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AND FOR ATTORNEY'S FEES AND COSTS 

3400 - 3400 

3327 - 3398 

MOTION TO RECONSIDER AND/OR SET ASIDE RULING OF 2028 - 2045 
7/24/08 THAT GREAT MUIRHEAD VIOLATED SCR 121 BY 
DISCLOSING EXISTENCE OF BAR GRIEVANCE, FOR AN 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME AND FOR ATTORNEY'S FEES, 
COSTS AND SANCTIONS AGAINST DEFENDANT AND THE 
WILLICK LAW GROUP 

11 

11/14/2007 	MOTION TO REDUCE ARREARS IN CHILD SUPPORT TO 
JUDGMENT, TO ESTABLISH A SUM CERTAIN DUE EACH 
MONTH IN CHILD SUPPORT, AND FOR ATTORNEY'S FEES 
AND COSTS (CONTINUED) 

11/14/2007 	MOTION TO REDUCE ARREARS IN CHILD SUPPORT TO 
JUDGMENT, TO ESTABLISH A SUM CERTAIN DUE EACH 
MONTH IN CHILD SUPPORT, AND FOR ATTORNEY'S FEES 
AND COSTS (CONTINUATION) 

03/03/2009 	MOTION TO REDUCE TO JUDGMENT ADDITIONAL 
ATTORNEY'S FEES AWARDED AND ISSUE A PAYMENT 
SCHEDULE FOR ALL ATTORNEY'S FEES AWARDED TO 
DATE AND FOR A LUMP SUM PAYMENT FOR CHILD 
SUPPORT ARREARAGES AND ATTORNEY'S FEES AND 
COSTS 

1087 - 1100 

1101 - 1119 

2272 - 2308 

01/23/2008 	MOTION TO SET ASIDE ORDER OF JANUARY 15, 2008, AND 1205 - 1222 
TO RECONSIDER AND REHEAR THE MATTER, AND 
MOTION TO REOPEN DISCOVERY, AND MOTION TO STAY 
ENFORCEMENT OF THE JANUARY 15, 2008 ORDER 

07/08/2008 	MOTION TO STRIKE PLAINTIFFS EX PARTE REQUEST TO 	1586 - 1602 
CONTINUE JULY 11,2008 HEARING AS A FUGITIVE 
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DOCUMENT AND REQUEST FOR SANCTIONS AND 
ATTORNEY'S FEES 

PAGE 
NUMBER: 

16 	01/26/2010 
	

MOTION TO VACATE JUDGMENT OR IN THE 	 3502 - 3520 
ALTERNATIVE FOR NEW HEARING ON THE MATTER 
(CONTINUED) 

17 	01/26/2010 
	

MOTION TO VACATE JUDGMENT OR IN THE 	 3521 - 3527 
ALTERNATIVE FOR NEW HEARING ON THE MATTER 
(CONTINUATION) 

19 	02/27/2012 
	

MOTION: FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE WHY ROBERT 	4048 - 4180 
SCOTLUND VAILE SHOULD NOT BE HELD IN CONTEMPT 
FOR FAILURE TO PAY CHILD SUPPORT AND FOR 
CHANGING ADDRESS WITHOUT NOTIFYING THE COURT; 
TO REDUCE CURRENT ARREARAGES TO JUDGMENT; AND 
FOR ATTORNEY'S FEES AND COSTS (CONTINUED) 

20 
	

02/27/2012 	MOTION: FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE WHY ROBERT 	4181 - 4221 
SCOTLUND VAILE SHOULD NOT BE HELD IN CONTEMPT 
FOR FAILURE TO PAY CHILD SUPPORT AND FOR 
CHANGING ADDRESS WITHOUT NOTIFYING THE COURT; 
TO REDUCE CURRENT ARREARAGES TO JUDGMENT; AND 
FOR ATTORNEY'S FEES AND COSTS (CONTINUATION) 

11 
	

11/13/2008 	NEVADA SUPREME COURT CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
	

2260 - 2263 
JUDGMENT - DISMISSED 

19 
	

10/20/2010 	NEVADA SUPREME COURT CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
	

4043 - 4047 
JUDGMENT - DISMISSED 

16 
	

10/16/2009 	NEVADA SUPREME COURT CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
	

3452 - 3459 
JUDGMENT - DISMISSED; REHEARING DENIED; PETITION 
DENIED 

20 	02/28/2012 	NEVADA SUPREME COURT CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
JUDGMENT - REVERSED AND REMANDED 

11 
	

04/03/2009 	NEVADA SUPREME COURT CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
JUDGMENT DISMISSED; REHEARING DENIED 

4 	11/22/2000 	NOTICE OF APPEAL 

10 	09/14/2008 	NOTICE OF APPEAL 

4222 - 4235 

2317 -2322 

724 - 726 

2178 - 2178 
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NUMBER: 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 

NOTICE OF APPEAL (CONTINUED) 

NOTICE OF APPEAL (CONTINUATION) 

NOTICE OF CALIFORNIA DETERMINATION OF 
CONTROLLING NORWEGIAN CHILD SUPPORT ORDER 

NOTICE OF CHANGE OF ADDRESS 

NOTICE OF CHANGE OF ADDRESS 

NOTICE OF CHANGE OF ADDRESS 

NOTICE OF CHANGE OF ADDRESS 

NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE WITH COURT'S ORDER OF JUNE 
4, 2003 

11 
	

05/06/2009 

17 
	

01/28/2010 

18 
	

04/25/2010 

23 
	

07/30/2012 

24 
	

03/11/2013 

25 
	

03/11/2013 

24 
	

12/17/2012 

5 
	

03/06/2007 

20 
	

03/06/2012 

22 
	

05/08/2012 

24 
	

12/02/2012 

5 
	

10/15/2003 

2397 - 2399 

3528 - 3528 

3935 -3951 

4902 -4917 

5272 - 5280 

5281 - 52M 

5202 -5212 

1085 - 1086 

4240 - 4241 

4630 -4631 

5198 -5199 

1059 - 1066 

20 
	

03/06/2012 	NOTICE OF CONTROLLING NORWEGIAN CHILD SUPPORT 4242 - 4248 
ORDER 

23 	07/11/2012 
	

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF COURT'S DECISION AND ORDER 	4888 - 4901 

18 	03/25/2010 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF COURTS DECISION AND ORDER ON 3903 - 3910 
ATTORNEY'S FEES FROM MARCH 8, 2010 HEARING 

24 	02/15/2013 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF DECISION AND ORDER ON 
	

5257 - 5261 
ATTORNEY'S FEES 

1 
	

08/26/1998 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF DECREE OF DIVORCE 	 64 - 93 

11 
	

10/09/2008 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 2226 - 2254 
OF LAW, FINAL DECISION AND ORDER 

11 
	

04/17/2009 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 2356 - 2379 
OF LAW, FINAL DECISION AND ORDER RE: CHILD 
SUPPORT PENALTIES NRS 125B.095 

11 
	

06/19/2009 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT RENEWAL 
	

2414 - 2420 
(CONTINUED) 
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12 	06/19/2009 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT RENEWAL 	 2421 - 2426 
(CONTINUATION) 

1 	04/19/2000 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 	 128 - 132 

2 	09/26/2000 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 	 305 - 308 

2 	10/03/2000 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 	 322 - 324 

3 	10/12/2000 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 	 546 - 551 

3 	10/26/2000 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 	 579 - 585 

5 	06/09/2003 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 	 1043 - 1046 

6 	01/15/2008 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 	 1174 - 1177 

6 	02/14/2008 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 	 1305 - 1305 

7 	03/25/2008 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 	 1342 - 1351 

10 	09/11/2008 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 	 2173 -2177 

18 	04/09/2010 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 	 3917 - 3924 

19 	06/09/2010 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 	 3978 - 3982 

19 	06/25/2010 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 	 4002 - 4005 

19 	06/25/2010 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 	 4006 - 4010 

19 	06/25/2010 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 	 4011 - 4015 

23 	08/27/2012 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 	 4981 - 49M 

23 	09/11/2012 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 	 5005 -500 

23 	10/03/2012 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 	 5013 - 5016 

24 	02/22/2013 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 	 5266 - 5271 

15 	07/06/2009 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER FOR HEARING HELD APRIL 3277 - 3280 
29, 2009 

2267 - 2271 

3485 - 3490 

325 - 328 

11 
	

03/02/2009 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER FOR HEARING HELD JULY 
24, 2008 

16 	12/23/2009 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER FOR HEARING HELD 
OCTOBER 26, 2009 

2 	10/03/2000 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER FROM HEARING 
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5 	07/25/2003 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER FROM JUNE 4, 2003, 
HEARING 

PAGE 
NUMBER: 

1053 - 1058 

4 04/16/2002 	NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER PURSUANT TO WRIT OF 	831 - 835 
MANDAMUS 

02/03/2010 

06/05/2008 

01/15/2013 

02/14/2013 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF STIPULATION AND ORDER 

NOTICE OF HEARING ON OPPOSITION 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO APPEAR BY TELEPHONE 

NOTICE OF KANSAS ORDER CONFIRMING CALIFORNIA'S 
DETERMINATION OF CONTROLLING CHILD SUPPORT 
ORDER 

17 

8 

24 

24 

8 

6 

17 

5 

18 

2 

1 

16 

23 

20 

23 

07/09/2008 	NOTICE OF MOTION 

01/23/2008 	NOTICE OF MOTION HEARING 

02/18/2010 	NOTICE OF MOTION HEARING 

05/01/2003 	NOTICE OF NON-OPPOSITION TO MOTION 

03/18/2010 	NOTICE OF NON-PAYMENT FOR APPEAL TRANSCRIPT 

10/06/2000 	NOTICE OF POSTING CASH BOND 

08/07/1998 	NOTICE OF PROGRAM COMPLETION - EDCR 507 

10/12/2009 	NOTICE OF RESCHEDULING OF HEARING 

10/15/2012 	NOTICE REGARDING NON-PAYMENT OF TRANSCRIPTS 

02/28/2012 	NRCP 7A DISCLOSURE STATEMENT 

06/18/2012 	OBJECTION AND OPPOSITION TO IMPROPER USE OF 
EXPERT EVIDENCE AND SUPPLEMENTAL EXHIBITS 

24 	01/16/2013 	OBJECTION TO NOTICE OF INTENT TO APPEAR BY 
TELEPHONE 

23 	08/23/2012 	OPPOSITION TO "MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN 
FORMA PAUPERIS" 

9 
	

07/22/2008 	OPPOSITION TO "MOTION TO DISQUALIFY MARSHAL 
WILLICK AND THE WILLICK LAW GROUP AS ATTORNEYS 
OF RECORD PURSUANT TO RULES OF PROFESSIONAL 
CONDUCT 3,7" AND COUNTERMOTION FOR 

3687 - 3691 

1543 - 1543 

5213 -5214 

5247 - 5253 

1603 - 1605 

1223 - 1241 

3696 - 3702 

996 - 998 

3900 - 3900 

333 - 335 

33 - 33 

3438 - 3438 

5017 -5017 

4236 - 4237 

4838 - 4854 

5215 -5219 

4973 - 4980 

1884 - 1902 
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DISQUALIFICATION OF GREAT MUIRHEAD AS ATTORNEY 
OF RECORD, FOR FEES AND FOR SANCTIONS AGAINST 
BOTH MS. MUIRHEAD AND HER CLIENT 

11 
	

04/10/2009 	OPPOSITION TO "MOTION TO REDUCE TO JUDGMENT 	2323 - 2328 
ADDITIONAL ATTORNEY'S FEES AWARDED AND ISSUE A 
PAYMENT SCHEDULE FOR ALL ATTORNEY'S FEES 
AWARDED TO DATE AND FOR A LUMP SUM PAYMENT 
FOR CHILD SUPPORT ARREARAGES AND ATTORNEY'S 
FEES AND COSTS" 

16 	10/09/2009 OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S "MOTION TO ORDER 
DISMISSAL OF CALIFORNIA ACTION ON PAIN OF 
CONTEMPT, TO ISSUE A PAYMENT SCHEDULE FOR ALL 
JUDGMENTS AWARDED TO DATE, AND FOR ATTORNEY'S 
FEES AND COSTS 

3417 - 3437 

23 	10/23/2012 	OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR 	 5030 - 5035 
RECONSIDERATION AND/OR SET ASIDE MINUTE ORDER 
OF OCTOBER 11, 2012 

8 	07/11/2008 	OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO STRIKE 	1637 - 1661 
PLAINTIFF'S EX-PARTE REQUEST TO CONTINUE JULY 11, 
2008 HEARING AS A FUGITIVE DOCUMENT AND REQUEST 
FOR SANCTIONS AND ATTORNEY'S FEES AND 
PLAINTIFF'S COUNTERMOTION FOR SANCTIONS AND 
ATTORNEY'S FEES AGAINST THE WILLICK LAW GROUP 

1494 - 1535 7 
	

06/05/2008 	OPPOSITION TO EX-PARTE MOTION FOR ORDER 
ALLOWING EXAMINATION OF JUDGMENT DEBTOR AND 
SUPPLEMENT TO MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION AND 
TO AMEND ORDER 

17 	01/28/2010 	OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR DECLARATORY RELIEF 

17 	02/01/2010 	OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR DECLARATORY RELIEF 

7 
	

04/14/2008 	OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S "MOTION FOR 
RECONSIDERATION AND TO AMEND ORDER OR 
ALTERNATIVELY, FOR A NEW HEARING AND REQUEST 
TO ENTER OBJECTIONS AND MOTION TO STAY 
ENFORCEMENT OF THE MARCH 3, 2008 ORDER AND 

3532 - 3537 

3551 -3610 

1385 - 1412 
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COUNTERMOTION FOR GOAD ORDER OR POSTING OF 
BOND AND ATTORNEY'S FEES AND COSTS 

6 

6 

12/19/2007 	OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S "MOTION TO DISMISS 
DEFENDANT'S PENDING MOTION AND PROHIBITION ON 
SUBSEQUENT FILINGS AND TO DECLARE THIS CASE 
CLOSED BASED ON FINAL JUDGMENT BY THE NEVADA 
SUPREME COURT, LACK OF SUBJECT MATTER 
JURISDICTION LACK OF PERSONAL JURISDICTION, 
INSUFFICIENCY OF PROCESS, AND/OR INSUFFICIENCY OF 
SERVICE OF PROCESS AND RES JUDICATA, AND TO ISSUE 
SANCTIONS, OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, MOTION TO STAY 
CASE" AND COUNTERMOTION FOR FEES AND SANCTIONS 
UNDER EDCR 

02/11/2008 	OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S "MOTION TO SET ASIDE 
ORDER OF JANUARY 15, 2008, AND TO RECONSIDER AND 
REHEAR THE MATTER, AND MOTION TO REOPEN 
DISCOVERY, AND MOTION TO STAY ENFORCEMENT OF 
THE JANUARY 15, 2008 ORDER" AND CO UNTERMOTIONS 
FOR DISMISSAL UNDER EDCR 2.23 AND THE FUGITIVE 
DISENTITLEMENT DOCTRINE, FOR FEES AND SANCTIONS 
UNDER EDCR 7.60, AND FOR A GOAD ORDER 
RESTRICTING FUTURE FILINGS 

1145 - 1161 

1289 - 1303 

7 	05/05/2008 	OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S "RENEWED MOTION FOR 	1467 - 1475 
SANCTIONS" AND COUNTERMOTION FOR REQUIREMENT 
FOR A BOND, FEES AND SANCTIONS UNDER EDCR 7.60 

10 	08/14/2008 	OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO RECONSIDER 	2051 - 2057 
AND/OR SET ASIDE RULING OF 7/24/08 

17 	02/22/2010 

1 
	

04/12/2000 

2 
	

09/29/2000 

3 
	

10/25/2000 

5 
	

06/02/2003 

6 
	

01/15/2008 

OPPOSITION TO REGISTRATION OF FOREIGN 
ORDER/JUDGMENT AND REQUEST FOR HEARING 

ORDER 

ORDER 

ORDER 

ORDER 

ORDER 

3703 -3718 

125 - 127 

315 - 316 

573 - 577 

1036 - 1037 

1172 - 1173 
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12/22/2009 

02/25/2010 

03/20/2008 

10/02/2012 

10/18/2000 

06/22/2009 

05/10/2008 

10/11/2000 

08/16/2012 

02/20/2013 

02/27/2009 

08/15/2008 

06/21/2010 

04/09/2010 

09/29/2000 

07/24/2003 

08/17/2012 

ORDER 

ORDER 

ORDER AMENDING THE ORDER OF JANUARY 15,2008 

ORDER DENYING LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA 
PAUPERIS 

ORDER EXONERATING BOND 

ORDER FOR APRIL 29 2009 HEARING 

ORDER FOR EXAMINATION OF JUDGMENT DEBTOR 

ORDER FOR FAMILY MEDIATION CENTER SERVICES 

ORDER FOR FEES AND COSTS 

ORDER FOR HEARING HELD JANUARY 22, 2013 

ORDER FOR HEARING HELD JULY 24, 2008 

ORDER FOR HEARING HELD JUNE 11, 2008 

ORDER FOR HEARING HELD JUNE 8, 2010 

ORDER FOR HEARING HELD MARCH 8, 2010 

ORDER FROM HEARING 

ORDER FROM JUNE 4, 2003, HEARING 

ORDER ON CHILD SUPPORT PENALTIES 

3481 -3484 

3720 - 3722 

1334 - 1341 

5011 -5012 

564 - 572 

2431 -2433 

1481 - 1485 

545 - 545 

4967 - 4968 

5262 - 5265 

2264 - 2266 

2115 -2117 

3994 - 3996 

3925 - 3930 

317 - 319 

1049 - 1052 

4969 - 4970 

16 

17 

7 

23 

3 

12 

7 

3 

23 

24 

11 

10 

19 

18 

2 

5 

23 

16 	11/18/2009 	ORDER ON DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 3462 - 3463 
CAUSE 

4 
	

04/16/2002 	ORDER PURSUANT TO WRIT OF MANDAMUS 
	

836 - 838 

2 

6 

8 

9 

10 

11 

09/26/2000 

02/14/2008 

07/09/2008 

07/21/2008 

08/15/2008 

03/26/2009 

ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

309 - 310 

1307 - 1308 

1611 - 1612 

1883 - 1883 

2113 -2114 

2315 -2316 
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16 

17 

8 

9 

10 

19 

19 

20 

5 

10/05/2009 

02/01/2010 

07/01/2008 

07/23/2008 

08/01/2008 

06/21/2010 

06/21/2010 

03/16/2012 

11/04/2005 

ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

PETITION AND ORDER FOR DISPOSAL OF EXHIBITS 

3411 -3412 

3547 - 3548 

1572 - 1573 

1914 - 1915 

2021 -2027 

3997 - 3998 

3999 - 4001 

4298 - 4299 

1080 - 1084 

5 
	

05/28/2003 	PLAINTIFF R. SCOTLUND VAILE'S SPECIAL APPEARANCE 1018 - 1035 
AND PROFFER OF OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR 
ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS AND CERTAIN ANCILLARY 
RELIEF AND REQUEST FOR SANCTIONS 

1 
	

02/18/2000 	PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR AN ORDER DIRECTING 	 94- 112 
DEFENDANT TO APPEAR AND SHOW CAUSE WHY 
DEFENDANT SHOULD NOT BE HELD IN CONTEMPT OF 
COURT FOR FAILING TO RETURN THE MINOR CHILDREN 
TO NEVADA; THE IMMEDIATE RETURN OF THE MINOR 
CHILDREN TO THE COUNTRY OF THE UNITED STATES 
AND THE STATE OF NEVADA; FOR AN ORDER AWARDING 
PLAINTIFF PRIMARY PHYSICAL CUSTODY OF THE MINOR 
CHILDREN; ATTORNEY'S FEES AND COSTS 

2 
	

10/09/2000 	PLAINTIFF'S OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO 	336 - 420 
SET ASIDE DECREE OF DIVORCE 

8 
	

07/11/2008 	PLAINTIFF'S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF (CONTINUED) 	1662 - 1760 

9 
	

07/11/2008 	PLAINTIFF'S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF (CONTINUATION) 	1761 - 1837 

10 
	

08/01/2008 	PLAINTIFF'S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF RE: CHILD SUPPORT 	1982 - 2020 
PRINCIPAL, PENALTIES, AND ATTORNEY FEES 

22 
	

05/08/2012 	PLAINTIFF'S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING REQUESTED BY 	4632 - 4657 
COURT DURING APRIL 9, 2012 HEARING 

3 
	

10/13/2000 	POST EVIDENTIARY HEARING (TRIAL) MEMORANDUM 	552 - 563 
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2 

4 

5 

5 

6 

9 

10 

4 

15 

3 

7 

11 

10/09/2000 

02/06/2001 

05/05/2003 

05/08/2003 

02/14/2008 

07/24/2008 

08/08/2008 

04/16/2002 

07/07/2009 

10/25/2000 

05/05/2008 

10/10/2008 

RECEIPT 

RECEIPT OF COPY 

RECEIPT OF COPY 

RECEIPT OF COPY 

RECEIPT OF COPY 

RECEIPT OF COPY 

RECEIPT OF COPY 

RECEIPT OF COPY OF PASSPORTS 

RECEIPT OF COPY OF TRANSCRIPTS 

RECEIPT OF PASSPORTS 

RENEWED MOTION FOR SANCTIONS 

RENEWED NOTICE OF APPEAL 

421 - 422 

816 - 816 

999 - 999 

1000 - 1000 

1306 - 1306 

1956 - 1956 

2049 - 2049 

839 - 839 

3281 -3281 

578 - 578 

1453 - 1466 

2257 - 2257 

6 
	

02/19/2008 	REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SET ASIDE ORDER OF 1309 - 1322 
JANUARY 15, 2008, AND TO RECONSIDER AND REHEAR 
THE MATTER, AND MOTION TO REOPEN DISCOVERY, 
AND MOTION TO STAY ENFORCEMENT OF THE JANUARY 
15, 2008 ORDER" AND OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S 
"COUNTERMOTIONS FOR DISMISSAL UNDER EDCR 2.23 
AND THE FUGITIVE DISENTITLEMENT DOCTRINE, FOR 
FEES AND SANCTIONS UNDER EDCR 7.60, AND FOR A 
GOAD ORDER RESTRICTING FUTURE FILINGS" 

22 	05/29/2012 	REPLY IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S SUPPLEMENTAL 	4756 - 4774 
BRIEFING REQUESTED BY COURT DURING APRIL 9, 2012 
HEARING 

7 
	

04/22/2008 	REPLY MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 	1413 - 1429 
RECONSIDERATION AND TO AMEND ORDER OR 
ALTERNATIVELY, FOR A NEW HEARING AND REQUEST 
TO ENTER OBJECTIONS AND MOTION TO STAY 
ENFORCEMENT OF THE MARCH 3, 2008 ORDER AND 
OPPOSITION TO COUNTERMOTIONS 

7 
	

05/19/2008 	REPLY MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S 	1488 - 1492 
RENEWED MOTION FOR SANCTIONS AND OPPOSITION TO 
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COUNTERMOTIONS 

9 
	

07/23/2008 	REPLY TO DEFENDANT'S OPPOSITION TO DISQUALIFY 	1921 - 1955 
MARSHAL WILLICK AND THE WILLICK LAW GROUP 
PURSUANT TO RULES OF PROFESSIONAL CONDUCT 3.7 

11 
	

04/24/2009 	REPLY TO PLAINTIFF'S "OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 	2387 - 2393 
REDUCE TO JUDGMENT ADDITIONAL ATTORNEYS FEES 
AWARDED AND ISSUE A PAYMENT SCHEDULE FOR ALL 
ATTORNEY'S FEES AWARDED TO DATE AND FOR A LUMP 
SUM PAYMENT FOR CHILD SUPPORT ARREARAGES AND 
ATTORNEY'S FEES AND COSTS 

20 	03/14/2012 	REPLY TO PLAINTIFF'S "RESPONSE MEMORANDUM IN 	4282 - 4297 
OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR ORDER TO 
SHOW CAUSE AND OPPOSITION TO "REQUEST FOR FINAL 
DISPOSITION, ATTORNEY'S FEES AND COSTS IN THIS 
CASE" 

3 	10/10/2000 	REPLY TO PLAINTIFF'S OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S 	506 - 541 
MOTION TO SET ASIDE DECREE OF DIVORCE 

14 	07/06/2009 	REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF AUGUST 15, 2008 	 2921 - 2957 

12 	07/06/2009 	REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF JANUARY 15, 2008 	 2437 - 2444 

13 	07/06/2009 	REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF JULY 11, 2008 	 2686 - 2831 

13 	07/06/2009 	REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF JULY 24, 2008 (CONTINUED) 2832 - 2860 

14 	07/06/2009 	REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF JULY 24, 2008 	 2861 - 2920 
(CONTINUATION) 

12 	07/06/2009 	REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF JUNE 11, 2008 (CONTINUED) 2508 - 2640 

13 	07/06/2009 	REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF JUNE 11, 2008 	 2641 - 2685 
(CONTINUATION) 

4 	01/26/2001 	REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF MARCH 29, 2000 	 735 - 737 

4 	04/24/2002 	REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF MARCH 29, 2000 	 841 - 843 

12 	07/06/2009 	REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF MARCH 3, 2008 	 2445 - 2507 

4 	01/30/2001 	REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF OCTOBER 11, 2000 	 739 - 813 

14 	07/06/2009 	REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF SEPTEMBER 18, 2008 	2958 - 3080 
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(CONTINUED) 

15 	07/06/2009 	REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF SEPTEMBER 18, 2008 	3081 -3130 
(CONTINUATION) 

15 	07/06/2009 	REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF SEPTEMBER 18, 2008 	3131 -3276 

23 	10/29/2012 	REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF SEPTEMBER 18, 2008 	5036 - 5060 
(CONTINUED) 

24 	10/29/2012 	REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF SEPTEMBER 18, 2008 	5061 -5181 
(CONTINUATION) 

24 	01/18/2013 	REQUEST FOR CONTINUANCE 	 5220 - 5224 

6 	12/14/2007 	REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION OF MOTION WITHOUT ORAL 1142 - 1143 
ARGUMENT PURSUANT TO EDCR 2,23 

1 08/07/1998 	REQUEST FOR SUMMARY DISPOSITION OF AN 
UNCONTESTED DIVORCE 

34 - 34 

23 

11 

20 

08/13/2012 

04/29/2009 

03/08/2012 

REQUEST FOR TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS 

REQUEST TO FILE MOTIONS 

RESPONSE MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 
AND REQUEST FOR FINAL DISPOSITION, ATTORNEYS 
FEES AND COSTS IN THIS CASE 

4958 - 4960 

2395 - 2396 

4249 - 4280 

6 
	

01/10/2008 	RESPONSE MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO 	1162 - 1171 
DISMISS DEFENDANT'S PENDING MOTION AND 
PROHIBITION ON SUBSEQUENT FILINGS AND TO 
DECLARE THIS CASE CLOSED BASED ON FINAL 
JUDGMENT BY THE NEVADA SUPREME COURT, LACK OF 
SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION LACK OF PERSONAL 
JURISDICTION, INSUFFICIENCY OF PROCESS, AND/OR 
INSUFFICIENCY OF SERVICE OF PROCESS AND RES 
JUDICATA, AND TO ISSUE SANCTIONS, OR, IN THE 
ALTERNATIVE, MOTION TO STAY CASE AND OPPOSITION 
TO DEFENDANT'S COUNTERMOTION FOR FEES AND 
SANCTIONS 

22 	05/21/2012 	RESPONSE TO "PLAINTIFF'S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING 	4658 - 4712 
REQUESTED BY COURT DURING APRIL 9, 2012 HEARING"; 
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AND REQUEST FOR SANCTIONS FOR FAILURE TO 
COMPLY WITH THE COURT'S ORDERS CONCERNING 
INCOME DISCLOSURE 

RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S "EX PARTE MOTION FOR 
ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE WHY EMPLOYER SHOULD NOT 
BE SUBJECT TO PENALTIES PURSUANT TO NRS 31.297 FOR 
NONVCMPLIANCE WITH WRIT OF GARNISHMENT AND 
FOR ATTORNEY'S FEES AND COSTS" 

RESPONSE TO ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF'S MOTION 

SECOND AMENDED CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 

SECOND AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL 

SECOND SUPPLEMENT TO DEFENDANT'S CLARIFICATION 
OF MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE WHY ROBERT 
SCOTLUND VAILE SHOULD NOT BE HELD IN CONTEMPT 
FOR FAILURE TO PAY CHILD SUPPORT AND FOR 
CHANGING ADDRESS WITHOUT NOTIFYING THE COURT; 
TO REDUCE CURRENT ARREARAGES TO JUDGMENT; AND 
FOR ATTORNEY'S FEES AND COSTS 

16 	10/06/2009 

16 
	

10/12/2009 

1 
	

04/04/2000 

11 
	

04/10/2009 

11 
	

04/10/2009 

24 
	

11/26/2012 

3 	10/10/2000 	STIPULATION AND ORDER 

17 	02/03/2010 	STIPULATION AND ORDER TO QUASH WRIT OF 
GARNISHMENT 

3413 - 3415 

3439 - 3448 

122 - 124 

2330 -2331 

2332 - 2332 

5182 - 5197 

542 - 544 

3683 -3684 

4 
	

12/04/2000 	SUBSTITUTION OF ATTORNEYS 	 727 - 728 

22 
	

05/22/2012 	SUPPLEMENT TO DEFENDANT'S CLARIFICATION OF 	4714 - 4755 
MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE WHY ROBERT 
SCOTLUND VAILE SHOULD NOT BE HELD IN CONTEMPT 
FOR FAILURE TO PAY CHILD SUPPORT AND FOR 
CHANGING ADDRESS WITHOUT NOTIFYING THE COURT; 
TO REDUCE CURRENT ARREARAGES TO JUDGMENT; AND 
FOR ATTORNEY'S FEES AND COSTS 

6 01/16/2008 	SUPPLEMENT TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO REDUCE 	1198 - 1202 
ARREARS IN CHILD SUPPORT TO JUDGMENT, TO 
ESTABLISH A SUM CERTAIN DUE EACH MONTH IN CHILD 
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SUPPORT, AND FOR ATTORNEY'S FEES AND COSTS 

7 
	

03/06/2008 	SUPPLEMENT TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO REDUCE 	1324 - 1333 
ARREARS IN CHILD SUPPORT TO JUDGMENT, TO 
ESTABLISH A SUM CERTAIN DUE EACH MONTH IN CHILD 
SUPPOT, AND FOR ATTORNEY'S FEES AND COSTS 

8 
	

06/09/2008 	SUPPLEMENT TO DEFENDANT'S OPPOSITION TO 	 1544 - 1551 
PLAINTIFF'S "MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION AND TO 
AMEND ORDER OR ALTERNATIVELY, FOR A NEW 
HEARING AND REQUEST TO ENTER OBJECTIONS AND 
MOTION TO STAY ENFORCEMENT OF THE MARCH 3, 2008 
ORDER AND COUNTERMOTION FOR GOAD ORDER OR 
POSTING OF BOND AND ATTORNEY'S FEES AND COSTS 

5 
	

11/06/2003 	SUPPLEMENT TO FILE 
	

1067 - 1078 

18 	03/01/2010 	SUPPLEMENT TO MATTERS SET FOR HEARING ON MARCH 3823 - 3842 
8,2010 

2 	10/05/2000 	SUPPLEMENT TO MOTION FOR IMMEDIATE RETURN OF 	329 - 332 
INTERNATIONALLY ABDUCTED CHILDREN AND MOTION 
TO SET ASIDE FRAUDULENTLY OBTAINED DIVORCE, OR 
IN THE ALTERNATIVE, SET ASIDE ORDERS ENTERED ON 
APRIL 12, 2000, AND REHEAR THE MATTER, AND FOR 
ATTORNEY'S FEES AND COSTS 

17 	02/01/2010 

18 	03/08/2010 

SUPPLEMENT TO MOTION FOR ORDER OF DISMISSAL OF 3611 - 3676 
CALIFORNIA ACTION ON PAIN OF CONTEMPT, TO ISSUE A 
PAYMENT SCHEDULE FOR ALL JUDGMENTS AWARDED 
TO DATE AND FOR ATTORNEY'S FEES AND COST 

SUPPLEMENT TO MOTION FOR ORDER OF DISMISSAL OF 3844 - 3852 
CALIFORNIA ACTION ON PAIN OF CONTEMPT, TO ISSUE A 
PAYMENT SCHEDULE FOR ALL JUDGMENTS AWARDED 
TO DATE AND FOR ATTORNEY'S FEES AND COST 

19 	06/25/2010 
	

SUPPLEMENT TO MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 4016 - 4022 
WHY ROBERT SCOTLUND VAILE SHOULD NOT BE HELD 
IN CONTEMPT FOR FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH THE 
ORDERS OF THE COURT, AND FOR ATTORNEY'S FEES 
AND COSTS 
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04/23/2009 	SUPPLEMENT TO MOTION TO REDUCE TO JUDGMENT 	2381 - 2386 
ADDITIONAL ATTORNEYS FEES AWARDED AND ISSUE A 
PAYMENT SCHEDULE FOR ALL ATTORNEY'S FEES 
AWARDED TO DATE AND FOR A LUMP SUM PAYMENT 
FOR CHILD SUPPORT ARREARAGES AND ATTORNEY'S 
FEES AND COSTS 

07/08/2008 

05/23/2003 

06/04/2003 

06/06/2012 

1578 - 1585 

1001 - 1017 

1038 - 1042 

4809 - 4837 

SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITIES 

SUPPLEMENTAL EXHIBIT 

SUPPLEMENTAL EXHIBIT 

SUPPLEMENTAL EXHIBIT TO DEFENDANT'S 
CLARIFICATION OF MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE WHY ROBERT SCOTLUND VAILE SHOULD NOT BE 
HELD IN CONTEMPT FOR FAILURE TO PAY CHILD 
SUPPORT AND FOR CHANGING ADDRESS WITHOUT 
NOTIFYING THE COURT; TO REDUCE CURRENT 
ARREARAGES TO JUDGMENT; AND FOR ATTORNEY'S 
FEES AND COSTS 

09/25/2000 	SUPPLEMENTAL EXHIBITS 	 247 - 304 

06/04/2012 	SUPPLEMENTAL EXHIBITS TO DEFENDANT'S 	 4775 - 4808 
CLARIFICATION OF MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE WHY ROBERT SCOTLUND VAILE SHOULD NOT BE 
HELD IN CONTEMPT FOR FAILURE TO PAY CHILD 
SUPPORT AND FOR CHANGING ADDRESS WITHOUT 
NOTIFYING THE COURT TO REDUCE CURRENT 
ARREARAGES TO JUDGMENT; AND FOR ATTORNEY'S 
FEES AND COSTS 

01/15/2008 	SUPPLEMENTAL EXHIBITS TO MOTION TO DISMISS AND 	1178 - 1197 
ISSUE SANCTIONS AND MOTION FOR CLARIFICATION OF 
HEARING ORIGINALLY SCHEDULED FOR JANUARY 15, 
2008 

11/30/2009 	SUPPLEMENTAL FILING AS DIRECTED BY COURT 
	

3464 - 3480 

09/05/2008 	SUPPLEMENTAL FRIEND OF THE COURT BRIEF 
	

2118 - 2172 

06/23/2008 	THIRD SUPPLEMENT TO DEFENDANT'S OPPOSITIONS TO 
	

1552 - 1571 
PLAINTIFF'S "MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION AND TO 
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CLERK OF THE COURT 

Electronically Filed 

07/30/2012 12:29:14 PM 

1 
NOAS 
Robert Scotlund Vaile 

2 PO Box 727 
3 Kenwood, CA 95452 

(707) 833-2350 
4 Plaintiff in Proper Person 
5 

IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE 
STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR 

THE COUNTY OF CLARK 
8 

9 

10 ROBERT SCOTLUND VAILE, 	CASE NO: 98 D230385 
11 
	

Plaintiff, 	 DEPT. NO: I 

12 

13 
	 vs. 

CISILIE A. PORSBOLL, 
14 
	

Defendant. 
15 

16 	

NOTICE OF APPEAL 
17 

Notice is hereby given that Plaintiff Robert Scotlund Vaile, Plaintiff in 
18 

Proper Person, appeals to the Supreme Court of Nevada from the order rendered 
19 

by Hon. Cheryl B. Moss titled Court's Decision and Order entered on July 10, 
20 

2012, and noticed as to entry on July 11, 2012. A true and correct copy of the 
21 

order is attached hereto. 
22 

23 
	 Dated this 30' day of July, 2012. 

24 
	

/s/ R.S. Vaile 
25 
	 Robert Scotlund Vaile 

PO Box 727 
26 
	

Kenwood, CA 95452 
27 
	 (707) 833-2350 

Plaintiff in Proper Person 
28 

-1- 

6 

7 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Plaintiff Robert Scotlund Vaile hereby certifies that I served a true and 

correct copy of the foregoing Notice of Appeal by depositing a true and correct 

copy in the U.S. Mail at Marengo, Ohio in a sealed envelope, with first-class 

postage pre-paid and addressed as follows: 

Marshal S. Willick 
Willick Law Group 
3591 E. Bonanza Road, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Dated this 30' day of July, 2012. 

/s/ R.S. Vaile  
Robert Scotlund Valle 
PO Box 727 
Kellwood, CA 95452 
(707) 833-2350 
Plaintiff in Proper Person 

-2- 
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Electronically Filed 
07/1112012 03 ..05700 PM 

DISTRICT COURT  
FAMILY DIVISION 	

CLERK OF THE COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Zavala 
Judicial Executive Assistant to the 
HONORABLE CHERYL B. MOSS 

2 

3 
R.S. VAILE, 

4 
Plaintiff, 

5 	VS. 
	 Case No 98-D-230385 

6 	CISII,IE A. VAILE 
	 Dept. No. "P' 

7 
	Nka PORSBOLL, 	

Defendant 

8 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF COURT'S DECISION AND ORDER 

TO: 	LS. VAILE, Plaintiff In Proper Person 

TO: MARSHAL WILLICK, ESQ., Attorney forDefendant 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that a Court's Decision and Order was entered in the 

above-entitled matter on thelO th  day of July, 2012, a true and correct copy of which is 

attached hereto. 

Dated this 11 th  day ofJuly, 2012, 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby further certify that on this 11 th  day of July, 2012. I caused to be mailed to 

Plaintiff/DefendantPro Se a copy of the Notice of Entry of Court's Decision and Order at 

the following addiess: 

RS. VAILE 
P.O. Box 727, Kenwood, CA 95452 
Plaintiff In Proper Person 

I hereby certify that on this Il day of July, 2012, I caused to be delivered to the 

Clerk's Office a copy of the Notice of Entry of Court's Decision and Order which was 

placed in the foldets to the following attorneys: 

MARSHAL ' WILLICK, ESQ. 
Attorney for Defendant 

CHERYL B. MOSS 
DISTRICT .)I tOGF 

FAMILY DIVISION, DEPT I 
LAS VEGAS NY 85151 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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Electronically Filed 
07/10/2012 03:11:57 PM 

CLERK OF THE COURT 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

R. S. VAILE, 

Case No. 98-D-230385 

VS. 
	 Dept. No. I 

CISIL1E A. VAILE 

PORSBOLL, 

Defendant. 

COURT'S DECISION AND ORDER 

The Nevada Supreme Court remanded this CUSC to determine whether 

Norway's March 17, 2003, modification order is enforceable in Nevada, and for 

further proceedings on the enforcement of the August 21, 1998, Nevada child 

support order. Defendant ("Ms. Porsboll") also filed an Amended Motion for 

Order Show Cause to which Plaintiff ("Mr. Vaile") filed an Opposition. 

The Court reviewed the pleadings and heard oral arguments on April 9, 

2012, and June 4, 2012. Each side filed supplemental briefs. 

The Norway Child Support Order 

The State of Nevada adopted the -Uniform Interstate Family Support At 

(UIFSA) and incorporated its provisions in NRS Chapter 130. Under NRS 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

9 

10 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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6 
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8 
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10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
CHERYL O. HOS, 

DISTFIFCT,ItilY3E 

FAMILY DIVISIOk 13EFT, 
LAS vkGAS NV 0001 

130.10116, Nevada recognizes the country of Norway as a foreign reciprocating 

country. 

In this case, the issue to be decided is whether Norway modified the 

Nevada child support order and therefore became the controlling order. The Court 

finds that under NRS 130.611(1)(a), Norway could have modified the Nevada 

child support order only if it finds that both parents and the children no longer 

reside in Nevada, that Mr. Valle, who is a nonresident of Norway petitioned for 

modification, and that Ms. Porsboll was subject to the personal jurisdiction of 

Norway. 

Under NRS 130.611(1)(b), Norway may also modify the Nevada child 

support order if Norway is the residence of the children, or one of the parents 

reside in Norway, and both parties have filed written consents with the Nevada 

court, 

Here, none of the requirements of NRS 130.611(1) were met. Mr. Vaile 

did not petition for modification in Norway. Rather, Norway issued its own 

modification order that is not enforceable in Nevada under U1FSA laws. Further, 

both parties never filed written consents with the Nevada district court requesting 

Norway to modify the child support and assume jurisdiction. 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that  the Norway ehild support order is not the 

controlling order, and it is unenforceable in Nevada pursuant to UIFSA. The 

Norwegian order has no bearing on this court's enforcement of the Nevada child 

2 
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2 
	support order, which remains the controlling order. Further, Nevada retains 

3 
	personal jurisdiction over Mr. Valle for enforcement of child support. 

4 
	

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Mr. Vaile's March 6, 2012, pleading 

5 	entitled "Notice of Controlling Norwegian Child Support Order" shall be stricken 

6 	because it dots not comply with NRS 130.611 and 130.605. 

7 	
Mr. Valle argued that NRS 130.6115 authorizes Norway to modify the 

8 

9 
	Nevada support order. The Court rejects Mr. Vaile's argument and finds that NRS 

10 
	

130.6115 does not apply. This statute specifically refers to modification of a child 

11 
	support order of a foreign country. Here, the child support order sought to be 

12 	modified was issued in Nevada. Nevada is not a foreign country. 

13 	 Mr. Vaile raised the issue of applying NRS 130_207. Ms. Porsboll argued 

14 
that this statute does not apply. The Court finds that NES 130.207 is inapplicable. 

15 

16 
	This statute deals with determining which support order is the controlling order 

17 
	when two competing child support orders exist. 

18 
	

At the time of the 1998 divorce, there was only one child support order 

19 	issued in Nevada which is the controlling order. There were no multiple 

20 	
competing orders. Therefore, NRS 130.207 does not apply in this case. 

21 

22 
	 Mr. Valle argued that Ms. Porsboll's counsel's references to expert 

23 
	opinion, specifically Gary Caswell, Esq., were hearsay and should be disregarded. 

24 
	

The Court finds this argument moot. The Court did not rely on Mr. Caswell's 

25 	opinion letter to reach a decision on the applicability of NRS Chapter 130 and 

26 	UIFSA. 

27 

28 
omenyt. D. MOSS 
	 3 

DISTRICT JUDGE 

FAMILY DIVISION. DEPT. I 
LA. V ,C5.45 NV rIS1O1 
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2 
	&calculation of Child Support Arrears, Statutory Interest. and Statntor/ 

3 
	Penalties After Remand 

4 
	

Mr. Vaile argues that he should not have paid child support when he had 

5 
	

the children in his care from May 2000 to April 2002. At a hearing on July 21, 

6 	2008, the court denied Mr. Vaile's request. The Nevada Supreme Court, in its 

7 	
January 26, 2012, decision, denied all other relief sought by Mr. Valle in his 

8 

9 
	multiple appeals. Accordingly, the court's decision is res judicata. In addition, 

10 
	the Court rejects Mr. Valle's arguments of waiver, Inches, and prevention. 

11 
	

Principal Child Suppart Arrears  

12 
	

The Court reviewed the calculations submitted by both sides. As to 

13 	principal child support arrears, Mr. Vailc claims the total amount accrued through 

14 	
June 1, 2012, is $149,416.93. Ms. Porsboll claims the amount is $214,868.09 

15 

16 
	 Mr. Vaile's chart is erroneous. His child support chart sets the obligation 

17 
	at 18% for 2008, yet the eldest daughter emancipated in May 2009. This is 

18 
	

incorrect because the percentage amount of 18% for one remaining child should 

19 	not be applied until June 2009. 

20 	
In addition, Mr. Vale did not include child support when he claimed 

21 

22 
	custody of the children for two years. As noted, the Court previously denied his 

23 
	request on July 21, 2008. 

24 
	

Mr. Vaile claims he paid a total of $94,049.82 in child support payments. 

25 
	

Ms. Porsboll calculated total payments of $88,551.37. The Court previously 

26 	ordered on March 8,2010, that Mr. Valle direct all child support payments to Ms. 

27 

28 
CHERYL IL MOSS 
	 4 

DISTRICT JUDGE 

FAMILY DIVISION, DEPT. I 
LAS VEGAS NV 243101 
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1 
Porsboll's counsel (The Willick Law Group) if the District Attorney did not 

2 

3 
	collect the full amount via involuntary wage assignment Mr. Valle is not entitled 

4 
	to credits for any direct payments he made to Ms. Porsholl. 

5 
	

The Court finds Ms. Porsboll's updated calculations are accurate as set 

6 
	

forth in Exhibit A of their Supplemental Exhibits filed June 4, 2012. Therefore, 

7 	
the principal amount of child support arrears, after all payments are credited, is 

8 
$126,316.72 through June 1, 2012, 

9 

10 
	 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the principal amount of child support 

11 
	arrears, totaling $126,316.72 through June 1, 2012, is reduced to judgment and 

12 	collectible by any lawful means. 

13 	Statutory Interest on the Child Sunnort Arrears 

14 	
Statutory interest is mandatory under NRS 17,130 and 99.040, Ms, 

15 

16 
	Porsboll calculated $62,466.86 of interest. 

17 
	

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the total interest amount of $62,466.86 

18 
	

through June 1, 2012, is reduced to judgment and collectible by any lawful means. 

19 	Statutory Penalties on the Child Support Arrears 

20 	
Ms. Porsboll calculated penalties on the arrears, using the M-Law 

21 

22 
	program, in the amount of $88,218,75. 

23 
	 The Nevada Supreme Court did not reach a decision on the calculation of 

24 
	

penalties issue (M-Law vs. NOMADS). Ms. Porsboll argued the M-Law Program 

25 	was not invalidated by the Supreme Court. However, neither was the NOMADS 

26 	Program. The court decided the issue in its April 17,2009 Decision and Order 
27 

28 
CHSRYL S. MOSS 
	 5 

OiSTRICTJUPOE 

FAMILY DIVISION, DEPT. I 
LAO VEGAS NV 89101 
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and is compelled to enforce it The court recognizes that the M-Law Program 
2 

	

3 
	calculates penalties in the same mariner as the NOMADS program, but only up 

	

4 
	through the first 23 months. After 23, months, the calculations diverge. In this 

	

5 
	

case, the penalties are calculated over a span 12 years. 

	

6 	 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Mr. Valle shall obtain an updated audit 

	

7 	
from the District Attorney's Office as to the penalties calculation by serving the 

8 

	

9 
	District Attorney with a certified copy of this Decision and Order. 

	

10 
	 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the District Attorney shall file an 

	

11 
	updated audit in D-230385. Mr. Vaile shall then submit a proposed Order, 

	

12 	countersigned by Ms. Porsboll's counsel, indicating the penalties amount through 

	

1.3 	June 1, 2012, with said amount being reduced to judgment and collectible by any 

	

14 	
lawful means. 

15 

	

16 
	Contempt Issues 

	

17 
	 On March 28, 2012, Ms. Porsboll filed an Amended Order Show Cause 

	

18 
	

asking for contempt against Mr. Valle for failing to pay child support, for failing 

	

19 	to make restitution on prior judgments for attorney's fees, and for failing to timely 

	

20 	file a Notice of Change of Address. 
21 

	

22 
	 NRS 22.010 and NRS 22.030 discuss contempt An order must be 

	

23 
	reduced to writing, signed by a Judge, and filed with the Clerk of the Court. 

	

24 
	

Division of Child 'Family  Svcs, v. Eighth Judicii4 Dig Ct of Nsvada,,,  92 P,3d 

	

25 
	

1239 (2004). In Cunnintrigun v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Ct.,  102 Nev. 551, 559-60 

	

26 	(1986), the Supreme Court held, "An order on which a judgment of contempt is 

27 

28 
CHERYL R. HORS 
	 6 
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CHERYL H. PRIM 

crsTfou tJCPOE 

based must be clear and unambiguous, and must spell out the details of 

compliance in clear, specific and unambiguous terms so that the person will 

readily know exactly what duties or obligations are imposed on him." 

Pertaining to the change of address issue, the court's order filed October 9, 

2008, is lear and unambiguous. Mr. Valle is required to formally file a Notice of 

Change of Address in Case Number D-230385 within 30 days of moving. Mr. 

Valle asserted that he moved to Michigan in 2011. However, he did not file a 

Notice of Change of Address until March 6, 2012. 

Mr. Vaile's argument that his Virginia counsel notified the Williek Law 

Group of his new Michigan address does not comply with the court's order. Mr. 

Vailets argument that he did not file a chsnge of address in D-230385 due to the 

appeal pending is meritiess. The change of address requirement was not related to 

the issues he raised on appeal. 

The Court finds Mr. Valle in contempt of the October 9, 2008 order for 

failing to file a Notice of Change of Address in Case Number D -230385 within 30 

days of moving to a new residence. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Mr. Vaik is sanctioned $500.00 for 

failing to file a Notice of Change of Address and serving the Willick Law Group 

within 30 days of moving to a different residence. 

With regard to Mr. Vaile's failure to pay child support since April 2000, 

the court previously conducted an evidentiary hearing on September 18,2008. 

7 
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Both parties were given notice and an opportunity to fully litigate the contempt 

iwue. 

The court made written findings after the September 18, 2008, trial. In 

conforming with the Nevada Supreme Court's Decision reversing and remanding 

this case, the court reviewed its prior findings and orders in its October 9, 2008 

Decision and Order. 

The court's findings of fact and conclusions of law remain unchanged 

from the September 18, 2008 evidentiary hearing, except as to all references and 

findings that were inconsistent with the Nevada Supreme Court's Decision. All 

references and findings as to enforcing the $1,300.00 fixed monthly child support 

amount are null and void. 

Upon reconsideration after remand, the court makes new and/or revised 

fmdings and orders as follows. 

According to the Decree of Divorce, the parties are required to exchang 
their tax returns and income information each year for purposes of 
calculating child support. 

2. The parties applied and utilized the mathematical formula contained in the 
Decree. 

3. The facts have not changed with regard to Mr. Vaile having paid nothing 
for over six years from April 2000 to April 2006. 

4. The court finds Mr. Vaile's conduct willful because he understood he had 
a BASIC duty and obligation to pay child support. In fact, Mr. Valle 
voluntarily paid child support from the time the Decree was entered until 
April 2000, 

• The policy behind NRS 125B.020(1) states that a parent has a duty to 
support their ehildren. 
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6. Mr. Vaile actually paid child support from August 1998 to April 2000. 
This means he understood during this time period that he had a duty to 
support their children. 

2 
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empty& s. MOSS 

[WIWI JUDGE 

FAMILY DNIVOK DEPT. 
LAE VEDA3 NY 14101 

7. Mrs. Porsboll signed no written agreements for waiver of child support. 

8. Mr. Valle willfully refused to pay child support from April 2000 to July 
2006. 

9. Mr. Valle is in contempt of the Decree of Divorce. 

10. Mr. Valle was on notice under the Decree of Divorce to pay child support. 

11. Mr. Valle paid $1,300.00 per month from August 1998 to April 2000. 

12. There were no payments until the District Attorney's Office commenced 
wage withholding on July 3, 2006. 

13. All child support payments since July 3, 2006 have been collected 
involuntarily. 

14, Under NRS 22,010, the Court, in its discretion, could monetarily sanction 
Mr. Valle up to $500.00 for every month he willfully did not pay child 
support. He did not pay from April 2000 to July 2006 or a total of 76 
months. The maximum amount is potentially $500.00 x 76 — $38,000.00. 

15. The Court finds Mr. Valle in contempt for non-payment of child support 
for six years. 

16. Under MRS 22.010, the Court has discretion to impose up to 25 days 
incarceration for every month Mr. Vac willfitlly refused to pay child 
support. 

17. Here, the child support PRINCIPAL ARREARS total $126,316.72 
through June 1,2012. 

18, The STATUTORY INTEREST on the arrears amounts to a total of 
$62,466.86 through June 1,2012. 

19. The combined total is substantial -- $188,783.58, 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Mr. Valle is found in contempt for non-

payment of child support for six years from March 2000 thiough June 2006. 

9 
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Accordingly, he is sanctioned $38,000.00 under NRS 22.010. Said amount is 

reduced to judgment and collectible by any lawful means. Previously, the 

Court did not award sanctions because it believed the Decree provision on 

calculating child support on a yearly basis was not clear and not unambiguous. 

The Nevada Supreme Court reasoned and found to the contrary in ha YturtiAry 

26, 2012 Decision, Accordingly, upon reconsideration and =land, there is a 

basis to award sanctions. 

The Court fmds that because Nevada lacks jurisdiction to modify the child 

support order, Mr. Valle is obligated to pay CURRENT child support of 

$2,754.15 per month in accordance with the Decree of Divorce. Under NRS 

125B.100, the obligor parent shall continue to pay support for an emancipated 

child until all arrearages are paid. Mr. Vaile's child support was $2,870,13 for 

two children. The eldest child was emancipated on June 1, 2009. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that in accordance with the Decree of 

Divorce, Mr. Wile's child support obligation is $2,870.13 per month. Of this 

amount, $2,754.15 is applied towards current child support for the one 

remaining minor child, due and owing from July 1, 2011 to June 30, 2012. 

The difference between $2,870.13 and $2,754.15 shall be applied against the 

arrearages for this time period. On July 1 of each year, while the youngest 

child is still a minor, the child support amount is adjusted per the Decree of 

Divorce and any remainder between the $2,870.13 and the adjusted amount 

shall be applied toward the arrearages. The youngest child will emancipate on 

10 
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1 

2 
	June 1,2013. Alter said date, the entire amount of $2,870.13 shall be applied 

3 
	toward arrearages until paid in full. 

4 
	

With regard to incarceration contempt, the court previously ordered Mr. 

5 
	

Vaile to make eight (8) monthly installments of $2,000.00 towards the purge 

6 	amount of $16,000.00 as reflected in the October 9, 2008 Decision and Order. 

7 	
According to Exhibit A of Defendant's Supplemental Exhibits filed June 4, 

9 
	2012, Mr. Vaile made all payments totaling $16,000.00. Therefore, the Court 

10 
	finds that Mr. Valle is purged out of the jail contempt through the date of the 

11 
	

last payment due and owing which was June 15, 2009. 

12 
	

Concerning Ms. Porstioll's latest request for contempt for failure to pay 

13 	child support after June 15, 2009, the Court finds that zero child support was 

14 	
paid for eleven (11) specific months, namely May 2010 to October 2010 

15 

16 
	 inclusive, July 2011 to September 2011 inclusive, and May 2012 to June 

17 
	2012. See Exhibit A of Defendant's Supplemental Exhibits filed on June 4, 

18 
	

2012. 

19 
	

Under due process, if a party is facing incarceration and sanctions for 

20 	
contempt, the Court is required to hold an evidentiary hearing pursuant to 

21 
NRS 22.010, 

22 

23 
	 Mr. Valle is admonished to resume child support payments and pay the 

24 
	=learnt of $2,870,13 per month in accordance with the non-modifiable Decree 

25 	of Divorce support order and pursuant to NRS 1250.100. 

26 

27 

28 	
11 

ettEltYL fi. 'MOSS 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that an evidentiary hearing date shall be set 

	

3 
	 for October 22, 2012 at 1:30 p.m. (stack #11  

	

4 
	

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that for any remainder amounts due for child 

	

5 	 support each month not collected via wage assignment by the District 

	

6 	 Attorney's Office, Mr. Valle shall continue to send those payments directly to 
7 

Ms. Porsboll's counsel payable to "The Willick Law Group". At the hearing 
8 

	

9 
	 on March 8,2010. the court ordered Mr. Vaile to send all payments for child 

	

10 
	 support not collected by the District Attorney to The Willick Law Group. Mr. 

	

11 
	

Valle is under an affirmative duty to comply with court orders. Since March 

	

12 	 8.2010, Mr. Valle paid hero child support for 11 months. See Exhibit A to 

	

13 	
Defendant's Supplemental Exhibits filed June 4, 2012. Mr, Valle is to show 

14 

	

15 
	 cause at the evidentiary why he should not be held in contempt. 

	

16 
	 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the involuntary wage withholding by the 

	

17 
	

District Attorney for the payment of current child support shall continue. 

	

18 
	

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the prior award of $15,000.00 attorney's 

	

19 	 fees to Ms. Porsboll in the October 9, 2008, Decision and Order stands, but 

	

20 	
any references or findings as to the enforcement of the $1,300.00 per month 

21 

	

22 
	 amount is deemed null and void. Said amount is reduced to judgment and 

	

23 
	 collectible by any lawftil means. 

	

24 
	

With regard to Ms. Porsboll's request to enforce the prior judgments for 

	

25 	 attorney's fees, the court stated at previous hearings that said judgments were 

	

26 	
already reduced to judgment and collectible by any lavvful means. 

27 

	

28 	
12 

CHERYL MOSS 
OISTRICT JUOGC 

FAMILY DiVIS/ON, ISEPT I 
LAS VEGAS NV 80101 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Ms. Porsbollis request to enforce 

payment of prior judgments of attorney's fees and costs was already granted by 

the Court at the March 8, 2010 hearing. The court's order still stands and any 

employer of Mr, Valle shall withhold the maximum amount allowed by 

Nevada law, not to exceed 50% dills wages, 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that as to Ms. Porsboll's latest request for 

attorney's fees filed February 27, 2012, mandatory fees shall be awarded 

pursuant to NRS 125B.140 as Mr. Valle still owes child support arrears. The 

Willick Law Group shall file a Memorandum of Fees and Costs and a redacted 

billing statement no later than August 10,2012, and submit a proposed order, 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that additional fees requested on the 

contempt issues reserved for the evidentiary hearing are deferred. 

SO ORDERED. 

Dated this 10th  day of July, 2011 
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DISTRICT JUDCLF 
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CHERYL B. MOSS 
District Court Judge 
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1 
ASTA 
Robert Scotlund Vaile 

2 PO Box 727 
3 Kenwood, CA 95452 

(707) 833-2350 
4 Plaintiff in Proper Person 

5 
IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE 

6 
	

STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR 
THE COUNTY OF CLARK 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

R. SCOTLUND VAILE, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 

CISILIE A. PORSBOLL, 
fka CISILIE A. VAILE, 

Defendant. 

CASE NO: 98 D230385 
DEPT. NO: I 

14 

15 
	 CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 

16 
	

1. Name of appellant filing this case appeal statement: 
17 
	

Robert Scotlund Vaile, Plaintiff/Petitioner. 

18 
	

2. Identify the judge issuing the decision, judgment, or order appealed 
19 
	

from: Hon. Cheryl B. Moss, Eighth Judicial District, Dept. I 

20 
	

3. Identify each appellant and the name and address of counsel for each 
21 
	 appellant: 

22 
	

Robert Scotlund Vaile, proceeding in Proper Person 

23 
	

PO Box 727, Kenwood, CA 95452 

24 
	

4. Identify each respondent and the name and address of appellate counsel, 
25 
	

if known, for each respondent (if the name of a respondent's appellate 
26 
	 counsel is unknown, indicate as much and provide the name and address 

27 
	 of that respondent's trial counsel): 

28 
	

Respondent Cisilie A. Porsboll, fka, Cisilie A. Vaile 

-1- 
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Willick Law Group (attorneys for respondent), 3591 East Bonanza Road, 

Suite 200, Las Vegas, Nevada 89110-2101. 

5. Indicate whether any attorney identified above in response to question 3 

or 4 is not licensed to practice law in Nevada and, if so, whether the 

district court granted that attorney permission to appear under SCR 42 

(attach a copy of any district court order granting such permission): 

Petitioner, Mr. Vaile, is not licensed to practice law in Nevada, but is a party 

to this case. SCR 42 appears inapplicable. 

6. Indicate whether appellant was represented by appointed or retained 

counsel in the district court: 

Appellant has been represented by counsel in an unbundled capacity for 

some matters in the district court, but not since the remand by the Nevada 

Supreme Court in this case. 

7. Indicate whether appellant is represented by appointed or retained 

counsel on appeal: 

Appellant intends to proceed in proper person on appeal. 

8. Indicate whether appellant was granted leave to proceed in forma 

pauperis, and the date of entry of the district court order granting such 

leave: 

Appellant has not sought leave to proceed in forma pauperis. 

9. Indicate the date the proceedings commenced in the district court (e.g., 

date complaint, indictment, information, or petition was filed): 

Complaint for divorce was filed in the district court on August 7, 1998, and 

the decree of divorce filed on August 21, 1998. On October 25, 2000, the 

district court upheld a custody order in favor of Petitioner Vaile. The Nevada 

Supreme Court overturned that order on April 11, 2002. Defendant initiated 

proceedings for child support for the first time on November 7, 2007, which 

the lower court resolved in final orders dated October 9, 2008 and April 17, 

-2- 
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2009. The Nevada Supreme Court issued a decision reversing those orders 

on January 26, 2012. 

10. Provide a brief description of the nature of the action and result in the 

district court, including the type of judgment or order being appealed 

and the relief granted by the district court: 

This case involves the appropriate amount of child support due for two 

children (now grown) based on calculations under the 1998 decree of 

divorce, the effect of waiver on child support due, and the priority of 

superceding child support orders issued by the foreign country home state of 

the children which was previously declared a foreign reciprocating country 

by both the State of Nevada and the federal Department of State. On reversal 

and remand, the district court has refused to comply with the directives of 

this court which required the district court to apply NRS 130.207 to make a 

determination as to the priority of the Norwegian orders, has continued to 

make significant modifications to the 1998 divorce decree, and has refused to 

reverse attorneys fees awarded to the non-prevailing party. 

11. Indicate whether the case has previously been the subject of an appeal 

to or original writ proceeding in the Supreme Court and, if so, the 

caption and Supreme Court docket number of the prior proceeding: 

As indicated above, this case has been the subject of several proceedings in 

the Nevada Supreme Court previously, referenced by the following case 

numbers: 36969, 37082, 51981, 52244, 52457, 52593, 53687, 53798, 55396, 

55446, 55911, 60502. 

12. Indicate whether this appeal involves child custody or visitation: 

This case does not involve child custody or visitation directly. However, it 

does involve the related question as to whether Nevada courts must honor the 

child support orders made incident to custody orders by a foreign 

-3- 
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reciprocating country, which the Nevada Supreme Court has previously 

declared to be the home state of the children. 

13. If this is a civil case, indicate whether this appeal involves the possibility 

of settlement: 

Appellant has remained open to the possibility of settlement of this matter. 

Dated this 30' day of July, 2012. 

/s/ R. S. Vaile 
Robert Scotlund Vaile 
PO Box 727 
Kenwood, CA 95452 
(707) 833-2350 
Plaintiff in Proper Person 

-4- 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Plaintiff Robert Scotlund Vaile hereby certifies that I served a true and 

correct copy of the foregoing Case Appeal Statement by depositing a true and 

correct copy in the U.S. Mail at Marengo, Ohio in a sealed envelope, with first-

class postage pre-paid and addressed as follows: 

Marshal S. Willick 
Willick Law Group 
3591 E. Bonanza Road, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Dated this 30' day of July, 2012. 

/s/ R.S. Vaile  
Robert Scotlund Valle 
PO Box 727 
Kellwood, CA 95452 
(707) 833-2350 
Plaintiff in Proper Person 

-5- 
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CLERK OF THE COURT 

Electronically Filed 

08/0112012 10:22:38 AM 

MEMO 
WILLICK LAW GROUP 
MARSHAL S. WILL1CK, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 002515 
3591 E, Bonanza Road, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 
Phone (702) 438-4100; Fax (702) 438-5311 
cmail@willieklawgroup.corn 
Attorneys for Defendant 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAIVIIIN DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

ROBERT SCXYFLIJND VAILE, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

CISILIE A. PORSBOLL, facia CISILIE A. vArLE, 

Defendant. 

CASE NO: D-98-230385-D 
DEPT. NO: I 

DATE OF IIEARING: N/A 
TIME OF HEARING: N/A 

17 

MEMORANDUM OF FEES AND COSTS 

As directed by the Court in its Decision and Order, filed July 10, 2010, this Memorandum 

of Fees and Cosis in the above referenced case is provided to the Court indicating fees and costs 

expended from January 1, 2012, to July, 2012. 

1. 	The Defendant's billing records in the above referenced ease from January 1, 2012 to 

present: 

a. 	Time entries for staff on this case: Attached as Exhibit A. 

Paralegal time: 1.00 hr. @ $150.00 $150.00 

Paralegal time: 129.40 hr. @ $175.00 $22,645.00 

Law Clerk time: 62.80 hr. @ $250.00 $15,700.00 

Attorney time: 1.70 hr. @ $275.00 $467.50 

VALUCK LAW GROUP 
3591 East Bonanza Road 

Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 80110-2101 

(702) 438-4100 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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Attorney time: 27.00 	hr. -.) 	$550.00 $14 , 850.00 

Total Professional Services: $53,812.50 

Filling Fees and Messenger Services: $35.00 

4% Cost Charge $3,635,88 

WU,' ACK LAW GROUP 

MARSHAL S. WILLICK, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 002515 

10 
	 3591 E. Bonanza Road, Suite 200 

Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 
11 
	 Phone (702) 438-4100; Fax (702) 438-5311 

email gwillicklawgroup.corn 
12 
	 Attorneys for Defendant 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

WILLICK LAW GROUP 
3591 East Borlanza Road 

5e 20(1 	 -2- 
Las Vegas, NV a91 /0-2101 

702) 430-4100 
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Mr, Robert Scotlund Valle 
P.O. Box 727 

Kellwood ;  California 95452 
scot] und(62yaile.in lo 

legal (a;infosee.privacyport.e0M  
Plaintiff In Proper Person 

Jn employee„Oft—IlwAY1LLIC:1( 'LAW GROUP 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

2 	 T. hereby certify that the Defendant's Memorandum of Fees and Costs, was duly served on 

3 	the  /2day of August, 2012, pursuant to NRCP 5(b), via Email, and by depositing a true and 

4 	correct copy in the United States Mail, first class mail, postage prepaid, addressed as follows: 

P •;1.vp I 3 ,, V All 15005384 WPL3\LF  
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WiLLICK LAW GROUP 
3591 East Bonanza Road 

Suite 700 
Las Vegas, NV 8511 0-21 01 

(702) 4384100 
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LF 

Friday, January 6, 2012 
R1 .0 
1.F 
	

Ran New MLaw calculations without penalties. 
LF 	Revised Motion for Order to Show Cause. 

WORM 

	

1.30 
	

227.50 

	

1.20 
	

210.00 

Willick Law Group 
3591 k. Bonanza Rd., Suite 200 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89110-2101 

Web page: www.willicklawgroup.corn 
Billing Q&A sethgwillicklawgroup.com  

July 17, 2012 

Ms. Cisilie Anne Valle Porsholl File Number: 00-050.POST 

    

RE: 	Vaile v. Valle, Robert 

Statement of Account Cor Services Rendered Through July 17, 2012 

Previous Balance Due 

Professional Services 

Emp  

   

$573,786.86 

     

Description hours 

  

Amount 

     

Tuesday, January 3, 2012 
RLC 	Review of SC Order, 

District Court Orders. 

    

 

and review of 2.90 725.00 

LF 
	

Received Order form Supreme Court in Case 55446 the WRIT. 
Downloaded Supreme Court Order, Denying WRIT„ and lifting 
STAY. 
Discussion with attorney and stalTon the Supreme Court Order 
and how it would affect related litigation, and what we should be 
doing now. 

Wednesday, January 4, 2012 

	

0.30 
	

52.50 

	

0.60 
	

105.00 

	

0.50 
	

87.50 

4414 

Tuesday, January 10, 2012 
,C 	Continue work on Motion for Order to Show Cause, 

Wednesday, January 11,2012 
LF 	Received Order from Supreme Court - Downloaded Order and 

reviewed. Discussed order with staff. Supreme Court Case No. 
55446, WRIT. 

1.50 

0.50 

375.00 

87.50 
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Page two 
July 17, 2012 
Ms, Cisilie Anne Vaile Porsboll 
Vaile v. Valle, Robert 

Emp Description Hours 

  

   

   

Thursday, January 19, 2012 
RLC 

   

Monday, January 23, 2012 
LF 	Received Notice In Lieu of Remit titer in Case No. 55446 0.30 

Thursday, January 26, 201 2 
RLC 	Review of SC Decision 

,F 	Received and reviewed decision of Supreme Court in Case No. 
53687 and 53798. 

LF 	Drafting Motion. 

0.90 
1.00 

1 . 00 

Friday, January 27, 2012 
1,f 	Reviewing Supreme Court Opinion, and drafting Motion for 

Order to keep child support at same level until Scot provides 
required data. 

LF 	Drafting and devolping calculations according to Decree, 
downloaded CPI history. 

Monday, January 30, 2012 
LF 	Drafting Motion, converting currency. Received response from 

client as to her income from 2000 to present, she will mail 
documents to inc. 

1,F 	Falailed client for additional information. 

3.00 

3.40 

2.60 

0.20 

Tuesday, January 31, 2012 
LF 	Drafting spread sheet and motion. 

 

4.60 

Wednesday, February 1, 2012 
LF 	Revising spread sheets, base on new information discovered hi 

file. 
LF 	Reviewing file for financial information on Scollund's income. 

Thursday, February 2, 2012 
LE 	Drafting Motion and passed to attorney. 

2.00 

3.00 

3.00 

Friday. February 3, 2012 
RLC 
RLC 
	

Review of calculations and first review of Motion. 	 2.70 
LE 
	

Revising table of payments. 	 1.30 

Monday, February 6, 2012 
RLC 
LF 
	

Revising and updating Payment Table. 	 3.00 
LF 
	

Running Mlaw Calculations. 	 0.70 
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Page three 
July i7,201.2 
Ms. Cisilie Anne Vaile Porsboll 
Valle v. Vaile, Robert 

Emp 	 Description 

Friday, February 10, 2012 
LF 	Reviewing income summary and documents from client. 

Tuesday, February 14, 2012 
1,F 	Downloading Supreme Court filings, updating records. 

Friday, February I 7, 2012 
LF 	Drafted disclosure statement pursuant to NRCP 7,1, 
LF 	Assembling exhibits for motion. 
IF 	Reviewing and redacting tax returns for Cisilie. 
LF 	Filed motion and exhibits with court, transmitted copy to 

opposing party by email and US mail. 
LF 	Reviewed and transmitted request for payment letter to Scotlund 

via email and US mail. 

Wednesday, February 22, 2012 
RLC 	Continue drafting of Motion for Order to Show Cause. 

Drafting Motion. 

Thursday, February 23, 2012 
RLC 
	

Complete draft of Motion for OSC. 
RLC 
	

Draft letter to Opp party for demand of payment. 
LF 
	

Revising and editing Motion. 
LF 
	

Assembling exhibits and drafting Order to Show Cause. 

Friday, February 24, 2012 
MSW Review and Revise Iettre and Motion for order to Show Cause. 

Tuesday, February 28, 2012 
1,17 	Drafting Ex Parte application and Order to Show Cause. 

Wednesday, February 29, 2012 
LF 	Received filed Motion, and transmitted to Seotlund via email and 

US Mail. 

Thursday, March 8, 2012 
LF 	Received filing form Scot, and reviewing. 
RLC 	Review of documents received from Opp Party. 

Hours Arno tint 

227.50 

175.00 

1.30 

1.00 

 

	

0.30 
	

52.50 

	

1.20 
	

210.00 

	

0.60 
	

105.00 

	

0.40 
	

70.00 

	

0.40 
	

70.00 

	

3.50 
	

875.00 

	

2.00 
	

350.00 

	

3.30 
	

825.00 

	

0.50 
	

125.00 

	

4.00 
	

700,00 

	

1.00 
	

175.00 

	

3.90 
	

2,145.00 

	

1.00 
	

175.00 

	

0.30 
	

52.50 

	

0.50 
	

87.50 

	

1.60 
	

400.00 

Friday, March 9, 2012 
RLC 	Begin work on Reply brief. 
LF 	Received remittitur. 
LF 	Received and reviewed documents filed by Scotlund, 
LF 	Discussion with attorney and staff on response if necessary. 

Monday, March 12, 2012 
RIX 	Complete draft of Reply Brief, 

	

2.50 
	

625.00 

	

0.30 
	

52.50 

	

1.00 
	

175.00 

	

0,30 
	

52.50 

5.50 	1,375.00 
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Page four 
July 17, 2012 
Ms. Cisille Anne Vaile Porsboll 
Valle v, Valle, Robert 

Emp 
	

Description 
	

1-fours 
	

Au-count 

Tuesday, March 13, 2012 
RIX: 	Complete Reply Brief after review by LF. 	 250.00 
MSW Review and Revise Reply. 	 2.40 

	
1,320.00 

Wednesday, March 14, 2012 
REX 	Complete Reply. 	 0.20 

	
50.00 

IF 	Filed Reply and transmitted to Scot. 	 0.30 
	

52.50 

Thursday, March 15, 2012 
LF 	Received Certificate of Mailing filed. 	 0.20 

	
35.00 

Friday, March 16, 2012 
LF 	Drafting Certificate or Mailing. 
LF 	Drafting certificate of mailing. 
LF 	Received and filed Order to Show Cause. 
LF 	Transmitted copy of order to Scot. 
LF 	Received filed Reply form court. 

Tuesday, March 20, 2012 
LF 	Received filed Order to Show Cause. 
LF 	Transmitted Order to Show Cause to Opposing party by email 

and regular mail. 

0.30 
0.30 
0.40 
0.20 
0.20 

0.20 
0.20 

52.50 
52.50 
70.00 
35.00 
35.00 

35.00 
35.00 

Wednesday, March 21, 2012 
LF 	Reviewing email from client and response. 	 0.40 

	
70.00 

Thursday, March 22, 2012 
LF 	Received and reviewed filing by Scotlund in Supreme Court. 

Monday, March 26, 2012 
MSW 

RLC EIMMEMMEAMEN 
RLC 

Tuesday, March 27, 2012  
RLC 
LF 	Revised, edited and filed Amended Order to show cause. 
LF 	Picked up signed Amended Order to Show Cause from Court. 

Friday, March 30, 2012 
LF 	Telephone conversation with court clerk on filing by Scotlund in 

Supreme Court, emailed copy of th Writ to court as they did not 
have and were not sure as to the impact on the scheduled hearing. 

Sunday, April 1, 2012 
M.SW Review and Revise Opposition to Emergency Petition for Writ. 

1.50 
	

262,50 

gilEN 

	

0.50 
	

87.50 

	

0.30 
	

52.50 

0.30 
	

52,50 

3.30 	1,815.00 
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Ms. Cisille Anne Vaile Forsbon 
Valle V. Valle, Robert 

Emp Description Hours Amount 

    

Monday, April 2, 2012 
TMC 	Review proposed Opposition to 'Emergency Petition for Writ of 

Mandamus; revise and discuss with Mr. Fowler; obtain Mr. 
Willick's signature for filing. 

LF 	Reviewed and filed Opposition to WRIT. 
LF 	Transmitted Opposition to Scot. 

.Resend Notice of Rejecting opposition and - research. 

Tuesday, April 3, 2012 
LF 	Drafting motion for leave to file opposition. 
LF 	Drafting Motion. 

Wednesday, April 4, 2012 
LE 	Drafting motion for leave to file motion. 
LP 	Filed Motion. 

1,70 

0.70 
0.30 
1.10 

1.00 
1.00 

0.50 
0.40 

467.50 

122.50 
52.50 

192.50 

175.00 
175.00 

87.50 
70.00 

Thursday, April 5, 2012 
LF 

Sunday, April 8, 2012 
RLC 	Prepare hearing outline. 	 2.50 

	
625.00 

Monday, April 9, 2012 
RLC 	Hearing prep. 
ML'S 	Office conference with Rick. Research and type up the safe 

guards for civil contempt re: incarceration. 
MSW Prepare for and attend hearing in Dept. I. 
FF 	Check with the DA for status of ScotIund's c/s payments 
RLC 	Attend hearing and begin prep for next hearing. 

Tuesday, April 10, 2012 
Developed Table of Supreme Court Cases and Orders appellate 
cases history. 

Wednesday, April 11, 2012 
LF 

1.00 
1.00 

3.60 
0.40 
5.00 

3.20 

250.00 
150.00 

1,980.00 
70.00 

1,250.00 

560.00 

Thursday, April 12, 2012 
I,F 
RLC 
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Description 

LF 	Assembling information and documents as requested in the 
4/9/12 hearing. Order Video tape of hearing. 

LF 	Research (WestLaw). 

Monday, April 16, 2012 
11/ISW 
L,F 

LF 

LF 

Wednesday, April 18, 2012 
LF 
LF 
LF 
	

Reviewing emails with client on financial disclosure form. 
1,F 
	

Downloaded client completed Financial disclosure form for 
review. 

LF 	Reviewing and revising client's Financial Disclosure Form missing 
some information called for and needed explanation of some 
expenses. 

IF 	Drafted email to client with requested information for Financial 
Disclosure Form. Discussion with staff and Attorney on FDF. 
Reviewed last -FDF filed by client and Scot. 

LF 	File maintenance and organization. 

Page six 
July 17, 2012 
Ms. Cisilie Anne Valle Porsboll 
Vaile v. Vaile, Robert 

Enzip 

Friday, Apri 13, 2012 
LF 

Hours 
	

Amount 

	

1.70 
	

297.50 

	

1.10 
	

192.50 

Tuesday, April 17, 2012 
LF 

Thursday, April 19, 2012 
LF 	File maintenance and organization. 
LF 	File maintenance and organization. 

Friday, April 20, 2012 
LF 	Revised and transmitted Financial disclosure Form, to get her OK 

to file on Monday. 
LF 	File maintenance and organization. 

Monday, April 23, 2012 
1,F 	Received response to Financial Disclosure Form from client. 
LF 	Field Financial Disclosure From. 

	

0.40 
	

70.00 

	

0.20 
	

35.00 

	

1.00 
	

175.00 

1.00 
	

175,00 

4.10 
	

717.50 

	

4.20 
	

735.00 

	

3.50 
	

612.50 

	

1.00 
	

175.00 

	

2.40 
	

420.00 

	

0.20 
	

35.00 

	

0.20 
	

35.00 

Wednesday, April 25, 2012 
LF 	Received and reviewed Financial Disclosure Form from Scot, 	 0.60 	 105.00 

passed comment to Law Clerk. 
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Enip Description 

  

Amount 

   

LF 	Assembling and reviewing documents called for in next hearing. 	0.70 
	

127.50 

Thursday, April 26, 2012 
RLC 	Review of Scots FDF. 	 0.40 

	
100.00 

Friday, April 27, 2012 
RLC 	Review of Cisilie's certified income and phone call with CA 

Counsel. 

Tuesday, May 1, 2012 
LF 	Received Notice of Remittitur in Supreme Court Case no. 55911. 

Wednesday, May 2, 2012 
LF 	Reviewed Court records, calendaring events, file maintenance 

and organization. 

0.60 

0.20 

0.30 

150.00 

35.00 

52.50 

Monday, May 7, 2012 
Case Law Research. 

LF 
1.20 210.00 

Tuesday, May 8, 2012 
RLC 	Review of Brief filed by Scot. 

Wednesday, May 9, 2012 
RLC 	Draft Response to Vaile's Brief 

Thursday, May 10, 2012 
LF 	Received Notice of Change of Address and Supplemental Brief 

form Scot. 
LF 	Reviewing, Scot Supplemental Brief, and reviewing Reply to 

Brief. 
LF 	Received offer ofjudgment form Scot, discussion with staff and 

attorney, assembled exhibit for Reply Brief 
LF 	Editing Reply Brief to Scot's Supplement. 

Sunday, May 13, 2012 
MSW Review and Revise Response to supplemental briefmg, and 

Request for Sanctions. 

Monday, May 14, 2012 
RLC 	'Meeting with MSW and CM on responsive pleading. 
LF 	Revising and editing Brief. 
LF 

I ,F 

	

0.50 
	

125.00 

	

5.00 
	

1,250.00 

	

0.10 
	

17.50 

	

1.40 
	

245.00 

	

0.60 
	

105.00 

	

1.30 
	

227.50 

	

3.60 
	

1,980.00 

	

0.30 
	

75.00 

	

1.20 	210.00 
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Ms. Cisille Anne Valle Porsboll 
Vai1e v. Valle, Robert 

[trip 

Tuesday, May 15, 2012 

Description hours 

MS W 
	

Review and Revise Response to Supplemental Briefing (start). 	1.70 
LF 
	

Reviewed Exhibits filed by Scollund. 	 1.10 
LE' 
	

Developed time line of appeals for brief 
	

1.20 
LF 
	

Revising and editing brief and tables. 	 2.20 

Wednesday, May 16, 2012 
LE 	Assembled exhibits - created table of contents for brief, passed to 

attorney for review. 
LP 	Requested update from District Attorney's Office. 

Thursday, May 17, 2012 
MSW Review and Revise Respone, continued. 

Sunday, May 20, 2012 
MSW Review and Revise Response to Supplement (Continued). 

Monday, May 21, 2012 
11F 	Received District Attorney's Report and reviewing. 
LE 	Updated TVILaw Calculations with District Attorney Information. 

Filed response to Brief and transmitted to Valle. 
LF 	Drafting Supplement to Motion for Contempt and recalculation 

with District Attorney inputs. 

Tuesday, May 22, 2012 
.MSW 	Review and Revise Supplement to Clarification. 
RLC 	Complete edit and review of Supplemental Filing. 

Wednesday, May 23, 2012 
MSW 	Office conference with all relevant staff. 
RI .0 	Meeting with MSW and then with CM. 
LF 	Reckoning and recalculating arrears tables. 

Thursday, May 24, 2012 
LF 	Trial team meeting. 
LE 	Hearing Preps - Drafting Proposed Order. 

Friday, May 25, 2012 
LF 	Drafting proposed order for 6/4/12 hearing/ 
RLC 	Complete draft of hearing outline and review of documents. 

Tuesday, May 29, 2012 
LF 	Drafting proposed order for 6/4/12 hearing. 

Wednesday, May 30, 2012 
Received and reviewing document from Scot. 

RLC 	Worked with experts and gathered documents fi)r hearing on 
6/4/12. 

1.60 

0.30 

1.10 

2.40 

0.60 
0.60 
0.30 
4.20 

1.10 
2.50 

0.40 
0.50 
3.00 

0.40 
1.00 

1.60 
3.00 

1.00 

1.30 
5.20 
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Drip Description Hours  Amount 

Thursday, May 31, 2012 
LF 	Revising and editing tables and Mlaw with info from Scot. 
RLC 	Completed draft of hearing outline and review of proposed 

Order. 

Friday, June 1, 2012 
RLC 	Complete review of financial calculations and modify order and 

hearing outline. 
I,F 	Order copy of billing and redacting. 
LF 	Hearing preps, revising tables and recalculations. 

4.00 
2.00 

0.80 

0.70 
1.40 

700.00 
500.00 

200.00 

122.50 
245.00 

Saturday, June 2, 2012 
MSW Prep. for Monday hearing. 	 0.50 

	
275.00 

Monday, June 4, 2012 
RLC 	Review of document received from Gary Caswell. 
RLC 
RLC 	Hearing prep for today's hearing. 
RLC 	Attend hearing. 
LF 	Hearing preps, assembling document and pleading for hearing. 
LF 	Received child support charts form Scotlund. 
LF 	Drafted and assembled supplement for filing. 
LF 	Filed and transmitted supplement to court and opposing party. 
LF 	Reviewed chart provided by Scotlund, charts are not correct 

according to decree. 
LF 	Attended hearing. 
MSW Review and Revise proposedorder; prepare for and attend 

hearing in Dept. I. 

Tuesday, June 5, 2012 
LF 	Requested hearing video. 
LF 	File maintenance and organization. 
LF 	Reviewing scotiu.nd's filing with supreme court. 

Wednesday, June 6, 2012 
RI..,C 	Review of does from client and prepare supplemental Exhibit to 

Court, 
LF 	Filed Supplemental with court. 
LF 	Received filed copy of Supplement, emailed copy to Scotlund. 

Friday, June 8,2012 
RLC 

	

0.60 
	

150.00 

	

1.20 
	

300.00 

	

2.00 
	

500.00 

	

1.40 
	

245.00 

	

0.10 
	

17.50 

	

0,50 
	

87.50 

	

0.30 
	

52.50 

	

0.50 
	

87.50 

	

1.50 
	

262.50 

	

3.00 
	

1,650.00 

	

0.10 
	

17.50 

	

2.00 
	

350.00 

	

1.00 
	

175.00 

	

0.20 
	

50.00 

	

0.20 
	

35.00 

	

0.30 
	

52.50 

.7.1•5yr; 

Monday, June 18, 2012 
LE` 
1,F 
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Vaile v. Vaile, Robert 

Emp 
	

Deseript ion 

Tuesday, June 19, 2012 

Wednesday, June 20, 2012 
LP 

Flours 
	

Amount  

0,20 
	

50.00 

Monday, June 25, 2012 
RLC 	Draft Responsive Brief. 	 3.20 

	
800.00 

LF 
	

Reviewed hearing video for 5/9/12 and 614/12 hearings for 
	 1.00 
	

175.00 
responsive briefs. 

LF 	Received and filed Responsive Brief 
	

0.50 
	

87.50 

Tuesday, June 26, 2012 
LF 	Received filed Responsive Brief and Emailed and mailed to Scot. 
1-1 	Drafted and Filed Certificate of Service of Brief 
LF 	Discussion with staff and attorney, 

Wednesday, June 27, 2012 
LF 	Received notarized Affidavit from Mr. Caswell, 

Friday, June 29, 2012 
LF 

Summary_ of Seryices 

	

0.30 
	

52.50 

	

0.20 
	

35.00 

	

0.20 
	

35,00 

0.20 
	

35.00 

FP' 
LF 
MES 
MSW 
RLC 
TMC 

F aith Fish 
Leonard Fowler III 
Mary Steele 
Marshal S. Willick 
Rick L. Crane 
Trevor M. Creel 

0.4 hr 
129.0 hr 

1.00 hr 
27R0 hr 
62.80 hr 
1.70 hr 

@.), 175.00 
@ 175.00 
(21,) 150.00 
P), 550.00 
@ 250,00 
@ 275.00 

$ 	70.00 
$ 22,575.00 
$ 150.09 
$ 14,850,00 
$ 15,700.00 
$ 467,50 

Total Professional Services 
	

S 53,812.50 

4% Cost charge 	 $3635.88  

Total Including Costs Charge 
	 $57,448.38 

Costs and Disbursements 

Date 
	

Description 
	

Amount 

02/27/12 
	

Efiling of document. Motion for OSC 
	

3.50 
02/28/12 
	

Efiling of document. NRCP 7.1 
	

3.50 
03/14/12 
	

Efiling of document. Reply 	 3.50 
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Description 

El ling of document. ColV1 
Efiling of document. OSC 
Ming of document. clarification of motion 
Efiling of document. ex parte application 
Ming of document. Supplement 
[filing of document. Supplemental exhibit 
Efiling of document. Defendant's responsive brief 

Total Costs and Disbursements 

Interest Charge 

TOTAL NEW CHARGES 

PAYMENTS AND CREDITS 

01/10/12 
01/25/12 

Applied from Retainer to fee charges 
Applied from Retainer to fee charges 

Total Payments and Credits 

Amount 

3.50 
3.50 
3.50 
3.50 
3.50 
3.50 
3.50 

$ 	35.00 

$ 235,935.56 

$ 294, 418.94 

Date 

03/14/12 
03/16/12 
03/27/12 
03/27/12 
05/22/12 
06/06/12 
06/25/12 

SUMMARY OF ACCOUNT 

Balance Forward 
Total New Charges 
Payments and Credits 

-286.80 
-573.60 

$ -860.40 

$573,786.86 
$293,418.94 

-860.40 

TOTAL BALANCE DUE *** Plus Retainer Due Below *** 	 $654,016.35 
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PREBILI, FOR FILE 00-050.POST PREPARED 07/17/12 FOR ACTIVITY FROM 01/01/12 TFIROTICrH 07/17/12 

Ms. Cisilie Anne Valle Porsboll 
Email: eisilie.porsholl(a),grnail.co til 

RE: 	Valle v. \jade. Robert 

Home Telephone: (011) 472-2617 153 
Business  Telephone:  (011)  472-2579 350 

W 

Hourly Rate using Rate Schedule 16. Statement Format 
Retainer Funds will be applied against all charges  

File Opened 08/07/00. Last Billed 07/10/12 for Activity through 07/10/12 
Last Payment: 01/25/12 - $573.60 

Previous Balance Due 

1,....1apaid  Balance Forward 

  

$654,016.35  

  

$654,016.35 

   

TOTAL NEW CI IARGES 

SUMMARY OF ACCOUNT 

 

$ 	0.00 

Balance Forward 
Total New Charges 
Payments and Credits 

  

$654,016.35 
0.00 
0.00 

TOTAL BALANCE DUE *** Plus Retainer Due Below *** 	 $654  016.35 

Aged Balance 
Fees 
Costs 
4% Costs 
Interest 

Current 
2477.50 

3.50 
0.00 
0.00 

Over 30 
20052.50 

7.00 
0.00 
0.00 

Over 60 
10990.00 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

Over 90 
385518.65 

24.50 
1876.76 

233065.94 

Total 
419038.65 

35.00 
1876,76 

233065.94 

      

TOTAL 

Total Hours to Date 
Total Fees Case to Date 
Total Costs Case to Date 
Total 4% Costs to Date 
Total Interest Case to Date 
Total Payments Case to Date 
Total Credits Case to Date 

2481.00 	20059.50 	0990M0 	620485.85 

2,355.85 

$ 9,967.22 
$ 3,635.88 

$ 233,639.61 
$ 68.282.86 
$ 1,117.00 

654016.35 
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CLERK OF THE COURT 

Electronically Filed 
08/0112012 11:02:42 AM 

COPY 
Sieven B. Wolfson, Distrid. Aitorney 

Nevada Bar No. 001565 
Family Support Division 
1900 East Flamingo Road, Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119-5168 

(702)671-9200 - TDD (702) 385-7486 (kg Che hearing impaired) 
522604100A 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Robert S. Vaile, 

vs. 

Cisilie A Vaile, 

) 
) 
) 

Plaintiff, ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Defendant.  ) 

Case no. 	98-D-230385 

Dept. no. 

COPY OF DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S AUDIT CALCULATING PENALTIES  

Pursuant to the Court's Decision and Order filed July 10, 2012, the District Attorney hereby 

files this updated audit. This audit calculates penalties as ordered by this Honorable Court from March 

2000 through and including June 2012. This audit charges child support according to the calculations 

in Exhibit A of the Supplemental Exhibits filed June 14, 2012 as the July 10, 2012 order found them to 

be accurate and reduced the child support arrears to judgment based on these calculations. This audit 

does not calculate interest as this Honorable Court already determined the amount owed. The attached 

audit calculates that $15,162.41 in penalties is due through and including June 2012. 

Dated this 1st day of August, 2012. 

Respectfully Submitted, 
Steven B. Wolfson 
Clark County District Attorney 
Nevada Bar No. 001565 

By: 	  
FELICIA R. QUINLAN, ESQ. 

Deputy District Attorney 
Nevada Bar No. 00011690 

OPY or 
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CERT 	 Case no. 98-D-230385 

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING  

The foregoing Copy of District Attorney's Audit Calculating Penalties was served upon Robert 

Vaile by mailing a copy thereof, first class mail, postage prepaid to: 

ROBERT VAILE 
PO Box 727 
Kenvvrood CA 95452 

on the l day of August, 2012. 

Employee, District Attorney's Office 
Family Support Division 

OPY Or 
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CERT 	 Case no. 98-D-230385 

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING  

The foregoing Copy of District Attorney's Audit Calculating Penalties was served upon Cisilie 

Vailc Porsboll by mailing a copy thereof, first class mail, postage prepaid to: 

Marshal S. Willick, Esq. 
W1LL1CK LAW GROUP 
3591 East Bonanza Road, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89110-2101 

Attorney for Defendant 

on the 1 day of August, 2012. 

Employee, District Attorney's Office 
Family Support Division 

OPY Or 
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ASTA 

CLERK OF THE COURT 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

ROBERT S. VAILE, 

Plaintiff(s), 

VS. 

CISILIE A. VAILE aka CISILIE PORSBOLL, 

Defendant(s). 

Case No: 98D230385 
Dept No: I 

CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 

1. Appellant(s): Robert Scotland Vaile 

2. Judge: Cheryl Moss 

3. Appellant(s): Robert Scotland Vaile 

Counsel: 

Robert Scotland Vaile 
P.O. Box 727 
Kenwood, CA 95452 

4. Respondent (s): Cisilie A. Vaile aka Cisilie Porsboll 

Counsel: 

Marshal S. Willick, Esq. 
3591 E. Bonanza Rd., Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110 

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 

4954 



8. Appellant Granted Leave to Proceed in Forma Pauperis: N/A 

9. Date Commenced in District Court: August 7, 1998 

10. Brief Description of the Nature of the Action: DOMESTIC - Marriage Dissolution 

Type of Judgment or Order Being Appealed: Misc. Order 

11. Previous Appeal: Yes 

Supreme Court Docket Number(s): 37082, 52457, 52593, 53687, 53798, 55396, 55911 

12. Child Custody or Visitation: N/A 

13. Possibility of Settlement: Unknown 

Dated This 3 day of August 2012. 

Steven D. Grierson, Clerk of the Court 

Heather Ungermann, Deputkaterk 
200 Lewis Ave 
PO Box 551601 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89155-1601 
(702) 671-0512 
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Electronically Filed 
08/03/2012 10:40:02 AM 

ASIA 

CLERK OF THE COURT 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

ROBERT S. VAILE, 

Plaintiff(s), 

vs. 

CISME A. VAILE aka CISILIE PORSBOLL, 

Defendant(s). 

Case No: 98D230385 
Dept No: I 

AMENDED CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 

1. Appellant(s): Robert Scotlund Vaile 

2. Judge: Cheryl Moss 

3. Appellant(s): Robert Scotlund VaiIe 

Counsel: 

Robert Scotlund Vaile 
P.O. Box 727 
Kcnwood, CA 95452 

4. Respondent (s): Cisilie A. Valle aka Cisilie Porsboll 

Counsel: 

Marshal S. Willick, Esq. 
3591 E. Bonanza Rd., Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110 

S. 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 

4956 



8. Appellant Granted Leave to Proceed in Forma Pauperis: N/A 

9. Date Commenced in District Court: August 7, 1998 

10. Brief Description of the Nature of the Action: DOMESTIC - Marriage Dissolution 

Type of Judgment or Order Being Appealed: Misc. Order 

11. Previous Appeal: Yes 

Supreme Court Docket Number(s): 37082, 52457, 52593, 53687, 53798, 55396, 55911 

12. Child Custody or Visitation: N/A 

13. Possibility of Settlement: Unknown 

Dated This 3 day of August 2012. 

Steven D. Grierson, Clerk of the Court 

• 
Heather Ungermann, Dep C erk 
200 Lewis Ave 
PO Box 551601 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89155-1601 
(702) 671-0512 

-2- 
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s. 

CLERK OF THE COURT 

Electronically Filed 

08113/2012 04:25 . 24 PM 

1 
Robert Scotlund Vaile 
PO Box 727 

2 Kenwood, CA 95452 
3 (707) 633-4550 

Appellant in Proper Person 
4 

5 

	

6 
	

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

7 

	

8 	 Supreme Court Case No: 
9 ROBERT SCOTLUND VAILE, 	District Court Case No: 98D230385 

	

10 
	 Appellant, 

11 
VS. 
	 REQUEST FOR TRANSCRIPT 

	

12 
	

OF PROCEEDINGS 

13 CISME A. PORSBOLL, 

	

14 
	 Respondent. 

15 

16 

TO: Transcript Video Services 
Eighth Judicial District Court — Family Division 
601 North Pecos Road 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

Appellant requests preparation of a transcript of the proceedings before the 

district court, as follows: 

Judge hearing the proceeding: Hon. Cheryl B. Moss 

Dates of proceedings: April 9, 2012 and June 4, 2012 

Portions of the transcript requested: Entire Transcript 

Number of copies required: 3 
27 

28 

-1- 

17 

18 
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20 
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24 

25 

26 
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1 

	

2 
	 Name of person requesting transcripts: Robert Scotlund Vaile 

PO Box 727 

	

3 	 Kenwood, CA 95452 

	

4 
	 (707) 633-4550 

5 

6 

CERTIFICATION 
7 

	

8 
	 I certify that on this date I ordered these transcripts from the court reporter 

9 named above by mailing or delivering this form to the court reporter. Since I 

10 filed today in the district court a request to proceed in forma pauperis, I have not 

	

11 
	yet paid the required deposit. 

Respectfully submitted this 13 th  day of August, 201 

Robert Scotlund Valle 
PO Box 727 
Kenwood, CA 95452 
(707) 633-4550 
Appellant in Proper Person 
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14 

15 

1 	 CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
2 

I hereby certify that on August 13, 2012, I deposited in the United States 
3 

Mail, postage prepaid, at Kenwood, California, a true and correct copy of Request 
4 

for Transcript of Proceedings, addressed as follows: 
s 

6 

Marshal S. Willick, Esq. 
Willick Law Group 
3591 E. Bonanza Road, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 
Attorney for Respondent 

Respectfully submitted this 13th day of August, 2012. 

13 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

Robert Scotlund Valle 
PO Box 727 
Kenwood, CA 95452 
(707) 633-4550 
Appellant in Proper Person 
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CLERK OF THE COURT 

Electronically Filed 

08/13/2012 04:23:04 PM 

MPFP 
Robert Scotlund Valle 
PO Box 727 
Kenwood, CA 95452 
(707) 833-2350 
Plaintiff in Proper Person 

IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE 
STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR 

THE COUNTY OF CLARK 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

ROBERT SCOTLUND VAILE, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 

CISILIE A. PORSBOLL, 
fka CISILIE A. VAILE, 

Defendant. 

• CASE NO: 98 D230385 
DEPT. NO: I 

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPER'S 

Plaintiff, Robert Scotlund Valle, hereby requests leave to proceed in forma 

pauperis on appeal of this Court's Decision and Order, dated July 10, 2012. As 

this Court was fully briefed on April 9, 2012, Mr. Valle lost his job in April, and 

has not yet secured employment. As attested by the attached affidavit, Mr. Valle 

is unable to pay further fees, costs and bonds required on appeal. 

Dated this 13th day of August, 2012. 

/s/  R. S. Vaile 
Robert Scotlund Vaile 
PO Box 727 
Kenwood, CA 95452 
(707) 833-2350 
Plaintiff in Proper Person 

-1- 
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AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR  

LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS 

State of Nevada 

}ss. 

	

6 	County of Clark. 

	

7 	 I, Robert Scotlund Vaile, being first duly sworn, depose and say that I 

	

8 	am the Plaintiff in the above-entitled case; that in support of my motion to 
9 proceed on appeal without being required to prepay fees, cost or give security 

10 therefor, I state that because of my poverty I am unable to pay the costs of said 

	

11 
	proceeding or to give security therefor; that I believe I am entitled to redress; and 

12 that the issues which I desire to present on appeal are the following: 

1. Whether the district court is required to apply NRS 130.207 to make a 

determination as to the priority of the superseding Norwegian child support 
orders issued by the foreign country home state of the children which was 

previously declared a foreign reciprocating country by both the State of 
Nevada and the federal Department of State. 

2. Whether the district court may apply a new standard for waiver of child 

support. 
3. Whether the district court may modify the child support provisions contained 

in the 1998 decree of divorce. 

4. Whether the district court must reverse the award of attorney's fees and 

sanctions in support of district court awards in judgments reversed by the 
Nevada Supreme Court. 

5. Whether the district court allowed the parties an opportunity to be heard and 

correctly calculated the appropriate amount of child support due for two 

children (now grown) based on the formula in the 1998 decree of divorce. 

1 
2 
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1 	I further swear that the responses which I have made to the questions an 

2 instructions below relating to my ability to pay the cost of prosecuting the appeal 

	

3 	are true. 

	

4 
	

1. Are you presently employed? I am not presently employed. The 
5 date of my last employment was April 3, 2012. My wages had been 
6 approximately $11,900 per month with my last employer. I received a total of 
7 
	

$86,878.20 in gross earnings in salary and wages in 2012 prior to my position 
8 being eliminated. This includes severance pay and health care allowance 
9 provided by the company. 

	

10 	
2. Have you received within the past twelve months any income 

11 
from a business, profession or other form of self-employment, or in the form 

12 
of rent payments, interest, dividends, or other source? Other than my salary, I 

13 
have not received income from any other source in the last twelve months. I hay 

14 
cashed in the entirety of my 401k from my last employer (my only retirement 

15 
savings) in order to meet the family's ongoing expenses during my 

16 
unemployment. 

17 

	

18 
	 3. Do you own any cash or checking or savings account? I have a 

19 
total of $10 in cash, $672.96 in checking, and $3.31 in savings accounts. 

	

20 
	 4. Do you own any real estate, stocks, bonds, notes, automobiles, or 

21 other valuable property (excluding ordinary household furnishings and 

	

22 
	clothing)? 

	

23 	 I do not own any real estate, stocks, bonds, notes, automobiles or other 
24 valuable property. I am currently leasing two vehicles whose values are each less 
25 than the respective payoff amount. 
26 

27 

28 

-3- 

4963 



Signed: 

KAREN J. ARMSTRONG 
-1070:704 	Commission # 1867391 	—

2 	 Notary Public - California E 
Sonoma County 

My Comm. Expires Nov 4, 2013  Notary Public 

	

1 	5. List the persons who are dependent upon you for support and 

2 state your relationship to those persons. I am my family's only source of 

3 income. The following persons are dependent on me for support: 

	

4 	 Heather Vandygriff Valle — wife 

	

5 	 Robert Lunden Vaile — son 

	

6 	 Alexa Liberty Vaile — daughter 

7 	 Madison Elizabeth Vaile — daughter 

	

8 
	 Mark Austin Valle — son 

9 

	

10 	 I understand that a false statement or answer to any question in this 

	

11 	affidavit will subject me to penalties for perjury. 

Robert Scotlund Vaile 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this / 3 day of  

2012. 
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1 	 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
2 

3 

Plaintiff Robert Scotlund Valle hereby certifies that I served a true and 

correct copy of the foregoing Motion to for Leave to Proceed In Forma Pauperis 

by depositing a true and correct copy in the U.S. Mail at Kenwood, California in 

sealed envelope, with first-class postage pre-paid and addressed as follows: 

Marshal S. Willick 
Willick Law Group 
3591 E. Bonanza Road, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Dated this 13 th  day of August, 2012. 
/s/ R.S. Vaile  

Robert Scotlund Vaile 
PO Box 727 
Kenwood, CA 95452 
(707) 833-2350 
Plaintiff in Proper Person 
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6 
ROBERT S. VAILE 
	

CASE NO. 98D230385 
7 
	

DEPT. I 
Plaintiff, 

8 

9 

10 
CISILIE A. VAILE 

Defendant.  
) 

) 

ESTIMATE OF TRANSCRIPT 
FOR APPEAL PURPOSES 

     

transcripts. We are unable to accept ca 

-1-1--  

DATED this 15th day of August, 2017 IF  

SHELLY A. AJOUB, 
Supervisor 
Transcript Video Services 

FILED 
AUG 1 5 2012 ORIGINAL 

Kt.A.mr, 
EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURtI  

1 EOT 

2 

3 

4 

5 

FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

The office of Transcript Video Services received a request 

for transcript estimate, for the purpose of appeal, from Robert 

S. Valle, on August IS, 2012, for the following proceedings in the 

above-captioned case: 

APRIL 9, 2012; JUNE 4, 2012 

for original transcripts and three copies of each. 

The estimated cost of the transcripts is $1,000.00. 

Payment in the amount of $1,000.00, payable to VERBATIM 
REPORTING & TRANSCRIPTION, in cashier's check or money order 

form, must be presented to the Clark County Family Court 

Transcript Video Services Office prior to work commencing on the 

25 
Transcript ESTIMATE amount of $ 	  paid on 

26 	date of 	  Cash 	  Check # 	  

27 
	

This is only an estimate. Upon completion of transcript(s), a balance may be due, 
or you may receive a refund of your deposit if overpayment is greater than $15.00. 

28 
	

NOTE: STATUTORY FEES ARE SUBJECT TO CHANCE PER LEGISLATIVE SESSION. 
ITEMS LEFT BEYOND NINETY DAYS ARE SUBJECT TO DISPOSAL WITHOUT REFUND. 

COUNTY RETENTION POLICY APPROVED BY INTERNAL AUDIT. 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 
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Electronically Filed 

08/16/2012 05:02:09 PM 

ORDR 
WILLICK LAW GROUP 

2 	.MARSTIAL S. WILLICK, ESQ, 
Nevada Bar No. 002515 
3591 E. Bonanza Road, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 

4 	Phone (702) 438-4100; Fax (702) 438-5311 
ernail@willicklawgroup.com  
Attorneys for Defendant 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

8 

9 

ROBERT SCOTLUND VAILE, 

Plaintiff, 

13 
vs. 

CISILIE A. PORSBOLL, f/k/a CISILIE A. VAILE, 

Defendant. 

CASE NO: D-98-230385-D 
DEPT. NO: I 

DATE OF HEARING: 6/4/2012 
TIME OF HEARING: 1:30 p.m. 

14 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

ORDER FOR FEES AND COSTS 

As directed by the Court in its Decision and Order, .filed July 10, 2010, the Willick Law 

Group submitted at Memorandum. of Fees and Costs in the amount of $57 , 43.38 for the above 

referenced for the period of January 1, 2012, to July, 2012. 

Based on the filed Memorandum of Fees and Costs, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, that the amount of S57,483.38 is awarded payable to Cisilie 

Porsbol from Robert Seotlund Vaile and the amount is reduced to judgment and collectable by all 

lawful means. 
25 

26 
**CC* 

27 
*1: *** 

28 

SMLLICK LN.tv GROUP 
3.5- g-I East Rana= Road 

SWe 2C0 
Las Vegas, NV B9110-2101 

(7,.)2„1134100 

AUG 07 2012 
q1S1ltIC1 CO'OR' 

rre-i" 
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IT t§,-KIJRTIIER 0 ease are 
iOttmwo 

ED-4hat all attorne s fees awThica d at any ti 

	

in the manner of akEto- mestler" elations order -a 	Inot dischargable in b13.1Aptcy. 

	

ORDERED, that 	tl,,\Seothand Valle is t mmeNtely  contact the 

to set up ayment pl gifto satisfy  alljudgmentsA attorney's feesN„this case. 

IT IS FURTI 

Willie1I4aw Gro 

Failure to y  with this Order-NZ$  punishable throng contempt powers of the C 

Dated this 
Imo  St 

day of  V  2012 

   

ISTRICICOURT JUDGE 

WILLICK LAW GROUP 

/097Z,. 
MARSHAL-SI W1LLICK; ESQ. 

13 	Nevada Bar No. 002515 
3591 E. Bonanza Road, Suite 200 

14 	Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 
Phone (702)  438-4100; Fax (702)  438-5311 

15 	emailri-twilli 	 rn eklawgroup.eo 
Attorneys for Defendant 

16 

17 

8 

19 

20 

21 

22 

2 4 

25 

26 

27 

28 

11 ,,VATF,106007542.WPW..7 

 

WILUCK LAW GROUP 
91 East liosanza Road 

Suite 200 
Las Vegas, rN E9 -i10-2131 

42a-410C 

 

-2- 
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CLERK OF THE COURT 

Electronically Filed 

08/1712012 08:59:02 AM 

ORDR 
Robert Scotlund Valle 
PO Box 727 
Kellwood, CA 95452 
(707) 833-2350 
Plaintiff in Proper Person 

IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COLT OF THE 
STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR 

THE COUNTY OF CLARK 

10 

11 

12 

13 

ROBERT SCOTLUND VALLE, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

CASE NO: 98 D230385 
DEPT. NO: I 

14 CISILIE A. PORSBOLL, 
15 fka CISILIE A. VAILE, 

16 
Defendant, 

17 

18 

ORDER ON CHILD SUPPORT PENALTIES 

Pursuant to this Court's Decision and Order dated July 10, 2012, 

determining child support principal arid interest, and which ordered that child 

support penalties are to be calculated by the District Attorney utilizing the 

NOMADS program, and furthermore, in accordance with the District Attorney's 

Audit Calculating Penalties, attached hereto, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that child support penalties, totaling $15,162.41 

through June 2012, are reduced to judgment and collectible by all lawful means. 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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a 

5 

Dated this 

RespectfulAy_lubmitted by: 

Robert Scotlund Vaile 
PO Box 727 
Kenwood, CA 95452 
(707) 833-2350 
Plaintiff in Proper Person 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
Marshal S. Willi& 

21 

22 
	 Willick Law Group 

3591 East Bonanza Road, Suite 200 
23 	

Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 
24 	

Attorneys for Defendant 
25 

26 

27 

28 

-2- 
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Electronically Filed 

08/2312012 02:14:48 PM 

7 

8 

COS 
WI-LUCK LAW GROUP 
MARSHAT., S. WILLICK_, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 002515 
3591 E. Bonanza Road, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 
Phone (702) 438-4100; Fax (702) 438-5311 
cmailwillicklawgroup.corn 
Attorneys for Defendant 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
9 

CLERK OF THE COURT 

10 

12 

13 

14 

ROBERT SCOTLUND VAILE, 

vs. 

CISILT.E A. PORSBOLL, 

Defendant,  

CASE NO: 98-D-230385-D 
DEPT. NO: I 

DATE OF HEARING: N/A 
'FIME OF HEARING: N/A 

11 

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
15 

16 

18 

17 

19 

I IIE,REBY CERTIFY that a copy of the Opposition To "Motion For Leave To Proceed In 

Forma Pauperis" was send by was send via United States Postal Service, first class, postage fully 

prepaid, with courtesy copy sent to scotlund@vaile.info and legalginfosec.privacyport.com , 

addressed as follows. 
20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

DATED this 	'day of August, 2012. 

Mr. Robert Scotlund Vaile 
PO Box 727 

Kenwood, CA 95452 
PlaintiffIn Proper person 

VAIL.FAT 741 7:2.WPD 

26 

27 

28 

WLLICK LAW GROUP 
3591 East Bonanza Road 

Suite 290 
Ltis Vagas, NV M110-2101 

(702) 438-4101 
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From: 
Sent: 
Revd: 
To: 

Leonard Fowler 
Thu 812312012 02:07 PM 
Thu 8/23/2012 02:07 PM 
Robert Scotiund Vaile (scotlund@vaile.info); Robert Scotiund Vaile 
(legal©infosec,privacyport.corn) 

CC: 
BCC: 
Subject: 	Vane v. Porsboll, DC: 98-D-230385-D/SC: 61415 

Leonard H. Fowler III 

Paralegal/Case Manager 

3591 East Bonanza Road, Suite 200 

Las Vegas, Nevada 89110-2101 

Phone: (702) 438-4100 ext. 114 

Fax: (702) 438-5311 

leonard@willicklawgroup.com  
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CLERK OF THE COURT 

Electronically Filed 

08/2312012 01:49:01 PM 

OPP 
WILLICK LAW GROUP 
MARSHAL S. WILLICK, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 002515 
3591 East Bonanza Road, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89110-2101 
Phone (702) 438-4100; Fax (702) 438-5311 
email(willieklawgroup.com  
Attorneys for DEFENDANT 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

1 

12 

13 

ROBERT SCOTLIJND VAILE, 

Plaintiff, 

vs 

CASE NO: 98D-230385-D 
DEPT. NO: 1 

14 CISME A. PORSBOLL„ f/k/a CISILIE A. VAILE, DATE OF HEARING: N/A 
TIME OF HEARING: N/A 

15 
	 Defendant. 

OPPOSITION TO 
"MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS" 

INTRODUCTION 

25 

26 	miseharacterize) every order issued by every court in which he has appeared. 

27 

28 

WILLICK LAW GROUP 
0591 Eas113onana Road 

Suite 200 
Las Vegas, W139110-2101 

(702)439 4100 

16 

18 

19 
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IL POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

A. FACTS 

The Nevada Supreme Court, on January 26, 2012, issued an Order of Reversal and Remand, 

stating in part: 

Because we conclud.e that the district court's establishment of a $1,300 per month sum 
certain for Valle' s child support obligation constitutes an impermissible modification of the 
original support obligation, we reverse the district court's order setting VaiIe's support 
payment at $1,300, and we further reverse the arrearages calculated using the $1,300 support 
obligation and the penalties imposed on those arrearages. We remand the matter to the 
district court for further proceedings consistent with this opinion. 

The Court added a footnote stating that the parties' appellate filings and the record alluded to a 

possible child support order entered by Norway, and so directed the family court, on remand, to 

determine whether any such order exists and, if so, assess its bearing, if any, on enforcement of the 

Nevada support order. 

On April 9, 2012, and again on June 4, 2012, this Court heard argument and received 

extensive briefing on the issues remanded by the Supreme Court. 

According to the child support order currently in effect, Scotlund was required to provide 

certified statements of income for the past twelve months not later than July 1, 2012, so his next 

year's child support could be calculated.' As of this writing, Scotlund has still not provided any 

actual proof of income as required by that order. 

We do know that Scotlund's income over the previous four years was always over $130,000 

per year.' His failure to provide proof of income for 2012, as required by the court, indicates an 

attempt to mislead the Court as to his actual income and his net worth. 

On July 10, 2012, this Court entered a Decision and Order that affirmatively deal.t with all 

remanded issues. Scotlund was unhappy — as always --- that his position was found to be meritless 

and his legal argument faulty. 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 
This will be the last year — July 1, 2012, to June 30, 2013 — that Scotlund will have a current child support 

obligation as the youngest child will emancipate during this time. All remaining payments will be required to pay the 
massive child support anearages he continues to owe in accordance with NRS 125B.100. 

'See Exhibit A, letter from Scatlund's CPA concerning his annual income. 

27 

28 

WILLICK tAVV GROUP 
3501 Esst Honanzg Road 

Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110- 21D1 

(702) 438-41M 
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10 

1 1 

12 

13 

14 

Seeking delay, on July 19, 2012, Scotluncl filed his Emergency Petition for Writ oil 

Mandamus Under NRAP 270. 

On July 23, 2012, the Supreme Court denied Scotlund's Emergency Petition. 

On July 30, 2012, Scotlund filed his Notice of Appeal. Generally, this Appeal would be 

considered untimely as the Eighth judicial District Decision and Order was an interlocutory order 

requiring further decisions and orders. 3  

On August 13, 2012, Scotlund filed a Motion for Leave to Proceed in Forma Pauperis -- 

which request was contradicted by his admission in that very document that he has already earned 

more than $86,000 just during 2012. Scotluncl provided no exhibits to prove his contentions of 

sudden poverty after making over $675,000 over the past five years' — an income about hal.f a million 

dollars more than that of the average Nevadan over the same period.' 

On August 14, 2012, this Court signed the Order concerning fees awarded in the case 6  and 

the Order which awarded Cisilie child support penalties.' The Fees Order was filed on August 16, 

2012, and the penalties Order was filed on August 17, 2012. 

 

15 

HI. OPPOSITION 

NRS 12.015 is the applicable statute governing the granting of relief to indigent persons. 

Specifically, NRS 12.015(1) requires that Scotlund file an affidavit with the District Court "setting 

19 

20 

Scotlund was playing the "float," counting on the additional orders being entered before this Court could 
decide that the Appeal was premature. NRAP 4(a)(6), 

22 
Virtually none of this money went for the support of his two children in Norway, and zero was paid toward 

23 I the huge sums he owes for attorney's fees, penalties, and sanctions previously imposed. To date, nothing of consequence 
has been done by any court to actually compel him to satisfy those judgments and orders. 

24 
6  The average income for a Nevadan during this period was just over $41,500 per year, which would total 

25 11 $208,134 over the same period. Information taken from the Nevada Department of Etnploytnent, Training and 
Rehabilitation webs ite at www.nevadaworkforce.corn. 

26 

27 
'Ordering Scotlund to pay some $57,000 in additional fees and costs he has caused to he run up. As with all 

other orders entered against him, Scotlund has ignored the order. 

 

Reducing to judgment over $15,000 in child support penalties owed, in addition to the hundreds of thousands 
owed in principal and interest. 

WI_LICK LAW GROUP 
3591 East Bonanza Road 

Sob ?CV 
Las Vagas, NV 89110-2101 

(792) 430-4100 

16 

17 

18 

21 

28 

-3- 

4975 



forth with particularity facts concerning his income, property and other resources which establish 

that he is unable to prosecute or defend the action because he is unable to pay the costs of so doing." 

Here, Scotland provided no explanation as to what has happened to nearly three quarters of 

a million dollars he admits to having earned over the past five years. He makes unsupported 

statements of having only $10 in cash, $672.96 in checking, and $3.31 in a savings account. He also 

claims, without evidence, that he was "forced" to cash out his 401(k) retirement plan to meet family 

obligations when he has already made in excess of $86,000 in income this year. 

The provisions of NRS 12.015 were not intended to be abused by persons that have great 

wealth and decide to spend it on frivolous items (or, much more likely, transfer it to third parties to 

	

10 	evade collection ofjudgments) instead of taking care of their responsibilities — such as paying child 

	

11 	support and court-imposed fee and cost sanctions.' 

	

2 	 Seotlund's transparent — and virtually admitted — goal for a decade has been to delay and 

	

3 	evade while costing everyone pursuing him for support as much time and money as possible. He 

should not be further indulged. The Motion should be denied without any further delay. 

As to the award of attorney's fees, Mr. Vaile is the one initiating all of this litigation, all over 

the country in an effort to defy the law, the courts, and pay nothing for support of the children he 

kidnapped and then abandoned, or for the vast sums incurred in undoing his wrongful acts. While 

demanding recourse from multiple courts, he has disregarded all judgments entered by those same 

courts. He paid nothing in child support for over half a decade, while earning huge sums. He has 

no sympathy coming and certainly is not an "indigent" litigant as contemplated by NRS 12.015. 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 
8  Mr. Valle has not had to pay legal counsel since 2008. He certainly can't claim that his vexatious litigation 

is the reason for his claimed financial condition. He also can't claim that it has anything to do with the support of his 
children in Norway since he has failed miserably at his parental responsibility in that regard. 

WILLICK LAW GROUP 
3591 East Bonanza Road 

Suite- 200 
Las Vegas. NV 89110-2101 

(702) 	304100 

4 

15 

6 II IV. CONCLUSION 
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20 
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All portions of his Motion should be summarily denied, requiring as little additional wasted 

time and effort on our and the Court's part as possible. 

DATED this QZ01/14  day of August, 2012. 

Submitted by: 

MARSHAL S. WILLICK, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 002515 
3591 E. Bonanza Road, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 

P:vp 13 \ VA1LE 30008249 'API: 
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VV1LLICK LAW GROUP 
3(91 East Bonanza Road 

Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 
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Robert Vedic 
two Box 727 
Itenwood, CA 95452 

Dear Robert 

As requested„ i have summarized your inCOTVIE from 2005 - 203 L The sum ay reflects 
your gross income per infonnation which has been provided by you for the preparation of 
federal income taxes. 

The following items have been included at 1/2 the total as lister!on thejoint return; 
Interest Income 
Cancellation of debt 

The gross income is as follow: 

	

2005 - 	$ 703 

	

2006 - 	25,228 
2007  

	

2008 - 	137,766 

	

2009 - 	131,215 

	

2010 - 	137,468 

	

2011 - 	183,610 

If you liave any que'siion itgarding this information please let me know. 

is 	ea-- 
Terry  R Swisher, CPA 
Swisher & Davis, CPA's, PLC 

4979 



Printed Name of Preparer 
Leonard H. Fowler 

P: \wpi3NAJLEV..1,0.59 I .WPD 

TVI()FI 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Dr\ DUD'S' Of'1-171 	?JrI\ 11 A Tr /2 
Ps. 	1J1—.1‘..1 	 I. 	V I N L.1  V £k1 1,1_, 

Plaintiff/Petitioner 

CISME A. PORS BOLL. 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

CASE NO. 	98-D-230385-D 

DEPT. 

Defendant/Respondent ) 

) 

FAMILY COURT MOTION/OPPOSITION 
FEE INFORMATION SHEET (NRS 19.0312) 

Party Filing Motion/Opposition: E Plaintiff/Petitioner 	DeCendant/Respondent 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED TN FORMA PAUPERTS 

Excluded Motions/Oppositions 
Motions and Oppositions 
to Motions filed after 	LI 	Motions filed before final Divorce/Custody Decree entered 
entry of final Decree or 
Judgment are subject to 
the Re-open filing fee of 
S25.009  unless 
specifically excluded. 
(See NRS 19.0312) 

(Divorce/Custody Decice is NOT tirial) 

Child Support Modification ONLY 

Motion/Opposition for Reconsideration (Within 10 days of Decree) 
Date of Last Order 

Request for New Trial (Within 10 days of Decree) 
Date of Last Order 

Other Excluded Motion 	  
(Must be prepared to defend exclusion to Judge) 

Note:  If no boxes are checked, filing fee MUST be paid. 

Motion/Opp IS subject to $25.00 filing fee 	LI Motion/Opp IS NOT subject to filing fee 

Date: 	August 23, 2012  . 
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CLERK OF THE COURT 

Electronically Filed 

08/2712012 01:19:07 PM 

, 

1 
NEOJ 
Robert Scotlund Vaile 

2 PO Box 727 
3 Kenwood, CA 95452 

(707) 833-2350 
4 Plaintiff in Proper Person 
5 

IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE 
STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR 

THE COUNTY OF CLARK 
8 

9 

10 ROBERT SCOTLUND VAILE, 	CASE NO: 98 D230385 
11 
	

Plaintiff, 	 DEPT. NO: I 

12 

13 
	 vs. 

CISILIE A. PORSBOLL, 
14 
	

Defendant. 
15 

16 	

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 
17 TO: MARSHAL S. WILLICK, ESQ. 
18 

Attorneys for Defendant. 
19 

20 
	 PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Order on Child Support Penalties was 

21 
duly entered on August 17, 2012, by filing with the Clerk, and the attached is a true 

22 
and correct copy thereof. 

23 
	 Dated this 27' day of August, 2012. 

24 
	 /s/ R.S. Vaile 

25 
	 Robert Scotlund Valle 

PO Box 727 
26 
	

Kenwood, CA 95452 

27 
	 (707) 833-2350 

Plaintiff in Proper Person 
28 

-1- 

6 

7 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Plaintiff Robert Scotlund Vaile hereby certifies that I served a true and 

correct copy of the foregoing Notice of Entry of Order by depositing a true and 

correct copy in the U.S. Mail at Kellwood, California in a sealed envelope, with 

first-class postage pre-paid and addressed as follows: 

Marshal S. Willick 
Willick Law Group 
3591 E. Bonanza Road, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Dated this 27' day of August, 2012. 

/s/ R.S. Vaile  
Robert Scotlund Valle 
PO Box 727 
Kellwood, CA 95452 
(707) 833-2350 
Plaintiff in Proper Person 

-2- 
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9 
ROBERT SCOTLUND VAILE, 

10 

Plaintiff, 
12 

vs. 

CISILIE A. PORSBOLL, 
fka CISILIE A. VAILE, 

13 

3.4 

11 

15 

16 
Defendant. 

17 

OFtDR 
Robert Scotlund Valle 

2  PO Box 727 
3 Kenwood, CA 95452 

(707) 833-2350 
4 Plaintiff in Proper Person 

Electronically Filed 
08/17/2012 08:69:02 AM 

I. 

4 . 014A4.41.-- 

CLERK OF THE COURT 

6 
	

IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE 
STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR 

THE COUNTY OF CLARK 

_CASE NO 98 D230385 
DEPT. NO: I 

18 

19 

ORDER ON CHILD SUPPORT PENALTIES 

Pursuant to this Court's Decision and Order dated July 10, 2012, 

determining child support principal and interest, and which ordered that child 
support penalties are to be calculated by the District Attorney utilizing the 

NOMADS program, and furthermore, in accordance with the District Attorney's 

Audit Calculating Penalties, attached hereto, 
26 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that child support penalties, totaling $15,162.41 

27  V through June 2012, are reduced to judgment and collectible by all lawful means. 
28 

-1- 	 AUG 1 ii 2012 
DISTRICT COURT 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 
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Dated this JY___ day of  Al it Car  2012. 

4 

6 

7 

a 

9 

a 
2 

10 
	

Robert Scotlund Valle 
11 
	

PO Box 727 
12 
	

Kenwood, CA 95452 

13 
	

(707) 833-2350 

Plaintiff in Proper Person 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

Countersig771r 

Marshal S. Willi& 

Willi& Law Group 

3591 East Bonanza Road, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 
Attorneys for Defendant 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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, 

CLERK OF THE COURT 

Electronically Filed 

08/2712012 01:06:52 PM 

1 
NOAS 
Robert Scotlund Vaile 

2 PO Box 727 
3 Kenwood, CA 95452 

(707) 833-2350 
4 Plaintiff in Proper Person 
5 

IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE 
STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR 

THE COUNTY OF CLARK 
8 

9 

10 ROBERT SCOTLUND VAILE, 	CASE NO: 98 D230385 
11 
	

Plaintiff, 	 DEPT. NO: I 

12 

13 
	 vs. 

CISILIE A. PORSBOLL, 
14 
	

Defendant. 
15 

16 	

AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL 
17 

Notice is hereby given that Plaintiff Robert Scotlund Valle, Plaintiff in 
18 

Proper Person, appeals to the Supreme Court of Nevada from the order rendered 
19 

by Hon. Cheryl B. Moss titled Court's Decision and Order entered on July 10, 
20 

2012, together with related orders: Order on Fees and Costs entered August 16, 
21 

2012, and Order on Child Support Penalties entered on August 17, 2012. A true 
22 

and correct copy of the orders are attached hereto. 
23 

Dated this 27th  day of August, 2012. 
24 

25 
	 /s/ R.S. Vaile 

Robert Scotlund Vaile 
26 
	

PO Box 727 
27 
	 Kenwood, CA 95452 

(707) 833-2350 
28 
	

Plaintiff in Proper Person 

-1- 
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7 

4985 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Plaintiff Robert Scotlund Vaile hereby certifies that I served a true and 

correct copy of the foregoing Amended Notice of Appeal by depositing a true and 

correct copy in the U.S. Mail at Kellwood, California in a sealed envelope, with 

first-class postage pre-paid and addressed as follows: 

Marshal S. Willick 
Willick Law Group 
3591 E. Bonanza Road, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Dated this 27' day of August, 2012. 

/s/ R.S. Vaile  
Robert Scotlund Valle 
PO Box 727 
Kellwood, CA 95452 
(707) 833-2350 
Plaintiff in Proper Person 
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DISTRICT COURT  
FAMILY DIVISION 	

CLERK OF THE COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Zavala 
Judicial Executive Assistant to the 
HONORABLE CHERYL B. MOSS 

2 

3 
R.S. VAILE, 

4 
Plaintiff, 

5 	VS. 
	 Case No 98-D-230385 

6 	CISII,IE A. VAILE 
	 Dept. No. "P' 

7 
	Nka PORSBOLL, 	

Defendant 

8 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF COURT'S DECISION AND ORDER 

TO: 	LS. VAILE, Plaintiff In Proper Person 

TO: MARSHAL WILLICK, ESQ., Attorney forDefendant 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that a Court's Decision and Order was entered in the 

above-entitled matter on thelO th  day of July, 2012, a true and correct copy of which is 

attached hereto. 

Dated this 11 th  day ofJuly, 2012, 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby further certify that on this 11 th  day of July, 2012. I caused to be mailed to 

Plaintiff/DefendantPro Se a copy of the Notice of Entry of Court's Decision and Order at 

the following addiess: 

RS. VAILE 
P.O. Box 727, Kenwood, CA 95452 
Plaintiff In Proper Person 

I hereby certify that on this Il day of July, 2012, I caused to be delivered to the 

Clerk's Office a copy of the Notice of Entry of Court's Decision and Order which was 

placed in the foldets to the following attorneys: 

MARSHAL ' WILLICK, ESQ. 
Attorney for Defendant 

CHERYL B. MOSS 
DISTRICT .)I tOGF 

FAMILY DIVISION, DEPT I 
LAS VEGAS NY 85151 
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CLERK OF THE COURT 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

R. S. VAILE, 

Case No. 98-D-230385 

VS. 
	 Dept. No. I 

CISIL1E A. VAILE 

PORSBOLL, 

Defendant. 

COURT'S DECISION AND ORDER 

The Nevada Supreme Court remanded this CUSC to determine whether 

Norway's March 17, 2003, modification order is enforceable in Nevada, and for 

further proceedings on the enforcement of the August 21, 1998, Nevada child 

support order. Defendant ("Ms. Porsboll") also filed an Amended Motion for 

Order Show Cause to which Plaintiff ("Mr. Vaile") filed an Opposition. 

The Court reviewed the pleadings and heard oral arguments on April 9, 

2012, and June 4, 2012. Each side filed supplemental briefs. 

The Norway Child Support Order 

The State of Nevada adopted the -Uniform Interstate Family Support At 

(UIFSA) and incorporated its provisions in NRS Chapter 130. Under NRS 

2 
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28 
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10 

11 
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DISTFIFCT,ItilY3E 

FAMILY DIVISIOk 13EFT, 
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130.10116, Nevada recognizes the country of Norway as a foreign reciprocating 

country. 

In this case, the issue to be decided is whether Norway modified the 

Nevada child support order and therefore became the controlling order. The Court 

finds that under NRS 130.611(1)(a), Norway could have modified the Nevada 

child support order only if it finds that both parents and the children no longer 

reside in Nevada, that Mr. Valle, who is a nonresident of Norway petitioned for 

modification, and that Ms. Porsboll was subject to the personal jurisdiction of 

Norway. 

Under NRS 130.611(1)(b), Norway may also modify the Nevada child 

support order if Norway is the residence of the children, or one of the parents 

reside in Norway, and both parties have filed written consents with the Nevada 

court, 

Here, none of the requirements of NRS 130.611(1) were met. Mr. Vaile 

did not petition for modification in Norway. Rather, Norway issued its own 

modification order that is not enforceable in Nevada under U1FSA laws. Further, 

both parties never filed written consents with the Nevada district court requesting 

Norway to modify the child support and assume jurisdiction. 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that  the Norway ehild support order is not the 

controlling order, and it is unenforceable in Nevada pursuant to UIFSA. The 

Norwegian order has no bearing on this court's enforcement of the Nevada child 

2 

4989 



2 
	support order, which remains the controlling order. Further, Nevada retains 

3 
	personal jurisdiction over Mr. Valle for enforcement of child support. 

4 
	

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Mr. Vaile's March 6, 2012, pleading 

5 	entitled "Notice of Controlling Norwegian Child Support Order" shall be stricken 

6 	because it dots not comply with NRS 130.611 and 130.605. 

7 	
Mr. Valle argued that NRS 130.6115 authorizes Norway to modify the 

8 

9 
	Nevada support order. The Court rejects Mr. Vaile's argument and finds that NRS 

10 
	

130.6115 does not apply. This statute specifically refers to modification of a child 

11 
	support order of a foreign country. Here, the child support order sought to be 

12 	modified was issued in Nevada. Nevada is not a foreign country. 

13 	 Mr. Vaile raised the issue of applying NRS 130_207. Ms. Porsboll argued 

14 
that this statute does not apply. The Court finds that NES 130.207 is inapplicable. 

15 

16 
	This statute deals with determining which support order is the controlling order 

17 
	when two competing child support orders exist. 

18 
	

At the time of the 1998 divorce, there was only one child support order 

19 	issued in Nevada which is the controlling order. There were no multiple 

20 	
competing orders. Therefore, NRS 130.207 does not apply in this case. 

21 

22 
	 Mr. Valle argued that Ms. Porsboll's counsel's references to expert 

23 
	opinion, specifically Gary Caswell, Esq., were hearsay and should be disregarded. 

24 
	

The Court finds this argument moot. The Court did not rely on Mr. Caswell's 

25 	opinion letter to reach a decision on the applicability of NRS Chapter 130 and 

26 	UIFSA. 

27 

28 
omenyt. D. MOSS 
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2 
	&calculation of Child Support Arrears, Statutory Interest. and Statntor/ 

3 
	Penalties After Remand 

4 
	

Mr. Vaile argues that he should not have paid child support when he had 

5 
	

the children in his care from May 2000 to April 2002. At a hearing on July 21, 

6 	2008, the court denied Mr. Vaile's request. The Nevada Supreme Court, in its 

7 	
January 26, 2012, decision, denied all other relief sought by Mr. Valle in his 

8 

9 
	multiple appeals. Accordingly, the court's decision is res judicata. In addition, 

10 
	the Court rejects Mr. Valle's arguments of waiver, Inches, and prevention. 

11 
	

Principal Child Suppart Arrears  

12 
	

The Court reviewed the calculations submitted by both sides. As to 

13 	principal child support arrears, Mr. Vailc claims the total amount accrued through 

14 	
June 1, 2012, is $149,416.93. Ms. Porsboll claims the amount is $214,868.09 

15 

16 
	 Mr. Vaile's chart is erroneous. His child support chart sets the obligation 

17 
	at 18% for 2008, yet the eldest daughter emancipated in May 2009. This is 

18 
	

incorrect because the percentage amount of 18% for one remaining child should 

19 	not be applied until June 2009. 

20 	
In addition, Mr. Vale did not include child support when he claimed 

21 

22 
	custody of the children for two years. As noted, the Court previously denied his 

23 
	request on July 21, 2008. 

24 
	

Mr. Vaile claims he paid a total of $94,049.82 in child support payments. 

25 
	

Ms. Porsboll calculated total payments of $88,551.37. The Court previously 

26 	ordered on March 8,2010, that Mr. Valle direct all child support payments to Ms. 

27 

28 
CHERYL IL MOSS 
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1 
Porsboll's counsel (The Willick Law Group) if the District Attorney did not 

2 

3 
	collect the full amount via involuntary wage assignment Mr. Valle is not entitled 

4 
	to credits for any direct payments he made to Ms. Porsholl. 

5 
	

The Court finds Ms. Porsboll's updated calculations are accurate as set 

6 
	

forth in Exhibit A of their Supplemental Exhibits filed June 4, 2012. Therefore, 

7 	
the principal amount of child support arrears, after all payments are credited, is 

8 
$126,316.72 through June 1, 2012, 

9 

10 
	 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the principal amount of child support 

11 
	arrears, totaling $126,316.72 through June 1, 2012, is reduced to judgment and 

12 	collectible by any lawful means. 

13 	Statutory Interest on the Child Sunnort Arrears 

14 	
Statutory interest is mandatory under NRS 17,130 and 99.040, Ms, 

15 

16 
	Porsboll calculated $62,466.86 of interest. 

17 
	

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the total interest amount of $62,466.86 

18 
	

through June 1, 2012, is reduced to judgment and collectible by any lawful means. 

19 	Statutory Penalties on the Child Support Arrears 

20 	
Ms. Porsboll calculated penalties on the arrears, using the M-Law 

21 

22 
	program, in the amount of $88,218,75. 

23 
	 The Nevada Supreme Court did not reach a decision on the calculation of 

24 
	

penalties issue (M-Law vs. NOMADS). Ms. Porsboll argued the M-Law Program 

25 	was not invalidated by the Supreme Court. However, neither was the NOMADS 

26 	Program. The court decided the issue in its April 17,2009 Decision and Order 
27 

28 
CHSRYL S. MOSS 
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and is compelled to enforce it The court recognizes that the M-Law Program 
2 

	

3 
	calculates penalties in the same mariner as the NOMADS program, but only up 

	

4 
	through the first 23 months. After 23, months, the calculations diverge. In this 

	

5 
	

case, the penalties are calculated over a span 12 years. 

	

6 	 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Mr. Valle shall obtain an updated audit 

	

7 	
from the District Attorney's Office as to the penalties calculation by serving the 

8 

	

9 
	District Attorney with a certified copy of this Decision and Order. 

	

10 
	 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the District Attorney shall file an 

	

11 
	updated audit in D-230385. Mr. Vaile shall then submit a proposed Order, 

	

12 	countersigned by Ms. Porsboll's counsel, indicating the penalties amount through 

	

1.3 	June 1, 2012, with said amount being reduced to judgment and collectible by any 

	

14 	
lawful means. 

15 

	

16 
	Contempt Issues 

	

17 
	 On March 28, 2012, Ms. Porsboll filed an Amended Order Show Cause 

	

18 
	

asking for contempt against Mr. Valle for failing to pay child support, for failing 

	

19 	to make restitution on prior judgments for attorney's fees, and for failing to timely 

	

20 	file a Notice of Change of Address. 
21 

	

22 
	 NRS 22.010 and NRS 22.030 discuss contempt An order must be 

	

23 
	reduced to writing, signed by a Judge, and filed with the Clerk of the Court. 

	

24 
	

Division of Child 'Family  Svcs, v. Eighth Judicii4 Dig Ct of Nsvada,,,  92 P,3d 

	

25 
	

1239 (2004). In Cunnintrigun v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Ct.,  102 Nev. 551, 559-60 

	

26 	(1986), the Supreme Court held, "An order on which a judgment of contempt is 

27 

28 
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based must be clear and unambiguous, and must spell out the details of 

compliance in clear, specific and unambiguous terms so that the person will 

readily know exactly what duties or obligations are imposed on him." 

Pertaining to the change of address issue, the court's order filed October 9, 

2008, is lear and unambiguous. Mr. Valle is required to formally file a Notice of 

Change of Address in Case Number D-230385 within 30 days of moving. Mr. 

Valle asserted that he moved to Michigan in 2011. However, he did not file a 

Notice of Change of Address until March 6, 2012. 

Mr. Vaile's argument that his Virginia counsel notified the Williek Law 

Group of his new Michigan address does not comply with the court's order. Mr. 

Vailets argument that he did not file a chsnge of address in D-230385 due to the 

appeal pending is meritiess. The change of address requirement was not related to 

the issues he raised on appeal. 

The Court finds Mr. Valle in contempt of the October 9, 2008 order for 

failing to file a Notice of Change of Address in Cane Number D-230385 within 30 

days of moving to a new residence. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Mr. Vaik is sanctioned $500.00 for 

failing to file a Notice of Change of Address and serving the Willick Law Group 

within 30 days of moving to a different residence. 

With regard to Mr. Vaile's failure to pay child support since April 2000, 

the court previously conducted an evidentiary hearing on September 18,2008. 

7 
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Both parties were given notice and an opportunity to fully litigate the contempt 

iwue. 

The court made written findings after the September 18, 2008, trial. In 

conforming with the Nevada Supreme Court's Decision reversing and remanding 

this case, the court reviewed its prior findings and orders in its October 9, 2008 

Decision and Order. 

The court's findings of fact and conclusions of law remain unchanged 

from the September 18, 2008 evidentiary hearing, except as to all references and 

findings that were inconsistent with the Nevada Supreme Court's Decision. All 

references and findings as to enforcing the $1,300.00 fixed monthly child support 

amount are null and void. 

Upon reconsideration after remand, the court makes new and/or revised 

fmdings and orders as follows. 

According to the Decree of Divorce, the parties are required to exchang 
their tax returns and income information each year for purposes of 
calculating child support. 

2. The parties applied and utilized the mathematical formula contained in the 
Decree. 

3. The facts have not changed with regard to Mr. Vaile having paid nothing 
for over six years from April 2000 to April 2006. 

4. The court finds Mr. Vaile's conduct willful because he understood he had 
a BASIC duty and obligation to pay child support. In fact, Mr. Valle 
voluntarily paid child support from the time the Decree was entered until 
April 2000, 

• The policy behind NRS 125B.020(1) states that a parent has a duty to 
support their ehildren. 
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6. Mr. Vaile actually paid child support from August 1998 to April 2000. 
This means he understood during this time period that he had a duty to 
support their children. 
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7. Mrs. Porsboll signed no written agreements for waiver of child support. 

8. Mr. Valle willfully refused to pay child support from April 2000 to July 
2006. 

9. Mr. Valle is in contempt of the Decree of Divorce. 

10. Mr. Valle was on notice under the Decree of Divorce to pay child support. 

11. Mr. Valle paid $1,300.00 per month from August 1998 to April 2000. 

12. There were no payments until the District Attorney's Office commenced 
wage withholding on July 3, 2006. 

13. All child support payments since July 3, 2006 have been collected 
involuntarily. 

14, Under NRS 22,010, the Court, in its discretion, could monetarily sanction 
Mr. Valle up to $500.00 for every month he willfully did not pay child 
support. He did not pay from April 2000 to July 2006 or a total of 76 
months. The maximum amount is potentially $500.00 x 76 — $38,000.00. 

15. The Court finds Mr. Valle in contempt for non-payment of child support 
for six years. 

16. Under MRS 22.010, the Court has discretion to impose up to 25 days 
incarceration for every month Mr. Vac willfitlly refused to pay child 
support. 

17. Here, the child support PRINCIPAL ARREARS total $126,316.72 
through June 1,2012. 

18, The STATUTORY INTEREST on the arrears amounts to a total of 
$62,466.86 through June 1,2012. 

19. The combined total is substantial -- $188,783.58, 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Mr. Valle is found in contempt for non-

payment of child support for six years from March 2000 thiough June 2006. 

9 
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Accordingly, he is sanctioned $38,000.00 under NRS 22.010. Said amount is 

reduced to judgment and collectible by any lawful means. Previously, the 

Court did not award sanctions because it believed the Decree provision on 

calculating child support on a yearly basis was not clear and not unambiguous. 

The Nevada Supreme Court reasoned and found to the contrary in ha YturtiAry 

26, 2012 Decision, Accordingly, upon reconsideration and =land, there is a 

basis to award sanctions. 

The Court fmds that because Nevada lacks jurisdiction to modify the child 

support order, Mr. Valle is obligated to pay CURRENT child support of 

$2,754.15 per month in accordance with the Decree of Divorce. Under NRS 

125B.100, the obligor parent shall continue to pay support for an emancipated 

child until all arrearages are paid. Mr. Vaile's child support was $2,870,13 for 

two children. The eldest child was emancipated on June 1, 2009. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that in accordance with the Decree of 

Divorce, Mr. Wile's child support obligation is $2,870.13 per month. Of this 

amount, $2,754.15 is applied towards current child support for the one 

remaining minor child, due and owing from July 1, 2011 to June 30, 2012. 

The difference between $2,870.13 and $2,754.15 shall be applied against the 

arrearages for this time period. On July 1 of each year, while the youngest 

child is still a minor, the child support amount is adjusted per the Decree of 

Divorce and any remainder between the $2,870.13 and the adjusted amount 

shall be applied toward the arrearages. The youngest child will emancipate on 

10 
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1 

2 
	June 1,2013. Alter said date, the entire amount of $2,870.13 shall be applied 

3 
	toward arrearages until paid in full. 

4 
	

With regard to incarceration contempt, the court previously ordered Mr. 

5 
	

Vaile to make eight (8) monthly installments of $2,000.00 towards the purge 

6 	amount of $16,000.00 as reflected in the October 9, 2008 Decision and Order. 

7 	
According to Exhibit A of Defendant's Supplemental Exhibits filed June 4, 

9 
	2012, Mr. Vaile made all payments totaling $16,000.00. Therefore, the Court 

10 
	finds that Mr. Valle is purged out of the jail contempt through the date of the 

11 
	

last payment due and owing which was June 15, 2009. 

12 
	

Concerning Ms. Porstioll's latest request for contempt for failure to pay 

13 	child support after June 15, 2009, the Court finds that zero child support was 

14 	
paid for eleven (11) specific months, namely May 2010 to October 2010 

15 

16 
	 inclusive, July 2011 to September 2011 inclusive, and May 2012 to June 

17 
	2012. See Exhibit A of Defendant's Supplemental Exhibits filed on June 4, 

18 
	

2012. 

19 
	

Under due process, if a party is facing incarceration and sanctions for 

20 	
contempt, the Court is required to hold an evidentiary hearing pursuant to 

21 
NRS 22.010, 

22 

23 
	 Mr. Valle is admonished to resume child support payments and pay the 

24 
	=learnt of $2,870,13 per month in accordance with the non-modifiable Decree 

25 	of Divorce support order and pursuant to NRS 1250.100. 

26 

27 

28 	
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that an evidentiary hearing date shall be set 

	

3 
	 for October 22, 2012 at 1:30 p.m. (stack #11  

	

4 
	

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that for any remainder amounts due for child 

	

5 	 support each month not collected via wage assignment by the District 

	

6 	 Attorney's Office, Mr. Valle shall continue to send those payments directly to 
7 

Ms. Porsboll's counsel payable to "The Willick Law Group". At the hearing 
8 

	

9 
	 on March 8,2010. the court ordered Mr. Vaile to send all payments for child 

	

10 
	 support not collected by the District Attorney to The Willick Law Group. Mr. 

	

11 
	

Valle is under an affirmative duty to comply with court orders. Since March 

	

12 	 8.2010, Mr. Valle paid hero child support for 11 months. See Exhibit A to 

	

13 	
Defendant's Supplemental Exhibits filed June 4, 2012. Mr, Valle is to show 

14 

	

15 
	 cause at the evidentiary why he should not be held in contempt. 

	

16 
	 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the involuntary wage withholding by the 

	

17 
	

District Attorney for the payment of current child support shall continue. 

	

18 
	

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the prior award of $15,000.00 attorney's 

	

19 	 fees to Ms. Porsboll in the October 9, 2008, Decision and Order stands, but 

	

20 	
any references or findings as to the enforcement of the $1,300.00 per month 

21 

	

22 
	 amount is deemed null and void. Said amount is reduced to judgment and 

	

23 
	 collectible by any lawftil means. 

	

24 
	

With regard to Ms. Porsboll's request to enforce the prior judgments for 

	

25 	 attorney's fees, the court stated at previous hearings that said judgments were 

	

26 	
already reduced to judgment and collectible by any lavvful means. 

27 

	

28 	
12 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Ms. Porsbollis request to enforce 

payment of prior judgments of attorney's fees and costs was already granted by 

the Court at the March 8, 2010 hearing. The court's order still stands and any 

employer of Mr, Valle shall withhold the maximum amount allowed by 

Nevada law, not to exceed 50% dills wages, 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that as to Ms. Porsboll's latest request for 

attorney's fees filed February 27, 2012, mandatory fees shall be awarded 

pursuant to NRS 125B.140 as Mr. Valle still owes child support arrears. The 

Willick Law Group shall file a Memorandum of Fees and Costs and a redacted 

billing statement no later than August 10,2012, and submit a proposed order, 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that additional fees requested on the 

contempt issues reserved for the evidentiary hearing are deferred. 

SO ORDERED. 

Dated this 10th  day of July, 2011 
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WILLICK LAW GROUP 

2 MARSHAL S. WILLICK, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 002515 

3 	3591 E, Bonanza Road, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 

4 

	

	Phone (702) 438-4100; Fax (702) 438-5311 
email@wilIicklawgroup.com  

5 	Attorneys for Defendant 

6 

'7 

cWik or THE COURT 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

11 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

ROBERT SCOTLUND VAILE, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

CISILIE A. PORSBOLL, 	CISILIE A. VAILE, 

Defendant. 

CASE NO: D-98-230385-D 
DEPT, NO: I 

DATE OF HEARING: 6/4/2012 
TIME OF HEARING: 1:30 p.m. 

ORDER FOR FEES AND COSTS 
18 

As directed by the Court in its Decision and Order, filed July 10, 2010, the Willi& Law 
19 

Group submitted at Memorandum of Fees and Costs in the amount of $57,483.38 for the above 
20 

referenced for the period of January 1, 2012, to July, 2012. 
21 

Based on the filed Memorandum of Fees and Costs, 
22 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, that the amount of $57,483.38 is awarded payable to Cisilie 
23 

Porsbol from Robert Scotlund Vaile and the amount is reduced to judgment and collectable by all 
24 

lawful means. 
25 
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IT IWURTHER ORIOREINithat all attom 's fees aw d at any ti ease are 

in the manner of "1.elations order alnot clischargable in b-Mtlytptcy. 

IT IS FURT ORDERED, that Scotlund Vaile is t MMC rely contact the 

Groito set up 

Failure to El sii4ely with this Order 

ifost 
Dated thi  • 	l s' 	day of 	, 2012 
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this case. 

10 WILLICK LAW GROUP 

11 

12 
MARSH, 	. WILLICK, ESQ. 

13 	Nevada Bar No. 002515 
3591 E. Bonanza Road, Suite 200 

19 	Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 
Phone (702) 438-4100; Pax (702) 438-5311 

15 	email@willicIdawgroup.com  
Attorneys for Defendant 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

WILLICK LAW GROUP 
3591 Bali Bonanza Road 

&ma 200 
Lao Vegas, NV 89110-2101 

(702) 4384100 
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9 
ROBERT SCOTLUND VAILE, 

10 

Plaintiff, 
12 

vs. 

CISILIE A. PORSBOLL, 
fka CISILIE A. VAILE, 

13 

3.4 

11 

15 

16 
Defendant. 

17 

OFtDR 
Robert Scotlund Valle 

2  PO Box 727 
3 Kenwood, CA 95452 

(707) 833-2350 
4 Plaintiff in Proper Person 

Electronically Filed 
08/17/2012 08:69:02 AM 

I. 

4 . 014A4.41.-- 

CLERK OF THE COURT 

6 
	

IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE 
STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR 

THE COUNTY OF CLARK 

_CASE NO 98 D230385 
DEPT. NO: I 

18 

19 

ORDER ON CHILD SUPPORT PENALTIES 

Pursuant to this Court's Decision and Order dated July 10, 2012, 

determining child support principal and interest, and which ordered that child 
support penalties are to be calculated by the District Attorney utilizing the 

NOMADS program, and furthermore, in accordance with the District Attorney's 

Audit Calculating Penalties, attached hereto, 
26 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that child support penalties, totaling $15,162.41 

27  V through June 2012, are reduced to judgment and collectible by all lawful means. 
28 

-1- 	 AUG 1 ii 2012 
DISTRICT COURT 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

5003 



Dated this JY___ day of  Al it Car  2012. 

4 

6 

7 

a 

9 

a 
2 

10 
	

Robert Scotlund Valle 
11 
	

PO Box 727 
12 
	

Kenwood, CA 95452 

13 
	

(707) 833-2350 

Plaintiff in Proper Person 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

Countersig771r 

Marshal S. Willi& 

Willi& Law Group 

3591 East Bonanza Road, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 
Attorneys for Defendant 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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Electronically Filed 

09/11/2012 09:31 . 19 AM 

NEOJ 
WiLticK LAw GROUP 
MARSHAL S. WILLICK, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 002515 
3591 E. Bonanza Road ;  Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 
Phone (702) 438-4100; Fax (702) 438-5311 
crnad@wil Iicldawgroup.coni 
Attorneys for Defendant 

CLERK OF THE COURT 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

10 

11 ROBERT SCOTI,UND VAILE, CASE NO: 98-1)230385 
DEPT. NO: I 

12 Plaintiff., 

13 VS. 

CISILIE A. PORSBOEL, f/k/a CISILIE A. VAILE, I 	DATE OF HEARING: 06104/2012 
TIME OF ITEARING: 1:30 P.M. 

14 

Defendant. 15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 

TO: ROBERT SCOTLUND VAILE, Plaintiff, In Proper Person. 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Order for Fees and Costs, was duly entered by the Court 

on the 11tF  day of September, 2012, and the attached are true and correct copies. 

21 	DATED this day of September, 2012. 

22 II 
	

WILLICK LAW GROUP 

23 

24 

MARSHAL S. WILIICK, ESQ. 
25 
	

Nevada Bar No. 002515 
3591 East Bonanza Road, Suite 200 

26 
	

Las Vegas, Nevada 89110-2101 
Attorneys fbr Defendant 

27 

28 

LAW OFFICE OF 
MARSHAL S. WI. LICK P,G, 

3591 East Bonanza Road 
Suite 101 

Les Vegas, NV 89110-21W 
(702) 438-4100 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

I hereby certify that service of the foregoing Notice of Entry of Order was made on the 1 1 th  

day of September, 2012, pursuant to NRCP 5(b), via electronic transmission to the email address of 

legal@inforsec.privacyport.com , rct@rnorrislawgroup.com, and by depositing a copy in the United 

States Mail in Las Vegas, Nevada, postage prepaid and addressed as follows: 

Mr. Robert Scotlund Vaile 
P.O. Box 727 

Kenwood, California 95452 
Plaintiff in PROPER PERSON 

10 

11 

12 
Awp I 3',V AXE 00009636. WPI) 

13 

14 

15 

16 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

LAW OFFICE OF 
MARSHAL S. WiLLiCK P.C. 

3551 East Bonanza Road 
Suite 101 	 -2- 

Las Vegas, NV 59110-2198 
(702 43E-4100 
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CLERK OF THE COURT 

WILE IfiK LAW GROUP 
Et Bcnautd Road 

Salle 200 
LVOgas, NV 89110-2101 

(7G2) 428-4100 

AUG 07 2012 
DISRICT COUR' 

t 11.5t 

Erectronicaliy Filed 
08117/2012 08:07:26 AM 

ORDR 
WFLLICK LAW GROUP 

z MARSHAL S. WILLICK, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No, 007515 
3591 E. 13onanza Road, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 

4 	Phone (702) 438-4100; Fax (702) 438-5311 
ernail@willieklawgroup.com  

5 	Attorneys for Defendant 

6 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

	

ROBERT SCO —LUND 
	

CASE NO: 0-9X-23(M5-0 

12 	 Plaintiff, 
	 DEPT. NO: I 

13 

4 

16 

17 

vs. 

CISILIE A. PORSBOLL, filda CISILIE A. VAILE, 

Defendant. 

DATE OF HEARING: 6/4/2012 
TIME OF HEARING: 1:30 p.m. 

ORDER FOR FEES AND COSTS 
28 

As directed by the Court in its Decision and Order, flied July 10, 2010, the Willick Law 
13 

Group submitted at Memorandum of Fees and Costs in the amount of $57,483.38 for the above 
20 

referenced for the period of January 1, 2012, to July, 2012. 

Based on the filed Memorandum of Fees and Costs, 
22 

IT IS HIERE'HY ORDERED, that the amount of $57,483.38 is awarded payable to Cisilie 
23 

Porsbol from Robert Seotlund Valle and the amount is reduced to judgment and collectable by all 
24 

lawful means. 
25 

26 

27 
* 

20 
- 

8 

9 

10 
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10 	WI-LUCK LAW GROUP 

12 	 V firtt5  
MAR SHAL--S-. W1LLICK, ESQ. 

13 	Nevada Bar No. 002515 
3591 E. Bonanza Road, Suite 200 

14 	Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 
Phone (702) 438-4100; Fax (702) 438-5311 

15 	ernat1wi1Iick1awgroup.com  
Attorneys for Defendant 

16 

17 

18 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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Susle ZULI 
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ASTA 

Electronically Filed 
09/1212012 08:23:52 AM 

CLERK OF THE COURT 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

ROBERT S. VAILE, 

Plaintiff(s), 

vs. 

CISILIE A. VAILE aka CISILIE PORSBOLL, 

Defendant(s). 

Case No: 98D230385 
Dept No: I 

CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 

I. Appellant(s): Robert Scotlund Valle 

2. Judge: Cheryl Moss 

3. Appellant(s): Robert Scotlund Vaile 

Counsel: 

Robert Suotlund Valle 
P.O. Box 727 
Kenwood, CA 95452 

4. Respondent (s): Cisilie A. Vaile aka Cisilie Porsboll 

Counsel: 

Marshal S. Willick, Esq. 
3591 E. Bonanza Rd., Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110 

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 

5009 



8. Appellant Granted Leave to Proceed in Forma Pauperis: N/A 

9. Date Commenced in District Court: August 7, 1998 

10. Brief Description of the Nature of the Action: DOMESTIC - Marriage Dissolution 

Type of Judgment or Order Being Appealed: Misc. Order 

11. Previous Appeal: Yes 

Supreme Court Docket Number(s): 37082, 52457, 52593, 53687, 53798, 55396, 55911, 

61415 

12. Child Custody or Visitation: N/A 

13. Possibility of Settlement: Unknown 

Dated This 12 day of September 2012. 

Steven D. Grierson, Clerk of the Court 

Heather Ungermann, DeptitySlerk 
200 Lewis Ave 
PO Box 551601 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89155-1601 
(702) 671-0512 

-2- 
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CLERK OF THE COURT 

Electronically Filed 

10/02/2012 02:09:45 PM 

1 ORDR 
WILLICK LAW GROUP 

2 MARSHAL S. WILLICK, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 002515 

3 	3591 E. Bonanza Road, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 

	

4 	Phone (702) 438-4100; Fax (702) 438-5311 
email@willicklawgroup.com  

	

5 	Attorneys for Defendant 

7 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

11 
ROBERT SCOTLUND VAILE, 	 CASE NO: D-98-230385-D 

	

12 	
Plaintiff, 
	 DEPT. NO: I 

13 
VS. 

	

14 	
CISILIE A. PORSBOLL, f/k/a CISILIE A. VAILE, 	DATE OF HEARING: 9/18/12 

	

15 	
Defendant. 
	 TIME OF HEARING: 1:30 P.M. 

16 

17 
ORDER DENYING LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS 

18 
Having reviewed the Motion and the Opposition to the requested relief, 

19 
the Court FINDS: 

20 
Plaintiff admits that he earned $86,878.20 in gross wages through April 3, 2012, or 

21 
approximately $11,900 per month. Plaintiff is not indigent. 

22 
Plaintiff's historical earnings are well above the Nevada average wage and extremely above 

23 
the state poverty guidelines. 

24 
Plaintiff has a college degree and a law degree. 

25 
Plaintiff worked jobs that paid well in excess of $100,000 for several years. 

26 
Given Plaintiff's educational and employment background, he is capable of earning 

27 
substantial income. 

28 

W1LLICK LAW GROUP 
3591 East Bonanza Road 

Suite 200 
Las VegA NV 89110-2101 

(702) 458-1100 

SEP 2 0 iUl; 
DISTRICT C01JR1 

DEPT I 

8 

9 

10 

5011 
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1 Therefore, IT IS IIEREBY ORDERED: 

2 	 That Plaintiffs request to proceed in forma pauperis is DENIED. 

3 	Dated this 	day of September, 2012 

4 

5 

6 
WILLICK LAW GROUP 

7 

8 

9 MAR-SI-Mt S. WILLIcK, ESQ. — 
Nevada Bar No. 002515 

10 	3591 E. Bonanza Road, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 

11 

	

	Phone (702) 438-4100; Fax (702) 438-5311 
etnailwillicklawgroup.com  

,12 
	

Attorneys for Defendant 

13 
V:\wpIAVAILEAU0U06609.WPLALF  

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

WILLICK LAW GROUP 
3591 East Bonanza Road 

&Oa 200 
I .os Vctos. KV 83110-2101 

(702) 438-4100 
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CLERK OF THE COURT 

24 

25 

Electronically Filed 

10/03/2012 11:32:11 AM 

1 NEOJ 
WILLICK LAW GROUP 

2 MARSHAL S. WILLICK, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 002515 

3 	3591 E. Bonanza Road, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 

4 	Phone (702) 438-4100; Fax (702) 438-5311 
email@willicklawgroup.com  
Attorneys for Defendant 

6 

7 
DISTRICT COURT 

8 
	

FAMILY DIVISION 

9 
	 CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

10 

11 ROBERT SCOTLUND VAILE, CASE NO: 98-D230385 
DEPT. NO: I 

12 
	 Plaintiff, 

13 
	 VS. 

14 CISILIE A. PORSBOLL, f/k/a CISILIE A. VAILE, DATE OF HEARING: 06/04/2012 
TIME OF HEARING: 1:30 P.M. 

15 
	 Defendant. 

16 

17 	 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 

18 TO: ROBERT SCOTLUND VAILE, Plaintiff, In Proper Person. 

19 	PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Order Denying Leave to Proceed I Forma Paulperis, 

20 	was duly entered by the Court on the 2' day of October, 2012, and the attached are true and correct 

21 	copies. 

22 DATED thi&rd day of October, 2012. 

23 
	

WILLICK LAW GROUP 

MARSHAL S. WILLICK, ESQ. 
26 
	

Nevada Bar No, 002515 
3591 East Bonanza Road, Suite 200 

27 
	

Las Vegas, Nevada 89110-2101 
Attorneys for Defendant 

28 
LAW OFFICE OF 

MARSHAL S. WILLiCK P.C. 
3551 East Bonanza Road 

Suite 101 
Lms Veoas, NV 89110-2198 

(702) 438-4190 
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1 	 CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

2 	 I hereby certify that service of the foregoing Notice of Entry of Order was made on therf  

3 	day of October, 2012, pursuant to NRCP 5(b), via electronic transmission to the email address of: 

4 	legal@inforsec.privacyport.cotn, rct@morrislawgroup.com , and by depositing a copy in the United 

5 	States Mail in Las Vegas, Nevada, postage prepaid and addressed as follows: 

6 
Mr. Robert Scotlund Valle 

7 
	

P.O. Box 727 
Kenwood, California 95452 

8 
	

Plaintiff in PROPER PERSON 

9 

10 

11 

12 
PAwp13WAILE10001 I 126.WPD1LF 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

LAW OFFICE OF 
MARSHAL S. WILLICK PC, 

3551 East Bonanza Road 
Suite 101 	 -2- 

Las Vegas, NV 89110-2198 
(702) 438-4100 
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CLERK OF THE COURT 

Electronically Filed 
10/02/2012 02:09:45 PM 

1 ORDR 
WILLICK LAW GROUP 

2 MARSHAL S. WlLLICK, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 002515 

3 	3591 E, Bonanza Road, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 

4 	Phone (702) 438-4100; Fax (702) 438-5311 
email@willicklawgroup,com 

5 	Attorneys for Defendant 

6 

7 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

ROBERT SCOTLUND VA MR, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

MIME A. PORSBOIL, f/k/a CISIIJE A. vArE,E, 

Defendant, 

CASE NO: D-98-230385-D 
DEPT, NO: I 

DATE OF HEARING: 9/18/12 
TIME OF HEARING: 1:30 P.M. 

ORDER DENYING LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS 
18 

Having reviewed the Motion and the Opposition to the requested relief, 
19 

the Court FINDS: 
20 

Plaintiff admits that he earned $86,878,20 in gross wages through April 3, 2012, or 
21 

approximately $11,900 per month. Plaintiff is not indigent. 
22 

Plaintiffs historical earnings are well above the Nevada average wage and extremely above 
23 

the state poverty guidelines. 
24 

Plaintiff has a college degree and a law degree. 
25 

Plaintiff worked jobs that paid well in excess of $100,000 for several years. 
26 

Given Plaintiffs educational and employment background, he is capable of earning 
27 

substantial income. 
28 

WILUCK LAW GROUP 
3591 East Benanza Road 

8141 ?Do 
Les Vegas, hrki 89110-2f01 

(702) .138-41C0 

SEP 20 2,01i 
DISTRICT COM 

DIRT I 

9 

10 

5015 
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1 Therefor; IT IS TIEREBY ORDERED: 

2 	 That Plaintiff's request to proceed in forma pauperis is DENIED. 

3 	Dated this  a  day of September, 2012 

4 

5 

6 
WILLICK LAW GROUP 

MARS-112\L S. WILLICK, ESQ, 
Nevada Bar No. 002515 
3591 E. Bonanza Road, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 
Phone (702) 438-4100; Fax (702) 438..5311 
email@willicklawgroup.com  
Attorneys for Defendant 

1ilmillWAIL31913959so6.W913 1,L9 

14 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

WIUJCK LAW GROUP 
3531 DIM i3inertz4 Road 

81)119 200 
1-msvegas, 

(782) 43841100 

7 

9 

10 

11 

13 
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F!' ED 
1 NNPT 

	

2 
	

OCT 15 3 2o PM '12 

	

3 
	

ORIGINIAL 	
CLERK Z,F THE COURT 

	

5 
	

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

	

6. 	 FAMILY. DIVISION 

	

7 	 CLARK,'COUNTY, NEVADA 

8 

9 .ROBERT S. VAILE 	 r) 
) 

	

10 	 . Plaintiff, 	 ) 	CASE NO. 98D230385 
) 	DEPT. I 

11 	vs. 	 ) 
) 

	

12 	CISILIE A. VAILE, 	 ) 
) 

	

13 	 Defendant. 	 ) 
	 ) 

14 

	

15 
	

NOTICE REGARDING NON -PAYMENT OF TRANSCRIPTS 

	

16 
	

This letter is in regards to NON-PAYMENT OF TRANSCRIPTS in the 

17 afore-captioned case. 

	

18 	This office received - a. request for estimate regarding 

	

19 	transcripts for the purpo'SeOf appeal on August 15, 2012 from 

20 Robert S. Vaile. A reply adVising the deposit amount of $1,000.00 

21 
	

was sent August 15, 2012. 

	

22 
	

As of this date, a deposit has not been presented to this 

	

23 
	office. Therefore, per NRAP 9(2), this office is not obligated to 

24 commence transcription of the requested transcripts. 

25 

26 
• 	 TAMMY GONZAJLES 

	

27 
	

Transcript 'Video Services 
Eighth Judicial District Court 

	

28 
	

Family Division 
601 North Pecos Road 

Hrias' Vegas, Nevada 89101-2408 

' 
	n .(702). 455-5036 

5017 



OR 

fp Is 3 20 Pt1 '12 

CI:EfifU .1-yE COURT 

1 	CERT 

2 

3 

4 
EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

5 
FAMILY DIVISION 

6 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

7 

8 ROBERT S. VAILE 

	

9 	 Plaintiff, 	 CASE NO. 98D230385 
DEPT. I 

	

10 	vs. 

11 	CISILIE A. VAILE, 

	

12 	 Defendant. 

13 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

14 
I certify that I am an employee of the Eighth Judicial 

15 District Court, Family Division, and that on this day, I deposited 
for mailing in the U.S. Mail at Las Vegas, Nevada, a true copy of 

16 the NON- PAYMENT OF TRANSCRIPT ORDER in a sealed envelope which was 

	

17 	mailed first class to: 

Supreme Court of Nevada 
Capitol Complex 
201 South Carson Street 
Carson City, Nevada 89710 

Robert S. Vaile 
PO Box 727 
Kenwood, CA 95452 

Marshal S.;Willick, Esq. 
3591 E. Bonanza Rd., Suite 200 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89110 

- 
Dated this 15th_Aa!y.Of October  

Ii Y A7/71. 
26 

TAMMY GONZALE 
Transcript ViRbo Services 
Eighth Judicial District Court 
Family Division 
601 North Pecos Road 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101-2408 
(702) 455-5036 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

27 

28 
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CLERK OF THE COURT 

Mr. Robert Scotlund Vaile 
PO Box 727 

Kenwood, CA 95452 
Plaintiff In Proper Person 

ployee for tfie WILLICK LAW 

Electronically Filed 
10/1712012 01:57:29 PM 

1 COS 
WII,I,ICK TAW GROUP 

2 	MARSTIAT, S. WIT,T,TCK, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 002515 

3 	3591 E. Bonanza Road, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 

4 	Phone (702) 438-4100; Fax (702) 438-5311 
cmail@willicklawgroup.com  
Attorneys for Defendant 

6 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

ROBERT SCOTT ,UND VAILE, 

Plaintiff, 

VS. 

CISILIE A. PORSI3OLL, 

Defendant. 

CASE NO: 98-D-230385-D 
DEPT. NO: I 

DATE OF HEARING: N/A 
TIME OF HEARING: N/A 

7 

8 

9 

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

T HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the Motion For Reconsideration and/or Set Aside of 

Minute Order of October 11, 2012 was send by was send via United States Postal Service, first class, 

postage  fully prepaid, with courtesy copy sent to s cotlun d@vai le . info and 

legal@infosec.privacyport.com , addressed as follows. 

DATED this  iflf-Elay of October, 2012. 

P:\we1nVAILEV-144172 ,WPD 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

WILLICK LAW GROUP 
3591 East Bonanza Road 

Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 

702) 438-4100 
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Leonard Fowler 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 

Leonard Fowler 
Wednesday, October 17, 2012 1:51 PM 
Robert Scotlund Valle (scotlund@vaile.info); Robert Scotlund Vaile 
(legalginfosec.privacyport.corn) 
Motion for Reconsideration 
Motion for Reconsideration of Minute Order 10-17-12 (00012261).PDF 

Leonard H. Fowler Ill 
Paralegal/Case Manager 
3591 East Bonanza Road, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89110-2101 
Phone: (702) 438-4100 ext. 114 
Fax: (702) 438-5311 
leonard@willicklawgroup.corn  

1 
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CLERK OF THE COURT 

Electronically Filed 

10/17/2012 01:41:20 PM 

1 MOT 
WILLICK LAW GROUP 

2 MARSHAL S. WILLICK, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 002515 

3 	3591 E. Bonanza Road, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 

4 	(702) 438-4100 
Attorneys for Defendant 

5 

6 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

10 

11 

ROBERT SCOTLUND VAILE, 

Plaintiff, 

CASE NO: 98D230385D 
DEPT. NO: I 

7 

8 

9 

12 

13 

14 

vs. 

CISILIE A. PORSBOLL, 

Defendant. 

DATE OF HEARING: 1 1 / 2 6 /  
TIME OF HEARING: 1 0 : 3 0  

15 

16 
MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION AND/OR SET ASIDE OF 

17 	 MINUTE ORDER OF OCTOBER 11, 2012 
18 

19 I. 	INTRODUCTION 

20 
	 Respectfully, the Court has erred in vacating the order to Show Cause Hearing set for 

21 
	October 22, 2012. The Minute Order states that any action is stayed because of Scotlund's filed 

22 
	appeal. It is settled law that a contempt hearing and hearings on attorney's fees are collateral actions 

23 
	that are not to be disturbed, delayed, or otherwise affected by the filing of an Appeal. Additionally, 

24 
	unless a stay is granted at the District Court level or by the Supreme Court, enforcement of the 

25 
	underlying Order is still available to the Court. Though requested by Scotiund, no stay has issued, 

26 
	and none is warranted. 

27 
	 As such, the Court should immediately set aside its minute Order of October 11, 2012, and 

28 
	hold the required Show Cause hearing. 

WILUCK LAW GROUP 
3591 East 8tranza Road 

Suite 200 
Lao Vegas, IW t39110-2101 

(702) 433-4100 

5021 



	

2 	 NOTICE OF MOTION 

	

3 	TO: ROBERT SCOTLUND VAILE, Plaintiff, in Proper Person. 

	

4 	 YOU will please take notice that the foregoing Motion will be heard in Department I, Clark 

	

5 	County Family Courthouse, 601 North Pecos Road Las Vegas, Nevada 89101-2408, on the  2 6  

	

6 	day of  N 0 V 	,2012, at the hour of 	o'clock  a  .m. or as soon thereafter as counsel 

	

7 	can be heard. 

8 

	

9 
	 POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

	

10 	II. 	FACTS 

	

11 	 This Court issued its Decision and Order on July 10, 2012, dealing with all issues as directed 

	

12 	by the Supreme Court on remand. This included recalculating child support in accordance with the 

	

13 	convoluted formula established by Scotlund in the parties' Decree of Divorce; ruling on the effect 

	

14 	of the Norwegian court orders, and other financial matters. The Court left the issues of fees and 

	

15 	child support penalties open until documentation was provided by both parties. 

	

16 	 Scotlund, unhappy with the Order, filed an Emergency Petition For Writ of Mandamus on 

	

17 	July 19, 2012. The Supreme Court denied his Writ on July 23, 2012. 

	

18 	 Scotlund filed a Notice of Appeal on July 30, 2012. 

	

19 	 Scodund then filed a Motion to Defer Payment of Cost Bond and Motion to Allow Full 

	

20 	Briefing on Appeal with the Supreme Court on August 15, 2012. Cisilie filed her Opposition to that 

	

21 	filing on August 23, 2012. 

	

22 	 Scodund then filed with this Court a Motion for Leave to Proceed In Forma Pauperis on 

	

23 	August 13, 2012. Cisilie filed her Opposition to that filing on August 23, 2012, and submitted a 

	

24 	proposed Order for the same. 

	

25 	 On September 4,2012, Scotlund, realizing that there was a real chance that he might actually, 

	

26 	if grossly belatedly, be held accountable for his non-payment of child support over the past 12 years, 

27 
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1 	filed an Emergency Motion to Stay Proceedings and Enforcement in this Case Pending Appeal with 

	

2 	the Supreme Court. Scotlund did not provide a supersedeas bond with this request as is required 

	

3 	under NRCP 62(d). He placed in the caption of this Motion that action was required prior to October 

	

4 	15,2012. Scotlund filed a Supplement to this Motion claiming that he had asked this Court for a stay 

	

5 	of enforcement of any decision by the District Court, before any decision was actually rendered. He 

	

6 	claims this Court denied a stay. 

	

7 	 On September II,  2012, Cisilie filed her Opposition to that "emergency" filing in the 

	

8 	Supreme Court, and filed a Supplement to her Opposition on September 20, which included a copy 

	

9 	of this Court's minutes that denied Scotlund's request to proceed In Forma Pauperis 

	

10 	 On its own Motion, this Court entered a minute order vacating the October 22, 2012, 

	

11 	contempt hearing and — reversing its decision without a hearing being held or a motion being before 

	

12 	it — placed a stay on the case. This was done without giving the parties an opportunity to be heard 

	

13 	on the matter. 

	

14 	 This Motion follows. 

15 

16 III. AN  APPEAL DOES NOTRESULT IN AN AUTOMATIC STAY OF PROCEEDINGS 

	

17 	 It is an urban legend that the filing of a Notice of Appeal automatically stays any further 

	

18 	district court action. The Nevada Supreme Court has noted repeatedly that the argument that there 

	

19 	should be an automatic stay is "torture [of] our prevailing rules of court," would "render the language 

	

20 	meaningless," and "would do untold mischief to the effective administration of justice."' 

	

21 	 The myth of the "automatic stay" apparently arises from misunderstanding of the fact that, 

	

22 	generally, "a timely notice of appeal divests the district court of jurisdiction to act and vests 

	

23 	jurisdiction in [the Supreme] court."' However, that is irrelevant to either enforcement of orders, 

24 

	

25 
	

The formal Order denying the same was entered by this Court on October 2, 2012. 

	

26 
	

See State ex rel. P.C. v. District Court, 94 Nev. 42, 574 P.2d 272 (1978). 

	

27 
	

Rust y. Clark Cty, School District, 103 Nev. 686, 688, 747 P.2d 1380, 1382 (1987). 
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1 	or to litigation of matters collateral to the appeal. Where an issue is "collateral to and independent 

	

2 	from that part of the case taken up by appeal, and in no way affected the merits of the appeal{,]" 

	

3 	district courts may grant relief while a case is on appeal."' 

	

4 	 Many things are "collateral to," and therefore unaffected by, an appeal. Such collateral 

	

5 	matters specifically include attorney's fees' and contempt proceedings. Contempt proceedings were 

	

6 	directly addressed in Mack-Manley v. Manley,' where the Nevada Supreme Court directly addressed 

	

7 	the power of district courts to hold proceedings for contempt, and issue orders accordingly, while 

	

8 	a case is on appeal. 

	

9 	 Pursuant to Mack-Manley, new motions directly addressing issues raised on appeal would 

	

10 	require recourse to the procedures for seeking a limited remand detailed in Huneycutt. 7  

The question here is a bit more subtle, however: it is whether enforcement of the existing 

	

12 	orders, in part holding Scotlund in contempt for failing to pay ordered child support, would so 

	

13 	necessarily "affect the merits" of the pending appeal that the Court is obliged to direct counsel to 

	

14 	seek such a remand before either hearing the motion or granting the requested relief. 

	

15 	 We don't think so. The Nevada Supreme Court has repeatedly held that money is fungible, 

	

16 	and the legal issue of propriety of Scotlund's refusal to comply with court orders will live on quite 

	

17 	well whether or not we actually manage to undo some of the harm he has done to his ex-wife and 

	

18 	children pending appellate review. The "object of the appeal" was not and is not imperiled by any 

	

19 	of the enforcement actions we seek. 

	

20 	 In any event, however, the Court can conduct the Evidentiary hearing as it relates to 

	

21 	Scodund's contempt. Since the Court does not yet know whether it would be inclined to grant the 

22 

23 
4  Kantor v, Kantor, 116 Nev. 886, 8 P.3d 825 (2000); Bongioviv. Bongiovi, 94 Nev. 321, 322, 579 P.2d 1246, 

	

24 
	

1247 (1978), 

	

25 
	

5  Kantor v. Kantor, 116 Nev. 886, 8 P.3d 825 (2000). 

	

26 
	

6  Mack-Manley v. Manley, 122 Nev. 849, 138 P.3d 525 (2006). 

	

27 
	

7  Huneycutt v. Huneycutt, 94 Nev. 79, 575 P,2d 585 (1978). 
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1 	substantive relief requested, it is free regardless of the appeal to proceed until it makes that 

	

2 	determination. Specifically, as stated in Foster v. Dingwall, even if this Court determined that the 

	

3 	liability request was not "collateral to and outside the scope of' the appeal,"the district court 

	

4 	nevertheless retains a limited jurisdiction to review motions made in accordance with [the 

	

5 	Huneycutt] procedure." 

	

6 	 Foster repudiated any implication from prior decisions indicating that district courts might 

	

7 	not be able to enter an order granting or denying such a motion.9  Even if this contempt question was 

	

8 	directly an issue on appeal (and it is not), the Court would have jurisdiction to hear the evidence, 

	

9 	after which it could enter an order denying the contempt, or certify its intent to find Scotlund in 

	

10 	contempt, and direct the moving party to seek a remand for entry of the order. 

	

11 	The answer to the second question (if the Court determines that it is inclined to grant the 

	

12 	requested relief, whether a Huneycutt remand would be required) is also "no." There is no precisely 

	

13 	on-point authority, either way, leaving the question to this Court's determination of logic and policy. 

	

14 	However, on the facts of this case, no application for remand, or remand would be necessary in order 

for the Court to find Scotlund in contempt for his failure to follow Court Orders, because the merits 

	

16 	of the appeal are entirely unaffected by the contempt proceedings. 

	

17 	 The existing orders clearly dictates that Scotlund was to pay child support. The most recent 

	

18 	Order establishes the amount that he is to pay. He is currently paying nothing. This is contempt on 

	

19 	its face. It is clear, from Scotlund's behavior that he has no intentions of ever paying the ordered 

	

20 	child support, and is deliberately moving to evade the Court's order through vexatious litigation, 

	

21 	stalling and delay. The last thing that Justice needs is any assistance in that evasion and delay. 

22 

23 

24 

25 
Foster v. Dingwall, 126 Nev, 	,228 P.3d 453 (Adv. Opn. No. 5, Feb. 25, 2010). 

26 
9  See Mack-Manley v. Manley, 122 Nev, 849, 855, 138 P.3d 525, 529-30 (2006); Kantor v. Kantor, 116 Nev. 

	

27 	886, 894-95, 8 P.3 d 82,5, 830(2000); Rusty. Clark Cy. School District, 103 Nev. 686, 688, 747 P.2d 1380, 1382 (1987). 
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1 IV. SCOTLUND IS AWARE THAT HE WOULD NEED AN ORDER TO STAY 
PROCEEDINGS 

2 
Scotlund completely understands that this Court can continue with the contempt proceedings 

3 
and actually sought relief from the Supreme Court, demanding a decision by October 15, 2012. The 

4 
Supreme Court has not responded, which means this Court is free to hold its evidentiary hearing as 

5 
it was originally scheduled. There is no prejudice in holding the hearing as scheduled since all 

6 
parties should have been prepared to proceed. 

7 
The contempt proceedings are collateral to the appeal and are linked to the enforcement of 

8 
the existing orders. This Court is well aware that NRCP 62(d) requires that Scotlund post a 

9 
' supersedeas bond — usually in the amount of the judgment — before any stay would be considered or 

10 
would be effective. Scotlund has never posted any bond for the hundreds of thousands of dollars of 

11 
judgments against him. Until and unless he does so, the judgment is enforceable in any state — not 

12 
just Nevada even if the matter is on appeal.' 

13 
This Court has effectively granted a Motion that is properly before the Supreme Court. In 

14 
other words, the Court has exceeded its jurisdiction by granting a stay and vacating the evidentiary 

15 
hearing properly set in this action. This punishes the innocent in favor of the criminal." 

16 

17 
V. CONCLUSION 

18 
It is clear that the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure and the cases decided by the Supreme 

19 
Court allow this Court to proceed in the contempt action. The minute order entered on October 1 1 , 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 
1°  See Segal v. Segal, 264 Conn. 498, 823 A.2d 1208 (2003), Nevada order was enforceable...while that 

25 
	judgment was on appeal because the judgment debtor had failed to provide the security required under this rule. 

26 	n  We use the term "criminal" advisedly, as Scotlund's child support arrears are in excess of both State and 
Federal felony criminal thresholds; the failure to date of the relevant authorities to prosecute certainly does not mean that 

27 	the crime has not been committed — only that, to date, Scotlund has gotten away with it. 
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7 

8 

1 	2012, should be vacated and the evidentiary hearing should be heard immediately or as soon as the 

2 	Court can schedule the same. 

3 	 Any further delay only rewards Scotlund for his heinous behavior. 

4 

5 
	

DATED this  Wi  day of October, 2012. 

6 
	 WILLICK LAW GROUP 

MARSHAL S. WILLICK, ESQ, 

	

9 
	 Nevada Bar No. 002515 

3591 East Bonanza Road, Suite 200 

	

10 
	 Las Vegas, Nevada 89110-2101 

(702) 438-4100 

	

11 
	

Attorneys for Defendant 
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25 
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DECLARATION OF MARSHAL S. WILLICK, ESQ. 

1. I, Marshal S. Willick, Esq., declare that I am competent to testify to the facts 

contained in the preceding filing on behalf of my client. 

2. I have read the preceding filing, and the factual averments contained therein are true 

and correct to the best of my knowledge, except those matters based on information 

and belief, and as to those matters, I believe them to be true. 

3. The factual averments contained in the preceding filing are incorporated herein as if 

set forth in full. 

4. Defendant currently resides outside the County of Clark, State of Nevada, and under 

NRS 15.010, 1 sign this Declaration on her behalf and at her specific direction. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Nevada (NRS 

53.045 and 28 U.S.C. § 1746), that the foregoing is true and correct. 

EXECUTED this  771‘day  of October, 2012. 

MARSHAL S. WILLICK, ESQ. 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 
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CLERK OF THE COURT 

Electronically Filed 

10/2312012 12:39:03 PM 

, 

1 
OPPS 
Robert Scotlund Vaile 

2 PO Box 727 
3 Kenwood, CA 95452 

(707) 833-2350 
4 Plaintiff in Proper Person 

5 

IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE 
STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR 

THE COUNTY OF CLARK 
8 

9 

10 ROBERT SCOTLUND VAILE, 	CASE NO: 98 D230385 

11 
	 Plaintiff, 	 DEPT. NO: I 

12 
VS. 

13 

CISILIE A. PORSBOLL, 
Defendant. 

OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION 
AND/OR SET ASIDE MINUTE ORDER OF OCTOBER 11, 2012 

18 

19 
	 I. INTRODUCTION  

20 	 In her pending motion, Defendant argues that this Court has exceeded its 

21 	jurisdiction by granting a stay of the case on its own motion. Contrarily, 
22 

23 

	Defendant requests that the Court grant her instant motion, and to allow 

24 	Defendant to continue to prosecute additional pending motions. Because the 

25 	subject matter on appeal to the Nevada Supreme Court is clearly intertwined with 
26 

27 	
the matters Defendant seeks to pursue, the Court's stay is appropriate and should 

28 	stand. 

-1- 
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7 
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17 
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II. ARGUMENT  

A. THE COURT'S STAY WAS NOT AN AUTOMATIC STAY  

It is a mystery as to why Defendant has argued at some length the fact that 

filing an appeal does not affect an automatic stay of the proceedings in the district 

court. Neither Plaintiff, nor the Court, has asserted that the stay issued was 

automatic. lithe stay had been automatic with the filing of the appeal, Mr. Vaile 

would not have specifically requested a stay of both the proceedings and the 

enforcement of the eventual order during the April 9, 2012 hearing,' nor would he 

have asked the Nevada Supreme Court to issue a stay of the case. If a stay had 

been automatic, the minute order issued by the Court to which Defendant takes 

exception would have been wholly unnecessary. In short, no-one has argued that 

the stay was automatic. 

It does not matter whether the Court determined to grant Mr. Vaile's request 

of the stay made during the April 9, 2012 hearing, or determined that the stay was 

appropriate based on the appealable matters before the Nevada Supreme Court. 

When the stay is granted based on motion, it cannot be construed as automatic. 

B. A STAY IS APPROPRIATE GIVEN THE SUBJECT MATTER ON APPEAL  

The only argument that Defendant can muster in support of reconsideration 

of the Court's decision to stay the case is that attorneys fees and contempt 

proceedings are "collateral to and in no way affected by the merits of the appeal." 

1  This request took place at time index 13:02:24 during the April 9, 2012 hearing. 

-2- 
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While this vague proposition may be accurate in some cases, Defendant well 

knows that it is certainly not true for this case. The substantive matters on appeal 

in this case are central to the Court's grant of attorneys fees as well as the 

contempt proceedings against Mr. Vaile previously scheduled for October 22. 

Specifically, Mr. Vaile has asked the Supreme Court to review whether attorneys 

fees may be granted to the non-prevailing party and whether the Court properly 

applied NRS 130.207 as directed by the Nevada Supreme Court. The contempt 

that Defendant has requested the Court to find against Mr. Vaile is based on 

whether the Norwegian child support orders which Defendant sought in Norway 

are controlling. Clearly the high court's determination of this matter is central to 

whether Mr. Vaile can be held in contempt for insufficient payment of child 

support under the 1998 Nevada decree which was not controlling at the time. 

There may be cases where a district court's determination of attorneys fees 

or contempt proceedings may be collateral to and unaffected by the underlying 

issues on appeal. Here, the granting of attorneys fees and the holding of Mr. 

Vaile in contempt are two of the very core subjects before the Nevada Supreme 

Court on appeal. It would be impossible for the Court to make any determination 

on these matters that would not be wholly intertwined with the matters on appeal. 

Clearly, a stay of the case is appropriate to avoid conflict with the jurisdiction of 

the Nevada Supreme Court on appeal. 

-3- 
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III. CONCLUSION  

The Court properly issued a stay of this complex case while the appeal is 

pending because of the appeal's direct impact on matters previously pending for 

the October 22, 2012 hearing. The stay will maintain the status quo while the 

Nevada Supreme Court works through the complicated matters before it. 

Reconsideration would only serve to further complicate matters, increase 

litigation costs, and cause further emergency matters to flow up to the appellate 

court. The stay should remain in force as ordered. 

Respectfully submitted this 22nd day of October, 2012. 

/s/ R.S. Vaile  
Robert Scotlund Valle 
PO Box 727 
Kenwood, CA 95452 
(707) 833-2350 
Plaintiff in Proper Person 

-4- 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Plaintiff Robert Scotlund Vaile hereby certifies that I served a true and 

correct copy of the foregoing OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR 

RECONSIDERATION AND/OR SET ASIDE MINUTE OF OCTOBER 11, 2012 

by depositing the same in the U.S. Mail at Kenwood, California in a sealed 

envelope, with first-class postage pre-paid and addressed as follows: 

Marshal S. Willick 
Willick Law Group 
3591 E. Bonanza Road, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89110-2101 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Dated this 22nd day of October, 2012. 	/s/ R.S. Vaile 
Robert Scotlund Vaile 
PO Box 727 
Kenwood, CA 95452 
(707) 833-2350 
Plaintiff in Proper Person 

-5- 

5034 



11 

1 

110001 
liRobri„Scatiund.,Maile 

2 	Q EIPN Z27 	 _ . 

10,7153,1235D, 

4 

fi 	 CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

Etteriactattinct,..V.,' 	  

Plaintiff(s), 

13 11 

ILikeeinItttlArALI. 14 
4 Party Filing40,tigetiOpposition: F".1  Plaintiff/Petitioner EiDefendanuRespondent 

1; mot FOR 	 b 
16 11 

Motions and 	 Mark correct answer with an "X!' 
1 	Opposons to Motions 1 filed after entry of a final 

11 order pursuant to NRS 
11 125, 125B or 125C are 

11 subject to the Re-open 	su000rt for a child.  No other request is made 
11[ filing fee of $2&:00, 	OYES 	NO 

unless specifically 
21 	excluded. (NRS 19,0312) 1 1  Norm& 

- 11 

1 10  

11 Dated this 	of 	QapOpiT ,20 12  

fi Printed Name of Preparer 

DiSTR1CT COURT 
6 

7 

CASE Na  980230385  
:11.3 

-VS- 
DEPT, NO, 	1 

1Z 
FAMILY COURT 

MOTION/OPPOSITION FEE 
INFORMATION SHEET 

(NRS 19.0312) 

19 

1. No final Decree or Custody Order has been 
entered. DYES 0 NO 

2, This document is filed solely to adjust the amount of 1 

22 

25 

ffft 	 t a mtbn or 
opposqbn is Ned lefitil`KOEit payment 
of thr4 appropnete fee, thr4 matter 
may be taken off the Court's 
La#engar or may renlaill undecided 
Enti) pa:Anent is made. 

If you answered YES to any of the questions above, 
you a re not subject to the $25 fee, 

3, This motion is made for reconsideration  or a new 
trial and is filed within 10 days of the Judge's Order 
If YES, provide file date of Order: ,uctakerli21212 

ES ONO 

tvlotion/OpposonCIIS 	IS NOT subject to $25 filing fee  

is/ R. S. Vaile 
Signature of Preparer 	 1 

Matian-Opweition Fee,d0P/1i 

5035 



RUED 
1 
	

OCT 2 9 2012 
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3 
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5 
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6 
	

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

7 	ROBERT S. VAILE, 

8 	 Plaintiff, 

9 	v. 

10 	CISILIE A. VAILE, 

11 	Defendant. 
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15 
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19 
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20 

21 	Also present: 

22 

23 

ROBERT S. VAILE 
Pro Se 

MARSHAL S. WILLICK, ESQ. 
JOSEPH W. RICCI°, ESQ. 
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CROSS EXAMINATION 

2 	BY MR. WILLICK: 

3 
	

Cisilie, hello. It's Marshal. 

4 
	

A 	Hello. 

5 	Q 	Let's go over thfin turn. Did you ever give 
. 	' 

6 	Scotlund any legal advice as to his duty to pay child support? 

7 
	

A 	No, I didn't give him legal advice. No. 

8 

9 	A 

10 

11 	receive 

12 	A 

Did 

No. 

Did 

child 

No. 

you ever tell him not to pay you child support i? 

you ever intentionally relinquish your right to 

support on behalf of the children? 

13 
	

Did Scotlund pay you any child support from the time 

14 	of the kidnaping through when the DA started -- 

15 	 MR. VAILE: Objection. 

16 	 THE COURT: What:,!.1.1e objection? 

17 
	

MR. VAILE: The objection is that he is -- he is 
, 

18 	phrasing the return of the children to the United States as 

19 	kidnaping, Your Honor. 

20 
	

THE COURT: Sustained. You can use another word. 

21 
	

MR. WILLICK: That's a holding of the Nevada Supreme 

22 	Court. 

23 
	

MR. VAILE: It ismot a holding. It's language that 

24 	they use. 

0230385 VAILE vs. VAILE 911812008 TRANSCRIPT 	ERRATA RE PAGE 238 ONLY 

„VERBATIM REF:SATING & TRANSCRIPTION, LLC 

11115 North La Canaria-, Oro Valley, Arizona 85701 (520) 219-1449 
175 
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, CL  

•. 	 1'4 	• 

THE COURT: I don't want to look it up -- 

2 
	

MR. VAILE: It's not a holding. 

3 
	

THE COURT: -- but just can we 
	

just to speed it) up .  

4 	And -- and I can look it up later. 

5 	 MR. WILLICK: Fine. 

6 	 THE COURT: I'll sustain it for now -- 

7 
	

MR. WILLICK: Okay. Here, I'll tell you what 

8 
	

THE COURT: -- and you can show me 

9 

10 	way. 

MR. WILLICK: this 	I'll do it thisl  

• 

Cisilie, were the children kidnaped from you in 

Norway? 

A 	Yes. 

From the time of the kid- - 

MR. VAILE: Objection. 

THE COURT: And now in what sense? In her eyes? 

MR. VAILE: Your Honor, it's a -- kidnaping is a 

THE COURT: In her view or in the Supreme Court -- 

MR. WILLICK: I've' got her on the -- 

MR. VAILE: --.is,allegal conclusion. 

THE COURT: Technically -- 

MR. VAILE: 	 is not qualified to make 

23 	that. 

24 
	

MR. WILLICK: He didn't -- 

0230385 VAILE vs, VAILE 9/1812008 TRANSCRIPT 	ERRATA RE PAGE 238 ONLY 

VERBATIM REPORTING & TRANSCRIPTION. LLC 

11115 North La Canada. Oro Valley. Arizona 85701 (520) 219-1449 
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11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

5038 



	

1 	 THE COURT: 	She aSed the word kidnaping more than 

,,,i 	 I 

	

2 	like half a dozen time 6 arid you didn't object to her using it. 
1 

	

3 	 MR. VAILE: No, but it wasn't -- it wasn't CisiliaI 

	

4 	using it. 

	

5 	 MR. WILLICK: He -- 

	

6 	 THE COURT: She did it. She said it in her -- many 

	

7 	times in her testimony. Anyway -- 

	

8 	 MR. WILLICK: May I move on? 

	

9 
	

THE COURT: -- I -- I understand you two beg to differ 

	

10 	on the words -- you can prove it to me later. 

	

11 
	

MR. WILLICK: Fine. 

	

12 
	

THE COURT: I'WjUSt --.we the know the children ..were 

	

13 	turned back to Nevada 

	

14 
	

MR. WILLICK: W6I1'L- 

	

15 	 .THE COURT: Sustain it for now. You find me the 

	

16 
	

MR. WILLICK: There's no other word for it. 

	

17 	 THE COURT: I mean, it -- whether the use of the Word 

	

18 	or another word, I don't think it impacts on my decision today. 

	

19 
	

MR. WILLICK: Fine. 

	

20 
	

THE COURT: Thank you. 

	

21 	Q 	From the time the children were removed without yciur 

	

22 	consent and from your , custody in Norway in 2002 

	

23 	 MR. VAILE: ObjP'004M 7  

	

24 	 MR. WILLICK: .  161-08..i; Christ sake. 
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1 	 MR. VAILE: He's L- he is misstating -- 

2 
	

THE COURT: Now -- 

3 
	

MR. VAILE: -- what happened. 

4 
	

THE COURT: -- I'll sustain it. It's not any 

5 	different than the last argument, but again, it will not impact 

6 	the -- I'm here to see .df;he paid his child support or not. 

7 
	

MR. WILLICK: Itm . trying to establish -- this is I 

8 	foundational. 

9 
	

THE COURT: Okay. If you want to go into foundation. 

10 	If you really want to -- if you really want to make a record of 

11 	it, then you have to prove to me the Supreme Court used that 

12 	term. 

13 
	

MR. WILLICK: Under Nevada Supreme Court under the 

14 	heading wrongful removal, having concluded the children's 

15 	habitual residence is Norway and must determine whether or not 

16 	Scotlund wrongfullyremoved,phe children from that -- from that 

17 	country. Under the Hague COn?ilention, a .removal or retention of 

18 	a child is wrongful if it violates the custody rights of another 

19 	person that were actually being exercised at the time of the 

20 	removal retention or would have been exercised but for the 

21 	removal, Hague Convention. Then they go down and they use 41e 

22 	word kidnaping in both the opening and in the holding, which I 

23 	will -- because Scotlund removed the children from their 

24 	habitual residence while Cisilie was validly exercising custody 
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• 

z.  

	

1 	rights over the children, because he removed the children under 

	

2 	the false pretense of a valid custody order, Scotlund wrongfully 

	

3 	removed the children from Norway. Under the terms of the Hague 

	

4 	Convention, the children must be returned in Norway, et cetera. 

	

5 
	

MR. VAILE: If -- if -- 

	

6 
	

THE COURT: All right. 

	

7 
	

MR. WILLICK: So -- 

	

8 
	

MR. VAILE: -- it's an issue of wrongful removal, iMr. 

	

9 	Willick can use those termsY, I didn't object to that 

	

10 
	

From the time thefchildren were wrongfully removed 

	

II 	from your custody in April ; of 2000 through the time that the 

	

12 	district attorney began to garnish Scotlund's wages in June or 

	

13 	July of 2006, did he pay any child support? 

	

14 
	

A 	Oh, from -- from -- the child were kidnaped until 

	

15 
	

in 2006? 

	

16 
	

MR. VATLE: Objection, Your Honor. 

	

17 
	

Q 	Yes, that was the' 7 7 

	

18 
	

A 	No, he didn't pay the child support. 

	

19 
	

MR. VAILE: Objection. 

	

20 
	

THE COURT: What areyou objecting to? 

	

21 
	

MR. VAILE: 	 using -- using it now that 

	

22 	Willick's been prevented •  .!:) 

	

23 
	

MR. WILLICK: He doesnit like the terminology. He 

	

24 	doesn't have to like it. He did it. 
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1 	 THE COURT: I don't care what you guys like or don't 

	

2 	like. Just -- I -- I understahd. ' 

	

3 	 MR. WILLICK: Thank you. 

	

4 	 THE COURT: If she's used it in her testimony before 

	

5 	and you didn't object to a single use of the word, it's not 

	

6 	relevant to me. 

	

7 	 MR. WILLICK: Thank you. 

	

8 
	 So the question was did you get any child support 

	

9 	during that period? And your answer was? 

	

10 	 THE COURT: From April 2000 till July of '06? 

	

II 	 MR. WILLICK: June or July of 2006. 

12 
	

THE COURT: Okay; 

13 
	

A 	No, I didn't. 	!i!... 

14 
	

4 	Okay. And againyou had not 

15 	child support during that period? 

16 	A 	No. 

told him to not pay you 

17 	Q 	Did he ever pay the 2003 order requiring him to pay 

18 	the $116,000 in attorney's fees that you suffered when reco er - 

19 
	 I 

20 	 MR. VAILE: Objection, Your Honor. That is outside 

21 	the scope of today. You've already said that we're not visiting 

22 	that issue in today's hearing. 

23 
	

MR. WILLICK: No; that's not what you said. 

24 
	

THE COURT: No, :11900. 

. 	,•: 
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1 

	

1 
	

MR. WILLICK:, You said that you weren't going to hold 

	

2 	it in contempt -- 

	

3 
	

MR. VATLE: He's not -- 

	

4 
	

MR. WILLICK: -- for not ordering so. The question of 

	

5 	whether or not -- 

	

6 
	

THE COURT: It can:go'to willful conduct. Overruled. 

	

7 
	

MR. VAILE: Thia : iS'about attorney's fees though. 

	

8 
	

THE COURT: Huh' 

	

9 
	

MR. WILLICK: Right. 

	

10 
	

MR. VAILE: This is about -- 

	

11 
	

THE COURT: It also goes to your child support. It 

	

12 	can -- it can be related to -- 

	

13 
	

MR. VAILE: He 
1 

	

14 
	

THE COURT: -- willful conduct that they're trying to 

	

15 	prove. 

	

16 
	

MR. VAILE: He asked about attorney's fees, Your — 

	

17 	Honor, and not child suppo4 

	

18 
	

THE COURT: YeS,HI'know it's about attorney's fees. 

	

19 
	

Did you get any payments of any kind to against the 

	

20 	 THE COURT: I -- I mean, let me see if I can explain 

	

21 	to him. They're trying to prove he acted willfully, some kind 

	

22 	of misconduct or whatever. It would be relevant too if there 

	

23 	was -- if there was a judgment and you didn't pay on that. 

	

24 
	

MR. VAILE: But Your Honor, if -- if that is their 
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I 	their purpose, is to show that by -- 	
1 

	

2 
	

THE COURT: A pattern of conduct is what they're ; 

	

3 	trying to show. 

	

4 
	

MR. VAILE: -- that by -- that by not paying 

	

5 	attorney's fees, that that -- that means it was willful. That 

	

6 	is character evidence and that's -- 

	

7 	 THE COURT: That's a matter of weight for me to 

	

8 	decide. But see, evidence is 
	 relevance is very' broad 

	

9 	too. 

	

10 
	

MR. WILLICK: This is a fact question. 

	

11 
	

THE COURT: So -- 

	

12 	 MR. VAILE: I'm -- I'm going to object to the -- to 

	

13 	that as being character evidence based on your characterization. 

	

14 
	 THE COURT: But they're trying -- I guess -- I don't 

	

15 	want to speak for him and I -- 

MR. WILLICK: I know. 

THE COURT: -- want to do these speaking objections. 

MR. WILLICK: You don't have to explain this to 114m. 
1 

THE COURT: Let me just make a record. Overruled: 

MR. WILLICK: Think you., 

THE COURT: Thenyou;may ask the question. 
r 

Are you familiar, Cisilie, with the 2003 order for 

	

23 	$116,000 in attorney's fees? 

24 A 	Yes. 
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1 
	

• 	

Do you remember that those were the fees that were 

	

2 	incurred in recovering the.lahildren? 
	 1 

	

3 
	

A 	Yes. 	 : 	 t • 

	

4 
	

• 	

Did you get any money from Scotlund ever against that 

	

5 
	

order from 2003? 

	

6 
	

A 	No. 

	

7 
	

• 	

Did you ever tell him not to pay that? 

	

8 
	

A 	No. 

	

9 
	

Q 	Do you want Scotlund to pay the back child support and 

	

10 	the 2003 attorney's fee award that you had to incur to recover 

	

11 	the children? 

	

12 
	

A 	Yes. 

	

13 
	

• 	

Do you believe, that: if he was hold in contempt and 

	

14 	confined until he posted payment of the money that he owed, he 

	

15 	would have the means to do=so?. 

	

16 
	

A 	Yes. 

	

17 
	

MR. WILLICK: Nothing further of this witness. 

	

18 
	

THE COURT: Any redirect, Mr. Vaile? 

	

19 
	

MR. VAILE: Yes, ma'am. 

	

20 
	

THE COURT: Okay. 

	

21 
	

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 

	

22 	BY MR. VAILE: 

	

23 	Q 	You indicated that if I was confined, I would have the 

	

24 	means to -- to pay. Can YouCazcplain what supports that -- that 
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1 	conclusion? 

	

2 
	

A 	I -- during our marriage, I supported you for six, 

	

3 	years to get your master's degree. And now I learn that you 

	

4 	also have gotten another degree in -- in law. And the -'- and 

	

5 	that the -- I don't know anyone who has as high an education as 
, 

	

6 	you do and you're very, very capable of -- of working. You're 

	

7 	very smart and -- so you're very capable -- capable of getting a 

	

8 	very good job. 

	

9 	 MR. VAILE: Your Honor, I think that was non- 

	

10 	responsive. I'm going to ask that it be -- 

	

11 	 THE COURT: Sustained. I'll disregard. 

	

12 
	

MR. VAILE: -- be struck. 

	

13 
	

Q 	Cisilie, do you know of -- of any funds that -- that I 

	

14 	have that I could pay toward the -- the 116,000 that's owed in 

	

15 	back attorney's fees? 

	

16 
	

A 	I -- I don't know,much 'about your financial situation. 

	

17 	I just know that you're ver.  capable of -- of having, you know, 

	

18 	of earning good-money, andyes -., that's basically it. I -- 'I 

	

19 	don't have any -- 

	

20 
	

Thank you for your vote of confidence. 

	

21 
	

A 	-- any records of your -- your income or your estte 

	

22 
	

or anything. 

	

23 
	

MR. VAILE: That's all I have, Your Honor. 

	

24 
	

THE COURT: Mr. Willick? 
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1 	 MR. WILLICK: Nothing further from this witness. :1 

	

2 	thank the witness for staying up at this hour. 

	

3 
	

THE COURT: It's 9:00 there now. Thank you, Cisilia. 

	

4 
	

A 	You're welcome. 

	

5 
	

THE COURT: Okay. We're going to hang up now. 

	

6 
	

A 	Okay. 

	

7 
	

THE COURT: And it's -- 

	

8 
	

A 	Okay. Thank you. 

	

9 
	

THE COURT: -- it. s14nCh time -- it's lunch time J- 

	

10 
	

A 	Bye-bye. 

	

11 
	

THE COURT: -- here'for us anyway. Okay. 

	

12 
	

MR. WILLICK: Goodnight. 

	

13 
	

THE COURT: Bye-bye. All right. So housekeeping? 

	

14 	Come back in an hour; 1:15? 

	

15 	 MR. WILLICK: Your call, Your Honor. 

	

16 	 THE COURT: Okay. 

	

17 	 MR. WILLICK: 1:15? 

	

18 	 THE COURT: Yes. 

	

19 	 MR. WILLICK: Okay. See you then. Thank you. 

	

20 
	

THE COURT: Thank:Yo. 	We'll go off. Are we off? 

	

21 
	

(Off record) 

	

22 
	

(On record) 

	

23 
	

THE COURT: We on? 

	

24 
	

THE CLERK: We're back on, yes. 
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1 	 THE COURT: We're:baqk'on. We just finished with ! 

	

2 	Cisilie. So you're next 	would be your first witness. Oh, 

	

3 	you want to do opening statements? 
• 

	

4 
	

MR. WILLICK: I'll think we'll waive at this pOint 

	

5 	Your Honor. I -- I hate to give an opening statement four hours 

	

6 	into an argument. 

	

7 	 THE COURT: Well, let me ask Mr. Valle. 

	

8 	 MR. VAILE: That's fine. 

	

9 
	

THE COURT: Okay. So we're just going to save it all 

	

10 	for closing argument. Okay. 

	

II 	 MR. WILLICK: Seems reasonable. 

	

12 	 THE COURT: Pull2my, trial notes back up. And it Would 

	

13 	be Mr. Willick's case in chief: And you want to call a witness? 

	

14 
	

MR. WILLICK: Mr.!Naile. 

	

15 
	

THE COURT: Okay. The plaintiff will take the stand. 

	

16 	And Mr. Valle, you understand we administered the oath earlier - 

17 

	

18 
	

MR. VAILE: Yes, ma'am. 

	

19 
	

THE COURT: 	and that you're under oath. Okay. 

	

20 	have to go on the server now, because these things crash. Hang 

	

21 	on. Alphabetical -- I just lost my trial notes. Where are' 

	

22 	they? Transferred files. They're probably here. No, it's not 

	

23 	there. Yikes. Okay, I knowsaved it somewhere. Ah, under 

	

24 	Judge Moss folder. Okay.Direct examination. 
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I 	 SCOTLUND VAILE 

2 	having been called as a witness by Defendant and being first+ 

3 	duly sworn, testified as follows: 

4 
	

DIRECT EXAMXNATION 

5 	BY MR. WILLICK: 

6 
	

• 	

Let's start with an income recap. You were In England 

7 	around 1998. You were making 70 pounds per hour? 

8 
	

THE COURT: 70 pounds per hour? 

9 
	

MR. WILLICK: Pounds sterling, Your Honor. 

10 
	

THE COURT: They weren't on the euros then? 199 

11 
	

MR. WILLICK: Yeah, England still isn't I don't think. 

12 
	

THE COURT: 1989.. 

13 
	

A 	So -- 

14 
	

THE COURT: Translate that in U.S. dollars. 

15 
	

MR. WILLICK: I'm getting to that next. 

16 
	

THE COURT: Okay. 

17 
	

A 	So during 1998, I:made a,job transition. 

18 
	

• 	

To Warburg (phonic); right? 

19 
	

A 	To -- to contract to.Warburg; correct. 

20 
	

Q 	At that point you were 'making 70 pounds per hour? 

21 
	

A 	That's correct. 

22 
	

Q 	And the pound is worth about what in dollars? 

23 
	

A 	70 pounds was about $100 an hour. 

24 
	

Q 	That was a full time job? 
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1 
	

A 	It was not a full time job. It was actually contract 

	

2 
	

work so -- 

	

3 
	

Q 	So what was your annual salary 1998? 

	

4 
	

A 	I actually don't recall .what my total salary was, but 

	

5 	I -- I submitted my -- my social security income statement. 

	

6 	Whatever that records would be accurate. 
1 

	

7 
	

4 	If I suggested to you it was in excess of $100,000, 

	

8 	would that sound right to you? 

	

9 
	

A 	Yes. 	 1' 

	

1 0 
	

• 	

Which brings us '. .t4599. And you were still in a : 

	

11 
	

similar position? 

	

12 
	

A 	Yes. 

	

13 
	

• 	

Making similar money? 

	

14 
	

A 	Yes. 

	

15 
	

• 	

2000, at that point you went off to Texas? 

	

16 
	

A 	Correct. 

	

17 
	

• 	

What point in 2000? 

	

18 
	

A 	May. 

	

19 
	

• 	

Okay. So the first half of the year, you had the old 

	

20 
	

job? 

	

21 
	

A 	No, I actually.  st;pped.consulting in February I 

	

22 
	

believe. 

	

23 
	

• 	

Okay. So a couple of months. And then from February 

	

24 
	

on? 
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A 	So February through May, I didn't actually have 

2 
	

employment. 

3 
	

• 	

All right. And theniatter you went Texas, you 

4 	consulted for several companies including the Bank of America 

5 	and a staffing company in Dallas? 

6 
	

A 	Correct. 

7 
	

• 	

You were making about $50 an hour at that point? 

8 
	

A 	The -- the contracts varied, but that would have been 

9 
	

about the right range. 

10 
	

• 	

Okay. Do you have an estimate for your annual income 

11 
	

in 2000? 

12 
	

A 	I believe in -- I actually don't -- I actually' don't 

13 	remember what my income was,but again, it's -- whatever I 

14 	submitted in my documentatiould be accurate. 

15 	Q 	Well, which documentation are you referencing? 

16 
	

A 	I submitted my social 6ecurity income statement. 

17 
	

• 	

To whom? 

18 
	

A 	To the court and copied you on it. 

19 
	

• 	

Which court? 

20 
	

A 	This court. , 

21 
	

THE COURT: You mean his tax return? 

22 	 Q 	I'm -- I'm a little confused. I'm really not sure 

23 	what you're talking about. -What.-- what documentation are you 

24 	referencing? 
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THE COURT: Income information. 

	

2 
	

A 	Yeah. I --z  I believe it was in support of my motion 

	

3 
	

for sanctions. 

	

4 
	

THE COURT: Was it a W-2, was it a tax return? 

	

5 
	

A 	No, it was a social Security income statement. 

	

6 
	

THE COURT: Oh, Social security income statement. 1 Is 

	

7 	that that -- the -- 

	

8 
	

That basically gives your annual income every year 

	

9 	since you've been working. 

	

10 
	

THE COURT: Purposes of earning credits. Right. 

	

11 
	

MR. WILLICK: Can I ask the court's indulgence jut a 

	

12 	moment? 

	

13 	 THE COURT: Sure:. Would it be faster if you can find 

	

14 	it if it was attached? 

	

15 	 MR. WILLICK: Is there any kind of attachments? 

	

16 	Q 	 Mr. Vaile, 	and again. I'm not -- I'm not 

. 	• 	. 

	

17 	trying to be argumentativereally don't know the piece df 

• 	 . 

	

18 	paper you're referencing'. .If"'I'showed you a couple of pieces of 

	

19 	paper that you filed; could you possibly tell me what you're 

	

20 	talking about? 

	

21 
	

A 	Sure. 

	

22 
	

I have here a motion for reconsideration to amend-- 

	

23 
	

THE COURT: You should motion for sanctions. It Was a 

	

24 	motion for sanction. Was it the renewed motion? 
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1 	 MR. WILLICK: It was supplemental exhibits for motion? 

	

2 
	

A 	That was probably it. Let's see. 

	

3 
	

THE COURT: Okay. 

	

4 
	

A 	Exhibit F of that document. 

	

5 
	

And this purports to be a social security credit, but 

	

6 	these would be your social security wages, which are not always 

	

7 	exactly the same as your total wages, but this is what you're 

	

8 	referencing? 

	

9 
	

A 	Yes. 

	

10 	Q 	I don't -- according"to -- 'yeah, see that's what I, was 

	

11 	talking about. In 1999, you just testified a moment ago you made 

	

12 	about 100 grand, but this shows your social security earnings of 

	

13 	$541. So it's not exactly accurate in terms of what you 

	

14 	actually made; right? 

	

15 	 THE COURT: For 2000 it showed what? 

	

16 	 MR. WILLICK:, For 1999 -- 

	

17 	 THE COURT: Oh. 

	

18 	 MR. WILLTCK: -- it shows total social security wages 

	

19 	of $541. 

	

20 	A 	If I could look at that document. 

	

21 	Q 	Sure. I'm sorryiithis is the only copy of this I 

	

22 	 have. 

	

23 	A 	Okay. I think that the reason that the social 

	

24 	security earnings show that amount is that it's based on income 
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1 	tax -- 

	

2 
	

• 	

Exactly. You were, working out of the country. 

	

3 
	

A 	Yes. 
; 

	

4 
	

• 	

And so that wouldn't necessarily reflect your actual 

	

5 	wages. You -- you just testified your actual wages. That only 

	

6 	has to do with social security earnings which isn't exactly the 

	

7 	same thing. 

	

8 	 THE COURT; Yeah. 

	

9 	A 	So it would probably be an accurate picture of my l  

	

10 	earnings while I was working the entire year in the U.S. 

	

11 	Q 	All right. So you -- I think you testified that Y lou 

	

12 	worked a couple of months in 2000 in -- overseas. And then you 

	

13 	didn't do anything for a few months. And then you did the job 1 

	

14 	you were just talking about - in Texas; right? 
•.; 

	

15 
	

A 	Yes. 

	

16 
	

• 	

So where it says your total earnings for the year were 

	

17 	4,000 and change, that's probably not accurate. You probably 

	

18 	made more than that in January and February. 

	

19 
	

A 	That's probably true. 

	

20 
	

• 	

So at this point as you sit here, do you know how much 

	

21 	your total income was for the year 2000? 

	

22 
	

A 	No, but -- 

	

23 
	

Q 	You happen to have records that would show that 

	

24 	anywhere? 
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1 	A 	I do not. 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

• Well, according to this -- well, if I -- if I followed 

your -- your chronology, you were in Texas in the year 

2000. 

A 	That's correct. 

• So all of 2001 you were in Texas? 

A 	Yes. 

• Well, this thing' vthat you've provided says that you 

	

9 	made 53,7 that year. Do you think that's accurate? 

	

10 
	

A 	Yes. 

	

11 
	

THE COURT: How much was it? 

	

12 
	 MR. WILLICK: According to this, Your Honor, 53,7. 

	

13 
	

THE COURT: Thank you. 

	

14 
	

• 	

And then in 2002, it says 67. Do you think that was 

	

15 
	

accurate? 

	

16 
	

A 	Yes. 

	

17 
	

• 	

In '03, it says,87.:07.We1l, actually, you know, it-- 

	

18 	this is where the numbers start to diverge. In 2003, according 

	

19 	to the document you providedi;it shows $87,000 in taxed social 

	

20 	security earnings and $106,000 in taxed Medicare earnings. 

	

21 
	

A 	Yeah, I -- I'm no tax expert, but I believe that the 

	

22 	- I believe the social security is only taxed up to a certain 

	

23 	amount and then the other column shows the FICA taxes or 

	

24 	something -- or taxed up to your full income. 
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1 	 Q 	So -- 

	

2 	A 	I think -- 

	

3 	Q 	-- this isn't really a -- a matter of income. This is 

	

4 	 a matter of taxed income. 

	

5 	A 	For the -- the column on the right with the larger of 

	

6 	the two sums, which show actual total income, because FICA is -- 

	

7 	is -- my understanding is that that is deducted from your entire 

	

8 	income. So that would be accurate. 

Q Well, according to this chart, it says in '03, you had 

106. 

A 	And that sounds right. 

• Okay. And then in '04, according to this chart, it 

says you had 62,4. Do you believe that to be accurate? 

A 	That sounds right. 

• And in 2005, it showed a zero. 

A 	Okay. 

• Is that accurate? 

A 	Yes. 

• All right. .Well, let's back up for a minute. , Do i you 

remember having your deposition taken during the tort suit While 

	

21 	you were living in Boise in : May of '03? 

22 

23 

A 	Yes. 

• And at that point, you'said that your income was 

24 	100,000 plus or minus. 
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1 	A 	Correct. 

	

2 
	

• 	

And that's the year that your tax form show 106? 

	

3 
	

A 	Right. 

	

4 
	

• 	

And I'm just trying to correspond the records., 

	

5 
	

A 	So I started 
	what'-- what month did you say the 

	

6 
	

deposition was taken? 

	

7 	Q 	May 14th, 2003. 

	

8 	A 	Okay. So I had worked at Idaho Power since mid or! 

	

9 	late July of 2002. So almost about 10 months at that point.. 

	

10 	Q 	Okay. So half of 2002 and all of 2003 you were 

	

11 
	 working that job? 

	

12 
	

A 	Yes. 

	

13 
	

• 	

What happened in !.CM? :Where did you go? 

	

14 
	

A 	I started law school. 

	

15 
	

Q 	In '04? 

	

16 
	

A 	Yeah. 

	

17 
	

• 	

What month? 

	

18 
	

A 	August. 

	

19 
	

THE COURT: Where did you go to law school? 

	

20 
	

A 	I took my first year at McGeorge in Sacramento. And - 

	

21 	- and then I transferred to Washington and Lee, which was in 

	

22 	this school in Virginia. 

	

23 
	

MR. WILLICK: I'm sorry, Your Honor. I didn't walk to 

	

24 	interrupt if you -- 
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1 
	

THE. COURT: No, no, no. I just wanted to know. Thank 

2 	you. 

3 
	

Your -- your law school career then went from AugUst 

4 	of '04, three consecutive years? 

5 	A 	Yes. 

6 	Q 	Graduating in May,of , -- 

7 	A 	'07. 

8 	 -- '07. Did you work at all during your law school 

career? 

A 	Yes. 

And starting with McGeorge, where were you working? 

A 	I didn't work at all while I was at McGeorge. That 

was my first year. 

And during the summer; nothing? What about -- well, 

when did you move? 

A 	Summer between —.I:guess that would have been summer 

of '05.. 

9 

I0 

II 

1 2 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 	Q 	So you moved during, the summer. Were you employed 

19 	 that summer? 

20 	A 	No. 

21 	Q 	Did you work during the school year in '05? 

22 	A 	A little bit, yeah. 

23 	 Q 	Doing what? 

24 	A 	Sober driving. 
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' 	 (!, 

	

I. 	flt 

	

1 
	

• 	

I'm sorry? 

	

2 
	

A 	They call it sober driving. So on campus when -- 

	

3 
	

THE COURT: Oh, sober driving. 

	

4 
	

A 	-- the fraternities or sororities have parties, they 

	

5 
	

need -- 

	

6 
	

THE COURT: Rides home. 

	

7 
	

A 	-- nondrinkers to -- 

	

8 
	

Q 	Designated drivers. 

	

9 
	

A 	-- provide -- yeah, rides to students. 

	

1 0 
	

Q 	So what kind of income did you have for '05? 

	

11 
	

A 	So that -- is it not shown there? 

: 

	

12 
	

No, this has a zero number. 

	

13 
	

A 	Oh. I'm really not sure. 

	

14 
	 THE COURT: That must have been fun driving home drunk 

	

15 	college kids. 

	

16 
	

A 	It wasn't bad. 

	

17 
	

THE COURT: it wasn't bad. Did you get paid in cash? 

	

18 
	

A 	No. 

	

19 
	

THE COURT: Or the company paid you? 

	

20 
	

A 	It was actually sponsored by the university. 

	

21 
	

THE COURT: Was there any -- so was there any 

	

22 	remuneration for that? 

	

23 
	

A 	It's -- actually,- could I see that document again? 

	

24 
	

Q 	This is mine? 
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1 
	

THE COURT: Yes, you may approach the witness. 

	

2 
	

A 	Okay. Actually,dOn't,think I started with -- with 

	

3 	the -- the program, the sOberi . driving program in 2005. It 

	

'4 	actually started in 2006. 

	

5 	Q 	Okay. I -- I -- again; I wasn't -- I'm not trying to 

	

6 	be tricky. I'm just trying to get the -- the chronology. So 

	

7 	'05, during the summer, you moved to Virginia? 

	

8 
	

A 	Yes. 

	

9 
	

• 	

And you weren't effiployed that summer at all? 

	

10 
	

A 	That's correct. 

	

11 
	

Q 	But during the school year, did you have any 

	

12 
	

employment?. 

	

13 
	

A 	I don't believe itstarted until after the neW year. 

	

14 
	

• 	

So -- 	 • 

	

15 
	

A 	So starting in 2066,: 	
1 

	

16 
	

Q 	So your -- your testimony today is you had zero income 

	

17 
	

in '05? 

	

18 
	

A 	That's correct. 

	

19 
	

• 	

Okay. In '06, what sort of money did you get for 

	

20 
	

this? 

	

21 
	

A 	So I think it was $75 for a four hour shift. Anda 

	

22 	got a shift every two weeks, sometimes more if -- if somebody 

	

23 	needed to cancel. 

	

24 
	

• 	

So what was your,t,est,imated income in '06? 
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