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DISTRICT COURT
FAMILY DIVISION

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

DAVID PATRICK STUCKE,

Plaintiff, CASE NO: D-18-580621-D

DEPT NO: F
VS.

CHRISTIE LEANN STUCKE,

Defendant.

DEFENDANT’S EXHIBIT APPENDIX TO OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFE’S
MOTION TO MODIFY CUSTODY; FOR CHILD SUPPORT; PAYMENT OF
MARITAL BILLS AND EXPENSES; EXCLUSIVE POSSESSION OF THE
MARITAL RESIDENCE; SALE OF THE BIRKLAND PROPERTY;
ATTORNEY’S FEES AND FOR RELATED RELIEK;

AND
COUNTERMOTION FOR FINANCIAL RELIEF, RETURN OF FILE
SERVER, ATTORNEY'S FEES AND OTHER RELATED RELIEF

COMES NOW the Defendant, CHRISTINE LEANN STUCKE, by and
through her legal counsel, BRIAN J. STEINBERG, ESQ. of the STEINBERG
& DAWSON LAW GROUP, and submits the following Exhibits in support of
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her Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion To Modify Custody; For Child Support;
Payment Of Marital Bills And Expenses; Exclusive Possession Of The Marital
Residence; Sale Of The Birkland Property; Attorney’s Fees And For Related
Relief; And Countermotion For Financial Relief, Return Of File Server, Attorney's

Fees And Other Related Relief.

Table of Contents:

Exhibit A:
Exhibit B:
Exhibit C:
Exhibit D:
Exhibit E:
Exhibit F:
Exhibit G:
Exhibit H:
Exhibit I:
Exhibit J:
Exhibit K:
Exhibit L:
Exhibit M:
Exhibit N:
Exhibit O:
Exhibit P:
Exhibit Q:
D00328;
Exhibit R:
D00281;

Domestic Partnership Document, D00282-D00283;
Letter from Therapists, D00284-D00285;

Letters of support and witnesses, D00286-D002838;
Text’s from KJ Harris, D00289;

- Receipt of Bail paid by David, D00290-D00293;

Timeline of TPO activities, D00294-D00299;

Texts about Drinking with Dan, D00300;

Text’s from David to Liz, D00301-D00303;
Electric disconnect notice and other late bills, D00304-D00309;
Video of David yelling at pick up and drop off

2019 TPO Timeline, D00310-D00313;
Letters from Witnesses, D00314-D00320;

Video Confessions of David’s Dad

Police Reports and TPO violations, D00321-D00324;

Video of Safe being opened
Text from David to Meya, D00325-D00326;

Pat Gallagher communicating with Scott’s ex-wife, D00327-

Copies of Cards and W-2G’s of gaming promotions, D00166-
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Exhibit S: Insurance laps documentation, D00329-D00330;

Exhibit T:  Diaper rashes and poor childcare documentation, D00331-
D00336;

Exhibit U: David’s income proof and Bank account summary, D00337-
D00349;

Exhibit V: Picture of home and home improvements, D00350-D00351.

DATED this 1@@2 day of March, 2019.

STEINBERG & :‘_l; LAW GROUP

BRIAN J. SERG TSQ.
Nevada Bar N&. 5787

4270 S. Decatur Blvd., Suite B10

Las Vegas, Nevada 89103

Telephone: (702) 384-9664

Facsimile: (702) 384-9668

Email: brian@steinberglawgroup.com
Attorney for Defendant
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I am an employee of the Steinberg & Dawson Law
Group and that on March 13, 2019, pursuant to N.R.C.P. 5(b)(2)(D), and EDCR
8.05, a true and correct copy of the Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion To Modify
Custody; For Child Support; Payment Of Marital Bills And Expenses; Exclusive
Possession Of The Marital Residence; Sale Of The Birkland Property; Attorney’s
Fees And For Related Relief; And Countermotion For Financial Relief, Return Of
File Server, Attorney's Fees And Other Related Relief was served on Defendant
by:

¥ U.S. Mail, First Class, postage prepaid to the person(s) identified

below;

Via Facsimile at the number(s) identified below:

Via Electronic mail to the person(s) identified below:

X Via Electronic mail utilizing the Odyssey E-file and Serve system

to the person(s) identified below as follows:

Vincent Mayo, Esq.

6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118
vmgroup@theabramslawfirm.com
Attorney for Plaintiff

An Employee of the Steinberg & Dawson Law Group
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On appeal, the appellant contends that (1) a victim impact statement submitted to
the convening authority contained matter that was inappropriate for his consideration and
the staff judge advocate (SJA) erred by not preventing the convening authority from
considering it, (2) the SJA erred by not addressing the allegations of legal error contained
in this victim impact statement, and (3) the evidence is both legally and factually
insufficient to support his findings of guilt” We disagree and affirm the findings and the
sentence as adjudged.

Background

The appellant was convicted of two specifications that arose out of separate
physical confrontations that he had with LP and KC. The appellant was acquitted of
other specifications, including an alleged assault on LC, the child he shared with KC.

LP was the appellant’s wife. During a confrontation with LP, the appellant picked
up dog feces with his hand and shoved it in her face. Before he met and married LP, the
appellant had a relationship with KC. During a confrontation with KC, the appellant
struck her in the face. At the court-martial, the defense theory was that the appellant’s
actions against both women were legally justified as self-defense.

During the clemency phase, both LP and KC provided victim impact statements to
the convening authority. LP, who was still the appellant’s wife at the time, largely
defended her husband and asked the convening authority to grant him clemency. KC, on
the other hand, asked the convening authority to not grant clemency, arguing that the
appellant had received only “a slap on the wrist.” These victim impact statements were
received by the accused and his trial defense counsel, and trial defense counsel submitted
a response to these statements that the convening authority considered.

Additional facts necessary to resolve the assigned errors are included below.
Victim Impact Statements

The appellant’s first and second issues concern KC’s victim impact statement.
Because they are closely related, we will consider these issues together.

Whether post-trial processing was completed properly is a question of law, which
this court reviews de novo.” United States v. Sheffield, 60 M.J. 591, 593 (A.F. Ct. Crim.

2 The appellant raises the third issue pursuant to Unifed States v. Grostefon, 12 M.J. 431 (C.M.A. 1982).

3 The government argues that we should employ a plain error standard of review because the appellant waived the
avgument that KC’s victim impact statement violated Article 60, UCMI, 10 U.S.C § 860, by failing to object to the
statement on those specific grounds, The government acknowledges that the appellant, in his second clemency
submission, objected to KC’s victim impact statement. However, the government argues that because the appellant
did not specifically mention the National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) for Fiscal Year 2014, Pub. L. No.

2 ACM 832237
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Atrticle 60, UCMJ, does not address what may be included in a victim impact
statement; it merely states,

In any case in which findings and sentence have been
adjudged for an offense that involved a victim, the victim
shall be provided an opportunity to submit matters for
consideration by the convening authority or by another person
authorized to act under this section before the convening
authority or such other person takes action under this section.

Atticle 60(d)(1), UCML.

Article 60(d)(5), UCMJ contains a definition that describes who is permitted to
provide a victim impact statement during the post-trial process. A “victim” is defined as
“a person who has suffered a direct physical, emotional, or pecuniary loss as a result of a
commission of an offense under this chapter (the Uniform Code of Military Justice).”
KC qualifies as a victim under Article 60(d)(5), UCMI, and the appellant does not object
to the fact that she submitted a victim impact statement under this relatively new statutory
provision.

R.C.M. 1001(b)(4), on the other hand, is a rule governing what may be presented
in aggravation during the presentencing phase of a trial. During the presentencing
proceedings, trial counsel

-may present evidence as to any aggravating circumstances
directly relating to or resulting from the offenses of which the
accused has been found guilty. Evidence in aggravation
includes, but is not limited to, evidence of financial, social,
psychological, and medical impact on or cost to any person or
entity who was the victim of an offense committed by the
accused and evidence of significant adverse impact on the
mission, discipline, or efficiency of the command directly and
immediately resulting from the accused’s offense.

R.C.M. 1001(b)(4) (emphasis added).

The convening authority would have been fiee to consider KC’s victim impact
statement even before Article 60, UCMIJ, was amended. The addition of subsection
(d)(5) did not open the aperture on what a convening authority could consider in
clemency.” Both the UCMJ and the R.C.M. already gave a convening authority broad

5 See Zachary D, Spilman, Not Helping: How Congressional Tinkering Harms Victims During the Post-Trial Phase
of a Court-Martial, 114 COLUM. L. REV, SIDEBAR 70 (2014).

4 ACM S32237
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discretiog to determine what to consider during the clemency process. See R.C.M.
1107(b).

The appellant objects to some of the content of KC’s victim impact statement.
Specifically, he objects to references to his harming their child, her claim that she was
prevented from testifying to the complete story, and implications that the appellant
harmed others. However, these are just snippets of the statement that KC submitted. To
put them into perspective, they must be viewed in the context of her entire statement.

It is true that KC made limited—almost off-hand—mention of the fact that she had
{rouble trusting others “when it concern[ed] [her] and [her] child’s safety” and implied
that the appellant would have been convicted for his alleged assault on L.C had she been
able to testify without being made to feel like “it was [her] fault, or . . . like [she was] a
liar.” Without identifying anyone in particular, KC also suggested that “others” were
impacted by the appellant’s offenses. However, the substance of her victim impact
statement was overwhelmingly about the impact the appellant’s actions had on her.
Thus, taken as a whole, the content of her victim impact statement was appropriate under
these circumstances. Moreover, the convening authority did not approve the appellant’s
sentence to hard labor without confinement. Regardless of the reasons why, the appellant
received clemency—the thing that KC so passionately argued against.

Action was taken in this case on 6 May 2014. At the time, Article 60(c)(1),
UCMYJ, stated “[t]he authority . . . to modify the findings and sentence of a court-martial
is a matter of command prerogative involving the sole discretion of the convening
authority.”” Before taking action, a convening authority must consider the result of trial,
staff judge advocate recommendation (STAR), matters submitted by the accused under
R.CM. 1105 or, if applicable, matters submitted under R.C.M. 1106(f). R.C.M.
1107(b)(3)(A). Additionally, a convening authority may consider “[s]uch other matters
as the convening authority deems appropriate. However, if the convening authority
considers matters adverse to the accused from outside the record, with knowledge of
which the accused is not chargeable, the accused shall be notified and given an
opportunity to rebut.” R.C.M. 1107(b)(3)(B)(iii) (emphasis added).

“Congress gave the convening authority the important, quasi-judicial power to
review the judgment and sentence of a court-martial.” United States v. Cornwell, 49 M.J.
491, 494 (C.A.AF. 1998). An SJA may not provide a convening authority with

¢ Also, when KC submitted her victim impact statement, both the Department of Defense and the Air Force had pre-
existing regulations that expressly provided for the right of victims to submit statements to a convening authority
prior to action, See Department of Defense Instruction (DODI) 1030.2, Fictim and Witness Assisiance Procedures,
Enclosure 5 (4 June 2004); Air Force Instruction (AFI) 51-201, Administration of Military Justice, 9.9 (6 June
2013).

7 Section 1702(b) of the NDAA for Fiscal Year 2014 eliminated the unlimited prerogative and discretion of
commanders taking action on the findings and sentence of a court-martial. Pursuant to Section 1702(d) of the
NDAA for Fiscal Year 2014, these changes took effect on 24 June 2014 and applied to offenses committed on or
after that date. Thus, these changes have no bearing on the issues before this court in the case at bar,

5 ACM 832237
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information known to be unreliable or misleading. United States v. Mann, 22 M.J. 279,
280 n.2 (CM.A. 1986). Therefore, SJAs and their staff should remain vigilant,
particularly when reviewing materials submitted by victims who may still be emotional
and justifiably nonobjective. Victims may not understand the issues that can be created
when the post-trial process goes awry. Thus, a prudent SJTA may decide it is necessary to
supplement the advice contained in an SJAR, depending on the content of a victim
impact statement, or take other action to prevent an accused from being unfairly
prejudiced during the clemency phase.

However, in the case at bar, the STA did not err in providing KC’s complete victim
impact statement to the convening authority. There is no reason to question the reliability
of the information that KC presented, nor was it misleading. In accordance with R.C.M.
1107(b)(3)(B)(iii), the appellant and his trial defense counsel were served with copies of
KC’s statement, and the trial defense counsel responded with a full-throated rebuttal.

Based on his reading of R.C.M. 1106(d)(4), the appellant argues, in the alternative,
that the STA was required to address KC’s and trial defense counsel’s allegations as legal
error.’ Under R.C.M. 1106(d)(4), an SJA is obligated to

state whether, in the staff judge advocate’s opinion, corrective
action on the findings or sentence should be taken when an
allegation of legal error is raised in matters submitted under
R.C.M. 1105 or when otherwise deemed appropriate by the
staff judge advocate. The response may consist of a
statement of agreement or disagreement with the matter
raised by the accused. An analysis or rationale for the staff
judge advocate’s statement, if any, concerning legal error is
not requited.

R.C.M. 1105 is the rule that governs what may be submitted by an accused
for a convening authority’s consideration prior to taking action on the accused’s findings
or sentence. These submissions are not subject to Military Rules of Evidence and may
include “[a]llegations of errors affecting the legality of the findings or sentence.” R.C.M.
1105(b)(2)(A). In the case at bar, the STA was not obligated to respond to any claim of
legal error that KC may have made as her submission was not made pursuant to R.C.M.
1105.

Moreover, we find that trial defense counsel did not raise legal error within the
meaning of R.C.M 1105(b)(2)(A). The thrust of both of the appellant’s petitions for
clemency was that he acted in self-defense and KC lacked credibility. Leaving it up to
the convening authority to reconsider his self-defense claim and weigh KC’s credibility,

¥ This is the appellant’s second of three issues.

6 ACM 532237
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trial defense counsel made fact-based arguments; at no point did he argue that there was a
legal error. The SJA was not required to respond to legal error where none was asserted.”

Prior to taking action, pursuant R.C.M. 1107(b)(3)(B)(iii), the convening authority
was free to consider whatever matter he deemed appropriate. In accordance with this
governing R.C.M., the appellant was given notice of the material the convening authority
had for consideration and an opportunity to rebut, which appellant’s trial defense counsel
did. We find that KC’s victim impact statement is almost entirely about the impact of the
appellant’s crime on her and that, under the circumstances of this case, it was appropriate
for the convening authority to consider this statement in its entirety. Thus, the SJA did
not etr by presenting KC’s victim impact statement, in its entirety, to the convening
authority. Furthermore, we find that neither KC’s nor the trial defense counsel’s post
trial submissions alleged legal error requiring a response by the SJA.

Factual and Legal KS'uj_‘)’.icierzcylr g

On appeal, the appellant argues that his convictions are legally and factually
insufficient because the evidence shows that he acted in self-defense and that there was
“possible collusion” between LP and KC. We review issues of factual and legal
sufficiency de novo. Article 66(c), UCMI, 10 U.S.C. § 866(c); United States v.
Washington, 57 M.J. 394, 399 (C.A.A.F. 2002).

“The test for legal sufficiency of the evidence is ‘whether, considering the
evidence in the light most favorable to the prosecution, a reasonable factfinder could have
found all the essential elements beyond a reasonable doubt.””  United States v.
Humpherys, 57 M.J. 83, 94 (C.A.A.F. 2002) (quoting United States v. Turner, 25 M.J.
324 (C.ML.A. 1987)). “[IIn resolving questions of legal sufficiency, we are bound to draw
every reasonable inference from the evidence of record in favor of the prosecution.”
United States v. Barner, 56 M.J. 131, 134 (C.A.A.F. 2001).

The test for factual sufficiency is “whether, after weighing the evidence in the
record of trial and making allowances for not having personally observed the witnesses,
[we are] convinced of the accused’s guilt beyond a reasonable doubt.,” Turner, 25 M.J. at
325. In conducting this unique appellate role, we take “a fresh, impartial look at the
evidence,” applying “neither a presumption of innocence nor a presumption of guilt” to
“make [out] own independent determination as to whether the evidence constitutes proof
of each required element beyond a reasonable doubt.” Washington, 57 M.J. at 399,

When police officers arrived at appellant’s home on the day that he assaulted his
wife with dog feces, they found broken furniture and LP crying with injuries to her lower
lip and chest. When they questioned the appellant, he admitted that he put dog feces in

? The staff judge advocate (SJA) did comply with his requirement to state whether corrective action was required, by
stating that none was required. See R.C.M. 1106(d)(4).
1% Appellant raises this issue pursuant to United States v. Grostefon, 12 M.J. 431 (C.M.A. 1982).
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Electronically Filed
4/15/2019 11:32 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERK OF THE COU
SUPP Cﬁ.‘wf

Vincent Mayo, Esq.

Nevada State Bar Number: 8564

The Abrams & Mayo Law Firm

6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100

Las Vegas, Nevada 89118

Tel: (702) 222-4021

Fax: (702) 248-9750

Email: VMGroup@theabramslawfirm.com
Attorney for Plaintiff

Eighth Judicial District Court

Family Division
Clark County, Nevada

DAVID PATRICK STUCKE, ) Case No.: D-18-580621-D
)
Plaintiff, ) Department: F
)
VS. ) Date of Hearing: April 17, 2019

) Time of Hearing: 11:00 a.m.
CHRISTIE LEEANN STUCKE, )

)
Defendant. )

SECOND SUPPLEMENT TO MOTION TO MODIFY CUSTODY;
FOR CHILD SUPPORT; PAYMENT OF MARITAL BILLS AND
EXPENSES; EXCLUSIVE POSSESSION OF THE MARITAL
RESIDENCE; SALE OF THE BIRKLAND PROPERTY;
ATTORNEY’S FEES AND FOR RELATED RELIEF

NOW INTO COURT comes Plaintiff, DAVID PATRICK STUCKE,
by and through his attorney of record, VINCENT MAYO, ESQ., of THE
ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM, and hereby submits his Second
Supplement to Motion to Modify Custody; for Child Support; Payment

of Marital Bills and Expenses; Exclusive Possession of the Marital

Residence; Sale of the Birkland Property; Attorney’s Fees and Related
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Relief. This Supplement is made and based upon the attached Points and
Authorities, the Exhibits in support, all papers and pleadings on file
herein, and any oral argument adduced at the hearing of this matter.
Dated: Monday, April 15, 2019.

Respectfully Submitted:

THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM

/s/ Vincent Mayo, Esq.

Vincent Mayo, Esq.

Nevada State Bar: 8564

6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100

Las Vegas, Nevada 89118
Attorney for Plaintiff

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

. PROCEDURAL NOTE
At the March 27, 2019 hearing, the Court ordered that a copy of
Christie’s bank statements be provided prior to the next hearing set for
April 10, 2019. David provided the Court on April 4t the bank
statements he had obtained from Wells Fargo through the last date of
production, which was mid-January 2019. However, as David did not
have the full January through March 2019 bank statements, it was on
Christie to provide these. David’s counsel even stated this at the March
27t hearing. David provided a Supplement on April 8, 2019, responding

to Christie’s unsupported accounting (without the corroborating bank
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statements) in anticipation of the April 10t hearing. Christie then
provided the needed bank statements but only did so the evening before
the return hearing on April 10t. As a result, there was not sufficient time
to analyze same so the Court continued the hearing on the matter until
April 17th, Now having had an opportunity to review same, David
provides his Second Supplement.
Il. SUPPLEMENT
A. Christie’s January through March 2019 Business
Bank Statements Confirms Christie is Not Being
Truthful Regarding Her Financial Situation
David provided his initial analysis of Christie’s “accounting” in hig
April 8, 2019 Supplement prior to her finally providing the needed
business bank records. Now that Christie has, and except for a few
double entries David corrected, his analysis is essentially the same as the
one in his April 8t Supplement. The following points are of note related
to the business income and expenses for the three-month period
covering January 2019 through March 2019:!

(1) Christie’s gross income for the three businesses is $58,103.51

1 The accounting is attached as a summary of the alleged three business accounts, to
wit: PCCG, ActionRad and Atomic Radiology, LLC. See Exhibit 12. David’s
summary, which is supported by the P&Ls David has prepared for each business: (A)
lists all income from clients for each venture; (B) lists all legitimate business
expenses; (C) lists all personal expenses/transfers; and (D) lists the net income.

Page 3 of 11 STUCKE-0384
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(technically, the gross income is $64,803 but $6,700 of that attributed
to ActionRad consists of a transfer from PCCG);
(2) After business expenses, the net income from the businesses

totals $42,402.52. This comes out to $14,134 per month, or $169,610 per

year;

(3) Christie had the following personal withdraws from the

business accounts:

Personal

Expenses

ATM Casino 4846.4
ATM Bar 3924.25
ATM Bank 2350
Cash Dispensary 570.75
Cash Withdrawal

Bank Service

Charges 446.5
Household

Expenses 937.38
Personal

Restaurant 1336.26
Personal

Expenses 604.52

Transfer to
Christie Checking 16,220.00
Transfer to E

Hentschl 809
Transfer to J
Hentschl 350
Subtotal
Personal 32,395.06

4022.6
1704.25

1100

141.50

466.29

221.81

1,880.00

9,536.45

Page 4 of 11

1,528.48 10,397.48
300.00 5,928.50
8,800.00 12,250.00
819.49 1,407.49

- 1,403.67

- 1,336.26
468.16 1,294.49

- 18,100.00

- 809.00

- 350.00
11,916.13 53,276.89
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From this chart, the Court can see that in addition to Christie
transferring $19,259 to her personal account and her adult children,
Christie spent $16,325.98 at the casinos and at bars with gambling,
another $12,250 in ATM withdraws (essentially going for the same
purpose) and another $5,441.91 in general personal expenses. From thig
information, it is clear Christie has been lying when she stated in her
FDF that she only earns $4,100 per month.

B. David Requires a Mirror Image of Christie’s

Computer

Christie ran PCCG, ActionRad and Atomic Radiology through her
own computer. David needs access to same to image the hard drive so
that he can confirm the extent and amounts of the businesses’ income.
The Court should note Christie has not filed a return on the businesses
for years, meaning there is limited information as to the businesses, with
the best source of same being on Christie’s computer.

C. Spousal and Child Support

With this information, it is clear Christie is not in need of spousal
support and in fact, David has a case for temporary spousal support.
Further, Christie owes David child support. David’s paystub, attached ag

Exhibit 2 shows David earns gross of $8,333 per month.2 The above

2 See David'’s paystub, attached as Exhibit 13.
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analysis evidences Christie has net gross income from the businesses of
$14,134 per month. Hence, under Wright v. Osburn, Christie owes
David child support of $1,451 per month. This would be different if
David is awarded temporary primary custody, in which case Christie
would owe David $2,130 per month.

However, and as demonstrated below, Christie has three adults
living in the residence, which Christie must be imputed rental income
from. There is no reason David or the community should support third
parties. Therefore, the court should impute rental income to Christie at
no less than $800 per month each, totaling $2,400 per month.3
Imputing this to Christie increases her monthly income to $16,534 per
month and child support under Wright v. Osburn to David of $2,050
per month. If David is awarded primary physical custody, Christie would
owe David child support of $2,276 per month.

D. Christie Blatantly Lied to the Court at the March 27th

Hearing

Unfortunately, Christie’s lies to this Court are not limited to her
income. The Court will recall David stated that Christie has at least three
adults living with her, one being Scott Pheasant (the man who was

convicted of beating two women and accused of hurting a child and who

3 Which consists of costs related to the marital residence, including mortgage cost,
share of utilities, sewage, HOA, HOI, etc.
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Is poly); a woman called Brittany and man named Miguel (who are
heavily into a openly poly lifestyle (multiple lovers) and big into the
S&M, with Brittany taking photos of same for people out of the parties’
garage).

Christie stated in Court that neither Scott nor Miguel lives at the
marital residence, despite David providing a social media post from a
friend of the parties, Eleanor, stating Miguel has been living with
Christie for some time and Scott and Christie having a relationship
based on social media.

Well, David has audio from a poly event Christie attended with
Scott, Brittany and Miquel on March 14t — prior to the last hearing. In
the audio, Christie is speaking with Scott and states to Scott in front off
the group:

“We [Christie and Scott] had Miguel and Brittany move
in and we are now all four in the house.”4

Brittany then states in one of the audio clips that she thinks of
Christie and Scott, who are together, as “mom and dad.”>
Christie also denied to the Court that any sexual parties or multi-

lover events occur at the marital residence. However, Christie stated the

4 See the audio file in which Christie speaks of Scott Pheasant, Miguel and Brittany
living with her in the marital residence, attached as Exhibit 14.

5 See the audio file in which Brittany refers to Christie and Scott Pheasant as mom
and dad, attached as Exhibit 15.

Page 7 of 11 STUCKE-0388




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

following:
“My group is the poly group for people who love poly, but also like
Bondage, S&M, Kink, lifestyle, as well as crossing over to all
different lifestyles, and allow everything, from when we have
“Littles” nights when we do cartoons, sleepovers, furry nights, pet
play nights,..We are almost done now with a social space called
the “Dragon’s Liar” [i.e. the parties’ garage]. That’'s the name of the
new venue.”¢
Christie then goes on to state she was having an event where
people were coming over to spend the night, where people could get
together and hot tub naked and swim in the pool.” Christie adds that she
offers “her place” to anyone who wants to host their own events there.§
Christie also admits to having multiple partners.®
Christie is essentially turning the parties’ home into a sex named
dungeon for sexual bondage and S&M courses, including for apparent
“sleep overs” and sexual activities for all kinks and sexual proclivities,
which includes orgy style activities. David is sick with the idea of people
having sex or bondage sessions in his house, much less the children’s
living areas or bedrooms. This is completely unacceptable and the Court

must stop this immediately or seriously jeopardize the children’s

wellness.

6 See the audio file in which Christie speaks of her “new venue,” attached as Exhibit
16.

" See Exhibit 16.

8 See Exhibit 16.

9 See the audio file in which Christie speaks of multiple partners, attached as
Exhibit 17.
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On the issue of Scott Pheasant, David stated in his prior Motion
that he was very concerned regarding having a felon, convicted of battery
of multiple women, around or living with his small children. Then thig
past Saturday, Christie posted on Facebook that she had the worst
birthday ever,© which was preceded by Scott Pheasant’s post that men
“with the biggest hearts have the worst tempers...”!! David is concerned
Scott Pheasant is now abusing Christie.

In regard to Christie claiming David is harassing her and that she
Is terrified of him, Christie tried calling David at 12:11 a.m. on April 13,
2019.12 Christie then did so again just this morning (April 15t) at 2:10
a.m., 2:50 a.m., 2:51 a.m. and 2:58 a.m.13 David finally answered and
Christie just hung on the line, mumbling for just over five minutes.
David tried to find out what it was going on and Christie stated she just
wanted to talk. David asked her what she wanted. Christie eventually
stated she accidently called David. David stated that was not true as his
phone showed Christie called David four times. Christie then ended the
call and hung up.

From such behavior, it is clear Christie is not in fear of David.

Instead, she actively tries to engage David and pursues conversationg

10 See the Facebook post by Christie, attached as Exhibit 18.

11 See the Facebook post by Scott Pheasant, attached as Exhibit 19.

12 See David’s phone missed call screen from April 13, 2019, attached as Exhibit 20.
13 See David’s phone missed call screen from April 13, 2019, attached as Exhibit 21.
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with him. Extended Orders for Protection are for actual cases where
someone faces real threats of harm from a person. David is not that
person, as is apparent from the fact Christie continuously seeks him out
and engages him in conversations regarding their divorce, finances, etc.,
not just the children.

Finally, there is the woman, Kim Renee, who Christie states helped
her prepare her accounting. Attached as Exhibit 22 are Facebook posts
by Kim in which she attacks David, obviously biased towards Christie in
every way.

I1l. CONCLUSION
Based upon the foregoing, the Court should grant David’s Motion
In its entirety and oppose the relief requested by Defendant.
Dated Monday, April 15, 2019.
Respectfully Submitted,
THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM
/s/ Vincent Mayo, Esq.
Vincent Mayo, Esq.
Nevada State Bar Number: 8564
6252 South Rainbow Blvd., Suite 100

Las Vegas, Nevada 89118
Attorney for Plaintiff
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that the foregoing SECOND SUPPLEMENT TO
MOTION TO MODIFY CUSTODY; FOR CHILD SUPPORT; PAYMENT]
OF MARITAL BILLS AND EXPENSES; EXCLUSIVE POSSESSION OH
THE MARITAL RESIDENCE; SALE OF THE BIRKLAND PROPERTY;
ATTORNEY'S FEES AND FOR RELATED RELIEF was filed
electronically with the Eighth Judicial District Court in the above-
entitled matter on Monday, April 15, 2019. Electronic service of the
foregoing document shall be made in accordance with the Master Service
List, pursuant to NEFCR 9, as follows:

Brian J. Steinberg, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant

/s/ Stephanie Stolz
An Employee of The Abrams & Mayo Law Firm
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