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LOUIS C. SCHNEIDER, ESQ.
Nevada Bar Number: 009683
430 South 7th Street
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Ph: 702-435-2121
Fax: 702-431-3807
lcslawllc@gmail.com
Attorney for the Plaintiff,

Devin Reed

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

FAMILY DIVISION

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

DEVIN REED, )
) Case Number: D-18-568055-D

Plaintiff, ) Department: F
)

vs. )  
) Date of Hearing: March 20, 2019

AMANDA REED, ) Time of Hearing: 10:00 a.m.
)

Defendant. )

REPLY TO OPPOSITION AND COUNTERMOTION

COMES NOW Plaintiff, DEVIN REED, by and through his attorney, LOUIS C.

SCHNEIDER, ESQ., and hereby files her Reply to Opposition and Countermotion.

This Reply is made and based upon the files, the papers and pleadings in this action, and any

argument of counsel and evidence that  may be adduced at the time of Hearing on the within Motion.

Dated this 18th day of March, 2019.

/s/ Louis C. Schneider
LOUIS C. SCHNEIDER, ESQ.
Nevada Bar Number: 009683
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STATEMENT OF FACTS

 The Plaintiff, DEVIN REED and Defendant, AMANDA REED, filed for divorce and have

already established custody with the parties sharing joint physical custody of their minor children to

wit: Abby Reed, born April 6, 2013; and Shawn Reed, born July 3, 2015.  Since filing for divorce the

parties had been utilizing a temporary visitation schedule with a Week One and Week Two timeshare. 

The parties agreed to the visitation schedule of Week One and Week Two, and further agreed to make

said schedule a permanent order of the Court at the October 16, 2018 hearing.  The order was not

entered until February 27, 2019 but the parties still have followed the agreed upon custodial schedule.

As stated in the Plaintiff’s Motion, Defendant has a vexatious mind set and is certain she can

gain primary physical custody by beating Plaintiff into litigation submission.  Defendant whines to

the Court about Plaintiff intentionally filing his Motion on February 14, 2019, the anniversary of the

day they met.  The date of filing has nothing to do with the parties’ relationship history as it was

Plaintiff’s Counsel who filed said Motion on February 14, 2019 and Counsel had no way of knowing

this was a significant date to the parties and in no way does the red herring matter.  It was Defendant

who chose to contact the Police to do a “Wellness Check” on the date she holds so dear to her heart.

POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

The standard for custody in Nevada is for the parties to share joint legal and joint physical

custody.  In Rivero v. Rivero the Court found that the definition of joint physical custody must

calculate out to be at least a 60/40 split to be considered joint physical custody but in Bluestein v.

Bluestein the Court found that it is “in the best interest of the children” to allow a more creative

calculation to avoid unnecessary bean counting and minute crunching between the parties.  The Court

in this case has already determined that the parties share joint physical custody and Defendant has

shown no actual proof that Plaintiff is unfit to maintain the joint physical custody schedule.  Now the

Defendant is requesting the Court order a Child Evaluation to be done and to re-address custody

awarding her primary custody and Plaintiff’s visitation to be limited.  It is unclear what kind of

visitation schedule Defendant is willing to agree to other than visitation to be at her discretion.  What

is clear is that Defendant would certainly abuse any order to continue to harass Plaintiff and limit his

timeshare with the children.
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The custodial timeshare the parties previously agreed to at the October 16, 2018 hearing

should remain as a permanent order and should only be slightly modified to adjust to the parties

schedules, if needed.  Defendant continues to schedule events during Plaintiff’s custodial timeshare. 

It normally would not be an issue but the parties are unable to agree to the time of day and therefore

should not be scheduling any events unless both parties have had a chance to discuss and agree to any

extracurricular activities or until further order of the Court.  It is not fair that Defendant micro-

manages Plaintiff’s custodial time with the children.

It is unfortunate that the parties daughter is prone to yeast infections but the Plaintiff is not

the source of cause.  Defendant compiled medical records to somehow show that Plaintiff has

neglected his children’s medical issues.  This is all speculative and the Court cannot entertain the

Defendant’s vexatious claims.  The Plaintiff takes the children’s hygiene very seriously and is highly

offended Defendant would suggest otherwise.  Plaintiff even does an underwear check and will ask

Abby how she is feeling or if she “itches”.  As Defendant points out Abby is prone to the yeast

infection and it is truly sad this was included in her pleading.  It is Plaintiff’s understanding that

Defendant’s family has a history of this kind of issue and has obviously passed this trait on to her

daughter.   Additionally, when Defendant provides medications for the children, Plaintiff has

administered all medications appropriately.  The only time the medications ran short is when

Defendant failed to provide Shawn’s medication.  Apparently the children were taking the same

medication and Plaintiff had a limited amount.  In turn Plaintiff did run out of medication.  It is

impossible for Defendant to know exactly what happens in Plaintiff’s home and she should not be

grilling the children about daddy’s house.

Defendant insists that Plaintiff is “playing games” by not responding immediately to her or

by not dropping of the children precisely when she wished.  Plaintiff sees no issue with spending time

with is son and does drop him off after taking Abby to school.  Plaintiff has been trying to follow the

Court orders to avoid any issues with the Defendant but she insists on interjecting herself in his life.

The Defendant is attempting to control what the Plaintiff does while the children are in his care. 

Again Defendant’s nit picking is not a bases to change custody and she has not met her burden under

the current standards.  The Court should uphold and affirm the current custody order pursuant to the 
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Bluestein joint physical definition.

Defendant has decided focus on litigating as apposed to finalizing the divorce.  The parties

share joint legal custody and joint physical custody and should continue share custody.  The only

outstanding issues left in the divorce should be the division of property which includes the marital

residence where Defendant is currently living.  Now Defendant wants to re-litigate custody and

visitation and to have the children evaluated despite the fact that the parties already agreed on the

record to a permanent custody order.

In NRS 18.010(2)(b) as previously cited an award of attorney’s fees is appropriate in this case 

to deter Defendant from making future bogus claims of neglect against Plaintiff.

NRS 18.010(2)(b) ... Without regard to the recovery sought, when the court finds that
the claim, counterclaim, cross-claim or third-party complaint or defense of the
opposing party was brought or maintained without reasonable ground or to harass the
prevailing party. The court shall liberally construe the provisions of this paragraph
in favor of awarding attorney's fees in all appropriate situations. It is the intent of the
Legislature that the court award attorney's fees pursuant to this paragraph and impose
sanctions pursuant to Rule 11 of the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure in all
appropriate situations to punish for and deter frivolous or vexatious claims and
defenses because such claims and defenses overburden limited judicial resources,
hinder the timely resolution of meritorious claims and increase the costs of engaging
in business and providing professional services to the public.

In this case an award of attorney’s fees would limit Defendant’s want to continuously

litigating the same issues.  With custody being a permanent order and Defendant have agreed to the

custody schedule on record, her request to change custody clearly shows her vindictive nature and

need to micro-manage.  Plaintiff should be awarded attorney’s fee for having to defend himself

against the frivolous claims and the needless inflation of attorney’s fees.

DATED this 19th day of March, 2019.

/s/ Louis C. Schneider
LOUIS C. SCHNEIDER, ESQ.
Nevada Bar Number: 009683
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

D-18-568055-D

Divorce - Complaint March 20, 2019COURT MINUTES

D-18-568055-D Devin Bryson Reed, Plaintiff
vs.
Amanda Raelene Reed, Defendant.

March 20, 2019 10:00 AM All Pending Motions

HEARD BY: 

COURT CLERK:

COURTROOM: Gentile, Denise L

McCulloch, Melissa

Courtroom 03

JOURNAL ENTRIES

PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO DEEM DEFENDANT A VEXATIOUS LITIGANT; FOR AN ORDER THAT 
DEFENDANT'S FATHER STAY AWAY FROM PLAINTIFF PURSUANT TO THE BEHAVIOR ORDER; 
FOR RETURN OF PERSONAL PROPERTY; FOR ATTORNEY'S FEES AND COSTS AND OTHER 
RELATED RELIEF...RETURN HEARING REGARDING PLAINTIFF'S ATI RESULTS...DEFENDANT'S 
OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO DEEM DEFENDANT A VEXATIOUS LITIGANT; FOR AN 
ORDER THAT DEFENDANT'S FATHER STAY AWAY FROM PLAINTIFF PURSUANT TO THE 
BEHAVIOR ORDER; FOR RETURN OF PERSONAL PROPERTY; FOR ATTORNEY'S FEES AND 
COSTS AND OTHER RELATED RELIEF AND COUNTERMOTION FOR JOINT LEGAL AND PRIMARY 
PHYSICAL CUSTODY OF THE MINOR CHILDREN,  CHILD CUSTODY EVALUATION, CHILD 
SUPPORT, EXCLUSIVE POSSESSION AND FOR ATTORNEY'S FEES AND COSTS...PLAINTIFF'S 
REPLY TO OPPOSITION AND COUNTERMOTION

Court reviewed the matters on calendar and confirmation of Plaintiff's ATI results.  Statements by 
Attorney Schneider regarding Defendant drawing out the litigation, the parties' prior agreement to share 
custody and only unresolved issue being the house and request for attorney fees.  Argument by Attorney 
Primas regarding ongoing health concerns involving the minor child, allegations of manipulation by 
Plaintiff, Defendant's request for a child custody evaluation and Defendant's request for modification of 
child support.  Statements by Defendant regarding the daughter's reoccurring health issues.

COURT ORDERED the following.

1.  The request to deem Defendant a vexatious is DENIED.

2.  The request to keep Defendant's father away is DENIED as this Court has no jurisdiction over 3rd 
parties.

3.  All other issues will be address via MINUTE ORDER.

PARTIES PRESENT:

INTERIM CONDITIONS:

FUTURE HEARINGS:

Devin Bryson Reed, Counter Defendant, Plaintiff, 
Present

Louis C. Schneider, Attorney, Present

Amanda Raelene Reed, Counter Claimant, 
Defendant, Present

Carrie J. Primas, ESQ, Attorney, Present

Abby Reed, Subject Minor, Not Present Harvey Gruber, Attorney, Not Present

Shawn Reed, Subject Minor, Not Present

Page 1 of 2Printed Date: 3/26/2019

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

March 20, 2019Minutes Date:
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Mar 22, 2019  12:05AM Status Check
Courtroom 03 Gentile, Denise L

Page 2 of 2Printed Date: 3/26/2019

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

March 20, 2019Minutes Date:

D-18-568055-D
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D-18-568055-D 

 

PRINT DATE: 04/08/2019 Page 1 of 2 Minutes Date: April 08, 2019 

 

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

DISTRICT COURT 

  CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

 

Divorce - Complaint COURT MINUTES April 08, 2019 

 
D-18-568055-D Devin Bryson Reed, Plaintiff 

vs. 
Amanda Raelene Reed, Defendant. 

 
April 08, 2019 10:00 AM Minute Order  
 
HEARD BY: Gentile, Denise L  COURTROOM: Chambers 
 
COURT CLERK: Melissa McCulloch 
 
PARTIES:   
Abby Reed, Subject Minor, not present  
Amanda Reed, Defendant, Counter Claimant, 
not present 

Carrie Primas, Attorney, not present 

Devin Reed, Plaintiff, Counter Defendant, not 
present 

Louis Schneider, Attorney, not present 

Shawn Reed, Subject Minor, not present  
 

 

JOURNAL ENTRIES 

 
 
- COURT FINDS this matter was heard before the Court on 3/20/2019, and set for review by the 

Court on 3/22/2019 to make a determination on the parties’ Motions and Oppositions.  COURT 

FINDS that this matter has been pending since 3/20/2018.   COURT FINDS that the parties stipulated 

to a custody schedule to resolve the issue of custody.  COURT FINDS that the issue of Plaintiff’s 

employment was addressed and whether he is actively seeking employment or choosing not to 

pursue gainful employment thus failing to support his family.  COURT FINDS that Defendant sought 

for this Court to re-open the issue of custody and to allow a custody evaluation to be conducted, even 

though the parties agreed to a custody schedule and made it a final order of the Court.  COURT 

FINDS that the custody evaluation was sought due to medical concerns raised by Defendant, and 

claims that Plaintiff fails to properly address medical issues, claims that the issues are caused by 

Plaintiff even though the child and child’s medical history dictates that the medical issues are 

APPX0412



D-18-568055-D 

 

PRINT DATE: 04/08/2019 Page 2 of 2 Minutes Date: April 08, 2019 

 

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

potentially chronic.  COURT FINDS that while there are concerns that Plaintiff may not address the 

issues in the same manner as Defendant, the Court does not FIND there is a basis to conduct a 

custody evaluation or a trial on custody.    COURT ORDERED and reviewed Plaintiff’s drug tests, 

which were negative, contrary to the claims of Defendant; COURT ORDERED the CPS records, 

which did not indicate there was any substantiated issue with either parent.  COURT ORDERS that 

the parties shall continue to adhere to their agreed upon custody schedule.   COURT ORDERS that 

the Defendant’s requests are DENIED.  COURT ORDERS that the Plaintiff’s request which was 

already addressed at the hearing is also DENIED.   Child support and all other financial issues shall 

be addressed at the time of trial, in the event the parties have not resolved the matter amicably.    

COURT ORDERS that the parties shall conclude discovery on or before June 11, 2019.   A Pre-trial 

conference is hereby scheduled for June 11, 2019 at 1:30 p.m.   Parties shall be prepared to submit 

their Pre-trial Memoranda and proceed to trial within 30 days of the date of the Pre-Trial 

Conference.   In the event the parties desire to conduct a senior judge or judicial settlement 

conference, they may submit a stipulation to the Court or contact the JEA, and the Court will make its 

best efforts to schedule a conference prior to a trial in this matter – or the parties are encouraged to 

attempt resolution on their own accord, either between counsel, or with a private mediator. 

The status hearing on this Court’s chambers calendar is hereby VACATED. 

Plaintiff’s counsel shall prepare the Order consistent with this Minute Order. 

CLERK’S NOTE: On 4/8/19 a copy of the Court’s Minute Order was placed in each Attorney’s folder 
located in the Clerk’s Office. (mm) 
 
 

FUTURE HEARINGS: June 11, 2019 1:30 PM Pre Trial Conference 

Gentile, Denise L 

Courtroom 03 

Slayton, Andrea 
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NOPC 
UNLV Division of Educational Outreach 
Kathleen Ja Soo Berquist, Esq. 
851 East Tropicana 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
702 895 3394 TEL 
702 895 4195FAX 
continuing.education@unlv.edu 
 
 

DISTRICT COURT, FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

* * * 

DEVIN BRYSON REED, 

  Plaintiff, 

 vs. 

 

AMANDA RAELENE REED, 

 

  Defendant. 

Case No.: D-18-568055-D 

Dept. No.: F 

 

 

 

NOTICE OF SEMINAR COMPLETION 
EDCR 5.07 

 

Defendant, Amanda Raelene Reed, hereby submits Exhibit 1, attached hereto, attesting to 

their completion of the Cooperative Parenting Course offered by the University of Nevada Las 

Vegas. 

 

DATED this 26th day of April 2019.  

 

 
Kathleen Ja Soo Berquist, Esq. 
UNLV Division of Educational Outreach 
851 East Tropicana 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
702 895 3394 TEL 
702 895 4195 FAX 
continuing.education@unlv.edu 
 

 

 

Case Number: D-18-568055-D
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Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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CONTINUING  

EDUCATION 
DIVISION OF EDUCATIONAL OUTREACH 

 

U N I V E R S I T Y   OF  N E V A D A ,   L A S  V E G A S 

 

Box 451019 • 4505 S. Maryland Parkway • Las Vegas, NV 89154-1019 • Main: 702-895-3394 • Fax: 702-895-4195 

http://continuingeducation.unlv.edu 

 

April 26, 2019 
 
 
 
Judge Denise Gentile 
Family Court Division, Department F 
Family Courthouse 
601 N. Pecos 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89155 
 
Re: Amanda Raelene Reed 
 Devin Bryson Reed, Plaintiff  

vs. Amanda Raelene Reed, Defendant 
 Case No. D-18-568055-D 
 
 
Dear Judge Gentile, 
 
This letter is to confirm that the following individual has completed the UNLV 
Cooperative Parenting Program, offered through the UNLV Division of Educational 
Outreach: 
 
Amanda Raelene Reed 
 
Please do not hesitate to contact me if you need additional information.  Thank you for 
your referral to this program. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Kathleen Ja Sook Bergquist, LCSW, JD, Ph.D. 
Program Facilitator 
(702) 895-2449 
kathleen.bergquist@unlv.edu 
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LOUIS C. SCHNEIDER, ESQ.
Nevada Bar Number: 009683
430 South 7th Street
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Ph:702-435-2121
Fax: 702-431-3807
lcslawllc@gnail.com
Attorney for the Plaintiff

DEVIN REED,

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
FAMILY DIVISION

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Case Number:
Department:

D-18-568055-D
F

ORDER FROM MARCH 20.2019 HEARING

THIS MATTER having come on for hearing on March 20, 2019 for Plaintiff s Motions and

Defendant's Oppositions and Countermotions filed herein and set for a review by the Court and the

Ptaintiff, DEVIN REED, appearing personally and together with his attomey of record, LOUIS C.

SCHNEIDER, ESQ., and the Defendant, AMANDA REED, appearing personally and together with

her attomey of record and the Court having reviewed all of the pleadings and papers herein and

hearing argument ofboth Counsel and testimony ofthe parties, the Court hereby finds and orders the

following:

THE COURT HEREBY FINDS that this matter has been pending since March 20, 2018.

THE COURT FLIRTHER FINDS that rhe parties previously stipulated to a custody schedule

to resolve the issue of custody.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that Defendant sought for this court to re-open the issue

of custody and to allow a custody evaluation to be conducted, even though the parties agreed to a

custody schedule and made it a final order of the Court.

Page I of 3

Case Number: D-18-568055-D

Electronically Filed
5/29/2019 11:12 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

APPX0420



tr:;?:::;r"

o34/3cJu

APPX0421



o.].]
l'ai

ErEi
7r- i!

;3 S:
o" -1

I
,]

I

2

3

4

5

6

'1

8

9

l0

ll
t2

l3

t4

l5

l6

t7

l8

l9

20

2t

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

THE COURT FLIRTHER FINDS that a custody evaluation was sought due to medical

concems raised by Defendant, and claims that Plaintiff fails to properly address medical issues and

further claims that the issues are caused by Plaintiffeven though the child and child's medical history

dictates that the medical issues are potentially ckonic.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that while there are concems that Plaintiff may not

address the issues in the same mamer as Defendant, the Court does notlnd there is a basis to conduct

a custody evaluation or a trial on custody.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that rhe issue of Plaintiffs employment was addressed

and whether he is actively seeking employment or choosing not to pursue gainful employment thus

failing to support his family.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS rhat rhe Court reviewed Plaintiffs drug tests, which were

negative, contrary to the claims of Defendant.

THE COURT FLTRTHER FINDS that the Court reviewed the CPS records, which did not

indicate there was any substantiated issue with either parent.

NOW THEREFORE, the Court issues the following ORDERS:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the parties shall continue to adhere to their ageed upon

custody schedule

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Defendant's requests are DENIED.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Plaintiffs requests, which was already addressed at

the hearing. is also DENIED.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that child support and all other financial issues shall be

addressed ar the time of trial, in the event the parties have not resolved the matter amicably.

IT IS FLJRTHER ORDERED that COURT ORDERS that the parties shall conclude

discovery on or before June I l, 2019.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that a Pre-rrial Conference is hereby scheduled for June I l,

2019 at l:30 p.m.

IT IS FLJRTHER ORDERED that Parties shall be prepared to submit their Pre-trial

Memoranda and proceed to trial within 30 days of the date of the Pre-Trial Conference.
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that in the event the parties desire to conduct a Senior Judge

orJudicial Settlement Conference, they shall submit a stipulationto the Court or contact the JEA, and

the Court will make its best efforts to schedule a conference prior to a trial in this matter.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the parties are encouraged to attempt resolution on their

own accord, either between counsel, or with a private mediator.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the status hearing on this Court's Chambers calendar is

herebyVACATED.

IT IS FURTTIER ORDERED that PlainCffs counsel shall prepere the Order consistent with

this Minute Order.

IT IS So oRDEnno on ttris ?Iay of Mop 2019.

LOUIS C. SCHNEIDE& ESQ.
Nevada Bar Number: 009683
430 South 7th Street
Ias Vegas, Nevada 89101
Phore:702-435-2121
Attorney for the Plaintiff

Respectfully submitted by:

FAMILY DIVISION oENtSE L. GEN1LE@

Approved as to form and content:

Nevada Bar Number: 12071
l8l5 Village Center Circle, Ste. 140
Las Vegas, Nevada 89134
Phone: 702-821-1379
Attomey for Defendant
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