. Raberts, Esq.

State of Nevada Bar No. 9294

[ROBERTS STOFFEL FAMILY LAW GROUP
2011 Pinto Lane, Suite 100

Las Vegas, Nevada 89106

PH: (702) 474-7007

FAX: (702) 474-7477

EMAIL: attorneys@lvfamilylaw.com

Attorney for the Plaintiff, Caleb Haskins

CALEB HASKINS, }
)
Plaintiff,

V.

LISA MYERS,

T T e

Defendant,

Electronically Filed
06/06/2011 11:33:564 AM

A # i

CLERK OF THE COURT

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Case No:  D-10-434495-D
DeptNo: Q

ORDER SHORTENING TIME

RECEIVED

MAY 31 201

FAMILY COURT
DEPARTMENT Q
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It appears to the satisfaction of this Court and good cause appearing therefore;

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED the time for the hearing on Plaintiff’s Motion for the Court to
Agree to hear this Motion Pursuant to Hureycut; Sole Legal Custody, Primary Physical Custody,
an Independent Medical Evaluation, the Issuance of an Order to Show Cause against Lisa; and for
Attorney Fees and Costs; Affidavit of Caleb Haskins, currently set for June 28, 2011, at 10:00

a.m., is hereby shortened to the ff }’Hgay of Ju,mz/ L2011, at

| 1200 fam)pm. in Department “Q” of the Family Court at 501 North Pecos Road,

Las Vegas, Nevada.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED the Defendant, Lisa Myers, shall be personally served at the
residence of her parents, Brent and Sharon Myers, located at 9999 W. Katie Avenue, Las Vegas,
Nevada, 89147, which is the address where the Defendant was served at the commencement of
this action.

IT IS SO ORDERED this dayof WUN 03 211 )

i
p ;
Disurict Court Jixdge

Respectfully submitted by:
ROBERTS STOFFEL FAMILY LAW GROUP

o NN M) PO

Amanda M. Roberts, Esq.

State of Nevada Bar No, 9294

2011 Pinta Lane, Suite 100

Las Vegas, Nevada 89106

PH: (702) 474-7007

FAX: (702)474-7477

EMAIL: attorneys@lvfamilylaw.com
Attorney for the Plaintiff, Caleb Haskins

™




