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RWAO 
APRIL S. GREEN, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No.: 8340C 
BARBARA E. BUCKLEY, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No.: 3918 
LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN NEVADA, INC. 
725 E. Charleston Blvd. 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89104 
(702) 386-1415 Direct/Fax 
(702) 386-1070, Ext. 1415 
asgreen@lacsn.org 
Attorneys for Plaintiff  
 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
AHED SAID SENJAB,   ) 
      ) 
   Plaintiff,  ) Case No.:  D-20-606093-D 
      ) 
vs.      ) Dept. No.: H 
      ) 
MOHAMAD ALHULAIBI,   )       
      ) 
   Defendant.  ) 

REQUEST FOR WAIVER OF PROGRAM ATTENDANCE 

COMES NOW Plaintiff, AHED SAID SENJAB, by and through her attorney, APRIL S. 

GREEN, ESQ., of LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN NEVADA, INC., and respectfully 

requests that the Court waive the requirement that Plaintiff attend the Court Education Program 

required under the provisions of EDCR 5.07 that Plaintiff has a language barrier and she is 

currently living at Safe Nest. 

 
Dated this 13th day of April, 2020.  

Respectfully Submitted: 

 

          

 

By_______________________________________ 
APRIL S. GREEN, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No.: 8340C 
BARBARA E. BUCKLEY, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No.: 3918 
LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN 
NEVADA, INC. 
725 East Charleston Blvd. 
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Las Vegas, Nevada 89104 
(702) 386-1415 Direct/Fax 
(702) 386-1070, Ext. 1415 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
 
 

 

ORDER 

Upon ex parte application, the Court having reviewed the matter, and good cause 

appearing therefore, it is hereby 

ORDERED that the Plaintiff’s request to waive attendance in the program is hereby 

granted. 

DATED this ________ day of _______________, 2020. 

 

 

     ___________________________________________ 

     DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 

 

 

Respectfully Submitted: 

 

             

 

By_______________________________________ 
APRIL S. GREEN, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No.: 8340C 
BARBARA E. BUCKLEY, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No.: 3918 
LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN 
NEVADA, INC. 
725 East Charleston Blvd. 

Las Vegas, Nevada 89104 

(702) 386-1415 Direct/Fax 

(702) 386-1070, Ext. 1415 

Attorneys for Plaintiff  

 

LCD

13 April
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NOA 

DAVID MARKMAN, ESQ.  

Nevada Bar No. 12440 

MARKMAN LAW 

4484 S. Pecos Rd Ste. 130 

Las Vegas, Nevada 89121 

Phone: (702) 843-5899 

Fax: (702) 843-6010  

Attorneys for Mohamad Alhulabi 

DISTRICT COURT, FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 

AHED SAID SENJAB 

 

  Plaintiff, 

 

vs. 

 

MOHAMAD ALHULAIBI 

 

  Defendants. 

 

 

CASE NO.:  D-20-606093-D 

 

DEPT. NO.:  H 

 

 

NOTICE OF APPEARANCE  

 

COMES NOW, David Markman, Esq. of Markman Law, serves notice on the Court and  

all parties that he is now representing Mohamad Alhulaibi in this matter. Any papers, pleadings, 

order or notices, should be sent to Markman Law hereafter.  

The undersigned does hereby affirm the foregoing document does not contain the 

social security number of any person.  

Dated this 14th day of April, 2020. 

 

     MARKMAN LAW 

 

     By: /s/ DAVID MARKMAN    

           DAVID MARKMAN, ESQ.  

                       Nevada Bar No. 12440 

                       4484 S. Pecos Rd. #130 

                                          Las Vegas, Nevada 89121 

           (702) 843-5899 

           Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

Case Number: D-20-606093-D
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of MARKMAN LAW, and that  

on this 14th day of April 2020, I caused the foregoing document entitled DEFENDANT’S 

NOTICE OF APPEARANCE, to be served as follows: 

 

 [  ] pursuant to EDCR 8.05(a), EDCR 8.05(f), NRCP 5(b)(2)(D) and Administrative Order 

14-2 captioned “In the Administrative Matter of Mandatory Electronic Service in the Eighth 

Judicial District Court,” by mandatory electronic service through the Eighth Judicial District 

Court’s electronic filing system;  

 

 [ X] by placing same to be deposited for mailing in the United States Mail, in a sealed envelope 

upon which first class postage was prepaid in Las Vegas, Nevada;  

 

 [   ] pursuant to EDCR 7.26, to be sent via facsimile, by duly executed consent for service 

by electronic means;  

 

 [   ] sent out for hand-delivery via Receipt of Copy. 

 

To the attorney(s) listed below at the address, email address, and/or facsimile number 

indicated below: 

APRIL GREEN, ESQ. 

Nevada Bar 8340C 

BARBARA BUCKLEY 

Nevada Bar No. 3918 

LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN NEVADA, INC. 

725 E. Charleston Blvd. 

Las Vegas, NV 89104 

asgreen@lacsn.org 

 

 

/s/ David Markman 

      David Markman, Esq.  
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DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

**** 

 

Ahed Said Senjab, Plaintiff 

vs. 

Mohamad Abulhakim Alhulaibi, Defendant. 

Case No.: D-20-606093-D 

  

Department H 
 

 

 

NOTICE OF HEARING 

 

 

      Please be advised that the Defendant's Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Jurisdictional 

Requirements in the above-entitled matter is set for hearing as follows:  

Date:  May 20, 2020 

Time:  10:00 AM 

Location: RJC Courtroom 03G 

   Regional Justice Center 

   200 Lewis Ave. 

   Las Vegas, NV 89101 

 

NOTE: Under NEFCR 9(d), if a party is not receiving electronic service through the 

Eighth Judicial District Court Electronic Filing System, the movant requesting a 

hearing must serve this notice on the party by traditional means. 

 

 STEVEN D. GRIERSON, CEO/Clerk of the Court 

 

 

By: 

 

 

/s/ Juanito Nasarro 

 Deputy Clerk of the Court 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

I hereby certify that pursuant to Rule 9(b) of the Nevada Electronic Filing and Conversion 

Rules a copy of this Notice of Hearing was electronically served to all registered users on 

this case in the Eighth Judicial District Court Electronic Filing System. 

 

 

By: /s/ Juanito Nasarro 

 Deputy Clerk of the Court 
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OPPS 
APRIL GREEN, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No.: 8340C 
BARBARA E. BUCKLEY, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No.: 3918 
LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN NEVADA, INC. 
725 E. Charleston Blvd. 
Las Vegas, NV  89104 
(702) 386-1415 Direct/Fax 
(702) 386-1070 ext. 1415 
asgreen@lacsn.org 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
AHED SAID SENJAB,   ) 
      ) 
   Plaintiff,  ) Case No.: D-20-606093-D 
      ) Dept. No:  H 
vs.      ) 

)  
      ) 
MOHAMED ALHULAIBI,  ) Date of Hearing:  5/20/2020 
      ) Time of Hearing: 10:00 a.m. 
                             Defendant.  )   
                                                          ) 
 

PLAINTIFF’S OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT’S   
MOTION TO DISMISS FOR LACK OF JURISDICTIONAL 

REQUIREMENTS 
 

 Comes now, April Green, Esq. of the Legal Aid Center of Southern Nevada, 

Inc., counsel for Plaintiff, Ahed Said Senjab, and herein files this Opposition to 

Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss.  This opposition is made in good faith and is 

supported by law and fact and is brought before the Court based upon the 
pleadings on file herein, Points and Authorities and the Affidavit of Ahed Said 

Senjab, attached hereto and arguments as will be made by counsel at the duly 

noticed hearing.  

 WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, Ahed Said Senjab, moves this Court for the 

following: 
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 1.  An Order denying Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss in its entirety; and 

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

 

 DATED this 21st day of April, 2020.    

 
LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN 
NEVADA, INC. 

      

                      By:          
APRIL S. GREEN, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No.: 8340C 

      BARBARA E. BUCKLEY, ESQ. 
      Nevada Bar No.: 3918 
      725 E. Charleston Blvd. 
      Las Vegas, NV  89104 
      (702) 386-1415 Direct/Fax 

                (702) 386-1070 ext. 1415 
      asgreen@lacsn.org 
      Attorneys for Plaintiff 

 

 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 
I. 

FACTS 
 Plaintiff, AHED SAID SENJAB (“AHED” or Plaintiff), and Defendant, 

MOHAMAD ALHULAIBI (“Mohamad” or Defendant), are from Syria but lived 

in Saudi Arabia. The parties were married on February 17, 2018 in the Country of 

Saudi Arabia. The parties have one (1) minor child, RYAN MOHAMAD 

ALHULAIBI, born February 16, 2019. Mohamad moved to Las Vegas, Nevada in 

August 2018. Ahed and the parties’ minor child moved to Las Vegas, Nevada in 

January, 2020 by student visa. Mohamad is a graduate student and works at the 

University of Nevada, Las Vegas as a tutor. Ahed is not currently employed.  

The parties separated on or around February 9, 2020 due to domestic 

violence in the relationship. A police report was filed on February 10, 2020 
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wherein Ahed alleged severe domestic violence including verbal, physical, sexual, 

and economic abuse. She indicates she was treated like a slave by her husband.  

Ahed filed for a protection order and it was granted and extended for one year.  

Ahed left the parties’ apartment on or about February 12, 2020 as a result of all the 

foregoing. Ahed currently resides with the minor child at Safe Nest.  

II.  
PROCEDURAL HISTORY 

Plaintiff filed and was granted a Temporary Protection Order (TPO) on 

February 14, 2020 which was extended for one (1) year.  She was granted 

temporary custody of the child by TPO Court subject to Defendant’s visitation. 

Thereafter, Plaintiff filed a “Complaint for Divorce” on March 24, 2020. In her 

Complaint, Ahed requests sole legal and sole physical custody of the parties’ 

minor child. She requests that the Defendant be awarded supervised visitation with 

the minor child on Saturdays only for two (2) hours based upon Defendant’s prior 

threat to abduct the child and because she believes the child is not safe in his care. 

Plaintiff also requests that Defendant be ordered to pay child support in the 

amount of 16 percent of his gross monthly income and spousal support of 

$2,000.00 per month for a period of five (5) years. Defendant filed a Motion to 
Dismiss for Lack of Jurisdictional Requirements. This Opposition follows.  

III.  
LEGAL AUTHORITY AND ARGUMENT 

I. THE COURT SHOULD NOT GRANT DEFENDANT’S 
MOTION TO DISMISS BECAUSE THIS COURT DOES HAVE 
JURISDICTION 

 

A defendant may move to dismiss for lack of personal jurisdiction. See Nev. 

R. Civ. Pr. 12(b)(2). Once a defendant raises the defense, the burden then falls on 

the plaintiff to prove sufficient facts to establish that jurisdiction is proper. 

Boschetto v. Hansing, 539 F.3d 1011, 1015 (9th Cir. 2008). A plaintiff can meet 
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this burden by presenting evidence sufficient to establish that (1) personal 

jurisdiction is proper under the laws of the state where it is asserted; and (2) the 

exercise of jurisdiction does not violate the defendant’s right to due process. 

Ziegler v. Indian River County, 64 F.3d 470, 473 (9th Cir. 1995); Chan v. Soc’y 
Expeditions, Inc., 39 F.3d 1398, 1404-05 (9th Cir. 1994). To survive a motion to 

dismiss for lack of personal jurisdiction, a plaintiff need only make “a prima facie 
showing of jurisdictional facts.” Pebble Beach Co. v. Caddy, 453 F.3d 1151, 1154 

(9th Cir. 2006). Furthermore, when analyzing such a motion to dismiss, “the court 

resolves all disputed facts in favor of the plaintiff.” Id.  
When no federal statute governs personal jurisdiction, the district court 

applies the law of the forum state. See Panavision Int’l L.P. v. Toeppen, 141 F.3d 

1316, 1320 (9th Cir. 1998). Nevada has authorized its courts to exercise 

jurisdiction over persons “on any basis not inconsistent with … the Constitution of 

the United States.” Nev. Rev. Stat. § 14.065. Thus, the Due Process Clause of the 

Fourteenth Amendment is the relevant constraint on Nevada’s authority to bind a 

nonresident defendant to a judgment of its courts. World-Wide Volkswagen Corp. 
v. Woodson, 444 U.S. 286, 291 (1980). In divorce cases, personal jurisdiction is 

present as long as the court has personal jurisdiction over either of the parties to 
the marriage. Williams v. North Carolina, 317 U.S. 287 (1942).  

There are two categories of personal jurisdiction: general jurisdiction and 

specific jurisdiction. General jurisdiction exists over a defendant who has 

“substantial” or “continuous and systematic” contacts with the forum state such 

that the assertion of personal jurisdiction over him is constitutionally fair even 

where the claims are unrelated to those contacts. Even when there is no general 

jurisdiction over a defendant, specific jurisdiction exists when there are sufficient 

minimum contacts with the forum state such that the assertion of personal 

jurisdiction “does not offend ‘traditional notions of fair play and substantial 

justice.” Int’l Shoe Co. v. State of Wash., Office of Unemployment Comp. & 
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Placement, 326 U.S. 310, 316 (1945). Courts have found general jurisdiction when 

a defendant “purposefully avails himself of the privilege of conducting activities 

within the Forum State, thus invoking the benefits and protections of its laws.” In 

Nevada, courts require one of the parties to be a resident in Nevada for at least six 

weeks prior to filing a complaint for divorce. Nevada requires six months 

residency for child custody matters or divorces with children, subject to a few 
exceptions.  

Nevada Rule of Civil Procedure (NRCP) 12(b)(1) governs subject-matter 

jurisdiction. It requires that at least one party be a bona fide resident of this state 

for the court to have subject matter jurisdiction to entertain a divorce. Plunkett v. 
Plunkett, 71 Nev. 159, 283 P.2d 255 (1955). As long as the court has personal 

jurisdiction over either of the parties to the marriage, Nevada has jurisdiction. 

Once a 12(b)(1) defense is asserted, the burden is on the plaintiff to establish that 

the court has subject matter jurisdiction over the action. Assoc. of Medical 
Colleges v. United States, 217 F.3d 770, 778-779 (9th Cir. 2000).  

The Uniform Child Custody and Jurisdiction Enforcement Act 
(UCCJEA) codified at NRS 125A.305, states in relevant part as follows:  

 1.  Except as otherwise provided in NRS 125A.335, a court of 
this State has jurisdiction to make an initial child custody 
determination only if: 
 

(a)  This State is the home state of the child on the 
date of the commencement of the proceeding or 
was the home state of the child within 6 months 
before the commencement of the proceeding and 
the child is absent from this State but a parent or 
person acting as a parent continues to live in this 
State; 
 
(b)  A court of another state does not have 
jurisdiction pursuant to paragraph (a) or a court of 
the home state of the child has declined to exercise 
jurisdiction on the ground that this State is the 
more appropriate forum pursuant to NRS 
125A.365 or 125A.375 and: 
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(1)   The child and the child’s parents, or the 
child and at least one parent or a person acting 
as a parent, have a significant connection with 
the State other than mere physical presence; 
and  
 
(2)   Substantial evidence is available in this State 
concerning the child’s care, protection, training and 
personal relationships; 

  
(c) All courts having jurisdiction pursuant to 
paragraph (a) or (b) have declined to exercise 
jurisdiction on the ground that a court of this State is the 
more appropriate forum to determine the custody of the 
child pursuant to NRS 125A.365 or 125A.375; or  

 
(d) No court of any other state would have 
jurisdiction pursuant to the criteria specified in 
paragraphs (a), (b) or (c). 

 
NRS 125A.335 Temporary Emergency Jurisdiction states 
1. A court of this state has temporary emergency jurisdiction if 

the child is present in this state and the child has been 
abandoned or it is necessary in an emergency to protect the 
child because the child, or a sibling or parent of the child, is 
subject toed to or threatened with mistreatment or abuse.  

 
2. If there is no previous child custody determination that is 

entitled to be enforced pursuant to the provisions of this 
chapter and a child custody proceeding has not been 
commenced in a court of a state having jurisdiction pursuant 
to NRS 125A.305, 125A.315 and 125A.325, a child custody 
determination made pursuant to this section remains in 
effect until an order is obtained from a court of a state 
having jurisdiction pursuant to NRS 125A.305, 125A.315, 
and 125A.325. If a child custody proceeding has not been or 
is not commenced in a court of a state having jurisdiction 
pursuant to NRS 125A.315 and 125A.325, a child custody 
determination made pursuant to this section becomes a final 
determination, if it so provides, and this state becomes the 
home state of the child.  

// 
 
// 
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NRS 125A.365 regarding inconvenient forum states in relevant part as 

follows:  

 1.  A court of this state which has jurisdiction pursuant to the 
provisions of this chapter to make a child custody determination may 
decline to exercise its jurisdiction at any time if it determines that it 
is an inconvenient forum under the circumstances and that a court 
of another state is a more appropriate forum.  The issue of 
inconvenient forum may be raised upon motion of a party, the court’s 
own motion or request of another court. 
 
 2.  Before determining whether it is an inconvenient forum, a 
court of this state shall consider whether it is appropriate for a court 
of another state to exercise jurisdiction.  For this purpose, the court 
shall allow the parties to submit information and shall consider all 
relevant factors, including:   
 

(a)  Whether domestic violence has occurred and is likely to 
continue in the future and which state could best protect the 
parties and the child;  

 (b)  The length of time the child has resided outside this state; 
(c)  The distance between the court in this state and the court in 
the state that would assume jurisdiction; 

 (d)  The relative financial circumstances of the parties;  
 (e)  Any agreement of the parties as to which state should 

assume jurisdiction; 
(f)  The nature and location of the evidence required to resolve 
the pending litigation, including testimony of the child; . . .  

 (emphasis added)  
 

A. Nevada has Personal Jurisdiction over Both Parties in this Case  
The Plaintiff had resided in Nevada for more than six (6) weeks when she 

filed for divorce in Nevada thereby meeting the residency requirements to initiate 

litigation and thereby submitting to the jurisdiction of the courts.  Moreover, both 

parties reside in the state of Nevada, in Defendant’s case for more than a year, and 

therefore Nevada has both general and specific jurisdiction over the parties. 

Moreover, Plaintiff has submitted an “Affidavit of Resident Witness” 

attesting to her residency in the state for more than six (6) weeks before she filed 

the divorce complaint.  The Plaintiff, therefore, has had substantial contact with 

the state of Nevada as a resident and stated an intent to live in the state for the 
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indefinite future in documents filed with this Court.  Moreover, regardless of how 

she got here, she decided to leave her abusive marriage, divorce Defendant and not 

to return to Saudi Arabia to live with Defendant.  She has rights to remain in the 

country that are independent of Defendant’s student visa.  Indeed, she has an 

independent path to citizenship of which Mohamad has no control over. 

Mohamad has been physically present in Nevada since August 2018 on an 
F1 Student Visa. Mohamad’s contacts in Nevada are substantial, continuous and 

systematic. Mohamad is not only a student at UNLV, but also an employee. While 

Mohamad contends that he never intended to make Nevada his permanent 

residence, he has lived in the state for almost two years. A substantial amount of 

Mohamad’s academic and professional contacts are in Nevada, such that he is 

“essentially at home” in this state. Mohamad contends that he is scheduled to 

finish his education in July 2020. He asserts further that, after finishing his 

education, he intends to travel back to Saudi Arabia or Syria. However, Mohamad 

has not made any plans whatsoever to return to Saudi Arabia or Syria and did not 

plan to do so in the near future. Mohamad moved to Nevada with the intent to 

make Nevada his home indefinitely. This is supported by the fact that Ahed and 

her son just moved to Nevada in January 2020. If Mohamad truly intended to 
move back to Saudi Arabia or Syria so quickly, why did he choose to move his 

family to Las Vegas so recently? Further, if Mohamad intended to move back to 

Saudi Arabia or Syria after finishing his studies in just three (3) months, why 

hasn’t he made plans to do so? These facts suggest that Mohamad did not intend to 

move back to Saudi Arabia or Syria and intended to live in Nevada indefinitely. 

Because of his significant contacts in Nevada and his intent to remain here 

indefinitely, Mohamad possesses the requisite intent necessary to make him a bona 

fide resident of Nevada for the purpose of personal jurisdictional requirements in 

this divorce proceeding.  Notwithstanding, regardless of Mohamad’s personal 

intentions to return to his country, he has been a resident of Nevada for over a 
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year, working and moving his family to the state.  His wife is currently divorcing 

him for cruelty and violence, however.  Her intentions to remain in this country 

are wholly independent from Defendant’s.  How she got here is not dispositive 

regarding whether this Court has personal jurisdiction over her.  Mohamad’s 

motion to dismiss is merely an attempt to control his wife and to subject her to his 

will and to force her to return to a place she does not wish to return to. 
 

B. Nevada has Subject Matter Jurisdiction over the Custody 
Determination 
 
Pursuant to NRS 125A.335(c), Nevada may acquire jurisdiction over a 

custody determination if at least one parent or a person acting as a parent, has a 

significant connection with the State other than mere physical presence. Mohamad 

has significant connections with Nevada that go beyond mere physical presence in 

the State. Mohamad is a resident of Nevada and both a student and employee at 

the University of Nevada, Las Vegas. His personal, academic, and professional 

contacts in this state are substantial.  

Moreover, Plaintiff, Ahed, is also a resident of Nevada having significant 
contacts in the state by living here with the intention to remain for the indefinite 

future as opposed to fleeting, cursory presence in the state.  She resides in a 

domestic violence shelter which is working towards a housing placement for 

Ahed.  She has filed and received an order of protection and had contacts with 

local police due to the domestic violence against her.  She is divorcing her 

husband for domestic violence and cruelty against him.  She has no intention of 

returning to her marriage or to return to Saudi Arabia.  Her intention to remain in 

Nevada is wholly independent of his desires, whatever they may be.  She does not 

need his permission “to intend” to remain in Nevada.  

Second, Nevada may acquire jurisdiction over a custody matter if “no court 

of any other state would have jurisdiction over the parties pursuant to NRS 

125A.335 (a), (b), or (c).” See NRS 125A.335(d). The parties moved to the United 
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States and live in Las Vegas, Nevada. They do not live elsewhere regardless of 

where they came from. Accordingly, no other state would have jurisdiction over 

this matter.  In other words, neither party lives outside of Nevada so Nevada may 

exercise jurisdiction over the child.  The Defendant’s motion to dismiss is 

baseless. 

Because of the reasons stated herein, Nevada has jurisdiction over the child 
custody determination.  

 
C. This Case should proceed in Nevada as it is a more convenient forum to 

make a custody determination 
 

In his Motion to Dismiss, Mohamad argues that Saudi Arabia would be a 

more appropriate forum for this divorce and custody dispute. See Motion to 
Dismiss, pg. 7. However, Saudi Arabia would be an inconvenient forum for both 
parties. Nevada, on the other hand, is a convenient forum for the reasons stated 

herein.  

In determining whether a court is an inconvenient forum, a court of this 

state shall consider whether it is appropriate for a court of another state to exercise 

jurisdiction. The first factor courts should consider when making this 

determination is whether there has been any domestic violence in the relationship. 

The court must also consider which state is in the best position to protect the 

parties and the child. In this case, Ahed has alleged severe domestic violence 

including verbal, physical, sexual and economic abuse. There was a police report 

filed in which Ahed alleges that Mohamad committed domestic battery against 

her. Ahed fled the marital resident as a result of the domestic violence and is now 

residing at SafeNest. Ahed filed for and was granted a Temporary Protection 
Order extended for one year because she presented a prima facie case pursuant to 

NRS 33.018 meeting the legal standards.  Nevada courts have exercised 

jurisdiction over the parties in the TPO case without a challenge by the Defendant.  

Both parties reside in the state regardless of how they got here or whether 
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Defendant intends to remain in the state.  In this case, given the alleged abuse, the 

Defendant appears to be weaponing jurisdiction authority to wrest control over 

Plaintiff and her future.  However, the Plaintiff has the right to have intentions 

independent of Defendant.  Both parties live in Nevada as well as the child so no 

other Court could or should exercise jurisdiction over the child.  The parents of the 

child and the records regarding the child are in this state since they all reside here.  
Mohammad has no authority for his proposition that coming here on a visa 

precludes the exercise of jurisdiction by a state court.   

Moreover, the distance between Nevada and Saudi Arabia is substantial and 

the parties’ financial situations are not conducive to traveling to Saudi Arabia to 

litigate this case. While Mohamad is gainfully employed at UNLV as a tutor and 

as a graduate student, Ahed does not and has not worked since arriving in Nevada. 

As a result of Mohamad’s economic abuse, Ahed does not have any money, assets, 

resources, or even a bank account. She could not afford to travel independently to 

Saudi Arabia with her child for the purposes of litigating this divorce and custody 

dispute. Accordingly, Nevada is a more appropriate forum to litigate this action.  

IV.  
CONCLUSION 

WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff, Ahed Said Senjab, respectfully requests that 

this Court issue an Order as follows: 

1.  That Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss be denied in its entirety; and  

2.  For such other and further relief as this Court deems just and equitable. 

 

DATED this 21st day of April, 2020.    

LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN  
NEVADA, INC. 

      
   
    By:  ____________________________ 
     APRIL S. GREEN, ESQ. 
     Nevada Bar No.: 8340C 
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Nevada Bar No.: 3918 
725 E. Charleston Blvd. 
Las Vegas, NV  89104 
(702) 386-1415 Direct/Fax 
(702) 386-1070 ext. 1415 
asgreen@lacsn.org 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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MOFI  
DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

AHED SAID SENJAB  
 

Plaintiff/Petitioner 

v. 

MOHAMED ALHULAIBI                                         
 

Defendant/Respondent 

Case No.    D-20-606093-D 
            Dept.  H  

 

MOTION/OPPOSITION 
FEE INFORMATION SHEET 

Notice: Motions and Oppositions filed after entry of a final order issued pursuant to NRS 125, 125B or 125C are 
subject to the reopen filing fee of $25, unless specifically excluded by NRS 19.0312. Additionally, Motions and 
Oppositions filed in cases initiated by joint petition may be subject to an additional filing fee of $129 or $57 in 
accordance with Senate Bill 388 of the 2015 Legislative Session. 
Step 1.  Select either the $25 or $0 filing fee in the box below. 

$25  The Motion/Opposition being filed with this form is subject to the $25 reopen fee. 
-OR- 

X  $0 The Motion/Opposition being filed with this form is not subject to the $25 reopen 
fee because: 

             X The Motion/Opposition is being filed before a Divorce/Custody Decree has been   
                 entered. 

The Motion/Opposition is being filed solely to adjust the amount of child support 
established in a final order. 
The Motion/Opposition is for reconsideration or for a new trial, and is being filed 
within 10 days after a final judgment or decree was entered. The final order was 
entered on . 
Other Excluded Motion (must specify) . 

 

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

$57 fee because: 
                 X The Motion/Opposition is being filed in a case that was not initiated by joint petition.             
                     The party filing the Motion/Opposition previously paid a fee of $129 or $57. 

-OR- 
$129 The Motion being filed with this form is subject to the $129 fee because it is a motion 

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

an opposition to a motion to modify, adjust or enforce a final order, or it is a motion 
and the opposing party has already paid a fee of $129. 

Step 3.  Add the filing fees from Step 1 and Step 2. 
The total filing fee for the motion/opposition I am filing with this form is: 

     X$0 $25 $57 $82 $129 $154 
 
 

Party filing Motion/Opposition: APRIL S. GREEN, ESQ.  Date   04/24/2020  
                                                                             

 
Signature of Party or Preparer     
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EXH 
APRIL S. GREEN, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No.: 8340C 
BARBARA E. BUCKLEY, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No.: 3918 
LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN NEVADA, INC. 
725 E. Charleston Blvd. 
Las Vegas, NV  89104 
(702) 386-1415 Direct/Fax 
(702) 386-1070 ext. 1415 
asgreen@lacsn.org 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
AHED SAID SENJAB,   ) 
      ) 
   Plaintiff,  ) Case No.: D-20-606093-D 
      ) Dept. No:  H 
vs.      ) 

)  
      ) 
MOHAMED ALHULAIBI,  ) Date of Hearing:  5/20/2020 
      ) Time of Hearing: 10:00 a.m. 
                             Defendant.  )   
                                                          ) 
 

EXHIBIT IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF’S OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT’S  
MOTION TO DISMISS FOR LACK OF JURISDICTIONAL REQUIREMENTS 

 
COMES NOW, Plaintiff, AHED SAID SENJAB, by and through her counsel, APRIL S. 

GREEN, ESQ., of LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN NEVADA, INC., hereby submits 

her exhibit in support of Plaintiff’s Opposition to Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss for Lack of 

Jurisdictional Requirements as follows: 

Exhibit No.  Name of Document Bate Stamp # 

A LVMPD Case Report No.: LLV200200045682  P00001-P00002 
 

Dated this 24th day of April, 2020. 
 
Respectfully submitted by: 
LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN 
NEVADA, INC. 

Case Number: D-20-606093-D

Electronically Filed
4/24/2020 11:06 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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By: __________________________________ 

APRIL S. GREEN, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 8340C 
BARBARA E. BUCKLEY, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No.: 3918 
725 E. Charleston Blvd. 
Las Vegas, NV  89104 
(702) 386-1415 Direct/Fax 
(702) 386-1070 ext. 1415 
asgreen@lacsn.org 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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RIS 

DAVID MARKMAN, ESQ.  

Nevada Bar No. 12440 

MARKMAN LAW 

4484 S. Pecos Rd Ste. 130 

Las Vegas, Nevada 89121 

Phone: (702) 843-5899 

Fax: (702) 843-6010  

Attorneys for Mohamad Alhulabi 

 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

* * * * * 

AHED SAID SENJAB 

 

  Plaintiff, 

 

vs. 

 

MOHAMAD ALHULAIBI 

 

  Defendants. 

 

 

CASE NO.:  D-20-606093-D 

 

DEPT. NO.:  H 

 

 

 

DEFENDANT’S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF HIS MOTION TO DISMISS FOR LACK OF 

JURISDICTIONAL REQUIREMENTS 

Defendant Mohamad Alhulaibi (“Mohamad”) by and through his counsel of record 

MARKMAN LAW hereby submits this Reply in Support of His Motion to Dismiss the Complaint 

filed by Plaintiff Ahed Senjab (“Ahed” or “Plaintiff”).  

 This Motion is made and based upon the following Memorandum of Points and Authorities 

along with Exhibits and any oral argument the Court may consider.   

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. INTRODUCTION 

 On March 24, 2020, the Plaintiff in this matter filed her complaint for Divorce. The 

Plaintiff’s Complaint centered mainly on dissolution of the marriage, sole legal and physical 

custody of the minor, child support, division of community property, and spousal support. 

 The motion to dismiss followed and was filed on April 14th, 2020. Plaintiff filed her 

opposition on April 24th, 2020. Plaintiff’s opposition did not cite to any controlling law that 

Case Number: D-20-606093-D

Electronically Filed
5/13/2020 4:07 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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shows she is allowed to form the subjective intent to remain in the United States. The reason 

Plaintiff did not cite to any controlling law regarding her ability to form a subjective intent  to 

remain in the United States is that the weight of the law in both the United States Supreme 

Court and the 9th Circuit is against her. The U.S. Supreme Court and the 9th Circuit have both 

held on numerous occasions Congress does not allow nonimmigrant aliens to form the 

subjective intent to remain in the United States. As such, and as demonstrated below, the 

Plaintiff’s Complaint fails, and Mohamad’s Motion should be granted.  

II. FACTS 

Mohamad moved to Nevada on or about August 2018, for the purpose of furthering his 

education. Mohamad has always planned to return to either Saudi Arabia or Syria after he 

completed his education. Ahed applied for a Visa to legally enter the United States on July 15, 

2018. Due to the presidential proclamation, Ahed was not granted her VISA clearance until the 

end of 2019.  

Mohammad returned to Saudi Arabia after the conclusion of the UNLV fall semester on 

or about December 17th or 18th. Since Ahed’s VISA was finally approved, while Mohamad was 

home on winter break Mohamad purchased roundtrip tickets for Ahed, the minor child and 

himself to go to Nevada so they could all be together here in the United States for his final 

semester. The roundtrip tickets for Mohammad, Ahed, and Ryan had them land in Las Vegas 

on January 13, 2020, with a return flight to Saudi Arabia for everyone on June 18, 2020.  Please 

see attached as Exhibit 1, a true and correct copy of the roundtrip tickets itinerary from Turkish 

Airlines. Mohammad still plans on returning to Saudi Arabia on June 18, 2020 as scheduled. 

Mohammad’s visa is currently set to expire on May 16, 2020, as he is completing his education 

at the end of the UNLV spring 2020 semester. Mohamad will have a 60 day grace period to 

remain in the United States after which he will be in violation of immigration law. Please see 

attached as Exhibit 2, a true and correct copy of an email from UNLV discussing his graduation 

from UNLV and VISA status.  

Mohamad has the minor child three (3) days a week. There has been nothing 
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substantiated that the child is not safe in Mohamad’s care. In fact, when Mohamad took the 

minor child to visit the doctor on April 13, 2020, the doctor said the minor child “is growing 

and developing very well.” Please see attached as Exhibit 3, a true and correct copy of Dr. 

Josephine Jaw-Yi Sun’s medical report from April 13, 2020. Mohamad has followed the order 

for pick up and drop off of the minor child at the courthouse. Plaintiff initiated a child protective 

service case against Mohamad, the CPS investigator found the allegations unsubstantiated and 

closed the case. Please see attached as Exhibit 4, a true and correct copy of Child Protective 

Services Disposition.  

On February 9, 2020, Plaintiff called the Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department 

(“LVMPD”) on Mohamad. Plaintiff alleged only that Mohamad verbally abused her when 

LVMPD showed up to the apartment. On February 9th, Ahed also informed LVMPD that her 

brother law was coming from the State of Maryland to pick her up. At which point LVMPD 

admonished Plaintiff that she cannot take the minor child from Nevada. Please see attached as 

Exhibit 5, a true and correct copy of the LVMPD record from February 9th, 2020.  

On February 10, 2020, Mohamad called LVMPD so that they could escort him to his 

residence while he retrieved some items. While Mohamad was getting some of his items, 

Plaintiff alleged to LVMPD that Mohamad was both physically and verbally abusive, even 

though she never brought up physical abuse to the responding officers on February 9th. 

Mohamad vehemently denies that he was ever physically or verbally abusive but does admit 

they had a verbal altercation on February 9th, 2020.  

Mohamad retained his counsel through the Nevada Bar’s Lawyer Referral Service 

Modest Means Program, which means that he qualified for reduced fee legal services based on 

his financial situation and that he is not to be charged more than seventy-five dollars per hour 

for legal services.  

Upon information and belief, Ahed has hyporthyroidism, iron deficiency anemia, and 

varicose veins, which makes her more susceptible to bruising. Upon information and belief, 

Ahed’s current VISA status does not allow her to legally work in the United States. Mohamad 
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has never prevented Ahed from working.   

III. ANALYSIS 

A. Neither Party cannot establish domicile in the United States let alone Nevada.  

Plaintiff’s subjective intent does not allow for her to create a domicile in Nevada. Domicile 

is primarily a creature of state law, but federal immigration laws impose outer limits on a state’s 

freedom to define it. Park v. Barr, 946 F.3d 1096, 1098 (9th Cir. 2020); see Toll v. Moreno, 458 

U.S. 1, 10-11, 102 S. Ct. 2977 (1982). A nonimmigrant student is defined as “an alien having 

a residence in a foreign country which he has no intention of abandoning… and who seeks to 

enter the United States temporarily and solely for the purpose of pursuing… a course of 

study…” Elkins v. Moreno 435 U.S. 647, 665 (1978). In Park, the Court held that Congress has 

not permitted nonimmigrants to lawfully form a subjective intent to remain in the United States, 

such an intent would conflict with Congress’s definition of the nonimmigrant classification. 

Park v. Barr, 946 F.3d at 1099.  

“Congress has precluded the covered alien from establishing domicile in the United States.” 

Toll v. Moreno, 458 U.S. at 14; See also Elkins v. Moreno 435 U.S. at 665 (By including 

restrictions, the Supreme Court of the United States has also noted that nonimmigrants cannot 

establish domicile where “Congress expressly conditioned admission… on an intent not to 

abandon a foreign residence”). In fact, the United States Supreme Court found “that Congress 

intended that, in the absence of an adjustment of status… nonimmigrants in restricted classes 

who sought to establish domicile would be deported.” Id. at 666.  Lastly, a nonimmigrant 

precluded from establishing residency could not gain residency by violating visa conditions 

because then her very presence in the country would be illegal. Park v. Barr, 946 F.3d at 1099; 

citing Carlson v. Reed, 249 F.3d 876, 880-81 (9th Cir. 2001).  

Here, the federal law in the 9th Circuit is clear, neither Plaintiff nor Mohamad can form the 

subjective intent necessary to create a domicile in Nevada. In fact, just by Plaintiff stating she 

has an intent to make the United States her domicile, she has subjected herself to being deported 

in violation of the conditions of her visa. Plaintiff claims she has an independent right to remain 
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in the United States but does not elaborate on what those rights might be.  

Additionally, it is not even clear that Plaintiff has the subjective intent to remain in Nevada, 

because when she called LVMPD on February 9th, she told them that she was waiting for her 

brother in law to pick her up from the State of Maryland. It appears Plaintiff changed her mind 

about going to Maryland only when the officer let her know that she could not leave the state 

with the minor child.  

Plaintiff then goes on to argue why would, Mohamad have brought her to the United States 

in January if he did not intend to stay. First, Mohamad did not have control over when Plaintiff 

could legally enter the United States. Plaintiff’s visa was only approved at the end of 2019. 

Second, Plaintiff’s argument lacks merit as having his family here for a six (6) month period is 

not inconsequential.  Plaintiff, also argues why hasn’t Mohamad made plans to return to Saudi 

Arabia, even though she knows that the tickets purchased on December 25, 2019 were roundtrip 

tickets with a return date of June 18, 2020.  

Plaintiff’s claims of physical abuse are not relevant to the motion at hand. Settling the forum 

for adjudication of a dispute over a child's custody, of course, does not dispose of the merits of 

the controversy over custody. Monasky v. Taglieri, 140 S.Ct. 719, 729 (2020). Mohamad is in 

no way arguing that the parties should not get divorced only that this is an improper forum. 

Mohamad does vehemently deny any allegations of physical or verbal abuse of Plaintiff, but if 

Plaintiff wants to bring up allegations of abuse she is entitled to do so in the proper forum. 

Requiring Mohamad to have to defend this action in the United States when his visa expires on 

May 16, 2020 is not convenient, financially affordable, and would subject him to remaining in 

the United States illegally. If Mohamad were to remain in the United States past the 60-day 

grace period, he may be prevented from receiving a visa in the future.  

Additionally, Plaintiff’s claims of physical abuse are unsubstantiated. Plaintiff changed her 

story about what happened on February 9th, it was not until the next day when Mohamad called 

the police to escort him to the apartment to get some stuff that Plaintiff made any claim of 

physical abuse. Bruising on the legs of a person that bruises easily is not evidence of physical 
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abuse, especially when Plaintiff had the opportunity to discuss physical abuse at the time of the 

purported incident and instead told the officers it was only verbal in nature.    

Lastly, Plaintiff claims Mohamad is gainfully employed but his employment is subject to 

terminate when his visa terminates. Even when Mohamad was able to be legally employed in 

the United States the types of employment he was able to obtain with the F-1 visa were very 

limited. 

For all the above reasons this Honorable Court should grant Mohamad’s motion to dismiss 

the case.  

B. Nevada is not the Minor Child’s Habitual Residence 

Plaintiff does not dispute that Nevada is not the Minor Child’s habitual residence. Plaintiff 

does not dispute that Saudi Arabia is the Minor Child’s habitual residence. Plaintiff instead 

argues that the parties have substantial presence in the state. Having substantial presence in the 

state is not the proper standard.  

A court of this state shall treat a foreign country as if it were a state of the United States for 

the purpose of applying NRS 125A.005 to NRS 125A.395, inclusive. Kar v. Kar, 132 Nev. 636, 

639 (2016); citing NRS 125A.225(1).  

NRS 125A.305(1)(c) permits a court to exercise jurisdiction when other states that would 

have jurisdiction under paragraphs  (a) or (b) have declined to do so “on the ground that a court 

of this State is the more appropriate forum to determine the custody of the child pursuant to 

NRS 125A.365 or 125A.375.” This does not apply here because no state other than Nevada had 

the opportunity to decline jurisdiction. Id. at 642.  

Here, Nevada is not the Minor Child’s habitual residence. Saudi Arabia remains the habitual 

residence. Saudi Arabia is to be treated as a state for the purpose of the child’s habitual 

residence. Saudi Arabia has not declined to exercise jurisdiction. There is nothing in the record 

showing that this Court needs to exercise emergency jurisdiction as the Plaintiff attempts to 

allude to. Therefore, the proper forum remains Saudi Arabia to determine all child custody 

matters. Based on the above, Mohamad requests that his motion be granted and that the instant 
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matter be dismissed.  

IV. CONCLUSION 

For the above reasons, Mohamad respectfully requests that the Court dismiss the 

Complaint.  

 

 Dated this 13th day of May, 2020. 

 

     MARKMAN LAW 

 

 

 

     By: /s/ DAVID MARKMAN    

           DAVID MARKMAN, ESQ.  

                       Nevada Bar No. 12440 

                       4484 S. Pecos Rd. #130 

      Las Vegas, Nevada 89121 

           (702) 843-5899 

           Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of MARKMAN LAW, and that 

on this 13th day of May 2020, I caused the foregoing document entitled DEFENDANT’S REPLY 

IN SUPPORT OF HIS MOTION TO DISMISS FOR LACK OF JURISDICTIONAL 

REQUIREMENTS, to be served as follows: 

 

 [ X] pursuant to EDCR 8.05(a), EDCR 8.05(f), NRCP 5(b)(2)(D) and Administrative 

Order 14-2 captioned “In the Administrative Matter of Mandatory Electronic 

Service in the Eighth Judicial District Court,” by mandatory electronic service 

through the Eighth Judicial District Court’s electronic filing system;  

 

 [  ] by placing same to be deposited for mailing in the United States Mail, in a sealed 

envelope upon which first class postage was prepaid in Las Vegas, Nevada;  

 

 [   ] pursuant to EDCR 7.26, to be sent via facsimile, by duly executed consent for 

service by electronic means;  

 

 [   ] sent out for hand-delivery via Receipt of Copy. 

 

To the attorney(s) listed below at the address, email address, and/or facsimile number 

indicated below: 

APRIL GREEN, ESQ. 

Nevada Bar 8340C 

BARBARA BUCKLEY 

Nevada Bar No. 3918 

LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN NEVADA, INC. 

725 E. Charleston Blvd. 

Las Vegas, NV 89104 

asgreen@lacsn.org 

 
 

/s/ David Markman 

      David Markman, Esq.  
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Turkish Airlines - Online Ticket - Information Message

onlineticket@thy.com <onlineticket@thy.com>
Wed 12/25/2019 8�24 AM

To:  M014@LIVE.COM <M014@LIVE.COM>

Mr. MOHAMAD ALHULAIBI
Your e-ticket has been issued. We are pleased to welcome you as Turkish Airlines.

Summary
Transaction date: Wednesday, December 25, 2019, 11:20 AM (Istanbul Local Time)

TU252R
Booking Reference

Your favorite seat awaits you!

Select your seat

Is your car ready?

Rent a car

Time for your accommodation

Select hotel

Visa
432**********179 0 instalment

OUTBOUND TRIP

Riyadh - Las Vegas on Monday 13 Jan 2020
Economy Class

REISSUE REFUND /
CANCELLATION

BAGGAGE
ALLOWANCE

MILES TO BE EARNED FOR
MILES&SMILES MEMBERS

With 245 SAR penalty

With 734 SAR penalty - (In
case of no-show)

With 489 SAR
penalty charge

Check-in Baggage : 2
pieces x 23 kg

4108 Status Miles

4108 Bonus Miles
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Cabin Baggage : 1
piece x 8 kg

*When making changes to your ticket, you must pay the fee difference as well as any additional price
differences that may occur.

The fare rules of the most restrictive flight are valid for cancellations and refund processes.

The flights on your ticket must be used in sequence. If you do not board any of the flights on your ticket, the
remaining flights will be automatically canceled, including your return flights.

Riyadh time

Duration 
1d 1h 
  

Riyadh (RUH) 06:30    20:36 Las Vegas (LAS)

Las Vegas
time

FLIGHT FROM TO DURATION

 TK145 
Turkish Airlines 
A321 
Economy Class (T)

6:30 AM 
Monday, January 13 

Riyadh (Saudi Arabia) 
King Khalid International Airport 

11:20 AM 
Monday, January 13 

Istanbul (Turkey) 
Istanbul Airport 

4h 50m

Layovers & Connecting Flights for Istanbul, Turkey
Istanbul Airport

2h 35m

 TK79 
Turkish Airlines 
B777-300ER 
Economy Class (T)

1:55 PM 
Monday, January 13 

Istanbul (Turkey) 
Istanbul Airport 

4:35 PM 
Monday, January 13 

San Francisco (United States) 
San Francisco International Airport 

13h 40m

Layovers & Connecting Flights for San Francisco, United States
San Francisco International Airport

2h 25m

 TK9591 
Operated by United Airlines 
A320-200 
Economy Class (T)

7:00 PM 
Monday, January 13 

San Francisco (United States) 
San Francisco International Airport 

8:36 PM 
Monday, January 13 

Las Vegas (United States) 
Las Vegas Mccarran International Airport 

1h 36m

INBOUND TRIP

Las Vegas - Riyadh on Thursday 18 Jun 2020
Economy Class

REISSUE REFUND /
CANCELLATION

BAGGAGE
ALLOWANCE

MILES TO BE EARNED FOR
MILES&SMILES MEMBERS
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With 245 SAR penalty

With 734 SAR penalty - (In
case of no-show)

With 489 SAR
penalty charge

Check-in Baggage : 2
pieces x 23 kg

Cabin Baggage : 1
piece x 8 kg

755 Status Miles

755 Bonus Miles

*When making changes to your ticket, you must pay the fee difference as well as any additional price
differences that may occur.

The fare rules of the most restrictive flight are valid for cancellations and refund processes.

The flights on your ticket must be used in sequence. If you do not board any of the flights on your ticket, the
remaining flights will be automatically canceled, including your return flights.

Las Vegas
time

Duration 
1d 0h 

  
Las Vegas (LAS) 13:17    23:50 Riyadh (RUH) Next day

Riyadh time

FLIGHT FROM TO DURATION

 B6778 
Operated by JetBlue Airways 

Economy Class (S)

1:17 PM 
Thursday, June 18 

Las Vegas (United States) 
Las Vegas Mccarran International Airport 

9:30 PM 
Thursday, June 18 

Boston (United States) 
Boston Logan International Airport 

5h 13m

Layovers & Connecting Flights for Boston, United States
Boston Logan International Airport

2h 15m

 TK82 
Turkish Airlines 
AIRBUS A330-300 
Economy Class (L)

11:45 PM 
Thursday, June 18 

Boston (United States) 
Boston Logan International Airport 

4:10 PM 
Friday, June 19 

Istanbul (Turkey) 
Istanbul Airport 

9h 25m

Layovers & Connecting Flights for Istanbul, Turkey
Istanbul Airport

3h 30m

 TK140 
Turkish Airlines 
AIRBUS A330-300 
Economy Class (L)

7:40 PM 
Friday, June 19 

Istanbul (Turkey) 
Istanbul Airport 

11:50 PM 
Friday, June 19 

Riyadh (Saudi Arabia) 
King Khalid International Airport 

4h 10m

Total price SAR 11.140

Turkish Airlines reserves the right to change rules regarding ticket changes and refunds.
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Main contact for this trip Email address Telephone

Mr. MOHAMAD ALHULAIBI m014@live.com +966599544638

Passengers Seat Meals Special Assistance

Passengers Frequent flyer
program Membership number  

MA Mr. MOHAMAD ALHULAIBI
Ticket no 2352404045177 None -

Join
Miles&Smiles 
Earn 7272 Miles from
this flight.

AS Ms. AHED SENJAB 
Ticket no 2352404045179 None -

Join
Miles&Smiles 
Earn 7272 Miles from
this flight.

RA RYAN ALHULAIBI 
Ticket no 2352404045181 None -

Passengers
Riyadh to
Istanbul 
Economy

Class

Istanbul
to San

Francisco
Economy

Class

San
Francisco

to Las
Vegas 
Economy

Class

Las
Vegas to
Boston 
Economy

Class

Boston to
Istanbul 
Economy

Class

Istanbul
to Riyadh

Economy
Class

MA
Mr.
MOHAMAD
ALHULAIBI 
Ticket no
2352404045177

 
Baggage
allowance
2 PIECES
maximum

 
Baggage
allowance
2 PIECES
maximum

 
Baggage
allowance
2 PIECES
maximum

 
Baggage
allowance
2 PIECES
maximum

 
Baggage
allowance
2 PIECES
maximum

 
Baggage
allowance
2 PIECES
maximum

AS
Ms. AHED
SENJAB 
Ticket no
2352404045179

 
Baggage
allowance
2 PIECES
maximum

 
Baggage
allowance
2 PIECES
maximum

 
Baggage
allowance
2 PIECES
maximum

 
Baggage
allowance
2 PIECES
maximum

 
Baggage
allowance
2 PIECES
maximum

 
Baggage
allowance
2 PIECES
maximum

RA
RYAN
ALHULAIBI 
Ticket no
2352404045181

 
Baggage
allowance
1 PIECES
maximum

 
Baggage
allowance
1 PIECES
maximum

 
Baggage
allowance
1 PIECES
maximum

 
Baggage
allowance
1 PIECES
maximum

 
Baggage
allowance
1 PIECES
maximum

 
Baggage
allowance
1 PIECES
maximum

Carry-on baggage allowance Calculate excess baggage
charge

All passengers 
 1 piece + 1 personal item 

Maximum weight for a single piece of carry-on baggage: 8

Business Class 
 1 extra piece of

baggage

Excess baggage calculator

Calculate excess baggage
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kg Maximum dimensions of hand baggage: 55x40x23 cm 
Maximum dimensions of carry-on baggage: 55x40x23 cm

The total cost of your ticket has been collected with the payment method you chose at checkout. 
In accordance with the Tax Procedure Law General Notification Serial No. 462, financial e-tickets
which have been electronically signed and are valid as authentication documents can be accessed at
the following address within 72 hours at the latest after the ticket has been issued:
ebiletfatura.turkishairlines.com 
If you purchase travel insurance, your policy will be sent with your ticket within 24 hours. 
When paying with credit card, cardholders must confirm that they will make the credit card available
for presentation with a valid government ID (Passport, birth certificate, driver’s license, marriage
certificate, etc.) before the flight to either our sale offices or at the check-in counters. the card will
also have to be present after any changes or cancellations/refunds. Self check-in is not allowed for
processes in which you must present your credit card. If the card you pay with is a virtual card then
please bring the credit card connected with the virtual card with you. 
You must have all documents required for flight (passports, visas, ID, etc.) with you at all times. 
Visas for the country to which you're traveling and other documents are the responsibility of the
passenger. Turkish Airlines is not responsible for checking that the passenger has the necessary
documents. For more detailed information, please click here. 
Online check-in is available 24 hours before your flight. 
For international flights you must be at the airport no later than 2 hours before the flight’s scheduled
departure time. Baggage check-in must be completed at least 60 minutes before the schedule
departure time. 
For domestic flights you must be at the airport no later than 1 hour before the flight's scheduled
departure time. Baggage check-in must be completed at least 45 minutes before the schedule
departure time. 
Because Turkish Airlines is based in Turkey, credit cards that do not belong to a Turkish bank may
result in additional transaction fees. Please contact your bank for further information. 
Before boarding your flight you must have received your boarding pass and completed the baggage
process. 
When planning when to arrive at the airport, please take into consideration the time it will take to pay
baggage fees if you exceed the baggage allowance. 
Passengers who have not arrived at the gate before the boarding time has ended, including those
who've printed boarding passes online, will not be accepted on board. 
Due to operational reasons, special assistance requests such as wheelchair assistance must be
made at least 48 hours before your flight. Special meal requests must be made at least 24 hours
before your flight. For more detailed information please click here. 
For some connecting flights, passengers continue their trip from different airports in the same city.
For example, some London-Tehran flights flight through Istanbul by arriving at Sabiha Gökçen
International Airport and departing from Istanbul Airport. Passenger approval is required in these
cases, and all transfer between airports, including baggage transfer, is the responsibility of the
passenger. 
For baggage rules on flights departing/arriving in the United States for all Turkish Airlines or
codeshare flights, please click here. 
To learn about all the services and travel conditions for passengers with special status, please click
here. 
For visa information regarding flights connecting in Canada, please click here. 
For more detailed information regarding flights without a baggage allowance, please click here. 
For more detailed information regarding flights with at least one stop in Saudi Arabia, please click
here. 
Remember that carry-on baggage must not exceed the maximum dimensions allowed. For more
detailed information, please visit our carry-on baggage page. 
Due to operational reasons, the type of aircraft planned for this flight may be changed. 
Turkish Airlines cannot be held responsible for the late receipt of your e-mail due to technical issues. 
This e-mail may contain proprietary and confidential information. The information contained in this e-
mail may not be disclosed, distributed or delivered to anyone other than the names written on the e-
mail. 
If you think that you have received this email in error, please contact the sender. Delete the message
and any attachments enclosed. 

Any questions?
For more information click.

www.turkishairlines.com 
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Türk Hava Yolları AO
Türk Hava Yolları A.O. Genel Müdürlük Binası, Atatürk Havalimanı 34149

Yeşilköy/İstanbul
Mersis No: 0876004746400017
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5/5/2020 University of Nevada, Las Vegas Mail - URGENT: F-1 I-20 expiration approaching NSHE ID 2001034964

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=3a421cb9b8&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1665262847279130333&simpl=msg-f%3A1665262847279130… 1/2

Mohamad Alhulaibi <alhulaib@unlv.nevada.edu>

URGENT: F-1 I-20 expiration approaching NSHE ID 2001034964
3 messages

oiss@unlv.edu <oiss@unlv.edu> Tue, Apr 28, 2020 at 5:00 PM
Reply-To: oiss@unlv.edu
To: ALHULAIB@unlv.nevada.edu

Dear Mohamad ALHULAIBI,

 

You are receiving this message because, based on our records, your F-1 I-20 end date will occur during the month of May 2020
(May 16, 2020).  This is an important reminder that your F-1 program at UNLV will complete beginning with your I-20 program
end date. YOUR I-20 IS EXPIRING next month.

 

If you are NOT completing your program requirements this summer term, please contact OISS immediately so that we can
advise you accordingly.  Be aware that any potential I-20 program extensions must occur before the end date of your I-20 (only if
you are eligible for a program extension).

If you plan to apply for post-completion OPT following program completion, please remember that you should apply for
OPT with USCIS as quickly as possible, as this process takes an average of 90 days to receive approval from USCIS. 
Please refer to our OPT form for more information and instructions to begin.
If you successfully complete your program and graduate this term, you will be allotted a 60-day grace period following the
end of the spring 2020 semester (05/16/2020), which will end on July 15, 2020.  During this time you may remain in the
U.S; any changes to your record – such as transferring to a new program, applying for a change of status, applying
for OPT, etc. – must be processed before the end of this grace period.
If you are graduating at the end of this semester, but have not yet notified OISS, please submit a “proof of graduation”
form (signed by your academic advisor) to our office so that we can accurately update your I-20 record.

If you have any questions, please email me or you can schedule an appointment with me online through the OISS website.

 

Regards,

 

Anastasia “Tess” Staubs

International Student Advisor

Office of International Students and Scholars

University of Nevada, Las Vegas

anastasia.staubs@unlv.edu / (702) 895-0268

Mohamad Alhulaibi <alhulaib@unlv.nevada.edu> Tue, Apr 28, 2020 at 5:16 PM
To: oiss@unlv.edu

Hello Ms. Anastasia,

What should I do if the airports are closed? Should I wait or should I apply for an extension?

Thank you,
[Quoted text hidden]
-- 

AA000067

https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B7raCJCX8NViMUdXLTg1WVpvXzg/view
https://www.unlv.edu/sites/default/files/page_files/27/OptionalPracticalTraining.pdf
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B4k3Rmir8IpaQ25ESTBtNWhHcG8/view
mailto:anastasia.staubs@unlv.edu


5/5/2020 University of Nevada, Las Vegas Mail - URGENT: F-1 I-20 expiration approaching NSHE ID 2001034964

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=3a421cb9b8&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1665262847279130333&simpl=msg-f%3A1665262847279130… 2/2

Sincerely,
Mohamad Alhulaibi
Graduate Assistant
design+build Studio
UNLV | School of Architecture

Office of International Students and Scholars <oiss@unlv.edu> Wed, Apr 29, 2020 at 8:27 AM
To: Mohamad Alhulaibi <alhulaib@unlv.nevada.edu>

Hello,

Thank you for your email! Please note that I-20 can only be extended on the basis of uncompleted academic
coursework. If you have already completed all the necessary classes for your degree program, you will need to either
apply for OPT, apply for a new program, or find a way to leave the US before July 15, 2020.

Hopefully the above helps, but if you have any questions or concerns please do not hesitate to contact us.

Thank you!
Talitha
[Quoted text hidden]
-- 

Office of International Students and Scholars 
University of Nevada, Las Vegas 
4505 S. Maryland Parkway, Box 451035
Las Vegas, NV 89154-1035

Located in Student Services Complex, Building A (SSC-A) - Suite 201

Phone: 1+702-774-OISS (6477)
Fax: 1+702-895-1118 
Email: oiss@unlv.edu 
Web: http://www.unlv.edu/iss

AA000068

https://www.google.com/maps/search/4505+S.+Maryland+Parkway?entry=gmail&source=g
mailto:oiss@unlv.edu
http://www.unlv.edu/iss
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EXHIBIT 5 
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11:34:54 INC CREATE Initiated By   C14386 C004 C14386
11:34:54 PER INFO C004 C14386
11:34:54 CM FRONT OFC/ FEM RESIDENT CAME TO OFC W/JUV CRYING/ LANGUAGE BARRIER C004 14386
11:35:16 CM OFC IS TRYING TO GET SOMEONE WHO SPEAKS LANG ENR - UNK WHAT UNIT SHE IS IN/ UNK WHAT 

THE PROBLEM IS
C004 14386

11:35:30 CM FEM IS FROM SAUDI ARABIA C004 14386
12:10:57 AS 2NTV 1061 E FLAMINGO RD C024 16478
12:10:57 AS 2N24 1061 E FLAMINGO RD C024 16478
12:10:57 PRIM UNIT Primary:   From:    To: LV/2NTV   (Vehicle:10999) C024 C16478
12:10:57 DPTCH LV/2NTV (Officers: LV/Manzanedo Jesus) C024 C16478
12:10:57 INC STAT IncStatName   From: Pending   To: Active C024 C16478
12:10:57 DPTCH LV/2N24 (Officers: LV/Montes Daniela, LV/Griffin Thomas) C024 C16478
12:11:03 ER 2N24 1061 E FLAMINGO RD M0848 D17762M
12:11:05 ER 2NTV 1061 E FLAMINGO RD M0851 J17753M
12:17:24 AR 2NTV 1061 E FLAMINGO RD M0851 J17753M
12:19:25 AR 2N24 1061 E FLAMINGO RD M0848 D17762M
12:31:56 CM 2NTV C4 C024 16478
12:55:09 CM 2NTV KNOCK AND TALK @ BLDG 2 APT 416 C024 16478
13:42:11 CL 2N24 M0848 D17762M
13:42:11 INC UPDT Dispo:   From:    To: N M0848 D17762M
13:42:11 INC UPDT DispoFields   From:    To: N M0848 D17762M
13:42:11 INC UPDT UnitIDFields   From:    To: LV/2N24 M0848 D17762M
13:42:11 CM DISPO N:2N24- Female half (Ahed, Senjab DOB 01/12/1997) claimed verbal only between her and her 

husband. Ahed stated her Husband (Mohamad, Alhulaibi DOB 09/30/1992) has been threating her with 
taking their son away from her, When officers made contact with Mohamad he stated verbal only as 
well and said Ahed threatens him to take the baby. Ahed stated she does not want to go back home, 
Officers offered shelter services but were refused at this time due to Mohamad agreeing to leave the 
apartment and sleep at a hotel for couple days while Ahed's brother in law comes from Maryland State 
to pick her up.

Mohamad was advised if he needed anything from the apartment to call 311 so an officer can stand by 
while he gets what he needs.

Both parties are aware they have equal custody and neither can take their son till they go through 
Family court.

DV Blue card was provided to Ahed. Front office manager stated tenant who resides in the building 
(was the translator) offered to help Ahed and her contact number was provided to Ahed (Cell # 702-664
-8045) (Apartment # 1-1011.)

M0848 D17762M

13:47:19 TO 2NTV ccac M0851 J17753M
13:47:26 AO 2NTV ccac M0851 J17753M
13:50:41 CL 2NTV M0851 J17753M
13:50:41 INC UPDT Dispo:   From:    To: M M0851 J17753M

EVT LLV200200041460 TYPE 416B PRI 1
LOC VEGAS TOWERS APTS BLDG APT
ADDR 1061 E FLAMINGO RD XST 4100 CLAYMONT ST CITY / SD LAS VEGAS / CC
CADD 1061 E FLAMINGO RD CNAM KAYLEE WILLIAMS CPHONE 702 7338844 
MAP 2825-18 S/B N3 SRA K424
P/U 2NTV OFF1 J17753M OFF2
DATE 2020-02-09 INIT 11:34:54 AREA SC
911 Y CLSE 13:50:41 DISP M

05/12/2020  12:43:00     page 1 of 2

LVMPD - COMMUNICATION CENTER
EVENT SEARCH

AA000075
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13:50:41 INC UPDT DispoFields   From:    To: M M0851 J17753M
13:50:41 INC UPDT UnitIDFields   From:    To: LV/2NTV M0851 J17753M
13:50:41 INC STAT IncStatName   From: Active   To: Closed M0851 J17753M

05/12/2020  12:43:00     page 2 of 2

LVMPD - COMMUNICATION CENTER
EVENT SEARCH
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EXH 
APRIL S. GREEN, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No.: 8340C 
BARBARA E. BUCKLEY, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No.: 3918 
LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN NEVADA, INC. 
725 E. Charleston Blvd. 
Las Vegas, NV  89104 
(702) 386-1415 Direct/Fax 
(702) 386-1070 ext. 1415 
asgreen@lacsn.org 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
AHED SAID SENJAB,   ) 
      ) 
   Plaintiff,  ) Case No.: D-20-606093-D 
      ) Dept. No:  H 
vs.      ) 

)  
      ) 
MOHAMED ALHULAIBI,  ) Date of Hearing:  5/20/2020 
      ) Time of Hearing: 10:00 a.m. 
                             Defendant.  )   
                                                          ) 
 

SUPPLEMENTAL EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF’S OPPOSITION TO 
DEFENDANT’S MOTION TO DISMISS FOR LACK OF JURISDICTIONAL 

REQUIREMENTS 
 

COMES NOW, Plaintiff, AHED SAID SENJAB, by and through her counsel, APRIL S. 

GREEN, ESQ., of LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN NEVADA, INC., hereby submits 

her exhibit in support of Plaintiff’s Opposition to Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss for Lack of 

Jurisdictional Requirements as follows: 

Exhibit No.  Name of Document Bate Stamp # 

B Ryan’s Daily Routine  P00003-P00005 
C Activities for Infants 12-16 Months Old P00006 
D Cow’s Milk Alternatives P00007 

 
Dated this 18th day of May, 2020. 

 

Case Number: D-20-606093-D

Electronically Filed
5/18/2020 5:14 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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Respectfully submitted by: 
LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN 
NEVADA, INC. 
         
 
By: __________________________________ 

APRIL S. GREEN, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 8340C 
BARBARA E. BUCKLEY, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No.: 3918 
725 E. Charleston Blvd. 
Las Vegas, NV  89104 
(702) 386-1415 Direct/Fax 
(702) 386-1070 ext. 1415 
asgreen@lacsn.org 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

AA000078
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P00003
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P00004
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P00005
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EXHIBIT C 

AA000083
Docket 81515   Document 2020-34698
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

D-20-606093-D

Divorce - Complaint May 20, 2020COURT MINUTES

D-20-606093-D Ahed Said Senjab, Plaintiff
vs.
Mohamad Abulhakim Alhulaibi, Defendant.

May 20, 2020 10:00 AM All Pending Motions

HEARD BY: 

COURT CLERK:

COURTROOM: Ritchie, T. Arthur, Jr.

Prock, Kathy

RJC Courtroom 03G

JOURNAL ENTRIES

DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO DISMISS FOR LACK OF JURISDICTIONAL 
REQUIREMENTS...PLAINTIFF'S OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO DISMISS FOR 
LACK OF JURISDICTIONAL REQUIREMENTS

Court interpreter (Arabic), Omar J. Rifad, was present on behalf of the Plaintiff.

Both parties, Court Interpreter Rifad, Attorney Green, and Attorney Markman appeared 
telephonically, pursuant to the Administrative Orders for public safety.

Court stated it reviewed the papers and pleadings in this case and the TPO case (T-203688-T).  
Both counsel stated there are no agreements.  

Court reviewed the history of the case.  Court stated it saw no Jurisdiction Enforcement Act Affidavit.  

Discussion regarding the timeline of when Plaintiff alleges physical presence in Nevada, with intent 
to make it her home, and non-immigration alien not having a proper domicile and cannot get 
divorced. 

Court stated it has jurisdiction to grant the divorce.  Further, Nevada Courts are to have subject 
matter jurisdiction over custody matters.  

Attorney Markman stated Defendant believes the home of the child is Saudi Arabia, for the reason 
they were in Saudi Arabia six months prior to the filing.  Attorney Green stated Defendant has no 
intention to return to Saudi Arabia.  Court stated Nevada is not the home state and Plaintiff needs to 
walk through the elements of custody.  Attorney Markman stated they never had such intent to stay.

Argument regarding people getting divorced all the time, who are not legal, however, reside here.

Court noted there is a Protection Order that has been extended to February, 2021 and that 
Protection Order provided for a split week custody schedule.  Attorney Markman stated the abuse 
allegations have not been substantiated.  Further, Defendant admitted it was all verbal, and then 
alleged physical abuse.  Court stated the Protection Order is a valid Order.

PARTIES PRESENT:

Ahed Said Senjab, Plaintiff, Present April S. Green, Attorney, Present

Mohamad Abulhakim Alhulaibi, Defendant, Present David Markman, Attorney, Present

Ryan Mohamad Alhulaibi, Subject Minor, Not 
Present

Page 1 of 2Printed Date: 5/22/2020

Notice: Journal Entries are prepared by the courtroom clerk and are not the official record of the Court.

May 20, 2020Minutes Date:

AA000087



Court stated it can have temporary, emergency jurisdiction.  Attorneys Markman and Green stated 
there are no other cases and no other action.

Attorney Markman stated Defendant was waiting for her brother-in-law to come from the State of 
Maryland, pick up her and the child, and take them to Maryland.  Attorney Markman requested the 
child be on the ticket to return home with Defendant.  

Attorney Green stated Attorney Markman's Reply was way beyond the scope of Defendant's Motion.  

Court stated this case has may layers of analysis for residency of Plaintiff, custody jurisdiction, 
personal jurisdiction over Defendant, and jurisdiction to grant the divorce.  Further, every issue 
involves legal and factual questions.

Court stated it will allow Plaintiff to supplement the Memorandum of law to address each of these 
issues.

COURT ORDERED, the following:

Defendant's MOTION and Plaintiff's OPPOSITION shall be CONTINUED.

The DEADLINE for the BRIEFS to be FILED is 6/8/2020.  The Court will read the cases Attorney 
Markman cited and Attorney Green's SUPPLEMENT.

CONTINUED TO:  6/16/2020 9:00 AM - Regional Justice Center, Courtroom 3G

Jun 16, 2020   9:00AM Motion
RJC Courtroom 03G Ritchie, T. Arthur, Jr.

Jun 16, 2020   9:00AM Opposition & Countermotion
RJC Courtroom 03G Ritchie, T. Arthur, Jr.

INTERIM CONDITIONS:

FUTURE HEARINGS:

Page 2 of 2Printed Date: 5/22/2020

Notice: Journal Entries are prepared by the courtroom clerk and are not the official record of the Court.

May 20, 2020Minutes Date:

D-20-606093-D

AA000088
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EXH 
APRIL S. GREEN, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No.: 8340C 
BARBARA E. BUCKLEY, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No.: 3918 
LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN NEVADA, INC. 
725 E. Charleston Blvd. 
Las Vegas, NV  89104 
(702) 386-1415 Direct/Fax 
(702) 386-1070 ext. 1415 
asgreen@lacsn.org 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
AHED SAID SENJAB,   ) 
      ) 
   Plaintiff,  ) Case No.: D-20-606093-D 
      ) Dept. No:  H 
vs.      ) 

)  
      ) 
MOHAMED ALHULAIBI,  ) Date of Hearing:  5/20/2020 
      ) Time of Hearing: 10:00 a.m. 
                             Defendant.  )   
                                                          ) 
 

2nd SUPPLEMENTAL EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF’S OPPOSITION TO 
DEFENDANT’S MOTION TO DISMISS FOR LACK OF JURISDICTIONAL 

REQUIREMENTS 
 

COMES NOW, Plaintiff, AHED SAID SENJAB, by and through her counsel, APRIL S. 

GREEN, ESQ., of LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN NEVADA, INC., hereby submits 

her exhibits in support of Plaintiff’s Opposition to Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss for Lack of 

Jurisdictional Requirements as follows: 

Exhibit No.  Name of Document Bate Stamp # 

E Application for a Temporary and/or Extended Order 
for Protection Against Domestic Violence 

P00008-P00026 

F Extended Order for Protection Against Domestic 
Violence 

P00027-P00032 

 
Dated this 20th day of May, 2020. 

Case Number: D-20-606093-D

Electronically Filed
5/20/2020 9:15 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

AA000089
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Respectfully submitted by: 
LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN 
NEVADA, INC. 
         
 
By: __________________________________ 

APRIL S. GREEN, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 8340C 
BARBARA E. BUCKLEY, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No.: 3918 
725 E. Charleston Blvd. 
Las Vegas, NV  89104 
(702) 386-1415 Direct/Fax 
(702) 386-1070 ext. 1415 
asgreen@lacsn.org 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

AA000090
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EXHIBIT E 
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3 

4 

5 

6 

APPO 

DISTRICT COURT, 
FAMILY DIVISION, 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

+ O~D R'jM ~\ nw (1~ b\ Applicant, 

vs. 

Electronically Filed 
02/14/2020 

~.~1&::_ 
CLERK OF THE COURT 

APPLICATION FOR A TEMPORARY AND/OR EXTENDED ORDER FOR PROTECTION 
9 AGAINST DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 

10 Please write or print clearly. Use black or dark blue ink. Complete this Application to the best of your 
knowledge. 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

Applicant states the following facts under penalty of perjury: 

1. Applicant's Date of Birth: J I)~) 91 Adverse Party 's Date of Birth: 1I30 I r ..2 
Relationship: I am the -~~'~~~~-------------------~ 
(for example, wife, ex-husband, girlfriend, father, sister, etc.) of the Adverse Party. 

A. Length of relationship: 5 \ Yl c..--e- .;l. / 11 /;2.0/ B 
B. 

C. 

D. 

Have you ever lived together? Yes ~No D If so, how long? --"'5"""·_._ID_.._,_.,O.._n-4-± ..... 6,_._,,S..._- ___ _ 

Are you living together now? Yes D No ~ 

Date of Separation: __ :;.._~J ~\\)~\JO~-------

18 2. 

E. We have child(ren) TOGETHER: Yes '® No D If yes, where and with whom are thes 

child(ren) living? VJ\tn app \\c.o.n± ·, ~ddre.ss corilid.eo'ha_\ 
My address is: ~CONFIDENTIAL. (If confidential, do not write address here) 

19 If address is not confidential , write below: 

Address ______________________________ _ 

20 City ____________ County __ State __ Zip Code -------1 

21 ID own D rent this residence. Lease/title is held in all the following name(s): 

22 

23 

24 

25 

How long have you been living in this residence? -~J...~ll--'-\ \~---'ir-"'-1_() __________ --i 
3 Adverse Party's addre~s is: \ 0 _J 

Address 1065 '(;. £: U.mm90 1''1 · 
City La~ -JR.~ G\S Co~tyQ(A'( ~ State 

How long has the Adverse Party been living in this residence? 

-1-

T: NO CODE APP012109 

N \J Zip Code fB II GJ 
l-- ~eAY--S 

P00008
AA000092



1 4 My place of employment is 0 CONFIDENTIAL. 
If not confidential, state place of employment. 

2 

3 

4 

5 5. Adverse Party's employer is:...-.::'----------------------------1 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

6. 

City ________________ County __ State __ Zip Code _______ , 

(a) The name(s) and date(s) of birth of the minor child(ren) of whom I am the parent, appointed guardian 
or who live in my home, are as follows: 

NAME (first and last) DATE OF APPLICANT'S ADVERSE PARTY'S WHO CHILD 
BIRTH CHILD Yes/No CHILD Yes/No LIVES WITH 

1. ¥"'°' V\ A \hv\~\b\ / lte/ \C\ 
Circle one 

No 

2 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

Yes No Yes No 
Circle one Circle one 

Yes No Yes No 
Circle one Circle one 

Yes No Yes No 
Circle one Circle one 

Yes No Yes No 
Circle one Circle one 

Yes No Yes No 

(b) Have you or the Adverse Party ever been awarded custody/guardianship of the minor child(ren) by 

Court Order? 0 Yes V No 

Who was awarded custZ)guar ·anship? D Applicant D Adverse Party 

Court Case No. (if known) -+--------------------------

-2-

T: NO CODE APP012109 P00009
AA000093
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7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

Please check the appropriate box, IF YOU or the ADVERSE PARTY have ever filed a case in any court 

for a D Divorce, D Custody, D Paternity, D Child Support, D Guardianship, D Order for Protection 

Against Domestic Violence, D Stalking/Harassment Order. Please indicate when and where the case(s) 

was filed , and list the case number(s) if known. 

l\ ) I A 
r 

(a) Has CHILD PROTECTIVE SERVICES (CPS) ever been contacted regarding any member of the 

household in the past year~ Yes D No 

(b) Is CPS currently involved with this family? «Yes D No 

If yes, give details, including the caseworker's name: 

(a) Does the Adverse Party possess a firearm, or does the Adverse Party have a firearm under his or her 
' 

custody or control? D Yes No D I don't know. 

(b) Has the Adverse Party threatened, harassed , or injured you, the minor child(ren), or anyone else 

with a firearm or any other weapon? D Yes PQ No D I don't know. 

If yes, give details: 

- v 

(a)~ I have been or reasonably believe I will become a victim of domestic violence committed by the 

Adverse Party. 

(b})/i The child(ren) have been or are in danger of becoming a victim of domestic violence committed b) 

the,~rse Party. 

-3-

T: NO CODE APP012109 P00010
AA000094



I would like to talk briefly since papers will not be able to precisely express my words. I'm willing to 
answer any questions and go into more details once I have the opportunity to stand and speak in front 
of a judge. 
I came to this place in order to file a case against my husband for domestic battery, physical violence, 
emotional abuse in front of my child. He uses profanity, screams loudly and intimidates me in front of 
my child. At this moment, I'm truly fearful since about two days ago, my husband!s family threatened 
my family to kill one of my family members if my husband goes to prison. I'm extremely frightened of his 
threats towards my family and myself. I'm desperately asking you to provide me with protection. I'm 
extremely afraid of him, I don't want to speak with him nor see him. And if it is necessary to do so, then I 
hope you will put me in a safe place. I'm hoping you will grant my child and myself safety as well as my 
family. I want to keep my child's custody due to the fact that I have been taking care of him since he was 
inside my tummy. I have been his main caregiver since he was born. As I mentioned in the beginning of 
this statement, I would like to file a case against my husband. I want you to appoint me a lawyer since I 
cannot afford to hire one. I will tell the judge about everything that happened once I get the judge gives 
me the permission to speak. I would to thank you for placing me a safe environment. 
I was just informed to write down my entire story here but I believe papers are not sufficient to express 
my story. Since I came to this country as well as in the past, I have always been exposed to insults in 
front of my child. As I mentioned previously, I have been physically abused and harmed multiple times. 
He attacked me in front my child. My child wakes up in the of his sleep screaming of fear. He wakes up 
screaming, I calmed him down and put him back to sleep. Then he wakes up again screaming few times 
throughout the night. I have developed awful feelings as a result of my husband's horrible treatment 
towards me in front of my child . He addresses me by "waitress" and constantly threatens me by taking 
my child away from me. He has hit physically three times since I came to the United States. He 
constantly threatens to beat me. When I called the police on him for the first time, he told me I'm your 
husband and have the right to beat you. He insulted me many times along with the physical abuse which 
all happens right in front of my child. I fear for my child's mental and emotional state. I worry that my 
child will develop a sense of fear, I wish he could feel a sense of peace and calm. 
Before my husband hit me for the first time while here, he used to threaten to kill me, I told him "I'm 
now here in the United States and I know that physical abuse is not tolerated here". He said "No, I'm 
able to physically abuse you" . And he proceeded with beating me up after he said that which 
immediately gave me a sense of extreme fear. I started feeling dizzy, my ears started ringing and my 
eyes became blurry. I sat down on the floor, held my son tightly and burst into tears. He started to 
scream at me, my child became very scared and started crying too. I carried my child and called the 
police. At that moment, my husband told me to go ahead and call the police but he will put me in jail. I 
immediately became frightened, cancelled the call and started crying. Then, I called my family, he 
screamed at them while threatening that he will take away my cell phone. I fearfully ran to my room 
with my child and locked the door on us. He continued to scream louder and louder. I called my family 
again using my international cellphone and explained to them how scared I felt. They advised me to call 
the police right away. Unfortunately, they had no idea what intense and mixed feelings I was 
experiencing during that instant. I was fearful of his threats, I was afraid for my child, his intention to 
force me to travel overseas without my child, his desire to put me in jail and take away my son from me. 
I continuously tried contacting my father-in-law by phone so I can tell him that his son hit me again. I 
previously told my father-in-law that I wanted to get divorced from his son. I started crying, recording 
voice messages and sending them to my father-in-law. I was begging for divorce. But his dad doesn't 
allow it. 
When my husband called his dad the next morning, his dad told him "tell her there is no divorce". I told 
my father-in-law "your son physically abused me again". His response was that he is my husband, he has 
the right to hit me and that I'm obligated to remain patient. Afterwards, I sat down crying and crying. 
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Later, he attacked me by throwing a box at my face as well as other items at my legs. He demands that I 
wash his clothes and organize his belongings. He would constantly come to me while I'm breastfeeding 
my baby and demand that I immediately leave the baby in order to organize and take care of his stuff. 
He would refuse to wait until I'm done feeding the baby and. He would demand immediate response 
from me, making me leave the baby and stand up. Also, he regularly insults me by calling me after 
animal names. He demands that I kiss his hand and his feet. He always yells with an extremely loud 
voice, I tell him to lower his voice so that the baby doesn't get too scared as a result of the screaming, 
but he would say no. His behavior and manners are extremely bad, he thinks it is normal to act in such a 
way in front of our child. 
Occasionally, when I take a shower while my husband is in the apartment, I ask him to carefully watch 
the baby while I'm taking a shower. Once I get out of the bathroom, I find the baby on his own in the 
kitchen area, opening the cabinets, going through the items and playing with cleaners and chemicals. I 
worry a great deal about my child . The fact is that my husband doesn't care about our child and doesn't 
look after him. 
One day before I called the police, my husband threatened to kill me if I ended up traveling overseas 
with my son. I have a proof, a piece of paper which he wrote on it himself. He said that if I stay and keep 
my chi ld, then I'm not allowed to share anything about my son with my family. He continued to threaten 
me while giving me orders. He sat down and kept on screaming loudly. 
He attacked me twice trying to hit my face. I do wear reading glasses so when he attacked me, I became 
very scared that he will break my glasses and cause my eyes to get hurt. His intention was punch me in 
the face . He sat down and kept on screaming loudly. I tried to explain to him that our child became very 
afraid of his loud voice and that his voice gets extremely loud. I asked him to lower his voice since the 
baby was asleep. The baby keeps waking up in the middle of his sleep, crying fearfully as a result of 
hearing all the screams. 
On the following day, I took my baby and ran to the office downstairs where there were employees 
present. I told them that I'm fearful and that I would like to speak to the police. After the police arrived, 
they started questioning me and I showed them the bruises on my legs. I expressed to them how scared 
I felt for my baby and for myself. I also told them I do not want to stay with my husband at all. My 
husband has caused me to feel terrified of him since he constantly screams and uses profanity towards 
me as well as threatens me. 
The police asked me whether I want to go to a shelter. I replied by saying" yes, I want my son and I to 
stay together in a very safe place". They responded saying yes to my request and we all went back 
upstairs to my apartment. My husband commented saying "the jail is your shelter". This comment 
scared me tremendously. He proceeded to tell the police that he will leave the apartment and that I can 
stay there for couple of days only until he returns. I don't have any place to go to as well as I don't have 
any money in my possession. My husband asked the police if he can see our baby so we went back with 
the pol ice to the office, where the employees were, and he saw the baby. Then he left the office area to 
go outside. After the police departed, he kept walking back and forth in front of the office area. I 
became very worried since I didn't know how I could go back to my apartment upstairs while he stood 
outside the office. The Office Manager told me I could stay there for some time until he would leave the 
area. But my husband stayed there for a long time and did not leave. Meanwhile, an interpreter arrived 
at the office and guided me through a back door to get back to my apartment. 
The police arrived at my apartment and ordered my husband to collect his belongings. The police also 
gave me a phone number to contact in order to seek protections for my child and myself. I called the 
phone they gave me and came to the shelter. 
Before I left my apartment, my husband came to the office and asked one of the employees to tell me to 
contact a certain person but I refused and came to the shelter. 
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I want to mention about an incident that happened in Saudi Arabia when I was pregnant, he tried to 
choke me. I ran to my room and locked the door. He turned off the electricity on the entire house and 
left me by myself. When my family called him. to check on me, he told them that we were both home 
together and that I was completely fine. He lies skillfully. He regularly hit me in Saudi Arabia. 
Now, he has been threatening my family. His family and himself have been declaring that in case my 
husband goes into jail, then they will kill one of my family members. His family has been constantly 
threatening my family and I. I would like to grant protection for my family as well. Now, I'm afraid to 
travel outside the country since he might try to kill me. 
I would like to request three items/ three cases against him: 

1. I want to keep my child's custody and his passport 
2. I would like complete protection for my child and myself (the case of physical and 

emotional abuse) 
3. I would like to grant protection for my family since my husband along his family have been 

constantly threatening them 
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In the following space, state the facts which support your Application. Be as specific as you can, startin 

with the most recent incident. Include the approximate dates and locations, and whether law enforcemen 

or medical personnel have been involved. 

THIS APPLICATION IS A PUBLIC RECORD 
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INFORMATION FOR VICTIMS OF 
DOMESTIC VIOEENCE 

/ 

J5..S. ' Su1.~_tJc: .~~ 
MY NAME IS OFFICER: \} · f\e_J;A rt' 
AGENCY:._-=~~V_IV\_f_. --"-D ______ _ 

EVENT #:_=LL=l/.._9)=-=0=-.:0=-=~=0::....:C0=-=--'-'1542->=<-=""---8'=--=<5("---
If an arrest is made, suspect will be taken to: 

_________________ Detention 

NEVADA LAW REQIBRES ME TO INFORM YOU OF 
THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION: 

For information regarding the suspect's CHARGES or 
RELEASE from jail, call: 

Clark County Detention Center. ....................... , .. 702-671-3900 

Las Vegas City Detention Center ......................... 702-229-6460 

North Las Vegas Detention Center ...................... 702-633-1400 

Henderson Jail ......................................................... 702-267-4600 

24-Hour TDD .................................................... 1-800-326- 6868 

You may also request notification of the suspect's release from 
custody by calling the above numbers. 

Family Violence Intervention Program website: 
www.clarkcountycourts.us 
Click on Family Division, Family Violence Intervention 

COMMUNITY RESOURCES 
_ _,. 

Safe Nest Crisis Line/Shelter ............... ., ..... ~r:'702-646-4981 
Counseling ........................................................ ~ .... 702-877-0133 

Henderson SAFE House Crisis Line/Shelter ... .. . 702-564-3227 

Counseling .............................................................. 702-451-4203 

Protection Orders - Family Court ..................... 702-455-3400 1 

Emergency Protection Order ................................ 702-646-4981 
(If suspect is arrested and in custody) available 24-hours, 
including weekends & Holidays 

This card is provided by: 
The EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

FAMILY VIOLENCE INTERVENTION PROGRAM 

REV. 7-16 

INFORMATION FOR VICTIMS OF 
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 

MY NAME IS OFFICER: D. M Of\J\CS 
AGENCY: t. iV'\f D 
EVENT#: LL\11kQU2-CC Ol.JHlOO 

If an arrest is made, suspect will be taken to: 

_______________ Detention. 

NE\'ADA LAW REQUIRES ME TO INFORM 
YOU OF THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION: 

--------

For information regarding the suspect's CHARGES or 
RELEASE from jail, call: 

Clark County Detention Center ....... ........... 702-671-3900 
Las Vegas City Detention Center ........ ......... 702-229-6460 

Henderson Jail ............................................... 702-267-4600 
24-Hour TDD .............................................. 1-800-326- 6868 

You may also request notification of the suspecfs release from custody 
by calling the above numbers. 

Family Violence Intervention Program we!:>site: 
www.clarkcountycourts.us 
Click on Family Division, Family Violence Intervention 

Henderson SAFE House Crisis Linc/Shelter .. 702-564-3227 

Counseling ........ ...... .......... 702-451-4203 

Protection Orders - Family Court .•............... 702-455-3400 

Emergency Protection Order ......................... 702-646-4981 
(If suspect is arrested and in custody) available 24-hours, 
including weekends & Holidays 

1bis card is provided by: 
The EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

FAMILY VIOLENCE INTERVENTION PROGRAM 
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Suspect: LAS VEGAS METROPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT 
D Cited D Arrested D Unknown VICTIM'S INFORMATION GUIDE 
D City 0 County 
D Misdemeanor D Gross Misdemeanor 
D Felony 

Offense 

Do1v16$rlC.. 6A~ 
Area Command 

&Cf1 Q.. 
Event Number 

L.LV c::;JOOSX::COL/SlR g c5( 

This report is important for you to keep since it is the only way you will have to refer to your particular case and event number. If you 
need a copy of your report, it can be obtained during the hours of 8 a.m . to· 5 p.m., Monday through Friday, 8 a.m. to 3 p.m . on weekends 
from the LVMPD Police Records Section, 400 S. Martin L. King Blvd., Bldg. C, (702) 828-3476, FIVE WORKING DAYS after filing of the 
report, for a nominal fee. 

ATTENTION IT IS YOUR RESPONSIBILITY TO IMMEDIATELY NOTIFY THE LVMPD IF YOU SHOULD RECOVER YOUR STOLEN VEHICLE YOURSELF 

The department relies on a number of factors available in any report to assign a follow-up investigator. Experience has proven that certain 
information must normally be determined at the time of the initial investigation before a case has the potential for being solved. Without 
suspects, witnesses, evidence, or other investigative leads, a case cannot be solved except under special circumstances. For example, 
a suspect caught committing another crime is found with evidence linking him to this one, or he may confess to other crimes including 
this one. If you have any questions or additional information, please contact the detective handling your case at the appropriate 
telephone number listed below or complete an Additional Crime Information report. (Refer to the Event Number listed above.) 

OBLIGATIONS OF CITIZENS FILING MISDEMEANOR CRIME REPORTS WITH LVMPD 

1. If an arrest was not made, or if a citation was not issued, and you wish to pursue this matter, you must contact the detective assigned to 
handle your case at the appropriate number listed below, AT LEAST TEN (10) BUSINESS DAYS AFTER THE REPORT HAS BEEN FILED, 
Monday through Friday, 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m. You may be required to testify against the defendant (suspect) if the case is prosecuted in 
the courts. All felonies will be investigated. 

2. You must give the Event Number at the top of this page if you call about your case. 

3. If the suspect in your case is arrested or cited for a misdemeanor, DO NOT CONTACT THE DETECTIVE ASSIGNED TO YOUR CASE. You 
may get information about the status of your case by contacting either the County or City Victim Advocates (listed below). The police 
department does not have any court information. 

4. If this is a misdemeanor crime report and is for INSURANCE PURPOSES ONLY or YOU DO NOT WISH TO PROSECUTE, and no one 
has been arrested, please DO NOT contact the detective. 

5. If no arrest has been made and you need victim assistance, you may contact a Victim Advocate-from the Police Departmentat (702) 828-295S:-

CONTACT TELEPHONE NUMBERS 

Financial Crimes (Fraud/Forgery/ID Theft) .............. .. .... (702) 828-3483 Bolden Area Command ................ .. .... .. .... .... .. ............. .. (702) 828-3347 
Abuse-Neglect ..................... ...... ............ ..... .. ..... ... ... ...... (702) 828-3364 Convention Center Area Command ..................... ....... .. . (702) 828-3204 
Homicide ........ ... .... .. .......... ........... .. ... ... ....... .. ....... ........ .. (702) 828-3521 Downtown Area Command .. .......... .. ...... .......... .... ....... .. . (702) 828-4314 
Missing Persons .............................................. .. ........ ... . (702) 828-2907 Enterprise Area Command .. ...... .... .. .. ......... .. .. ............... (702) 828-4809 
Commercial Robbery ... ....................... .... .. ..................... (702) 828-3591 Northeast Area Command .. .................. .. .. .. .... ...... .. ....... (702) 828-7355 
Sexual Assault ...... .. ............ ..... .... .. ............. .... ............... (702) 828-3421 Northwest Area Command ................... ...... .... .. .. ....... .... (702) 828-8577 

Southeast Area Command ................... .. .. .. .. ................. (702) 828-8242 
~Sou.th Central Area Command .~ .. ...... .... .... .. .. ...... .... .... (702) 828-8639 

Sprmg Valley Area Command .... .......... .... ....... .. .. .. ..... .. .. (702) 828-2639 

LVMPD VICTIM ADVOCATE: Provides crisis intervention, an assessment of the immediate needs of the victims and their families, initiates crime victim 
assistance paperwork, provides referrals to other agencies, and functions as a liaison with LVMPD personnel and other law enforcement agencies. For 
assistance, please call the LVMPD Victim Advocate at (702) 828-2955 Monday through Friday 7:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m. 

LAS VEGAS CITY ATTORNEY VICTIM/WITNESS ASSISTANCE: Provides specialized advocacy for victims of domestic violence or battery occur
ring within the City of Las Vegas. If you are a victim of domestic violence or battery and an arrest has been made or a citation has been issued, please 
contact the Las Vegas City Attorney's Victim Witness Advocate at (702) 229-2525. 

CLARK COUNTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY VICTIM/WITNESS ASSISTANCE CENTER: Provides Justice Court and District Court case information and 
addresses any concerns you may have regarding your appearance as a witness. When you receive a subpoena to appear in a Justice ?curt or Di~trict 
Court case, please contact the Victim Witness Assistance Center at (702) 671-2525. If you move or have another address where you wish to receive a 
subpoena, please contact the advocates at the court. 

ASSISTANCE TO VICTIMS OF VIOLENT CRIME: Victims of violent crime who are physically injured or victims of sexual assault may qualify for medical 
and counseling assistance from the State of Nevada under NRS 217. For information, contact the L~PD ':fi~im/VVrtness Advocate o~ th.e Nevada ~tate 
Victims of Violent Crime Program at (702) 486-27 40. Note: Applications for this service must be received within one year of the comm1ss1on of the cnme. 

ASSISTANCE TO VICTIMS OF SEXUAL ASSAULT: Victims of sexual assault may be eligible for medical treatment a~~ counseling under NRS 217. 
For information call the Clark County District Attorney Victim Witness Assistance Center (702) 671-2525, or Rape Cns1s Center at (702) 366-1640. 
Note: Applicati~ns for this service must be received within 60 days of the commission of the crime. 

THREATS AND DISSUASION TO TESTIFY: Victims and witnesses threatened and/or asked not to testify or prosecute, should contact the detective 
assigned to the original case. You may also notify the prosecutor if you have already been assigned one. 

LVMPD 608 (REV. 12-17) 
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11 . 

12. 

13 

Have YOU ever been arrested or charged with domestic violence, or any other crime committed against 

your spouse, partner, or child(ren)? D Yes ~ No If yes, WHEN and where? 

DlB 

To your knowledge, has the ADVERSE PARTY ever been arrested or charged with domestic violence, or 

any other crime committed against his/her spouse, partner, or child(ren)? D Yes ¢ No D I don't know 

If yes , WHEN and where? 

~ )/A 

An emergency exists, and I need a TEMPORARY ORDER FOR PROTECTION AGAINST DOMESTIC 

VIOLENCE issued immediately, without notice to the Adverse Party, to avoid irreparable injury or harm. 

request that it include the following relief, and any other relief the Court deems necessary in an emergency 

situation. (Please check all the choice(s) that may apply to YOU): 

~(A) Prohibit the Adverse Party, either directly or through an agent, from threatening, physically 

' injuring, or harassing me and/or the minor child(ren). 

~ (B) Prohibit the Adverse Party from any contact with me whatsoever. 

~ (C) Exclude the Adverse Party from my residence and order the Adverse Party to stay at least 100 

yards away from my residence. 

~ (D) Obtain law enforcement assistance to ~ accompany me to the following residence, 

lOS5 £t-7amicgof2-d lees Ue5c;s nv 
or D to accompany the Adverse Party to the following residence, __________ _ 

_________________________ to obtain personal property. 

~ (E) Grant temporary custody of the minor child(ren) to me. 

D (F) Order that custody, visitation, and support of the minor child(ren) remain as ordered in the 

Decree of Divorce/Order entered in Case Number _______________ _ 

in the ______________ Court of the State of __________ _ 
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i;)l (G) Order the Adverse Party to stay at least 100 yards away from the minor child(ren)'s school, or 

day care, located afii1l .. PONFIDENTIAL. (If confidential, do not write name of school and address 

here) 

D If not confidential , write name of school and address( es) below: 

1. Name of school/daycare: 

Address: 

City _______________ County _____ State ___ _ 

2. Name of school/daycare: 

Address: 

City ----------------County ____ State ___ _ 

3. Name of school/daycare: 

Address: 

City ________________ County ____ State ___ _ 

D (H) Order the Adverse Party to stay at least 100 yards away from my place of employment. 

D (I) Order the Adverse Party to stay at least 100 yards away from the following places which I or th 

minor child(ren) frequent regularly: 

1. 

Address: 

City ________________ County _____ State ___ _ 

2. 

Address: __________________________ ~ 

City ________________ County _____ State __ _ 

3. 

Address: 
--------------------------~ 

City _______________ County _____ State __ _ 

D (J) (1) Prohibit the Adverse Party, either directly or through an agent, from physically injuring 

or threatening to injure any animal that is owned or kept by the Adverse Party, the mino 

child(ren), or me. 
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14. 

0 (J) (2) Prohibit the Adverse Party, either directly or through an agent, from taking possession o 

any animal owned or kept by me or the minor child(ren). 

~ (K) I further request the following other conditions : 

\further reqve~t our c:Xl,\d 's Cj<\.\.a..vi A\\.\u\~\b·,) 

±ha\ adverse ~'fit( 1t.x1±.e an 1.ircl~.rJcd:.en and 
\ s '<'eSpDY\S lb\ .ft,(' {f VY")~ fCA.vn t l~ \S 'rar ~c\ . 

IF YOU WISH TO APPLY FOR A HEARING FOR AN EXTENDED ORDER FOR 

PROTECTION COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION 

~I request the Court hold a hearing for an EXTENDED ORDER FOR PROTECTION AGAINST 

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE (which could be in effect for up to one year), and at that hearing the Court issue an 

Extended Order for Protection Against Domestic Violence and that it include the following relief and any 

other relief the Court deems appropriate. 

(Please check all the choice(s) that may apply to YOU). 

~A) Proh ibit the Adverse Party, either directly or through an agent, from threatening, physically 

uring, or harassing me and/or the minor child(ren). 

) Prohibit the Adverse Party from any contact with me whatsoever. 

C) Exclude the Adverse Party from my residence and order the Adverse Party to stay at least 100 

"- ~rds away from my residence. 

JQ. (D) Grant temporary custody of the minor child(ren) to me. 

O (E) Grant the Adverse Party visitation with the minor child(ren). 

O (F) Order the Adverse Party to pay support and maintenance of the minor ch ild(ren). (You may be 

required to file an Affidavit of Financial Condition prior to the hearing.) 

O (G) Order the Adverse Party to pay the rent or make payments on a mortgage or pay towards my 

support and maintenance. 

D (H) Order that custody, v isitation , and support of the minor child(ren) remain as ordered in the 

Decree of Divorce/Order entered in Case Number ______________ _ 

in the ___________ Court of the State of ___________ _ 
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~(I) Order the Ad 

day care, locat 

verse Party to stay at least 100 yards away from the minor child(ren)'s school, or 

ed at: ~CONFIDENTIAL (If confidential, do not write name of school and address 

here). 

D If address is no t confidential , please write name of school and address( es) below: 

1. Nam e of School/Daycare 

Address 

City_ County State 

2. Nam e of School/Daycare 

Address 

City_ County State 

3. Name of School/Daycare 

Address 

City_ County State 

D (J) Order the A dverse Party to stay at least 100 yards away from my place of employment. 

D (K) Order the A 

minor child(ren 

dverse Party to stay at least 100 yards away from the following places which I or the 

) frequent regularly: 

1. Nam e 

Address 

City_ County State 

2. Nam e 

Address 

City_ County State 

3. Nam e 

Address 

City_ County State 
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D (L} (1) Prohibit the Adverse Party, either directly or through an agent, from physically injuring or 

threatening to injure any animal that is owned or kept by the Adverse Party, the minor child(ren), or 

me. 

D (L) (2) Prohibit the Adverse Party, either directly or through an agent, from taking possession of an 

animal owned or kept by me or the minor child(ren). 

D (L) (3) I request the Court to specify the arrangements for the possession and care of any such 

animal owned or kept by the Adverse Party, the minor child(ren) or me. 

D (M) Order the Adverse Party to pay for lost earnings and expenses incurred as a result of my 

attendance at any hearing concerning this Application. 

IE: (N) I further request the following other conditions: 

I DECLARE UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY UNDER THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF NEVADA THAT 

I HAVE READ THE STATEMENTS CONTAINED IN THIS APPLICATION, KNOW THE CONTENTS 

THEREFORE, AND BELIEVE THEM TO BE TRUE AND CORRECT 

Date _J..~}~J 4 ._/ ;)_0 __ 

,.4.~·. 
Signature of Applicant 

Applicant's Name (Please Print) 
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BREF 
APRIL S. GREEN, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No.:  8340C 
BARBARA E. BUCKLEY, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No.:  3918 
LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN NEVADA, INC. 
725 East Charleston Blvd. 
Las Vegas, NV  89104 
(702) 386-1415 Direct/Fax 
(702) 386-1070 Ext. 1415 
asgreen@lacsn.org 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
AHED SAID SENJAB,   ) 
      ) 
   Plaintiff,  ) Case No.: D-20-606093-D 
      ) 
vs.      ) Dept. No: H 
      ) 
MOHAMED ALHULAIBI,    ) Date of Hearing: June 16, 2020  
      ) Time of Trial: 10:00 a.m. 
   Defendant.  ) 
                                                             ) 
 

PLAINTIFF’S MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN OPPOSITION 
TO DEFENDANT’S MOTION TO DISMISS  

 
 The Plaintiff, AHED SAID SENJAB, by and through her attorney, April S. Green, 

Esq., of Legal Aid Center of Southern Nevada, Inc., herein files this Plaintiff’s Memorandum 

of Law in Opposition to Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss as follows:  

I. 
 

ISSUES 
 

1. Whether the Court has jurisdiction to grant the divorce;  

2. Whether Plaintiff May Intend to Live in Nevada for the Indefinite Future; 

3. Whether the Court May Exercise jurisdiction over the Minor Child; and 

4. Whether the Court has the Authority to Exercise Personal Jurisdiction over the 

Parties. 

 

 

Case Number: D-20-606093-D

Electronically Filed
6/8/2020 2:43 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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II. 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 
 

Plaintiff, AHED SAID SENJAB (“AHED” or “Plaintiff”) and Defendant, 

MOHAMAD ALHULAIBI (“MOHAMAD” or “Defendant”) both moved to the United States 

from Saudi Arabia. The parties were married on February 17, 2018 in the Country of Saudi 

Arabia. They have one (1) minor child, RYAN MOHAMAD ALHULAIBI (“RYAN”), born 

February 16, 2019. MOHAMAD moved to Las Vegas, Nevada in August, 2018. AHED and 

the parties’ minor child moved to Las Vegas, Nevada on or about January 13, 2020 to join 

MOHAMAD. MOHAMAD is on a student visa (F-1 visa). AHED and RYAN came to the 

United States as dependents connected to MOHAMAD’s student visa (F-2 visas). 

MOHAMAD works at the University of Nevada, Las Vegas as a graduate assistant. He was 

also a student at UNLV and alleges that he graduated in May of 2020 although his education 

may continue according to AHED. AHED is not currently employed.  

The parties separated on or around February 10, 2020 due to severe domestic violence 

in the relationship. A police report was filed on February 10, 2020 alleging domestic battery 

(Event Number LV200200045682” Annexed hereto as Exhibit “A”). The domestic violence 

AHED alleges includes verbal, physical and economic abuse. Following the incident on 

February 10, 2020, AHED and the minor child, upon recommendation from the police officer 

on the scene, went to Safe Nest, a local domestic violence shelter. On February 14, 2020, 

AHED filed an application for and was granted a Temporary Protection Order (TPO) which 

was extended for one (1) year. In her application, AHED details several incidents of domestic 

battery, physical violence, verbal abuse, and emotional abuse. AHED alleges that 

MOHAMAD verbally abused her constantly, including intimidating her with profanity and 

threats. (TPO Order and Application annexed hereto as Exhibit “B”). The threats 
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MOHAMAD made included threats to her physical well-being as well as threats to her family, 

many of whom live in Saudi Arabia. Specifically, MOHAMAD threatened to have one of 

AHED’s family members killed if he goes to prison or is otherwise separated from his child. 

Further, MOHAMAD refers to AHED as his “waitress” and degrades and humiliates her by 

calling her animal names and demanding her to kiss his hands and feet. MOHAMAD abuses 

their child by frequently screaming and yelling at AHED in front of him according to AHED. 

RYAN often wakes up crying and screaming, inconsolable, when MOHAMAD behaves with 

violence toward her, she says.  

AHED alleges that MOHAMAD inflicted physical injury upon her. AHED says the 

abuse was rampant while the parties lived in Saudi Arabia, including an incident in which 

MOHAMAD strangled her, locked her in a room, turned the electricity off and left her there 

alone for several hours. AHED alleges that the abuse persisted once she arrived in Las Vegas. 

AHED stated that MOHAMAD hit her several times, including incidents in which he tried to 

hit her in the face and that MOHAMAD threw things at her, causing bruising on her legs. 

AHED is terrified of MOHAMAD and fears that, if she is required to return to Saudi Arabia, 

the abuse will get worse.  

AHED further alleges that MOHAMAD does not provide adequate care for their child. 

For example, AHED claims that, on at least one occasion, when she was taking a shower, she 

asked MOHAMAD to watch over the child. While AHED was in the shower, MOHAMAD 

left the child alone. AHED claims that she returned from her shower to find her son by 

himself in the kitchen, opening cabinets and playing with cleaning supplies and chemicals. 

MOHAMAD consistently puts himself before both AHED and RYAN, often demanding 

AHED stop breastfeeding or otherwise caring for the child and comply with his demands.  
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AHED is fearful that, if she is returned to Saudi Arabia, she or her family will be 

harmed. She is fearful that MOHAMAD will abduct the child, as he has threatened to do, and 

refuse her contact with the child. She claims, and there is ample evidence, that divorce is 

considered shameful in Saudi Arabia and women are particularly disadvantaged when it 

comes to custody matters. Despite AHED’s attempts to plead with MOHAMAD’s family to 

stop him from abusing her, she is largely ignored and told she must remain patient with 

MOHAMAD. AHED is under significant emotional stress because of MOHAMAD’s abuse 

and her uncertain future. While it is true that AHED and RYAN came to the United States as 

dependents on MOHAMAD’s student visa (F-1 visa), AHED now has an independent 

pathway to legal status and she intends to remain in Nevada for the indefinite future. 

However, the specifics of AHED’s path to citizenship in this country are confidential by 

nature pursuant to federal law. Specifically, 34 U.S.C 12291(b)(2) prohibits disclosure of 

identifying information about the petitioner to ensure the safety of adult, youth and child 

victims of violence. 

                III. 

PROCEDURAL HISTORY 

Plaintiff, AHED SAID SENJAB, filed an application for a Temporary Protection 

Order (TPO) on February 14, 2020. The TPO was granted and extended for one year, or until 

February 14, 2021. Plaintiff filed a Complaint for Divorce on March 24, 2020, having lived in 

the US more than six (6) weeks before she filed her Complaint for Divorce.  In her complaint, 

AHED requests sole legal and sole physical custody of the parties’ minor child. She requested 

that Defendant be awarded supervised visitation with the minor child due to Defendant’s 

abuse and prior threats to abduct the child. Defendant, MOHAMAD ALHULAIBI, filed a 

Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Jurisdiction on April 14, 2020. AHED filed an Opposition to 
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Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss on April 24, 2020. MOHAMAD filed a Reply in Support of 

his Motion to Dismiss on May 13, 2020. The Court requested briefs on the issue of 

jurisdiction. This Brief follows.  

III. 

ARGUMENT AND ANALYSIS 

A. AHED’s Intent to Reside in Nevada for the Indefinite Future is Independent of 
Restrictions Regarding MOHAMAD’s Student VISA.  
 
 
AHED is a resident of Las Vegas, Nevada for the purposes of divorce because she lived 

in Nevada more than six (6) weeks before she filed the action for divorce and because she 

intends to reside in Nevada for the indefinite future.   AHED moved to Las Vegas, Nevada in 

January of 2020.  At the time she arrived in Nevada, she and their minor child joined her 

husband, MOHAMAD, who had been living in Nevada since 2018.  At the time AHED moved 

to Nevada, she settled in and took care of her child and her husband to the best of her ability. 

While there was prior domestic violence against AHED, at the time she moved here, she did 

not immediately pursue divorce.  Apparently, however, on or about February 1st and 4th, 2020, 

AHED suffered domestic violence at the hands of MOHAMAD.  On or about February 10, 

2020, with police intervention, AHED and RYAN moved out of the marital residence and into 

the Safe Nest domestic violence shelter and have been there ever since. (Confirmation of Safe 

Nest residency annexed hereto as Exhibit “C”).  At the shelter, AHED receives domestic 

violence counseling, referrals for legal assistance and other services.  She ultimately decided to 

end her abusive marriage and filed for divorce on March 24, 2020.  Therefore, at the time she 

filed for divorce on March 24, 2020, she had resided in Nevada for over six (6) weeks and she 

had formed an intent to reside in Nevada for the indefinite future, having decided to end her 

marriage and not to return to Saudi Arabia at any point with her abusive husband.   
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Nevada authority states as follows: 

NRS 125.020 Verified complaint; residence or domicile; jurisdiction of district 

court, provides in relevant part as follows: 

1.  Divorce from the bonds of matrimony may be obtained for the 
causes provided in NRS 125.010 by verified compliant to the district court of 
any county;  

. . .  
(d) In which the parties last cohabited; or 
(e) If plaintiff resided 6 weeks in the State before the suit was brought. 
 
2.  Unless the case of action accrued within the county while the 

plaintiff and defendant were actually domiciled therein, no court has 
jurisdiction to grant a divorce unless either the plaintiff or defendant has been 
resident of the State for a period of not less than 6 weeks preceding the 
commencement of the action.  

 
 NRS 10.155  Legal residence, provides in relevant part as follows:  
 

  Unless otherwise provided by specific statute, the legal residence of a person 
with reference to the person’s right of naturalization, right to maintain or 
defend any suit at law or in equity, or any other right dependent on residence, 
is that place where the person has been physically present within the State or 
county, as the case may be, during all of the period for which residence is 
claimed by the person. Should any person absent himself or herself from the 
jurisdiction of his or her residence with the intention in good faith to return 
without delay and continue his or her residence, the time of such absence is not 
considered in determining the fact of residence.  

 
 Finally, NRS 41.191 Declaration of domicile in Nevada, sets out the requirements 

to establish a domicile in Nevada as follows:  

      1.  Any person who has established domicile in this state may manifest 
and evidence his or her domicile by filing in the office of the clerk of the 
district court for the county in which the person resides, a sworn statement 
showing that the person resides in and maintains a residence in that county, 
which the person recognizes and intends to maintain as his or her permanent 
home. 
 
      2.  Any person who has established a domicile in this state, but who 
maintains another residence in some other state, may manifest and evidence his 
or her domicile in this state by filing in the office of the clerk of the district 
court for the county in which the person resides, a sworn statement that the 
person’s residence in Nevada constitutes his or her predominant and principal 
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home, and that the person intends to continue it permanently as his or her 
predominant and principal home. 
 
      3.  A sworn statement filed pursuant to this section must contain, in 
addition to the declaration required in subsection 1 or 2, a declaration that the 
person making the statement is at the time of making the statement a bona fide 
resident of the State, and it must set forth the person’s place of residence, the 
city, county and state in which the person formerly resided, and all other 
places, if any, in which the person maintains a residence. 
 

MOHAMAD has lived in Las Vegas, Nevada since August 2018. He is a student and 

employee of the University of Nevada, Las Vegas (UNLV). Upon information and belief, he 

may be still in the employment of UNLV presently. It is unknown whether MOHAMAD 

actually intends to return to Saudi Arabia. 

Nevada is the state in which both parties and the minor child presently reside.  Their 

contacts with the state are “constant and continuous,” and far more than fleeting or cursory.  

Indeed, the contacts are substantial and meaningful. Nevada is the state in which MOHAMAD 

committed acts of domestic violence against AHED, underpinning her desire to leave the 

marriage and her intent to live in Nevada for the indefinite future. Under NRS 125.010, a 

plaintiff or defendant must be domiciled in the state for a court to have jurisdiction over the 

divorce action, requiring physical presence and an intent to remain indefinitely. The issue in 

which this case largely centers on whether AHED could “form and intent to remain in Nevada 

indefinitely” under the law and facts in this case.  

As stated, MOHAMAD’s and AHED’s came to this state pursuant to MOHAMAD’s 

student VISA. Notwithstanding, AHED now has a path to citizenship, independent of 

MOHAMAD’s Visa. Although the specifics of AHED’s right path to citizenship is confidential 

and privileged under federal law, she is willing to disclose the information to the Court under 

AA000131



 

 

8 

 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

separate cover without disclosure to the Defendant. (Annexed hereto as a “Confidential 

Record” submitted to Dept H). 

MOHAMAD offers a plethora of cases which purportedly stand for the proposition that 

AHED could not form an intent to remain in Nevada indefinitely because the student Visa 

precludes formation of intent to establish domicile in the US because there is a prohibition 

against non-immigrants abandoning their foreign residences. However, the proffered line of 

cases are entirely distinguishable from this matter.  In this case, a party who initially presented 

under an F2 Visa, subsequently filed for a divorce and also became qualified for an 

independent path to citizenship while present in this country after her arrival pursuant to a 

student visa. 

For instance, the Defendant cited Elkins v. Moreno, , 435 U.S. 647, 663-666 (1978) 

wherein the Supreme Court stated that, under federal law, Congress expressly required that an 

immigrant seeking admission under certain nonimmigrant classifications must maintain a 

permanent residence abroad which he has no intent of abandoning. Elkins did not specifically 

address student Visa’s, but the G-4 program. The Court ultimately held that Congress did not 

impose this requirement on individuals seeking admission under G-4 visas. Id. at 666.  A G-4 

visa is a diplomatic visa that allows employees of international organizations to enter the 

United States. Accordingly, individuals with G-4 Visas may develop a subjective intent to stay 

in the United States indefinitely. Id. Therefore, Elkins is not dispositive regarding the case at 

bar since it concerned the G-4 Visa, not student VISAS, and because the case does not 

preclude a party to a divorce, having an independent path to citizenship, from claiming 

residency specifically because they came here on an F2 Visa.   

Similarly, in Toll v. Moreno, the Supreme Court again confronted the issue of 

nonimmigrant status and domicile. The Court echoed the ruling of Elkins and held that 
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nonimmigrant students attending school under G-4 visas were capable of establishing domicile. 

Toll v. Moreno, 458 U.S. 1, 102 S. Ct. 2977, 2984 (1982). The Court left open the possibility 

that individuals holding other nonimmigrant visas (visas that are not dependent on maintaining 

residence abroad), may also form an intent to remain indefinitely. Likewise, Park v. Barr, 946 

F3d.1096, 1098(2020), held that Congress has not permitted non-immigrants to lawfully form a 

subjective intent to remain in the United States.  In Carlson v. Reed, 249 F. 3d 876 (9th Cir. 

2001) the Ninth Circuit held that an individual holding a TN/TD visa did not have the legal 

capacity to possess the requisite intent to establish domicile. In Carlson, the Ninth Circuit used 

the approach articulated by the Supreme Court in Elkins and Moreno and sought to determine 

whether “Congress conditioned the plaintiff/appellant’s admission into the U.S. on an intent 

not to abandon a foreign residence” or otherwise “on an intent not to seek domicile in the 

United States.” Id. at 880.  A “TN” visa is a type of temporary visa that requires that the 

recipient of such a visa to return to their home country after a designated time period. A “TD” 

visa is for the dependents of “TN” visas. In Carlson, the Ninth Circuit held that “because 

admission into the United States for TN/TD nonimmigrant aliens is expressly conditioned on 

an intent not to establish permanent residence here, it is evident that Congress has precluded 

such aliens from establishing domicile in the United States.” Id.       Again, however, AHED’s 

independent right to establish residency in Nevada, does not require her to return to her home 

country after a designated time period. In contrast, it provides her a pathway to legal residency 

and ultimately, a pathway to citizenship. Accordingly, she may form the requisite domiciliary 

intent to remain in Nevada indefinitely and she has done so. MOHAMAD does not present a 

case that precludes a spouse with an independent path to citizenship from establishing domicile 

in the United States. AHED’s pathway to legal status is not contingent on her maintaining a 

residence in Saudi Arabia. In contrast, AHED’s relief will allow her to stay in the United States 
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legally and eventually become a lawful permanent resident and ultimately, a U.S. citizen. 

Accordingly, AHED can form and did lawfully form the requisite intent to remain indefinitely 

in Nevada for the purposes of domicile at the time she filed the Complaint for Divorce.  

Therefore, the string of cases used by Defendant to suggest that AHED is precluded 

from establishing residency in Nevada are not dispositive and are distinguishable from this 

case.  The authority proffered by MOHAMAD should therefore be disregarded by the Court as 

they represent a false barrier to a victim of domestic violence occuring on this soil from 

forming an intent to remain in this state or country where federal law specifically provides for 

a path to citizenship for her class of persons.  For to preclude immigration relief mandated by 

Congress for a specific class of persons based upon immigration rules for entry into the country 

would be an absurd result. 

The Defendant, in his “Reply in Support of his Motion to Dismiss for Lack of 

Jurisdiction Requirements, “page 4, line 28, states, “Plaintiff claims she has an independent 

right to remain in the United States but does not elaborate on what those rights may be.” This 

implies that Defendant recognizes that if Plaintiff had an independent path to citizenship, it 

would matter.  Moreover, erroneously, Defendant claimed that domestic violence claimed by 

Plaintiff is not relevant.  Indeed, the domestic abuse here is relevant because it was the basis 

for AHED forming an intent to remain in Nevada indefinitely.  Ending the domestic violence 

against her was the motivation for filing the divorce and for seeking an independent right to 

citizenship.  The domestic violence was extreme in this case and AHED was granted a 

protection order for one year, the maximum time permitted by statute without special findings.  

MOHAHAD attempts to undermine and minimize AHED’s allegations of domestic violence 

by implying that she had other motivations for alleging violence at his hands.  However, NRS 

33.020(1) states that “A Court shall only consider whether the act of domestic violence or the 
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threat thereof satisfies the requirements of NRS 33.010 without considering any other factor 

in its determination to grant the temporary or extended order. (emphasis added).  This language 

“without considering any other factor” was added in the last legislative session to address just 

these sorts of defenses to allegations of domestic violence in defensive maneuvers to shift the 

focus of the court and to assess false motive to the victim.  The Court should disregard 

MOHAMAD’s false allegations of immigration and other alleged motives designed to confuse 

and mislead the Court.  Essentially, Defendant needs to control the narrative and cause the 

Court to question whether AHED was a victim by implying that she caused the bruising 

noticed by police, through text messages allegedly demonstrating the parties were in love and 

by insinuating she was using domestic violence for immigration purposes for herself and her 

family.  NRS 33.020(1) specifically forbids these types of shenanigans.  AHED’s TPO was 

granted and it was extended for one year by a Court of law and MOHAMED submitted to 

jurisdiction in that case, defended against the protection order, did not object or appeal the 

Order and admittedly followed the Court’s orders.  Those actions alone should form the basis 

of an exercise of jurisdiction over him in this case.   

While Nevada does not have controlling case law regarding nonimmigrant status, 

domicile, and divorce actions specifically, cases from other jurisdictions are instructive and 

persuasive. These cases hold that a party’s nonimmigrant alien status does not bar that party 

from establishing domicile for purposes of a dissolution or divorce statute. (Rzeszotarski v. 

Rzeszotarski, 296 A.2d 431 (D.C. 1972); Alves v. Alves, 262 A.2d (D.C. 1970); Nicolas v. 

Nicolas, 444 So.2d 1118 (Fla. Dist. Ct. App. 1984); Abou-Issa v. Abou-Issa, 229 Ga. 77, 189 

S.E.2d 443 (1972) 22; In re Marriage of Pirouzkar, 51 Or. App. 519, 626 P.2d 380 (1981); 

Bustamante v. Bustamante, 645 P.2d 40 (Utah Sup. Ct. 1982). 
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In the case of In re Marriage of Dick, the California Court of Appeals for the Fourth 

District held that a spouse’s “nonimmigrant status does not preclude a finding of domicile 

under California law for the purposes of obtaining a dissolution of marriage.” In re Marriage 

of Dick, 15 Cal. App. 4th 144, 18 Cal Rptr. 2d 743 (1993). In that case, the wife filed a motion 

to dismiss challenging the residence requirement. The core of her argument was that, “because 

the husband was a nonimmigrant alien, he could not possess the intention to be a resident of 

California.” Id. at 151. The court rejected this argument and held that the husband had 

established an intent to remain in California and affirmed the dissolution. Id. at 158. The court 

in that case went on to say that, “the enforcement of immigration law properly remains with 

those to whom it is entrusted by law and does not need in aid of enforcement the judicially 

created civil disability of exclusion from our divorce courts.” Id. at 155. Following the 

reasoning of In re Marriage of Dick as well as the above-cited cases, this court should allow 

this case to proceed on its merits as AHED has a pathway to legal status and possesses the 

requisite intention to remain in Nevada indefinitely.  Thus, AHED should be permitted to 

obtain her divorce in Nevada. 

Because AHED may form the subjective intent to remain in Nevada indefinitely, she 

can establish domicile for the purposes of obtaining a divorce in Nevada. The cases presented 

by Defendant are wholly distinguishable from this matter because of AHED’s meritorious and 

independent path to citizenship.  She had more than six weeks residency and the requisite 

intent to live here for the indefinite future at the time she filed the Complaint for Divorce on 

March 24, 2020. Therefore, she meets the requirements for both residency and domicile, 

therefore, Nevada has jurisdiction to grant the divorce.  

B. Nevada is the Most Appropriate Forum to Decide Child Custody in this 
Case.   
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The Uniform Child Custody and Jurisdiction Enforcement Act (UCCJEA) 
codified at NRS 125A.305, states in relevant part as follows:  

 1.  Except as otherwise provided in NRS 125A.335, a court of this State 
has jurisdiction to make an initial child custody determination only if: 
 

(a)   This State is the home state of the child on the date 
of the commencement of the proceeding or was the 
home state of the child within 6 months before the 
commencement of the proceeding and the child is 
absent from this State but a parent or person acting 
as a parent continues to live in this State; 

 
(b)   A court of another state does not have jurisdiction 

pursuant to paragraph (a) or a court of the home state 
of the child has declined to exercise jurisdiction on 
the ground that this State is the more appropriate 
forum pursuant to NRS 125A.365 or 125A.375 and: 

 
(1) The child and the child’s parents, or the child 

and at least one parent or a person acting as a 
parent, have a significant connection with the 
State other than mere physical presence; and  

 
(2) Substantial evidence is available in this State concerning 

the child’s care, protection, training and personal 
relationships; 

  
(c)  All courts having jurisdiction pursuant to paragraph (a) or 

(b) have declined to exercise jurisdiction on the ground that 
a court of this State is the more appropriate forum to 
determine the custody of the child pursuant to NRS 
125A.365 or 125A.375; or  

 
(d) No court of any other state would have jurisdiction 

pursuant to the criteria specified in paragraphs (a), 
(b) or (c). 

 
NRS 125A.335 Temporary Emergency Jurisdiction.  
 

1. A court of this state has temporary emergency jurisdiction if the 
child is present in this state and the child has been abandoned or it 
is necessary in an emergency to protect the child because the child, 
or a sibling or parent of the child, is subject to or threatened with 
mistreatment or abuse. (emphasis added).  
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2. If there is no previous child custody determination that is entitled to 
be enforced pursuant to the provisions of this chapter and a child 
custody proceeding has not been commenced in a court of a state 
having jurisdiction pursuant to NRS 125A.305, 125A.315 and 
125A.325, a child custody determination made pursuant to this 
section remains in effect until an order is obtained from a court of a 
state having jurisdiction pursuant to NRS 125A.305, 125A.315, and 
125A.325. If a child custody proceeding has not been or is not 
commenced in a court of a state having jurisdiction pursuant to 
NRS 125A.315 and 125A.325, a child custody determination made 
pursuant to this section becomes a final determination, if it so 
provides, and this state becomes the home state of the child.  

 

The parties’ minor child, RYAN MOHAMAD ALHULAIBI was born February 16, 

2019. RYAN migrated to the United States with his mother in January, 2020 and has lived 

here ever since. In fact,  RYAN has lived with his mother, AHED, for the entirety of his 

young life. Since the parties’ separation in February, 2020, the child continued living with 

his mother subject to visitation by his father as permitted in Case No.: T-2-203688-T.   

Since his arrival in the States, RYAN has had numerous contacts in Nevada.  Not only 

has he lived here for nearly five months, his doctors are here, he has been immunized here, 

he has lived in Safe Nest shelter here, he has received shelter services here, he has been 

named as a derivative in his mother’s immigration petition (also giving him an independent 

path to citizenships) here, the police have provided services to him via his mother here, he 

was the subject of custody, visitation and child support orders in Case No.: T-2-203688-T 

here, he has toddler friends and acquaintances here and he has been the subject of an 

unsubstantiated “Child Protective Services” investigation in this County and State.  RYAN 

has been seen by Volunteers in Medicine of Southern Nevada, Children’s Hospital, UNLV 

Medicine and UMC). (“Medical Records regarding RYAN annexed hereto as Exhibit “D”).  

(“Child Protective Services Report Disposition “dated 2/27/20 annexed hereto as Exhibit 

“E”). Unbeknownst to AHED, she was falsely reported for neglect, but CPS determined that 
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the claims were unfounded. AHED believes that MOHAMAD made the false report. Both of 

RYAN’s parents, AHED and MOHAMAD reside in Nevada and AHED has pursued an 

independent right to citizenship for both herself and RYAN to live in Nevada for the 

indefinite future.  MOHAMAD has lived in the United States since 2018 and, upon 

information and belief, has the right to continue to live here through extensions and other 

immigration relief afforded to persons of his educational background and training.   

Based upon the foregoing, Nevada is a more appropriate forum than Saudi Arabia to  

make custody decisions regarding RYAN. To date, no action for custody or divorce has 

been filed in any other jurisdiction.  All parties to this action and the child presently live in 

Nevada.  All pertinent and relevant information about the child emanate in Nevada and the 

child has pursued the right to reside in this country indefinitely through his mother.  

Presently, AHED has primary physical custody of the child in T-2-203688-T.   

MOHAMAD has not come to this Court with “clean hands” where the child is 

concerned.  He does not dispute that RYAN is physically present in Nevada and  residing at 

a domestic violence shelter in Las Vegas with his mother, AHED. He does not dispute that 

he was the subject of and did not object to the jurisdiction of TPO Court to make orders for 

RYAN which he has followed.  AHED was forced to flee her home as a result of severe 

domestic violence she suffered at MOHAMAD’s hands in Nevada. AHED alleges that 

RYAN was present and witnessed the violence against his mother.  AHED is concerned that 

if MOHAMAD is permitted to pursue custody in Saudi Arabia, RYAN, a candidate for 

immigration relief in this Country, will have to live a life without his mother.  AHED stated 

in the annexed TPO application that she believes that the laws in Saudi Arabia favor men 

overwhelmingly.  Moreover, MOHAMAD could win custody in absencia since she will not 

be able to appear in such an action if filed.  In Saudi Arabia, violence against women is 
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tolerated according to AHED, so RYAN will have little chance to live with the caring, 

attentive and nurturing parent.  MOHAMAD filed a document purporting to “school” 

AHED on pointers to care for RYAN, but in actuality he got his information from a 

document she hand wrote out and gave to him to ensure proper care of RYAN during his 

visitation.  (Annexed hereto as Exhibit “F “).   

Further, according to AHED, MOHAMAD repeatedly puts himself and his desires 

before RYAN. AHED alleges that MOHAMAD has failed to care for the child adequately 

and neglects RYAN’s needs, well-being and safety. MOHAMAD has screamed at her, 

berated, threatened and thrown things at AHED while she was holding her child with no 

regard for RYAN’s safety. MOHAMAD has made repeated threats to abduct RYAN and 

take him to Saudi Arabia, where he is likely to receive sole custody of the child. 

MOHAMAD has further threatened AHED’s well-being and her life, as well as the life of 

her family in the event that she is awarded custody of RYAN or otherwise limits his access 

to their child. AHED is concerned that, if she is forced to return to Saudi Arabia to litigate 

custody, MOHAMAD will not only take her son away from her and prohibit her from seeing 

her child indefinitely, but may also harm her, RYAN, or her family.  Based upon the 

foregoing, this Court should deem Nevada the most appropriate forum to make orders for 

custody of RYAN.   

Moreover, Nevada courts have held that a credible threat of abduction of a minor child is 

a ground for assuming Temporary Emergency Jurisdiction. For example, in Ciausova v. 

Eighth Judicial District Court, the Nevada Supreme Court reviewed the district court’s 

exercise of Temporary Emergency Jurisdiction and held that the district court properly 

exercised Temporary Emergency Jurisdiction to address a credible risk of abduction. 

Ciausova v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court, 131 Nev. 1263 (2015). Here, MOHAMAD has 
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repeatedly threatened to abduct the minor child and flee to Saudi Arabia where he is likely 

to be granted sole custody of the minor child. If forced to litigate custody in Saudi Arabia, 

AHED will likely lose her parental rights and MOHAMAD will be allowed to withhold the 

child. This risk is not only credible, but likely if this court fails to assume at least temporary 

emergency jurisdiction in this case.  

In another case, Gillispie-Burton v. Spezialetti, the Nevada Court of Appeals reviewed a 

custody order from Colorado. Colorado had relinquished jurisdiction to Nevada, but the 

Colorado court initially found that the child was in “imminent danger” constituting an 

emergency because the mother had removed the minor child from school in an attempt to 

take the child from the state. Gillispie-Burton v. Spezialetti, 2015 Nev. App. Unpub. LEXIS 

467, 131 Nev. 1283, 2015 WL 6442389. The Nevada Court of Appeals held that Colorado, 

under an identical UCCJEA statute, had jurisdiction and authority to issue temporary orders 

regarding custody and parenting time. Id. Here, MOHAMAD has threatened to take the 

child out of the country to assume sole custody. He has been unable to do so because of 

court orders issued in the TPO Court and possibly because, he does not plan to leave Nevada 

himself.    

Courts have also interpreted the language of the UCCJEA to include threatened 

mistreatment and abuse to parents, as well as children. For example, in the case, In re 

Marriage of Fernandez-Abin & Sanchez, the California Court of Appeals for the Fourth 

Circuit, held that a court may establish “temporary emergency jurisdiction over a child if the 

child is present in this state,” and as relevant here, if “it is necessary in an emergency to 

protect the child because the child, or a sibling or a parent of the child, is subjected to, or 

threatened with, mistreatment or abuse.” In re Marriage of Fernandez-Abin & Sanchez, 191 

Cal. App. 4th 1015, 120 Cal Rptr. 3d 227 (2011) (emphasis added). Thus, the language of the 
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UCCJEA specifically permitted an interpretation so that Congress determined that provision 

to apply where a husband has committed acts of violence against a wife. MOHAMAD has 

subjected AHED to and threatened her with mistreatment and abuse. There is a protection 

order in place because of the violence.  MOHAMAD has also subjected RYAN to 

mistreatment, in the form of disregard for his emotional development, safety, and well-

being. RYAN has an independent path to citizenship and to live in the country going 

forward. Although he is a child, his right to live free of abuse and neglect in this country 

should be highly regarded by the Court. 

If allowed to remain in AHED’s custody, RYAN will likely be allowed to become a 

resident of this country as a derivative on AHED’s meritorious immigration petition. RYAN 

has been in the United States for nearly five months now. In the absence of custody 

proceedings or a controlling custody order in another state, a Nevada court exercising 

Temporary Emergency Jurisdiction may pave the way for a custody determination that 

becomes final once the child lives in Nevada for enough time to make Nevada the child’s 

home state. Nayeli M.G. v. Graviel G. (In re Guardianship of N.M.), 131 Nev. 751, 358 P.3d 

216, 219 (2015). There is no controlling custody order in this case. Thus, if this Court 

decides to assume jurisdiction over the minor child in this case, it is possible under 

controlling authority for the emergency jurisdiction to become the final order.   

However, the Court really need not find emergency jurisdiction because it has jurisdiction 

over RYAN because Nevada is the most appropriate forum.  Because there is a credible threat 

of abduction and because AHED and RYAN were subject to and threatened with 

mistreatment and abuse, AHED SAID SENJAB respectfully requests that this Court exercise 

jurisdiction over RYAN or, in the least, exercise Temporary Emergency Jurisdiction over this 

custody matter.  
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C. The Court May Exercise Personal Jurisdiction Over Defendant in this Case.   

The Supreme Court of the United States has expressed the view that among the most firmly 

established principles of personal jurisdiction in American tradition is that the courts of a state 

have jurisdiction over nonresidents who are physically present in the state. Burnham v. 

Superior Court of Cal., 495 U.S. 602, 110 S. Ct. 2105 (1990). Although International Shoe Co. 

v. Washington (1945) and subsequent cases have established that a defendant’s litigation-

related “minimum contacts” with a state may take the place of physical presence as the basis 

for jurisdiction, nothing in those cases supports the proposition that physical presence is itself 

insufficient to establish jurisdiction. The Court has further held that personal jurisdiction based 

on physical presence alone constitutes sufficient due process. Burnham v. Superior Court of 

Cal., 495 U.S. 602, 110 S. Ct. 2105 (1990).  

NRS 125.020(2) states, in pertinent part, “No court has jurisdiction to grant a divorce 

unless either the plaintiff or defendant has been a resident of the state for a period of not less 

than six (6) weeks preceding the commencement of the action.” The word “residence” has been 

construed as requiring actual, physical presence and a good faith belief or intent to make a 

particular place a place of residence. Fleming v. Fleming, 36 Nev. 135, 134, 445 (1913).  

Here, there is no question that MOHAMAD has been physically present in Las Vegas, 

Nevada for more than six (6) weeks. He moved here from Saudi Arabia in August 2018 and 

has remained in the state ever since. MOHAMAD’s presence in Nevada is not merely 

transient. According to AHED, he intended to reside here after he finished his education at the 

University of Nevada, Las Vegas. His intent to make Nevada his residence is further evidenced 

by the fact that he brought his family here, AHED and RYAN, from Saudi Arabia to Nevada to 

live with him. While he cannot form the requisite domiciliary intent to make Nevada his 

permanent home, he undoubtedly possessed an intent to make Nevada his continuous residence 
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for the foreseeable future. His round trip tickets are nothing more than a “showing” of intent to 

return for immigration purposes.  In actuality, according to AHED, his ambition was to be here 

for a few more years and that is why be brought them here.  He has no incentive to reveal those 

intentions to the Court at this time.  

Alternatively, although not necessary, MOHAMAD has sufficient contacts with Nevada to 

satisfy personal jurisdiction. The minimum contacts test is an alternative to physical presence. 

Whether the contacts are sufficient to satisfy the constitutional standard depends upon the 

“quality and nature” of the defendant’s act in the forum state. Burnham v. Superior Court of 

Cal., 495 U.S. 602, 110 S. Ct. 2105 (1990). Such an act may be a single occurrence or it may 

be continuous presence of the defendant in the state. MOHAMAD moved to Nevada 

voluntarily to pursue an education at UNLV.  

Accordingly, by living here for more than two (2) years, he has benefitted from Nevada’s 

legal protections. MOHAMAD is a resident, student, and employee in Nevada He rented an 

apartment and has a Nevada drivers’ license. He subjected himself without objected to the 

jurisdiction of our courts in Case No. T-2-203688-T. His presence in Nevada is not casual, it 

was and is constant and continuous for the last two years as well as presently. MOHAMAD 

formed sufficient minimum contacts in Nevada such that the maintenance of this suit in 

Nevada does not offend “traditional notions of fair play and substantial justice.” While he 

cannot form an intent to remain in Nevada indefinitely because of his current F-1 Visa, there is 

no requirement that he form an intent to remain indefinitely in Nevada, as he is not the party 

who filed the initial complaint and Nevada law does not require both parties to be domiciliaries 

of Nevada.  

Because MOHAMAD is both physically present and has formed sufficient minimum 

contacts in Nevada, this Court has personal jurisdiction over the Defendant in this case.  
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IV. 

CONCLUSION 

AHED SAID SENJAB respectfully submits her Brief and requests that the Court, 

upon a finding that the Court has jurisdiction to grant the divorce; jurisdiction over the minor 

child and the custody matter; and personal jurisdiction over the Defendant, MOHAMAD 

ALHULAIBI, allow this case to proceed on its’ merits.  

DATED this 5th day of June, 2020. 

      LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN  
NEVADA, INC. 

     
        
    
      By ___________________________ 
       APRIL S. GREEN, ESQ. 
       Nevada Bar No.:  8340C 
       BARBARA E. BUCKLEY, ESQ. 
       Nevada Bar No.:  3918 
       725 East Charleston Blvd. 
       Las Vegas, NV  89104 
       (702) 386-1415 Direct/Fax 
       (702) 386-1070 Ext. 1415 
       asgreen@lacsn.org 
       Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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SUPP 

DAVID MARKMAN, ESQ.  

Nevada Bar No. 12440 

MARKMAN LAW 

4484 S. Pecos Rd Ste. 130 

Las Vegas, Nevada 89121 

Phone: (702) 843-5899 

Fax: (702) 843-6010  

Attorneys for Mohamad Alhulabi 
 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

* * * * * 

AHED SAID SENJAB 

 

  Plaintiff, 

 

vs. 

 

MOHAMAD ALHULAIBI 

 

  Defendants. 

 

 

CASE NO.:  D-20-606093-D 

 

DEPT. NO.:  H 

 

 

DEFENDANT’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING IN SUPPORT OF HIS MOTION TO 

DISMISS 

Defendant Mohamad Alhulaibi (“Mohamad”) by and through his counsel of record 

MARKMAN LAW hereby submits this Supplement in Support of his Motion to Dismiss in 

response to the Complaint filed by Plaintiff Ahed Senjab (“Ahed” or “Plaintiff”).  

 This Supplement is made and based upon the following Memorandum of Points and 

Authorities along with Exhibits and any oral argument the Court may consider.   

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. ANALYSIS 

A. This Court Does Not Have Subject Matter Jurisdiction Regarding the Divorce or 

Child Custody 

A party can acquiesce to jurisdiction, here Mohamad has done no such thing and has in fact 

filed a Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Jurisdiction. At this time, for the sake of brevity Mohamad 

Case Number: D-20-606093-D

Electronically Filed
6/8/2020 8:57 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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2 
 

will not reiterate all the case law on point with his Motion and Reply, instead he will focus on 

the narrow issue of dismissing due to subject matter jurisdiction and how it should be 

implemented. The Nevada Supreme Court has made it clear that it will prohibit a district court 

from exercising jurisdiction when the court knows that statutorily it does not have jurisdiction, 

especially when invoking such jurisdiction would upset nationwide public policy. See Friedman 

v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court of State, ex rel. Cty. of Clark, 127 Nev. 842, 854, 264 P.3d 1161, 

1169 (2011). Mohamad while not fully discussing the following cases in this supplement 

reiterates that Park v. Barr, 946 F.3d 1096, 1098 (9th Cir. 2020); Toll v. Moreno, 458 U.S. 1, 10-

11, 102 S. Ct. 2977 (1982); Elkins v. Moreno 435 U.S. 647, 665 (1978); Carlson v. Reed, 249 

F.3d 876, 880-81 (9th Cir. 2001); Monasky v. Taglieri, 140 S.Ct. 719, 729 (2020) are all very 

much on point with the instant case and stand for the proposition that U.S. Courts do not have 

subject matter jurisdiction to hear divorce or child custody matters when the parties are non-

immigrant aliens because the parties cannot legally form the subjective intent to remain in the 

United States.  

 

1) Mohamad has Properly Filed A Motion to Dismiss For Lack of Subject 

Matter Jurisdiction and Attached Evidence that this Court lacks Subject 

Matter Jurisdiction  

The Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure provide that the defense of lack of jurisdiction over the 

subject matter may, at the option of the defendant, be made by motion. NRCP 12(b)(1). Morrison 

v. Beach City LLC, 116 Nev. 34, 36–37, 991 P.2d 982, 983 (2000). NRCP 12(h)(3) provides that 

“[w]henever it appears by suggestion of the parties or otherwise that the court lacks jurisdiction of the 

subject matter, the court shall dismiss the action.” Id; see also Christopoulos v. Gardella, No. 71807, 2017 

WL 6806098, at *2 (Nev. App. Dec. 28, 2017) (The Nevada Appeals Court, determined that Nevada was 

not the home state of the minor child and therefore dismissed the complaint for lack of subject matter 

jurisdiction.).  
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The burden of proving the jurisdictional requirement is properly placed on the plaintiff…In 

federal practice, the district court can take evidence on the claim that the complaint does not fall within 

the subject matter jurisdiction requirements of the court, and such evidence is not necessarily confined to 

the allegations of the complaint. Id. (Emphasis added). Morrison v. Beach City LLC, 116 Nev. 34, 36–

37, 991 P.2d 982, 983 (2000). “In resolving a factual attack on jurisdiction, [a] district court may 

review evidence beyond the complaint without converting the motion to dismiss into a motion 

for summary judgment.” Safe Air v. Meyer, 373 F.3d 1035, 1039; See St. Clair v. City of Chico, 

880 F.2d 199, 201 (9th Cir. 1989)(Unlike a Rule 12(b)(6) motion, a Rule 12(b)(1) motion can 

attack the substance of a complaint's jurisdictional allegations despite their formal sufficiency, 

and in so doing rely on affidavits or any other evidence properly before the court… The district 

court obviously does not abuse its discretion by looking to this extra-pleading material in 

deciding the issue, even if it becomes necessary to resolve factual disputes.) The court may 

consider evidence presented in affidavits to assist it in its determination regarding jurisdiction. 

Viega GmbH v. Eighth Jud. Dist. Ct., 130 Nev. 368, 374, 328 P.3d 1152, 1156 (2014).  

In this case, Mohamad presented substantial evidence attached to his previous reply 

confirming the fact this Court lacks subject matter jurisdiction. Further, the previously attached 

evidence shows that Mohamad has unsupervised custody of the minor child three (3) days of the 

week and that the child has not been endangered nor has Mohamad tried to remove the minor 

from the state. 

 2) Case Law is Clear a Nonimmigrant Alien Cannot Form the Requisite Subjective 

Intent to Remain in the United States and Therefore Cannot Properly Establish Domicile 

In any State in the United States  

Nevada law requires parties to a divorce to not only reside in Nevada for six weeks but that 

it is also accompanied by a bona fide intention to make Nevada their home and to remain in 

Nevada permanently or at least for an indefinite time. Aldabe v. Aldabe, 84 Nev. 392, 396, 441 
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P.2d 691, 694 (1968).  In Park, the Court held that Congress has not permitted nonimmigrants to 

lawfully form a subjective intent to remain in the United States, such an intent would conflict 

with Congress’s definition of the nonimmigrant classification. Park v. Barr, 946 F.3d at 1099. In 

Park, the Court goes on further to discuss a California Court of Appeals case In re Marriage of 

Dick, 15 Cal. App. 4th at 154, 18 Cal.Rptr.2d 743, the court declined to read Dick as applicable 

because it would conflict with federal law. In fact, the Park Court noted that the California 

Supreme Court had previously held undocumented immigrants cannot establish domicile in order 

to qualify for in-state tuition. Id. See Martinez v. Regents of Univ. of Calif., 50 Cal. 4th 1277, 

1290, 117 Cal.Rptr.3d 359, 241 P.3d 855 (2010). The Park Court ultimately read the holding of 

Marriage of Dick narrowly in order to accommodate the “preeminent role of the Federal 

Government with respect to the regulation of aliens within our borders.” Park v. Barr, 946 F.3d 

at 1100; citing Toll, 458 U.S. at 10, 102 S.Ct.  

Here, Plaintiff has the burden to prove this Court has proper jurisdiction and she clearly has 

not met her burden to establish that Nevada has the jurisdictional requirements to hear this case. 

In fact it’s quite the opposite, Plaintiff has not disputed the fact that she entered the United States 

as a dependent to Mohamad’s Visa, a Visa that by its very nature does not allow Mohamad, let 

alone his dependents to form the subjective intent to remain in the United States. Therefore, a 

divorce cannot be validly granted in the United States for the parties and thus this case must be 

dismissed for lack of subject matter jurisdiction.  

B. A Return Order Should Issue Ordering the Minor Child to be Returned to His 

Habitual Residence of Saudi Arabia as it is in the Minor Child’s Best Interest to Have This 

Matter heard in the Country of his Habitual Residence 

This Court should issue a return order or a substantially similar order so that Mohamad can 

return to Saudi Arabia with his minor child. [T]he Supreme Court of the United States has 

indicated that the Hague Convention “is based on the principle that the best interests of the child 

are well served when decisions regarding custody rights are made in the country of habitual 

residence.” Cook v. Arimitsu, No. A19-1235, 2020 WL 1983223, at *3 (Minn. Ct. App. Apr. 27, 
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2020); citing Abbott v. Abbott, 560 U.S. 1, 20, 130 S. Ct. 1983, 1995 (2010); see 

also Monasky, 140 S. Ct. at 723 (recognizing that the “core premise” of the Hague Convention 

is that the children’s best interests are generally “best served when custody decisions are made 

in the child’s country of habitual residence”).  

A child wrongfully removed from her country of “habitual residence” ordinarily must be 

returned to that country. Monasky v. Taglieri, 140 S. Ct. 719 (2020). The Convention ordinarily 

requires the prompt return of a child wrongfully removed or retained away from the country in 

which she habitually resides. (emphasis added)Monasky v. Taglieri, 140 S. Ct. 719, 723 (2020); 

citing Art. 12, Treaty Doc., at 9 (cross-referencing Art. 3, id., at 7); see also Chafin v. Chafin, 

568 U.S. 165, 180, 133 S. Ct. 1017, 1028, 185 L. Ed. 2d 1 (2013) (The Hague Convention 

mandates the prompt return of children to their countries of habitual residence.) When a Court 

does not order the prompt return of a child, the child loses precious months in which the child 

could have been readjusting to life in her country of habitual residence.  See Chafin 568 U.S. at 

178.  Even when a country is not a party to the Hague convention, the court can properly order 

the return of a minor child. See Ogawa v. Ogawa, 125 Nev. 660, 670–71, 221 P.3d 699, 706 

(2009); see also Davis v. Ewalefo, 131 Nev. 445, 454, 352 P.3d 1139, 1145 (2015)( courts have 

“decline[d] to adopt a bright-line rule prohibiting out-of-country visitation by a parent whose 

country has not adopted the Hague Convention or executed an extradition treaty with the United 

States.”); see also Long v. Ardestani, 241 Wis.2d 498, 624 N.W.2d 405, 417 (Wis.Ct.App.2001) 

(finding no cases that “even hint” at a rule that provides, “as a matter of law that a parent ... may 

not take a child to a country that is not a signatory to the Hague Convention if the other parent 

objects”). 

Here, the minor child is being wrongfully retained in the United States and is being prevented 

from returning to his country of habitual residence and those precious months in which the minor 

could be readjusting to life in his habitual residence are being lost while the minor child is 
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shuffled back and forth between his father’s apartment and a shelter. This court should dismiss 

this case for lack of subject matter jurisdiction and order the immediate return of the minor child 

to Saudi Arabia.  

II. CONCLUSION 

For the above reasons, Mohamad respectfully requests that the Court dismiss the Complaint and 

order the return of the minor child to Saudi Arabia.  

 

 Dated this 8th day of June, 2020. 

 

     MARKMAN LAW 

 

 

 

     By: /s/ DAVID MARKMAN    

           DAVID MARKMAN, ESQ.  

                       Nevada Bar No. 12440 

                       4484 S. Pecos Rd. #130 

      Las Vegas, Nevada 89121 
           (702) 843-5899 

           Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of MARKMAN LAW, and that on this 8th 

day of June 2020, I caused the foregoing document entitled DEFENDANT’S SUPPLEMENTAL 

BRIEFING IN SUPPORT OF HIS MOTION TO DISMISS, to be served as follows: 

 

 [ X ] pursuant to EDCR 8.05(a), EDCR 8.05(f), NRCP 5(b)(2)(D) and Administrative Order 14-

2 captioned “In the Administrative Matter of Mandatory Electronic Service in the Eighth 

Judicial District Court,” by mandatory electronic service through the Eighth Judicial District 

Court’s electronic filing system;  

 

 [  ] by placing same to be deposited for mailing in the United States Mail, in a sealed envelope 

upon which first class postage was prepaid in Las Vegas, Nevada;  

 

 [   ] pursuant to EDCR 7.26, to be sent via facsimile, by duly executed consent for service by 

electronic means;  

 

 [   ] sent out for hand-delivery via Receipt of Copy. 

 

To the attorney(s) listed below at the address, email address, and/or facsimile number indicated 

below: 

APRIL GREEN, ESQ. 

Nevada Bar 8340C 

BARBARA BUCKLEY 

Nevada Bar No. 3918 

LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN NEVADA, INC. 

725 E. Charleston Blvd. 

Las Vegas, NV 89104 

asgreen@lacsn.org 

 

 
/s/ David Markman 

      David Markman, Esq.  
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

D-20-606093-D

Divorce - Complaint June 16, 2020COURT MINUTES

D-20-606093-D Ahed Said Senjab, Plaintiff
vs.
Mohamad Abulhakim Alhulaibi, Defendant.

June 16, 2020 09:00 AM All Pending Motions

HEARD BY: 

COURT CLERK:

COURTROOM: Ritchie, T. Arthur, Jr.

Prock, Kathy

RJC Courtroom 03G

JOURNAL ENTRIES

DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO DISMISS FOR LACK OF JURISDICTIONAL 
REQUIREMENTS...PLAINTIFF'S OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO DISMISS FOR 
LACK OF JURISDICTIONAL REQUIREMENTS

Both parties, Attorney Green, and Attorney Markman appeared telephonically, pursuant to the 
Administrative Orders for public safety.

Court interpreter (Arabic), Saad Musa, appeared telephonically on behalf of the Plaintiff.

Court reviewed the history of the case.  Court stated it has reviewed the Motion, Response, Reply, 
and the additional Memorandum, filed 6/8/2020.  Further, a review of the papers does not show 
contested facts.

Court noted the parties were married on 2/17/2018.  Further, it is not disputed that Plaintiff was here 
on a student F1 Visa to attend school, he applied for the Visa in 2018, and it was granted in 2019.  
Further, it is not contested that Plaintiff purchased air travel and traveled to the United States with his 
wife and child on 1/13/2020.  Court noted this is not the home state of the child.

Court noted there is a Protection Order for domestic violence (case no. T-20-203688-T), Plaintiff 
being the Applicant, the Protection Order was heard and extended, and is in effect until 2/14/2021.  
Attorney Markman stated Defendant denies all of Plaintiff's allegations in her application.  

Court stated it does not appear contested that Plaintiff was present in Nevada from March, 2020, and 
she has resided here six weeks prior to filing, and she was here on an F2 Visa (student Visa 
dependant).

Argument regarding whether Nevada has subject matter jurisdiction, whether Plaintiff had the intent 
to remain in the State of Nevada, whether Plaintiff met the requirements of Nevada law to file for 
divorce, whether this Court has jurisdiction over the child, and Plaintiff having the right to citizenship 
through the Violence Against Women Act.

Court noted Federal law preempts Nevada law.  

PARTIES PRESENT:

Ahed Said Senjab, Plaintiff, Present April S. Green, Attorney, Present

Mohamad Abulhakim Alhulaibi, Defendant, Present David Markman, Attorney, Present

Ryan Mohamad Alhulaibi, Subject Minor, Not 
Present

Page 1 of 2Printed Date: 6/18/2020

Notice: Journal Entries are prepared by the courtroom clerk and are not the official record of the Court.

June 16, 2020Minutes Date:
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COURT ORDERED, the following:

Matter TAKEN UNDER ADVISEMENT on the Motion To Dismiss, and all other issues will be 
incorporated in the decision.

INTERIM CONDITIONS:

FUTURE HEARINGS:

Page 2 of 2Printed Date: 6/18/2020

Notice: Journal Entries are prepared by the courtroom clerk and are not the official record of the Court.

June 16, 2020Minutes Date:

D-20-606093-D
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FFCL 

 

 

DISTRICT COURT 

FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 

 

 

AHED SAID SENJAB,  

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

MOHAMAD ABULHAKIM 

ALHULAIBI, 

Defendant. 

CASE NO. D-20-606093-D 

DEPT NO.  H 

 

Date of Hearing: June 16, 2020 

Time of Hearing: 9:00 a.m. 

 

  

 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW,   

DECISION AND ORDER 

 

This matter came on for hearing before Art Ritchie, District Court Judge, 

Department H.   Plaintiff was represented by her attorneys, Legal Aid Center of 

Southern Nevada, and April S. Green, Esq.   Defendant was represented by his 

attorneys, Markman Law, and David Markman, Esq.  This court considered the 

papers and pleadings, the arguments of counsel, and for good cause stated in this 

order, grants Mohamad Abulhakim Alhulaibi’s motion to dismiss.   

Electronically Filed
     06/17/2020

Case Number: D-20-606093-D

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
6/17/2020 12:43 PM
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I. BACKGROUND 

  This is a divorce case to dissolve a marriage between Ahed Said Senjab 

and Mohamad Abulhakim Alhulaibi.    Ms. Senjab and Mr. Alhulaibi are citizens 

of Syria.  They married in Saudi Arabia on February 17, 2018.    The parties have 

one minor child, Ryan Mohamad Alhulaibi, who was born on February 16, 2019.     

 Mohamad Abulhakim Alhulaibi obtained an F-1 Visa and came to the United 

States to attend graduate school at UNLV in 2018.  Mr. Alhuliabi alleged that 

Ahed Said Senjab applied for an F-2 Visa in August, 2018, and that an F-2 Visa 

was granted to her and the parties’ child at the end of 2019.    In December, 2019, 

Mr. Alhulaibi returned to Saudi Arabia after the fall semester.  Mr. Alhuliabi 

alleged that he purchased round trip airline tickets on Turkish Airlines for 

himself, Ahed Said Senjab, and the parties’ child for travel to Nevada on January 

13, 2020 with a return flight to Saudi Arabia on June 18, 2020.   

The parties and their child arrived in Las Vegas, Nevada, on January 13, 2020.  

On February 14, 2020, Ahed Said Senjab filed an Application for Protective 

Order, assigned Case No. T-20-203688-T.  The Ex-Parte Application was 

granted, and the matter was continued for consideration of an extension of the 

order.  The matter was heard on March 17, 2020 and on March 30, 2020.  The 

Hearing Master heard testimony from the parties and argument from counsel.  
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The court granted the request and extended the protective order until February 14, 

2021. The Extended Protective Order was filed on March 30, 2020  and it 

contains  custody orders defining Ms. Senjab’s physical custody time with Ryan 

as Monday at 10:00 a.m. through Friday at 3:00 p.m., and Mr. Alhulaibi’s 

physical custody time with Ryan as Friday at 3:00 p.m. though Monday at 10:00 

a.m.      

Ahed Said Senjab filed a Complaint for Divorce on March 24, 2020.  Ms. 

Senjab seeks a divorce, child custody and support orders, and spousal support. 

Mohamad Abulhakim Alhulaibi was served on March 25, 2020.  Mr. Alhulaibi’s 

Motion to Dismiss was filed on April 14, 2020.   Ms. Senjab filed her Opposition 

on April 24, 2020 and Mr. Alhulaibi’s Reply to Opposition was filed on May 13, 

2020.    Ms. Senjab filed Supplemental Exhibits on May 18, 2020 and on May 20, 

2020. 

The matter was heard on May 20, 2020.   The parties appeared by telephone, 

with counsel.   Because of the timing of Plaintiff’s filings, and because the court 

requested additional briefing, the matter was continued to June 16, 2020.   

Ahed Said Senjab filed a Memoranda of Law on June 8, 2020 and Mohamad 

Abulhakim Alhulaibi filed a Supplemental Brief on June 8, 2020.  On June 11, 
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2020, Ms. Senjab filed a third Supplemental Exhibit.  The parties were present by 

telephone and represented by counsel at the hearing on June 16, 2020.   

II. LEGAL STANDARD 

 Subject matter jurisdiction is the power of the court to decide a particular 

type of controversy.   A party may file a motion asserting the defense of lack of 

subject-matter jurisdiction pursuant to NRCP 12(b)(1).   The court should dismiss 

a case when a party fails to state a claim upon which relief can be granted.  If a 

court determines at any time that it lacks subject-matter jurisdiction, the court 

must dismiss the action. NRCP 12(h)(3).     

III. FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 

1. For this Nevada court to have subject matter jurisdiction to grant a 

divorce, one of the parties must be a bona fide resident of the state of 

Nevada.    

2. NRS 125.020 (e) provides that the district court has jurisdiction to grant 

a divorce if one of the parties has resided 6 weeks in the state before the 

suit was brought.  

3. Residence is synonymous with domicile.  Physical presence, together 

with intent, constitutes bona fide residence for divorce jurisdiction.  

Aldabe v. Aldabe, 84 Nev 392, 441 P.2d 691 (1968).   
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4. Ahed Said Senjab has the burden to prove that she or Mohamad 

Abulhakim Alhulaibi is a bona fide resident of the state of Nevada for 

this court to grant a divorce. 

5. Ahed Said Senjab and Mohamad Abulhakim Alhulaibi have been 

physically present in the state of Nevada for at least 6 weeks prior to the 

filing of this divorce case.   

6. This court finds that pursuant to state law, undocumented immigrants 

who physically live in Nevada have been able to access Nevada courts 

to obtain a divorce so long as they have been physically present in 

Nevada, and so long as they establish a subjective intention to make 

Nevada their home.  

7. The Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals, in Park v. Barr, 946 F.3d 1096 

(2020), held that federal law has preempted state law.   The holding in 

Park, bars nonimmigrants who come to the United States on a visa 

issued pursuant to Title 8 of the United States Code from establishing 

the subjective intent that is required to give this Nevada court subject 

matter jurisdiction to grant a divorce.  

8. Ahed Said Senjab and Mohamad Abulhakim Alhulaibi are 

nonimmigrants.  Based on decisional law from the United States 

Supreme Court, and the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals, federal law will 
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either allow or prohibit a nonimmigrant visa holder to establish 

residency or domicile.   

9. The Immigration and Nationality Act imposes limits on a state freedom 

to define domicile.  Park v. Barr, 946 F.3d 1096 (2020). 

10. The federal law, prohibiting a nonimmigrant from establishing domicile, 

continues even if a visa is overstayed.  Park v. Barr, 946 F.3d 1096 

(2020).   In Park, Woul Park, a nonimmigrant, came to the United 

States on a B-2 Visa, and stayed in the United States after the lawful 

status had lapsed.  The Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals held that Woul 

Park was precluded from establishing lawful domicile in California by 

operation of federal law.   

11. The United States Supreme Court, in Toll v. Moreno, 458 US 1 (1982),  

held that because Congress expressly allowed a nonimmigrant with a  

G-4 visa to establish domicile to obtain in-state college tuition,  state 

law was precluded under the Supremacy Clause of the United States 

Constitution.  

12. Foreign students pursuing academic studies are classified as F-1.    

Dependents of holders of an F-1 visa are classified as F-2 spouses or 

dependents.   The immigration status of an F-2 dependent is dependent 

upon the F-1 student.   
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13. Under federal law, nonimmigrants that come to the United States 

through F-1 and F-2 visas are required to maintain a residence in their 

country of citizenship with no intention of abandoning it.   

14. Ahed Said Senjab and Mohamad Abulhakim Alhulaibi were permitted 

to enter the United States on an express condition not to abandon the 

foreign residence.     

15. Congress has not permitted Ahed Said Senjab and Mohamad 

Abulhakim Alhulaibi to lawfully form a subjective intent to remain in 

the United States.    

16. The Immigration and Nationality Act prevents Ahed Said Senjab and 

Mohamad Abulhakim Alhulaibi from establishing the requisite intent to 

remain in the United States/Nevada. 

17. Congress expressly conditioned admission to the United States through 

F-1 and F-2 visas on a stated intention not to abandon the foreign 

residence.    

18. Ahed Said Senjab’s subjective intent to make Nevada her home is 

precluded by Congress’ definition of the nonimmigrant classification. 

19. This court concludes that Nevada lacks subject matter jurisdiction to 

grant a divorce.     

///// 
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 Therefore,  

      ORDER 

  IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Mohamad Abulhakim Alhulaibi’s 

motion to dismiss is granted. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that this case is dismissed and closed with 

the entry of this order. 

 

        _________________________ 

         

 

        DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 

       DEPARTMENT H 
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