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ROBERT O. KURTH, JR.

Nevada Bar No. 4659

KURTH LAW OFFICE

3420 N. Buffalo Drive

Las Vegas, NV 89129

Tel.: (702) 438-5810

Fax: (702) 459-1585 -

E-mail: kurthlawoffice@gmail.com
Attorney for Plaintiff

DISTRICT COURT, FAMILY DIVISION
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

RUORONG YU,
. Case No, D-13-478791-D
Plalntlff, D ept. R.
VS,

BRIAN YU,

Defendant.

WRIT OF EXECUTION

X Earnings X _Other Property
Earnings, Order of Support

THE STATE OF NEVADA TO THE SHERIFF OR CONSTABLE OF THE

COUNTY OF CLARK, GREETINGS:

E-TRADE SECURITIES LL.C
ATTN: Legal Team

"P.O.Box 484
Jersey City, NI 07303-0484

On or about June 9, 2015, the FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF
LAW, AND DECREE OF DIVORCE in the above-teferenced matter were entered resulting in a
JUDGMENT in favor of the Plaintiff, Ruorong Yu, and against the Defendant, Brian Yu, for
ONE-HALF of the E-TRADE accounts, etc. Further, on or about April 26, 2016, a
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JUDGMENT pursuant to the ORDER FROM HEARING was entered for amounts due
pursuant to the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Decree of Divorce filed on or about
June 9, 2015, and the Order After Hearing filed on or about April 26, 2016, by Dept. R of the
Eighth Judicial District Court, Family Division, for Clark County, Nevada; upon which there is due
in United States Currency the following amounts, which was entered in this action IN FAVOR OF
the Plaintiff, RUORONG YU, as Judgment Creditor, AND AGAINST the Defendant, BRIAN
YU aka BRIAN KWOK SHEUNG YU, DOB: 06/16/1937, S.S.N¢. ----0853, U (“BRIAN™), as
Judgment Debtor. Interest and costs have accrued in the amounts shown. Any satisfaction has
been credited first against total accrued interest and costs, leaving the following net balance, which
sum beats interest at _5.25%  per annum (N \A.) on the minimum of $88,000.00, $12.65 per day
(N.A.), from issuance of this Writ to date of levy and to which sum must-be added all commissions
and costs of executing this Writ. '

JUDGMENT BALANCE AMOUNTS TO BE COLLECTED BY
LEVY
Child Support Principal 0.00 NET BALANCE $93.,195.00

Spousal Support Principal _$0.00
Judgment Principal $88.000.00
Pre-Judgment Interest__ § 2.695.00 Fee this Writ
Attorney’s Fees A 0.00 Garnishment Fee 5.00
Costs $ 0.00 Mileage

JUDGMENT TOTAL__$90.695.00. . ~ Levy Fee

Accrued Costs $ 0.00 Advertising

Accrued Attny’s fees $2.500.00 Storage

Accrued Interest $ 0.00 Interest from Date

Less Satisfaction ($0.00) of Issuance

NET BALANCE $93.195.00 SUB-TOTAL
Commission
TOTAL LEVY

NOW, THEREFORE, you are commanded to satisfy the Judgment for the total
amount due out of the following described personal property and if sufficient personal property
cannot be found, then out of the following described real property: Any and all accounts, monies,

stock, bonds, etc., due, owing or accruing to or held by or on behalf of BRIAN YU aka
BRIAN KWO

K SHEUNG YU, DOB: 06/16/1937, S.S.No. ----0853, including but not limited

to Account #67740241 and Account #68599250 held by or for him with E-TRADE

SECURITIES LLC, or their affiliates, If stock, said stock should be sold and liquidated and
the monies provided te RUORONG YU, :
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EXEMPTIONS WHICH MAY APPLY TO THIS LEVY
(Check appropriate paragraph and complete as necessary)

_X___ Property other than wages. The exemption set forth in NRS 21.090 ot in other applicable
Federal Statutes may apply; consult an attorney. .

X __ Earnings
The amount subject to garnishment and this Writ shall not exceed for any one pay period

the lessor of!
A, 25% of the disposable earnings due the judgment debtor fort the pay period, ot

B. The amount by which the Judgment debtot’s disposable earnings for the pay period
exceed 50 times the federal minimum hourly wage prescribed by section 6(a)(1) of
the federal Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938, 29 U.S.C. Sec. 206(a)(1), in effect at
the time the earnings area payable.

Earnings (Judgment or Ordet of Support)

The amount of disposable earnings subject to garnishment and this Writ shall not exceed for any

one pay penod.
A maximum of 50 percent of the disposable earmngs of such judgment debtor who is
supporting a spouse or dependent child other than the dependent named above;

A maximum of 60 percent of the disposable earnings of such judgment debtor who is not
supporting a spouse or dependent child other than the dependent named gbove;

Plus an additional 5 percent of the disposable earnings of such judgment debtor if and to
extent that the judgment is for support due for a petiod of time mote than 12 weeks priot to
the beginning of the work period of the judgment debtor during which the levy is made
upon the disposable earnings.

NOTE: Disposable earnings are defined as gross earnings less deductions for Federal Income Tax
Withholding, Federal Social Security Tax and Withholding for any State, County or City
Taxes.

Your are requited to return this Writ from date of issuance not less than 10 days ot mote than 60
days with the results of your levy endorsed thereon,

Submitted By: /_,,/-“C—I:ERK OF COURT

“ 8 @‘RSON
BV: ACKS _ 1 .. ?

LasVe'as,NV 89129
Tel: (702) 438-5810
Attorney for Plaintiff
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RETURN

Not satisfied

I hereby certify that I have this date returned - Satisfied in sum of  §

the foregoing Writ of Execution with the
results of the levy endorsed thereon.

CONSTABLE OR SHERIFF
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

By:

Deputy Date

Costs retained $

Commission retained $

Costs incurred $

Commission incurred § .

Costs received $

REMITTED TO
JUDGMENT CREDITOR §
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Electronically Filed
04/26/2016 10:10:57 AM

A Liin

CLERK OF THE COURT

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

RUORONG YU,
Plaintiff,

V.

BRIAN YU,

Defendant.

Case No, D-13-478791
Dept. R
Date of Hearing: 02/01/2016

Time of Hearing: 11:00 am.

ORDER FROM HEARING

This matter having come on for Hearing on the above date and time in the Family

Division of the Eighth Judicial District Court, County of Clark; and Plaintiff, being

present with her attorney of record, Robert Blau, Esq. at the beginning of the hearing

prior to his withdrawal, and Defendant being present in proper person, and the Court

being fully advised of the premises, both as to the subject matter as well as the parties

thereto, having considered the papers and pleadings on file and oral argument presented

and good cause appearing therefore;

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Attorney Robert Blau shall be allowed to

withdraw as counsel for Plaintiff.

ther Settled/Withdrawn:
L] Dismissed - Want of Prosecution (LI Without Judicial Gonf/ Hrg

D involuntary (Statutory) Dismissal With dudiciat
[ Defauit Judgment \g By ADR ciat Conf/Hrg
[ Transferrad

{1 Disposed Afier Trial Start
—Page 1
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Defendant’s motion set for 02/18/2016 is
HEREBY DENIED and removed from calendar pursuant to EDCR 2.20 for failure to
provide points and authorities and because his request to reopen the divorce and change
substantive terms of the divorce has no legal basis. His motion is merely a continuing
narrative of his allegations and concerns.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that because Defendant is still unable to
demonstrate that property of substantial value was not addressed in the Decree of
Divorce, his claim is now barred.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that regarding Plaintiff’s personal property, she
shall list these items that have not been returned to her. Defendant shall return them to
her by Saturday, 02/20/2016 at noon, with Plaintiff going to the residence with a police
escort to retrieve the items on the list.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that as to the Court preserving Defendant’s
argument regarding the inequitable division of community property, this claim is
permanently barred because Defendant was provided repeal opportumties to present
documentation to establish and advance this argument, but continues to fail to do s0. In
fact; the Court finds that Defendant received the more valuable piece of real property, and
Defendant presented nothing to meaningfully dispute this conclusion.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Defendant still has not documented the
removal of the $176,000.00, which, incident to the Decree of Divorce, Defendant
apparently moved, transferred, or concealed in order to deny Plaintiff her rightful share of
such proceeds. Plaintiff, therefore, shall receive a judgment in the amount of one-half

(1/2) of that amount in the amount of $88,000.00.

—~ Page 2
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the frozen accounts are immediately ordered
to be unfrozen so Plaintiff can receive one-half (1/2) of all such accounts, plus an
additional $88,000.00, or one-half (1/2) entitlement to the $176,000.00 of funds which
Defendant apparently concealed or converted for his exclusive use.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that upon presentation of this order to the agency
or bank holding the frozen funds, the accounts shall be immediately unfrozen. The funds
shall be distributed pursuant to this order, with Plaintiff, Ruorong Yu, receiving her full
one-half (1/2) share of each account or fund, plus $88,000.00, from Defendant, Brian
Yu’s, share.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that both Plaintiff and Defendant are hereby
deemed vexatious litigants. Both Plaintiff and Defendant are hereby prohibited from
filing any further motions without obtaining prior court approval, The court clerk shall
place a note in Odyssey at this hearing under Judicial Department Miscellaneous
indication: vexatious litigants: no motions (o be filed without court permission. This
shall be entered in open court. The Clerk’s Office shall thus accept no further filings
from either party without permission of this Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that based on a deluge of attempted improper ex
parte communications from Plaintiff, she he hereby instructed that any further attempts to
submit improper ex parte communications to chambers may result in (1) a finding of
conternpt against her; and (2) sanctions for wasting court resources and possibly
i

1

—Page 3
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attempting to create bias and/ or attempting to receive improper preferential ireatment

and improper advantages.
DATED this 2 5 day of April, 2016.
// ‘%
- Bill Henderson
District Court Judge 0l

—Page 4
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'l Electronically Filed
* : 06/09/2015 10:25:23 AM

1 DECD *
RUORONG YU m e i
2 6721 QLD VALLEY ST
LAS VEGAS, NV. 89149 CLERK OF THE COURT
3 Phone: {702) 505-2882
Email: happyniorong@gmail.com
4
5
6 DISTRICT COURT
7 CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
8 RUORONG YU | Case No.: D-13-478791-D
9 Plaintiff, ]
10 || vs. | Dept.: R
11 BRIAN YU | Hearing Date: July 25, and August 22, 2014
12 Defendant. | Hearing Time: 1:30 p.m
13
14
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND DECREE OF DIVORCE
15 '
This trial came before the Court on the above referenced date and time in front of the Hon.
16
Bill Henderson. Plaintiff, RUORONG YU, was present and was represented by and through her
17
counsel, Fred Page, Esq. Defendant, BRIAN YU, was present and was represented by and
18
through his counsel, Herb Sachs, Esq. The Court having reviewed the exhibits, testimony of the
19
parties, and having entertained opening statements and closing arguments hereby makes the
20
following Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and enters the following Orders.
21
22
FINDINGS OF FACT
23
The Court has been fully advised as to the law and the facts of the case, and having
24
reviewed the papers and pleading on file makes the following findings and enters the following
25
orders. The Court hereby finds:
26
1, MMEG was for a pericd of more than six weeks prior to the filing of the
Qones? i %&%ﬂ%ﬁﬂbonrm@
e K Sahutory) Dismissal 4 Wil Jusciat Cort/Hrg 1
) Dafault J memn D By ADR
{3 Transferr

1 Disposed

Witer Trial Start [ Judgimient Rerehet by Tria
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Complaint for Divorce has been and is now an actual bona fide resident of the State of

Nevada, Ceunty of Clark and has been actually physically present and domiciled in
Nevada for more than six weeks prior to the filing of the action.

On, March 8, 2002, RUORONG and BRIAN were married to each other in Shanghai,
China and have been continually married to each other since that time.

On Aprit 19, 2013, RUORONG fited her Complaint for Divorce.

On April 26, 2013, BRIAN was served with the Complaint, Summens, and Motion for
Exclusive Possession. And on Apr 26, 2013, District Court Family Division Clark
County, Nevada signed JOINT PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION.

On May 17, 2013, BRIAN filed his Answer and Counterclaim.

There are no minor children the issue of this marriage, no minor children have been
adopted during the course of the marriage and RUCRONG is not now pregnant.

At the July 25, 2014, trial date, the parties placed the following stipulations on record.

a. RUORONG would receive the 6721 Old Valley residence. RUSRONG would buy

out BRIAN for $60,000 with the equalising payment being made from a deduction

from RUORONG’S community property share of the Hartford Deferred
Compensation account.

b. The PERS pension should be divided pursuant to the time rule formula.

C. The Hartford Deferred Compensation account should be equally divided with

RUORONG making an equalising payment to BRIAN from that account in the

amount of $60,000 for her buyout of BRIAN for one-half of the equity in the 6721

Old Valley St residence.
d. Equal division of the E-Trade Investment account as of July 25, 2014.

e Equal division of the E-Trade IRA as of July 25, 2014,
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f. Equal division of the Scottrade IRA as of July 25, 2014.

8. RUORONG is in need of alimony due to her age, her health, the length of the marriage,
and due to her limited ability to speak and understand English. In addition, BRIAN has the
ability to pay alimony,

9. The following assets are community property which should be equally divided:

a. The GE Interest Plus account.

b. The accrued vacation and sick pay with the City of Las Vegas.

¢. The former maritai residence located at 6721 Old Valley St, Las Vegas, Nevada
89149,

d. Option 2 should be selected for the Nevada Public Employees Retirement defined

benefit plan in BRIAN’s name for RUORONG's time rule formuia share. ROUTING is to be

made the survivor beneficiary in order to protect her time rule formula share of the retirement

benefits.
e. The Wells Fargo savings account in BRIAN's name ending in 5007.
1. The Wells Fargo checking account in BRIAN's name ending in 7773,

10. BRIAN has not been paid to RUORONG alimony, separation of the first eight months
(October 2012 to May 2013) a total of $10,000. The $10,000 BRIAN shall pay from the
property awarded to him to pay for the debts. The check should be made payable to FRED
PAGE's attorney's fees by August 27, 2014.

11. In the agreement dated March 9, 2008, BRIAN gave the 7809 Snowden Lane, Unit 202,
Las Vegas Nevada 89128 condominium to RUORONG upon his death. BRIAN did draft and
sign the agreement.

12. The agreement seems reasonably ciear that the condominium would passto
RUORONG. The agreement says nothing about the agreement only being valid while the
parties were married to each other. The agreement speaks for itself. In the event of BRIAN's
death, RUORONG gets the condominium. The agreement does not violate the paroi evidence
rule. The agreement is clear and unambiguous.

13. In the extensive testimony, given by both of the parties regarding the transaction,
D
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the Gourt finds no undue influence or duress: BRIAN never objected to the validity of the
agreement until the Complaint for Divorce was filed.

14. The agreement signed on March 9, 2008 by BRIAN is valid and enforceable and all
right, title and interest in the Snowden Lane condominium should pass to RUORONG upon
BRIAN's death.

15. The case is clearly a Sergeant case and BRIAN should pay $7,500 in attomey's fees to
Fred Page, Esq. by the close of business March 1, 2015. If the attorney’s fees awarded is not
paid by then, the amount shall be reduced to judgement and be made collectibie by any and
all legal means and shall accrue interest at the legal rate.

16. The parties are incompatible in marriage so that their likes and dislikes, interests, and
friends have grown separate and apart since they were married: it is no longer possible for
them 1o live together harmoniously as husband and wife; and, there is no chance for
reconciliation.

17. All of the jurisdictional allegations contained in RUORONG's Complaint for Divorce are
true as therein alieged and RUOHONG is entitied to a Decree of Divorce from BRIAN on the
grounds as set forth in RUORONG’s Complaint.

18. Should any of these Findings of Fact be more properly construed as being Conclusions
of Law, they shouid be construed as such.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1. The Court has jurisdiction of the parties and subject matter.

2. The Court should retain jurisdiction to issue a further judgement upen a Qualified
Domestic Relations Order, which is necessary to equally divide the Hartford Deferred
Compensation aceount in BRIAN's name:

3. The Court should retain jurisdiction to issue a further judgement upon a Qualified
Domestic Relations Order which is necessary to divide the Nevada Pubilic Employees
Retirement System defined benefit pian in BRIAN‘s name pursuant to the time ruie.

4. Under NRS 123.130, all property acquired after marriage is presumed to be community

property unless there is a pre or post-nuptial agreement, the property was acquired by gift,
&
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award of personal injury damages or acquired by fight or devise, and the énts issues and profifs
thereof. See Peters v. Peters, 92 Nev. 687, 557 P.2d 713 (1996); TodEill v. Todkill, 88 Nev, 231,
495 P.2d 629 (1972); Carison v. McCali, 70 Nev. 437, 271 P.2d 1002 (1954); Lake v Bender, 18
Nav. 3617 P. 74 (1885). |

5. Under NRS 123.220, all property other than property owned by before marriage, and that
acquired by afterwards by gift, bequest, devise, descent or by an award for personal injury
damages, with the renis; issues and profits thereef; is community property unless otherwise
provided by, an agreement in writing between the spouses, a decree of separate maintenance,
or if divided pursuant to NRS 123.259, a spouse being institutionatised.

6. Under NRS 125.150(1)(b}, community property should, to be extent practicable, be divided
equally.

7. Under Peters v. Peters, 92 Nev. 687, 557 P.2d 713 (1976), all property acquired after
marriage is considered to be community property under NRS 123.220 and that presumption can
only be overcome by clear and convincing evidence Under TodEill v. Todkill, 88 Nev. 231, 495
P.2d 629 (1972); and Carison v. McCaff; 70 Nev. 437, 271 P.2d 1002 (1954), the burden is on the
person claiming it as separate property to overcome this presumption by proof sufficiently clear
and satisfactory to prove the correctness of such a claim.

8. In Lofgren v. Lofgren, 112 Nev. 1282, 926 P.2d 296(1996) the Supreme Court heid that
where one party secreted or wasted community funds such a finding would support an unequal
distribution of assets.

9. In Putterman v Putterman, 113 Nev. 606, 939 P.2d 1047 (1997), the Supreme Court
affirmed an unequal distribution of based upon on party’s failure to account. In Putterman, the
Court discussed possible types of compelling reasons, financial misconduct in the form of one
party’s wasting or secreting assets during the divorce process, negligent ioss or destruction of
community property, unauthorised gifts of community property and possibie compensation for
losses occasioned by the marriage and its breakup. The Court distinguished hiding or
secreting assets during the divorce proceedings from under contributing to or over
consuming of community assets during the marriage stating at page 609,

When one party to a marriage contributes {ess to the community property than the other, this

cannot, especially in an equal division state, entitle the other party to a retrospective accounting of

expenditures made during the marriage or eatitlement tomore than an equal share of the community
property. Almost all marriages involve some disproportion in contribution or consumption of

commuunity property. Such retrospective
5
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considerations are not and should be relevant to community property allocation and do not
present ‘compelling reasons’ for an unequal disposition; whereas, hiding or wasting

of cominunity assets or misappropriating community assets for personal gain may indeed
provide compelling reasons for unequal disposition of community property.

10.  Under NRS 125.150(1)(a), alimony may be awarded to the wife or to the husband, in
specified principal sum or as specified periodic payments, as appears “just and
equitable.”

1. NRS 125.150(8) provides a list of factors a Court may consider in determining whether to
make an alimony award.

12.  Attorney’s fees may be awarded under NRS 125,040, and the Sergeant v. Sergeant,
88 Nev. 223, 495 P.2d 618 (1972), and Brunzefl v. Golden Gate National Bank, 85 Nev

345, 455 P.2d 31 (1969) cases.

| 13. Should any of these Conclusions of Law be more properly construed as being Findings

Fact, they should be construed as such.

NOW, THEREFORE, {T IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
bonds of matrimony existing between, Plaintiff, RUORONG YU, and Defendant, BRIAN YU, be
and the same are wholly dissolved, and an absolute Decree of Divorce i5 hereby granted to
RUORONG, and each of the parties is restored to the status of a single unmarried person.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that BRIAN shall pay
alimony to RUORONG in the amount of $1,950 per month until such time as he retires. The
payments shall be taxabie to the obligee and a deduction to the obligor. Payments wilt be due
on the 1st of the month beginning September 2014, and late after the 15th of the month.
Upon retirement by BRIAN, until such time as the Nevada Public Employees Retirement System
begins making payments ta RUORNG, BRIAN shall have an affirmative obligation to make

payments directly to RUORONG the amount she would have received from the Nevada Public
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Employees Retirement System as required by Sertic v. Sertic, 111 Nev. 1192, 801 P.2d 148

(1995).

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the following
property is confirmed to RUORONG as her sole and separate property.

1. Any and all bank accounts, including but not limited to checking accounts, savings
dCCOUNTS, MONEY flidrket aceolunts, it senificates of depostt it RUORONG's Hidtiie.

2. The household goods and furnishings in RUORNG'S possession.

3. The jewellery and clothing in RUORONG'’s possession.

4, Any and all life insurance policies that are owned by RUORONG or insuring RUORNG's
life.

5. The 2005 Nissan Altima.

6. The former marital residence located at 6721 Old Valley subject to the encumbrance
thereon.

7. All right, title, and interest in the Snowden condominium after BRIAN'S death.

8. The time rule portion of the Nevada PERS defined benefit plan. Option 2 shail be
selected. RUORNG shail be made the survivor beneficiary.

9. Orne-higi of the Rartiord Defarred Compensation atcourt with the Nevada Public
Employees Retirement Systems, as of August 22, 2014, less $60,000 for RUORONG's
buy out of one-haif of the equity in the Old Valley residence.

10. One-half of the E*Trade investment account ending in 0241,

1. One-half of the GE Interest Plus account ending in 7059.

12.  One-half of the E*Trade IRA ending in 9250.

13. One half of the Scotirade IRA ending in 1390,
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15.

16.

One-half of the accrued vacation and sick pay with the City of Las Vegas.

Gne-haif of the reminder as of August 22nd, 2014 Wells Fargo savings account ending in
5007.

One-half of the reminder as of August 22nd, 2014 Wells Fargo checking account ending
in7773 .

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the following

property is confirmied to BRIAN as his sole and separate property.

1.

A~ W

One-half of the Wells Fargo account ending in 7773 in BRAIN'S name. Any and all life
insurance policies that are owned by Brian or insuring Brian's life.

The household goods and furnishings in BRIAN'S possession.

The jewellery and clothing in BRIAN'S possession.

The 2000 Honda Accord.

Exclusive possession of the 7809 Snowden Lane, Unit 202, Las Vegas, Nevada 89128
condominium during BRIAN'S life. After BRIAN'S death, all right, title, and interest in
the 7809 Snowden Lane, Unit 202, Las Vegas, Nevada 89128 condominium
shall pass to RUORONG.

The Decree of divorce effective time rule portion of the Nevada PERS defined

beniefit ptan. Option 2 shalt be sefected. BRIAN shalt name RUORONG as the survivor
beneficiary.

One-half of the Hartford Deferred Compensation account with the Nevada Public
Employees Retirement Systems, as of August 22, 2014, plus $60,000 for RUORONG's
buy out of one-half of the equity in the Old Valley residence.

One-half of the E*Trade investment account ending in 0241.

One-halt of the GE Interest Plus account ending in 7059.
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10. One-half of the E*Trade iRA ending in 9250,
11. One half of the Scottrade IRA ending in 1390.
12. 100% of the Janus IRA ending in 7505.
13. 100% of the Janus ending in 3005.
14. One-haif of the Wells Fargo savings account ending in 5007.
15. One-half of the accrued vacation and sick pay with the City of Las Vegas. Brian shall make
payment of the equalising payment to RUORONG for the vacation and sick pay with the City
of Las Vegas from one of the investment accounts and shall make payment to RUORONG
within 30 days of the date the Decree of Divorce is filed.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that RUORONG shall assume
and hold BRIAN harmless from the following debts:
1. Owed Bank of America credit card ending in 9253 in RUORONG's name.
2. Owed Chase credit card ending in 2977 in RUODRONG’s name.
3. Owed Wells Fargo credit card in RUORONG's name.
4. Owed Medical debts in RUORONG'S name.
5. The debts $61,100 owed to RUORONG's son, Caixuan Xu.
6. The mortgage, excluding the fine incurred due to the late of mortgage payment, on the
former marital residence located at 6721 Cld Valley St, Las Vegas 89149.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that BRIAN shail assume and
hold RUORONG harrnless from the following debt:
1. Any and all credit cards in BRIAN'S name.
2. Any and all lines of credit in BRIAN'S name.

IT I8 FURTHER ORDERED; ADJUDGED; AND DECREED that BRIAN shall not take any
actions to interfere with RUORONG?s interest in the 7809 Snowden Lane, Unit 202, Las Vegas
Nevada 89128 condominium. Shall BRIAN take any action to interfere with RUORONG's

interest in the Snowden condominium those actions taken by BRIAN shall be

9.
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void, BRIAN will be responsible for any and all legal associated legal fees, and BRIAN
will be subject to penalties for contempt.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the Court shall
reserve jurisdiction over the implementation and enforcement of the Qualified Domestic
Relations Orders for the Hartford Deferred Compensation account and the Nevada Public
Empioyees Retirement System defined benefit plan.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that BRIAN shall pay
$10,000 from the property awarded to him for the debt incurred by RUORONG after the alimony
of separation. BRAIN shall make the check payable to Fred Page, Esq. in the $10,000. BRIAN
shali deliver the check to Fred Page, Esq. by the close of business August 27, 2014.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that Both parties must
strictly abide by On Apr 26, 2013, District Court Family Division Clark County, Nevada signed
JOINT PRELIMINARY INJGUNCTION.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that BRIAN shall pay
$7.,500 in attorney’s fees to Fred Page, Esq. under Sergeant. BRIAN shall pay that amount by
the close of business March 1, 2015. If the $7,500 in attorney’s fees awarded is not paid by
that date, the amount shali be reduced to judgment and shali be made cofiectibie by any and af
legal means and shall accrue interest at the legal rate.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that RUORONG may
upon her election, be restored to her maiden name.

IT 1S FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that if any asset has
been omitted from this Decree and is subsequently discovered, the parties shall hold the
asset as tenants in common pursuant {0 Amie v. Amie, 106 Nev. 541, 796 P.2d 233 (1990):

Gramanz v. Gramanz, 113 Nev. 1, 930 P.2d 753 (1997), and ‘Williams v. Waldman, 108 Nev.

466, 836 P.2d 614 (1952) and either party may pelition the Court for an aflocation of that

asset. The party omitting the asset shall be responsible for the reasonable attorney’s fees of the

8 {0




£

&

16
1
12
13
14
15
16
17
18

19

20 |

21

23
24
25
26

27

moving party.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that both parties shall
execute any and all escrow, document transfers of title, and other instruments that may
be required in order to effectuate transfer of any and all interest which either may have in and to
the property of the other as specified herein, and to do any other act or sign any other
documents reasonably necessary and proper for the consummation, effectuation, or
implementation of this Decree and its intent and purposes. Should either party fail to execute
any documents to transfer interest to the other, either party may request that this Court have
the Clerk of the Court sign in place of the other. The party having to request that the Court enter
an Order to have the Clerk of the Court to sign, shall be entitled to their reasonable attorney’s
fees for having to make the request.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that each party agrees
that if any claim, action or proceeding is brought seeking to hold the other party liable on
account of any debt, obligation, liability, act or omission assumed by the other party, such party
will, at his or her sole expense, defend the other against any such ciaim or demand and he or
she will indemnify, defend, and hold harmless the other party.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that if any joint debt,
obligation, liability, act or omission creating such liability has been omitted from this Decree and
is subsequently discovered, either party may petition the Court for an allocation of that deb,
obligation, liability, or claim arising from such act or amission,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that except as herein
specified, each party hereto is hereby released and absolved from any and all obligations
and liabilities for the future acts and duties of the other.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that this Decree shall
constitute a release of any and all claims, whether civil or otherwise, that may have been filed

by either party against the other through and including the date of the Decree.
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that except as may be
provided for herein, and except as may be provided by Will or Codicil voluntarily executed after
this date, each of the parties releases and waives any and all right to the estate of the other left
at his or her death, and forever quit claims any and all right to share in the estate of the other, by
the laws of sticcession or community, and said parties hereby release one to the other all right
to be administrator or administratrix, or executor or executrix, of the estate of the cther, and
€ach party hereby walves any and ail right 10 the astate or interest of the other for family

allowance or property exempt from execution, or by way of inheritance.

DATED this g, day Of_ﬂ‘{: 2015.

//%%
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE
BILL HENDERSON ~ §

Respectfully submitted: Approyed as to form and content:
By: R\:%WM%/\. By;

v
RUGCRONG YU (Plaintiff) BRIAN YWY (Defendant)
6721 OLD VALLEY 8T 7808 8 N LANE #20Z
Las Vegas, Nevada 89149 Las Vegas, Nevada 89128
(702) 505-2882 (702) 416-3684
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Electronically Filed
07/31/2015

OPPS . Qfé .", 32 .
(Your Name) EMQQMG \{; i CLERK OF THE COURT
(Address)_b22) oth \MyEy ST

s Vagas AN 8904
(Telephone)  70a~dv( 2872
(Email Address) b\wg@w Forens @;ﬁ k). com

In Proper Person
DISTRICT COURT
v CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
Kuopsnsg Yu |
Plaintiff, CASENO.: D-12-4287% b
vs. DEPTNO.._ K
Blisa)_Yin OPPOSITION TO (specify what motion
Defendant. you are opposing) =5 Po/ys &
' TV S POATS b A TH 5’1’3!
( Al oSN .8 Wﬂ. Mo
L LAMIBE 3

ooy

oMdeh. 15 5mo"

COMES NOW (cirele uaeendam Ruokors Ty

in Proper Person, and files this opposition. This opposition is brought in good faith and is based
on the attached Points and Authorities, Affidavit of Movant, the papers and pleadings on file
herein, and such further evidence and argument that may be requested at the hearing.

DATED this (day) > _day of (month) 70y , (year) >0 AL
\ >
@ -

%Yaar Sigoature)




RESPONSES TO BRIAN'S < POINTS AND AUTHORITIES =

LEGAL ARGUMENT

#1  Oppose. In two court minutes, the Court ordered that ALL ACCOUNTS be divided equally, BUT
two Janus accounts $85K ate not divided and Bl;ian got the $85K asset. Total § 61K of debts Ruorong

burden $51K. In addition Brian shall borne other sanctions. see #5, (Exhibit A, 3 pages)
#2 Brian didn't pay off the 2000 Honda until 2004. Ruorong and Brian were married in March 2002,

#3 Believe this to be untrue. Present Kelly Bluebook for this make and mcde! in Excellent Condition (3% of
vehicles meet this criteria) have a trade-in value of $3732. Vehicle in Good condition (54% of vehicles mest
this criteria) have a trade-in value $3125. (The Nissan already drove 100,000 miles in 2014). There is no

way its vehicle was worth more than $4000 in 2014. Together #2 and #3, the decree is cotrect.
#4 See #1.

#5  Under Eighth District Court Rule 5.32, the defendant faiied o submit complete and accurate and
fimely financial condition, concealing part of the material, which can be ideniified, the defendant may
atiempt to commit fraud on the court, Award and help other parly to pay atiorney fees and the
defendant shall be borne other sanctions. Of course defendant's attorney fees must be borne by
himself. It does not allow expenditure from the community property.
$10,000 Thisis my alimony.

$2100  Actually is my alimony $6300. Brian changed title of 3 checks then pay to Fred.

$7500  Under 8th District Court Rule 5.32, It's punishment to Brian.

SA1R013 $6750. Fromcommunitypropery.

9/3/3014 $10000. From my alimony.

9/3/2014 $10000. the court minutes didn't require Brian to pay the extra $10,000 to Fred.

so the extra $10,000 must be borme by Brian himself.

#6 According to QDRO Rule, There are 2 methods used to deciare when assets are to be divided. Legally
prescribed for a wedding to divorce ( 03-08-2002 untit 06-09-2015). Or a date on which both sides agree.

No such agreement was made, therefore the decree page 8 line 17 is correct.



#7 Oppose. Wages acccunt highly mobile, We married more 13 years. Often very small balance, And it

is common income the marriage .

#8 See #1.

#3 s {orced by Brian's act. The court ordered that Brian pay $10,000 to Fred Page as the Ruorong’s
attorney fee, however, Brian admitted that he paid $10,000 twice, RUORONG SUSPECTED BRIAN TRIED
TO BRIBERY FRED PAGE WITH THE SECOND PAYMENT OF $10,000. {Because Brian's English is
good and he had a smart attorney. Me had no reason 1o made the mistake ). Fred has been stopped his

Ruorong’s attorney work since 1-12-2015.
STATEMENT OF FACTS

#  The case lasted for 2 years 4 months, in the pericd, Brian has been hiding, refused to provide
complete and accurate and timely financial condition. Now Brian try to re-open the divorce decree, only

for win the time to withdraw mare money from common property, Brian is contempt of court.

# The divorce decree was plaintiif and defendant attorneys 1o consult together, drafted by Fred, and it

took time of whole two months. Ruorong canceled Brian second $ 10,000 paid to Fred .

# Brian was suspected of having bribed Ruorong's attorney Fred. Bacause Fred told Ruorong that he
already got $10,000 twice. Fred also asked Ruorong for an extra $25,000, Ruoreng felt this to be an
unreasonable demand. Ruorong refused it. Then, Fred plaintiffs attorney work without substantive

progress. Ruorong English is really poor. So shared the two Janus accaunts $85K no equal division,

# The court ordered that Brian pays $1950 as alimony to Ruorong monthly, however, He has been
paying $1800 instead each month. Brian deducted Ruorong’s alimony by $150 per month. Till now, ten
months have been passed that Brian shall be corected by paying Ruorong the cumulating delayed

arnount of $1,500 plus annual interast and penalties 29% by a check.

# Brian violated the injunction, because without the court order in writing, he withdrew funds of §

53,500. Brian shall back the halt monay and plus 29% annual interest and penalties which shali be paid



check to Ruorong.

#  Brian refused signing authorization to division of property, resulting in associated companies can
not execute. Brian alttempted to win the time to withdraw more money from common property, for example,

GE account is emptied, he hide the GE all money now. Brian ignored the orders from the court.

CONCLUSION
# ' Opposed Brian proposat re-open the divorce decree. Ruorong requests the court o order that
doesn’t allow Brian further appeal.
#2 Brian shall sign the authorization on the spot, request execution by the assoclated

companies and Banks. Converéety, request the court punish Brian due to his contempt of court.
A). According to the court minutes on 7-25-2014, Supplement ali accounts date,
B). Brian unauthorized withdrawal $53,500 funds from the cotmmunity property. that half of
the money and plus 20% annual interest and penalties, must be deducted from Brian's funds. Brian
shall pay the check to Ruorong. "disobedience of this injunction is punishable by contempt.”

{Exnibit B, 7 pages)

#3. Brian shali pay his atiorney fees and other costs by himself. Brian has more ability to pay.
#4 Brian arrears alimony § 1,500, plus 29% as $1,835 shall pay a check to Ruorong on the spot.

Conversely, request the count punish Brian due to his contempt of court (Exhibit C, 3 pages )

#5 The GE originally account balance must be equally divided as of 8-22-2014. Ruorong requests

the court to make this just and proper process and give order.

#6 Condo pay off in 2004, after matriage. (Exhibit D, 2 pages)
Fred Page E-mail on 8-25-2014. He said the condo is buying from $61K debt.
Attached police report on 6-26-2015. Ruorong respectfully requests the court careful consideration
and 1o explicit that after B{i&ﬂ’# death, the coudo shall pass to Ruorong, no matter Ruorong passes away
or alive. (Exhibit E, 6 pages) _
#7  Deteiled reasons and request to see <COUNTER MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE>



COUNTER MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE

#1  Oppose Brian to re-open the divorce decree. Ruorong requests the court to order

that doesn’t allow Brian further appeal. Because the case lasted for 2 years 4 months, spent a lot of
manpower, material and financial resources, from the court, the attomeys until the both parties. 2-year

more period,Brian has been hiding, refused to provide complete and accurate and timely financial conditions.
The attorneys fees of more than $100,000. Brian said, * This case once more to drag for two years | did not

careg”, intended to resist the decree for division of the property. Brian is contempt of court. (Exhibit )

#2 ﬁgocofding the divorce decree page 11 line 2-11, Brian must sign the authorization on the
spot, request execution by the associated companies and Banks. Convergely, request the court to
punish Brian due to his contempt of court. Because in the divorce decree, there are no clear dates to
divide accounts, so the banks and companies involved indicated that they have difficulty to execute the
division due 10 date issue. The most important thing is Brian refused signing authorfzation to division of
property, resulting in associated companies can not execute.
A}, According to the coust minutes on 7-25-2014, Settlement date are

City Of Las Vegas vacation and sick pay: as of 7/25/2014.

E-Trade IRA and Investment :  as of 7/25/2014,

Welis Fargo Bank: as of 7/25/2014.

Scoftrade: as of 7/25/2014.

Hartford Mass Mutual: as of 8/22/2014.

GE Interest Plus: as of 8/22/2014,

B).  In the Joint Preliminary Injunction effective period, Brian without the court order in writing,
unauthorized withdrawal $53,500 funds from the community property. that half of the money and plus
29% annual interest and penalties, must be deducted from Brian's funds. Brian shall pay the check to

Ruorong before 8-31-2015 “DISOBEDIENCE OF THIS INJUNCTION IS PUNISHABLE BY CONTEMPT.”

(Exhibit B, 7 pages})

Hartford MassMutual: $15,000. Paid date 20130006 #151436416

E-Trade IRA or Investment: $16,000. Paid date 20130806 #12116859



GE interest Plus: $8,000. Paid date 20130513
Scottrade IRA: $5,000 Paid date 20130226 #69061390
Wells Fargo Bank: $6,000 Paid date 20130715 #694
Wells Fargo Bank: $3,500 Paid date 20130608 #6861

According to late subpoena, if withdraw money of similarly, to be executed according the above method,

#3. Brian shall pay his attorney fees and other costs by himsel. It does not allow expenditure from

the community property. Brian also has more funds and ability to pay.

#4 Brian shall issue a check to Ruorong with an amount of $1,500 (ten months as stated above)
on the spot, to make up to the unpaid pant of the full alimony plus 28% annual interest and penalties
as $1,935. Consequently, requests the court to punish Brian due to his contempt of court,

(Exhibit C, 3 pages )

#5  Although the GE account has been emptied by Brian, the GE originally account balance must
be equally divided as of 8-22-2014, and Brian shall pay check to Ruorong before 8-31-2015. Ruorong

- requests the court to make this just and proper process and give order.

# Condo pay off in 2004 after marriage. (Exhibit D, 2 pages)

Fred Page E-mail on 8-25-2014. His mean the condo is buying from $61K debt.
{ 8. The judge did not award you a lot by way of the debt. The judge
ordered that Brian pay $10,000 from His portion of the assels to me for
the debts, The judge ordered the monies paid to me to ensure that the
aftorney's foes that were owed to me would get paid. However, | do
think that the judge awarding you the condo upon Brian's death more
than outweighs his dacisions on the debt.

In sum, i think the judge overall awarded you what | thought he might

at the meeling with Yun. The real plus to you though is that you end of
getiing the condominium after Brian passes. Qf course, if you happen to
pass before Brian, you can allow Ken, or anyone else vou want 1o regsive



dominiim. ] 3

Atiached police report on 6-26-2015, Brian continues to threaten the safety of Ruorong's life. So
Ruorong respectiully requests the court careful consideration and to explicit that after Brian's death, the

cotido shall pass to Ruorong, no matier Ruorong passes away or alive. (Exhibit E, 6 pages)

DATE this 31th day of July, 2015

By: Ruorong Yu ‘B I\’7



| HAVE ATTACHED THE FOLLOWING EXHIBITS:

A) Certified copy of the Court Minutes as Exhibit A

. B) Certified copy of Injunction, checks and statements as Exhibit B
C) Certified copy of alimony checks as Exhibit C

D) Certified copy of the Condo pay off information as Exhibit D

E) Certified copy of police reports as Exhibit C

| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Nevada that the foregoing is true and correct.

,Qméi®4m“ww 7342015

Ruorong Yu
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AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF OPPOSITION:

COMES NOW Q Ui ex f’jﬁ \f/bi - (your name), who states as follows:

1. That Affiant is the (circle une@efendmt in the above-titled matter.

2. That I bave personal knowledge of the facts contained in this Opposition and in this
Affidavit and I am competent to testify to these facts. The statements in this
Opposition and Affidavit are true and correct to the best of my knqwledga

3. Additional facts to support my requests: (Write N/A if there are no additional facts)

Q. wagyoem  Statemeits and (’ﬁuﬂg@e&

4. (Complete only if you are attaching exhibits to the opposition). I have attached the
following exhibits; (Describe exhibits or write N/A on any blank lines)
a O AT YRR T
bo Doz s e

R
C. 4 Loini L

1 declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Nevada that the foregoing is true
and correct.
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D-13-478791-D

td
i

DISTRIGT COURT
CLARK COLUINTY, NEVADA

Divorce - Complaint COURT MINUTES August 22, 2014

D-13-478791-D Ruorong Yu, Plaintiff
VS,
Brian Kwok Sheung Yu, Defendant.

August 22, 2014 1:30 PM Non-Jury Trial
HEARD BY: Henderson, Bill COURTROOM: Courtroom 12
COURT CLERK: Tammy Kozohara

PARTIES:
Brian Yu, Defendant, Counter Claimant, Herbert Sachs, Attorney, present
present
Ruorong Yu, Plaintiff, Counter Defendant,
present

JOURNAL ENTRIES

-Court in&rpretar Yaomin Lei present for the Plaintiff.

Attorney Fred Page present for the Plaintiff.

Plaintiff and Defendant sworn and testified.

Court reviewed case history,

Discussions between Courtand counsel.  Arguments by counsel.

Court stated its FINDINGS, COURT ORDERED, the following:

#1. Defendant shall pay to Plaintiff ALIMONY of $1,950.00 per month in two (2) separate
installments of $975.00 on the first and $975.00 on the 15th of each month until he retires or until there

is sufficient change of financial circumstances. Court shall retain JURISDICTION.

#2 Plaintiff shall be awarded the home on 6721 Old Valley Street. Plaintiff shall buy out Defendant
s interest at $60,000.00.

| PRINT DATE: | 05/05/ 2014 | Page 10f3 [ Minutes Date: [ August 22,2014 |




D-13-478791.D

#3 The PERS/HARTFORD account shall be eqgually divided but from Plaintiff s one-half of the
$60,000.00 buyout for the house will be deducted from her one-half.

#4 The GE INTEREST PLUS ACCOUNT is marital property estimated at approximately $90,000.00

and shall be split 50/50. On both #3 and #4, Qualified Domestic Orders may be necessary. Plaintiff

shall receive Survivor s benefit for the option but only for the purpose of protecting her one-half and
not for purpose of providing her any access to Defendant s one-haif on his demise.

#5 DEBT: There is an issue of approximately $28,000.00 in debt incurred by Plaintiff in the eight (8)
month period from the separation in October 2012 until Defendant commenced paying alimony in
june 2013. Defendant shall pay $10,000.00 of that $28,000.00 and shall be paid by check to Attorney
Page s office by next Friday, 8/29/14 by 5:00 p.m. Plaintiff also alleges she incurred approximately
$8,800.00 in debts subsequent to March2014 when she was no longer depositing the Alimony checks.
However, it has been determined that although Plaintiff did not deposit such checks that she or her
counsel have received them. Therefore, Plaintiff shall NOT be entitied any contribution from
Defendant for any portion of this $8,800,00 debt that she incurred from March 2014 forward.

#6. COURT FINDS, the SNOWDEN CONDOMINIUM valued at $70,000.00, that in 2008 Defendant
drafted an agreement which was signed by Defendant that upon Defendant s death, the
condominium will pass to Plaintiff.

#7. ATTORNEYS FEES is clearly a Sergeant case. The $10,000.00 from issue #5, the debt incurred
during the eight {8) month period, that $10,000.00 plus the un-cashed Alimony checks of $2,100.00,
Defendant has offered to replace that with a check for the whole amount. Once Attorney Page
receives the replacement checks for the un-cashed Alimony checks from March 14 forward, those
amounts shall be applied to Attorney s Fees; not just the $10,000.00 from issue #5 but also the
reimbursement check for the un-cashed Alimony checks from March 2014 forward. Those two
checks shall be made out to Attorney Page. If the check is inadvertently received by the Plaintiff, she
shall endorse it and forward to Attorney Page. Those amounts shall be applied to Attorney s Fees,
but in fairness due to gross disparity in earning capacity, one having significant and the other having
none, nevertheless somewhat significant accommodation has to be made in the realm of about
$13,00.00. The $6,570.00 has already been paid. After Attorney Page receives the $10,000.00 check
from issue #5 and the replacement check from the Alimony, that roughly $13,000.00, $14,000.00
additional should be paid from Defendant to Plaintiff. Defendant did satisfy the $6 ,750.00 from an
earlier Order, but he shall owe another $7,500.00. Defendant shall pay the $7,500.00 by 3/15/15 or it
shall be REDUCED TO JUDGMENT collectible by any lawful means.

§#; The Wells Fargo
ey are unable to, counsel

can request a telephonic conference with the Court.

Within the next thirty (30} days, counsel shall meet and confer regarding the Orders.

| PRINT DATE: [ 09/05/2014 | Page 2 of 3 | Minutes Date: | Angust 22, 2014




D-13-478791-D

-

COURT ORDERED, an absolute DECREE OF DIVORCE is GRANTED pursuant to the terms and
conditions as cutiined in the proposed Decree of Divorce

Attorney Page shall prepare the Order. Attorney Sachs to review and approve.

INTERIM CONDITIONS:

FUTURE HEARINGS:

CERT! r:a;g_ Lé::u?gﬁ n
DOCUMENT ATTACH
TRUE AND CORHECT COFY
OF THE ORIGINAL ON FILE-

CLEAK o THE COURT

WL 10 B85

| PRINT DATE: | 09/05/2014 | Page 3 of 3 | Mirutes Date: | August 22,2014 |
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— 429 o413 The compiaint, Sum mﬁsnﬁﬁ#nf preliminary Injunction Served Brian.

— 1
DISTRICT COURT
+ 2 FAMILY DIVISION
3 CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
¢ ||RUORONG YU, } Case No.:
5 Plaintiff, Dept.:
6 vs. . i JOINT mEammgnggzgmcmm
7 || BRIAN YU, ) LA
g Defendant, i

? [INOTICE! THIS -ENWNCTION IS EFFECTIVE UPON THE PARTY REQUES’HNG%
10 || THE SAME WHEN ISSUED AND AGAINST THE OTHER PARTY WHEN SERVED,
THIS INJUNCTION SHALL

18 2. Molesting, harassing, disturbing the peace or committing an assault or battery upon your
13 Spouse or your child or step-child.
20 3. Removing any child of the parties then residing in the State of Nevada with an intent or
a1 effect to deprive the Court of jurisdiction as to said child withogt prior written consent of
the parties or advance permission of the Coury,
22 ,
Issued at the request o CLERK OF THE Co JRI.
23 || SUN Law Groy
ool : A ¢ '{’ ‘t--‘:;.i-jk"ff.'-"
e — M‘*’ﬁ*“"&'j’\' NN
25 (| IE AMY SUN, ESO, Deputy Clerk\Wals\,_"5> _ZOR7 |
Nevada Bar No,11289 Clark County C) IR Family Division
26 |1 6145 Spring Mountain Road, Suite 201 601 North Pecos Road .
25 {1188 Vegas, Nevada 89145 Las Vegas Nevada §9101
|} Attorney for Plainsiff ' C
1
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Prospectus Supplement
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pr INVESTMENT NUMBER: §3508343487058
Invest Direct
PAGE10F g
Under 500010 50000t Over
WSH0  $400m00  SSMon 35 Mo
m :‘; ig;mom -~ Dt Rete Rate Rete Rate
6721 CLD VALLEY 8T 0B/1152002  1.00 1.0 1.40 25
LAS VEGAS, HV B914% 'Tmmumrmﬂmmm&mw&mamu
25%, :
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PROVIDED, _L?;,fg R
Summary of Investiments, Interest, and Redemptions for the perod: MAY 4, 2013 THROUSH MAY 31, 2013
Opening Balasce Investments frderent fmmas Other Chames Closing Balance

§84. 002 39 $1,285.00 $74.86 7 B8.000.00 50,00 §77.422. 04
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BEOB ALIANTE PWY STE 104
NORTH LAS VEGAS NY 88084

Scottrade

SCOTTRADRE INC CUST FEC
BRIAN X 5 YU ROTH IRA
7808 SNGYDEN LM 202
LAS VEGAE NV 8§3128-

{702} 4053634

2 ) 0% L2014

VALUE THIS PERICD | OPENING TOTAL MOMEY SALANGE 573086

OREDITS:
W 3t FTES B POSITION .
MK SEGUR BB L MDENDANTEREST INCOVE a2
HONRY DALANGES ; OTHER GREDITS 080
BANK DEPORIT PROGRAM BALANCE 750.57 m&mmﬁs ozl
BROKENAGE ACCOUNT BALANCE -R4H0 DIENDHNC OIS EXPENSE
OTHER DERITS
TOTAL MONEY ANCE T4
BAL 397 P roral pEBITS 4,002.00
VOTAL ACCOUNT VALUE AL H o 08I0 YOTAL BONEY BALANGE 14897
Lurrant Tool Stoatgon™
Stocks, Dptions & Bands: FIFQ
Funds: FIFO

Cuantity

4000 LYNAS CORPLTD (AUSY)
2000 ALLIED HISH DKS ADR (IRELAND)
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PIN Tt ID#: 138.28.512.03¢
This Instrument prepared by:
RONALD E, MEHARG

When recorded, relum to:

DOCK, LLC

1111 ALDERMAN DR, SUITE 350
ALPHARETTA, GA 306005
T70-753-4373

Mall Tax Swutements To:
BRIANKYU

7800 SNOWDEN LANE #202
LAS VEGAS, NV 89128
Projestd: S01WFHM

Loan#: 591.4657305

i

7308
Property Address:
7809 SNOWDEN LANE
LASVEGAS,NV 89128

WENVSTDR-3 07318

3

ano
. -2035

LARK COUNTY, NEVADA
FR%&C%%%EA&E. 'RECORDER

RECORDED AT THE REQUEST OF:

DOcR LG

Bi-12-2004 174100
OFFICIAL RECORDS
BODK/ INSTR» 200401 12-04035
PREE COUNT:
18.00
30

it

FEE
RETTs

-3

SUBSTITUTION OF TRUSTEE AND DEED OF RECONVEYANCE

WHEREAS, that certain Deed of Trust deseribed below provides that the holder of the Note secured by said Deed of
Trust may appoint 2 successor Trustes to any Trustee thereunder appointed; and

WHEREAS, the indebledness secured by said Deed of Trust having been fully paid and safisfed:

NOW THEREFORE, WELLS FARGO HOME MORTGAGE, INC., whose address is 3476
STATEVIEW ROAD, MAC X7801-033, FORT MILL, 5C 29715, being the present legal owner and holder of
the indebtedness secured by said Deed of Trust, does hereby substitutz and appoint, WELLS  FARGO HOME
MORTGAGE, INC. as successor Trustos, and as Trustee does hereby reconvey, without warransy, to the personor
persons entiiled thereto, all the estate, titfe, and interest held by if, as Trustes, under said Deed of Trust, 1o the property

deseribed therein,
Trustor{s): BRIAN KWOK SHEUNG YU
Oriairal Trusies: UNITED TITLE OF NEVADA

Original Beneficiary: NORWEST MORTGAGE, INC.

Date of Deed of Trust: 1071571997
Date Recorded: 1071671997
Commenls:

Loan Amount: $50009
Tnstrument #: 97101660325

and recorded in the officid records of CLARK County, State of Nevada, and more paticularly deseribed on said Dsed of

Trust referred o hereln,

IN WITRESS WHEREOF, the undersigned has caused thess presentsio be executed on this date of 1/7/2004,

WELLS FARGO HOME MORTGAGE, INC,

LINDA GREEN
VICE PRES. LOAN DOCUMENTATION

PIK

e d
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Stateof GA
County of FULTON

On this date of 1/ 7/2004, bafore me, the undersigned authority, a Notary Public duly commissloned, qualified and
geting within and for the aforementioned State and County, personally appeared the within named LINDA GREEN, known
1o me {or Identified to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence) that hefshe Is the VICE PRES. LOAN
DOCUMENTATION of WELLS FARGO HOME MORTGAGE, INC., and was duly authorized in higther
respective capacly to execule the foregoing instrument forand in the name and In behalfof said corporation and tha said
carporation executed the same, and further stated and acknowledged that they had so signed, executed and delivered said
instrusnent for the considerstion, uses and purposes therein mentioned and set forth,

Witness tny hand and officiel seal on the date hereinabove set forth,

‘ £ ¢ MARY L. JELLY
Notary Public: ? g j Notary Public Geoxzla
My Commission Expires: - = Fulton Courtty

" My Comm. Explres Oct. 14, 2007
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1.2 Vegas Metropoiitan Police Department
t 400 5. Martin Luther King Bivd.
Las Vegas, NV 88106

Administrative

Location 6721 OLD VALLEY 8T Las , NV 8140
Ocourred On (Date 7 Time)  Mondey 1112044 42:00:00 AM
Raporting Officer D114 - Abess, A,

Entered By DE114 - Abesr, A,

Related Gases

Traffic. Report

Offenses:

Harsssmuent, {2*)(6;-&% 087128

Completed Domestic Visleace
Premisas Entered

Place Type

Entey
Weapons
Lriminal Activities

Vigtims:

Case Report No.; LLV1S0828001843

Secior/Bagt X8

Or Batween (Date / Time}  Wadnesday 77232014 12:00:00 AN
Repoiad On SIS
Entered On LIS 115501 AN
Jutisdicien  Las Vegas, Cly of

Ancident involved

Hate/Bls
Type Security
Localion Typa  Residenue/Hume

Tagls

Name: Yu, Rugrong

Victim Type  Widividual
Victim of 0329 « Huraxsment, {25 {G-NRE 200.5M.28
£oB 19911954
Halght ¥y
Emplover/Schoot
Occupation/Grade
Injury

Rexidernce

Age 80
Weight 140

Sex

Phone
HomelResidence
Qffender Relationshios
Notas:

{702) 505-2882

Suspects:

Wiitten Statement

Femala

8721 Oid Viy Las Vepas, HY 88143

Can iD Suspect

Rece  Aslin, Uxilas, Samoan, Faclic lslander
Halr Color Gray Eye Coler  Black

Work Schadule
Inry Wossons ;N1 AWFUL, DISSEMINATION of this
Restricted information is PRORIBITED,
Violation will subject the he offender to
Crimginal and Civil Lisbility.
Rel. To: P

Daisz__.Gd.ZMW
Vegas gkmn Police Department

Name: Yy, Beian
Aflas;

Scope 1D

Sex  Mals
Empicyer/Schout

Addresyes
Phoney
MNotes:

DOB Gy

Height Waight

Arresteas:

IS REPQORT 15 5 IBIsCT
UPERVISORY APPROVAL %

k44 Race  Asisn, Indlsn, Ssmoan, PacHic lsndw
Hair Cador Eys Color
Cecupation/Grade

Witnosses:

 Other Entities:

Proparties: {0}

Marrative

Ruseong Yu siates that on 07/121714, her sx-husbant threstaned ber whea sha sent o dralt decrse for divarond.

s dhvoreed on CAMSIS,

Thoy wers
They had = disagrsement with the proparly whan Brisn threstened har anct told her “You will die in framt of me* This had Ruseong very much In

Tar for her life,

anngsmtmtmwldhwmat'mwmean\domuch:b&ﬁ&ncm,ﬂw&dnbum&mhwmﬂyn!muﬁaﬂmﬁwﬂ' She piso
states that Brian still keeps “conirol” over her, keeping her remote key to her car and rofusing to give It back to her, shumhukwmunﬂy
thrmatening har {ifa. Taking money from ber and leaving her with nething 1o live on,

S20ANE 1101 PM

LLV450826001843

Page 10f2



" Shw has filed BV and Threat reports against Brian In the past {Sse Evi DS0822.1577 & 141442367}, In OBMATCS, she had galibladder surgery when

.« Brian miused to take et to the hospital, took har phone and piwsentnd her from calling #11. 1t wasn't unti! the police wers sent 0 the hiome was

she shie to bs taken o the hospital,
Sha sino states that Brian took $40,000.0¢ from their account 1o give t6 her altorney, Frag Page, who put the money Into the written decres and

mwwmmmmwmsmmmmwmmmmmgmm has w0 sha refuciad his reqoast and fired him s her
atemaey,

G2NE 12223 PN LLV1S082%00184S | Pane % ol ¥




| 50624, - 1B

o [, o LAS VEGAS METROPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT ems
Page_ L of VOLUNTARY STATEMENT %k | 4 ~-Z297

Ravs Sex Helght Waight Halr Eyes | Wok Schol (Hows)  (Days (ff) | Business / School
F 515 i4v ?rfb? blake - |
Regidance Addrass:  (NOmbe BWJ State  Zp Coxie | Raw. Prones L - 2
bo2l BLD VAUEL 97 | Tas Vesns |4 &%M? Bus.Phone: ] |
Bus. {Locsl} Addeons: INumbor & Streo) Bﬁ;ihpt# Chy [ } ccuphtion Dapari Dwta {if viakor}
Biant plsce to coract you Guing th dey Raet Hne 1o condact yike durtng the day i Can You kiantlly 13 Yoa

the Suspaet? ke

DETALS _Alfaaa Bricn wﬁ’ttem ~+Armz: Zo mewmg'fvnt AND F/é:»/w;i when T

frercely Said-ro me Yw wil] Jwe m'z‘mwt mL me i a cared (Exhbit f 2
3 Pd‘?’?‘?)
Bricu hd -told we mawy times, ﬁxémbf? can m;!,' break wuch the_case”
“Nevada hog no death Demk:»" T woulst shet v
Braiy S| kesz,vs vy car key amd car remote contrel. he 81/ re;mmn
Glve Them back e _ime. &Mg threatens we with y [ife.
}adﬁ}e has Sestenced "(7&& alf

doaucmae% o mn%w 1P To l9 mm,hs AM% Wmmmx

Chiea ]@gkﬁﬁ Dih o %‘{:E Yo Guse T ewod a:/f%ﬁ arefit cgnfs, wnedical Ingirdnce,

gocterS 'IQ%

oy westie Yoo ad Py ‘ 4TS, (%’:75 e 3 W@mﬁ)
In Yifsoe ) Surjery 'FQ [ed ("M%M Qaj?é!faddﬁr_fz_@;&rﬁ:ﬁgnw
“___ &1%’1 ’ ” " %4 d ’ .l. ~ ’.44 ‘J' :- ‘., ’A %14 ] _j-&..‘““ -~ w;a.ﬂiwt""e?ﬁ?‘“ :» Q,

Y DL TP IITUITOLt S £ 1he7rt] Sairwass

} HAVE READ THIS STATEMENT AND | AFFIRM 70 THE *ga.‘rrz/o ACCURACY OF THE FACTS c‘éﬁw WW
COMPLETED AT (LOCATION) 4.2 — Criminglgnd (v

ONTHE /e . DAYOF MI;)‘AJ ”—{-L@Q— , I |
%\/" " Lm Vf:g,us Mgt\ropoktan iuée &epﬁﬁmmt

Wilness/Officar, L

Witnasa/Officer. Py (3 {{L,L

LVEAPLD 88 [REV. $08) PRINTER}




LAS VEGAS METRGPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT

.o VOLUNTARY STATEMENT CONTINUATION
F’age‘; T+ B, Fvent §: /,::) 0&” ZC'-" {gbll 5

wJ Dkoxe Yuterripted aud o[‘wupted e g call 4. For the Vi Oy . Briawm alse
}1%:@:&& e police @ sayiY :ﬁg&t by Surgertd W norpal. When -vhe pofice
#‘mlw returned o ww heme londhve phene, :ZW Hfﬁw
W \:\e{p M/lb’ " the Peh(‘e heand o, 5w houa A '

!
E H ‘ “&4
by awbilamce , The pmesma sy e ng}: be 2 totad 3 ;W&J

Tn odihtion ;&mem:ﬁmm Commuity preperiy /0. evw Q0/e iwd attorhey

Fl"e& PW 'l Pl TIh® woned |

\JL‘Y/\/W Lot Qs, 14:;«%%/54

Witnass: swyﬁe OF PEABON GIANG STATEUENT

Witness:
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DISTRICT COURT
FAMILY DIVISION
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
QW!‘?WM‘? Yy{ CaseNo. D-13-428771-D
Plaintiff/Petitioner
v Dept. =2
Blisn) U MOTION/OPPOSITION

Defendant/Respondent FEE INFORMATION SHEET

Notice: Motions and Oppositions filed after entry of 2 final order issued pursuant to NRS 125, 125B or 125C are
subject to the reopen filing fee of $25, unless specifically excluded by NRS 19.0312, Additionaily, Motions and
Oppositions filed in cases initiated by joint petition may be subject to an additional filing fee of $12% 0r $37 in

accordance with Senate Bill 388 of the 2015 Legislative Session.

Step 1. Select either the $25 or $0 filing fee in the box below.
[ $25 The Mation/Opposition being filed with this form is subject to the $25 reopen fee.
Ok-
Sj $0  The Motion/Opposition being filed with this form s not subject to the $25 reopen
fee because:

[ The Motion/Opposition is being filed before a Divorce/Custody Decres has been
entered.

[T The Motion/Qpposition is being filed solely to adjust the amount of child support
established in a final order.

*R/The Motion/Opposition is for reconsideration or for 2 new trial, and is being filed
within 10 days after a final judgment or decree was entered. The final order was
entered on ‘

[ Other Excluded Motion {must specify)

Step 2. Select the $0, $129 or $57 filing fee in the box below.
@ $0 The Motion/Opposition being filed with this form is not subject to the $129 or the

$57 fee because:
The Motion/Opposition is being filed in a case that was not initiated by joint petition.

O The party filing the Motion/Opposition previously paid a fee of $129 or $57.

Ok-
‘[z $129 The Motion being filed with this form is subject to the $129 fee because it is a maotion

to modify, adjust or enforce a final order.
.OR- . .
C $57 The Motion/Opposition being filing with this form is subject to the $57 fee because It is

an opposition to a motion to modify, adjust or enforce a final otrder, or it is a motion
and the opposing party has already paid a fee 0f $129,

Step 3. Add the filing fees from Step 1 and Step 2.
The total filing fee for the motion/opposition 1 am filing with this form is:
0 D0%25 0857 (0882 18128 OI$154

Party filing Motion/Opposition: ‘W\ Date qu{f

Signature of Party or Preparer
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

BRIAN YU,
Appellant,

Vs.

ROURONG YU,

Respondent.

, Electronically Filed
No.: 70348 Jan 04 2017 08:13 &

Elizabeth A. Brown
MOTION TO STAYC|erk of Supreme C{

Emergency Motion Under NRAP 29(e)

COMES NOW Appellant, Brian Yu, by and through his counsel, F. Peter

James, Esq., who hereby moves this Honorable Court on an emergency basis to

stay execution of the underlying judgment pending the outcome of the appeal.

Dated this 3" day of January, 2017

/s/ E_Peter James

LAW OFFICES OF F. PETER JAMES

F. Peter James, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 10091

3821 W. Charleston Blvd., Suite 250
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102
702-256-0087

Counsel for Appellant

/17
/17
/17

/1

1 of 10

Docket 70348 Document 2017-00068
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NRAP 27(e) Certificate
Pursuant to NRAP 27(e), Appellant provides the following:
A.  Appellant’s counsel is as follows:

F. Peter James, Esq.

Law Office of F. Peter James, Esq.
3821 West Charleston Blvd., Suite 250
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102
702-256-0087

Respondent is in proper person on the appeal. Her contact information is
as follows:

Ruorong Yu

6721 Old Valley Street
Las Vegas, Nevada 89149
702-505-2882

happyruorong@gmail.com

Respondent has counsel in the lower court. His contact information is as
follows:

Robert O. Kurt, Esq.

Kurth Law Office

3420 North Buffalo Drive

Las Vegas, Nevada 89129

702-438-5810

kurthlawoffice@gmail.com
B.  The facts showing the existence and nature of the claimed emergency are:

Just before the holidays, Respondent issued a Writ of Execution. (See Ex.

1 hereto). The Writ of Execution was improper as Respondent has been declared

2 of 10
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a vexatious litigant who is not permitted to file any documents without leave of
the lower court. (See Order at 3:15-16, attached hereto as Ex. 2).

Moreover, Respondent is attempting to collect on the $88,000 which the
lower court improperly awarded her. (See Ex. 2 at 2:19 — 3:4). This award is on
appeal in the present matter. The property was already divided in the Decree of
Divorce. (See Decree of Divorce, attached hereto as Ex. 3). Even if monies were
moved improperly, which Appellant has denied, all monies were accounted for
in the Decree of Divorce. It then becomes an accounting issue to find and divide
the money, not a further award of monies.

Appellant is not permitted to file a motion in the lower court as he has also
been (however improperly) declared a vexatious litigant. (See Ex. 2 at 3:10-16).
It would take weeks to get this matter set for a hearing in the lower court as
Appellant would have to seek leave of the lower court to file the motion and get
a hearing set—whether or not on shortened time. Moreover, the lower court
might not even permit a motion to stay to be filed—thus, Appellant would be
further prejudiced. The present issues warrant immediate court action.

C.  This motion is being emailed to Respondent and her counsel in the lower
court concurrent with it being submitted for e-filing with the Court. Regular
service by mail is also being effectuated.

/1]

3 0f 10
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Thus, Appellant is filing this Motion to Stay on an emergency basis.
Dated this 3" day of January, 2017

/s/ E_Peter James

LAW OFFICES OF F. PETER JAMES
F. Peter James, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 10091

3821 W. Charleston Blvd., Suite 250
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102
702-256-0087

Counsel for Appellant

POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

Appellant is requesting that the Court stay the execution of the judgments
in the lower court pending the outcome of the appeal.

Relief Was Not Requested in the District Court

As stated herein, Appellant did not request a stay in the district court.
Appellant is not permitted to file a motion in the lower court as he has also been
(however improperly) declared a vexatious litigant. (See Ex. 2 at 3:10-16). It
would take weeks to get this matter set for a hearing in the lower court as
Appellant would have to seek leave of the lower court to file the motion and get
a hearing set—whether or not on shortened time. Moreover, the lower court
might not even permit a motion to stay to be filed—thus, Appellant would be

further prejudiced. The present issues warrant immediate court action.

4 of 10
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As the process in the district court would take weeks to be adjudicated, if
even heard at all, Appellant is seeking relief in this Court. A temporary stay
pending the lower court permitting a motion to stay being filed and then heard
might be prudent.

Standard for a Stay

The factors for stays in civil cases not involving child custody are as
follows:
1. Whether the object of the appeal will be defeated if the stay is denied;
2. Whether Appellant will suffer irreparable or serious injury if the stay is
denied;
3. Whether Respondent will suffer irreparable or serious injury if the stay is
granted;
4. Whether Appellant is likely to prevail on the merits in the appeal.
See NRAP 8(c). Appellant meets the standard for a stay.
Whether the object of the appeal will be defeated if the stay is denied
The object of the appeal will be defeated if the stay is denied. The object
of the appeal is, as is relevant to the request for a stay, the improper award of the
$88,000 to Respondent.
As 1s discussed herein, the lower court improperly awarded Respondent
$88,000. (See Ex. 2). Respondent is attempting to collect on this award, which
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is improper given the vexatious litigant violation which is discussed herein. (See
Ex. 1).

If Respondent collects on the $88,000 and Appellant prevails on appeal
(which is highly likely as stated herein), Appellant will have a very difficult time
recovering the money from Respondent. Respondent is financially irresponsible
and unstable. (See e.g. Petition for Stay filed in this Court on December 15, 2016,
evidencing that Respondent’s house is in foreclosure).

Whether Appellant will suffer irreparable or serious injury if the stay is
denied

As stated herein, Appellant will suffer irreparable harm / serious financial
injury if the stay is denied. Respondent is attempting to collect on the debt. (See
Ex. 1). IfRespondent collects the $88,000, Appellant (as stated herein) will have
a very difficult time recovering the monies due to Respondent’s financial
irresponsibility and instability. (See e.g. Petition for Stay filed in this Court on
December 15, 2016, evidencing that Respondent’s house is in foreclosure).
Whether Respondent will suffer irreparable or serious injury if the stay is
granted

Respondent will not suffer any harm if the stay is granted. As stated, the
award of $88,000 to Respondent is entirely improper. Even if Appellant
misappropriated funds, a simple accounting would remedy the matter. All that
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needs to be done is an accounting of the balances of the accounts as of July 24,
2014. Half of the total amount would be divided to the parties (save offsets
awarded in the Decree). Thus, the award of $88,000 for purported misappropriate
1s improper as a simple accounting would resolve the matter.

Moreover and as stated herein, the lower court made no findings as to the
award. This is clear legal error.

As Appellant is highly likely to prevail, Respondent will not be prejudiced
by a stay being granted.

Whether Appellant is likely to prevail on the merits in the appeal

Appellant is very likely to prevail on the merits in the appeal. The award
of $88,000 to Respondent is clear legal error. Moreover, the lower court made
no findings whatsoever—not as to what was purportedly misappropriated, not as
to when it was purportedly misappropriated, not as to how the court determined
how much was purportedly misappropriated, and not as to why an accounting
would not resolve the matter.

The lower court has improperly awarded Respondent $88,000.00 to which
she is not entitled. The Decree of Divorce divided the parties’ assets and debts
and gives a date certain for determination of the division, to wit July 25, 2014.
(See Ex. 3). Respondent alleges that Appellant misappropriated assets. (See
Opposition / Countermotion, attached hereto as Ex. 4).
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As stated herein, the Decree provided for a date certain for calculation of
the date for which the division of assets was to be determined—IJuly 24, 2014.
(See Ex. 3). Yet, the lower court erroneously (and without findings) determined
that Appellant misappropriated $176,000 and awarded Respondent a windfall of
$88,000. (See Ex. 2).

Even if Appellant did misappropriate funds (which he denies), this
becomes an accounting issue. All that needs to be done is to determine what the
account balances were on the July 24, 2014, add them up, and divide the amount
in half. That is what is to go to each party. It does matter where the monies come
from—all that matters is that Respondent gets half of the total assets. So, even if
Appellant did misappropriate funds (which he denies), this is an accounting issue.

The lower court improperly awarded Respondent $88,000 when all that
needed to be done is an accounting. Moreover, it is entirely unclear how the
lower court determined that $176,000 was purportedly misappropriated as there
are no findings. (See generally Ex. 2). The failure of the district court to make
specific findings of fact and conclusions of law as to arguments on appeal
prevents the reviewing court from conducting meaningful appellate review. See
e.g. Jitnan v. Oliver, 127 Nev. 424, 433, 254 P.3d 623, 629 (2011).

As such, Appellant is likely to prevail on appeal.

% % %
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Weighing the factors for a stay, Appellant should be granted a stay of the
underlying judgment.
CONCLUSION
The Court should issue a stay of the judgment of the lower court pending
the resolution of the appeal. Alternatively, the Court should issue a temporary
stay pending the lower court hearing the motion to stay.
Dated this 3™ day of January, 2017

/s/ E_Peter James

LAW OFFICES OF F. PETER JAMES
F. Peter James, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 10091

3821 W. Charleston Blvd., Suite 250
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102
702-256-0087

Counsel for Appellant
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that on this 3" day of January, 2017, I caused the above and

foregoing document entitled MOTION TO STAY to be served by placing same

to be deposited for mailing in the United States Mail, in a sealed envelope upon

which first class postage was prepaid in Las Vegas, Nevada to the following:

Ruorong Yu

6721 Old Valley Street

Las Vegas, Nevada 89149
702-505-2882
happyruorong@gmail.com
Respondent in proper person

I further certify that, on the above date, said document is being emailed to

the following:

Ruorong Yu
happyruorong@gmail.com
ruorongyu.lv@yahoo.com
Respondent in proper person

Robert O. Kurt, Esq.
KurthLawOffice@gmail.com
Respondent’s counsel in the lower court

/s/ F. Peter James

An employee of the Law Offices of F. Peter James, Esq., PLLC
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