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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

Appellant Luke Hatch (“Hatch”) hereby submits this following Motion to
Extend Time (First) for the (1) Filing of Rough Draft Transcript Request, which was
due on November 22, 2021, and (2) the filing of the Fast Track Statement Opening
Brief, which is presently due December 20, 2021.

No previous extension of time as to either Filing has been granted. Appellant
respectfully requests that each deadline be extended thirty (30) days so that the
Rough Draft Transcript Request shall be due on December 22, 2021, and the
Opening Fast Track Statement Brief shall be due on January 20, 2022.

Appellant also respectfully asks this Court to impose a Stay of Appellate
proceedings. Respondent Kayce Hatch recently filed, in District Court in this matter,
a Motion which would require the District Court to re-open and re-adjudicate the
financial awards made in the case below. See Exhibit A — Kayce Hatch Motion filed
on December 13, 2021. One of the issues Appellant Hatch intends to raise in his Fast
Track Statement is the financial awards imposed below based upon an incorrect
calculation of Mr. Hatch’s income. Kayce Hatch now raises, in the District Court,

essentially the same issue in the opposite direction, seeking an increased financial



award based upon an allegation that Mr. Hatch perjured himself in regards to his
income in the divorce trial.

As there is now a pending District Court motion which may re-open the same
issue(s) now being raised on appeal, Judicial Resources would best be served by
permitting the District Court to rule upon that motion (including whether it has
jurisdiction to hear that motion), until this Appeal is further litigated. In sum,
Appellant Luke Hatch requests that:

(1) The Rough Draft Transcript deadline be extended thirty (30)
days to December 22, 2021,

(2) The Fast Track Statement Opening Brief deadline be extended
thirty (30) days to January 20, 2022.

(3) This Court Stay all further proceedings, pending resolution of the
newly-filed District Court motion which pertains to matters presently on appeal.

Pursuant to Nevada Rule of Appellate Procedure 3E(f) governs the Requested
Extensions of time. It provides that:

“(f) Extensions of Time.

(1) Transcripts or Rough Draft Transcripts. A court reporter or recorder
may request, by telephone, a 7-day extension of time for the preparation of a
transcript or rough draft transcript if such preparation requires more time than is

allowed under this Rule. The clerk of the Supreme Court or designated deputy may,
for good cause, grant such requests by telephone or by written order.



(2) Fast Track Statements or Responses. Either party may request, by
telephone, a 7-day extension of time for filing a fast track statement or response. The
clerk of the Supreme Court or designated deputy may, for good cause, grant such
requests by telephone or by written order.

(3) Subsequent Request for Extensions. Any subsequent request for an
extension of time must be made by written motion to the court. The motion must
justify the requested extension in light of the time limits provided in this Rule, and
shall specify the exact length of the extension requested. Extensions of time for the
filing of fast track statements and responses shall be granted only upon
demonstration of extreme need or merit. Sanctions may be imposed if a subsequent
motion for an extension of time is brought without reasonable grounds.”

The present extension and stay is necessitated, at least in terms of the Fast
Track Statement, because there is a pending Motion to re-adjudicate the same
matters which will be raised in this appeal by the District Court. See Exhibit A. It
would be a waste of judicial resources to attempt to simultaneously litigate this
Appeal while the District Court is (potentially) revisiting the Order which is
presently being appealed, as the result in the District Court could (if Kayce Hatch’s
motion is granted) obviate the underlying basis for this appeal. As such, the First
Request to Extend time for the Fast Track Statement, and the request to Stay
Appellate Proceedings, is warranted for this reason.

As it relates to the Request for Rough Draft Transcript, undersigned counsel
apologizes to this Court. The Transcript should have been requested on November

22, 2021, however this deadline was inadvertently not calendared upon this case

being removed from the Settlement program, and thus was overlooked. Nevertheless,
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extreme need exists in this case as counsel for Appellant foresees that one transcript,
that being the May 5, 2021 transcript of the divorce trial below, is necessary for
appeal.

The parties will not be prejudiced, and if this Court agrees that a Stay is
appropriate given Kayce Hatch’s newly-field District Court motion, then any delay
caused by this failure to timely request the transcripts would in essence be immaterial,
as the Stay would nevertheless be justified.

Furthermore, although this is a Child Custody case, Appellant’s issues on
appeal do not aim to adjust custodial time of the minor children. As such, this appeal
does not threaten to disrupt the lives of the children, nor subject them to any hardship
if the appeal is extended or stayed. The issues on appeal will be limited to
adjudicating the appropriate calculation of child support and spousal support, and
those issues identified in the Case Docketing Statement, but not the child custody
schedule or apportionment. For that reason, while counsel for Appellant is aware of
the fact that the Rules disfavor extensions in child custody appeals, the fact that this
Appeal does not target child custody apportionment or scheduling indicates that such

concerns are mitigated in this case.



Finally, undersigned counsel has submitted the Request for Rough Draft
Transcripts on today’s date of December 20, 2021, and anticipates since only one
day of hearing is requested, the Transcript shall be produced promptly.

For these reasons, Appellant respectfully requests the relief requested in this
motion, such that:

(1) The Rough Draft Transcript deadline be extended thirty (30)
days to December 22, 2021.

(2) The Fast Track Statement Opening Brief deadline be extended
thirty (30) days to January 20, 2022.

(3)  This Court Stay all further proceedings, pending resolution of the
newly-filed District Court motion which pertains to matters presently on appeal.

DATED: 20 day of December, 2021,

/s/ Bret O. Whipple, Esq.
BRET O. WHIPPLE, ESQ.
JUSTICE LAW CENTER
1100 South 10™ Street

Las Vegas, NV 89104
Phone: (702) 731-0000
FAX: (702) 974-4008




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I served a copy of the:

FIRST MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR REQUEST OF ROUGH DRAKT
TRANSCRIPTS, EXTEND TIME FOR FAST TRACK STATEMENT
BRIEF, AND TO STAY PROCEEDINGS

by virtue of e-filing with the Supreme Court:

ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT
BRYON L. MILLS, ESQ.

Bar No. 6745

MILLS & ANDERSON

703 S. 8™ Street

Las Vegas, NV 89101

Attorney for Plaintiff

On this 20" day of December, 2021.

/s/ Bret O. Whipple
Bar No. 6168
JUSTICE LAW CENTER
1100 South Tenth Street
Las Vegas, NV 89104
Fax: 702-974-4008




DECLARATION OF BRET O. WHIPPLE, ESQ. IN SUPPORT OF
REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF TIME AND MOTION TO STAY
PROCEEDINGS

1. [ am an attorney licensed to practice law in the State of Nevada and I represent
Appellant LUKE HATCH in this case and in the case below before the Seventh
Judicial District Court — Lincoln County.

2. That on December 13, 2021, Respondent Kayce Hatch served my office with
a Motion filed in the District Court which seeks to re-open matters in the divorce
proceeding, including those financial matters which would otherwise be litigated
during the present appeal.

3. That Ms. Hatch’s motion seeks to argue that Appellant perjured himself as it
relates to his income, and that the financial awards ordered by the District Court
must be modified.

4. That this Direct Appeal, as stated in the Case Docketing Statement, sought to
litigate primarily financial matters: the division of a marital corporation, child
suppott amounts, and spousal support amounts.

5. That as such, the pending District Court Motion, if granted, would

substantively undermine the subject matter of this appeal.



6. That Appellant thus perceives the interests of judicial economy, and the
interests of the parties, to best be served by Staying/Extending this proceeding so
that the District Court can rule upon the newly-filed motion.

7. That as to the extension of the Fast Track Brief, no previous extension has
been requested or granted, and that I require additional time to prepare that document
for several reasons, including that: (1) the newly-filed District Court motion impacts
the issues to be argued on appeal; and (2) the May 5, 2021 Transcript is necessary
for this appeal, and although I have obtained the JAVS recording, and have been
working off of that Recording, and for these reasons a First Extension of time of
only thirty (30) days is warranted.

8. That I am sensitive of the requirement that child custody appeals be decided
promptly, and that for that reason extensions are disfavored, but that as noted above,
none of the issues Appellant intends to raise in the Fast Track Brief would impact
the child custody order, apportionment, or order, but would be limited to financial
rulings between the two adult litigants.

0. That as to the request to extend time to request the transcript, I apologize to
this Court, as due to a clerical error this deadline was not calendared and was thus

overlooked following the removal of this matter from the Settlement Program.



10. That nevertheless extreme need exists in this case as counsel for Appellant
foresees that one transcript, that being the May 5, 2021, transcript of the divorce trial
below, is necessary for appeal.
11. That I do not believe the parties will be prejudiced, and if this Court agrees
that a Stay is appropriate given Kayce Hatch’s newly-field District Court motion,
then any delay caused by this failure to timely request the transcripts would in
essence be immaterial, as the Stay would nevertheless be justified by the newly filed
motion.
12.  That I have on today December 20, 2021, submitted the Request for Rough
Draft Transcript Request, and anticipate that since only one day of hearing is
requested, the Transcript shall be produced promptly.

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

DATED: 20" day of December, 2021.

/s/ Bret O. Whipple, Esqg.

BRET O. WHIPPLE, ESQ.

JUSTICE LAW CENTER

1100 South 10™ Street

Las Vegas, NV 89104

Phone: (702) 731-0000
FAX: (702) 974-4008
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MOT-

BYRON L. MILLS, ESQ.
Bar No. 6745

DANIEL W. ANDERSON, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 9955
MILLS & ANDERSON
703 S. 8" Street

Las Vegas NV 89101
Attorney for Plaintiff
(702) 386-0030
attorneys@millsnv.com

IN THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

LINCOLN COUNTY, NEVADA
KAYCE HATCH, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
VS. ) CV NO.: CV0200720
) DEPT. NO.:
LUKE HATCH, )
)
Defendant, )
)

PLAINTIFEF’S MOTION PURSUANT TO HUNEYCUTT'V.
HUNEYCUTT, TO SET ASIDE THE DECREE AND/OR FOR A NEW
TRIAL UNDER NRCP 59A OR 60B ON THE ISSUES OF ALIMONY AND
CHILD SUPPORT, OR ALTERNATIVELY FOR A MODIFICATION OF
ALIMONY AND CHLID SUPPORT.

COMES NOW the Plaintiff, KAYCE HATCH, by and through her attorney,
BYRON L. MILLS, ESQ., of MILLS & ANDERSON, and pursuant to the Nevada
Revised Statutes cited hereinbelow, herby respectfully moves this Honorable Court
for the following:

1) For an Order of the Court pursuant to Huneycutt v. Huneycutt, 575 P.2d 585
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(1978), certifying to the Supreme Court its intention to grant the following

requests:

a) Setting aside the portions of the decree of divorce related to child support,
alimony and attorney’s fees based on Defendant’s false testimony regarding
his income at the time of trial.

b) Resetting child support and alimony based on Defendant’s actual income at
the time of'trial, and awarding attorney’s fees based on the increased disparity
in income at the time of trial.

2) Alternatively to #1, an Order of the Court pursuant to Huneycutt v. Huneycutt,
575 P.2d 585 (1978), certifying to the Supreme Court its intention to increase
child support and alimony based on a change in Defendant’s income of more
than 20% above what he represented at the time of trial.

3) For attorney’s fees and costs.

4) For such other and further relief as this Court deems just and proper in the
premises.

This Motion is made and based upon the papers and pleadings on file herein,

Points énd Authorities cited below, the Affidavit of Plaintiff, KAYCE HATCH

attached hereto and othex supporting docu ntation set forth hereinbelow.

Dates this [ © day of B{// , 2021,
I\ﬂ_%s & Ai/EBSON

E% XON L. MILLS, ESQ.
Ba1 No. 6745

DANIEL W. ANDERSON, ESQ.
Nevada Bal No. 9955

703 S. 8" Street

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Attorney for Plaintiff
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POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
STATEMENT OF FACTS

The Plaintiff, KAYCE HATCH (“Kayce”) and the Defendant, LUKE
HATCH (“Luke”) were divorced by Decree of Divorce dated July 9, 2021, The
trial was held on May 5, 2021 and the court rendered it’s decision on May 26, 2021
and a Decree of Divorce followed a trial held on May 26, 2021. At the time of trial
Luke testified that he was employed with and received income from two sources.
K.W. Legacy and Stone Mountain. When asked if he was currently working for
anyone else, he responded that he was looking for additional employment, but was
not currently working for anyone other than K.W. Legacy and Stone Mountain.!
While Luke conceded as the time of trial that his income reported on his FDF of
$12,000 per month was inaccurate,” he specifically testified that he had no other
sources of income beyond K.W. Legacy and Stone Mountain.

Subsequent to the trial, Kayce discovered that Luke was working for not one,
not two, but three additional companies. In addition to his work with K.W. Legacy
and Stone Mountain, Luke also provides online therapy through a company known
as C.A. Personal Development Management Inc.® Luke is also listed as an
instructor with the American College of Addictionology and Compulsive
Disorders.* Finally, Luke is listed as the “Clinical Director” for “The Change is

Real Behavioral Health Services®. While it is currently unknown what is his income

I See May 26 Video Transeript at 10:19 through 10:22. Luke also testified that he was looking
for employment at a similar pay rate as Stone Mountain, where he was making $6,000 per
month.

21d at 10:38-10:41.

3 See Exhibit 1.

* See Exhibit 2.

5 See Exhibit 3.
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is from these sources, it is clear that Luke lied about his employment status with
employers other than K.W. Legacy and Stone Mountain, and that he failed to
disclose these additional income sources. Just to be sure that Luke did not begin
his employment with these providers immediately after the trial, Kayce called and
verified that Luke was working with the “The Change is Real” as early as
March2021, prior to the parties’ trial on May 26, 2021. Upon information and
belief, Luke was also listed as a counselor offering services on the other two sites
prior to the parties’ trial date.

Luke failed to disclose these income sources on his Financial Disclosure
Form. Even worse, Luke lied under oath at trial while being directly questioned
about employment with any entity other than K.W. Legacy and Stone Mountain.
As explained below, Luke’s fraud on the Court is grounds for the Court to set aside
the portion of the decree related to Luke’s alimony and child support obligations
to Kayce and recalculate both as of the time of trial, Alternatively, Luke’s
additional employment income is grounds to modify both alimony and child
support pursuant to NRS 125.150(8) and NRS 125B.145, Finally, Kayce should be
awarded attorney’s fees and costs under NRCP 16.2(h) due to Luke’s deliberate
misrepresentation of his income on his Financial Disclosure Form.

11.
ARGUMENT

A. This Court Should Certify Its Intention to the Supreme Court to Grant

Kayce’s Motion so the Case can Be Remanded to Modify Child Support
and Alimony.

While a timely filed notice of appeal ordinarily divests the district court of
jurisdiction to modify any portion of the order on appeal, the Supreme Court has
provided a mechanism for this Court to consider and grant Kayce’s requests. This
is set out in the case of Huneycutt v. Huneycutt, 94 Nev. 79, 575 P.2d 585 (Nev.

1978). In Huneycutt, the appellant filed a motion for remand in the Supreme Coutt.
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While the Supreme Court denied the direct motion for remand, it also provided the
procedure to seek remand for modification through the district court:

"motions [for modification] should be filed and heard in the district
court. If that court is inclined to grant relief, then it should so certify to
this court and, at that juncture, a request for remand would be
appropriate."®

Kayce submits that the Court should certify its intention to grant her 60B motion
or alternatively, to modify Luke’s child support and alimony obligations pursvant
to Huneycutt for the reasons more fully set forth below,

B. The Court Should Grant Kayce 60B Relief Due to Luke’s Fraud on the
Court and False Testimony at the Time of Trial.

Rule 60. Relief From a Judgment or Order

(a) Corrections Based on Clerical Mistakes; Oversights and
Omissions. The court may correct a clerical mistake or a mistake
arising from oversight or omission whenever one is found in a
judgment, order, or other part of the record. The court may do so on
motion or on its own, with or without notice. But after an appeal has
been docketed in the appellate court and while it is pending, such a
mistake may be corrected only with the appellate court’s leave.

(b) Grounds for Relief From a Final Judgment, Order, or
Proceeding. On motion and just terms, the court may relieve a party
or its legal representative from a final judgment, order, or proceeding
for the following reasons:

(1) mistake, inadvertence, surprise, or excusable neglect;

(2) newly discovered evidence that, with reasonable diligence,
could not have been discovered in time to move for a new trial under
Rule 59(b);

(3) fraud (whether previously called intrinsic or exirinsic),
misrepresentation, or misconduct by an opposing party;

(4) the judgment is void;

(5) the judgment has been satisfied, released, or discharged; it
is based on an earlier judgment that has been reversed or vacated; or
applying it prospectively is no longer equitable; or

5 1d at 94 Nev 81
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(6) any other reason that justifies relief,
(c) Timing and Effect of the Motion.
(1) Timing. A motion under Rule 60(b) must be made within
a reasonable time — and for reasons (1), (2), and (3) no more than 6
months after the date of the proceeding or the date of service of written
notice of entry of the judgment or order, whichever date is later. The
time for filing the motion cannot be extended under Rule 6(b).

Kayce’s motion is timely filed as it is within six months of entry of the Decree of
Divorce, which did not occur in this case until July 9, 2021. Kayce submits that
Luke's false representations on his FDF and his false testimony at trial constitute
fraud and misrepresentation within the meaning of NRCP 60B(3) and justice
requires granting Kayce relief from this Court’s final orders on alimony and child
support. Luke’s false representations about his employers and income directly
affected this Court’s calculation of Luke’s obligations both on alimony, child
support and attorney’s fees. As such in order to accord Kayce with the relief she
should have received at the time of trial, the Court should set aside portions of the
decree related to Luke’s child suppott, alimony and attorney’s fees obligations, re-
open discovery to allow Kayce to subpoena his pay records from the
employers/companies listed above, along with is bank records, and allow
additional briefing on the issues of alimony, child support and fees based on the
results of Kayce’s discovery efforts.

C. Alternatively, the Court Should Review Luke’s Child Support and

Alimiony Obligations based on his New Additional Income.

NRS 125B.145(4) states the following:

4. An order for the support of a child may be reviewed at any time
on the basis of changed circumstances. For the purposes of this
subsection, a change of 20 percent or more in the gross monthly income
of a person who is subject to an order for the support of a child shall be
deemed to constitute changed circumstances requiring a review for
modification of the order for the support of a child.

6-
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NRS 125.150(8) states the following:

8. Ifa decree of divorce, or an agreement between the parties which
was ratified, adopted or approved in a decree of divorce, provides for
specified periodic payments of alimony, the decree or agreement is not
subject to modification by the court as to accrued payments. Payments
pursuant to a decree entered on or after July 1, 1975, which have not
accrued at the time a motion for modification is filed may be modified
upon a showing of changed circumstances, whether or not the court has
expressly retained jurisdiction for the modification.

This Court has jurisdiction to modify Luke’s child support and alimony obligations
pursuant to the foregoing statutes. Under both statutes, a change of 20% or more
in Luke’s gross income constitutes a change of circumstances warranting this
Court’s review. On the off chance that Luke was not already employed or working
with the three companies identified above at the time of trial, any new income he
is receiving from these companies since the date of trial would be grounds for a
change in both orders if it increased his overall income by 20% or more.” The Court
should therefore re-open discovery to allow Kayce to subpoena his pay records
from the employers/companies listed above and allow additional briefing on the
issues of alimony and child support and alimony based on the results of Kayce’s
discovery efforts.

D. This Court Should Award Kayce Attorney's Fees Pursuant to NRS
125.150 and NRCP 16.2(h).

The Court should award Kayce attorney’s fees and costs associated with this
motion and associated with trial. Much of the fees incurred were necessitated solely

on Luke’s mistepresentations on his Financial Disclosure Form and his petjury at

7 Luke testified at trial that he was looking for additional employment at the same pay rate as
Stone Mountain, approximately $6,000 per month. If any one of these undisclosed income

sources is paying Luke at that rate, his new income would be well over the 20% threshold

necessary for a support review,
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the time of trial when he testified that he had no other income aside from K.W.
Legacy and Stone Mountain. Kayce has since discovered his testimony was false,
and that he was working with at least one of the three companies cited above as
early as March2021, which was two months before the parties’ trial date. The Court
should therefore award attorney’s fees as sanctions pursuant to NRCP 16.2(h) for
Luke’s false testimony and misrepresentations on his financial disclosure form, in
addition to the fees associated with this motion and further proceedings. In support
of Kayce’s request for attorney’s fees, the following is an analysis of the Brunzell
factors for the Court’s consideration:

(1) the advocate’s qualities, including ability, training, education,
experience, professional standing, and skill;

All the attorneys at Mills & Anderson regularly practice in family law and
regularly participate in CLE to stay current with the most recent changes in the
law, Mills & Anderson collectively has over 50 years of family law practice
experience and all three attorneys at the firm will likely be utilized at various stages
in the case. No disciplinary action of any kind has been taken against any of the
firm’s lawyers during that time.

(2)  the character of the work to be done; and (3) the work actually

performed by the lawyer,

Kayce’s attorneys have prepared all {he substantive pleadings in this matter,
researched and cited all appropriate law, with correct analysis and application of the
law to the facts, They have met with Kayce in consultation and will be present at
all hearings in this matter. The firm’s actions have been in accordance to the highest
ethical practices and consistent with the Nevada Rules of Professional Conduct.

(4)  the result, whether the attorney was successful and what benefits were

derived,

Kayge anticipates a successful result at hearing as her requests are consistent
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with and supported by Nevada law. Kayce therefore requests an award of fees in an
amount to be determined following the Court’s decision on the merits of her request.
111.
CONCLUSION
Based upon the above and foregoing, Plaintiff respectfully requests that this
Court enter the following Orders:

1. TFor an Order of the Court pursuant to Huneycutt v. Huneycutt, 575 P.2d 585
(1978), certifying to the Supreme Court its intention to grant the following
requests:

a) Setting aside the portions of the decree of divorce related to child support,
alimony and attorney’s fees based on Defendant’s false testimony regarding
his income at the time of trial.

b) Resetting child support and alimony based on Defendant’s actual income at
the time of trial, and awarding attorney’s fees based on the increased disparity
in income at the time of trial.

2. Alternatively to #1, an Order of the Court pursuant to Huneycutt v, Huneycutt,
575 P.2d 585 (1978), certifying to the Supreme Court its intention to increase child
support and alimony based on a change in Defendant’s income of more than 20%
above what he represented at the time of trial.

3. For attorney’s fees and costs.

/i
"
i
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4. For such other and further relief as this Court deems just and proper in the

premises. ’

DATED this }'@ day of 0224/‘ , 2021,

MILLS & ANDERSON _

s

BYRON L. MILLS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 6745

DANIEL W. ANDERSON, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 9955

703 S. 8" Street

Las Vegas NV 89101

Attorney for Plaintiff
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AFFIDAVIT OF KAYCE HATCH IN SUPPORT OF MOTION

STATE OF NEVADA )
) ss:
COUNTY OF LINCOLN)

KAYCE HATCH, being first duly sworn according to law, deposes and
says:

1. 1 have provided all of the information, dates and incidents for use in this
Motion and state under oath that the information contained therein and which
I have read, corrected and approved, is true and cotrect to the best of my
knowledge.

2. Based on my knowledge, belief and information and as though repeated
herein by my affidavit, I incorporate the facts and incidents of the motion as
though fully reprinted in this affidavit,

WHEREFORE, 1 respectfully request that this Court grant the relief
requested.
FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT,

SUg?ﬁRIBED and SWORN to before me this
~ day of December, 2021.

T. MORTENSEN
7 SIREIRS
T 4" NEVADA

: Appl. No. 16-2242-11
” My Appl. Expires December 19,2029

w LIC in and for Said
Zounty of oln, State of Nevada

:
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BYRON L. MILLS, ESQ.
Bar No. 6745

MILLS & ANDERSON
703 South Eighth Street
Las Vegas NV 89101
Attorney for Plaintiff
(702) 386-0030

attorneys(@millsnv.com

IN THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
LINCOLN COUNTY, NEVADA

KAYCE HATCH, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
VS. ) CV NO.: CV 0200720
) DEPT. NO.:
LUKE HATCH, )
)
Defendant. )
)

EXHIBIT APPENDIX TO PLAINTIFEF’S MOTION PURSUANT TO
HUNEYCUTT V. HUNEYCUTT, TO SET ASIDE THE DECREE AND/OR
FOR A NEW TRIAL, ET. AL.

Pléintiff, KAYCE HATCH, by and through her attorney, BYRON L.
MILLS, ESQ. of MILLS & ANDERSON hereby submits and files her Exhibit

Appendix to the Motion.

EXHIBIT BATE NO. |[DESCRIPTION

1 1-2 Luke’s profile from C.A. Personal Development. ..

2 3-4 Luke’s profile from American College of
Addictionology...

/11
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EXHIBIT

BATE NO.

DESCRIPTION

3

5

Luke’s profile from Change is Real, Behavioral
Health Services

Submitted by:

MILLS & ANDERSON

Y/

Q//G/D—f

RONL. MILLS, ESQ.

evada Bar 6745
703 S, 8™ STREET
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101

DATED

1)







info@capersonaldevelopment.com Qﬁ.z) Log In

C.A. Personal Dcvclopment Management Inc. )
\Why CARPDML  More Sehwecdulis and By

¥ s IR
S22 nvest In YOU!

Get to Know Luke!

LUKE HATCH, LCSW

Available to Book:
TUESDAYS: 8am - 10am AND 1pm - 3pm

Mr, Hatch is a Licensed Clinical Social Worker, a Certifiect Addictionologist. and an expert in working with

adults, adolescents and their families.

Mr. Hatch received his Bachelor of Science degree in Psychology/Communications at Southern Utah University
and a Master's degree in Social Work from the University of Utah, He has worked in mental health since the year

2000,

pr, Hatch spent 5 years working with juvenile sex offenders and adjudlicated adolescents, He has worked
extensively with subslance abuse and spent time working with people on probation at a facility in Salt Lake City.
He spent 7 years working with adolescents and families at a Residential Treatment Center in Southern Utah, He

also provided community in-service training on preventing sexual abuse for the Head Start prograrm for many

PLT"1



Through the years, Luke has worked with titerally thousandis of youth and families in multiple roles in treatment
programs including as line staff, staff supervisor, therapist and has led in administration as a Program Direclor
and Execulive Direclor. These experiences have given him incredible insight into what it takes to operate a

successful program and to prociuce change In aclotescents.

Other experience includes working in Youth Corrections, addiction treatment, assisted tiving for individuals with
intellectual clisabilitias, sexual offender treatnmient, anger management, family therapy, spousal and marriage
counseling and counseling for depression and anxiety. He was raised in Nevada In a ranching family. In 2012 he

cofouncled a residential program on a working cattle ranch.

B

SPECIALTIES:

Individuals * Groups * Familles * Couples
Adolascents and Adolescent Treatment.
Credentialed in Substance Use Disorders and Process Addictions,
CBT
0BT
Equine Therapy
Animal Assisted Therapy
Experiential Therapy
Strategic Family Therapy
Structural Family Therapy
Available To Book:
TUESDAYS: 8am - 10am AND 1pm - 3pm

ool Atk {ulee

C.A. Personal Development Management [nc.

info@capersonatdevetopment.com

f

©2020 by CA. Personal Development Management, inc,
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PULSIVE BISDI

e

FORALL HEALTHCARE PROFESSIONALS AND CAREER ORIENTED INDIVIDUALS
.0, ML, DU, PhE, MSWY, LMEC, RaV, LA CNC, PharuD, ete)

9t

Online Courses

Classroom Courses @ 1-800-490-7714 acacd®@belisouth,net

180 HR C.Ad. PROGRAM ICA APPROVED
« Classroom or online options DIPLOMATE PROGRAM

+ Acquire skills & tools through
didactic & clinical application

APPROVED
————————AM?[‘))g CTCB;PLOMATE PROGR PROVIDER/VENDOR FOR
+ Classroom or In combination FEDERAL EMPLOYEES
with 3 week Clinical Residency SPECIAL STEP ADVANCEMENT
« Transeripts avallable for advanced
standing & may be applied
;.)Orxo‘}ardS 8.A, Masters, & Ph.D. SPONSORED BY:
grams Life University
St. Martin's College
3 NEW OPTIONAL CLINICAL Amerlcan College of Counselors
RESIDENCY PROGRAMS American Association of Acupuncture
(Available in Florida & Nevada) & Orlentsl Medlcine
+ Adolescents Inpatient The Israel Certification Board

« Adult Inpatient

The Japan Cerlification Board
« MAT Outpatient

India Certification Board
Dominica Certification Board
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OUR TEACHING FACULTY

Wea have brought together somo of the Bading experts in the field of addiction, dingnosii, beatimant,
management, rescarch, funding. and roc (wmy Al havve years of exporience 0 el fizlds of eapoitice and are
members of the post graduate facully of the Amencan College of Addiction ,ulqu & Compulsive Disorders,

Luke Halch, LCSW, C. Ad,

Erecutive Director/Founder KW Legacy Rancl, o new atate of the anl adolescent ¢y wm( residantial treatiment
program that wcorporates the Stages of Change Modol and uses o working catlie ranch as ity therapeolic nodel
Formear EBaocutive Director of Tumn-Aboeut Ranch, Utoh. Appeared on D Phil show in ?O\O & set up the rofensl
networt . Gpent b yaars working with juvenile sex offenders & adjurlo(‘lem adolescents; 7 yvears vaorking with
addolescents & families oL a residental veatment center in Wahy & provided communily in-service training
preventing sexual ahuse for the Hoad Stat program. Spacialist in youm cottechons, addislion reatmaent assisted
living for individuals with intellectual disabilities, sexuol offendss lreatment, anger managemaent, {amily therapy,
marriags counseling & counseling for depression and anxety.

Carrplne Pacoraro, Psy.D,, CAP, CA, DACACD

Daclorate of Psychology with specialty in Meuropsychalogy and Clinical Payehology: Master of Sclence in
Counzeliny Psychology, Mastae of Science Degree in Psychology: over 26 vears in the fizld of counseling;
Cerified Addiction Professional; nternationally Cerlified Drug and Alcobol Counsalon, President of the Amercan
College of Addictionulogy & Compulsiva Disorders; Associate Professor and Conrdinator of tha Mastat's Program

in Mental Health Counseling, Springficld Collage. Tampa Campus, Mationally Certified Gambling Counssior [f;
private practicas in Fod Lauderdale and Tampa Ba;,, FL.

Christina A, Caufleld, Psy D,

Clinfeal Psychologist with an tinternship and Post-Doctoral Residancy al Marvard Medical School i Geratnie
Neuropsychology., She Is a Governor Appointes on the State of Florida Substance Abuse and Mental Health
Coip, and s a Co-Chalr on Flarida's Optimal Aging and Maental Health Board  She also serves on the Execulive
Committees of Florida Councll on Aging, Brain Injury Assaciation of Florida, and Smart Justice of Flodda, Clinical
axpertise in substance abuse, rauma, recovery, integrated health and aln disease disordears,

Phillip Diaz, MEW, LLD, DACACD

Former White House Office of Mational Drug Contral Policy Assistant Daputy Diractor, respansible for 17 Federal
Agencics and a 1.5 billon dollar budgel, directing Drug Prevention Policy and International Demond Reduction,
1989-91, Furmer Development Officer, Mova Southeastern Universily, Former Governmental Affaits Officer for
Recovery Melwork and faculty at over 10 institutions; Paribgr andd Family Therapist for Lifescape Solutians
Rocovery Caater in Delray Beach, FL, aver 30 years developing governmental ond privale enterpdze ventures for
husingss, statz and federal agendes, projects and grants and other opportunities; holds many awards, 2 fram the
Exaoutive of Office of the President: co-authar of 7 hools

Mathaw McCoy, 0.0, BACSC), DACACD

Duscior of Research, Life Unpersity, Mardette, Georgias Professor in Clinical and Chirappactic Soznces
Cavelopzt and Lead nstfuctor for the Clinlcal Rounds and Casz Study Program at Life Uni\/m“‘y Presidant,
Foundation for Vertebral Subluxation Research Editor, Joumal of Pedatrie, Maoternal & Farmily Haahh

fd MaGowan, MPA
CEQ, Concept House, Miami, 20 years of govermnmoent & sopior eeel mpnaganent axperience developing and
managing  hehavioral health & Human sewvice programs, ie . VP Stratayic Plummg/ff sCaredonkl
Martin/Calif/ind mm’ e Yorle Cliy & Arsona's TANE Program: Subject Bt for USAID

v
Assistani Mavaor, City of Mew Yok, Social Sawvices and Bahadoral Health Prog ams

fAatthow Glosen, M5, DHLL, LD, CAA
Founder and Presdent, Villags Soutn ins,, Village South nshiute of Horer

e WES Diepartmest of Justios: Office of duvenile & f.h;[ca VA

ources foo, Mamt Fu Consulian
ot Visshingion, DO andd other Pud

sncies Cormullant o US Depiriment ¢ IR UinG! entar fo iwi’rwa’w = L\m:m Tenatmen
Center fup Subztanns Abuss Mo ,.»ms;m to Comvnnniios of Amanza, Adionat Frofossar, Undverity
signn, Addhstion Trainmg Proacran, Inihial s g they Matonal Achasary f'. :







Book A Session

f;};) Log in

Call Now: 702-562-1293 Ext. 3030

GHNGE IS REAL NGE IS
e Behav:toral Health Services

Home Locations Types of Therapy Book A Session Provider Portal About Us FAQ

LUKE HATCH
LCSW, C.Ad / Clinical Director

Luke Hatch is a Licensed Clinical Social Warker, a cerlified
addictionologist, and an expert in working with adults, adolescents and
their families. He receivad his BS in Psychology/Communications al
Southern Utah University and an MSW from the University of Utah, He
has worked in mental health since the year 2000, He spent 5 years
working with juvenile sex offenders and adjudicaled adolescents, He
has worked extensively vith substance abuse ond spent lime working
vith people on probation at a fucility in Salt Lake City. He spent 7 years
working with adolescents and families at o Residential Treaiment Cenler
in Southern Utah. He also provided community inservice iraining on
preventing sexual abuse for the Head Start progrom for many years,
Through the years, Luke has worked with literally thousands of youlh and
families in multiple roles in treatment programs including as line staff,
stalf supervisor, therapist and has led in adminisiration as a Program
Director und Execulive Direclor. These experiences have given him
incredible insight info what it takes to operate a successful program and
to produce change in adolescents. Other experience includes working in &
Youth Corractions, addiction treatment, assisted living for individuals
veith infellectual disabilities, sexual offender lreatment, anger
management, family therapy, spousal and marriage counseling and
counseling for depression and anxiety, He was raised in Nevado in a
ranching family. In 2012 he co founded o residential program on o
working catile ranch.
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Case No.: CV-0200720

IN THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LINCOLN

*ok ok k%

KAYCE HATCH,

PLAINTIFFR,
Vs,
LUKE HATCH,

DEFENDANT.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF ROUGH DRAFT TRANSCRIPTS

TO: COURT REPORTER, LINCOLN COUNTY

COMES NOW, Defendant LUKE HATCH, by and through his attorney, BRET O,
WHIPPLE, ESQ. of JUSTICE LAW CENTER and moves this Honorable Court pursuant to
that the certified court reporler for the Seventh Judicial District Court, Lincoln County,
prepare the ROUGH DRAFT TRANSCRIPT, from the hearing in the above matter which
took place on May §, 2021, beginning at 9:29 a.m. and concluding at 3:55:26 p.m. Defendant
sespectfully requests that the Rough Dralt Transcripl be prepared for all proceedings which
took place on the above date.

DATED this 20" day of December, 2021.

BRET O, WHIPPLE, £SQ.
Nevada Bar No. 6168

1
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AFFIRMATION
PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030

The undersigned does hereby affirm that this document does not contain the Social

Security number of any person.

DATED this 20" day of December, 2021.

BRET O. WHIPPLE, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 6168
JUSTICE LAW CENTER
1100 S. 10™ Street

Las Vegas, NV 89104
Attorneys for Appellant
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

T hereby Certify thal on this 20" day of December, 2021 I served the foregoing

Request for Transcripts via U.S. prepaid first clags mail, addressed as follows:

Byron L. Mills, Esq.

703 S. 8" Street

Las Vegas, NV 89101
attorney@miltlsnv.com
Counsel for Kayce Hatch
Via U.S. mail

Court Reporter — Seventh Judicial District Court

181 North Main Street, Suite 208

Pioche, NV 89043
Vis U.S. mail
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An éjnployee of Justice Law Center



