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IN THE SUPREME COURT FOR THE STATE OF NEVADA 
 
Jeffrey Reed, 
 
  Petitioner, 
 
 
vs.  
 
The Eighth Judicial District Court of 
the State of Nevada, in and for the 
County of Clark, and the Department 
“H” District Court Judge Arthur T. 
Ritchie, 
 
           Respondents, 
 
Alecia Reed nka Draper and Alicia 
Draper, as Conservator for Emily Reed, 
 
                  Real Parties in Interest. 
 

Supreme Court #:  81581 
 
District Court Case #:  05D338668 

 
 

OPPOSITION TO EMERGENCY MOTION PURSUANT TO NRAP 27 – 
DATE OF EVIDENTIARY HEARING AT DISTRICT COURT AUG 6, 2020 

 
 

BRENNAN LAW FIRM, LLC 
 

 
      /s/ Elizabeth Brennan   
      Elizabeth Brennan, Esq. 

Nevada Bar No. 7286 
1980 Festival Plaza Drive, Suite 300 
Las Vegas, NV 89135 
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Facsimile:   (702) 507-1466 
elizabeth@brennanlawfirm.com 

 
Attorney for Plaintiff Emily Reed, 
through her Conservator Alecia Draper 
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Emily Reed (“Emily”), through her Conservator Alecia Draper (the 

“Conservator” or “Mom”), by and through her attorney, opposes the Emergency 

Motion Pursuant to NRAP 27 – Date of Evidentiary Hearing At District Court 

August 6, 2020  (“Dad’s Supreme Court Motion”) filed by Jeffrey Reed (“Dad”) on 

the following grounds. 

Contrary to Dad’s Supreme Court Motion, there are no due process rights of 

Dad being violated by the District Court Judge.  Furthermore, Dad was not denied 

equal protection related to the designation of a rebuttal expert witness, as shown 

herein. 

Emily would be EXTREMELY PREJUDICED by any stay of the 

evidentiary hearing which is set for August 6 and August 7 (erroneously stated to be 

August 6 and August 17 in Dad’s Supreme Court Motion).  Emily is a 23-year old 

disabled girl with expenses averaging almost $6,000 per month!  Emily was 

repeatedly sexually molested for over 8 (eight) years as a minor after the parties 

divorced, all of which occurred during the time Emily was in the care, custody, and 

control of Dad.  Dad’s roommate, who sexually molested Emily for over 8 years, is 

now in jail serving time for his horrendous crimes.  Emily’s life has been destroyed 

by the 8 years of repeated sexual molestation!   

Emily’s disability started when she was a minor and has continued into 

adulthood.  Emily was first diagnosed with a disability pursuant to NAC 388.420 

when she was in fifth (5th) grade.  Thereafter, during the entirety of Emily’s 

schooling, Emily was always in the Special Education Program, with an 

Individualized Education Program.  In fact, both Nevada and California diagnosed 

Emily as disabled requiring special educational needs as a minor!  Unfortunately, 

Emily’s disabilities have progressed over the years.  Emily’s current diagnosis is 

Dissociative Identity Disorder, Major Depressive Disorder, Recurrent, Severe 

without Psychosis; Chronic Post Traumatic Stress Disorder.  Emily has attempted 
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suicide a large number of times, including when she was a minor.  Emily has been 

in and out of treatment facilities.  Emily has approximately 60 different personalities 

aka alters, making her life very challenging to say the least. 

The request for child support for Emily under Nevada’s Handicapped 

Child Statute, NRS 125B.110, has been pending since 2017.  While awaiting the 

upcoming hearing for the last 4 years, Dad has failed to pay anything towards 

Emily’s expenses, leaving Mom to shoulder the burden of almost 100% of Emily’s 

expenses.  In addition, Mom has spent a significant amount of money THIS WEEK 

getting Emily’s expert witness and attorney prepared for trial.   

There is NO GOOD CAUSE for a stay or continuance of the trial set to start 

2 (two) days from now as shown by the following points: 

• The deadline for Dad to disclose the identity of his rebuttal expert witness was 

December 26, 2019.  To date, Dad has failed to disclose the identity of any 

rebuttal expert witness! 

• The deadline for Dad to deliver a Rebuttal Expert Report was February 3, 

2020.  To date, Dad has failed to deliver any rebuttal expert report! 

• The above deadlines for Dad’s Rebuttal Expert Witness passed long before 

COVID became an issue.  Dad’s counsel NEVER contacted undersigned 

counsel prior to the deadline for expert disclosures and expert reports to 

request an extension.  In addition, Dad’s counsel did not file a motion 

requesting an extension of these expert deadlines until 2 (two) months AFTER 

the February 3, 2020 expert report deadline.  Due solely to Dad’s failure to 

comply with the Court ordered deadlines, this case is proceeding to trial in 

two days with only one expert witness, namely Dr. Love Farrell, Emily’s 

treating psychiatrist and Plaintiff’s expert witness.  Emily would be greatly 

prejudiced if Dad were allowed to continue the trial under these 

circumstances to obtain a rebuttal expert!   
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• On March 31, 2020 during a phone conference with Judge Ritchie regarding 

the captioned matter, counsel for Dad orally requested an extension of 

discovery, which Judge Ritchie appropriately DENIED.   

• DISCOVERY CLOSED in this case on April 2, 2020.  Discovery had been 

open for several years now, since 2017!  If Dad wanted to retain a rebuttal 

expert; get additional medical records/ other documents; or take depositions, 

Dad certainly had more than enough time to do so.  Dad’s failure to retain an 

expert and conduct additional discovery has NOTHING to do with COVID.  

NOTHING!   

• On April 2, 2020, the date discovery closed, Dad filed a motion to extend 

discovery and requested an extension of the expert deadlines which had 

already passed two months earlier.  See Dad’s Notice of Motion and Motion 

to Extend Discovery Et Al filed on April 2, 2020 at 3:52 p.m.  (“Dad’s 1st 

Motion”).  Emily filed an Opposition on April 17, 2020 at 12:09 p.m. 

(“Emily’s Opposition”) which is attached hereto as Exhibit 1 and incorporated 

herein by reference.  Curiously, Dad did not provide the Nevada Supreme 

Court with Emily’s Opposition in his Appendix, probably because it shows 

the fatal flaws in Dad’s position.  As shown in Emily’s Opposition, there is 

no basis for a continuance of the trial, an extension of the expert deadlines or 

any other relief requested by Dad.  On April 24, 2020, the Discovery 

Commissioner entered a minute order making it clear that the Judge, not the 

Discovery Commissioner, would need to decide how to proceed.  Thereafter, 

Dad did NOTHING to get Dad’s 1st Motion set for hearing before Judge 

Ritchie.  NOTHING!  It was incumbent upon Dad and/or his counsel to bring 

the matter to Judge Richie’s attention in a timely fashion if Dad and/or his 

counsel wanted to proceed with his motion.  Thereafter on the eve of trial, on 

July 31, 2020, Dad filed a second motion requesting an extension of the 
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discovery deadline; requesting an extension of the expert deadlines; and 

requesting a continuance of the trial.  See Dad’s  Notice of Motion and Motion 

to Extend Discovery Et Al filed on July 31, 2020 at 12:47 p.m.  (“Dad’s 2nd 

Motion”).  Judge Ritchie DENIED Dad’s 2nd Motion on August 2, 2020.  See 

Exhibit 2.   

• Dad’s Writ filed with the Nevada Supreme Court on August 4, 2020 (“Dad’s 

Writ”) is based on the fact that the Court never formally ruled on Dad’s 1st 

Motion.  However, it is clear that Dad’s Writ is nothing more than a delay 

tactic!  A review of Dad’s 1st Motion and Dad’s 2nd Motion reveal that they 

are requesting the same relief.  Since Judge Ritchie DENIED Dad’s 2nd 

Motion, Dad’s 1st Motion is now moot. 

• A review of Dad’s Writ and Dad’s Supreme Court Motion reveal that Dad is 

really just making a THIRD attempt at a continuance, which Judge Ritchie 

already DENIED!  All of the points set forth in Emily’s Opposition  to Dad’s 

1st Motion remain pertinent.  Simply put, there is NO BASIS for the relief 

requested by Dad.  As explained in Emily’s Opposition, ALL documents that 

Dr. Love Ferrell reviewed and relied upon in her reports have been produced.  

Furthermore, Dad has NEVER requested additional documents from Emily or 

Mom.  Dad NEVER filed a discovery dispute conference and/or a motion to 

compel additional documents from Emily or Mom.  In fact, to the contrary, it 

was Emily that had to file a Motion to Compel against Dad, which Motion 

was granted!  And last but certainly not least, Dad has had two (2) HIPPA 

Releases signed by Emily, one dated September of 2017 (Bates # 001053) and 

another one dated July of 2019 (Bates # ER 001054).  If Dad wanted 

additional documents other than those in Emily or Mom or Dr. Love Ferrell’s 

possession (all of which were provided to Dad and/or his counsel long ago), 

then Dad should have requested them directly from the medical provider using 
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the HIPPA Releases.   

 

WHEREFORE, for the reasons set for herein, it is clear that Dad’s Supreme 

Court Motion and Writ must be DENIED . 
 
     BRENNAN LAW FIRM, LLC 
 

      By:  /s/ Elizabeth Brennan   
       ELIZABETH BRENNAN 
 
      Attorney for Plaintiff Emily Reed, 

through her Conservator Alecia Draper 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
  I certify that I am an employee of Brennan Law Firm and that on this 4th day 

of August, 2020 service of the foregoing:  
 
OPPOSITION TO EMERGENCY MOTION PURSUANT TO NRAP 27 – 
DATE OF EVIDENTIARY HEARING AT DISTRICT COURT AUG 6, 2020 
 
mandatory electronic service through the Eighth Judicial District Court’s electronic 

filing system and/or by depositing a true and correct copy in the U.S. Mail, first class 

postage prepaid, and addressed to the following at their last known address: 

 
Amanda M. Roberts, Esq. 
Attorney for Jeffery Allen Reed 
 
 
  

      /s/ Elizabeth Brennan    
      An Employee of BRENNAN LAW FIRM 
 
 
 




















