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IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

In the Matter of the Case No: PR16-00128

JORDAN DANA FRASIER FAMILY TRUST | Dept. No.: 15 [PR]

PETITION FOR FINAL ACCOUNTING OF THE TRUST, FOR REMOVAL
OF PREMIER TRUST AS SOLE TRUSTEE OF THE TRUST, AND FOR
APPOINTMENT OF A SOLE SUCCESSOR TRUSTEE OF THE TRUST

APPROVED BY THE COURT

Mrs. Dinny Frasier (“Mrs. Frasier”) hereby petitions this Court an order

requiring Premier Trust to submit a final accounting of the Jordan Dana Frasier
Family Trust and Trusts created thereunder (the "Trust") to the Court for judicial
review, for an order removing Premier Trust as Sole Trustee of the Trust, and for an
order appointing a sole successor trustee of the Trust selected by the Court.

This Petition is based on the following Memorandum of Points & Authorities,

any Exhibits attached thereto, any oral argument and evidence offered at the hearing

on this Petition, and the papers and pleadings on file with this Court.

DATED this 15th day of June, 2018.
By:_/Isl Ztrick B HWithsap
Nevada Bar No. 12043

Wallace & Millsap LLC
Local Counsel for Mrs. Dinny Frasier
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS & AUTHORITIES

I. STATEMENT OF THE ISSUE & REQUESTED RELIEF

This Court has jurisdiction to hear this Petition, remove Premier Trust (“PT”)
as Trustee, and appoint a sole Successor Trustee of the Trust.! Specifically, the Court
assumed jurisdiction of the Trust pursuant to NRS 164.010. NRS 164.010 permits
the Court to grant the relief described in NRS 153.031 and NRS 164.015. NRS
153.031(1)(k) allows the Court to remove and appoint trustees. Similarly, NRS
164.015(1) allows the Court to hear proceedings concerning the administration of a
trust and determine matters involving trustees and beneficiaries of a trust.
Therefore, pursuant to the statutory authority conferred upon this Court by NRS
164.010, 164.015(1) and 153.081(1)(k), this Court may remove PT as trustee of the
Trust and appoint a sole successor trustee to administer the Trust.

There is legal cause to remove PT as sole trustee of the Trust and appoint a
sole successor trustee. Specifically, PT failed to timely pay credit card obligations of
the Trust. PT erroneously double paid certain bills. PT failed to timely submit
certain tax returns for Mrs. Frasier. PT failed to adequately maintain certain real
property owned by the Trust. PT withheld payments and distributions requested by
Mrs. Frasier to her financial detriment. And, PT failed to properly account for the
finances of the Trust as required by law and the terms of the Trust. Considering PT's
breaches of fiduciary duty, this Court should exercise its statutory authority to
remove PT as trustee of the Trust and appoint a sole successor trustee approved by
the Court.

Alternatively, the Court need not find PT breached its fiduciary duty, or was
otherwise negligent in its duties, to remove PT as Trustee. Separate and apart from
any alleged breach of duty, the Trust empowers Mrs. Frasier to appoint the trustee

of the Trust. By virtue of this Petition, Mrs. Frasier exercises her right under the

1 The Jordan Dana Frasier Family Trust and Trusts created thereunder shall hereinafter be referred
to as the Trust.

-
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Tyust instrument to remove PT as trustee and appoint a sole successor trustee of the
Trust. Mrs. Frasier consents to this Court's selection of the sole successor trustee.

Finally, Mrs. Frasier requests this Court order PT to file a final accounting
with the Court in order to conclude PT's affairs with the Trust pursuant to NRS
153.031(1)(h) and NRS 153.041.

II. STATEMENT OF CASE PROCEDURE

This case began when Mrs. Frasier and PT filed a "Petition for Confirmation
of Trustees, for Construction of the Trust Instruments, and for Instructions" on
March 2, 2016. See the Petition attached as Exhibit 1. The Petition requested this
Court assume jurisdiction of the Trust pursuant to NRS 164.010, confirm Mrs.
Frasier is a co-trustee of the Trust, confirm PT is the corporate and primary co-trustee
of the Trust, order PT to provide an annual accounting of the Trust to Mrs. Frasier,
and provide guidance on PT's duties with respect to a medical office building in which
the Trust had partial ownership. See Exhibit 1 p. 7. After a lawfully noticed hearing
before the Honorable Probate Commissioner Robin Wright on April 13, 2016,
Commissioner Wright issued a Recommendation for Order on April 21, 2016. See
Recommendation for Order attached as Exhibit 2. The Recommendation stated this
Court assumed ongoing jurisdiction over the Trust pursuant to NRS 164.010 until
otherwise ordered by the Court. See Exhibit 2 §'s 3 and 17. The Recommendation
also confirmed PT was the primary Co-Trustee of the Trust. See Exhibit 2 § 11. The
District Court then adopted and confirmed the Recommendation for Order in a
Minute Order dated August 18, 2016 with the exception of Paragraph 13 of the
Recommendation. See August 18, 2016 Minutes attached as Exhibit 3. The Court
issued a written Order on August 29, 2016 adopting the Recommendation for Order
attached as Exhibit 4, except for Paragraph 13 of the Recommendation. Therefore,
this Court has ongoing jurisdiction over the Trust pursuant to NRS 164.010.

Initially, the dispute before this Court involved the Trust's and Dr. Frasier's
joint ownership of a medical office building in Southern California. See Dr. Frasier's

3-
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Response to Recommendation for Order filed on May 19, 2016 attached as Exhibit
5. The Court set a bench trial on May 8, 2017, to determine the Trust's and Dr.
Frasier's legal rights and responsibilities with respect to the medical building. See
October 5, 2016 Order After Hearing attached as Exhibit 6. The Court also required
the Parties to attend mediation prior to the bench trial. On February 24, 2017, PT
filed a "Status Report" indicating the Parties mediated their issues with the medical
building on January 27, 2017 and resolved the dispute. See Status Report attached
as Exhibit 7.

Thereafter, the Parties disputed the terms of settlement, and in certain
respects, contested whether there was an enforceable settlement agreement reached
during mediation. In response, this Court conducted an evidentiary hearing on May
9, 2017 regarding the enforceability of the settlement and its specific terms. After
the hearing, the Court ordered the Settlement Agreement attached as Exhibit 8
reached during the January 27, 2017 mediation was valid and enforceable. The Court
further clarified the Agreement should be enforced as written subject only to the
requirement that equalization payments should be made upon Mrs. Frasier's passing
and that Amy Frasier Wilson will receive the Mission Viejo property and equalizing
payments outright and free of trust. Therefore, the disputes arising out of the Trust's
and Dr. Frasier's joint ownership of the medical building were resolved by the Parties
during mediation, and the terms of their Settlement Agreement were enforced by this
Court in its July 6, 2017 Order attached as Exhibit 9.

Separate and apart from the medical building, PT instituted litigation
regarding Mrs. Frasier's capacity, and whether third-parties were unduly influencing
her. See Second Supplemental Petition for Instructions filed May 31, 2017 on file
with the Court. Mrs. Frasier objected to the Second Supplemental Petition and the
Petition was set for hearing. See Court Docket. The Parties continued the hearing
on several occasions in contemplation of settling the issues raised by the Petition. See

Court Docket. However, Mrs. Frasier and PT were unable to reach a formal

4-
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resolution of the Petition and, consequently, the Court ordered the Parties to appear
for a hearing on the Petition October 17, 2017.

During the hearing, Mrs. Frasier, through her counsel, offered to resign as co-
trustee of the Trust to alleviate any concern of undue influence prejudicing Mrs.
Frasier's administration of the Trust. See October 17, 2017 hearing Transcript
attached as Exhibit 10, p. 19, Ins. 11-17, and p. 21, Ins. 13-15. The Court ordered
Mrs. Frasier removed as co-trustee of the Trust consistent with her offer to resign as
co-trustee. See Court Order dated December 11, 2017 attached as Exhibit 11 § 1.
However, Mrs. Frasier requested PT's removal as trustee of the Trust in
consideration of her resignation as co-trustee in compromise of PT's Second
Supplemental Petition for Instructions. See Exhibit 10 at p. 19, Ins. 11-17. The
Court did not order the immediate removal of PT as trustee, however, the Court
indicated it would remove PT as Trustee if it were found to be in breach of its duties.
Id. at p. 38, Ins. 20-25 and Exhibit 11 at § 9. PT breached its fiduciary duties to the
Trust and its vested beneficiary, Mrs. Frasier, as stated below. Consequently, PT
should be removed as sole trustee of the Trust, and Mrs. Frasier consents to the
Court's appointment of a sole successor trustee as contemplated during the October
17, 2017 Hearing.

III. STATEMENT OF FACTS

On December 29, 1980, Mrs. Frasier, and her husband Jordan Dana Frasier,
established the Jordan Dana Frasier Family Trust. See Exhibit 1§ 1. Mr. and Mrs.
Frasier amended the Trust several times during Mr. Frasier's lifetime. See Exhibit
1 9's 1-7. Ultimately, Mr. and Mrs. Frasier amended the Trust five separate times
during Mr. Frasier's lifetime. Id.

Upon Mr. Frasier's death, the Trust required division of the Trust corpus into
a Survivor's Trust for the sole benefit of Mrs. Frasier, and a Tax Exemption Trust.
See Exhibit 1 9 9. Until her death, Mrs. Frasier is the sole income beneficiary of the
Survivor's Trust and the Tax Exemption Trust. See Exhibit 1 § 17.

5.
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The Trust empowers Mrs. Frasier to select a corporate trustee to serve as the
primary trustee of the Trust and administer the Trust for her benefit. See Exhibit
1 9's 20, 22, 23, 42, 43. PT admitted the Trust allows the surviving spouse, in this
case Mrs. Frasier, to select a corporate trustee to handle the primary administration
of the Trust and oversee the Trust's affairs. See Exhibit 1 9 20. In May of 2015,
Mrs. Frasier removed Merrill Lynch Trust Company of California as corporate
trustee of the Trust and appointed PT as corporate trustee of the Trust pursuant to
her power of appointment under the Trust. See Exhibit 1 § 13.

Since PT's appointment as corporate trustee of the Trust in May of 2015, PT
failed to properly account for the Trust on an annual basis. Specifically, PT failed to
provide annual accountings to Mrs. Frasier for the calendar years of 2015 and 2016
in the form, and containing the content, required by NRS 165.1201 to 165.148. See
Verification of Dinny G. Frasier attached as Exhibit 12. PT failed to timely pay
credit obligations of the Trust and double-paid certain expenses. PT failed to timely
submit Mrs. Frasier's personal tax returns. See California Franchise Tax Board’s
Notice of Non-Filings attached as Exhibit 13. PT failed to maintain the Trust's real
property and allowed certain parcels of property to fall into disrepair. See Photos
attached as Exhibit 14.

In light of the above, Mrs. Frasier respectfully petitions this Court for an order
removing PT as sole trustee of the Trust and for appointment of a sole successor
trustee by the Court pursuant to the statutory authority cited below and Mrs.
Frasier's power to appoint the trustee under the terms of the Trust.

IV. APPLICABLE LAW & ARGUMENT

This Court has in rem jurisdiction over the Trust pursuant to NRS 164.010.
Under NRS 164.010, the Court has authority to issue orders consistent with NRS
153.031 and NRS 164.015. NRS 153.031 and NRS 164.015 permit the Court to
remove and appoint trustees, as well as, to order the trustee to provide an accounting
of a trust. Accordingly, Mrs. Frasier respectfully petitions this Court to: a) order the

-6-
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removal of PT as trustee of the Trust for cause; or alternatively, b) order the removal
of PT as trustee pursuant to Mrs. Frasier's power to appoint the trustee under the
trust instrument. And finally, Mrs. Frasier requests this Court order PT to file a
final accounting with the Court to conclude PT's services to the Trust pursuant to
NRS 153.031(1)(h), NRS 153.041, and the terms of the Trust.
a. Mrs. Frasier petitions this Court to remove PT as trustee of the
Trust pursuant to NRS 153.031(1)(k).

NRS 153.081(1)(k) states "[a] trustee or beneficiary may petition the court
regarding any aspect of the affairs of the trust, including:...[a]ppointing or removing
a trustee..." Therefore, this Court has statutory authority to order the removal of PT
as trustee of the Trust and appoint a sole successor trustee of the Trust pursuant to
NRS 153.081(1)(k). Mrs. Frasier respectfully requests this Court exercise its
statutory authority to remove PT as trustee of the Trust, because PT breached its
fiduciary duties to the Trust and its vested beneficiary — Mrs. Frasier.

Specifically, PT failed to timely make credit card payments for the Trust. PT
failed to timely file Mrs. Frasier's tax returns with the California State Franchise
Tax Board. PT failed to provide annual accountings to Mrs. Frasier in 2015 and 2016.
And, PT failed to maintain certain parcels of real property owned by the Trust in good
repair. These failures establish a basis for PT's removal as trustee of the Trust
pursuant to NRS 153.031(1)(k).

Upon PT's removal as trustee, Mrs. Frasier requests the Court appoint a sole
successor trustee of the Trust consistent with NRS 153.081(1)(k) and Mrs. Frasier's

request delineated below in subsection (IV)(b) of this Petition

b. Alternatively, Mrs. Frasier respectfully requests this Court
confirm her discretionary authority to remove PT as trustee
pursuant to the terms of the Trust.

Alternatively, the Court may order PT's removal as trustee of the Trust,

regardless of whether PT breached its duties, because the Trust instrument

-7-
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empowers Mrs. Frasier to choose the corporate trustee of the Trust. PT admitted the
Trust allows the surviving spouse, Mrs. Frasier, to select a corporate trustee to
handle the primary administration of the Trust and oversee the Trust's affairs. See
Exhibit 1 7 20. Mrs. Frasier exercises her present right to choose the corporate
trustee of the Trust by relieving PT as sole trustee and requesting the Court confirm
the appointment of Whittier Trust Investment & Wealth Management as sole
successor trustee of the Trust. Whittier's appointment is consistent with the Court's
Order requiring the successor trustee to have offices in Reno, Nevada to enable this
Court's continued jurisdiction over the Trust, as well as, allow for immediate response
to any Court concerns regarding the Trust's ongoing administration and affairs.
Additionally, Whittier Trust has an office in Southern California near Mrs. Frasier's
residence, enabling her to develop a more personal relationship with the corporate
trustee overseeing her affairs as she has previously desired. Moreover, the situs of]
all Trust assets and beneficiaries is Southern California, further supporting the

appointment of Whittier since it has offices in both Reno and Southern California.

c. Mrs. Frasier petitions this Court for an order requiring PT to
file a final accounting to conclude PT's financial affairs with the
Trust.

NRS 153.031(1)(h) empowers the Court to order the trustee to account to the
beneficiary of a trust. Additionally, NRS 153.0412 requires the trustee to file an
account for a trust upon a properly noticed petition by the beneficiary. Mrs. Frasier
petitions this Court for an order requiring PT to file its final account for the Trust
pursuant to NRS 153.031(1)(h) and NRS 153.041 in order to conclude PT's financial
management of the Trust. Notice of the NRS 153.041 petition for accounting will be
provided in accordance with NRS 155.010.

2 NRS 158.041 states "[t]he trustee may, upon petition of a beneficiary or the guardian of a beneficiary,
be ordered to appear at a hearing and render an account. The trustee must be served with a citation
in the manner provided in NRS 155.050. Unless otherwise ordered by the court, the citation must be
served at least 30 days before the day of the hearing. The petition may not be denied unless an account
has been filed with the court within 1 year before the petition if filed."

-8-
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V.

CONCLUSION AND REQUESTED RELIEF
Mrs. Frasier humbly petitions this Court for:

a) an order removing PT as trustee of the Trust;

b) an order appointing Whittier Trust Investment & Wealth
Management as sole successor trustee of the Trust, or an alternative
Corporate Trustee selected by the Court;

¢) an order requiring PT to file a final accounting for the Trust with the
Court pursuant to NRS 153.041 and NRS 153.031(1)(h); and

d) For reasonable attorney’s fees necessarily incurred to bring this
Petition before the Court.

Affirmation

The undersigned affirms this document does not contain the social security

number or legally private information of any person.

By:

Dated this 15t day of June, 2018.

sl tbet ot : By: /sl Bowes e
F. McClure Wallace, Esq. BARNET RESNICK, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No.: 10264 Admitted Pro Hac Vice
Patrick R. Millsap, Esq. VOGT/RESNICK/SHERAK, LLP
Nevada Bar No. 12043 4400 MacArthur Boulevard, Suite 900
WALLACE & MILLSAP LLC P.O. Box 7849
510 W Plumb Lane, Suite A Newport Beach, CA 92658-7849
Reno, Nevada 89509 Ph: 949-851-9001
Ph: 775-683-9599 Fax: 949-833-3445
mcclure@wallacemillsap.com Lead Counsel for Mrs. Dinny Frasier

patrick@wallacemillsap.com
Local Counsel for Petitioner
Mrs. Dinny Frasier
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify I am an employee of Wallace & Millsap LLC,
510 W. Plumb Lane, Suite A, Reno, NV 89509, and that on the 15th day of June, 2018,

4||I served the foregoing document via the Second Judicial District Court’s electronic

filing system upon Premier Trust through its Counsel of Record — G. David Robertson,
Esq. I further certify I deposited a true copy of the foregoing with the U.S Postal

Service in Reno, Nevada, postage prepaid, addressed to:

Nori Frasier
4372 Pacifica Way, Unit 3
Oceanside, California 92056

Amy Frasier Wilson
10 Via Sonrisa
Mission Viejo, California 92692

Bradley L. Frasier, MD
3609 Vista Way
Oceanside, CA 92056

DATED this 15tk day of June, 2018

By:_/s/ Chris Miller
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Telephone No.: (775) 329-5600

Facsimile No.: (775) 348-8300

Attorneys for Petitioners,

Co-Trustees Dinny G. Frasier and Premier Trust, Inc.

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE, STATE OF NEVADA

In the Matter of the Case No.

JORDAN DANA FRASIER FAMILY TRUST Dept. No. PR

PETITION FOR CONFIRMATION OF TRUSTEES, FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE

TRUST INSTRUMENTS, AND FOR INSTRUCTIONS

Pursuant to the provisions of NRS chapter 164, Petitioners Dinny G. Frasier (“Dinny”)
and Premier Trust, Inc. (“Premiet”), Co-Trustees of the Jordan Dana Frasier Family Trust, by
and through their attorneys of record, the law firm of Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson,
hereby petition this Court (i) to assume jurisdiction of the Jordan Dana Frasier Family Trust, and
all other trusts created thereunder, (ii) to confirm their appointments as co-trustees of said trusts,
(iii) for construction of the trust documents, (iv) for instructions on how to proceed, and (v) to
confirm that the actions and non-actions by the co-trustees to date have been consistent with their
duties as fiduciaries under the trusts.

I. Trust Summary

1. On December 29, 1980, Dinny and her husband, Jordan Dana Frasier (“Joe”)
established the Jordan Dana Frasier Family Trust, which was subsequently amended and restated
(collectively, the “Frasier Family Trust™),

2. Joe and Dinny first amended that original trust instrument on December 31, 1984,

3. Joe and Dinny amended the trust instrument for the second time on April 8, 1987.

PETITION FOR CONFIRMATION OF TRUSTEES AND FOR INSTRUCTIONS
PAGE 1
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4. Joe and Dinny amended and completely restated the Frasier Family Trust on
September 21, 1999 (the “Third Amendment™).

5. Joe and Dinny amended the Frasier Family Trust for a fourth time on March 15,
2000 (the “Fourth Amendment”).

6. Joe and Dinny amended the Frasier Family Trust for a fifth time on June 7, 2000
(the “Fifth Amendment”).

7. A copy of the Frasier Family Trust, including all five amendments, is attached
hereto as Exhibit 1.

8. Joe died on October 22, 2014.

9. Upon Joe’s death, the Frasier Family Trust, as amended, required a split of assets
between the Survivor’s Trust and a Tax Exemption Trust. The Frasier Family Trust authorized,
but did not require, the creation of a third sub-trust, the Marital Trust. Following Joe’s death,
however, Dinny elected not to fund the Marital Trust.

10.  The Frasier Family Trust provides for the appointment of a corporate co-trustee.

11. Following Joe’s death, in accordance with the terms of the Fourth Amendment,
Dinny initially sought to use Merrill Lynch Trust Company of California (“Merrill”) as her
corporate co-trustee.

12.  Dinny quickly realized that using Merrill created administrative problems in that
Merill wanted to oversee all investment funds, even those held with other institutional
investment firms. For these and other reasons, Dinny felt that it would be more advantageous to
the trusts to select Premier as an independent corporate co-trustee.

13.  In or around May, 2015, Dinny appointed Premier to serve as the corporate co-
trustee for the Frasier Family Trust and all of its sub-trusts.

14.  Premier is a professional corporate trustee, duly licensed to conduct trust business
in the State of Nevada.

15. Premier is formed under the laws of the State of Nevada, with offices in Reno and

Las Vegas.

PETITION FOR CONFIRMATION OF TRUSTEES AND FOR INSTRUCTIONS
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16.  Dinny and Premier have diligently allocated and administered the trust assets
pursuant to the terms of the Frasier Family Trust, as amended.

17.  Until her death, Dinny is the sole income beneficiary of all of the trusts.

18. Joe and Dinny had three children, Bradley L. Frasier (“Brad”), Nori Beth Frasier
Cady (“Nori”), and Amy Michelle Frasier Wilson (“Amy”).

19.  Brad, Nori and Amy are currently classified as contingent beneficiaries of the Tax
Exemption Trust (the Tax Exemption Trust is sometimes referred to as the “Tax Exempt Trust”
or the “B Trust”).

I1. Jurisdictional Facts

20.  Through their amendments to the Frasier Family Trust, Joe and Dinny repeatedly
emphasized that the surviving spouse could select a corporate co-trustee to handle the primary
administration of the trusts and to oversee trust affairs.

21.  The Third Amendment, which amended and completely restated the Frasier
Family Trust, provides: “If at any time during this trust there are co-trustees, as between the
trustees, the corporate trustee shall have custody of all personal property of the trust estate and
shall maintain all records and accounts of the trust estate.” (Ex. 1, 3d Am., art. 4(B)(6), at p. 36.)

22.  The Fourth Amendment to the Frasier Family Trust goes on to state, in pertinent
part:

[1]f Dinny G. Frasier is the survivor, she shall then serve as co-trustee with Merrill

Lynch Trust Company of California as co-trustee. . .. Additionally, the then

current income beneficiary [i.e., Dinny] . . . may at any time, from time to time, in

writing, change corporate trustees by appointing another corporate trustee as

trustee of the Trust.

(Ex. 1, 4th Am., atp. 1.)

23, As noted above, Dinny exercised her right to select Premier as her co-trustee.

24,  Dinny is a California resident.

25.  Moreover, the trusts own some real property located in California.

26. Since assuming its role as corporate co-trustee, however, Premier has been the

primary administrator of the trust through its office located in Reno, Nevada.

27.  As explained below, this Court has jurisdiction over each trust.

PETTTION FOR CONFIRMATION OF TRUSTEES AND FOR INSTRUCTIONS
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28.  The trustees conduct the business of each trust in Washoe County, Nevada.

29.  The corporate co-trustee, Premier, is a Nevada corporation with its only places of
business being in Nevada.

30. Premier maintains the Frasier Family Trust accounts,

31.  Premier’s Reno office is primarily overseeing the business of each trust.

32.  The day-to-day records of each Trust are maintained in Washoe County, Nevada.

33.  The co-trustees consent to the jurisdiction of Washoe County, Nevada.

34.  The majority of the trusts® assets are invested in cash, investment funds, securities
and other personal property.

35.  Consistent with the trust documents, Premier has custody of all of the personal
property of each trust.

36.  Therefore, the principal place of administration of the trusts is in Reno, Nevada.

37.  Washoe County is the proper venue because the principal place of administration
of each trust is in Washoe County (where the day-to-day business is conducted).

38.  According to the terms of NRS 164.010(1):

Upon petition of any person appoiﬁted as trustee of an express trust by any written

instrument other than a will, or upon petition of a settlor or beneficiary of the

trust, the district court of the county in which the trustee resides or conducts

business, or in which the trust has been domiciled, shall consider the application

to assume jurisdiction of the trust as a proceeding in rem.

39,  Pursuant to NRS 164.010, this Court has jurisdiction of the trusts, the matters
brought forth in this petition, and other matters which the Court may need to determine in the
future in rel ation to the trusts.

40. Petitioners desire that the Court assume jurisdiction of the trusts and confirm them
as the duly-appointed co-trustees.

II1. Factual Basis for Petition
41.  Dinny Frasier is the sole income beneficiary of the Frasier Family Trust.
42.  Pursuant to the Fourth Amendment to the Frasier Family Trust, Dinny “may at

any time, from time to time, in writing, change corporate trustees by appointing another

corporate trustee as trustee of the Trust.” (Ex. 1, 4th Am., atp. 1.)

PETITION FOR CONFIRMATION OF TRUSTEES AND FOR INSTRUCTIONS
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43.  In May, 2015, after several months of consideration, Dinny exercised her right to
appoint Premier as her co-trustee.

44,  Premier is a Nevada corporation doing business in Washoe County, Nevada.

45.  Premier maintains the Frasier Family Trust accounts, maintains the day-to-day
records of the Frasier Family Trust, and holds custody of all personal property.

46.  All of these functions occur in Washoe County, Nevada.

47.  According to the terms of the Frasier Family Trust:

The trustee is authorized to employ custodians, investment advisers, attorneys,

accountants, and any other agents or advisers to assist the trustee in the

administration of this trust, and to rely on the information and advice given by

such agents and advisers. Reasonable compensation for all such services

performed by such agents and advisers shall be paid from the trust estate out of

either income or principal as the trustee in the trustee’s discretion shall determine.

(Bx. 1, 3d Am., art. 3(P), at p. 32.)

48.  Premier intends to charge fees for its administration of the trusts in accordance
with its agreed fee schedules and does not request specific confirmation of its administrative fees
at this time.

49,  The Petitioners’ attorneys intend to charge fees for their services on an hourly
basis and do not request specific confirmation of their fees at this time.

50.  Both trustees have agreed to the payment of the attorneys’ fees and costs.

51.  Dinny, in her capacity as co-trustee, has agreed to the payment of Premier’s fees
and the attorneys’ fees and costs,

52.  The income beneficiary, Dinny Frasier, has agreed to payment of the co-trustee’s
fees and the attorneys’ fees and costs.

53.  Premier has provided the original Frasier Family Trust instrument, along with all
five amendments, to Brad, Nori and Amy.

54,  Premier has also provided periodic accountings to Dinny, and has worked with
Dinny on the evaluation, maintenance and disposition of the trusts’ assets.

55. Pursuant to the terms of the Frasier Family Trust, “[t]he trustee shall be under no

duty to obtain any authority or approval of any court in the exercise of any power conferred in
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this trust, and shall be under no duty to make current accountings to any court.” (Ex. 1, 3d Am.,
art. 3(L), atp. 31.)

56.  Brad has requested an accounting of the assets in both the Survivor’s Trust and
the Tax Exemption Trust.

57.  According to the terms of the Frasier Family Trust, “[aJnnual accountings shall be
made by the trustee to each then income beneficiary” of the trust. (Id., art. 3(L), atp. 31.)

58.  There is no authorization to provide an accounting to contingent beneficiaries.

59.  The trustees want to reasonably cooperate with all potential beneficiaries, but
because the Prasier Family Trust does not provide for the disclosure of any accountings to
contingent beneficiaries the trustees are unsure if they are authorized to release this information
to the contingent beneficiaries.

60.  Brad’s trust and the Frasier Family Trust are co-owners in an office building in
California, but the trustees have not received complete financial records for that building.

61.  Again, the trustees want to reasonably cooperate with all potential beneficiaries,
but they are also mindful of their duties to account for and appropriately apportion trust assets.

62.  Thus, the Petitioners require guidance from this Court.

63.  Petitioners believe that their actions and non-actions during their tenure as
trustees of the trusts have been consistent with the intent of the grantors as expressed in the
language of the trust documents.

64,  Petitioners’ respective and collective actions and non-actions have been
undertaken in good faith, and with reasonable care.

65.  Petitioners seek confirmation that they are duly-qualified current Trustees of the

trusts, and that their actions and non-actions have been consistent with their duties as fiduciaries.

IV. Notice of Petition
66.  As Noted above, Dinny is the sole income beneficiary of the trusts, and Brad,

Nori and Amy are all classified as contingent beneficiaries of the B Trust.
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67.  Therespective addresses for notice to Brad, Nori and Amy are:

Dr. Bradly Frasier

1645 Aryana Drive

Encinitas, CA 92024-1294

Nori Frasier

4372 Pacifica Way, Unit 3

Oceanside, CA 92056

Amy Frasier Wilson

10 Via Sonrisa

Mission Viejo, CA 92692

68.  Brad, Nori and Amy will all be given notice of this petition in accordance with
NRS 164.037.

V. Prayer for Relief

WHEREFORE, Petitioners pray for an order from the Court as follows:

A. Assuming jurisdiction of the trusts pursuant to NRS 164.010;

B Confirming Dinny’s status as co-trustee of the trusts;

C. Confirming Premier’s appointment as corporate and primary co-trustee;

D Ordering Premier to provide an annual accounting of the trust assets to Dinny;

E. Declaring whether, pursuant to the Frasier Family Trust agreements, the co-
trustees are allowed to provide an accounting to any contingent beneficiary or other person until
Dinny’s death;

E. Declaring that only Dinny and Premier are authorized to administer the trusts and
that no third party may interfere with the assets or administration of the trusts;

G. Confirming and declaring that the trustees are entitled to demand and inspect
reasonable management and financial records concerning all trust assets (including, without
limitation, information detailing the management, profitability, maintenance and operation of
such assets); and

H. For such other and further relief and determinations as the Court may deem just
and proper.

/1
Iy
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Affirmation

Pursuant to NRS § 239B.030, the undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding

document does not contain the social security number of any person.

Dated this o2 day of March, 2016.

ROBERTSON, JOHNSON,
MILLER & WILLIAMSON
50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600
Reno, Nevada 89501
(775) 329-5600

/

By
Richard D. Williamson, Esq.
Marilee Breternitz, Esq.

Attorneys for Dinny G. Frasier and
Premier Trust, Inc.
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VERIFICATION
Under penalties of perjury, Dinny G. Frasier, Co-Trustee of the Jordan Dana Frasier

Family Trust, hereby declares the following:

1. I am a duly-appointed co-trustee of Jordan Dana Frasier Family Trust, and a
Petitioner herein;
2. I have read the foregoing Petition for Confirmation of Trustees, for Construction

of the Trust Instruments, and for Instructions, and know the contents thereof: and

3. The statements made in this Petition are true of my own personal knowledge,
except as to those matters stated on information and belief, and that as to those matters 1 believe
them to be true.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the law of the State of Nevada that the foregoing
is true and correct.

Dated thisc_g [ day of February, 2016.

pﬂ%ﬁg s

(ﬁit‘)é/ G. Frasier
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VERIFICATION

Under penalties of perjury, Nicole Shrive, as a Trust Officer of and on behalf of Premier
Trust, Inc., a Nevada corporation, which is a Co-Trustee of the Jordan Dana Frasier Family
Trust, hereby declares the following:

1. Premier Trust, Inc. is a duly-appointed co-trustee of Jordan Dana Frasier Family
Trust, and a Petitioner herein;

2. I have read the foregoing Petition for Confirmation of Trustees, for Construction
of the Trust Instruments, and for Instructions, and know the contents thereof; and

3. The statements made in this Petition are true of my own personal knowledge,
except as to those matters stated on information and belief, and that as to those matters I believe
them to be true.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Dated this 29 _day of February, 2016.

St

Nicole Shrive, Trust Officer for
Premier Trust, Inc., a Nevada corporation
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FILED FILED

Electronically Electronically
PR16-00128 PR16-00128
2018-06-18 09:10:46 AM 2016-04-21 11:56:11 A
1940 Jacqueline Bryant Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 6732426 : yvilotia Transaction # 547809

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE, STATE OF NEVADA

In the Matter of the Case No. PR16-00128

JORDAN DANA FRASIER FAMILY TRUST. Dept. No. PR
Hearing date: April 13, 2016
/

RECOMMENDATION FOR ORDER
GRANTING PETITION FOR CONFIRMATION OF TRUSTEES,
FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE TRUST INSTRUMENTS,
AND FOR INSTRUCTIONS

Petitioners Dinny G. Frasier and Premier Trust, Inc., Co-Trustees of the
Jordan Dana Frasier Family Trust, having filed a Petition for Confirmation of
Trustees, for Construction of the Trust Instruments, and for Instructions, the matter
regularly having come on for hearing, and no objection being filed thereto;

And the undersigned Commissioner, deeming the matter significant enough
to warrant additional notice to the beneficiaries, now FINDS and RECOMMENDS,
prior to entry of final Order, as follows:

1. All notices of the hearing have been duly given as required by law;

2. The Court has jurisdiction of this matter;

3. Pursuant to NRS 164.010, the Court does hereby assume jurisdiction
of the Jordan Dana Frasier Family Trust and all other trusts created thereunder;

4, The Jordan Dana Frasier Family Trust was amended and restated in its

entirety on September 21, 1999, and was subsequently amended on March 15,

2000, and June 7, 2000;
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5. Petitioners Dinny G, Frasier and Premier Trust, Inc. are duly qualified
to act as trustees of the Jordan Dana Frasier Family Trust and all other trusts
created thereunder;

6. Petitioner Dinny G. Frasier is a settlor of the Jordan Dana Frasier
Family Trust and has always been a Co-Trustee of that Trust;

7. Dinny G. Frasier should be confirmed as the Co-Trustee of the
following Trusts:

a. The ADMINISTRATION TRUST, created under the JORDAN DANA

FRASIER FAMILY TRUST dated December 29, 1980, as amended and

restated;

b. The SURVIVOR'S TRUST, created under the JORDAN DANA

FRASIER FAMILY TRUST dated December 29, 1980, as amended and

restated; and

C. The TAX EXEMPT TRUST, created under the JORDAN DANA

FRASIER FAMILY TRUST dated December 29, 1980, as amended and

restated;

8. The trust instruments give Dinny G. Frasier the right to appoint a
corporate trustee to serve as the primary Co-Trustee;

9. Premier Trust, Inc. is a professional corporate trustee, duly licensed to
conduct trust business in the State of Nevada;

10. Based on the record before the Court, it appears that Petitioners have
administered the trust assets pursuant to the terms of the Jordan Dana Frasier
Family Trust, as amended, and that Premier Trust, Inc. has been the primary
administrator of the Trusts through its office located in Reno, Nevada;

11. Premier Trust, Inc. is hereby confirmed as the primary Co-Trustee of

the following Trusts:
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a. The ADMINISTRATION TRUST, created under the JORDAN DANA

FRASIER FAMILY TRUST dated December 29, 1980, as amended and

restated;

b. The SURVIVOR'S TRUST, created under the JORDAN DANA

FRASIER FAMILY TRUST dated December 29, 1980, as amended and

restated; and

C. The TAX EXEMPT TRUST, created under the JORDAN DANA

FRASIER FAMILY TRUST dated December 29, 1980, as amended and

restated;

12. Consistent with the Trust documents, Premier Trust, Inc. should be
ordered to provide an annual accounting of the Trust assets to the income
beneficiary, Dinny G. Frasier;

13. Consistent with the terms of the Trust and with applicable Nevada law,
the Court should find that Petitioners are under no obligation to provide an
accounting to any contingent beneficiary, but may provide such information if they
so choose in their sole discretion;

14,  Petitioners are authorized to administer the Trusts in their reasonable
discretion, and no third party may interfere with the assets or administration of the
Trusts;

15. Based on the record before the Court, the Petitioners’ actions and non-
actions have been consistent with their duties as fiduciaries under the Trusts;

16. Petitioners are entitled to demand and inspect reasonable
management and financial records concerning all Trust assets (including, without
limitation, information detailing the management, profitability, maintenance and
operation of such assets); and

17.  The Court will retain continuing jurisdiction over the Jordan Dana

Frasier Family Trust and all other Trusts created thereunder until such time as the
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Co-Trustees file a petition with the Court to remove such Trusts from this Court's
jurisdiction.

Because this Petition seeks to affect the rights of the contingent
beneficiaries, the Commissioner RECOMMENDS:

That this Recommendation will not become a final Order until thirty (30) days
after service of this Recommendation upon the parties. The Petitioners herein shall
cause this Recommendation to be served upon all parties interested in the Trust.
Any interested party who wishes to seek judicial review of this Recommendation
shall file a proper Petition for Judicial Review pursuant to WDCR 57.3(7-8) with this
Court prior to that time.

18t N
DATED this &/~ day of W , 2016.

IT IS SO RECOMMENDED:

PROBATE COMMIS%bNER
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that I am an employee of the Second
Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada, County of Washoe; that on this 52[__5‘/
day of April, 2016, I electronically filed the foregoing with the Clerk of the Court
System which will send a notice of electronic filing to the following:

RICHARD WILLIAMSON, ESQ. for PREMIER TRUST, INC., DINNY FRASIER

MARILEE BRETERNITZ, ESQ. for PREMIER TRUST, INC., DINNY FRASIER

Further, I certify that I deposited in the Washoe County mailing system for
postage and mailing with the United States Postal Service in Reno, Nevada, a true

copy of the attached document addressed to: [NONE]

~

ANNEMARIE SIMPSON
Administrative Secretary
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CASE NO. PR16-00128

FILED FILED

Electronically Electronically
PR16-00128 PR16-00128
2018-06-18 09:10:46 AM 2016-08-18 10:30:43 AM
Jacqueline Bryant Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 6732426 : yviloria Transaction # 5665322

TRUST: JORDAN DANA FRASIER FAMILY TRUST

DATE, JUDGE

OFFICERS OF

COURT PRESENT APPEARANCES-HEARING CONTINUED TO
08/11/2016 IN CHAMBERS CONFERENCE

HONORABLE Richard Williamson, Esq. was present on behalf of the Petitioners, 10/05/2016
LIDIA who were not present. 2:00 p.m.
STIGLICH Scott Hernandez, Esq. was present on behalf of the Beneficiary, Status Hearing
DEPT. NO. 08 Bradley Frasier, who was not present.

A. DeGayner Court convened in chambers with Court and Counsel present.

(Clerk) Counsel Williamson advised the Court that counsel is working hard to

negotiate the case; some preliminary elements are standard and
non-objectionable; Counsel has tried to informally mediate the case
and have discussed a settlement conference or mediation. Counsel
wants to keep working towards settlement but there is a dispute as to
what documents Mr. Frasier is entitled to.

Counsel Hernandez advised the Court that Commissioner Wright left
it to the discretion of the Trust whether documents will be produced
but she did give flexibility to keep the issue open to allow Counsel to
work on it. Counsel Hernandez further advised that there has been
discussion amongst the parties, the CPA’s are talking and they hope
to hammer out the deal. Counsel Hernandez moved to table the
document issue for 60 days to see if Counsel can make it work and if
not then they can work it out at that time.

Counsel Williamson advised that paragraph 13 is the issue and
agreed to table it for 60 days.

COURT ORDERED: Matter CONTINUED for Status Conference in
60 days. Court leaves open the ability to object to or further
discussion the document issues. Court CONFIRMS the Master's
Recommendation for Order in all respects except as to item #13.
Court stood in Recess.
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FILED FILED

Electronically Electronically

PR16-00128 PR16-00128
CODE: 3370 2018-06-1 8. 09:1 0:46tAM 201 6-08-29- 02:18:27
G. DAVID ROBEIGSIR RSV Bar 1001) e vt
RICHARD DrraNdidiibA WSO IBS Qi Bar 9932) Transaction # 56822

JONATHAN J. TEW, ESQ. (NV Bar 11874)
Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson

50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600

Reno, Nevada 89501

Telephone No.: (775) 329-5600

Facsimile No.: (775) 348-8300

Attorneys for Petitioners,

Co-Trustees Dinny G. Frasier and Premier Trust, Inc.

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE, STATE OF NEVADA

In the Matter of the Case No. PR16-00128
JORDAN DANA FRASIER FAMILY TRUST Dept. No. PR

CONFIRMING ORDER

On April 21, 2016, the Probate Commissioner served the Recommendation for Order
Granting Petition for Confirmation of Trustees, for Construction of the Trust Instruments, and
for Instructions. On May 19, 2016, Dr. Bradley Fraser, a beneficiary of the trust, filed his
Response to Recommendation for Order Granting Petition for Confirmation of Trustees, for
Construction of the Trust Instruments, and for Instructions, and on May 26, 2016, Petitioners
filed their Reply to Dr. Frasier’s Response 1o the April 21, 2016 Recommendation for Order.
Thereafter, the Court conducted an in-chambers conference on August 11, 2016 with counsel for
the parties wherein the parties stipulated to stay any dispute over disclosure of documents but
otherwise a;:cept the Recommendation for Order.

ACCORDINGLY, the Court hereby CONFIRMS, APPROVES, and ADOPTS the
Recommendation for Order Granting Petition for Confirmation of Trustees, for Construction of
the Trust Instruments, and for Instructions in all respects, except as to item number 13 therein.

oL
Dated this 2 ¥ day of August, 2016.

NG s atglls
District Judge -

CONFIRMING ORDER
PAGE 1
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FILED FILED

Electronically Electronically
PR16-00128 PR16-00128
2018-06-18 09:10:46 AM 2016-05-19 01:28:57 PM
3880 Jacqueline Bryant Jacqueline Bryant
. . Clerk.of th rt Clerk of the Court
Michael E.SslivaionssratabdN f/idda Transaction # 5523315 : yvilori

msullivan@rbsliaw.com

Barry L. Breslow, Esqg. (SBN 3023)
bbreslow@rbsllaw.com

Scott L. Hernandez, Esq. (SBN 13147)
shernandez@rbsllaw.com

Robison, Belaustegui, Sharp & Low
A Professional Corporation

71 Washington Street

Reno, Nevada 89503

Telephone: (775) 329-3151
Facsimile: (775) 329-7169
Attorneys for Bradley Frasier

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

In the Matter of the Case No.: PR16-00128
JORDAN DANA FRASIER FAMILY TRUST, Dept. No.: PR

RESPONSE TO RECOMMENDATION FOR ORDER GRANTING PETITION FOR
CONFIRMATION OF TRUSTEES, FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE TRUST
INSTRUMENTS, AND FOR INSTRUCTIONS

Bradley Frasier (“Dr. Frasier”), Beneficiary of the Jordan Dana Frasier Family
Trust (the “Trust"), by and through his counsel, Robison, Belaustegui, Sharp & Low,
hereby submits the following response to the Recommendation for Order Granting
Petition for Confirmation of Trustees, for Construction of the Trust Instruments and for
Instructions filed April 21, 2016 (the “Recommendation”).

Dr. Frasier does not generally object to the Recommendation nor does he
specifically object to the confirmation of Dinny G. Frasier and Premier Trust, Inc. as co-
trustees of the Trust. However, there are certain concerns that Dr. Frasier must bring to
the Court’s attention.

To date, co-trustee Premier Trust, Inc. has not administered the Trust with a

sufficient degree of transparency commiserate with its fiduciary duty owed to the Trust
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Robison, Belaustegui,

21 Washington st.

Reno, NV 89503
{775) 229-3151

beneficiaries. Premier Trust, Inc. should be admonished that all beneficiaries are
entitled to an accounting of Trust assets and to all reasonable requests for information
related to assets and administration of the Trust.

Dr. Frasier has certain outstanding information and document requests for which
Premier Trust, Inc. has yet to provide a response. This is improper. Accordingly, the
Court should order the co-trustees to provide any and all documents and information
related to the Trust to Dr. Frasier and the other Trust beneficiaries as soon as
practicable. Alternatively, if the co-trustees assert that there is a legal rationale for not
providing such information to Dr. Frasier and the other Trust beneficiaries, such a
rationale should be provided to Dr. Frasier and the other Trust beneficiaries in writing as

soon as practicable.

Please note, there are outstanding disputes being negotiated between Dr.
Frasier, the other Trust beneficiaries, and the co-trustees. If Premier Trust, Inc. were to
provide the requested information in a prompt and timely matter, it would streamline and
facilitate a resolution of the current disputes.

WHEREFORE, Dr. Frasier respectfully requests the Court to issue the following
orders in addition to its order adopting the Recommendation:

1. Premier Trust, Inc. must immediately provide the Trust beneficiaries an

accounting of Trust assets;

2. Premier Trust, Inc. must immediately provide Dr. Frasier with all
information he has previously requested regarding Trust assets and
administration, as well as provide immediate access to all documents
related to Trust assets and administration; and

3. Alternatively, if Premier Trust, Inc. believes that Dr. Frasier is not entitled
to an accounting of Trust assets or information and documents related to
the assets and administration of the Trust, Premier Trust, Inc. must submit

the legal basis of this belief in writing and to be filed with the Court.
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Robison, Belaustegui,
Sharp & low

71 Washington St.
Reno, NV 89503
{775) 329-3151

AFFIRMATION: The undersigned does hereby affirm that this document does not

contain the Social Security Number of any person.

DATED this 19" day of May, 2016.

ROBISON, BELAUSTEGUI, SHARP & LOW
71 Washington Street
Reno, Nevdda 89503

~ ichael E. Sullivan {ksq.
arry L. Breslow, E
Scott L. Hernandez, Esq.
Attorneys for Bradley Frasier

j\wpdata\mes\6037.001 frasier\p-response to recommendation for order 5-18-16.docx
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Robison, Belaustegui,
Sharp & Low

71 Washington St.
Reno, NV 89503
{775) 329.2151

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), | certify that | am an employee of ROBISON,

BELAUSTEGUI, SHARP & LOW, and that on this date | caused a true copy of
RESPONSE TO RECOMMENDATION FOR ORDER GRANTING PETITION FOR

CONFIRMATION OF TRUSTEES, FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE TRUST

INSTRUMENTS, AND FOR INSTRUCTIONS to be served on all parties to this action

by:

) placing an original or true copy thereof in a sealed, postage

prepaid, envelope in the United States mail at Reno, Nevada to the

following:

Dinny G. Frasier
3 Pinewood
Irvine, CA 92604

Dinny G. Frasier
P.O. Box 54324
Irvine, CA 92619

Amy Frasier Wilson
10 Via Sonrisa
Mission Viejo. CA 92692

Nori Frasier
4372 Pacifica Way, Unit 3
Oceanside, CA 92056

Nicole Shrive

Trust Officer

Premier Trust, Inc.

1 East Liberty Street, Ste. #600
Reno, NV 89501

personal delivery/hand delivery

X by using the Court's CM/ECF Electronic Notification System addressed to:

Richard D. Williamson, Esq.

Marilee Breternitz, Esq.

Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson

Dated this 19" day of May, 2016.

Federal Express/UPS or other overnight delivery

Reno Carson Messenger Service

Sharp & Low
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IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

In the matter of the Case No. PR16-00128
JORDAN DANA FRASIER FAMILY Dept. No. 8
TRUST }

ORDER AFTER HEARING

On October 5, 2016, the parties appeared through counsel in Department
Eight for a Status Conference in the above-entitled action.

This matter is hereby scheduled for a bench trial to commence on May 8,
2017, and be completed in no more than three calendar days.

The parties are hereby ORDERED to participate in a mediation within
120 days of the filing of this Order. The Court has no objection to the venue or the
manner (i.e., private or judicial mediation) in which the mediation is conducted but
cautions the parties to consider cost-effective options. Of note, a judicial mediation
conducted in the Second Judicial District Court is available at no cost to the parties.

The parties are directed to set a conference with the Court forthwith should

111
111
111
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disputes arise among the parties. The Court will make itself available to resolve

any such disputes in a timely manner.
IT IS SO ORDERED.
DATED this 5th day of October, 2016. . )

LIDIA S. STIGLICH
District Judge

1 RA 137




O 0 NN N b W N

NN DN NN N RN e e
RN BERRUVUNIRNEBES ISR B0 =

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that I am an employee of the Second

Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada, County of Washoe; that on this
;L__M day of October, 2016, I electronically filed the following with the Clerk of the
Court by using the ECF system which will send a notice of electronic filing to the
following:

Michael Sullivan, Esq.

Scott Hernandez, Esq.

Barry Breslow, Esq.

Richard Williamson, Esq.

O lcet C'J

Judicial Assistant
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JONATHAN J. TEW, ESQ. (NV Bar 11874)
Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson

50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600

Reno, Nevada 89501

Telephone No.: (775) 329-5600

Facsimile No.: (775) 348-8300

Attorneys for Petitioners,

Co-Trustees Dinny G. Frasier and Premier Trust, Inc.

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE, STATE OF NEVADA

In the Matter of the Case No. PR16-00128
JORDAN DANA FRASIER FAMILY TRUST Dept. No. 15 [PR]

STATUS REPORT

COME NOW Premier Trust, Inc. and Dinny Frasier, co-trustees of the Jordan Dana
Frasier Family Trust (“Co-Trustees”), by and through their attorneys of record, Robertson,
Johnson, Miller & Williamson, and pursuant to the Order Accepting Random Assignment and
Order to File, entered herein on January 30, 2017, hereby submit this Status Report.

A mediation was conducted with all interested parties present on January 27, 2017, at the
JAMS office located in Orange, California. At such mediation, the parties reached a tentative
settlement of the issues now pending before this Court. Except for one, all signatures on the
tentative settlement agreement have been received. The Co-Trustees are advised that the final
signature was recently received and is currently in the possession of the mediator. Therefore, the
mediator should have a fully-executed copy of the tentative settlement agreement.

The parties are working through the process of converting the tentative agreement terms
into a formal settlement document, which is expected to be completed within thirty (30) days.
The final settlement agreement is anticipated to resolve all of the currently-pending disputes in

this action.

STATUS REPORT
PAGE 1
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The Co-Trustees suggest that a status conference be scheduled for late March to assess
the parties’ progress on the settlement agreement if the matter has not been resolved by then.
Affirmation
Pursuant to NRS § 239B.030, the undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding
document does not contain the social security number of any person.
Dated this 24" day of February, 2017.

ROBERTSON, JOHNSON,
MILLER & WILLIAMSON

50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600
Reno, Nevada 89501

(775) 329-5600

By: /s/ G. David Robertson
G. David Robertson, Esq.
Richard D. Williamson, Esq.
Jonathan J. Tew, Esq.
Attorneys for Dinny G. Frasier and
Premier Trust, Inc.

STATUS REPORT
PAGE 2
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that I am an employee of Robertson, Johnson,
Miller & Williamson, 50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600, Reno, Nevada 89501, over the age of
18, and not a party within this action. I further certify that on the 24" day of February, 2017,
electronically filed the foregoing STATUS REPORT with the Clerk of the Court by using the
electronic filing system which will send a notice of electronic filing to the following:

Michael E. Sullivan, Esq.

Barry L. Breslow, Esq.

Scott L. Hernandez, Esq.

Robinson, Belaustegui, Sharp & Low
71 Washington Street

Reno, Nevada 89503

Attorneys for Dr. Bradley L. Frasier

I further certify that on the 24™ day of February, 2017, I caused to be deposited in the
U.S. Mail, first-class postage fully prepaid, a true and correct copy of the foregoing STATUS
REPORT, addressed to the following:

Kristen E. Caverly, Esq.

Henderson, Caverly, Pum & Charney

12750 High Bluff Drive, Suite 300

San Diego, CA 92130

Co-Counsel for Dr. Bradley L. Frasier

/s/ Teresa W. Stovak
An Employee of Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson

STATUS REPORT
PAGE 3
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SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

The Parties to this Agreement dated January 27, 2017, are Barnet Resnick, Esq., attarney for Dinny
Frasier (“Dinny”}; G. David Robertson, Esq., attorney for Co-Trustees Premier Trust, Inc. ("Premier”} and
Dinny Frasier in her capacity as Co-Trustee; Nicole Shrive, on behalf of Premier; Kristen Caverly, Esq.,
attorney for Bradley Frasier (“Brad”}; Nori Frasier Cady ("Nori”); Amy Frasier Wilson (“Amy”); and Justice
Jeffrey King (retired), Mediator (“Justice King”), (individually, “Party” and collectively, "Parties”). The
Parties hereby agree as provided herein regarding the Matter of Jordan Dana Frasier Family Trust, Case
No. PR16-00128, Second Judicial District Court, County of Washoe, State of Nevada.

1. Justice Jeffrey King (retired), mediator, attests to Dinny Frasier’s capacity to contract and to
make testamentary disposition of her estate,
2. Dinny shall be evaluated by a qualified gerontologist to assess her capacity to contract and to
make testamentary disposition of her estate.
3., Trust B will exchange the following listed real properties with assets held in Trust A:
a. 4372 Pacifica Way, Unit 3, Oceanside, CA
b. 3609 Vista Way, Oceanside, CA
4. The above two parcels of real properties, as well as 10 Via Sonrisa, Mission Viejo, shall be
appraised by a qualified real estate appraiser as agreed to by and between Barnet Resnick and
Kristen Caverly), and the appraised values (“Appraised Values”) shall be binding on all Parties.
All communications with the appraiser shall include Mr. Resnick and Ms. Caverly.
5. Allfees, costs, and expenses associated with the appraisals shall be borne by Trust B, to be paid
from principal.
6. The real property located at 3609 Vista Way tenant in common interest shall be calculated
hased on the average between a discounted fifty percent interest and a partitioned interest.
7. Contingent on Court approval of this Agreement, and subject to a capacity assessment by a
gualified gerontologist, Dinny shall distribute or authorize to distribute from Trust A the real
property located at 4372 Pacific Way Unit 3, Oceanside, CA to Nori; 10 via Sonrisa, Mission Viejo,
CA to Amy; and 3609 Vista Way, Oceanside, CA to Brad, at the Appraised Values.
8. Dinny agrees to amend Trust A to equalize distributions to each of her children based on the
Appraised Valuesy # » 2 DR Ok T AV AV by o 48 B0, 000 T A ORI "'Z){L:L .
9. The Parties agree that as a result of the exchange, there may be tax incurred by Trust B, which £ ‘:f .ﬁk}v
taxes if any shall be paid out of principal of Trust B.
10. The sum of fifty thousand dollars previously paid by Brad shall be returned to Brad from the 941'(}4 M
subtrust/account to which it was deposited. m )
11. The check from Brad in the amount of twenty thousand dollars currently being held by Premier 76'
shall be destroyed, and Brad may stop payment on same.
12. The Parties agree that there is no principal residence in Trust B, but to the extent Dinny’s
principal residence is in Trust B, then Amy’s share in Trust B shall include the gift of the principal
residence or the net proceeds of the sale, if sold, and shall not be in addition to her equal share
in Trust B.
13. This Agreement shall be subject to Nevada probate court approval.
14. Both Brad and Nori decline to act as trustee of Amy’s sub-trust, and Dinny will nominate a
corporate fiduciary.
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15. Amy, Nori and Brad agree to waive any claim they may have that either trust is entitled to
receive rent from Amy and Nori for the period that they resided In a trust property.

EACH PARTY HAS BEEN URGED TO CONSULT WITH AN INDEPENDENT LEGAL COUNSEL REGARDING
THIS AGREEMENT, AND ITS FAILURE TO DO SO PRIOR TO COURT APPROVAL SHALL BE DEEMED A
WAIVER OF ITS RIGHT TO SEEK COUNSEL,

Remeh Frasier

(PN

Kisben Caver \«/\
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SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

The Partles to thls Agreement dated January 27, 2017, are Barnet Resnlck, Esqy., attorney for Dinny
Frasler {“Dinny”); G. David Robertson, Esg., attorney for Co-Trustees Premler Trust, Inc. (“Premier’) and
Dinny Frasler In her capaclty as Co-Trustee; Nicole Shrive, on hehalf of Pramfer; Kristen Caverly, Esq.,
attorney for Bradley Frasler (“Brad”); Nor! Frasler Cady (“Nort"}; Amy Fraster Wilson {"Amy”); and Justice
Jeffrey King (retired), Medlator (“Justice King"), (individually, “Party” and collectively, “partles”). The
Parties hereby agree as provided herein ragarding the Matter of Jordan Dana Frasier Famlly Trust, Case
No. PR16-00128, Second Judiclal District Court, County of Washoe, State of Nevada.

1, Justice Jeffrey King (retired), mediator, attests to Dinny Fraslar's capacity to contract and to

make testamentary disposition of her estate,
2. Dinny shall be evaluated by a qualified gerontologlst to assess her capaclty to contract and to

make testamentary disposition of her estate.
3. Trust B will exchange the following listed real propertles with assets held In Trust A:
) a. 4372 Pacifica Way, Unlt 3, Oceanside, CA

h, 4609 Vista Way, _Oceanslde, CA
4, The above two parcels of real propertles, as well as 10 Via Sonrisa, Misston Viejo, shall be

appralsed by a qualified real estate appralser as agreed to by and between Barnet Resnick and
Kristen Caverly), and the appraised values ["Appratsed Values”) shall be binding on all Partles.
All communications with the appraiser shall Include Mr, Resnlck and Ms. Caverly.

5, Allfees, costs, and expenses assoclated with the appralsals shall be borne by Trust 8, to be paid
from principal,

6. The real property located at 3609 Vista Way tenant [n common Interast shall be calculated
based on the average between a discounted flfty percent Interest and a partitioned Interest.

7. Contingent on Court approval of this Agreament, and subject to a capaclty assessment by a
qualified gerontologist, Dinny shall distrlbute or authorize to distribute from Trust A the real
property located at 4372 Pacific Way Unit 3, Oceanslde, CA to Norl; 10 via Sonrisa, Mission Viejo,

CA to Amy; and 3609 Vista Way, Oceanside, CAto Brad, at the Appralsed Values.
8. Dinny agrees to amend Trust A to equalize distributions to each of hey children based on the dgee—r"Y

Appralsed Valugsy & r B DA & RIH A% ARD tregur RE Yo 000 7o ﬂdu“%ffc (5
L]

9, The Partles agrae that as a result of the exchange, there may be tax Incurred by Trust B, which 4=  / iy

taxes If any shall be pald out of princlpal of Trust B.
10. The sum of fifty thousand dollars previously pald by Brad shall be returned to Brad from the 9‘“"‘

subtrust/account to which it was deposited.
11. The check from Brad in the amount of twenty thousand dollars currently

shall be destroyed, and Brad may stop payment on same.
12, The Partles agree that there Is no principal residence In Trust B, but to the extent Dinny’s 9 % 4
A

being held by Premler .. '

principal residence Is In Trust B, then Amy's share InTrust B shall Include the gft of the princlpal
rasidence or the net praceads of the sale, If sold, and shall not be In addition to her equal share

In Trust B, .
13, This Agreement shall be subject to Nevada probate court approval,
14, Both Brad and Norl decline to act as trustae of Amy’s sub-trust, and Dinny will nominate a

corporate fiduclary.
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15. Amy, Nor! and Brad agree to walve any clalm they may have that elther trust Is entitled to
recelve rent from Amy and Nori for the perlod that they resided In a trust property,

EACH PARTY HAS BEEN URGED TO CONSULT WITH AN INDEPENDENT LEGAL COUNSEL REGARDING
THIS AGREEMENT, AND {TS FAILURE YO DO SO PRIOR TO COURY APPROVAL SHALL BE DEEMED A
WAIVER OF ITS RIGHT TO SEEI COUNSEL,
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JONATHAN J. TEW, ESQ. (NV Bar 11874)
Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson

50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600

Reno, Nevada 89501

Telephone No.: (775) 329-5600

Facsimile No.: (775) 348-8300

Attorneys for Petitioners,

Co-Trustees Dinny G. Frasier and Premier Trust, Inc.

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE, STATE OF NEVADA

In the Matter of the Case No. PR16-00128
JORDAN DANA FRASIER FAMILY TRUST Dept. No. 15 [PR]

ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO APPROVE AND ENFORCE SETTLEMENT
AGREEMENT AND VACATE TRIAL DATE

I. Procedural History
On April 14, 2017, Dinny Frasier, in her individual capacity, filed a Motion to Approve

and Enforce Settlement Agreement and Vacate Trial Date (“Motion”), and, on April 17, 2017,
further filed an Ex-Parte Motion for Order Shortening Time Regarding Motion to Enforce
Settlement Agreement and to Vacate Trial (“Ex-Parte Motion”). On April 19, 2017, this Court
ruled on the Ex-Parte Motion by issuing an Order vacating the trial date and setting an
evidentiary hearing to commence on May 8, 2017 regarding enforceability of the Settlement
Agreement. On April 21,2017, the parties stipulated that the evidentiary hearing be continued to
May 9, 2017, and the Court granted that continuance on April 24, 2107,

Prior to the hearing, the Court carefully reviewed the entire Court file, including the Pre-
Hearing Statements submitted by the co-trustees (Premier Trust and Dinny Frasier in her trustee
capacity), Bradley Frasier and Dinny Frasier in her individual capacity.

The hearing was held on May 9, 2017. Present at the hearing were Nicole Shrive, a

representative of co-trustee Premier Trust, G. David Robertson, Esq. appearing on behalf of

ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO APPROVE AND ENFORCE SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
AND VACATE TRIAL DATE
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Premier Trust and Dinny Frasier in her capacity as co-trustee, Barnet Resnick, Esq. and Courtney
O’Mara, Esq. appearing on behalf of Dinny Frasier in her personal capacity, Bradley Frasier and
his counsel Mike Sullivan, Esq. and Kristen Caverly, Esq., Nori Frasier, representing herself in
pro per, and Amy Frasier Wilson also representing herself in pro per. At the evidentiary hearing
the Court considered the Motion and multiple ancillary issues relating thereto. The Court took
evidence at the hearing in the form of oral statements from the three Frasier children, i.e., Amy,
Nori and Bradley. The Court further heard arguments from counsel on both the Motion and also
the ancillary issues. This Order addresses only resolution of the Motion; the ancillary issues are
addressed in a separate Order.

II. Factual History

Pursuant to Judge Polaha’s Order at the December 6, 2016 status conference, co-trustees’
counsel arranged for a mediation to occur in Orange, California before the Honorable Justice
Jeffrey King (ret.). The primary purpose of the mediation was to resolve certain disputes
surrounding a medical building owned jointly by the Jordan Dana Frasier Family Trust, as
amended, and all other trusts created thereunder (collectively, the “Trusts™) and Bradley Frasier,
son of Jordan Frasier and Dinny Frasier. Present at the mediation were Nicole Shrive, on behalf
of co-trustee Premier Trust, Dinny Frasier, in her capacities as both a co-trustee and personally,
G. David Robertson, Esq. appearing on behalf of Premier Trust and Dinny Frasier in her co-
trustee capacity, Barnet Resnick, Esq. appearing on behalf of Dinny Frasier in her personal
capacity, Bradley Frasier and his counsel Kristen Caverly, Esq., Nori Frasier, representing
herself in pro per, and Amy Frasier Wilson, also representing herself in pro per.

The mediation resulted in a two-page document entitled “Settlement Agreement” which
recited the material terms of the settlement reached and was ultimately signed by all of the
parties and, where applicable, their counsel.

The parties to the Settlement Agreement contemplated that a further agreement would be
prepared after the mediation to provide guidance regarding certain details of the settlement.
Although the parties were unable to agree upon the more detailed document, such was not

required by the Settlement Agreement. As a result of the parties’ inability to reach a more

ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO APPROVE AND ENFORCE SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
AND VACATE TRIAL DATE
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detailed agreement, Dinny Frasier, in her individual capacity, brought the Motion to enforce the
original two-page Settlement Agreement, asserting that it contains all material terms needed to
enforce the settlement.
II1. Findings of Fact

In addition to the documents noted above, the Court has also reviewed all evidence and
argument presented at the May 9, 2017 hearing. After considering same, the Court makes the
following factual findings.

First, the parties do not dispute that they all signed the Settlement Agreement following
the mediation with Justice King. While Amy Frasier Wilson and Nori Frasier represented
themselves in pro per at the mediation, both have acknowledged that they had an opportunity
following the mediation to retain counsel to review the Settlement Agreement. In addition, the
Settlement Agreement provides substantial immediate — albeit initially unequal — benefits to all.
three of the Frasier children, with a later equalization mechanism to resolve this inequity. Thus,
each of the children had a reasonable basis and incentive to agree upon the material terms set
forth in the Settlement Agreement.

The primary concerns and issues of fact now raised by certain of the parties regarding the
Settlement Agreement are: 1) whether the gerontologist must be Court appointed; 2) whether the
appraiser must be Court appointed; 3) who will bear the tax consequences of the transactions set
forth in the Settlement Agreement; 4) timing of the equalizing payments and 4) whether the
distribution to Amy Frasier Wilson will be free of trust.

The first three of these issues are easily resolved by reference to the Settlement
Agreement itself. The agreement does not require Court appointment of either the gerontologist
or appraiser. Further, the agreement specifically states that Trust B is to bear the tax
consequences of these transactions. Thus, there is no legitimate dispute regarding those issues.

The Settlement Agreement is silent as to the fourth issue regarding whether the
equalization payments will occur as part of this transaction or later upon the death of Dinny

Frasier. All parties at the hearing acknowledged that they contemplated the latter distribution,

ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO APPROVE AND ENFORCE SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
AND VACATE TRIAL DATE
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and the Court accepts that representation. Regardless, the Court finds that the timing of this
event is not a material term of the Settlement Agreement.

Finally, as to distribution of the Mission Viejo property to Amy Frasier Wilson free of
trust, all parties at the hearing acknowledged this was the intent of the Settlement Agreement,
and the Court accepts that representation.

Because Dinny Frasier was not present at the hearing, the Court requested that after the
hearing Mr. Resnick inquire whether she agreed the equalizing payments should occur upon her
death and if the property distribution to Amy Frasier should be free of trust. The Court then seta
telephonic conference for April 16, 2017to discuss her responses. As noted in the Minutes of
said conference, Mr. Resnick advised that Dinny Frasier agreed the equalizing payments should
be made upon her death and that the distribution to Amy Frasier Wilson under the Settlement
Agreement be outright and free of trust.

Thus, as to the five above-listed concerns and disputed issues of fact raised by the parties,
the Court finds as follows: 1) the gerontologist need not be Court appointed; 2) the appraiser
need not be Court appointed; 3) Trust B shall bear all tax consequences of the transactions set
forth in the Settlement Agreement; 4) the equalizing payments shall be made upon tﬁe death of
Dinny Frasier; and 5) the Mission Viejo property shall be distributed to Amy Frasier Wilson
outright and free of trust.

IV. Conclusions of Law

1. This Court has jurisdiction over the Trusts and co-trustees as established by prior
Order of this Court.

2. The parties to the Settlement Agreement required this Court to approve said
Agreement and therefore submitted to the jurisdiction of the Court with respect to such approval.,

3. Significant Nevada law requires that the Settlement Agreement be enforced if the
parties thereto agreed to all of its material terms. See generally Grisham v. Grisham, 128 Nev.
__,289P.3d 230 (2012); May v. Anderson, 121 Nev. 668, 119 P.3d 1254 (2005).

4, The Settlement Agreement contains all material terms required to effectuate the

settlement contemplated.

ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO APPROVE AND ENFORCE SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
AND VACATE TRIAL DATE
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5. The Settlement Agreement shall therefore be enforced as written, subject only to the
clarifications that all equalization payments shall occur upon Dinny Frasier’s death, and that
Amy Frasier Wilson shall receive the Mission Viejo property and her equalizing payment(s)
outright and free of trust.

IT HEREBY IS SO CZ\RDERED
67 TV
Dated this day of J , 2017.

T

District Judge !

ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO APPROVE AND ENFORCE SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
AND VACATE TRIAL DATE
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WASHOE COUNTY, NEVADA, OCTOBER 17, 2017, 9:30 A.M.

-o0o-

THE COURT: This is case number PR16-00128. Your
appearances, please.

MR. ROBERTSON: Good morning, David Robertson,
Robertson, Johnson, Miller, Williamson, on behalf of Premier
Trust and the trustee assigned to this case Ryan Gonda.

MR. RESNICK: Barnet Resnick, for Dinny Frasier,
co-trustee.

MR. MILLSAP: Patrick Millsap, local counsel with
Mr. Resnick.

MR. HERNANDEZ: Scott Hernandez on behalf of
Dr. Frazier, beneficiary and interested party.

THE COURT: This Court participated in a telephone
conference yesterday at 4:00. It was undoubtedly difficult for
the attorneys. At the conclusion of my remarks this morning
the attorneys will be invited to orally place any observations
of the telephone call into the record so those observations may
be preserved.

This Court presided over a hearing on May 9th this
year wherein the issue was the enforceability of a settlement
agreemént. Nevada law authorizes a fact finder to conduct
indirect circumstantial facts together into a preponderant
finding. Nevada law further authorizes a finder to use his or

her every day common sense in considering the facts.
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Counsel, when I was in private practice I was a

nationally certified elder law attorney through the National
Academy Elder Law Attorneys. On my 13 years on the bench I
have presided for six years over adult guardianship issues, and
now I preside over contested probate and trust matters. I have
experienced elderly clients and litigants with full capacity.

T also have sensitivity to facts indicating cognitive
compromises on the continuum of capacity. Regrettably, I also
have experience, too much experience, with the economic
principle called Parkinson's Law, wherein litigation expands to
fill the space created by the availability of litigation funds.
The shameful litigation I have observed as a judge in 13 years
is that litigation where lawyers have access to large sums of
money without a client directing, approving, or understanding
litigation choices and costs.

I left the May 9th hearing concerned that this dispute
is creating an injustice for a dear woman in the final season
of her life. I heard conflicting arguments from counsel about
Ms. Frasier's capacity, her directions in this litigation, but
I received no evidence from Ms. Frasier herself. I was
concerned about whether -- I was concerned that Ms. Frasier
appeared to be surrounded by a private attorney and a private
fiduciary acting as an agent under a power of attorney
instrument and that she was refusing to speak with her

co-trustee without her private attorney present. I began to
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detect a form of isolation and thought it possible, if not

probable, that Ms. Frasier's decisions were being directed by
Mr. Resnick who might not have wanted the scrutiny and
oversight Premier asserted.

This Court's concerns increased with reading the post-
hearing moving papers and learning that Ms. Frasier was
attempting to terminate Premier only increased. I was
concerned that it was not Ms. Frasier who was directing this
litigation, and I expected her to be present to persuade this
Court that it was she who was directing this litigation.

This Court carefully drafted its order. As I
indicated on the phone yesterday, those words were not
arbitrary or haphazardly chosen. The Court's intent by that
order was to bring sense to a senseless litigation.

I carefully read as follows: Quote, this Court is
concerned about Ms. Frasier's cognition and capacity and the
external influences that have been excluded from and introduced
into Ms. Frasier's life. The alleged pattern of altered
personal relationships, revolving professional relationships,
to include the recent substitution of local counsel, isolation
of her capacity, investing confidence in those spacially close,
despite the absence of familia or friendship antecedes is
familiar to this Court. Given the unworkable relationship
between co-trustees, it appears that one trustee may be removed

from service.
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Any attorney reading my July 6th order would know that

this Court intended to assert judicial control and manage this

litigation from the bench. There can be no other reading.

With one great antidote to endless litigation is a firm hearing
trial date. This Court knows the value of designated time and

place to convert allegations and arguments into found facts and
adjudications.

It is, therefore, with some reluctance this Court
signed a continuance in August. The basis of the continuance
was consistent with ongoing settlement discussions. The
stipulated order presented to the Court specifically included
Dr. Spar's availability. This Court accommodated those dates
and set the hearing for today.

Subsequently, beneficiary Brad Frasier filed a motion
to enforce the payment of attorneys fees. It had been agreed
to by the parties and ordered by this Court. Trust counsel and
Ms. Frasier's counsel argued about who should pay those fees,
into which account those fees should be paid, and whether
ancillary accounting of Ms. Frasier's consumer spending
patterns was an antecedent, and yet that $50,000 was not paid.

This Court devoted yesterday to prepare for today's
hearing. I read several hundred pages, including exhibits, to
include a reply filed, a reply filed by no moving party, which
violated well-settled principles of moving practice, and new

arguments and evidence was introduced.
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The day before hearing I learned about subsequent

assessments by Dr. Spar occurring sometime in September, so 1
agreed to join the conference call requested by the attorneys.
I learned that they had made an attempt to stipulate to vacate
this morning's hearing. There is no doubt, Mr. Millsap knows
this well, I expressed my frustration and displeasure. The
Court is always troubled when attorneys presume that it will
abdicate its responsibilities and simply go with attorneys'
decisions. I likely would not have adopted the stipulation as
presented knowing the virtue of litigation finality.

Every judge who takes the bench, who prepares, takes
the bench with some inclinations, charges to bring to the bench
his inclinations with an open mind to persuasive alternative
ethics.

My prehearing inclinations are to remove Ms. Frasier
as the trustee of this trust, because the relationship is
unworkable. To deny your request to confirm an out-of-state
trust company in place of Premier. Like many pro hac vice
counsel understands, this Court is concerned about having an
out-of-state trustee who may not appreciate this Court's role
in a dispute docketed in this Court's department.

This Court is inclined to order to the fullest extent
possible under the law and the trust documents themselves, some
form of accounting and understanding of what has been spent on

Ms. Frasier's behalf.
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This Court is inclined to order $50,000 to be paid

with attorneys fees by 5:00 o'clock today, and that beginning
tomorrow $500 sanction individually against Mr. Robertson,
Mr. Resnick, and Mr. Millsap will accrue.

I'm ready for the first witness, but I suspect you may
wish to be heard, counsel.

MR. ROBERTSON: Your Honor, Premier Trust stands
ready, willing, and able to do whatever it is that this Court
suggests or orders with respect to this trust and Ms. Frasier.
Premier wants to do the right thing and they are here ready to
do whatever the Court guides us. That's why we sought
instructions.

THE COURT: The Court previously aired its guidance on
July 6th.

MR. ROBERTSON: Understood, Your Honor. I was not in
control of bringing Ms. Frasier today. I do not have witnesses
to present because Premier is accepting whatever the Court
rules, and we don't believe that as we stand here today there
are any disputed facts other than Ms. Frasier's comments to
make decisions.

THE COURT: Is it possible that Ms. Frasier suffers an
unjust outcome today because of reliance upon your agreement to
vacate today's hearing? If I were just to order as inclined,
would that be unfair to Ms. Frasier?

MR. ROBERTSON: Well, Your Honor, we did not agree
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that Ms. Frasier did not need to appear until I think it was

last Wednesday or Thursday. The suggestion was made awhile ago
and we resisted that. Finally, on I think Wednesday or
Thursday we signed the stipulation. We anticipated that
Dr. Frasier's counsel would sign it as well and I wrongly -- I
own that. I wrongly assumed that the Court would vacate the
hearing upon counsel's stipulation. I apologize for that.

I have at no time ever said to Mr. Millsap or
Mr. Resnick that they should not bring Ms. Frasier. All I have
said is that they have resisted bringing her, and I have said
that we were willing to sign a stipulation that would convert
this hearing into a status conference where we would explain to
the Court the current status of the settlement discussions and
ask for the Court's guidance. So I would say no we never
misled them to believe they should not bring her.

THE COURT: As payment of the $50,000 to Bradley
Frasier by today --

MR. ROBERTSON: We can gladly do that, Your Honor.
All we need is for you to tell Premier that Premier doesn't
need to know what happened to the $50,000 before -- Premier
should not look into that, Premier should just write the check
and Premier will do it. They are stuck. They have judicial
duty. They are very concerned. We have some additional
evidence that we just learned of at the end of last week that I

haven't even had a chance to present to other counsel. We have
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Page 10
some new evidence that raises very serious concerns --

THE COURT: Of what nature?

MR. ROBERTSON: A very large withdrawal from
Ms. Frasier's account immediately after Janie Mulrain was
appointed her fiduciary -- given her power of attorney. I have
it here. It's not fair to spring it on counsel, but it is a
large withdrawal that I just learned about the end of last
week.

THE COURT: Most of my practice area was in contested
guardianship, contested guardianship litigation, and there are
wonderful and morally impeccable private fiduciaries. And
there are also private fiduciaries who are in prison upon my
signature because of defecation.

MR. ROBERTSON: There may be a good explanation for
this large withdrawal, Your Honor. We haven't had a chance to
explore it, but about two weeks after she became private
fiduciary she withdrew $100,000 out of Ms. Frasier's account,
and I have the withdrawal slip here. This is new news to us,
but as you were saying it tends to support concerns that we've
been having at Premier.

But regardless of that, as we said in our opposition,
so to speak, to Dr. Frasier's motion, we agree it should be
paid. The settlement agreement says it's supposed to come out
of Ms. Frasier's personal account. Apparently that Bank of

America account doesn't even exist. We agree it should be
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paid. We can write the check, I believe, I would have to

consult with Premier, but I believe we can write the check
today, if not in a couple days if they have to liquidate some
securities. And we are happy to do that. 1It's just that they
are torn, because they don't want somebody later to say hey,
you knew money was missing, and you kept giving money to Dinny
Frasier without looking into it. But if the Court simply says
we should pay the $50,000, we are happy to do that.

THE COURT: Mr. Resnick. Excuse me, Mr. Resnick,
anything from yesterday's conference call that you wish to add
to the record for review and preservation?

MR. ROBERTSON: No, Your Honor, I thought that you
were clear and direct and understandably upset about a change
that was brought to your attention at the last minute.

THE COURT: You did make a factual argument that I
would invite you to repeat in which you made a statistical
projection of 99.9 percent.

MR. ROBERTSON: Yes, Your Honor, and I'm not at
liberty to disclose contents of communications. I was able to
meet with Ms. Frasier personally for a brief period, an hour,
hour and a half, something like that a few weeks ago. I don't
want to divulge any of the communications that occurred during
that meeting, and Mr. Resnick asked me to sign a
confidentiality agreement and I did. I would just say that I

believe my opinion is that as an officer of the court that if
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Ms. Frasier were here today, no question in my mind that it

wouldn't be within five minutes that the Court would find that
its concerns were validated.

THE COURT: Counsel.

MR. RESNICK: Your Honor, as far as the $100,000, I
believe Premier was advised that that was from the Bank of
America account was closed and the Opus bank account was
opened, and there is correspondence to that effect to Premier
bank and to Mr. Robertson, and I'll offer on behalf of Jane
Mulrain, who I do not represent, that she has said she is
willing to give you her accounting in camera to review. She
does not pay any bill over $1,000 unless she discusses it with
Dinny Frasier and she initials the bill. She is a professional
fiduciary licensed in California, excellent reputation, and if
necessary she will come up and testify before you at anytime
you want, but she has offered to give you her accounting in
camera. Obviously, it deals with personal expenses.

As to Dr. Spar, we didn't find out until yesterday
that the Inspector General was doing a spot audit at the UCLA
facility that he is the professor of. He said it would be
criminal on his part not to attend. He had to be at 1:00
o'clock at this meeting with the Inspector General from the
U.S. I tried my best to get him here. We had tickets, he was
ready to go. Didn't find out until yesterday. I didn't --1I

couldn't do anything else. As to --
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THE COURT: How do you reconcile that with the fact

that there was a stipulation signed last week to take this
matter off the contested calendar?

MR. RESNICK: Well, he still had the ticket and was
prepared to go, and it was a stipulation, but it wasn't signed
by Your Honor. So we still had him waiting. He really wanted
to know last Friday, because he has all these patients that he
wanted to see and he left the date open and the day is open and
he is available except at 1:00 o'clock. He is available
between 10:00 and 12:00 to do -- we tried for last night, tried
to get audio visual and the best we could do was audio. He is
available to talk to you, granted only by telephone between
10:00 and 12:00. That's the best I could do. I cannot move
the mountain.

THE COURT: This entire hearing is predicated on Ms.
Frasier's purported edict and direction to fire Premier.

MR. RESNICK: I understand that. I don't know what
else I could have done. Nothing else I could have done to move
him to come here. He said in his own words, and I can get a
declaration, he said it would be criminal if he wasn't there at
1:00 o'clock. How do I respond to that? There is a court
order you are supposed to attend, that's the best I could do.

I talked with him between 10:00 and 12:00. You can ask him
yourself. As to Dinny I have a letter from her attending

physician. May I give it to the officer?
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THE COURT: You can represent it. I indicated in my

order the declaration would be filed. I understand that the
author of that attending physician's letter doesn't need to be
here. That as I expressed to local counsel yesterday -- what's
the date of the letter?

MR. RESNICK: Yesterday. Should I read it --

THE COURT: Sure, fine.

MR. RESNICK: "I'm Dinny Frasier's primary care
physician. I'm not related to Dinny Frasier by blood or
marriage. I am licensed to practice medicine in the State of
California. Please note I'm very opposed to having Mrs.
Frasier fly to Reno. She is constantly battling her anxiety,
and this trip will make it much worse. Her anxiety directly
affects her pain level, and her blood pressure, and over-all
well-being. She is 80 years old and needs her daily-nightly
routine stabilized as much as possible. It is seriously not in
her best interest medically or emotionally to fly to Reno.
Thanks for your consideration in this matter.”

T had no involvement in the composition of this. This
is what he wrote on his own.

In September of 2016 I was called by a colleague of
mine, Bruce Swartz, who was a neighbor of Dinny for 30 years,
and he was approached by one of the children saying that things
are going on, Dinny is unhappy, she is unhappy in her house,

she is unhappy with the arrangement with Premier. She doesn't
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like the trust officer. Doesn't like the attorney. Can I help

out.

So I met with her on two occasions. Engagement letter
was signed and she charged me with the responsibility of one,
settling the Brad litigation, which I did within three or four
months, would you say? We had a JAMS mediation, arbitration,
and we settled. And the second charge was to remove Premier
and appoint another corporate trustee. Those are my only
responsibilities. Obviously, there is a lot of innuendo that
I'm unduly influencing her. I have seen her maybe six times.

I have always had at least three or four people in my office
that are not related to me, either Janie, her caregiver, Bruce
Swartz, that can attest my only involvement is on the legal
side. I have no influence over her financially. And in

44 years of practice I can't believe these accusations. I mean
I can see it is happening, but it boggles my mind. I'm beside
myself.

Any questions of the Court? Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Because I respect and admire what you just
made in your presentation, one of the recurring and
predictable, many signals of diminished capacity is ongoing
angst and impending upending relationships. If I could just
illustrate by parody. Mother and daughter have a life long
relationship. Mother ages into a place where she needs

assistance. Daughter provides that assistance, and in the last
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season of mother's life she is hating daughter, distrusting

daughter, pushing back against daughter. I'm not stating to
these three children, because I believe some of their conduct
was absolutely shameful, but I'm trying to place a decision,
you told me you were detained to remove Premier, and I'm trying
to understand why when Premier was previously selected it was
so necessary to Ms. Frasier and now to remove them.

MR. RESNICK: I wasn't present during the employment
of Premier, but as I understand it Amy Frasier arranged for
Brooks Travis, the attorney that represented her previously,
who she has never met before, while she was in a rehab facility
after she fell down the stairs. I don't know the condition of
her, whether she was on medication. She doesn't recall signing
the amendment that disinherited the other kids in favor of Amy
and appointing Premier. So I can only tell you what I know
secondhand, but I do see that amendment that disinherits the
other kids. She doesn't want the kids to receive anything.

You saw their conduct in May. And you haven't seen all the
e-mails going back and forth. It's an e-mail-a-thon. I have
been doing this 50 years. It's crazy.

THE COURT: How is Ms. Mulrain being compensated?

MR. RESNICK: She hasn't taken a penny. She has not
been paid anything.

THE COURT: Well --

MR. RESNICK: She is paid $150 an hour. She has been
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accruing it. I have not seen her bills. I'm sure she would be

happy to share it with you. She has been a godsend.

THE COURT: One of the reasons why agency instruments
in Nevada are risky is that there is no transparency and
oversight. And Nevada law contemplates both in the civil and
criminal conduct that misuses of that agency are actionable.
Now, I am emeritus in California, but I don't have expertise or
experience in California. It troubles me when there are unseen
transactions and a resistance to disclose those transactions.

MR. RESNICK: I have seen her accounting. The utility
bills, caregiving, maintenance for the house, my legal fees. I
have reviewed everything. There is nothing untoward. Again,
I'm sure she will be willing to show it to you.

THE COURT: Why has she deferred payment?

MR. RESNICK: There is not enough money in there.
Dinny has no money. She has been asking for $50,000 to be
deposited to pay some of her bills.

THE COURT: And the aggregate amount of legal fees
that Ms. Frasier has been charged by your firm?

MR. RESNICK: 150, 165 over the course of 15 months
responding to all of Premier's pleadings, coming to this
hearing. I have no problem showing my billing. It's very
specific. Date, description, amount. I am not embarrassed
about my billing at all.

THE COURT: What is the aggregate amount of attorneys
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fees that have been spent, aggregate including Premier?

MR. RESNICK: I believe --

THE COURT: More than a half million dollars?

MR. RESNICK: I believe their fees, and correct me if
I'm wrong, last I saw was in excess of 250.

MR. ROBERTSON: We are at $250,000 over, I think we
have been involved for about 18 months, Your Honor.

MR. RESNICK: It's crazy.

THE COURT: Reminds me of a guardianship case I had
where $800,000 were incurred slightly over a year to include
federal actions, direct appeals, writ petitions, and petition
for certiorari in United States Supreme Court because the
attorneys just had muddling check.

MR. ROBERTSON: Your Honor, I would like to address
that. I haven't gone through and performed a calculation, but
a large portion of our fees were to resolve the medical
buildings in dispute, not these other issues. We were involved
in trying to resolve the medical building in dispute for at
least six months before Mr. Resnick got involved, and I was the
one that came to court and asked to have a JAMS mediation,
because I couldn't settle the case no matter how hard I tried.
Dr. Frasier's position was that the -- he shouldn't have to pay
anything. He should just get the medical building, the trust's
half of the medical building should just be given to him. The

medical building was in the name of the trust and Dr. Frasier
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as equal co-owners. Premier just couldn't give half of the

medical building to Dr. Frasier. So we got into kind of a
feedback loop with the accountants, because the accountants
said it's an asset of the trust, it can't be given to
Dr. Frasier, he has to buy out his half, that half of the
asset, the trust half of the asset. And, anyway, we spent an
enormous amount of time getting that dispute resolved and that
was a multimillion dollar dispute. So spending $150,000 to get
that resolved I don't think was out of line.

THE COURT: So what is your proposal, Mr. Resnick?

MR. RESNICK: That Dinny have the opportunity of
removing Premier subject to court approval and finding another
corporate trustee as sole trustee. She is willing to resign.
To give an accounting of my legal fees to you under penalty of
perjury and Janie Mulrain's accounting of her fees and the
handling of disbursements on Dinny's account so that you feel
comfortable that nothing unusual is happening.

THE COURT: I just don't understand why the change to
Premier is necessary by oversight, misconduct, lack of
professionalism, lack of expertise, or why Ms. Frasier just
wants the change, because Premier's traceable to a child? I
don't know why we are doing this.

MR. RESNICK: 1It's really not an issue for this
hearing, but we received finally the accounting from Premier,

which was due annually after two years, and I was dumped a
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bunch of paper. He may disagree, but I have been in this

business 50 years of which I was running a trust department,
seven years prior to being in practice, and I have never seen a
conglomeration of paperwork that was represented as accounting.

THE COURT: So are you driving the decision in making
recommendations or is your client?

MR. RESNICK: I have spoken to my client, and we
cannot get a starting base and an ending base or understand
what the disbursements were for. And we rendered our questions
to Premier, and they are continually answering our questions.

I can't explain to my client what Premier did during the tenure
of the trust administration based on that accounting. I have
got a listing of a number of pages of late payments, of double
payments, and misapplied payments for the benefit of

Ms. Frasier. She doesn't like Premier. I have declarations
signed by her. Previous pleadings. She doesn't like the trust
officer. She doesn't like Mr. Robertson. She just wants the
trustee that she can identify with. Plus now we see all these
errors. We are okay with another corporate trustee as the sole
trustee, preferably in California, because everything is in
California. But if the Court so orders it --

THE COURT: Well, everything is in California but the
Court has jurisdiction over the trust.

MR, RESNICK: I understand that. So if the Court so

orders it, then get a Nevada trustee but not Premier. She
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would prefer a California trust. She would like the

opportunity of going to the trust office, Farmers and Merchants
or BNY Mellon, two of the largest institutions are nearby her,
but it could be any corporate trustee.

THE COURT: And see this is the difference between the
arguments of counsel and the value of evidence. I don't know
what Ms. Frasier thinks. I know your representations to me,
and I know you feel maligned by the Court, but I'm in the
business of distinguishing between attorneys arguments and
facts, and I have one attorney who tells me, Judge, within
99.9 percent you will be able to tell in five minutes she does
not have the capacity to drive trust administration.

MR. RESNICK: 1I'm suggesting if the Court determines
she doesn't, then she said she will resign in favor of another
corporate trustee. She will not be involved in the
infrastructure. If the Court so wishes, please set another
hearing, and I will bring her up. I don't want it on my
conscience if she gets medically injured as a result of coming
up here. That would really bug me, and I have a problem
bringing her up here when I have a letter from Dr. Haga that
says it's not in her best interest. If we can somehow do a
video conference. I understand it's not as good but it may
give you a sense. She is a frail 88-year-old woman. Dr. Spar,
preeminent gerontologist, has given us three assessment

letters, April, May, and September of this year that says she
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has testamentary contract capacity. That's all he does. I

understand you want to talk to her. Is there something almost
as good as her being here?

THE COURT: I don't know. Because trust me,
underneath the robe is a human too, with some empathy called to
the work of the elderly. Some would say my writing and
advocacy for the elderly reveals my protective nature of thenm,
and I knew when signing my order that I might be ordering the
impossible. I now accept your representation that I might be
ordering the risk, but I don't know how to parse through,
pierce through all of this background noise about what she
wants and what her abilities to understand are.

MR. RESNICK: If you give us a continuance for
purposes of her testimony and we get time, maybe she can drive
up and take two or three days and stop and make it more like a
pleasure trip. The going through security of an airport and
stress of commercial travel, I don't want her to do that.

THE COURT: And all of that is preferred over
Premier's continuing --

MR. RESNICK: Yes. If you could talk to her, you will
understand. All I can tell you is what she tells me.

THE COURT: I know as both a lawyer and a judge, I
know what you are saying. Many of our elderly are like our
newborns. Our children are born completely dependent. They

need nurturing and care as they develop, and then through no
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fault of ours we age in incrementally greater forms of

dependence, and I don't know where she is in that continuum.

MR. RESNICK: I want to give you the opportunity, sir,
but if we can do it by car travel, where she stops in Santa
Barbara, a couple stops, and makes it sort of recreational, I
think that it will be easier on her. I have talked to Dr. Haga
about that.

THE COURT: Dr. Hay?

MR. RESNICK: Dr. Haga. And he also feels strongly
about it. Commercial air travel I think -- I don't want it on
my conscience. If you have a chance to talk to her, she can be
very sharp. And from the get-go she didn't want to have
anything to do with the kids. From the first meeting with her
nothing to do with the kids.

THE COURT: And that's not at issue before me right
now, I get that, and I'm not challenging that, but I have the
post-hearing requested by her attorney that Premier go away and
it is troubling. Because there is a difference between saying
my client wishes to change Premier. Elderly people struggling
to maintain their lives often change their views, and a
direction to Premier is different than a petition to remove
Premier for cause based upon you allege unprofessional conduct,
failure of competence --

MR. RESNICK: I never alleged unprofessional conduct.

Negligence, yes.
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THE COURT: Okay. That's an entirely different thing

than she just feels angst about Premier and doesn't want
Premier and has the capacity to remove Premier. Those are two
different standards for me.

MR. RESNICK: I agree. We hopefully will be able to
present to the Court an accounting for the Court to review at
sometime, and maybe that's the appropriate time. I am just
suggesting to see what the accounting is and what objections
interested parties may have to the accounting.

THE COURT: I made reference in my order to the change
of local counsel. I welcome Mr. Millsap into the case. He is
well known to the Court and to the subset of law that presents,
but just that change of counsel, too, is troubling to me,
because these are patterns that we see. I would ask you to
disclose, but the inferences the Court often makes with
changing counsel is that counsel doesn't comply, and there is a
disconnect between counsel's professional judgment and somebody
else's desires.

MR. RESNICK: We had Courtney Miller here at the last
hearing, and she was ready to testify the reason they wanted to
be removed as local counsel is because they have other business
with Premier, and if it became adversarial, they didn't want to
be in that position. And there is a declaration to that effect
as well, and you weren't accepting declarations, but I do

represent to you that's the reason they told me. If we could
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somehow get her in front of the Court. Maybe you had a

conversation with her as well?

MR. MILLSAP: I did, and as an officer of the Court
and I will be briéf, Ms. Miller contacted us and asked if we
would be interested in filling the void that would be left with
her withdrawal. She indicated to me and Mr. Wallace that she
would be withdrawing because her firm and her personally had
represented Premier Trust in the past. Mr. Resnick's
representation is accurate that they anticipated it was
possible that the relationship may become adversarial. If that
possibility manifested, Ms. Miller did not want to be involved,
nor her firm. Mr. Wallace and I had no presentation with
Premier Trust and agreed to accept the representation. There
was no foul play, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Thank you.

MR. HERNANDEZ: I don't have much to add, Your Honor.
We apologize for our part for the stipulation mix up. This was
something that came on our desk without any prior notice that
the stipulation was happening. We were actually prepared to go
forward today. To the effect that that caused any of the
problems that created this situation, we apologize. We just
weren't aware that a stipulation was in order until we
appeared.

I want to put one thing on the record. I don't want

to get into quibbling with counsel, but my client, my client
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would very much disagree with Mr. Robertson's contentions

regarding the prior dispute regarding the medical building.
Fortunately, that issue has been resolved and with the Court's
order now it will truly be resolved, and that settlement sum
appears it will be paid very quickly.

Initially Dr. Frasier as a medical professional was
incredibly concerned about his mother coming out here, and he
shares those concerns, but especially now that we are aware
that there are attorneys fees creeping up towards half a
million dollars, he believes that whatever needs to happen to
make the bleeding stop that it needs to happen, and if his
mother needs to come up to make the fees stop, then that's what
needs to happen, because he is concerned she is going to be
left with nothing at the end of this. So that's the position.

So while it may seem like we are taking a contrary
position to what we have taken in the past, I think based on
the events of the last couple months I think we are in
agreement with Your Honor that there needs to be some finality
one way or the other, and we are happy to make whatever
accommodations counsel and the Court feel are proper to make
that happen.

THE COURT: I would like to know a little bit more
about the meeting that Mr. Robertson had with Ms. Frasier and
Mr. Resnick's presence after May 9th, because Mr. Robertson,

you mentioned that a protective order was requested and granted
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or protective agreement was requested and granted and that

seemed unusual to me.

MR. ROBERTSON: Yes, Your Honor, as the Court can
imagine Premier was very anxious to speak with Ms. Frasier for
the same reasons that the Court would like to hear from her,
and we repeatedly requested that and it was denied. Ultimately
when we kept whittling away at why can't we meet with
Mrs. Frasier, the response came back that she doesn't want to
incur any attorney's fees to have you come down here. I then
said not only will I come down at no charge, give up an entire
day of my practice, I will pay for my own travel expenses, and
so will Premier. At that point we finally got our meeting, but
we were only allowed the meeting if we would sign a
confidentiality agreement that we would not disclose anything
said by Ms. Frasier at the meeting, which we did agree to do.

THE COURT: What's the purpose of that?

MR. ROBERTSON: I don't know, because I think if I
could expose some of the things that happened at the meeting it
would enlighten that, but I was asked to sign that. I have to
honor what I signed. And also the Premier Trust officer that
flew out from Las Vegas as well, Richard Ward, he was requested
to sign it, and he signed it as well.

THE COURT: Mr. Resnick, why is that meeting, the
content of the meeting helpful to the Court?

MR. RESNICK: My client was concerned that statements
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she may make could be misconstrued and used. She has had

concerns about that happening in the past.

THE COURT: See, you infuse so much sophistication in
her understanding and involvement in all this, and I have
respected your presentations this morning, but you tell me she
was concerned that her statements might be used in pleadings,
is it her concern or your concern? Are you projecting to her
your legal expertise and concerns?

MR. RESNICK: I'm her advocate. She asked me advice
should I meet with them. I tell her the pros and cons and then
she makes the decision. She is college educated with a
masters, a teacher, a very intelligent woman. I invite you to
talk with her.

THE COURT: So the purpose of the protective agreement
was so that nothing disclosed would be what?

MR. RESNICK: Misconstrued and pled, yes.

MR. ROBERTSON: Your Honor, if that is the
representation, then I think I can make one additional
statement that might help enlighten the situation, because it
is not something that was disclosed by Ms. Frasier. In the
course of an hour and a half, despite having my business card
in front of her and my name written down on a sheet of paper in
front of her, in the course of an hour and a half she asked me
five times who I was.

MR. RESNICK: That's not correct, Your Honor.
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THE COURT: Which is exactly why I set this hearing,

because I have two attorneys advocating with argument, and in
this courtroom I have no facts. We instruct our juries that
nothing attorneys say is evidence. I'm the jury.

It is unworkable that Ms. Frasier serve as a
co-trustee when there is not a willingness or ability to
communicate with the co-trustee. Ms. Frasier is removed as the
co-trustee of the Premier -- as trustee of the trust for which
she is settlor. Premier shall serve as the sole trustee;
however, Ms. Frasier might move to remove Premier if she so
wishes, but it is no longer her capacitated decision to do so
without explanation but instead upon proof I think that the
accounting that was identified is an important predicate, and
to that proof, let me say that I don't know Premier. I guess
I'm saying this for your benefit, Mr. Resnick, because you are
the only one from out of the Washoe County area. I never
interacted with Premier in my private practice. I have seen
Premier as a trial participant about a handful of times, have
no memory of either ruling for or against Premier. I learned
for the very first time earlier this week that Mr. Gonda is
associated with Premier in some way. I don't know if it is
corporate ownership, I don't know the situs, I don't know its
size. I know nothing about Premier.

If upon proof Premier should be removed, I would sign

that order, but I would replace Premier with a local, with a
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company, with a trust company over which I have some control.

I don't know exactly what that means.

Now, I'm going to talk about pro hoc vice counsel
without reference to you, Mr. Resnick. I don't want you to
feel you are being picked out here, but I always require local
counsel to be a substantive part of the pro hoc vice
appearances, because I find I can get more responsiveness and
my control is greater over local counsel. For example,

Mr. Millsap, would have to pay $500 per day beginning tomorrow
if the $50,000 isn't paid, and for the same reason I want a
trust company that doesn't have to fly up here, that doesn't
have a reputation or a relationship with Northern Nevada.

I learned for the first time that Premier has somebody
in Vegas, and there may be a trust company that has the
presence in both Nevada and California. I have no interest in
who the successor trustee will be, but first I have to be
persuaded that Premier should be removed, particularly at the
great expense that will be incurred in seeking removal and
expense that will be incurred in transferring the
administration of this trust.

That's the first order. She is no longer a
co-trustee. She may move to remove Premier.

The motion. to remove Premier because grounded in facts
makes Ms. Frasier's independent decision or desires less

relevant, which may be one way I get around her travel and
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personal appearance, because it's almost unnecessary for me to

know what she wants. It's necessary for me to know whether
Premier, whether she could be better served by a different
trust accountant.

I am going to order an in camera review of Ms. --
there is a V in there. Is her beginning name this -- Valerie
her first name?

MR. RESNICK: Janie.

THE COURT: I am finding a V in there. Mulrain will
provide within 15 days an in camera review a complete
accounting of her services on behalf of Ms. Frasier.

Ms. Mulrain may also include a request for additional
disbursements from the trust. I shudder to think that she is
working without compensation. I know the value of the bill
paying and the accounting attendance for people who are aged
into the last season of their lives. There is no reason at all
that Ms. Mulrain should be working for free if indeed her
services are necéssary, reasonable. And so that request for
trust disbursement may very well be upon review likely to be
ordered by the Court.

Mr. Resnick, I will have you also submit as part of
the account inspection review of all of your charges incurred
and amounts paid, which I think will be in Ms. Mulrain's
account.

The $50,000 will be paid to Mr. Brad Frasier, today is
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Wednesday, if you have to liquidate securities, no later than

Tuesday of next week. Counsel, do you wish to be heard on the
propriety of fees Mr. Bradley has incurred? I have to tell you
I was really frustrated when I started reading about Bank of
America and Opus and whether it comes out of one account or is
deposited into another one, because it all confused the simple
issue that he is entitled to the money in the agreement that I
confirm. So Mr. Sullivan has requested that fees be paid. He
identified the challenge of this Court, which are fees that are
generally paid by each party absent a statute, rule or
contract. Mr. Sullivan cited some attenuated statutes for
fees. I would have to a substantial finding of bad faith,
unreasonableness, which I'm not really willing to make. I
understand the concern that Premier has expressed, but I just
think it's outrageous that Mr. Bradley has had to pay attorneys
to get where we are, so I wish, I invite you to be heard on
whether I had an additional $3,000 for attorneys' fees.

MR. ROBERTSON: Thank you, Your Honor. Clearly there
has been no bad faith here by Premier. In the advance of the
filing of the motion we had been in discussion and we asked
that the motion be filed not just against Premier, because
Premier does not have control of the bank account, but the
motion be filed against Dinny who did have control of the bank
account. For whatever reason it ended up being filed against

Premier alone. Premier looked at the situation. Premier had a
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1  request at that point -- I'm sorry, Premier did not have a

2 request at that point from Dinny to pay her the $50,000 so she
3  could pay Dr. Frasier, because the $50,000 was paid to her and
4 the agreement she was personally supposed to repay it out of

5 her personal account. We don't know what happened to that

6 $50,000, so Premier could not just write a check out of the

7 account that the agreement required the check be written out

8 of. Premier just simply couldn't do that. So Premier was

9  asked to give Dinny an additional $50,000 to put in that

10 account. That made perfect sense. We received a handwritten
11 document from Ms. Frasier that said please send me $50,000. We
12 then wrote back and said we would like to speak to you about

13 this, and it was arranged for a telephone conference. During
14 the telephone conference I asked her do you want us to send you
15  $50,000 so that you can pay Dr. Frasier. She said absolutely
16 not. Now this one there was no confidentiality agreement. She
17 said T don't want to pay him a penny. I said you understand

18 you are supposed to pay $50,000 out of this account. She said
19 I'm not paying a penny. So at that point Premier was not being
20 asked to send money to her, she was resisting the settlement
21 agreement.

22 Since then, middle or late last week, we now received
23 a handwritten request from Dinny that says I'm sorry, I was
24  wrong. After the telephone conference Mr. Resnick explained to
25 me that I had to pay the $50,000. Based upon that
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representation to me I have now decided yes, please send me the

$50,000 and I will pay back Brad as I'm supposed to under the
agreement.

THE COURT: How much money did you incur in trying to
figure out whether this $50,000 was payable?

MR. ROBERTSON: From what, Your Honor?

THE COURT: From what source would the payment be made
and when would the payment be made? How much money have you
charged the trust for your time?

MR. ROBERTSON: I think it would be very little, Your
Honor, because I looked at the agreement, the agreement said it
has to be paid out of this account.

THE COURT: So can you estimate, you had a telephone
call, did you receive letters? Did you file an opposition?

MR. ROBERTSON: Mostly I advised Premier is what I
did. I said here is your situation, here is what the agreement
said. What do you want to do? And I would say that probably
no more than two or three hours total.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. ROBERTSON: But I don't think --

THE COURT: So filing that opposition was in total, it
includes two or three hours?

MR. ROBERTSON: Well, we --

THE COURT: There is an 11 page opposition.

MR. ROBERTSON: I would have to go back and look as
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far as the opposition as to what time was spent, but I know

that a substantial portion, if you were to look at our bills,
you will see a lot of our time entries say no charge, and I
know a substantial of that opposition we did not charge for.
All of the research that was done as far as the fiduciary
duties of Premier under these circumstances where money is
unaccounted for, whether Premier should send additional money
to her, we did not charge for any of that research. It's been
through the trust for all of that.

So I don't know, Your Honor, I would say five, six
hours total if you want to count the opposition. But I don't
think there is any indication here that Premier has acted in
bad faith. 1It's quite the opposite. We are stuck in a
situation where the law tells us when money is missing we have
to be careful.

THE COURT: I understand. I told you I'm not willing
to make the finding under the statute Mr. Sullivan asserts, but
our trust statute, I wish I could recite it exactly, but there
is a lengthy provision which allows the Court to award fees
for, to avoid injustice as it relates to trusteeship. And what
Mr. Frasier needs is some just relief from the fact that he
hasn't received his money. And I suspect three or $4,000 is
appropriate.

MR. ROBERTSON: I would just make the point, Your

Honor, that we did say in our opposition that we supported the
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payment of the fees and we wanted to pay the fees.

THE COURT: I know, but that opposition kind of
connected an accounting of pride money.

MR. ROBERTSON: Yes, because again Premier is stuck
between the law that says if they are concerned about her
competency, they shouldn't be distributing large sums of money
to her without knowing where the money is going. And the
obligation that she personally had to pay this money, which we
wanted to pay but we don't even know if she has the $50,000 in
the account already. We just don't know the situation.

THE COURT: All right. So I'm about to enter an
order. Mr. Resnick, do you wish to be heard?

MR. RESNICK: I do. I disagree with the sequence and
the content of the events that Mr. Robertson said. At no time
did my client request $50,000 to pay Brad Frasier. She
requested $50,000, and we have writings to that effect, for
living expenses. Where the conversation occurred that I was
present on the phone with Mrs. Frasier he asked her do you want
to pay Brad $50,000, she said no way. In fact a few
expletives. It was not in relation to the order. You want to
pay Brad $50,000. After the conversation, I didn't want to
interrupt her during the conversation, after the conversation I
explained to her why the trust was obligated. She then sent
that letter to Premier. The $50,000 she requested was not to

pay Brad. She would not write a check to Brad for a dollar,
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trust me.

THE COURT: All right. Be that as it may, it will be
$50,000 plus $4,000 in attorneys' fees. At the time of the
motion, or maybe there was the filings of, there was the
representation of $2,700 incurred and additional time to
prepare for today and yesterday's telephone conference. It
will be $54,000 is payable, and you can find and cite the fees
statute within 163 or 164, the key word is to prevent
injustice, and that will be my order.

Mr. Resnick, I want to invite you to speak to an issue
I'm thinking about, because I want to be informed, and I want
to be right. People walk into this courtroom and most are
agreed to a meeting, that's a risk of the occupation I get
that, I'm okay with that, but I also want to be right. As I
think about a petition to remove Premier, which I have
essentially invited, I think about how you will be paid for
that petition. I often remove trust corpus as an automatic
payment source for trustees defending obligations against their
trustee service because I don't want to have -- I want there to
be a rational analysis of costs and benefits and a rational
allocation. If Ms. Frasier moves to remove Premier, and I am
satisfied that it would be a good fresh start, I think all of
your fees should be compensated from trust accounts. If
Ms. Frasier moves to remove Premier, and I'm not satisfied that

it is necessary, or in Ms. Frasier's interest, and I deny that
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motion, how shall you be paid?

MR. RESNICK: I won't. Judge, I will waive --

THE COURT: I really like your answer, but I'm not
sure I want that answer.

MR. RESNICK: I will waive that fee. If I have to
attend the hearing, I would like to be compensated. Prepare
the pleading, if we don't prevail, I won't be paid. I will put
my money where my mouth is.

THE COURT: I respect that, but I also believe
attorneys should be paid from the payment resource. Let me
think on that. I very much respect your response. It might
not be an all or nothing proposition either. It may be if you
are moving at the direction of a client you believe is
capacitated and if it is you believe there is a good faith
basis and ultimately I'm not persuaded, there could be some
fees but maybe not six figure fees.

MR. RESNICK: I will totally defer to you. But what I
am concerned about, Your Honor, is the amount of time we are
spending trying to reconstruct this accounting.

THE COURT: If you demonstrate to me that Premier as a
professional compensator trustee negligently performs its
services or falls below the standard I expect from a
professional compensated professional, I will move in a second
and make decisions about Premier that will follow Premier for

the rest of my career maybe. I just need to see that evidence.
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MR. RESNICK: Accepted.

THE COURT: Mr. Millsap, you are standing.

MR. MILLSAP: Your Honor, if I may. I may be in the
best position to speak to this, because I have had the
opportunity to converse with Mr. Robertson more frequently and
I believe something that Mr. Resnick, myself, and Mr. Robertson
have contemplated would render that motion unnecessary. Part
of what the parties have contemplated if Premier is able to
file an accounting and work with Mrs. Frasier's counsel to
provide us complete accounting as possible to the Court, then
after the appropriate parties had an opportunity to object to
said accounting, if the Court ratified the accounting, my
understanding is that Premier would resign as corporate trustee
in favor of a successor sole trustee.

THE COURT: I understand that, but the proposal is a
company that I don't know in a state in which I have no
authority.

MR. MILLSAP: Agreed, Your Honor, so I think the
solution is subject to Your Honor's approval, a successor
corporate trustee will be appointed. I think Your Honor raised
excellent points today, based on the oversight necessary in
unique circumstances such as this. So I think the moral of the
story is if we are able to achieve resolution on these
accounting issues, Premier will resign, and Your Honor will

have authority over who is appointed as successor trustee.
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THE COURT: So the unspoken take away is that is quite

possible, and I have good experienced attorneys walk out of
this courtroom, and the oversight doesn't out spend the money
to push back against Premier, Premier will voluntarily resign,
I need a successor trustee that I can call counsel on Thursday
afternoon and say be here at noon on Friday. If you are not,
I'm going to sign a check for a warrant for your arrest.
That's what I need to do.

MR. RESNICK: Let's see if we can't locate a trustee
that has offices in California and Nevada. She can make her
visit to the local office, feel good about it, and you got
jurisdiction.

MR. ROBERTSON: There is such a company, Your Honor,
Whittier Trust here in town. And they have offices near
Ms. Frasier, and I believe that we have even suggested that.

MR. RESNICK: I'll locate whatever the trustees are
and look into it.

THE COURT: So what I have done today I shifted the
burden, though, because as no longer serving as trustee and as
serving as trustee, the burden to make the change is now upon
you to satisfy Premier and this Court either through
negotiations or through moving papers.

MR. MILLSAP: Understood, Your Honor.

MR. RESNICK: Your Honor, so what is your position

with, just to clarify with Premier resigning on rendering an

Litigation Services | 800-330-1112
www.litigationservices.com

1 RA 192




TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS - 10/17/2017

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

Page 41
accounting?

THE COURT: I have no interest in Premier staying or
leaving. I have interest in asserting control over successor
trusteeship, and I think I have an interest, a professional
judicial interest in not having Ms. Frasier bear the burden of
trusteeship.

MR. RESNICK: She has accepted that. So having said
that just so I understand, if Premier resigns in favor of
another trustee and you have jurisdiction over, that's
acceptable to you? I'm thinking of the logistics.

THE COURT: I respect what you are doing because I'm
pulling back so I'm not bound. Yes, generally, but with the
judicial caveat that I can change my mind, but I'm not feeling
to change my mind, and I'm feeling to say yes, but I just don't
want to be bound today. Because what I probably will do is if
there is a resignation and stipulated appointment, I will
probably have that representative come into this room so he or
she can hear me bark, and I can also establish how it is that
payments will be made to Ms. Mulrain for Ms. Frasier's benefit.
How can there be some confidence? Which may be easily given
but how can there be no confidence that I don't have money just
going away because she is ensconced by professionals. So what
standard will drive those distributions. What rights do the
trustee have to understand how that money is spent and so

forth.
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MR. RESNICK: Sounds great. Appreciate that.

MR. ROBERTSON: If I may be heard on that last point.
It's a great segue into a current situation, as Mr. Resnick
indicated initially, there was just the $50,000 to be paid to
Mr. Frasier, Brad Frasier, now there has been a request for
another $50,000 on top of the first $50,000. Premier is happy
to write the check directly to Dr. Frasier as you indicated for
$50,000. We are happy to write the check to Dinny personally
for the other $50,000. You have already indicated that Premier
doesn't have any obligation to look into the personal finances
of the $50,000 payment to Dr. Frasier. The question is should
Premier issue another $50,000 to Dinny Frasier or await the
review that you are going to undertake in camera of the
expenses today?

THE COURT: Well, Ms. Frasier is a wealthy woman who
doesn't incur living expenses. How will those expenses be
paid?

MR. ROBERTSON: We pay, Premier, the things that were
indicated to you earlier, and I respect that Mr. Resnick this
is the first I heard that Mr. Resnick's fees are about
$155,000. She had a little over $200,000, so that explains the
vast majority of it. He points out caregiving, utility bills,
and legal fees. We pay all of her utility bills. We pay for
all of her caregiving. I don't know what the money‘is being

used for. We have no problem disbursing it as long as the
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Court has no concerns about that.

THE COURT: Well, I don't know if I have concerns or
not, because I admire Mr. Resnick's offer to provide that in
camera review and I accept that offer, and I don't know what my
concerns, if 90 percent of her money is going to her attorney
and caregiver, I am concerned. If I have legitimate expenses
that support this dear woman in this time of her life, I don't
have concerns. I just don't know.

MR. ROBERTSON: Your Honor, if I may suggest, why
don't we go ahead and distribute the additional $50,000 to
Dinny. It is her money.

THE COURT: Right.

MR. ROBERTSON: And if the Court is concerned after
having reviewed the accounting, we can revisit that $50,000
payment, but in the meantime I don't think Premier, and Premier
really doesn't want to withdraw or hold payment to her that she
has requested.

THE COURT: I got that.

MR. ROBERTSON: Very good.

MR. RESNICK: If I can clarify one thing, Your Honor.
As to caregiving, it's not Janie Mulrain, it's 24-hour in house
residential care.

THE COURT: Which is about eight to $10,000 a month.

MR. RESNICK: 1It's very expensive.

MR. ROBERTSON: That's being paid by the trust not
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Dinny personally. We receive those bills and we pay.

THE COURT: How much a month?

MR. ROBERTSON: About $10,000 a month.

MR. RESNICK: She goes out to dinner. Janie took her
to a high school football game. She takes road trips to Palm
Springs with her. She doesn't charge for that. You will see
the accounting.

THE COURT: Okay, in the meantime now that the
attorneys have heard me yesterday at 4:00 and today, I hope
that you will understand my intention to preside over this
case, and I will review how to -- go ahead and distribute that
second $50,000.

MR. ROBERTSON: Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: At the end of the day this is a wealthy
woman who is entitled to her money while she lives.

MR. ROBERTSON: Absolutely, Your Honor.

THE COURT: I need an order. Please prepare the order
subject to Mr. Resnick and Mr Millsap's review and submit it in
chambers. It does not have to capture what I said. We have a
transcript for that, but the specific order as to the sole
trusteeship and encapsulating the method for resolution that we
might have altered.

MR. ROBERTSON: I will do my best to write it up and
seek approval.

THE COURT: Which will include the $54,000 to
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Dr. Frasier and the $50,000 to Dinny Frasier.

MR. ROBERTSON: Very good, Your Honor.

THE COURT: And include, please, this Court's specific
instruction that any successor trustee have presence in
Northern Nevada, and that it is this Court's intention if there
is a change of trustee, to immediately be heard so we can sharp
future trust administration.

MR. ROBERTSON: Very good, Your Honor. May I inquire
of the court reporter, Your Honor, when we might be able to get
a transcript to assist me in preparing an accurate order?

THE COURT: She will have it for you within the next
14 days. Likely in the next three or four days. I will change
that ten days, by the close of business next Friday, which is
next Friday you will have a transcript. That will be Friday.

MR. ROBERTSON: If I could have a week to the
following Friday to draft the order and seek approval, Your
Honor?

THE COURT: 1It's a long time to prepare a brief order.
It's a brief order.

MR. ROBERTSON: I don't foresee it taking a lot of
time to prepare the order. I just want to try to work things
out with Mr. Millsap and Mr. Resnick as much as possible before
we submit it to you.

MR. HERNANDEZ: Just a logistical question. You

ordered the fees paid to Dr. Frasier by next Tuesday.
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THE COURT: At the close of business.

MR. HERNANDEZ: Okay, so all right so I'm not sure how
we track that in the order, but I guess we will take the order
from the bench.

THE COURT: If necessary, I will convert my oral
pronouncement it will be paid by close of business on Tuesday,
and that this Court will consider personal sanctions of $500
per day beginning next Wednesday if not paid.

MR. HERNANDEZ: Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: I just can't sanction Mr. Millsap and
Mr. Resnick right now yet. If they do not obstruct the
payment, I won't sanction them personally.

MR. RESNICK: Your Honor, one point of clarification
out of an abundance of caution. Your in camera review of, that
is Jane Mulrain's accounting, receipts and disbursements. Her
checkbook.

THE COURT: Right. What I don't really need is the
back up data. I'm looking for summary plans.

MR. RESNICK: Line item.

THE COURT: Yes.

MR. RESNICK: And as to the review, you want my
billing statements? What do you prefer?

THE COURT: What I want at 10:41 is different than
what I wanted at 9:00 o'clock, because you disclosed your

estimated aggregate amount, you have offered the inspection and
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it appears that a resolution may be near coming, and I don't

want to microanalyze the fees that are paid if it appears that
we are heading towards an open place in this litigation, so
just line items redacting the narratives. I presume each of
you, time charges has some narrative of what was incurred.

MR. RESNICK: Date, description of service, amount of
time.

THE COURT: Just give me the dates of payments and the
amounts of payments.

MR. RESNICK: Payments --

THE COURT: Sure. There was a date you received fees
and there was an amount of fees that you received.

MR. RESNICK: Oh, just a record of the statement of
accounting?

THE COURT: Yes.

MR. RESNICK: Good enough.

THE COURT: I don't think I need descriptions right
now.

MR. RESNICK: Okay, thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: I can't think of anything else, all right.
Thank you, counsel, nice to see you. Well done. Look forward
to the next page in this chapter.

(Proceedings concluded.)
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STATE OF NEVADA )

WASHOE COUNTY )

I, AMY JO TREVINO, an Official Reporter of the Second
Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada, in and for
Washoe County, DO HEREBY CERTIFY;

That I was present in Department 15, of the
above-entitled Court on October 17, 2017, and took verbatim
stenotype notes of the proceedings had upon the matter
captioned within, and thereafter transcribed them into
typewriting as herein appears;

That the foregoing transcript, consisting of pages 1
through 48, is a full, true and correct transcription of my
stenotype notes of said proceedings.

DATED: At Reno, Nevada, this 23rd day of October,

2017.

/s/ Amy Jo Trevino
AMY JO TREVINO, CRR #825

Litigation Services | 800-330-1112
www.litigationservices.com

1 RA 200




TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS - 10/17/2017
Index: $1,000..advised

$1,000 12:12

$10,000 43:23
44:3

$100,000 10:17
12:5

$150 16:25
$150,000 19:8
$155,000 42:21
$2,700 37:5
$200,000 42:21
$250,000 18:6
$3,000 32:17

$4,000 35:22
37:3

$50,000 6:20
8:19:16,20
11:8 17:16
30:10 31:25
33:2,3,6,9,11,
15,18,25 34:2,
5 36:9,15,16,
19,21,24 37:3
42:4,6,8,9,11,
12 43:10,14
44:12 4511

$500 8:3 30:9
467

$54,000 37:7
44:25

$800,000 18:10

10:00 13:10,13,
23

10:41 46:23
11 34:24

12:00 13:10,13,
23

13 4:3,12

14 45:12

15 17:20 31:10
150 17:20 ranscars
163 37:8
164 37:8
165 17:20
17 3:1

18 18:7

1:00 12:21
13:9,21

2016 14:21
2017 3:1
24-hour 43:21
250 18:5

30 14:22

Litigati]
Wy

44 15:15
4:00 3:1544:9

50 16:20 20:2

5:00 8:2
6
6th 6:18:14
8

iT gopRgc%ét;llﬁes - 10/17/2

88-year-old
21:23

90 43:5

99.9 11:17
21:11

9:00 46:24
9:30 3:1

9th 3:20 4:16
26:24

A

A.M. 3:1
abdicate 7:8
abilities 22:12
ability 29:6

on Services | 800-330-1]

SHBRE B e
21:11 245
39:8,23 45:9

absence 5:22
absent 32:10

absolutely
16:4 33:15
44:16

abundance
46:14

Academy 4:3

accept 22:9
25:1343:4

acceptable
41:10

accepted 39:1
h17 41 :7

accepting 8:17
24:24

access 4:13

accommodated
6:12

accommodatio
ns 26:20

account 6:18
10:4,17,24,25
12:7 19:16
31:22,24 32:5,
22,24 33:5,7,
10,18 34:12
36:10

accountant
31:4

accountants
19:3

accounting
6:19 7:24
12:11,16 17:10

'* 19:14,15,24

20:4,12 24:6,8,
9 29:13 31:11,
15 36:3 38:19
39:9,10,12,24
41:1 43:14
44:7 46:15
4714

accounts
37:23

accrue 8:4
accruing 17:1

accurate 25:9
45:10

accusations
15:15

achieve 39:23
acted 35:12
acting 4:23

actionable
17:6

actions 18:11
actually 25:19

add 11:10
25:16

additional 9:23
28:18 31:12
32:17 33:9
35:7 37:5
43:10

address 18:14

adjudications
6.7

administration
20:12 21:12
30:20 457

admire 15:19
43:3

adopted 7:9
adult 4.4
advance 32:19

adversarial
24:22 25:10

advice 28:9
advised 12:6

Litigation Services |

800-330-1112

www.litigationservices.com

1 RA 201




TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS - 10/17/2017

Index:

advocacy. .assumed

34:15
advocacy 22:7
advocate 28:9

advocating
29:2

affects 14:14

after 10:4,16
16:12 19:25
26:24 33:24
36:21,22 39:11
43:13

afternoon 40:6

again 17:12
36:4

against 8:3
16:2 29:19
32:21,23,24
37:18 40:4

age 23:1
aged 31:15
agency 17:3,6
agent 4:23
ages 15:24

aggregate
17:18,25 18:1
46:25

ago 9:2 11:21

agree 8:25
10:22,25 24:5
27:15

agreed 6:15
7:325:13
37:13 39:18

agreement
3:22 8:22
10:23 11:24
26:18 27:1,14

28:14 32:7
33:4,7,16,21
34:3,11,16

ahead 43:10
44:11

air 23:10
aired 8:13
airport 22:16

all 9:9,19 137"
16:18 17:21,24
20:18 22:1,11,
18,21 28:4
31:16,22 32:6
35:5,9 36:11
37:2,22 38:12
42:23,24 46:2
47:20

allegations 6:6
allege 23:22

alleged 5:18
23:24

allocation
37:21

allowed 27:13
allows 35:19

almost 22:2
311

alone 32:25

already 36:10
42.9 Litigati

also 4:7,8
10:12 23:9
27:20 31:12,21
37:14 38:9
41:18

altered 5:18
44:22

alternative
7:13

always 7:7
15:11 30:5

amendment
16:14,16

America 10:25
12:7 32:5

> amount.17:18;./4
23,25 19:7
38:18 46:25
47:6,12

amounts 31:23
47:9

Amy 16:9,14
analysis 37:20
ancillary 6:19

angst 15:22
24:2

annually 19:25

another 15:8
19:12 20:19
21:14,16 32:6
41:942:6,12

answering
20:10

antecedent
6:20

antecedes

on S iges | 800-330-11
.litEQZnservices.com

anticipated 9:4
25:9

antidote 6:4

anxiety 14:12,
13

anxious 27:4

anything 11:10
12:25 16:17,23
18:23 23:13
27:14 47:20

anytime 12:15
anyway 19:6

apologize 9:7
25:17,21

L. Apparently
10:24

appeals 18:11
appear 9:1

appearance
31:1

appearances
3:4 30:7

appeared 4:22
25:23

appears 5:24
26:547:1,2

appoint 15:8

appointed 10:5
39:20,25

appointing
16:15

appointment
41:16

appreciate
2 7:20 42:1

approached
14:23

appropriate
24:7 35:23
39:11

approval 19:12
39:19 44.24
45:16

approving 4:14
April 21:25
arbitrary 5:13

arbitration
15:6

area 10:9 29:16
argued 6:17

argument
11:15 29:2

arguments
4:18 6:6,25
21:6,9

around 30:25

arranged 16:9
33:13

arrangement
14:25

arrest 40:7
assert 6:2
asserted 54
asserting 41:3
asserts 35:17

assessment
21:24

assessments
7:2

asset 19:4,6
assigned 3:7
assist 45:10

assistance
15:25

associated
29:21

assumed 9:6

Litigation Services |

800-330-1112

www.litigationservices.com

1 RA 202




TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS - 10/17/2017
attempt..camera

Index:

attempt 7.4
attempting 5:7

attend 12:21
13:22 38:6

attendance
31:15

attending
13:24 14:3

attention 11:14

attenuated
32:11

attest 15:13

attorney 4.2,
22,23,25 6:1
10:5 15:1
16:10 21:10
23:17 43:5

attorney's 27:9

attorneys 3:16,
17 4:3 6:15
7:3,78:217:25
18:13 21:9
26:929:2,4
32:15 38:10
40:2 44:9

attorneys' 7:8
32:17 37:3

audio 13:11
audit 12:19
August 6:9
author 14:3

authority
39:17,25

authorizes
3:22,24

automatic
37:17

availability
4:11 6:12

available 13:9,
12

avoid 35:20
await 42:12
award 35:19

aware 25:22
26:8 TRANSCRIH

away 23:17
27:7 401
41:22

awhile 9:2

B

back 16:2,19
27:8 33:12
34:2,2540:4
41:12 46:18

background
2211

bad 32:12,19
35:13

bank 10:24
12:6,7,9 32:4,
22,23

Barbara 23:5
bark 41:18
Barnet 3:8 e
base 20:8

based 20:12
23:22 26:16
33:25 39:21

basis 6:9 38:15
battling 14:12

bear 415

became 10:16
24:22

become 25:10

before 7:19:20
12:15 16:11
18:19 23:15
45:22

i h&gaan}GZS 10/17/2

beginning 8:2
30:9 31:6 46:8

behalf 3:6,12
7:25 12:9
31:11

being 5:2
16:21 20:3
22:3 30:5
32:24 33:19
42:24 43:25

believe 8:18
9:15 11:1,2,25
12:6 15:15
16:3 18:2,4
38:9,13,14
39:6 40:15

believes 26:10
below 38:22

bench 4:3 6:3
7:11,12 46:4

beneficiary

ces.com

benefit 20:14
29:1541:19

benefits 37:20
beside 15:16

best 12:23
18:11,13,22
14:17 21:21

800-330-11%

39:4 44:23
better 31:3

between 5:24
13:10,12,23
21:5,9 23:18
24:17 36:5

bill 12:12,13
31:14

b:billing 17:22,

24 46:22

bills 17:1,11,17
35:2 42:22,23
44:1

bit 26:22
bleeding 26:11
blood 14:9,14
BNY 21:3
boggles 15:16
born 22:24

both 17:5
22:22 30:15

bound 41:12,
15

Brad 6:14 15:5
31:25 34:2
36:15,19,21,25
42:5

Bradley 9:16

2 323,15

brief 11:20
25:4 45:18,19

bring 5:14 7:12
9:9,15 21:17

bringing 8:16
9:10 21:20

Brooks 16:10

brought 11:14

Bruce 14:22
15:12

bug 21:19

building 18:18,
23,24,25 19:2
26:2

buildings
18:17

bunch 20:1

burden 40:19,
20 41:5

business 20:2
21:9 24:21
28:21 45:13
46:1,6

buy 19:5

c

calculation
18:15

calendar 13:3

California
12:14 14:11
17:7,8 20:20,
21,22 21:1
30:15 40:10

call 3:187:3
11:10 34:14
40:5

called 4:10
14:21 22:5

came 18:20
25:18 27:8

camera 12:11,
17 31:5,10
42:13 43:4

Litigation Services |
www.litigationservices.com

800-330-1112

1 RA 203




TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS - 10/17/2017
can't..conglomeration

Index:

46:14

can't 15:15
19:4 20:11
27:7 40:9
46:10 47:20

cannot 13:13
20:8

capacitated
29:11 38:14

capacity 4:6,8,
19 5:16,21
15:21 21:12
22:1 24:3

capture 44:19
car 234
card 28:21

care 14:8 22:25
43:22

career 38:25
careful 35:15

carefully 5:11,
15

caregiver
15:12 43:6

caregiving
17:11 42:22,24
43:21

case 3:3,7
18:9,21 24:11
44:11

cause 23:22
caused 25:20
caution 46:14
caveat 41:13
certified 4:2

certiorari

18:12
challenge 32:9

challenging
23:16

chambers
44:19

chance 9:25
10:15 23:11

change 113"
19:18,21
23:19,20
24:10,13 40:20
41:13,14 45:86,
12

changing
24:16

chapter 47:22

charge 15:7
27:10 35:3,4,8
44:6

charged 15:4
17:19 34:9

charges 7:12
31:22 47:5

check 9:21
11:1,2 18:13
33:6,7 36:25
40:7 42:7,8

checkbook
46:16

child 19:21

children 14:23
16:3 22:24

Litigatil
WW

choices 4:15
chosen 5:13

circumstances
35:6 39:22

circumstantial
3:23

cite 37:7
cited 32:11
civil 17:5

clarification
46:13

clarify 40:25
T 0F4F§(:)§‘6DINGS - 16/17/

clear 11:13
Clearly 32:18

client 4:14
20:6,7,11
23:19 25:25
27:25 36:15
38:13

clients 4:6

close 5:21
45:13 46:1,6

closed 127

co-owners
19:1

co-trustee 3:9
4:25 29:6,7,8
30:22

co-trustees

5:24
cognition 5:16
"icagnitive: iz

colleague
14:21

college 28:11

come 10:23
12:1513:19
26:12 27:9,10
41:17

comes 32:5

comfortable
19:17

coming 17:21
21:18 26:7
471

comments
8:19

Leommercial
22:17 23:10

common 3:25

communicate
297

communicatio

ns 11:19,22

company 7:18
30:1,11,14
39:16 40:13

compensated
16:21 37:23
38:6,23

compensation
31:14

compensator
38:21

competence
23:23

competency
36:6

12
complete
31:10 39:10

completely
22:24

comply 24:16

composition
14:19

compromises

4:8

concern 28:7
32:14

concerned
4:16,21 5:8,16
7:19 9:23 26:7,
13 27:25 28:6
36:5 38:18
43:6,13

concerns 55
10:1,19 12:3
26:8 28:2,8
43:1,2,5,8

concluded
47:23

conclusion
3:16

condition
16:12

conduct 3:22
16:3,18 17:6
23:22,24

conference
3:157:39:12
11:10 21:22
33:13,14,24
376

confidence
5:21 41:20,21

confidentiality
11:24 27:14
33:16

confirm 7:17
32:8

conflicting
4:18

confused 32:6

conglomeratio
n 204

Litigation Services |

800-330-1112

www.litigationservices.com

1 RA 204




TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS - 10/17/2017

Index: connected..designated
connected contract 22:1 couple 11:3 Courtney dear 4:17 437
36:3 32:11 23:5 26:17 24:19 decided 34:1
cons 28:10 contrary 26:15 | course 17:20 courtroom . .
. . . decision 16:4
. 28:21,23 29:3 37:12
conscience control 6:2 40:3 20:5 28:11
21:18 23:11 8:16 30:1,8 court 3:3,14,20 ' 29:11 30:24
consider 46:7 32:22,23 413 5510,11,15,23 craz.y 16:20 decisions 5:2
. 6:2,5,8,11,12, 18:8
. . conversation . 7:9 8:20 38:24
consideration } i 16,21 7:7,19, .
) 25:2 36:17,21, ) created 4:11 .
14:18 o 22 8:1,8,11,13, 2521 declaration
considerin TRANSCRIHT orle@doR 8,13 17010 13:20 14:2
9 converse 39:5 16 10:2,9 11:7, | creating 4:17 24:23
3:25 .
9,15,25 12:2,4 . .
. convert 6:6 . creeping 26:9 declarations
consistent 9:11 465 13,1521 20:15 24:24
6:10 ) ' 14:1,7 15:18, criminal 12:21 ' '
constantl corporate 15:8 19 16:21,24 13:20 17:6 defecation
a1y \ 19:13 20:19 17:3,14,18,25 t 913 10:13
: 21:4,1529:22 | 18:3,9,12,20 °zg§“ : defendi
consult 11:2 39:13,20 19:10,12,18 : g_ﬁ;‘smg
. 3717 20:5,21,22,23, :
consumer 6:19 | corpus J3/7: 24 215,813, D defer 38:17
contacted 25:4 | correct 18:4 16 22:4,18,22
28:25 23:8,15 24:1,6, ) . deferred 17:14
contemplated 10,12,15 25:1, | daily-nightly demonstrate
: . 14:15
39:7,8 go;‘;e;pondenc 3,15 26:20,22 38:20
contemplates ' 27:3,5,16,23, data 46:18 .
. . 24 28:3,14 ‘ denied 27:6
175 costs 4:15 ) date 6:513:8
37:20 29:1 31:9,20 aie b. ' deny 7:17
content 27:24 32:0 34:4,7,13, 14:517:23 37.95 :
36:14 counsel 3:10 19,21,24 47:6,11 :
. 4:1,18 5:20 35:16.19 36:2 d . .o | department
195, 4 tes 6:1247:8
c‘z’gf"tm“s 6:16,17 7:19 113723830, | o0 7:21 20:2
) 8:6 9:52510:6 | 20 39:2,10,12, | daughter d d
contents 11:19 | 12:4 14:421:6 | 1540:1,18.21 15:23,25 16:1, ggf*z" ence
tested 45 24:11,13,16,21 41:2,11 42:15 2 :
e s | 25252620 | 43121213, | pavid 35 dependent
<, : 30:3,6,8 32};2igatio?'sa)8i%3 44:B9830-1102 ' 22:24
continually 39:940:5 V41725453, | day 3:257:1 .
20:10 47:21 0,11,18 46:1,5, | 13:827:11 d??ﬂ?tggs
. I's 0:7 7,10,17,20,23 | 30:944:14 R
continuance counsel's 9. ) 46:8 e
) ) 24:17 47:8,11,15,17, : description
6:9 22:13 . .
20 days 11:3 17:23 47:6
inui count 35:11 :
c;git‘llr;umg Court's 5:5,13 22:15 31:10 descriptions
' County 3:1 7:20,21 9:14 45:12,13 47:17
i . 29:16 : :
cgg.t;nuum 4:8 26:3 45:3,5 deals 12:17 designated 6:5

Litigation Services |

800-330-1112

www.litigationservices.com

1 RA 205




TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS - 10/17/2017

Index: desires..essentially
desires 24:18 directions 4:19 | distribute duties 35:6 empathy 22:5

30:24 directly 14:13 | 43104411 duty 9:23 employment
desk 25:18 42:7 distributing 16:8
despite 5:22 disagree 20:1 366 E encapsulating

28:21 26:1 36:13 distributions 44:21
detained 16:5 disbursement 41:23 e-mail-a-thon end 9:24 10:7
detect 5:1 31:19 distrusting 16:19 26:14 44:14
determines disbursements | 16:1 e-mails 16:19 ended 32:24

21:13 ;?:‘lg igf?gfmsemn Ell\IM!g.engetZ?/n/zméach 32:10 ending 20:8

) ' ' docketed 7:21 47:4
develop 22:25 . ; endless 6:4
disbursing lier 29:20
devoted 6:21 42:25 document earlier =5 enforce 6:15
’ ’ 33:11 42:19 .
difference 21:5 | disclose 11:19 : . enforceability

2318 179 24:15 d?g%ments easier 23:6 3:21

27:14 ) ily 41:2
different 23:21 dollar 19:8 easily 0 Engagement
24:1,4 31:3 disclosed 36:05 ) economic 4:9 15:3
46:23 28:15,20 46:24 ) . . .

dollars 18:3 edict 13:16 enlighten

difficult 3:15 disconnect 261 ) d d 27:19 28:19

0417 110 educate
diminished done 13:18 28:11 enormous 19:7

15:21 discusses ) ) )

12:12 35:5 40:18 effect 12:8 enough 17:15
dinner 44:4 47:21 24:23 25:20 47:16
di i 36:16
Dinny 3:8 1156 | “mpo0 double 20:13 ensconced

12:13 13:24 ' doubt 75 eight 43:23 41:22

14:8,9,22,24 discussions ’ either 15:12 36:1

17:16 19:11 6:10 9:13 down 16:12 2010 3312 enter 36:11

32:23 33:2,9, . . . 27:9,10 28:22 . ’ entire 13:15

disinherited 40:21

2342:8,12 16:14 draft 45:16 27:10

43:11 44:1 ' rart #v: elder 4:2,3 v o4

45:1 disinherits drafted 511 | aeny 416 entirely 24:1
Dinny's 19:16 | °70 | drive 21:12 22:6,7,23 922_‘:‘;‘3 327
direct 11:13 displeasure a1 38 F4-44:85 on | 23:19 :

18:11 76 driving 20:5 | else's 24:1g | entries 35:3
directed 5:2 d|7s'[2>:1t$8j:71€;‘8 due 19:25 embarrassed equal 19:1
directing 4:14 19:7,8 26:2 dumped 19:25 17:23 errors 20:19

5:8,10 disputed 8:19 during 11:22 emeritus 17:7 especially 26:8
direction 13:16 . e . 16:8 20:11 emotionally essentially

032138113 | distinguishing | o 0o 600 14:17 37:16

21:9

Litigation Services |

800-330-1112

www.litigationservices.com

1 RA 206




TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS - 10/17/2017

Index: establish..Frasier
establish 12:17 27:11 factual 11:15 fiduciaries 16,21 31.7
41:18 36:17 42:14,16 . ) 10:11,12 42:6,20
436 failure 23:23
estimate 34:13 ' fair 10:6 fiduciary 4:23 | five 12:221:11
estimated expensive alr 14 10:5,17 12:14 | 28:24 35:10
) 43:24 faith 32:12,19 355 .
46:25 flew 27:21
. . 35:13 38:14 . .
ethics 7:14 experience 4:9 figure 34:5 flv 14:12.17
- 17:8 falls 38:22 38:16 01
even 9:25 . — . . . )
10:25 369 e)A(fPGezg;ced familia 5:22 file 34:14 39:9 follow 38:24
40:15 ' " ceanscrrdr familian5:230/17/:filed 6:14,23 following
events 26:17 | SXpertise 177 o osass | 142322023 yng
36:14 19:20 28:8 24
cvery 5.5 7.1 | exelain 8:12 Farmers 21:2 | ging 32:20 follows 5:15
y a0/ 20:11 fault 23:1 34:21 football 44:5
everythmg explained favor 16:14 filings 37:4 foresee 45:20
17:12 20:20,22 , _
33:24 36:23 21:14 39:14 T
. ) fill 4.1 form 5:17:24
evidence 4:20 explains 42:21 41:8
6:259:24 10:1 | P N edoral 1641 | flling 25:5 forms 23:1
21:6 20:4 explanation ederal 18:1 Gl a7 Eortunatel
38:25 10:14 29:12 fee 38:5 : ge_g“a ely
. finality 7:10 )
exactly 29:1 expletives feedback 19:3 . )
30:2 35:18 36:20 26:18 forward 25:20
feel 19:1621:8 finally 9:3 47:21
example 30:8 explore 10:16 421,8%(1) 30:5 19:24 27:12 foul 25:14
excc-ellent 12:14 | expose 27:18 . finances 42:10 | found 6:6
39:21 . feeling 41:13,
expressed 7:6 14 fi iall P 15:5 11
except 13:9 14:4 32:14 l?g:‘: y ‘2“;12 "
. . feels 23:924:2 ’ ’
excess 18:5 extent 7:22 oe 65171 find 12:2.18.24 | frail 21:23
: : Cer 7 37
excluded 5:17 external 5:17 8:217:11.18 30:7 377 Frasier 3:8
Excuse 11:9 18:1,4,16 finder 3:22,24 4:20,21 5:6,8
I . F 19:14,15 26:9, _— . 6:14 7:15 8:9,
exhibits 6:22 Litiq:&jog'sq(x?i%Z:g 3@03%3;111;'?:.'?33?%4 16,21,24 9:1.0,
exist 10:25 - K XA ' : 17 11:7,20
facility 12:20 1 : : ’
xoands 410 Y 3611373723 | 2123817 12:1,13 14:9,
P ' ' 38:16 42:20,23 | fine 14:7 12 16:7,9
expect 38:22 fact 3:22 13:1 45:25 47:2,11, fire 13:16 17:19 18:25
ed 59 35:21 36:19 12 re 15 19:2,5,20
expected 5: . . . . .
facts 3:23.25 fell 16:12 firm 6:4 17:19 20:15 21:7
expense 30:18, 4:7 6:6 8:19 25:7,12 26:6,23 27:4,8,
19 Y1090, few 11:21 o 15 28:20 2935,
21:10 29:3 . first 8:523:13 .
30:23 36:19 7,10 31:11,25

Litigation Services |
www.litigationservices.com

800-330-1112

1 RA 207




TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS - 10/17/2017

Index: Frasier's..inclinations
35:21 36:15,18 | gerontologist 9:14 heard 4:18 8:6 | 43:9,2044:13,
37:21,24 40:15 | 21:24 es 811 32:2,1636:12 | 1645:2,8,9,17
45425711, | s guides ©. 42:2,20 44:9 46:9,13 47:19
12,15 45:1,25 | 9€L90 <= 45:6 ]
tting 19:7 Honor's 39:19
Frasier's 4:19 getting 15 H hearing 3:20 hobe 449
5:2,16,18 6:17, | give 12:11,16 4:16 5:6 6:4, pe A%
19 7:25 8:19 13:2519:1,14 | hac 7:18 13,227:1,5 hopefully 24:5
9:510:4,17,22, | 21:2322:13 _ 8:23 97,12 _
241316148 | 233270 | Faga 2120 13:15 17:22 | hour 120,27
18:22 30:24 33:9 47:8 © 10:24 21:17 125 28:21,23
37:25 39:9 , TRt PO 1873/ 24:20 291 hours 34:18,22
41:19 given 451'5_‘110'5 24 19:1,5,6 38:6 35:11
Frazier 3:13 21:24 41:20 26:928:21.23 | palp 15:128:19 | house 14:24
free 31:17 giving 11:6 handful 29:18 1 pelpful 2704 | 173114321
frequently 39:5 | gladly o:18 | andling 1916 4 o gi10,48 | however 29:10
, , handwritten 10:6,18 12:1, human 22:5
fresh 37:22 godsend 17:2 33:10.23 23 13:19 144 .
Friday 13:7 goes 44:4 ohazardl 21:19,20 22:3 | hundred 6:22
40:6 45:13,14, _ ooy e 24:19 267
16 Conea 3 - 27:9 30:5,11 ,
. I : happen 26:10, 32:19 34:16
friendship 5:22 gone 18:15 11.13,21 35:12 40:6,14 ontified
fr;;tzzzg:; good 3:510:14 | happened 9:20 | Hernandez 29:13 32:9
e 21:22 22:3 27:18 33:5 3:1225:16 dentify 2018
frustrated 32:4 | 37:2238:14 happening 45:24 46:2,9 | identify 20:
frustration 7:6 3253’;"4‘;?’;239 1516 19:17 | herself 4:20 | illustrate 15:23
full 46 o ' 25:19 28:2 hey 11:5' imagine 27:4
. granted 13:12 happy 11:4,8 immediately
. . . T igh 44:
fullest 7:22 26:25 27:1 17:2 26:19 high 44:5 10:4 45:6
funds 4:11 great 6:4 30:18 42:6,8 hoc 30:3,6 .
42:13 impeccable
further 3:24 o hard 18:21 hold 43:16 10:11
future 45:7 gg%f‘;er 23:1, qeebohating 16ito-ss0-:f.honor 87,15, | impending
. wwv.l;;:;g;ti:;‘o;ser}?;egs.com 25 9:18 10:15 15:22
- 11:12,18 12:5
G grounded 10:20 14:11 136 1548 | important
ianshi 43:14 PP
game 44:5 O 16 26:18 27:3, | impossible
o ' Hay 23:8 20 28:17,25 22:9
General 12:19, 32:18 34:
guess 29:14 ; ) 118 34:6,11 NPT
22 463 heading 47:3 35:10,25 38:18 inclinations
generally dance 843 | hear 27:5 30:3,18,2024 | 7121315
32:10 41:12 guicance 41:18 40:13,23,24

Litigation Services |

800-330-1112

www.litigationservices.com

1 RA 208




TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS - 10/17/2017

Index: inclined..least
inclined 7:22 influencing 45:5 18:17 39:24 kind 19:2 36:2
8:1,23 15:10 . .
interacted item 46:19 knew 11:6 22:8
lm?lude ?:20 informed 37:11 29:17 items 47:4 knowing 7:10
6:23 18:10 . . ) )
31:12 44:95 infrastructure interest 14:17 367
: 21:16 21:21 30:15
453 37.05 412 3.4 J known 24:12
included 6:11 | nfuse 28:3 5 knows 6:57:5
includes 34:22 |n4|t2|‘a4lly 26:6 interested 3:13 J,:\g123015.6
including 6:22 ' 24:9 25:5 ' L
n u Ing . initials 12:’1,‘1?315CRIFT E)F‘ PROCEEDINGS ~ 10/17/201Dane 12:9
18:1 interrupt 36:22 46:15
increased 5:5, injured 21:18 into 3:18,23 Janie 104 lack 19:19,20
7 injustice 4:17 5:18 6:6,18 15:12 19',15 large 4:13
. , 35:20 37:9 9:12,21 117 : , 10:3,7,15
incredibly 26:7 ot 10 31:8 43:21 R AR
. innuendo 15:0 15:24 19:2 444 18:16 36:6
incrementally 24:11 25:25 laraest 21:3
23:1 inquire 45:8 31:16 326 Johnson 3:6 g :
incur 27:9 34:4 | inspection 2?1322;710 join 7:3 Las 27:21
42:16 31:22 46:25 ' = udae 4:12 last 9:2,24 10:7
, introduced judge 4. 11:14 13:2,7,
incurred 18:10 ) Inspector 5:17 6:25 7:1121:10 10 15:25 18:5
30:18,19 31:22 12:19,22 ) ' 22:22 38:2 DS
32:3 37:5 47:5 investing 5:21 24:19 26:17
) ) ' instead 29:12 judgment 31:16 33:22
independent institution invite 11:16 2417 42:2
. itutions . .
30:24 21:3 2321532'16 judicial 6:2 late 20:13
indicated 5:12 | . ‘ 9:22 41:5,13 33:22
14:1 25:6 42:4, | Instruct 293 jpyited 3:17 Julv 64614 | later 11:5 321
7,9,19 instruction 37:16 yoere D
indicating 4:7 | 5% involved 18:7, | luries 29:3 'a;'f’zg'ﬁ%’?‘,‘zs
e instructions 17,19 21:15 jurisdiction S 5445
indication ] 25:11 20:23 40:12 17:524:12
35:12 8:12 ‘ priati 35:14 36:5
- instrument involvement ' .
: \ 22:22
indirect 3:23 4:24 Litiqati@?.%‘gé&g 1t5':81)3-330~11121ury 29:4 lawyer
» d- -d ll www. 11 .ﬁmserv1ces.com |a ers 4:13
|n8.;v1 vaty instruments Wy
' 17:3 isolation 5:1, K learned 7:1,4
inferences 20 9:24 10:7
: 28:12 issue 3:21 kept 11:6 27:7 ) ’
influence intended 6:2 1@232?ﬂ5 key 37:8 learning 5:6
15:14 26:3 32:7 least 15:11
; . 37:1042:12 i : ’
influences intent 5:13 k|2d35'1;6114,17 18:19
5:17 intention 44:10 | issues 4:4 ’

Litigation Services |

800-330-1112

www.litigationservices.com

1 RA 209




TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS - 10/17/2017

Index: leaving..money
leaving 41:3 litigation 4:10, | maintenance 25:1 374 9 28:6,19
11,12,13,15,19 17:11 38:16,25 29:10 38:11
left 4:16 13:8 AN AR Cu ' ) .
25:5 26:14 533 38',:'06'3’4 majority 42:22 | mean 15:15 44:22 45:9
legal 15:13 15:5 47:3 make 8:20 means 30:2 M2"5"j 131:6 24:19
17:11,18 19:14 little 26:22 11:15 14:13 meantime o
28:8 42:23 34,104'2_21 22:15 26:11, i i million 18:3
104z 12,1920 28:1, | 4315448 26:10
legitimate 43:6 e o )
' lives 23:20 18 32:13 mediation 15:6 Millsap 3:10
lengthy 35:19 31:16 44:15 35:17,24 38:24 18:20 7:5 8!04 9:8
|eSS 3024 Iivmg 36:1’1‘7ANSCRIFT ot@éaagog@s - 10/17/201;nedica| 1816, 2411 253
) ) 42:16 makes 23:5 18,23,24,25 30:9 39:2,3,18
let 29:14 38:10 local 340520 | 24152811 19:2 26:2,6 40:23 45:22
letter 13:24 14:4 24:11 21 30:24 medicall 46:10
14:3,5 15:3 y
ey "4 29:25 30:5,8 making 20:5 14:17 21:18 Millsap's 44:18
21:20 36:2 40:11 _ _ o _ . .
letters 21:25 maligned 21:8 | medication mind 7413 12:1
3414 locate 40:9,16 manage 6:2 16:13 15:16 41:13,14
. . . . 2
level 14:14 '°49‘f5',‘°‘2t4'1°a' manifested m&"_’;‘g"e mine 14:22
liberty 11:19 ' 25:11 : minute 11:14
fconced 1214 logistics 41:10 |\ ony 7:18 "‘297"’_; ;;ffg minutes 12:2
“1’3?150‘* : long 15:23 15:21 22:23 s 21:11
: 42:25 4518 marriage 14:10 meeting 11:23 misapplied
life 4:18 5:18 longer 29:11 12:22 23:13 20:14
15:23 16:1 30:21 40:19 masters 28:12 26:23 27:12,
43:7 ' ' matter 13:3 13,15,18,23,24 | misconduct
k 2:2 ) 37:13 19:19
like 7:18 11:21 '°3‘2.$$ 32251 44018 18:21 !
15:1 18:14 ' matters 4:5 Mellon 21:3 misconstrued
20:15,16,17 looking 11:7 atters 4. emory 2019 | 28118
21:122:1523 | 46:18 may 3:18,20 y isled 9115
26:15,22 275 looo 19:3 4:16 5:24 7:20 | mentioned '
33:12 38:3,6 p 1= 8:510:14 26:25 missing 11:6
likely 7:9 31:19 lot .15:9 35:3 13325 1?:18 Merchants 35:14
45:12 4520 sicionsipn 201L21:285250-k2 o 1 misuses 17:6
: ARYOHNG ' :
line 19:946:19 M 26:15,24 28:1 met 15:316:11 | mix 25:17
: 30:14,22,25
ar:4 31:12.19 37:2 method 44:21 money 4:14
liquidate T1:3 | made 7:492 | 38:1239:3 microanalyze | 130110510
) 11:16 15:20 41:20 42:2 472 34:4 8 é5'6 .
isti : 24:10 33:10 43:9 45:8 47:1 o NG
IIStlng 20:13 34:7 8 41:19 middle 33:22 14:22 363,6,7,
litigants 4:6 T maybe 15:10 ioht 5300 | © 388403
maintain 23:20 | 22:14 24:7 might 5:322:8, | 44.01,24 42:24

Litigation Services |

800-330-1112

www.litigationservices.com

1 RA 210




TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS - 10/17/2017
Index: month..opposition

43:5,11 44:15

month 43:23
44:2.3

months 15:6
17:20 18:7,19
26:17

moral 39:22
morally 10:11

more 18:3
22:15 26:22
30:7 34:18
39:5

morning 3:5,16
28:5

morning's 7:5

most 10:9
37:12

Mostly 34:15

mother 15:23,
24 26:7,12

mother's 16:1

motion 6:14
10:22 30:23
32:20,21,23
37:4 38:1 39:7

mountain
13:14

mouth 38:8

move 13:13,18
29:10 30:22
38:23

moves 37:21,
24

moving 5:6
6:23,24 38:13
40:22

much 4:9

14:13,16 25:16
26:1 28:3 34:4,
8 38:11 44:2
45:22

muddling
18:13

Mulrain 104
12:10 16:21
31:9,12,17
41:19 43:2wscrrs

Mulrain's
19:15 31:23
46:15

multimillion
10:8

N

name 18:25
28:22 31:6,7

narrative 47:5
narratives 47:4
National 4:2
nationally 4:2

nature 10:2
22:7

near 40:14
471

nearby 21:3

Litigatil
WWV

necessary
12:15 16:7
19:19 31:2,18
37:25 39:21
46:5

need 9:1,19,20
14:3 22:25
38:25 40:5,8
44:17 46:17
47:17

needs 14:15
15:24 26:10,
11,12,13,18
35:21

Negligence
23:25

negligently
38:21

negotiations
T OF41§(IJ?‘QDINGS - 10/17/2]

neighbor 14:22

Nevada 3:1,22,
24 17:4,5
20:25 30:12,15
40:10 45:5

never 9:14
16:11 20:3
23:24 29:16

new 6:24 10:1,
18

newborns
22:24

news 10:18

next 32:2
45:11,12,13,
14,25 46:8
4722

nice 47:21

night 13:10
orla!lQ:iS&s 22:16b-330-19
.litigationservices,com

noon 40:6

Northern 30:12
45:5

note 14:11
nothing 13:18
17:12 19:17

23:14 26:14
28:1529:4,23

38:12
notice 25:18

number 3:3
20:13

nurturing
22:25

o)

0

—-

7

object 39:11

objections
24:8

obligated
36:23

obligation 36:8
42:10

obligations
37:18

observations
3:17,18

observed 4:12
obstruct 46:11

Obviously
12:17 15:9

occasions
15:3

occupation
37:13

“occurred 11:22
36:17

occurring 7:2
OCTOBER 3:1
off 13:3

offer 12:9 43:3,
4

offered 12:16
46:25

office 15:11
21:2 40:11

officer 11:25
13:25 15:1
20:17 25:3
27:20

offices 40:10,
14

often 23:20
24:15 37:17

old 14:15

one 524 64
14:23 15:4,20
17:3 18:20
21:10 25:24
26:19 28:18
29:16 30:25
32:5,6 33:16
43:20 46:13

ongoing 6:10
15:21

only 5:7 13:12
15:8,13 16:15
27:10,13 29:16

open 7:13 13:8
47:3

opened 12:8
opinion 11:25

opportunity
19:11 21:2
23:3 39:5,11

opposed 14:11
opposite 35:13

opposition
10:21 34:14,
21,24 35:1,4,
11,25 36:2

Litigation Services |

800-330-1112

www.litigationservices.com

1 RA 211




TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS - 10/17/2017
Index: Opus..predicate

Opus 12:7 32:5
oral 46:5
orally 3:17

order 5:11,14
6:1,117:22
8:1,23 13:22
14:2 22:8
24:10 25:22
26:4,25 29:25
30:21 31:5
36:12,20 37:9
44:17,20
45:10,16,18,
19,21 46:3

ordered 6:16
31:20 45:25

ordering 22:8,
10

orders 8:9
20:21,25

out-of-state
7:17,20

outcome 8:22

outrageous
32:15

over 3:204:4,5
12:12 15:14
17:20 18:6,10
20:23 22:18
30:1,8 39:25
41:3,9 42:21
44:10

over-all 14:14

oversight 5:4
17:519:19
39:21 40:3

own 9:6 13:19
14:20 27:11

ownership

29:22

P

pages 6:22
20:13

paid 6:18,20
8:110:23 11:1
16:23,25 26:5
30:10 31:23725"]
32:8,10 33:3
34:12 37:16
38:1,7,10 42:4,
17 43:25 45:25
46:6,8 47:2

pain 14:14
Palm 44:5

paper 20:1
28:22

papers 5.6
40:22

paperwork
20:4

Parkinson's
4:10

parody 15:23
parse 22:10

part 12:21
25:17 30:6
31:21 39:7

Litigatd
WWY

participant
29:18

participated
3:14

particularly
30:17

parties 6:16
24:9 39:8,11

party 3:13 6:23
32:10

past 25:8 26:16
28:2

patients 13:7
Patrick 3:10
pattern 5:18
patterns 6:20

[T OF, 49(,"EEDINGS - 10/17/2

pay 6:17 11:8
12:1217:17
18:22 27:11
30:9 32:15
33:2,3,15,17,
18,25 34:2
36:1,8,9,15,19,
21,25 42:18,23
441

payable 34:5
377

paying 31:15
33:19

payment 6:15
9:16 17:14
34:7,8 36:1
37:18 38:10
42:11 43:15,16
46:12

payments
20:13,14 41:19
47:8,9,10

on'Sgrvi?es t .800~330—11
THeRERY g %
penny 16:22
33:17,19

people 15:11
23:19 31:15
37:12

percent 11:17
21:1143:5

perfect 33:10

performed
18:15

performs
38:21

period 11:20
perjury 19:15

personal 5:19
"7 10:24 12:17
31:1 33:5
42:10 46:7

personally
11:20 25:7
33:4 36:8 42:8
44:1 46:12

persuade 5:9

persuaded
30:17 38:15

persuasive
7:13

petition 18:11
23:21 37:1517

petitions 18:11

phone 5:12
36:18

physician
13:25 14:9

physician's
14:3

picked 30:5

L2

pierce 22:11

place 3:17 6:6
7:18 15:24
16:4 47:3

plans 46:18
play 25:14

pleading 38:7

pleadings
17:21 20:16
28:6

pleasure 22:16
pled 28:16
plus 20:18 37:3

point 27:12
33:1,2,19
35:24 42:2
46:13

points 39:21
42:22

portion 18:16
35:2

position 18:22
24:23 26:14,16
39:4 40:24

possibility
25:11

possible 5:1
7:23 8:21
14:16 25:10
39:10 40:2
45:22

post- 5:5

post-hearing
23:17

power 4:23
10:5

PR16-00128
3:3

practice 4:1
6:24 10:9
14:10 15:15
20:3 27:11
29:17

predicate

Litigation Services |

800-330-1112

www.litigationservices.com

1 RA 212




TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS - 10/17/2017
Index: predicated..reasons

29:13

predicated
13:15

predictable
15:21

preeminent
21:24

prefer 21:1
46:22

preferably
20:20

preferred
22:18

prehearing
7:15

Premier 3:6
5:4,77:18 87,
10,17 9:19,20,
21,22 10:20
11:2 12:6,8
13:16 14:25
15:7 16:5,6,9,
15 18:1 19:1,
12,19,24
20:10,11,15,25
23:17,19,21,22
24:2,3,22 258,
13 27:4,12,20
29:8,9,10,14,
17,18,19,21,
23,24,25
30:13,17,22,23
31:3 32:14,19,
21,22,25 33:1,
6,8,19 34:15
35:6,7,12 36:4,
24 37:15,21,24
38:20,24 39:8,
13,24 40:4,21,
2541:2,8 42:6,
9,12,18 43:15

Premier's
17:21 19:21
22:19

prepare 6:21
37:6 38:6
44:17 45:18,21

prepared 13:5
25:19

prepares 7:11

TRANSCRIH
preparing
45:10

preponderant
3:23

presence
26:24 30:15
454

present 425
5:98:17 9:25
16:8 24:6
36:18

presentation
15:20 25:12

presentations
28:5

presented 6:11
710

presents 24:12

preservation
11:11

preserved 3:19.4

preside 4:5
44:10

presided 3:20
4:4

pressure 14:14

presume 7:7
47:4

prevail 38:7
prevent 37:8
Previous 20:16

previously
8:13 16:6,10

pride 36:3

primary 14:8
r principle:s4: 1017/
principles 6:24

prior 20:3
25:18 26:2

prison 10:12

private 4:1,22,
2510:11,12,16
29:17

pro 7:18 30:3,6
probable 5:2

probably 34:17
41:15,17

probate 4:5

problem 17:22
21:19 42:25

problems
25:21

proceedings
47:23

onpsggtgesssiore‘oaol330—ll
. lit&a’l‘_gm'!s%y'i@s .com
24:17 26:6

38:21,23 41:4

professionalis
m 19:20

professionals
41:22

professor

12:20
projecting 28:7

projection
11:17

pronouncemen
t 46:6

proof 29:12,14,
24

017

proper 26:20

proposal 19:10
39:15

proposition
38:12

propriety 32:3
pros 28:10

protective 22:7
26:25 27:1
28:14

provide 31:10
39:10 43:3

provides 15:25

provision
35:19

pulling 41:12

purported
13:16

purpose 27:16
, 28:14

=

purposes
22:14

push 40:4
pushing 16:2

put 25:24 33:9
38:7

Q

question 12:1
42:11 45:24

gquestions
15:18 20:9,10

quibbling
25:25

quickly 26:5

quite 35:13
40:1

Quote 5:15

R

raised 39:20
raises 10:1

ratified 39:12
rational 37:20

read 5:156:22
14:6

reading 5:5
6:1,3 32:4

ready 8:5,8,10
12:24 24:20

really 13:6
19:23 21:19
32:4,13 38:3
43:16 46:17

reason 24:20,
25 30:10 31:16
32:24

reasonable
31:18

reasons 17:3
27:5

Litigation Services |

800-330-1112

www.litigationservices.com

1 RA 213




TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS - 10/17/2017

Index: recall..Robertson
recall 16:13 relationship represent resistance respected 28:5
. . 5:237:16 12:10 14:1 17:9 )
receipts 46:15 15:24 95:10 0425 _ respond 13:21
. ) : resisted 9:3,10 ;
receive 16:17 30:12 representation responding
34:14 44:1 relationships 22:0 25:9.13 resisting 33:20 17:21
received 4:20 5:19 156:22 28:18 34:1 Resnick 3:8,11 | response 27:8
19:24 33:10,22 . 37:5 5:38:49:9 38:11
3522471112 | TOVANE SOBO | on | 111923125 i
_ reliance 8:22 pre 13:4,17 14:6,8 | reSponsibliities
recent 5:20 s 217 16:8.22.25 7:815:9
recite 35:18 | refief 35:2%mecn pe ppgeuiative " 17:10,15,20 | responsibility
dati reluctance 6:8 41:17 18:2,4,8,19 15:4
recommendati 19:10,11,23 -
ons 20:6 remarks 3:16 represented . ) responsivenes
16:10 20:4 20:7,24 21:13 30:7
reconcile 13:1 | Reminds 18:9 258 ' 22:13,2023:3, | ® %
truct | 3018 ' 9,24 24:5,19 rest 38:25
rec‘?ns ruc remova . reputation 2723,25 28:9, .
38:19 remove 7:15 | 12:14 30:12 16,25 20:15 | result 21:18
record 3:18 15:7 16:5,7 , 30:4 31:8,21 reveals 22:7
11:11 25:24 23:21 24:3 r?'ﬁ'fzsag';é 33:2436:12,13 |
47:13 29:10 30:22,23 oo ooh | 371038:2,5, | feview Tl
3714517.21.04 | 2233615 17 39:1,6 40:9, | 12:1124:6
recreational e 42:5 16,24 41:7 31:5,10,19,22
23:5 rem-oved .5:24 requested 7:3 42:1,3,19 42513 43:4
recurring ggf; 20:7.24 1 23:17 26:25 43:20,24 44:4, | 441118
15:20 : 27:1,6,2132:8 | 1845:22 46:14,21
. .| removing 36:16,24 43:17 | 46:11,13,19,21 | reviewed 17:12
redacting 47:4 19:12 ire 30:5 47:6,10,13,16, 43:14
: require 30: '
reference render 39:7 ° : 19 revisit 43:14
24:10 30:4 required 337 | Regnick's 25:8 o
refusing 4:24 rendered 20:9 | coarch 35:5, 26:24 42:20 revolving 5:19
; 8 43:3 - .
regarding 26:2 ri%q;émg - Richard 27:21
g - residential resolution rights 41:23
"*1%?; 1 ess Reno 14:12,17 | 43:22 23533 44:21 ek 2210
repay 33:4 " m rEEIGH.19035 ' 37:13
Regrettably 21:14 39:13,24 | resolve 18:16, |
4:8 repeat 11:16 404 18 risky 17:4
rehab 16:11 repeatedly resignation resolved 19:7, road 445
related 14:9 276 41:16 926:34 robe 22:5
15:12 replace 29:25 resigning resource 38:10 Robertson 3:5,
relates 35:20 reply 6:23 40:25 respect 8:9 6 8:3,7,15,25
P . . resigns 41:8 15:19 38:9,11 9:18 10:3,14
relation 36:20 reporter 45:9 g 4111 4219 11:12,18 12:0

Litigation Services |

800-330~-1112

www.litigationservices.com

1 RA 214




TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS - 10/17/2017

Index: Robertson's..Sounds
18:6,14 20:17 satisfied selected 16:6 several 6:22 simply 7:8 11:7
33;22:3; g;_f?é 37:22,24 send 3311114, | shameful 4:12 | >0
34:6,10,15.20, satisfy 40:21 20 34:1 357 16:4 Since 33:22
23,25 35:24 saw 16:18 18:5 | sense 3:25 share 17:2 sir 23:3
36:4,14 39:5,6 : : .
40:13 42:2.18 say 9:14 11:5, 231,1021 23 shares 26:8 situation 25:21
43:9 13 1'9’25 24 15:6 22:6 ' sharp 23:12 28:19 32:25
A iaan 29:4,14 34:17 | senseless 5:14 .p : 34:16 35:14
443131623 | 553110,25 45:6 36:10 42:3
45:2,8,15,20 b itivi : ) :
406 41:14 sensitivity 4:7 sheet 28:22 tus 2622
Robertson's ] 'TRANSCRIPT %Feli%%CE%IEI - 10/17/2017 ) ] SI us .
26:1 saying 10:19 shifted 40:18 six 4:4 15:10
14:23 22:23 September 7:2 | <1010 | 18:19 35:10
role 7:20 : : : : e ’ )
e 23:18 29:15 14:21 21:25 9:9,15,21 38:16
room 41:17 says 10:23 sequence 10:22,25 11:8 . )
routine 14:16 117 21:21,25 | 36:13 14:6 18:23,04 | Size 2923
' 33:23 36:5 ' : : i :
| corious 101 28:10 20:24 slightly 18:10
rule 32:10 school 44:5 30:17 31:17 slio 10:18
rules 8:18 ' seriously 35:7 37:23 p 1
' Scott 3:12 14:16 38:10 42:11 sole 19:13
ruling 29:19 scrutiny 5:3 serve 29:59 shouldn’t 205192939
running 20:2 18:22 36:6 39:14 44:20
season 4:17 served 31:3 ' ' lution 39:19
Ryan 3:7 16:1 31:16 corvice 525 | Show 17:13 solution 59:
second 157 37:19 476 showing 17:22 | Somebody
s 38:23 44:12 11:5 24:47
' ' services 31:11, | shudder 31:13 30:13
said 9:8.10 s?gzrédhand 18 38:22 side 15:14 somehow
10:21 12:10,20 ' serving 40:19, | g 9:5,11 21:21 2511
13:19,20 19:4 53‘2",‘1"“&3 4 20 11:2327:13, | something
21:14 27:10,15 ' set 6:13 21:16 19,22 29:24 11:21 22:2
1133211,;2{15, security 22:16 29:1 40:7 25:18 28:20
,18 34:11, 39:
16,17 36:14,19 seek 44:24 settle 18:21 signals 15:21 6
39112 417 45:16 Litiqatiog'set‘ﬂled :15p7-330_mzsignature sggﬁtlme 72
44:19 seeking 30:18 ™" "% "o T | 10113 '
same 27:5 seem 26:15 3:216:100:13 | signed 6:99:4 | Soprstieation
30:10 _ 10:23 26:4 13:2,5 15:4 '
seemed 27:2 ) ] .
sanction 8:3 33:20 20:16 27:20,22 | sorry 33:1,23
46:10,12 seen 15:10 settling 155 | signing 16:13 | sort 23:5
) 16:18 17:1,10 20-8
sanctions 46:7 | 20:329:17 settlor 29:9 ' sought 8:11
Santa 23:4 segue 42:3 seven 20:3 simple 32:6 Sounds 42:1

Litigation Services |
www.litigationservices.com

800-330-1112

1 RA 215




TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS - 10/17/2017

Index: source..Thursday
source 34:7 started 32:4 subject 19:12 43:7 tenure 20:11
37:18 starting 20:8 39:19 44:18 supported terminate 5.7
space 4:11 state 14:10 SZZT;; 43512? 35:25 testamentary
spacially 5:21 39:16 ) ' supposed 22:1
Spar 7:212:18 | statement s;'ﬁseq”e"t ;gfﬁgié testify 12:15
21:23 28:1947:13 ’ o ' 24:20
Spar's 6:12 statements Sg.!ﬁequently Supreme 18:12 testimony
speak 4:24 27:25 28:6 ) surrounded 22:14
10:22 27:4 46:22 mranscrrar SURSEE24:12/17/2p17 4:22 than 8:19 18:3
33:12 37:10 States 18:12 substantial suspect 8.5 23:21 24:2
39:4 tati 16:2 32:12 3524 35:22 32:134:18
o stating o . 46:23
specific 17:23 tatistical substantive Swartz 14,22
44:20 45:3 S 1"1_'1 6'°a 30:6 15:13 their 16:3,18
specifically ' substitution 18:4 23.20
6:11 status 9:12,13 5:20 T 31:16 37:18
spend 40:3 sgag:t; 1%23:17(')8 successor tr;gg:;selves
spending 6:19 Y ) 30:16 39:14, take 13:222:15 )
oy aayo | statutes 32:11 | 19,25405 40:1 46:3 therefore 6:8
spent 7:24 staying 41:2 4113454 taken 16:22 thing 8:10 24:1
- : 16 24 43;
18:119:6 35:1 | still 13:4,6 3282339'22 26 25:24 43:20
41:24 ioul 4 ) takes 7:11 44:5 | things 14:23
<ooken 20.7 stipulate 7: suffers 8:21 taking 26:15 27:18 42:18
P ' stipulated 6:11 _ ng <o 45:21
. suggest 43:9 45:20
spot 12:19 41:16 thinking 37:11
. . . . suggested talk 13:12 22:2, ) :
spring 10:6 shpuhhon ?9 4015 202311 28:13 | 41:10
Springs 44:6 g;%77'11191232-2’5 suggesting 30:3 thinks 21:7
stabilized o 2215 21:13 24:8 talked 13:23 | thought 5:1
14:16 stop 2o | 236 11:12
26:11,12 suggestion 9:2 cencher 2612
i : eacher 28: :
stairs 16:12 stops 23:4,5tiqatjon%zggests.881'930—-1112 th1|"69§ 211525&11
. wwyl.litigationservices.com t l h . »
stand 8:18 story 30:23 Sullivan 32:8, | g1y 1g 1340 | 2215341822
sia:ggrd 38:22 stress 22:17 11 35:17 33:13,14,24 35:22 45:12
) sum 26:4 34:13 37:6 through 4:2
standards 24:4 | STOMOY 238 tolls 21:10 18:15 22:10,
standing 39:2 stzl';%gling 46:18 22:21 35:14 3;(1),;(13,22 35:9
stands 8:7 stuck 9:22 sums 4:13 36:6 | ten 45:13 Thursday 9:2,4
start 37:22 35:13 36:4 support 10:19 | tends 10:19 40:5

Litigation Services |
www.litigationservices.com

800-330-1112

1 RA 216




TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS

- 10/17/2017

Index: ticket..visit
ticket 134 track 46:3 trustee 3.7 understand until 9:1 12:18,
. . . 5:24 7:16,20 13:17 14:2 24 25:22
tickets 12:23 tr1a;1.zact|ons 15:8 19:13 16:6,9 19:18 t )
time 6:59:8 ' 20:18,19,20,25 | 20:8,24 21:22 “:‘7‘_’1"‘;‘“
19:7 22:14 transcript 21:4,15 29:8,9 22:2,12,21 )
24:7 29:20 44:20 45:10,14 30:16 37:19 32:14 33:17 unusual 19:17
30:13 34:9 ¢ ferri 38:21 39:13, 35:16 39:15 27:2
35:1,3 36:14 ’;‘gj ge"'“g 14,20,25 40:5, | 41:8,24 44:10 bl
37:3,5381% . 9.19,20 41:9, understandabl ugggr7:7 ;9'5
43:7 45:18,21 | transparency 24 4546 y 11:13 B '
47:5,7 17:4 TRANSCRIHT fﬁfgfé@gqes\?’rbfswzolbnd .rst' ndi U?gn;;ing
times 15:10 travel 22:17 40:16 4.13 7;4 2'2.3 '
28:24 29:18 233,510 2711 trusteeship 39:13 upset 11:13
today 6:13 8:2, ' 35:2041:4,6 understands use 3:24
16,18,22 9:17 | Travis 16:10 44:21 7:19 .
11:3 12:1 . v 45:91 ' used 28:1,6
25:20 31:25 trial 6:529:18 ry 4o Understood 42:25
37:6 39:21 tried 12:23 trying 16:4,5 8:15 40:23 utility 17:10
40:18 41:15 . : ; : .
4914 449 13:10 18:21 ;g::g 34:4 undertake 42:22,23
trip 14:13 42:13
teys 021 | 220 | Tt 952 | pnty |V
trips 44:5 3:15
together 3:23 two 10:16 15:3 4 8:
g troubled 7:7 19:25 21:3 UndUIy 15:10 Vgcgte 7:4 8:23
told 16:5 24:25 ) ) ] )
35:16 troubles 17:8 22:15 24:3 unfair 8:24 Valerie 31:6
) troubli 29:2 34:18,22 unhappy )
tomorrow 8:3 roubling id 12;
206 23:18 24:13 14:24,25 validated 12:3
' U . lue 6:521:6
took 44:4 truly 26:4 unique 3022 | 314,
top 42:6 trust 3745 | us. 12:23 United 1812 | yast 42:22
torn 11:5 23879151 | UCLA 12:19 | uniust 822 Vegas 27:21
35.1 1 20:2,12,16]26913':1'0:1‘5 i. | I800—330-11I12 . 7_18 30_3
. 21 :1 ,2,12 22:4wwv.llt tiorservices.com unneces'sary Vlce . - 3
totally 38:17 25:8,1327:20 | unaccounted 31:139:7 6
towards 26:9 29:8 30:1,11, 357 unprofessional | video 21:22
473 14,20 31:4,13, | under 4:23 23:22,24 Views 23:20
town 40:14 18 36:23 37:1, o r unreasonablen | \iolated 6:24
34:2 35:6,17 32:13
traceable 17,23 40:14 ess o< , _
191 43:25 45:7 underneath unseen 17:8 virtue 7:10
' 22:5 visit 40:11

trust's 18:23

unspoken 40:1

Litigation Services |
www.litigationservices.com

800-330-1112

1 RA 217




TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS - 10/17/2017
Index: visual..yourself

visual 13:11
void 25:5

voluntarily
40:4

W

waiting 13:6
waive 38:2,5

walk 37:12
40:2

Wallace 25:6,
12

want 11:5,22
12:16 16:17
21:17 22:2,17
23:3,10,12
24:2,22 25:11,
24 27:8 30:4,
10 33:14,17
34:17 35:11
36:18,20,21
37:10,11,14,19
38:4 41:15
43:16 45:21
46:21,23 47:2

wanted 5.3
13:6,8 24:20
36:1,946:24

wants 8:10
19:21 20:17
22:12 31:2

Ward 27:21
warrant 40:7

Washoe 3:1
29:16

way 26:19
29:21 30:25
36:19

wealthy 42:15
44:14

Wednesday
9:2,3 32:146:8

week 9:24 10:8
13:2 29:20
32:2 33:22
45:15

weeks 10:16
1 1 ,21 TRANSCRIH

welcome 24:11

well-being
14:15

well-settled
6:24

whatever 8:8,
11,17 26:10,19
32:24 40:16

wherein 3:21
4:10

whether 4:21
6:18 16:13
31:2,3 32:5,17
34:5 357

while 16:11
26:15 44:15

Whittier 40:14
whittling 27:7

will 3:17 77
8:4 9:22 12:15.¢4
14:1317:13 "™
21:11,14,15,17
22:20 23:6
24:5 25:4 26:4,
527:10,11,12
30:16,18,19
31:9,21,23,25
34:2 35:3 37:2,
7,9,16 38:2,5,
7,17,23,24

39:20,24 40:4
41:15,16,19,23
42:16 44:6,10,
11,23,25
45:11,12,14
46:3,5,6,7

Williamson 3:6

willing 8:8 9:11
12:11 1713

T oﬂ&égéo%ge. 13& 0/17/2

35:16

willingness
29:6

wish 8:6 11:10
32:2,16 35:18
36:12

wishes 21:16
23:19 29:11

withdraw
43:16

withdrawal
10:3,7,15,18
25:6

withdrawing
257

withdrew
10:17

within 12:2
15:5 21:10
31:10 37:8
45:11

on Services | 800-330~-11

Withotit 414"
25 11:7 25:18
29:12 30:4
31:14 36:7

witness 85
witnesses 8:16

woman 4:17
21:23 28:12

42:15 437
44:15

wonderful
10:11

word 37:8

words 5:12
13:19

work 22:6 39:9
1 45:21

working 31:14,
17

worse 14:13
writ 18:11

write 9:21 11:1,
2 33:6 36:25
42:7,8 44:23

writing 22:6
writings 36:16

written 28:22
33:7

wrong 18:5
33:24

wrongly 9:5,6

wrote 14:20
33:12

Y

“year 3:21 18:10
21:25

years 4:3,4,12
14:15,22 15:15
16:20 19:25
20:2,3

yesterday 3:15
5:12 6:21
12:18,24 14:4,

644:9

yesterday's
11:10 37:6

yet 6:20 46:11
yourself 13:24

Litigation Services |
www.litigationservices.com

800-330-1112

1 RA 218




o N N s W

O

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

FILED FILED

Electronically Electronically
PR16-00128 PR16-00128
2700 2018-06-18 09:10: 46 AM 2017-12-11 04:01:57 P,
Jacqueline Bryant
G. DAVID ROBE@MN *BSYANV Bar 1001) . Clork of the Court
RICHARD ﬂah&é&bﬁ%ﬁ@h@&lg@l&ﬁV Bar 9932) Transaction # 6433655
JONATHAN J. TEW, ESQ. (NV Bar 11874)

Robertson, Johnson, Mlller & Williamson

50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600

Reno, Nevada 89501

Telephone No.: (775) 329-5600

Facsimile No.: (775) 348-8300

Attorneys for Petitioners,

Co-Trustees Dinny G. Frasier and Premier Trust, Inc.

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE, STATE OF NEVADA

In the Matter of the Case No. PR16-00128
JORDAN DANA FRASIER FAMILY TRUST Dept. No. 15 [PR]

ORDER

A hearing was held on October 17, 2017, wherein the Court considered multiple matters.
Present at the hearing were G. David Robertson, Esq. appearing on behalf of Premier Trust,
Barnet Resnick, Esq. and Patrick R. Millsap, Esq. appearing on behalf of Dinny Frasier in her
personal capacity, and Scott Hernandez appearing as counsel for Bradley Frasier. The Court
having reviewed the pleadings and papers on file herein and having further considered the oral
argument of the parties, and good cause appearing therefor,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, as follows:

1. In response to Premier Trust’s Second Supplemental Petition for
Instructions, and based upon other factors considered by the Court, Ms. Dinny |
Frasier is hereby removed as Co-Trustee of the Jordan Dana Frasier Family Trust

and any of the Trusts created thereunder (the “Trusts”).
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2. Premier Trust will remain Corporate Trustee of the Trusts until
further order of this Court.

3. This Court shall continue to retain ongoing jurisdiction and oversight
regarding the Trusts.

4. By November 1, 2017, Barnet Resnick, Esq. shall present the Court an
in camera ledger of his attorney’s fees showing the dates he received payment from
Ms. Frasier and the amount of the payment.

5. By November 1, 2017, Ms. Janie Mulrain, who has been represented to
the Court is a private fiduciary to Ms. Frasier, shall present the Court in camera an
accounting of her fees and a listing of all expenses paid by Ms. Mulrain on behalf of
Ms. Frasier since Ms. Mulrain became her private fiduciary.

6. Dr. Bradley Frasier's Motion to Enforce Settlement Agreement to
require payment of $50,000.00 is GRANTED.

7. Premier Trust shall distribute $54,000.00 to Dr. Frasier no later than
Tuesday October 24, 2017 at 5:00 p.m. Pacific Daylight Time; $50,000 as payment
pursuant to the Settlement Agreement and $4,000 as compensation for attorneys’
fees and costs incurred by Dr. Frasier.

8. Premier Trust shall further distribute $50,000.00 from the Trusts to
Ms. Frasier pursuant to her request for funds. To the extent that any portion of
said amount is used for payment of attorneys’ fees, the Court reserves the right to
review the appropriateness of those fees at a later date.

9. Ms. Frasier may petition the Court for removal of Premier Trust. as
Corporate Trustee of the Trusts upon appropriate legal or factual grounds.

10. If Premier Trust is removed or resigns as Corporate Trustee of the
Trusts, this Court’s approval of the successor corporate trustee of the Trusts shall
be required, and no appointment of a successor corporate trustee of the Trusts shall

be effective without this Court’s review and approval.

ORDER
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11.  Any successor corporate trustee nominated to replace Premier Trust
shall have an office and personnel presence in Reno, Nevada in order to enable the

Court to maintain its continued oversight with respect to the Trusts.

Dated this / I f{\ day of pté ,2017.

| «9447

District Judge

ORDER
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FILED
Electronically
PR16-00128

2018-06-18 09:10:46 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

VERIFICATION Transaction # 6732426 : yviloria
STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
) 88,
COUNTY OF ORANGE )

Under penalty of perjury, DINNY FRASIER declares that;she s the Petitioner named in the
foregoing PETITION FOR FINAL ACEOUNTING OF THE TRUST, FOR REMOVAL OF
PREMIER TRUST AS SOLE TRUSTEE OF THE TRUST, AND FOR - APPOINTMENT OF A
SOLE SUCCESSOR TRUSTEE OF THE TRUST APPROVED BY THE COURT (“Petition”),and
that shic isa beneficiary of'the Jordan Dana Frasier Family Trust and the Trusts created thereunder,
Dinny Frasier further declares that shie knows the contents of the Petition; that the Petition is true of
her 0w knowledize, except as to those matters stated on information and belief, and thatas to such
mutters she believesis to be true,

DATED mis/:u%j_%t_ day of June 2018,

&

4 /ﬂmfﬁ (B,
DINNY FRASIER
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CERTIFICATE OF ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF NOTARY PUBLIC

A nnta‘ry-'pub'li:c.()r"i')ﬂter“(ﬂ'i‘i'cer completing thiy certifieate veérifies only the
identity of the individual who signed the-document to which this certificate
isattached, and not the truthfulness, necuracy, or validity of that document,

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
) 88,
COUNTY OF ORANGE )
OnJune /% 2018, beforeme: /é\/\)d\)‘&b(‘ﬂ A ~»‘C‘4>74’Q_0 , a Notary

Publie, personally appeired DINNY FRASIER, who proved to meon the basis of satisfactory
evidende to be' thie person(s) whose name(s) ishire subscribed to-the within instrument, and
acknowlédged to me that he/she/they exceuted the same in his/her/their authorized
eapacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on: the instrument the person(s) or the
entity upon behalf of which the person(s) ncted, excented the instrument,

_ I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the layws of the State of Cilifornia that
the foregoing paragraph is-true and correct,

WITNESS my hand and offjtAnl seal,
4
XD ¢

Signature:.

KENNETH L.WARD
Notaty Public ~ Californla

Onarige County
_ Commission ¥ 216030
My Comm. Explas Oct 23,2021
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PO BOX 942840

Telaphone:

fib.ca.goviine

SAGRAMENTO CA 94240-0040

noirvs (NITURUONIRENAND oo e s

Fax: 916.056.5646

FILED

STATE OF CALIFORNIA :
FILING ENFORCEMENT SECTION MS F180 Electronically

FRANCHISE TAX BOARD Request for Tax %8“3‘&5{11 S _(%)-11%{346 AM

Jactp/etiss Bryant
of the Court

Notice Number: 01-2660381-042617

]

IN CARE OF DINNY FRASIER
DINNY G FRASIER
PO-BOX54324 _ Your reply is due:
IRVINE CA92619-4324 Wednesday,
May 31, 2017
" You mustrespond: [ We: believe you need to file a 2015 California.income.

by 05/31/2017

Wa have no record of your:
2015 Callfornia income
tax return

This notice is a
request for your

tax return.
You have an excellent history of filing your annual tax returns. However, we have no
record of your 2015 California personal income tax return.

Wea received information from
MERRILL LYNCH, PIERGCE, FENNER & SMITH IN

that you sold stocks, bonds; or certain commodities or exchanged property: or services
throtgh a barter exchange reported on federal Form 1099-B. ’

The gross sales ptice, less an adjustment for average cost basls, or the value of services
performed Indicates that'you have a California filing requirement for 2015,

We also received Informiatjon that you earhed incoms from, but not limited to:
CHARLES SCHWAB:& CO.,, IN

, INC. _
MERRILL LYNCH, PIERCE, FENNER AND SMITH

BANK OF AMERICA, N A

2015 tax return. We want to work with you to resalve'this matter as soon as possible.
Refer to the Filing Requirement Guidelines on page 2 of this notica for 2015 filing
requirements. You must file.even if you are due a refund.

To respond to this 1, Fileyour 2015 Calitornia income tax return

notice you must.
complete one of
the following:

Complete your personal income tax return and mail it to the-address on PAGE 3 by the above
referance dus date: e acdioss Off FAARS A P =8

2. Provide evidence that you already filed your 2015 tax return , .
Complate Section A of the enclosed Reply to FT8 form and mall It to the address on PAGE-3
by the above refersnced due date.

3. Provide information that you do not have a rqu frement to file a 2015 tax return
Compléts Section B of the enclosed Reply to-FTB form and mail ltto the address on PAGE 3
by the above referanced due date.

If you would like to.slectronically complete and submit Section A or Section B online, go to

fth.ca.govlinc, enter the notice number, and complete the appropriate section of the form by

the above.referenced-due date. :

Ploasa call our Interactive Volce Response at 866.204,7902 1o obtain additional Information

regarding 1) orderforms, 2) fequest a dalay, 3) payment options, 4) [f you have filed a

refurn, or 5) for Frequently Asked Questions,

To ll8 your state tax return directly to FTB for free, go to ftb.ca.gov and search for CalFile.

To Get Forms  Website

0
I

Telephone Mail

?o to flb.ca.g?v and search Call us at 8{00‘338.0505 ?Xﬁu[%t}{ﬁsmsﬂ E)C’l mlailslﬁ’tlg N{T

or prior.year forms to get to requestforms, 5  REQIUEST NI

the form you need, TTY/TDD: 800.822.6268 FgABf\g)*('{g%g TAX BOAFIF
SACRAMENTO CA 96741-0307

{For form requasts only. Do rfot mail Reply to FTB

FTHB 46004 (HEV 04-2016)Y C8 PAGE 1 form or supporling docuTarﬁ to this address:)
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA ]

FILING ENFORCEMENT secTionMs F1so Notice of P rop osed Assessment
FRANCHISE TAX BOARD ,

PO BOX 842840 c Notice Date: 06/26/2017
SACRAMENTO CA'94240-0040

T e
Notlce Number: 01-7799312-062617 RECE‘VED JUN 3 n nf\ﬁ )

RECEIVED JUN30 7

l l Filing a tax return may

o reduce your tax obligation.
IN CARE OF DINNY FRASIER
DINNY G FRASIER
PO'BOX 64324
IRVINE CA-82619-4324

On 04/26/2017., we:sent you.anollcé stating that we had no record of your 2015 Californla personal income tax: réturn.
We asked'you to do oné of the following by 05/31/2017

o File a 2015 California personal income'{ax return. ‘

¢ Send usa copy of your previously filad Califomia personalincome tax retum.

e Explain why you do not have a requirementto flle a 2015 Callfornia personal income tax return,

We have no record of receiving your tax return or information indicating that you do not have a filing requirement,
We based this Notice of Proposed Assessment on your available income information.

This is a proposed assessment, [tis not-a tax bill,

Filing a tax return may reduce your tax liability and ensure that you receive full credit for tax withheld by
employers, and any other credits, exemptions, and deductions that you have a right to claim.

236,787.60 < oeelncoms Helerence Sheet

Your Incoma (as estimated) $ .
‘Standard/ltemized Deduction - 4,044.00 (page 3) for a breakdown.
Taxable Incomse $ 232,743.60

Your Tax 19,122.00

Less Total Exemption Credits - .00 *

Mental Health Sstvices Tax * .00

Tax Before Payments/Credits 3 19,122.00

Less Withholding Credits Reported to FTB - .00

Less Other Available Payments and Credits . 8,079.00
Your-Proposed Tax Liability $ 11,043.00 - ——
Dslinquent Filing Penalty * 2,760.,75

Demand to File Penalty * .00

Interast to: 06/26/2017 + 569.96

Fillng Enforcement Fea + .00

Total Tax, Penhalties, Interest, and Fee $ 14,373.71

This proposed assessment bacomes due and payable on August 25, 2017 , Uhless we receive your tax relurn or your
protest of this proposed assessment.

You must flle & tax return if you have a Call,fomlaﬁllng'reauirement, even if you pay the-amount shown abova. If you believe
this notice is.Incorrect, follow the enclosed Pratest Procedure, Mall your pratast by August 25,2017 . Wa may provide
the Information contained In this riotlce to the Intérnal Revenue Service,

Gurrent bankruptcy law-allows us to-proposs an assessment of tax while you are in bankruptcy, The normal administrative
remedies are siill available to address the underlying tax issue. .

* We based tha Standard Deduction and Exemption credits indicated above-ah a single individual with no dependents. We will
revise any differance in filing status, additional deductions, exemptions; or credits when you flle your required tax return.

FTH 5820 (REV 12-2015) C3 PAGE 1
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FILED
Electronically
PR16-00128

2018-08-07 02:00:04 §

CODE: 3980 /
G. DAVID ROBERTSON, ESQ. (NV Bar 1001) Jacquelne Btyant
RICHARD D. WILLIAMSON, ESQ. (NV Bar 9932) Transaction # 681664

JONATHAN J. TEW, ESQ. (NV Bar 11874)
Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson
50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600

Reno, Nevada 89501

Telephone No.: (775) 329-5600

Facsimile No.: (775) 348-8300

Attorneys for Premier Trust, Inc.

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE, STATE OF NEVADA

In the Matter of the Case No. PR16-00128
JORDAN DANA FRASIER FAMILY TRUST Dept. No. 15 [PR]

STIPULATION AND ORDER

This Stipulation and Order is entered into by DINNY G. FRASIER (“Mrs. Frasier™), both
individually and as beneficiary and trustor under the Jordan Dana Frasier Family Trust and the Tax
Exempt Trust created under the Jordan Dana Frasier Family Trust (collectively, “Frasier Trusts”),
and PREMIER TRUST, INC. (“Premier”), as Trustee of the Frasier Trusts, (collectively,
“Parties”), by and through their respective attorneys of record.

WHEREAS, Mrs. Frasier filed the Petition for Final Accounting of the Trust, for
Removal of Premier Trust as Sole Trustee of the Trust, and for Appointment of a Sole Successor
Trustee of the Trust Approved by the Court (“Frasier Petition”);

WHEREAS, the hearing on the Frasier Petition is set in this Court for August 17, 2018,
9:00 a.m., in Department 15[PR] (“Hearing”);

WHEREAS, Premier intends to file a petition to withdraw as trustee, to appoint
replacement trustee, to approve accounting of the Frasier Trusts ending June 30, 2018 and to ratify
all actions of Premier as Trustee (“Premier’s Petition) by August 3, 2018;

WHEREAS, Mrs. Frasier intends to withdraw the Frasier Petition on or before August 6,

2018 in reliance upon Premier’s agreement herein to timely file Premier’s Petition;

STIPULATION AND ORDER
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WHEREAS, the Parties desire that Premier’s Petition be heard at Hearing on August 17,
2018, 9:00 a.m., in this Court, Department 15[PR].

THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED by and between the Parties, in the spirit
of courtesy and cooperation, as follows:

1. Premier agrees to file Premier’s Petition and accountings by August 3, 2018;

2. In reliance thereon, Mrs. Frasier agrees to file the attached notice of withdrawal of
the Frasier Petition on August 6, 2018;

3. Premier agrees to resign as Trustee in favor of any new Trustee that the Court
deems appropriate, and Premier will not object to any such new Trustee, including, but not
limited to, the Whittier Trust Company;

4. Mrs. Frasier will not object to Premier's request to withdraw as Trustee, or to the
Court's ratification of Premier’s known actions, but Mrs. Frasier reserves the right to object to
Premier's accountings, including, but not limited to, expenditures made by Premier as part of its
administration, and to any expenditures and attorneys’ fees and fiduciary’s fees (whether or not
included in the accountings) that have been paid or accrued which Mrs. Frasier believes should
be, or should have been, paid by the party(ies) subject to proof and as the Court determines;

5. Mrs. Frasier agrees to withdraw the Frasier Petition by August 6, 2018 conditioned
upon the timely filing and service of Premier’s Petition by August 3, 2018; and

6. The Parties agree to Premier’s Petition being heard in this Court on August 17,

2018, 9:00 a.m., Department 15[PR].

SO STIPULATED.

SIGNATURES ON FOLLOWING PAGE

STIPULATION AND ORDER
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e
DATED: A 2’,%6?' 3 ,2018 WALLACE & MILLSAP

Bﬁp oy

PATRICK MILLSAP

Local Counsel for Dinny G. FraSier,
Individually and as beneficiary and trustor of
the Frasier Trusts

DATED: Duaust 3 2018 ROBERTSON, JOHNSON,
J MILLER & WILLIAMSON

By: Qb@&pl.

G. DAVID ROBERTSON
Counsel for Premier Trust, Inc., as Trustee

ORDER
Based on the foregoing Stipulation, the Court hereby Orders that upon the filing and
service of Premier’s Petition by August 3, 2018, and the withdrawal of the Frasier Petition by
August 6, 2018, the Frasier Petition shall be taken off the Court’s calendar, and, instead, Premier’s
Petition shall be heard on August 17, 2018, 9:00 AM, in Department 15[PR] of this Court. Proper

notice shall be given to all appropriate parties regarding the Hearing,.

DATED: /4'\/?“?7“ 7 2018

VUl

DISTRICT COURT J'DGE

STIPULATION AND ORDER
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