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Russel J. Geist (9030)
HUTCHISON & STEFFEN, PLLC
10080 West Alta Drive, Suite 200
Las Vegas, NV 89145
(702) 385-2500
(702) 385-2086 Fax
rgeist@hutchlegal.com   

Attorneys for Michael T. Nedder,
Independent Trustee

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

In the matter of the trust agreement, 

23 PARTNERS TRUST I, 

                             An Irrevocable Trust.

       Case No.: P-20-104279-T
       Dept. No.: 26
      
      

NOTICE OF SUBMISSION OF IN CAMERA DOCUMENTS

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on January 19, 2021, Michael T. Nedder submitted the

following documents in camera to Judge Gloria Sturman:

1. Trust Agreement for 23 Partners Trust I

Dated January 19, 2021.

HUTCHISON & STEFFEN, PLLC

/s/ Russel J. Geist                           
Russel J. Geist (9030)
10080 West Alta Drive, Suite 200
Las Vegas, Nevada 89145

Attorneys for Michael T. Nedder,
Independent Trustee

Case Number: P-20-104279-T

Electronically Filed
1/19/2021 12:29 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of HUTCHISON & STEFFEN,

PLLC and that on this 19th day of January, 2021, I caused the above and foregoing documents

entitled NOTICE OF SUBMISSION OF IN CAMERA DOCUMENTS to be served as follows: 

9 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; and/or

: sent electronically via the Court’s electronic service system; the date and time of
this electronic service is in place of the date and in place of deposit in the mail.

to the attorney(s) listed below at the address and/or facsimile number indicated below:

Via Electronic Service
Alexander G. LeVeque, Esq.
Roberto M. Campos, Esq.
SOLOMON DWIGGINS & FREER, LTD.
9060 West Cheyenne Avenue
Las Vegas, NV 89129

Attorneys for Joanne S. Briggs
as Parent and Guardian of
Julia Ann DeLuca and Alexander Ian
DeLuca, Beneficiaries of 23 Partners Trust I

/s/ Amber Anderson-Reynolds                     
An employee of Hutchison & Steffen, PLLC

- 2 -

APP 000240



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

SUPP
Russel J. Geist (9030)
HUTCHISON & STEFFEN, PLLC
10080 West Alta Drive, Suite 200
Las Vegas, NV 89145
(702) 385-2500
(702) 385-2086 Fax
rgeist@hutchlegal.com   

Attorneys for Michael T. Nedder,
Independent Trustee, and Doug DeLuca,
Family Trustee

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

In the matter of the trust agreement, 

23 PARTNERS TRUST I, 

                             An Irrevocable Trust.

       Case No.: P-20-104279-T
       Dept. No.: 26
      
       Date of Hearing: January 28, 2021
       Time of Hearing: 10:30 a.m.

SUPPLEMENT TO OBJECTION TO PETITION TO (1) ASSUME JURISDICTION
OVER TRUST, (2) CONFIRM DOUGLAS SCOTT DeLUCA AS TRUSTEE, (3)

COMPEL AN ACCOUNTING, AND (4) OBTAIN A COPY OF TRUST

Independent Trustee Michael T. Nedder (“Independent Trustee”) and Family Trustee

Doug DeLuca, (“Family Trustee”), Trustees of the 23 Partners Trust I, dated February 1, 2017,

hereby files this Supplement to Objection to Joanne S. Briggs’ (“Petitioner”) Petition to (1)

Assume Jurisdiction Over Trust, (2) Confirm Douglas Scott DeLuca as Trustee, (3) Compel an

Accounting, and (4) Obtain a Copy of Trust (“Petition”) filed on behalf of beneficiaries Julia

Ann DeLuca and Alexander Ian DeLuca. Premier Trust, Inc. currently serves as the Co-

Independent Trustee with duties limited to Nevada-specific responsibilities. In support, the

Trustees allege as follows:

POINTS & AUTHORITIES

1. Background.

Nevada law is clear that “[a] trustee’s exercise of discretion is not subject to court

control except to prevent an abuse of that discretion.”  Humane Soc. of Carson City and Ormsby

County v. First Nat. Bank of Nevada, 92 Nev. 474, 477, 553 P.2d 963, 965 (1976).  NRS

Case Number: P-20-104279-T

Electronically Filed
1/19/2021 4:14 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

APP 000241
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163.419(2) provides, “A trustee given discretion in a trust instrument that is described as sole,

absolute, uncontrolled, unrestricted or unfettered discretion, or with similar words, has no duty

to act reasonably in the exercise of that discretion.” 

Jon A. DeLuca, the trustor of the 23 Partners Trust I (“Trust”), dated February 1, 2017,

created the Trust as an irrevocable trust for the benefit of his children, Julia Ann DeLuca and

Alexander Ian DeLuca (“Beneficiaries”) and subsequent generations to be administered under

the terms of the Trust as a multi-generational dynasty trust.  A copy of the Trust has been

provided to the Court in camera to review.  The Independent Trustee is the currently serving

Independent Trustee under the Trust and Douglas Scott DeLuca, the Trustor’s brother, is the

currently serving Family Trustee of the Trust.  By the terms of the Trust, the Trustor did not

intend that any one beneficiary or beneficiaries, nor the Petitioner, as mother of his minor

children have the ability to deplete the Trust.  He accomplished this by setting up a dynasty

trust, and vesting complete discretionary authority in the independent trustees to distribute or

not to the eligible beneficiaries, including the Beneficiaries.

The Trust provides, “[u]pon the death of the Grantor, without the necessity of physical

segregation, the trust estate shall be divided into as many equal shares as there are children of

the Grantor then living, ….”  Jon A. DeLuca died on July 14, 2018, leaving two (2) children

living and no deceased children.  Each child is referred to as the “primary beneficiary” of his or

her trust share to be administered according to the Trust terms.

Section 3.2.1 of the Trust provides completely discretionary distributions to the

Beneficiaries for the “benefit, care, comfort, enjoyment, or for any other purposes” in the “sole,

absolute and unreviewable discretion.” 

The Trust further provides an exculpatory clause for the Trustees in Section 7.12.3 that

“determinations of fact made in the course of carrying out the terms of this instrument, if

reasonably made on the basis of the then available information, insofar as could reasonably be

ascertained by the Trustees and/or Trust Protectors, shall be binding upon all concerned and

shall fully protect the Trustees and/or Trust Protectors even though it may be subsequently

- 2 -

APP 000242



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

shown that such a determination of fact was actually erroneous.”  Similarly, pursuant to Section

7.12.4, the Trustees “may construe [the Trust] and any action taken relying upon such

construction shall be binding on all concerned and shall fully protect the Trustees and/or Trust

Protectors even though it may be subsequently determined that such construction is erroneous.”

As with many of Petitioner’s arguments, Petitioner’s claims that the Beneficiaries have

the right to remove the Independent Trustee and replace him with a bank or corporate trustee is

only partially correct under the Terms of the Trust. In fact, Doug DeLuca, the Beneficiaries’

uncle and presently serving Family Trustee, retains the “absolute right and power at any time or

times” to remove any Trustee (Section 7.1.3(c)), and appoint any replacement (Section 7.2(A)),

even if the Beneficiaries exercised their right under Section 7.2(D) to remove any individual

Independent Trustee. Thus while the Beneficiaries may remove the Independent Trustee in

spite, Doug DeLuca maintains the cooling hand to preserve the assets of the Trust. 

The Trust also provides a confidentiality clause at Section 5.1 E., specifically requiring

that the Trustee not provide notice of the existence of the Trust to any beneficiary. While the

Beneficiaries are now aware of the existence of the Trust, the Trustor’s intent was clear that the

Trust and its assets were to be administered by his Trustees, not at the direction of the

Beneficiaries or his ex-wife, the Petitioner.

Since November 2019, pursuant to a probate court order, the Trust has paid  $7,200 per

month to Petitioner as apportioned housing expenses attributable to the Beneficiaries.  See

Affidavit of Michael Nedder attached as Exhibit 1.  The Trust has also provided Petitioner and

each of the Beneficiaries their own credit card to make charges directly from the Trust for a

combined total of approximately $20,000 per month in living expenses, and pays automobile

expenses of $1,260.53 per month. Id.

Petitioner also makes requests for reimbursement by the Trust for other monthly

expenses she alleges are for the benefit of the Beneficiaries.  Id. Petitioner typically makes the

requests for reimbursement via email and does not provide credit card statements, bank

statements, receipts, invoices or evidence of the expense or service being provided nor of

- 3 -
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payment being made. Id.

From December 2019 through July 2020, in addition to the monthly $7,200 apportioned

housing expense, and the expenses on the three credit cards issued to Petitioner and the

Beneficiaries to pay for the kids’ expenses, and automobile expenses of $1,260.53 per month,

the Trustees issued checks from assets and accounts held by the Trust in the following amounts 

totaling $38,019.99 to Joanne Briggs to reimburse her for additional expenses :

a. $17,111.24 on December 26, 2019

b. $8092.71 on February 13, 2020

c. $6860.91 on March 31, 2020

d. $5955.13 on July 10, 2020

Id.

On December 13, 2019 in response to a request from Petitioner for $17,111.24, at the

Independent Trustee’s direction a paralegal in his office emailed Petitioner about expenses and

use of credit cards for the expenses and benefit of the Beneficiaries.  A copy of the email

between Martie McBride and Jo Briggs is attached as Exhibit 2.  In this communication it was

expressly stated that the Independent Trustee requested advance notice be provided of expenses

over $2,000 that were not being put on the credit cards.  The Independent Trustee also made it

clear that the Trustees “reserved the right to deny any reimbursement that is not previously

approved.” See Exhibit 2.

On January 13, 2020, less than a month after Petitioner was paid $17,111.24 from the

Trust to reimburse her for expenses she requested that the Trustees pay another $8,092.71 of

Trust assets to her again to reimburse her for expenses, in addition to housing, automobile

expenses and combined credit card expenses of $15,496.18 for December 2019.  See Exhibit 1.

On January 20, 2020, at the Independent Trustee’s direction a paralegal in his office

responded to the January 13, 2020 email from Petitioner asking for copies of receipts of the

underlying bills she was asking to be reimbursed for and requesting that purchases and other

expenses for the Beneficiaries be done through the credit cards issued to her and both kids from

- 4 -
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and paid by the Trust for budgeting purposes. See Exhibit 2.

16. On July 30, 2020 and September 14, 2020, Petitioner sent an email listing various

purported expenses that she alleged to have paid during the period June 1, 2020 through August

30, 2020 and requested reimbursement in the amount of $18,208.18 from the Trust.  Petitioner

provided no receipts, invoices, credit card statements, bank statements nor any other form of

supporting documentation to substantiate these expenses.  For the period May 1, 2020 through

August 30, 2020 charges to the credit cards issued to Petitioner and the Beneficiaries were as

follows:

a. May 2020 - $6,851.33

b. June 2020 - $11,351

c. July 2020 - $11,994.73

d. August 2020 - $14,281

See Exhibit 1.

Given the extensive charges on the three credit cards which represented an increase from

previous monthly average charges and an additional $18,208.18 requested in reimbursement

without any advance notice and without first seeking pre-approval of expenses totaling more

than $2,000, the financial advisers for the Trust did not anticipate the increase in required cash

flow and additional funds needed to be transferred into the checking account from which

expenses are drawn to cover these larger than anticipated expenses, and Trust assets had to be

liquidated to cover the additional funds.  Id. This increase in expenditures along with charges

deemed suspicious, fraudulent or of an “adult” nature by the credit card issuer on a number of

occasions resulted the cards exceeding the credit limit and in holds being placed on the credit

cards. Id.   

On September 24, 2020 a check in the amount of $18,208 made out to Petitioner was

processed to be sent out by administrative staff in the Independent Trustee’s office in error.  No

receipts, invoices, bank statements, credit card statements or any kind of supporting

documentation for these expenses had been provided; therefore, the Independent Trustee had

- 5 -
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not approved the payment of such reimbursement.

Section 5.2 A. of the Trust provides that a corporate trustee, if serving, shall make the

books of account and records of the Trust available for inspection by vested income and

principal beneficiaries of the Trust.  A “corporate trustee” is defined by the Trust as a “bank or

a trust company.” The section concludes that the corporate trustee, if any, shall provide a

summary of financial transactions to satisfy a request by a vested income and principal

beneficiary.

On or about August 18, 2020, the Trustee, through his assistant Marisa Salvin,

corresponded with Petitioner about a request from Julia Ann DeLuca for a copy of the trust and

for an accounting, stating:

As I have explained to her previously, the terms of the trust are explicitly private. 
With that said, the firm who created the trust has a one-page summary that can be
shared with the children to hopefully give them some clarity. In addition, my office
has been working on some summary of the trust’s finances to review with Julia
and Alex. I would like to have a meeting (either in person or electronically) to
hopefully answer some of their questions and also review projections for trust
expenditures into the future. If you find this agreeable, this would help to
address many of the concerns Julia has expressed via email to me.

(emphasis added.)  A copy of the email exchange between Petitioner and the Trustee is attached

as Exhibit 3.  After Petitioner relayed Julia’s question about why the beneficiaries cannot

receive “an accounting of or information about the trust,…”, the Trustee replied:

As I have explained to her in the past, the trust is clear in what information can be
shared with the beneficiaries and what cannot. The beneficiaries are not entitled to
any information about the underlying document or the assets contained therein. 
This was their father’s direction and I am obliged to uphold that.

Instead of accepting the offer to provide the summary of the Trust and Trust finances, which

would have satisfied the demand by a beneficiary under Section 5.2.A. of the Trust,

Petitioner filed the Petition forcing the Trustee to expend Trust resources to respond.

Therefore, contrary to Petitioner’s claim that the Trustees have been engaging in “self-

serving concealment,” it is the Petitioner, the one person the Trustor did not want to have

control over his multi-generational dynasty trust for his posterity, who has been declining

meetings to discuss the Trust and its finances, ignoring the Trustees good faith efforts to

- 6 -
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provide the information about the Trust and the Trust finances, and attempting to usurp the

Trustees’ discretion by spending without the Trustees’ approval and demanding reimbursement

without corroboration of the expenses claimed.

Although Petitioner claims she had to file the Petition to “compel the trustees provide

her merely a copy of the trust and an accounting,” (emphasis in original Supplement to

Petition), she could have avoided the Petition had she responded to the Independent Trustee’s

August 18, 2020 email offering to meet with Petitioner and the Beneficiaries and provide “a

one-page summary that can be shared with the children to hopefully give them some clarity …

[and a] summary of the trust’s finances to review with Julia and Alex.”  See Exhibit 3.

The Petitioner need could have been satisfied had she simply responded to the Trustees

and met with them.  Her motives for not doing so must be questioned. 

2. Legal Standard.

Petitioner correctly states that a party may petition the Court to compel the trustee to

account under NRS 153.031(1)(h).  However, such petition is “[s]ubject to the requirements of

chapter 165 of NRS, ….”  

NRS 165.1207(1) establishes that the requirements upon the trustee to account are first

established by the Trust, and the statutory requirements only apply “[t]o the extent that the trust

instrument does not provide otherwise, ….”

Additionally, NRS 165.1207(1)(b)(5) clearly provides, “A trustee is not required to

provide an account to a beneficiary of an irrevocable trust while that beneficiary’s only interest

in the trust estate is a discretionary interest, as described in NRS 163.4185.”  

A distribution interest is defined under NRS 163.4185(1)(c) as a “discretionary interest

if the trustee has discretion to determine whether a distribution should be made, when a

distribution should be made and the amount of the distribution.” NRS 163.4185(1)(b) defines a

distribution interest as a “support interest” if it is subject to an “ascertainable standard” which is

“a standard relating to a person’s health, education, support or maintenance within the meaning

- 7 -
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of section 2041(b)(1)(A) or 2514(c)(1) of the Internal Revenue Code, 26 U.S.C. §

2041(b)(1)(A) or 2514(c)(1), and any regulations of the United States Treasury promulgated

thereunder.”  NRS 163.4185(4)

A beneficiary has “a vested interest in [that] portion of the trust which was within the

reach of creditors.”  Restatement (Second) of Trusts § 155 (1959).  NRS 163.419(1) provides,

“A beneficiary who has a discretionary interest in a trust does not have an enforceable

right to a distribution from the trust, and a court may review a trustee’s exercise of discretion

concerning a discretionary interest only if the trustee acts dishonestly, with bad faith or willful

misconduct.” (emphasis added).  Nevada law also states that a “trustee given discretion in a

trust instrument that is described as sole, absolute, uncontrolled, unrestricted or unfettered

discretion, or with similar words, has no duty to act reasonably in the exercise of that

discretion.” NRS 163.419(2).  

Under Nevada law, a trustee is required to provide a copy of the trust instrument upon

demand to a beneficiary “who is entitled to receive an account pursuant to the terms of NRS

165.1201 to 165.148, inclusive, … except as expressly provided otherwise in the trust

instrument.”  NRS 165.147(1).  Notwithstanding any contrary provision in the trust instrument,

the Court can only compel a trustee to provide a copy of the Trust to “a beneficiary who is

entitled to receive an account pursuant to the terms of NRS 165.1201 to 165.148, inclusive.” 

Therefore, a beneficiary not entitled to an accounting under NRS 165.1201 to

165.148, inclusive, cannot compel the trustee to deliver a copy of the trust, particularly when

the trust expressly provides otherwise. Additionally, the Court cannot direct the trustee to

provide a copy of the trust to a beneficiary not entitled to an accounting under NRS

165.1201 to 165.148, inclusive.

Notwithstanding Petitioner’s provably false claim that, “To date, Nedder has neither

made the Trust’s books of account and records available for inspection nor provided any

accounting to Petitioner,” the Trustees, as recently as August 18, 2020, have offered to meet

with Petitioner and the Beneficiaries and provide a summary of the Trust terms and finances.

- 8 -
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This would have satisfied any claimed requirement under the terms of the Trust or Nevada law.

Only Petitioner bears blame for not accepting the Trustees’ offer.

3. Objection to Petition to Obtain an Accounting, and Obtain a Copy of

Trust.

a.  Objection to Petition to Obtain an Accounting

The Petition to obtain an accounting is based on NRS 153.031(1)(h), which is subject to

the provisions of NRS 165. However, under NRS 165.1207(1)(b)(5), the Trustee is not required

to provide an accounting to discretionary beneficiaries, nor does the Trust require an accounting

to beneficiaries who are not vested income or principal beneficiaries, but only requires a

corporate trustee to provide a summary of all financial transactions for the Trust. The Trustee is

an individual and is not a corporate trustee under the Trust’s definition.

The Beneficiaries’ interest in the Trust is a “discretionary interest” under NRS

163.4185(1)(c), because the only way they can receive distributions is if the Trustee “in its sole,

absolute and unreviewable discretion” makes a distribution or applies for the benefit or use of

the Beneficiaries, trust income or principal, or both.  The Beneficiaries’ interest is not a support

interest because it does not follow an “ascertainable standard” as defined by NRS 163.4185(4)

by referring to distributions for the Beneficiaries’ health, education, support or maintenance. 

Instead, the Trust provides for discretionary distributions under a broad discretionary standard

for the Beneficiaries’ “benefit, care, comfort, enjoyment, or for any other purposes.”  The

Beneficiaries do not have an enforceable right to a distribution from the trust. NRS

163.419(1).  

Petitioner claims that, notwithstanding the “sole, absolute and unreviewable discretion”

of the Trustees in making distributions, the precatory “guidance” language of Section 3.5 binds

the Trustees into providing distributions for the Beneficiaries’ “health, education, maintenance,

and support.”  Far from being legal requirements, the precatory words in Section 3.5 provide

exactly what the title says, “guidance” to the Trustees, not a requirement.
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The purposes of the Trust, outlined in Section 1.2 of the Trust indicate that the primary

purpose is “to benefit the beneficiaries while attempting to protect the trust property from the

claims of creditors (including, but without limitation, possible claims from spouses, ex-spouses,

governmental agencies, etc.);” Such purpose would be defeated without the Trustor providing

the Trustees the sole and absolute discretion in the last paragraph of Section 1.2 (after providing

similar “guidance” to the language Petitioner points to in Section 3.5):

The foregoing is to guide the Trustees only and, notwithstanding such guidance, the
discretion of the Trustees is absolute and shall be exercised by the Trustees in
accordance with the Trustees’ best judgment, guided by what appear to be the best
interests, as interpreted by such Trustees alone, of the primary beneficiary of such
trust and such beneficiary’s family as a whole, as seems appropriate in carrying out
the Grantor’s original intent hereunder.

Where a beneficiary's only interest in the trust estate is discretionary, a trustee is not

required to provide respondent an accounting of the trust pursuant to NRS 165.1207(1)(b)(5). 

Here, the Beneficiaries’ interest is discretionary, despite the precatory “guidance.” 

Even if the Beneficiaries’ interest were classified as a “support” interest due to the

precatory guidance language, the interest, “qualified by discretionary language, … must be

classified and separated as a discretionary interest.” NRS 163.4185.  Further, the Trustees have

the authority in Section 9.4 exercisable in their “sole but reasonably exercised discretion” to

withhold any distributions for a compelling reason.  Sections 7.12.1 and 7.12.2 of the Trust

further explicitly designates that where the Trustees are granted discretion under the Trust to

act, such discretion shall be “sole and absolute.” 

Therefore, the Beneficiaries do not have a right to compel an accounting under the terms

of the Trust or under Nevada law.  Notwithstanding the Trustee’s offer to provide a summary of

Trust transactions, the Trustee is under no obligation to provide an accounting of the Trust, and

certainly not in the form enumerated in NRS 165.135.

The Trustee asks this Court to declare that the Beneficiaries’ interests in the Trust are in

the “sole, absolute and unreviewable discretion” of the Trustee, that the Trustee has no duty to

act reasonably in the exercise of that discretion pursuant to NRS 163.419(2), and that the
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Trustee has no obligation to provide an accounting to the Beneficiaries pursuant to NRS

165.1207(1)(b)(5) or pursuant to the Trust, and that the Court denies the Petition to compel an

accounting accordingly.

Notwithstanding the Court’s determination of the discretionary interest of the

Beneficiaries, the Trustees have offered to Petitioner to meet with her and the Beneficiaries (and

the guardian ad litem appointed by the Connecticut probate court handling the estate of the

Trustor) to review a summary of the Trust and the Trust Finances.  It is not the Trustee’s fault

that the Petitioner has not taken the Trustees up on their offer, nor should the Trustees bear

Petitioner’s attorneys fees and costs, which could have been avoided if she had accepted

the Trustees’ numerous offers to meet and review the Trust terms and finances. If this

Court is inclined to issue and order on the Petitioner, this Court should order the Petitioner to

accept the Trustees’ offer to meet with her and the Beneficiaries and review a summary of the

Trust and the Trust Finances, and to bear her own fees and costs.

b.  Objection to Petition to Obtain a Copy of the Trust.

The Petition to obtain a copy of the Trust is based on NRS 165.147(2), and the mistaken

belief that the Beneficiaries are entitled to an accounting.  The Beneficiaries’ interest in the

Trust is in the “sole, absolute and unreviewable discretion” of the Trustee.  Therefore, as

discretionary beneficiaries they are not entitled to an accounting pursuant to NRS 165.1207(5).

Consequently they are not entitled to a copy of the Trust. The Trustee has provided the Court an

in camera copy of the Trust to verify that the representations in this Objection regarding the

Trust terms are correct.

The Petitioner further mistakenly cites Section 5.1(C) as support of her claim that the

Trustees are required to provide a copy of the Trust upon request.  However, the cited

subsection under Section 5.1 “Notices and Other Instruments” does not require the Trustees

to provide a copy of the Trust upon demand, despite Petitioner’s clever and selective

emphasis of certain terms of the section.   

In fact, the section provides that the Trustees are required to provide, “Copies of all
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trust related instruments of amendment, revocation, exercise of power, designation,

release, disclaimer, etc., as well as of a Trustee’s resignation, removal, appointment and/or

acceptance,….” (emphasis added).  Clearly missing is a requirement to provide the Trust

Instrument itself, only “trust related instruments of amendment, revocation, exercise of power,

designation, release, disclaimer, etc.,” in other words, administrative documents related to the

trust after the execution of the Trust.

The Trustee asks this Court to declare that the Beneficiaries’ interests in the Trust are in

the “sole, absolute and unreviewable discretion” of the Trustee, that the Trustee has no duty to

act reasonably in the exercise of that discretion pursuant to NRS 163.419(2), and that the

Trustee has no obligation to provide an accounting to the Beneficiaries pursuant to NRS

165.1207(1)(b)(5) or pursuant to the Trust.  Therefore, the Trustee has no obligation to provide

a copy of the Trust to the Beneficiaries pursuant to NRS 165.147(2), and that the Court denies

the Petition to compel an copy of the Trust accordingly.

4. Conclusion.

For the foregoing reasons, the Trustees request that this Court deny Joanne S. Briggs’

Petition to (1) Assume Jurisdiction Over Trust, (2) Confirm Douglas Scott DeLuca as Trustee,

(3) Compel an Accounting, and (4) Obtain a Copy of Trust in full, since there is no relief which

may be granted to her by this Court, as established herein.

However, if the Court is inclined to assume jurisdiction of the Trust and confirm the

Trustee in order to consider Petitioner’s other petitions for relief, the Trustees request that this

Court order that the proceeding initiated by Petitioner “does not result in continuing supervisory

proceedings” (NRS 164.015(7)), and the Trustees petition the Court for an order that as soon as

the petitions to compel an accounting and obtain a copy of the Trust are denied, the Trust will

be removed from the continuing jurisdiction of the Court pursuant to NRS 164.010(6).

/ / /

/ / /

/ / / 
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Wherefore, the Trustees pray that the Court enter its Order as set forth herein.

Dated January 19, 2021

HUTCHISON & STEFFEN, PLLC

/s/ Russel J. Geist                           
Russel J. Geist (9030)
Peccole Professional Park
10080 West Alta Drive, Suite 200
Las Vegas, Nevada 89145

Attorneys for Michael T. Nedder,
Independent Trustee, and Doug DeLuca,
Family Trustee
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of HUTCHISON & STEFFEN,

PLLC and that on this 19th day of January, 2021, I caused the above and foregoing documents

entitled SUPPLEMENT TO OBJECTION TO PETITION TO (1) ASSUME

JURISDICTION OVER TRUST, (2) CONFIRM DOUGLAS SCOTT DeLUCA AS

TRUSTEE, (3) COMPEL AN ACCOUNTING, AND (4) OBTAIN A COPY OF TRUST to

be served as follows: 

9 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;
and/or

: sent electronically via the Court’s electronic service system; the date and time of
this electronic service is in place of the date and in place of deposit in the mail;
and/or

9 to be hand-delivered.

to the attorney(s) listed below at the address and/or facsimile number indicated below:

Via Electronic Service
Alexander G. LeVeque, Esq.
Roberto M. Campos, Esq.
SOLOMON DWIGGINS & FREER, LTD.
9060 West Cheyenne Avenue
Las Vegas, NV 89129

Attorneys for Joanne S. Briggs
as Parent and Guardian of
Julia Ann DeLuca and Alexander Ian
DeLuca, Beneficiaries of 23 Partners Trust I

/s/ Amber Anderson-Reynolds                     
An employee of Hutchison & Steffen, PLLC
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