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] " Electronically Filed
Aimee Morrison 04/12/2021

6456 Butterfly Sky Street ik SHorain
North Las Vegas, Nevada 89084 CLERK OF THE COURT
702-302-0481

whereintheworldisaimee{@gmail.com

Plaintiff, in proper person

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
CLARK COUNTY NEVADA

Aimee Morrison;
Plaintiff,
-1~ §32702C
X ¥ X

V.
Charlene O’Neil,

Glorta Mazzoli,
Defendant(s),

COMPLAINT

.Plaintiff, Aimee Morrison in proper person, complains against defendants,
CHARLENE O’NEIL and GLORIA MAZZOLI inclusive as follows:

1. Plaintiff, AIMEE MORRISON, is an individual who is currently and was at
All relevant times herein, a resident of The State of Nevaﬁa, County of

Clark, City of Las Vegas.

2. Defendant, GLORIA MAZZOLI, is an individual who currently, and

Was at all relevant times herein, a resident of The State of New York,

County of Oswego, City of Oswego.
RECEIVED
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CLERK OF THE COURT
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And was at all relevant times herein, a resident of The State of Florida,
County of Pinellas, City of Palm Harbor.
4. All of The Acts and or failures to the act(s) alleged herein were duly
Performed by both defendant’s, individually or acting by through their
Agents.
5. Both defendant’s use Attorney, Kevin Beck, 3137 E. Warm Springs
Road, Suite 100, I.as Vegas, Nevada 89120 and I spoke with Mr. Beck
And made him aware multiple cases were on there way, he said to
Serve him. He was already aware there was more to follow.

FACTS
1. Both defendant’s have been caught by multiple people at the plaintiff’s’
. Multiple places of employment engaging in intentional misconduct.
2. Most recently, the plaintiff was employed at Osaka Japanesé Bistro,
In Las Vegas, Nevada.
3. The plaintiff alleges that both defendants are negligent of making ksown
False statements against the plaintiff.
4. The defendant’s both have knowledge that the statements are false
5. These statements were used maliciously in statements intending to

Persuade the owner, Gene, co-workers, and other members of the




Community, as these two defendants are publically exploiting false malicious
Lies intended to interfere with employment by alleging false statements
Intended to persuade one.

6. The plaintiff alleges that both defendant’s contacted the owner and

Made him believe that I suffer from mental retardation or some learning
Disability without any evidence to substantiate this.

7. The defendant’s both created public schemes of alleged homelessness
And mental impairments.

8. In a previous investigation by The United States Department of Labor,
Defendant O’Neil after an investigation was found to have communicated,
Through a third person, the serious threats of physical violence, “ you
Stupid, retarded, handicapped fucker,” at a restaurant in full capacity by
Influencing a third party person to communicate publically false information,
Intended to harm the reputation, financial means of support, profits.

9. I have a current Nevada Restraining Order. Defendant O’Neil is NOT
Permitted at my places of employment and her and her cohort, Mazzoli,

Are using a “cop” to engage in. tl_n's practice of ridicule, shame, lower in
Estimation in the community, employment status. The defendants are

Approaching these employers, and the most recent employer, Osaka



DISCREDIT, exploit, defame....

10. The defendants had the other hire me as a Food Server.

11. The defendants both influenced co-workers and the owner to

Make up lies by saying I was mentally impaired.

12. The plaintiff, as the defendant very well knows, never repeated any
Grades in school, was never in any learning disability classes.

13. The plaintiff’s aunt, Josephine Wahrendorf, sister of the defendant,
O’Neil, is a reading specialist. The plainﬁﬁ' has no impairments and its
Being exploited as lies, hatred, as this communication is being used as
Hatred.

13. The plaintiff graduated from college in 2005. Than 2010. Than started
Her grad degree.

14. Apparently some significant lies are being created to defame the plaintiff
And cause intentional financial harm, injury to reputation, impairs my
Financial well being

15. The plaintiff has a letter from Emily Kleemen, that contradicts further
Slander.

16. Neither defendant has had any contact with the plaintiff in decades.

17. Both defendant’s have a serious history of entering, influencing,



Caught. This act is being exploited to the community intentionally by
Both defendants as retaliation for being sued. They are intentionally
Doing it here.

18. The plaintiff’s cousin, Dr. Thom Lappas, also defendant O’Neil’s
Nephew, whom I resided with for several years, knows very well these
Acts are false.

19. Defendant Mazzoli communicated to multiple third party people,
Slanderous statements regarding false information over my deceased
Grandmother to a close friend, Jeff Knapp.

20. Both defendant’s are intentionally slandering to harm my rights to
Future college education by degrading statements meant to cause
Disassociation from others refraining with you, affecting my livelihood,
But is now obstructing my right to work. The defendants know it isn’t
True but are intentionally engaging in misconduct that causes injury.
21. Both defendants were told in 2018 by Mr. Leigh Hunt, retired head
Of The New York State Police to CEASE and DESIST via phone.
Both have refused and went on to be caught by Juan Serrata, EEOC
Worker for Las Vegas at Amano’s Pizza, a former job, and were

Ordered to stay away from my employers, they ignored that order
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22, Osaka Japanese Bistro, the plaintiff in all good faith with hopes,

The defendants don’t have a warrant to be at my employers first

Of all. The defendants are communicating this all over through third

Party people.

23. They are both negligently making statements with reckless disregard,
Designed in a scheme to intentionally harm one’s reputation.

24. Charlene O’Neil is a known drug informant. She has pull through some
Sheriff’s office where she’s wheehng and dealing drugs and employs these
Acts through corrupt law enforcement as does Mazzoli.

25. The plaintiff purchased a body camera for the use of employment and -
Has both defendant’s on film over 300 hours doing heinous, bizaar, crazy
Acts to disturb, disrupt, interfere, obstruct employment for trial.

26. The individual Gloria Mazzoli used my grandmother’s name to endorse,
Has been cited by my cousin Dr. Thom Lappas, that this family engages in
Dangerous illegal activity, all of them. He has made multiple statements
Regarding the safety of these people and this is OUR grandmother, and I
Am certain Dr. Lappas wants to communicate some facts to the courts
Regarding lies of deceit.

27. 1 was a model. Defendant O’Neil’s jealousy, is to target all employment




To ruin credit, stability, career, my college education, and they have been
Caught 9 times. NINE TIMES. This is number TEN. We are only dealing
With this job and this situation, as we have nine more times to go.

28. Defendant O*Neil intentionaily violated a Nevada restraining order from
Florida to do this.....I am asking the courts to refer and recommend to the
District attorney’s office for a felony charge, as its foreseeable, she REFUSES
To STOP, after dozens and dozens of orders....

29. Both defendants have committed the act of trespass

30. Both defendant’s “ influenced “ a former employer by alleging I was
Mentally disabled

31. 1 am moving this case into a judgement with attached evidence

A. Letter from Social Security

32. JoAnn O’Neil retired head of The London CIA investigated and caught
Them trespassing and making slanderous lies to my former employer in
Order to prevent me from serving food

34. Both defendant’s are libel for intentionally crossing state lines with the
Intent to disrupt employment causing financial devastation once again; this
Is the 7" time. They are under a Federal Rico investigation on top of

Everything else that they conspire. The act of trespass is enough to satisfy
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41. Defendant O’Neil should be incarcerated. A Florida Baker Act
Petition has been filed to hold defendant O’Neil in a psych ward until
Deemed safe to society
42. Mazzoli no longer has any privileges or benefits, especially in a court
Of law
CLAIMS FOR RELIEF

1. Slander and actual malice Section 41.332, A State of Mind arising from
HATE toward the plaintiff and does NOT include a public concern but the
Motive is HATE. Both defendants are communicating finances with third
Party people, which violates marital rights. Once again alleging Im eligible
For Social Security both defendants today attempted threaten restraints
From employment, this is a new Federal complaint, I am ineligible for
Security, but incompetent ignorant defendants think they are Federal
Judges. Read the letter from Social Security, been ineligible since you

- Obtained a BA but when we are dealing with ignorance. This is a new
Federal Complaint. Trying to interfere with a Federal Working Order,
This is what normal people do in America. Now a new investigation
Is underway as I turned both defendants in and Im moving this straight

To a judgment, the evidence is overwhelming. Once again both are

Ractrainad



2. Title 18 USC section 249 HATE CRIMES The Matthew Shepard Act
The defendants know these acts are of malice, designed to interfere and.
Disrupt finances. Conspiracy of my rights, knowing the act was unlawful
And was used as a means to sabotage finances as I have been serving food
_ For a long time, my highest paying job is grossing $4000 a week, since I
Cant serve food according to both defendants, my paystubs show $4000
A week gross from serving jobs, I believe the defendants should pay
Highest grossing wage as a punishment for intentionally interfering with
My right to work, communicating to the employer that I couldn’t serve
Food and this paystub shows $ 2998.38 weekly gross for a food server who
Cant serve food since BOTH defendants are non educated, are crossing
State lines to intentionally interfere with employment. I believe a job
Separation for current and future wages for the person who cant serve
Food but grossed $4000 a week. HATE and JEALOUSY, Mr. Leigh

Hunt says it in the report....

The facts are undisputable. These defendant’s have been caught by my
Aunt, retired head of The London CIA, JoAnn O’Neil. A statement from
Leigh Hunt, An order from The United States Department of Labor

Confirming after a Federal Investigation that defendant O’Neil did in

10
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Supports she would continue. Juan Serrata, Federal EEOC Worker also
Caught them and ordered them TO STOP one year ago. They refused, than
On a live feed camera, knowing they were being watched, they got caught
Again. This is not a triable case, The facts are undisputed. I am moving
This court into a judgment against both defendants for slander and
Intentional malice of HATE.
I am requesting a State injunctive order restraining both defendant’s
From The State of Nevada, as they have intentionally went to three
Different restaurants with the intent to deceive, manipulate, deface,
As THEY have NO LEGITIMATE PURPOSE in NEVADA. One lives
In New York, one Iives in Florida, one is NOT allowed in the State of

, Virginia, defendant O’Neil can explain why, she harbored a fugitive to
Virginia on vehicular manslaughter and harbored a missing infant in
A dangerous scheme taking an infant with no custody order out of NY.
An injunctive order restraining both defendant’s from The State of Nevada
Is necessary for foreseeable prevention so I can return to work SAFELY.
I am requesting that serious fines for the defendants to be caught at a

Future job be the highest allowable in the State of Nevada, if they violate,

11



Strict huge financial penalty should be paid to the courts as ongoing

Fine for being in the State when they have NO LAWFUL authority to

Be in Nevada. There not in a restaurant to eat dinner by third parties,

They send people in to disrupt the entire dining room, influence
Supervisors to break the law, these are very serious charges and these
Defendant’s act like they won the lottery. It is a Federal felony for them
To influence a Federally Protected Zone to encourage CRIME, slander,
Harassment, interfere with tip wages, to gain control, when THEY HAVE
NO LAWFUL BUSINESS IN NEVADA.

The defendant’s knowingly and intentionally entered thé plaintiff’s former
Employer, Osaka Japanese Bistro, with the intent to slander, defame, and
Act with intentional malice to interfere with employment.

The defendants act have caused intentional economic injury to the plaintiff,
Across many state lines, the last act occurred on January 28, 2021.

The plaintiff alleges injuries have resulted in damages of $75,000 for
Each defendant, if the defendants choose to go to trial I am requesting a
Trial fee imposed at $1,000,000 as special witnesses will not communicate
- Positive things about the defendants intentional acts of Hate to disrupt

Employment.

12




There is intent. There is willﬁﬂlness. They trespassed onto to my job,
Violating a Nevada restraining order, which is trespass. Stalking across
State lines. They conspire to violate the law. They encourage others to
Break the law, and others are “ ordered “ to join as defendant O’Neil,
Thinks she’s some organized crime leader, creating a syndicate of “ schemes “
So heinous, there indescribable. Vicarious liability, one can seek damages
From the indirect person who is the “ mastermind, “ of the criminal
Enterprise. SEVERE forms of exploitation, with force, coercion, fraud, and
LABOR.....the video’s are one way to silence them.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF
WHEREFORE, plaintiff prays for the following relief:
1. Compensatory relief of $25,000
2. General Damages $25,000
3. Punitive damages to punish and deter future acts of $25,000
4. For interest at the statutory rate and any other relief the court deems
Just and equitable.
5. Civil Conspiracy-overt fraud that has resulted in damages Nev. R. Civ
P4(d)(b)

6. Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress- Extreme Outrageous Conduct,

13



Possible bounds of decency and is regarded as utterly intolerable in a civilized

community

I declare under the penalty of perjury under the law of The State of Nevada

That the foregoing is true and correct so help me God.......

W me

Aimee Morrison

6456 Butterfly Sky Street

North Las Vegas, Nevada 89084
702-302-0481
whereintheworldisaimee@gmail.com
Plaintiff, in Proper Person

DATED: 20 day of March, 2021

Attorney on record for the Defendant’s

Kevin Beck

3137 E. Warm Springs Road
St. 100

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

14



Leigh F. Hunt
Security Services
200 Summit Avenue, Syracuse

New York 13207

leighfhunt@AOL.Com
(315} 263-5044

To whom it may concern in the Matter of Amiee O'Neil v. various parties

[ am a licensed Private Investigator licensed by the State of New York and have been retained
on varicus occasions by Ms. Aimee O'Neil since the beginning of 2004

Buring the last eighteen months Ms. 0’Neil has reperted to me that she is being continually
harassed, followed, spied upon, her numerous phones being tapped and numerous other
harassment tactics. She has reported that on several occasions, men unknown to her have
come up to her tried to engage her in conversations indicating that they knew all about her
and made comments that frightened and alarmed her.

At one peint early on in one of the previous investigations on behalf of ks, O'Nell and in
conversation with Mr. John Mazzoli he related to me the bad blood between his ex-wife
Dawn that his ax-wife told kin she would folfow Ms. O'Neil forever.

During the time that Ms. 0’Keil was in Colorade | maintained constant contact with her by
phone and text messages. Ms. O'MNeail was concerned that people she had known for an
exceptionally long time were now acting different toward her. | advised her that often ik was
because gther individuals had made comments akout her and unfortunately, they were
believed and influenced.

[ made several atfempts ta locate znd interview John [Mazxzoli velth negative results. [ was
however able to interview fohw Mazzoll's father who stated thet he lmew niothing about
fumiee 0 Neil and had not seen or heard from her since hefore she lefe Mew York State, 4 the
time that | spole with Rir. Mazzoli [ tried to speak with his wife Gloria Mazzoli however she
refused to speak with me and asled me to leave the property which [ did.

tn furtherance of this investigation and in an attempt to get the reported harassment of Ms.
O'Nell to'cease and desist [ contacted her mother by phone which consisted of 2 very short
cottversation in which she stated she had no interest in her daughter Amice whatsoever and
didn't even know where she was living at that time, however it had been reparted that
Almee’s Mother had a2 young woman threaten ¢o kill Amiee aut of hate and jealousy, verified
bv Rc. OVAlell. Mot recentiv | aonin attemabad fo cantact dimee’s mather by ohote with

15



negative results. Ms. O'Neil is fortunate to have enlisted the aid of her aunt who has
reportedly connections in government through wehich she is working on getting information
for her niece Amiee.

fohn Kiazzoli has bheen a person of interest as pir. Mazzoli and Ms. O'Nell were close friends

at one time and Ms. O’Neil believes that with the aid of his mother Gloria Mazzoli; heis
influencing individuals to keep track of and harass her.

Of utmost importance currenily is the helef by is. O'Neil that somewhere on her persoftis a
microchip or some other iype of sophisticated device zllowing for the monitoring af not only
her location but also possikily monitoring her conversations.

| hiave strongly advised iis. O'Reil to get this thoroughly checked out as soon as passible
keeping in mind current conditions.

fviost recently fs. O'Neil has advised me that remembering her #ime in New York State and
the fact that Mr. Mazzoli had reporiedly obtained many jobs for individuals with Alcan
Aluminum Company that there is 2 possibility, according to Ms. O'Nell, that this company
might ke assisting Mr. Iohn Mazzoli .

Leigh F. Hunt

Yeigh F. Hunt Security Services is Feensed by hew York Stete, Depariment of State, Division of Licensing Services

s
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KEVIN E. BECK, LTD.
3137 E. WARM SPRINGS RD., STE. 100

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89120
TELEPHONE: (702)641-9500 FACSIMILE: (702) 260-8983
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DECLARATION OF GLORIA MAZZOLI

STATE OF NEW YORK %
ss:
COUNTY OF OSWEGO )

Gloria Mazzoli, being first duly sworn, deposes and states as follows:

1. I am a defendant in the matter of Aimee O°Neil v. Charlene O’Neil and Gloria
Mazzoli. I have personal knowledge of the statements made herein, except as to those made
on information and belief, and as to those statements, I believe them to be true. I am competent
to testify thereto if called.

2. I make this declaration in support of Defendants’ Opposition to Motion for
Summary Judgment and Countermotion for Summary Judgment. The factual averments stated
within that document are true of my own knowledge, except for those matters therein stated
on information and belief, and as to those matters, I believe the same to be true.

3. Plaintiff Aimee O’Neil (“Aimee”) was in a long-term relationship (and had a
child) with my son, John Mazzoli.

4, Due to Aimee’s erratic thoughts and behaviors and the fact that Aimee is no
longer in a relationship with my son, I have not had any recent, meaningful contact with
Aimee. .

5. I have not seen Aimee in over ten years.

6. Aside from two brief phone calls (one in March of this year and one in 2017),
I have not had any conversations with Aimee for over ten years.

7. In the March phone call, Aimee made some wild accusations against me and I
promptly ended the conversation. In the 2017 call, Aimee was talking to me about Aimee’s
children.

8. Although Aimee has sent a large amount of mail to me, I do not respond to
Aimee’s correspondence.

9. I have not directly harassed, stalked, intimidated, intruded, or caused any harm

or emotional distress to Aimee.
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KEvIN E, BECK, LTD.
3137 E. WARM SPRINGS RD., STE. 100

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89120 i
TELEPHONE; (702) 6410900 FACSIMILE: (702)260-8933
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DECLARATION OF CHARLENE O’NEIL
STATE OF FLORIDA %
SS:
COUNTY OF PINELLAS )

Charlene O’Neil, being first duly sworn, deposes and states as follows:

1. I am a defendant in the matter of Aimee O*Neil v. Charlene O’ Neil and Gloria

Mazzoli. I have personal knowledge of the statements made herein, except as to those made
on information and belief, and as to those statements, I believe them to be true. Iam competent
to testify thereto if called.

2. I make this declaration in support of Defendants’ Opposition to Motion for
Summary Judgment and Countermotion for Summary Judgment. The factual averments stated
within that document are true of my own knowledge, except for those matters therein stated '

on information and belief, and as to those matters, [ believe the same to be true.

3. Plaintiff Aimee O’Neil (“Aimee™) is my daughter.

4. Due to Aimee’s erratic thoughts and behaviors, I have not had any recent
contact with Aimee.

5. 1 believe that I have not seen Aimee for over ten years.

6. I have not had any conversations with Aimee in over ten years.

7. Aimee has sent a large amount of mail to me, but I do not respond to the

correspondence, and sometimes do not even open the letters.

3. I have intentionally distanced myself from Aimee over the past decade because
interactions between the two of us have historically been difficult on me.

9, I have not directly harassed, stalked, intimidated, intruded, or cansed any harm
or emotional distress to Aimee. |

10. I have not hired or requested that any third party harass, stalk, intimidate,
intrude, or cause any harm or emotional distress to Aimee.

11. I have not placed, or caused to be placed, an “RFID chip” or any other device
in Aimee’s leg and I am not tracking, and have not tracked, Aimee’s location.

18




Maverick Colorado LLc £ paylocity
2926 Montessouri Street Direct Deposit Advice
Las Vegas, NV 89117
Check Date Voucher Number
January 7, 2020 417
Direct Deposits  Type Account Amount
DIRECT DEPOSIT VOUCHER Western C *£%9516 83.70
-Commercial B
Total Direct Deposits 83.70

l(_)Q_847‘ ‘\l-‘200-67010 .238%4{7 416
Namegoem O1ig

208 35 TH ST SW

LOVELAND, CO 80537

102847

e - This is not

a check - Non Negotiable

Non Negotiable - This is not a check - Non Negotiable

Maverick Colorado LLc¢

AIMEE ONEIL Earnings Statement
Employee ID 2385  Fed Taxable Income 127.50 Check Date January 7, 2020 Voucher Number 417
Location 1-200-67010  Fed Filing Status S-1  Period Beginning December 30, 2019 Net Pay 83.70
Hourly $10.00  State Filing Status S8-1 PeriodEnding  December 30,2019
Earnings Rate Hours Amount YTD Deductions Amount YTD
Cash Tips 10.06 Tips infout 905.33
Holiday wo 15.00 8.50 127.50 127.50 905.33
Overtime 589.50 Direct Depasits Type Account Amount
%f:?s“ilf;ou gg‘s’-gg Westem Commercial Bank C__ **9506 83.70

- Total Direct Deposits 70
Gross Earnings 850 12750 243239 otal Thirect Hepost 8

Available Plan Year

Taxes Amount YTD Time Off To Use Used
co 6.00 106.00 FTO 0.00 0.00
FITW 28.05 304.66
MED 1.85 3527
SS 7.90 150.80
Taxes 43.80 596.73

Maverick Colorado LLc | 2926 Montessouri Street Las Vegas, NV 89117 | 425-264-1050 | FEIN: 83-3187651 | CO: 960102.00-0
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SOCIAL SECURITY

Refer to:
SOH: SSA-2020-002711
May 12, 2020

Aimee O'Neil

6500 W Charleston Blvd

#268 ]
Las Vegas, NV 89146 . o e *'»ﬁ;«* i

r_r,‘\'

PR R 1

| e Tarve teceived your request for records and a disability determination

~ According to our records, you were found to have a favorable physical disability
determination on December 16, 1994. At this time we have no such evidence or
findings of a mental impairment, learning impairment, or any other such
limitation. There was never a disability decision for any such impairment according
to federal records and findings. Case number ( SSA-2020-002711 ). After a recent
fact finding hearing at the Denver office it was determined that you no longer are
eligible for any such physical disability benefits as per request of your Dr.

RTELY

Mary Ann Zimmerman
Privacy Officer
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RE: Aimee O’Nell, Letter of Record
April 28, 2020

To whom it may concern:

Aimee O’neil was a pamcrpant o_f The Reentry lmtiatlve (TRI) Transitional Hous g Program in'Llongmont,
Colorado, between the dates of Or:tober 2018 May 2019. During her tlme_- TR, Aimee engaged
successfuily with the progr i met weekly with ‘Her care manager and actlvely participated in all
requirements of parole a Rl ¥ Durmg the course of her stay, _A jee shared an apartment with three
other females and was a.leaderin the home to othéfrs. Almee s ability to | communicate her needs and
advocate for herself has 'granted{her the. ability to: be pproved to move on from TRI house in under 9
months from release from incarceratlon

Aimee held multiple empioyment positlons throughout her stay at TRl and was employed relatively
quickly upon release. Within a few short weeks_. Aimee successfully applied and secured two jobs during
her stay for over 6 months and mana; ed: 10 pay rent and stay in compliance of all requirements. Aimee
attended a mental healtha ssessmen requ:red by her parole plan and stay at TRl house. Aimee was
not mandated to attend t apy or su nce abuse groups following a comprehensive assessment. in
fieu of community menta th; Almeé was, offered mental health support from TRI’s Executive
Director on a weekly basi Durmg those esémns Aimee was forthcoming about her needs, able to
participate approprlately nd as ‘gaining: ms:ght around how her anxiety manifests. Aimee followed
directives and tmplemente echniques to |mprove-iher mental health functioning.

Aimee has always been 1'nd ndent and can ma e decisions regardmg her health and well-being
without the need of professmnal-or personal mtervehtmns Aimee is a strong advocate for herself and
determined to stay in comphance with her parole’ reqmrements. Aimee understands the importance of
mental health and |ndependence -and wants to contlnu .move forward in her life. Aimee successfully
exited TRI house in May 2019 nd relocated to norther olorado, with approval from her Parole
Officer. Aimee has since been in-contact with TRI's ED for further assistance with referrals and
resources and can reach ou_t ‘whenever needed for more support.

Sincerely,

Executive Director, TRI
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12/412018 (iter Reveipt
@CMUGA
COAMALIMITY COLLEDE

Cayuga Community College
Aubumn, NY

Order Accaptes for Processing

' Your Order Number is SMD74793t
+ Pleasecetzin this mumber i case you need to contact us about your arder.

B e L e T RN

s ey e S § TR S ARy BRSNSy VIS TS S, TR

. Addidens) Action Raguired

Autharization Form

'&:obmﬁxymnmﬂwaﬁzaﬁmfmm.pfeaseﬁ;ﬁhemandmwmmﬂm'appﬁaﬁmmdmhadmdpmﬂnhmm"mﬁmheﬁmdmmwfm
processing.

; [nmdaﬁnrustncmmewilhnaamal&statepﬁ\mqamisccurﬂyhm&eon!yamepmﬂehnu&au&mmﬂmhrhsmd&smmmmmour

i authorization form. Your order wifl not be processed until our form authorizing the school to ref ik d transaript is signed by the stndent avd bas been

i received and processed by us. If an autt form any socal ity or credit card numhbers, we consider this a violation of the privacy laws and we will
reject the form. Your order will remain un-authorized.
Your order will be canceled #you donot authorire your order within 30 days.
fyour arder Is anceled:

= We will email you a confirraton that it has been canceled
* You will have to re-enter your entire order if you stilf want the transaips)
» You will NOT be charged )

T PR

Thank you for using TrensaigisPhs® to place your order with Cayuga Community College. You may check the status of your Fansaript Order atany time by gofag to
Credemigls Sohwons, L1€ Soif ServicaPhs™,

Please select a next action by clicking one of the buttons below:

Feish Order Another

- Transcripts FAQs
Privacy Policy

Customer. Service

=

Capytight® 2018 Credentials Solutlons, LLC
Morthheld, IL 50093
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12042018 Parchunent Exchange - Leader in eTranscript

o2,

%

NORTHERN

eTranscripts Y coloravo.

43
ot

1.logh orRegister 2. Sslect Documants  3.Orer Detelis £_ Proviga Covsert 5. Peyment 5. Review Crier

Select Document
Tha following Transeript Restrictions were found on this record:

We're sorcy, but due to a financial hold on your student actount we were unable to ﬁliﬁii your transcript request. Transeript orders @it not be released uotil the
hald is clear. Questions conceming financial holds showuld be directed to our Bussar's Office at (570) 351-2201 ‘& bursar@unca.edl. 1t Is the student's responsibility
ta regrder the transcript once the financizl kald has baan sptisfRed. Your credit card will not be charged untit your order has beer complated. '

We're sorry, but due to a financial hold on your sudent account we were uaable o fulfilt yoor transcrpt request. Teanscript orders will not he refeased until the
hold Is clear. Quastions conrernsns financial holds chould be direcred to our Bursar's Office at (970} 351-2201 or Bursar@unco.edi. 1t is the student's responsibifity
to rearder the transcript once the financa! held has been satisfied, Your credit card wilt net be charged until your order has been completed,

For any further questions or help please contact us at transaipt@unco.edu, 888 666-5408

~ i

Parchment Ordering Servica 2.9
Copyright © 2006-2018 Parchment Inc. All Rights Reserved.
Privacy Policy. Refund Poficy.
a8:36am PST
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12142018 Parchment Exchange - Leader in cTranscript Exchange - University of Nosthern Colorado

',h g ‘ Y., UNIVERSITY OF
@ - NORTHERN

- eTranscripts 7 | COLORADO

& | |
l,i.‘,_‘x‘é
1. Login or Register 2. Select Bocuments 3. Order Datzils 4. Provida Consent 5. Payment 6. Review Order

Select Document
The Following Transcript Restrictions vere found on this record:

We're sorry, but due to a financiat hold on your student account we vrere unable to fv.-iiﬁ![ your transcript request. Transcript onders will not be refeased until the
hold is clear. Questions concerning financial holds should be divected to our Bursar's Office at (970} 351-2201 or bursar@unco.edu. 1t is the student's responsibility
to reorder the anseript once the financial kold has been satisfied. Your credit card will not be charged untd your erder has heen completed.

We're sorry, but due to a financial hiold on your student gocount we were unable to Rulfiff your transcript request. Transoript orders will not be refeased untit the
hold is clear. Questions concerning financial holds should be directed to our Bursar's Office at {970} 351-2201 or bursar@unce,.edu. It is the student’s responsibility
to reorder the transcript once the financial hold has been satisfied. Your credit card witl pot be charged until your order has been completed.

For any further questions or help please contact us at transcript@unco.edu, 888 666-9408

Parchment Ordering Service v2.9
Copyright @ 2006-2018 Parchment Inc, All Rights Reserved.
Privacy Policy, Refund Policy.
08:36am PST
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12/412018 ’ . Omter Receipt

$-OSWEGO
FTate Luteldd |y T2 WEW VRS

Drder Accepied for Processing

. Your Ocder Number is 8MD7A8078
: P(ssemtainﬁﬁsmmberhuseynumedmmnﬁdusaboutynwmdeﬂ

ey e e e SR = A £ SN R s e THR O s

et 3t i R AT EES SIS 17 . e v
© addional ctien Requiied

Authasization Form
H e

Afommmmpmmm@enwm- pplication to dowl ‘uﬁpﬁﬂ&mfumwhﬂ\mstﬁmbefaadmnaﬁa!ﬁr
processing. i
Mamhsmmmmm&mmwmmﬁewwmﬁmﬁ:rﬂﬁso:dsisﬁ'neﬂldmt'ss'gmnemouf
aulimﬁmuonfanmu'mda’wmmthtpmmw' hoszing the schoof to rel hi { —-s'ptissfgncdbymcsmdmtamﬂmsbeen
ce:a‘wdamlpmcesadb;us.lfanmlhcﬁnﬁmfmmmulalnsanysudalsmrltyurcmdilcanlnumbms.wemnﬂdetﬁnlsavlﬂhﬂbnnfﬂ;epdvacylawsag\dwewill
i reject the fom. Your order will remain un-autherized,

. Yoir arder wifl be led if you do not authork your order within 30 days.

if your order is canceled:

. Wewﬁlanaﬂymacnnﬁzmﬁmmatitiﬁsbemﬂndad
. mwmmmmmmﬁmaﬂaifywmﬂmmﬂmuamwﬂ
i « Youwill NOT be charged

e A A IR PSR ELIFUS RIS St g = i

Thank youfor @ngWMhphmywudawﬂh SUNY-Oswego. You may cﬁedcthemafywmmiptﬂrdaatawﬁmebygdng tn Credenials Sohians,
13C Sl SorvicePlus™.

Pleaseselectanmacuonbydtdﬁngnneofﬂnebnﬂmsbdm

Hnish Oeder Anaihar

Transcsipts FAQs
Privacy Palicy
Customer Sarvice

Copyright® 2018 Credentials Solutions, LLC
Northfield, (L 60093
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Cayuga Community College
Aubum. NY

Opcder Acimpiad for Praressing

Yaur Ocder Narnber is 8MD747331
Please vetzin this rumber in case you resd $o contact us about your order.

e ne e

wil Action Raoudind

Auntheriration Farm
Tnnhﬁnmmhrh&nﬁmplmﬁﬁh&mduﬂwsdﬁaﬁmﬂks“appicaﬁmtodmmﬁaadmdpﬂ:tﬁebmwﬁdtnmmbefamdnrnﬂe&fur
processmg. :
!nmderhus!nWm&mmwmm&eewwmth%mkhmmmwr
auillu:izalionmwmwwthWMMMﬁwlmdmﬁ&deMEwby:hemdentardhaheen
mﬁudadpmmdhyulfananﬂ:nrhﬂmhmmﬁmwsoﬁdmﬁtynrm«nimmbmmmrdderlhhaﬁohﬂnnafﬂepﬂ\nqlawsmﬂmwm
reject the form. Your order will remain un-authorized. .

Yaur order will be eanceled Eyou do notanthorize your order within 30 days.
tEyour arder s canceled:
» We wilf email you 2 confirmation that ithas been canceled
* Youwdl have to re-ester your entire order if you st want the transcript{s}
= Youwill NOT be charged ) M

B R e I MU ALY

R

Thank you for using TransaiptsPhus® to plare your erder with Cayuga Community College You may check the status of yous Transcript Order at any fime by going to
& i L

Please select a naxt action by dlicking one of the bettons below:

Finish Order Antrther

- Transcripis FAQs
Peivacy. Policy

Custpraer Service
v

Copyright® 2018 Credentlals Solutions, LLC
Horhfield. 1L 60633
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12/4n018

Crder S or Prosanzing

Oriler Rageipt

FOSWEGO
ﬁ S1ATE RPIrSAIIYY BR Wi w2IC

. mm&mmmbmdw&mmmmm i
mmmmwmhemmm
mmmwmwmmmmmmﬂ

miq:mefnnn.mufduwi! remain un-authorized.
Your grder will be Jed iFyou doaot

mmmr@gwmmﬁummmmmmvmmqmmmdmw

15 Seif-Sasvizebiys

lesdedanutadmhydidﬁngomnimbmbsm

Tinish

Mmmmmmwpmmﬁnmm“mmmwamm

y P 1ozt for s orderis the student's sigratuse gt o
i mmtmmwmmsmwmwmm
mniywaeﬁﬂwdmnﬁwsmmﬂeﬂ&avhhﬁmnﬂmmhmapdwuﬁll

Y 1 9 z.

e yonur order within 30 days.

Ouder at any time by going to Credentizls Selias.

Cyder Amother

Transcripls FAQS
Privacy Policy
Customer Service

Copyrights 2018 Credantinis Solutions, Ll
Horthfield, it 50093
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{Tour Telephone Neunber,

(Your Fax Number) ’ @ N
Wnereintheor ldleoumat & gmai . com)

Plaintiff, Self-Represented

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Plaintiff’s \A/ M . Case No.: A" Y- f 32 2227

Narme: (V' oYY I+ S on Dept. No.: XX LX
Plaintiff,

VS,
¢ .
efendant s

pemdans (2] gy} l

Defendant.

SUMMONS

NOTICE! YOU HAVE BEEN SUED. THE COURT MAY DECIDE AGAINST YOU WITHOUT
YOUR BEING HEARD UNLESS YOU FILE A RESPONSE WITH THE COURT
WITHIN 21 DAYS. READ THE INFORMATION BELOW CAREFULLY.

T;)’_t.il.e Defendant named above: @ l UY“ N M U [4 Z@l lJ

A civil complaint has been filed by the Plaintiff against you. Plaintiff is secking to recover the

relief requested in the complaint, which could include a money judgment against you or some other form
of relief.

If you intend to defend this lawsuit, within 21 calendar days’ after this Summons is served on you
(not counting the day of service), you must:

1. File with the Clerk of the Court, whose address is shown below, a formal written

response (typically a legal document called an “ansﬁfér," but potentially some other

! The State of Nevada, its political subdivisions, agencies, officers, employees, board members, commission members, and
legislators each have 45 days after service of this Summons within which to file a response to Plaintiff’s complaint.

Page 1 of 2
Rev. 2/]

PO/2079

For more forms and information. visit www.civillawselfhelncenter.ors. LY T e ©
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response) to Plaintiff’s complaint.

2, Pay the required filing fee to the court, or file an Application to Proceed In Forma
Pauperis and request a waiver of the filing fee.

3, Serve (by mail or hand delivery) a copy of your response upon the Plaintiff whose name

and address is shown below,

Information and forms to assist you are available, free of charge, at the Civil Law Self-
Help Center at the Regional Justice Center, 200 Lewis Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada, and on
the center’s website at www.civillawselfhelpcenter.org.

If you fail to respond, the Plaintiff can request your default. The court can then enter judgment
against you for the relief demanded by the Plaintiff in the complaint, which could result in money or
property being taken from you or some other relief requested in Plaintiff’s complaint.

If you intend to seek an attorney’s advice, do it quickly so that your response can be filed on time.

OF COURT
ﬁPR 1 2 2021
Ve " =i T -:__Date
Deputy‘Clerk Michel " -arthy
Regional Justice Lenter s
200 Léwis Avenue -

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155

L(M/\,uum

\m-ef, erﬁsm

(Yo rNa‘m_e(.

S B ud—re,rﬁ ) Y|
ﬁg_gwm (ddras) \ F \lo? @ g L’
(Your City, State, and Zip Code)

Plaintiff, Self-Represented

Note: When service is by publication, add a brief summary of the claims asserted, the relief sought, and include any special statutory
requirements. This summary should have been proposed through a Motion Seeking Publication and epproved through an Order
for Service by Publication. See Nevada Rule of Civil Procedure 4.4(c).

Rev. 2/20/1

Page2 of 2
For moyxe forms and mformanon, visit www.civillawselfhelpcenter.org.

019

© Civil Law Self—*le!p Center
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(Your Ci

O —

(Your Telephone Number)

(Your Fax Number) .

\d\SMM@%mdf\rCm

(Your E-mail Address)
Plaintiff, Self-Represented

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
Plaintj s. Case No.: A'pzl' 55; 7&,21
Name: Dept. No.: .Y !/[,\/
Plaintiff,
vs.
pmints (Nharlene @ el
Defendant.

SUMMONS

NOTICE! YOU HAVE BEEN SUED. THE COURT MAY DECIDE AGAINST YOU WITHOUT
YOUR BEING HEARD UNLESS YOU FILE A RESPONSE WITH THE COURT
WITHIN 21 DAYS. READ THE INFORMATION BELOW CAREFULLY.

To the Defendant named above: CHJ (_.Q,m @ ! Nﬂu

A civil complaint has been filed by the Plaintiff against you. Plaintiff is seeking to recover the

relief requested in the complaint, which could include a money judgment against you or some other form
of relief. |

¥f you intend to defend this lawsuit, within 21 calendar days' after this Summons is served on you
(not counting the day of service), you must:

1. File with the Clerk of the Court, whose address is shown below, a formal written

response (typically a Iegal document called an “answer,” but potentially some other

! The State of Nevada, its political subdivisions, agencies, officers, employees, board members, commission members, and
legislators each have 45 days after service of this Summons within which to file a response to Plaintiff’s complaint,

Page 1 of 2

L3

Rev. 2019
For more forms and information. visit www.civillawselfhelneenéer.ors. T T e O T T PP
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response) to Plaintiff’s complaint.

2. Pay the required filing fee to the court, or file an Application to Proceed In Forma
Pauperis and request a waiver of the filing fee.

3. Serve (by mail or hand delivery) a copy of your response upon the Plaintiff whose name

and address is shown below.

Information and forms to assist you are available, free of charge, at the Civil Law Self-
Help Center at the Regional Justice Center, 200 Lewis Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada, and on
the center’s website at www.civillawselfhelpcenter.org.

If you fail to respond, the Plaintiff can request your default. The court can then enter judgment
against you for the relief demanded by the Plaintiff in the complaint, which could result in money or
property being taken from you or some other relief requested in Plaintiff’s complaint.

If you intend to seek an attorney’s advice, do it quickly so that your response can be filed on time.

STEVEN D. GRIERSON CLERK OF COURT

‘ Mtchsﬂem .-?@Y B

Regwnab]us‘hce Eenter:-
200Lew1-s Av:,;nge i

W

(S’g’” )
< Maorry Son

(YourName) -
FSL B

(Your lreetdddress)
Nilas \JecaS,] Y 59084
(Your City, State, and Zip Code)

Plaintiff, Self-Represented

Note: When service is by publication, add a brief summary of she claims asserted, the relief sought, and include any special statutory
requirements. This summary should have been proposed through a Motion Seeking Publication and approved threugh an Order
for Service by Publication. See Nevada Rule of Civil Procedure 4.4(c).

Rev. 2/20/3

ge 2 of 2 © Civil Law Self-}

019
Help Center

For more forms and mformatlon, visit www.civillawselfhelpcenter.org.
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Electronically Filed
04/16/2021

S

AM ‘ ' . Q%;:cﬁme COURT
Morri Son

(Your Name S)&%S + .
%L%%% oBY
”""'—“‘f‘&ﬁ ="202-04¢/
(Your Telephane Numiber)
e nthe orid v saumedao maxl) . oy
(Your E-mail Address)
Plaintiff, Self-Represented
EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
s )\, Wor: caseNo: A-2l- 832762~
Name: yWnWett AYrisim Dept. No.: _\(w
Plaintiff,
VS.
bty [orig Mazzol
Defendant.
AFFIDAVIT/DECLARATION OF SERVICE UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY

W (Insert nante of person perforniing service) ‘\5 ekror Howng T , being duly
swom or under penalty of perjury, states that at all times relevant, X was over 18 years of age and not a
party to or interested in the above-captioned case; that I served a copy of the [_] Summons, ] Complaint,
[ TOther gpecifiy - O (insert date and
time you served) .20 ,atthchourof M., on Defendant (insert Defendant’s
nams) ' by the

fOllOWillg method (complete appropriate paragraph belew):

Personal service per NRCP 4. 21331: Delivering and leaving a copy (;'m'e
Defendmt's name) ‘6\/&(\ ’Be LK 3'\6)’) t (i mert addrars at

which you served) 3‘8’] 8 ﬁngS Qd
Sul | Q@

32
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[] Substitute service per NRCP 4.2(a)2): Delivering and leaving a copy with (iusers name or

physical description of person served) , a person of suitable age

and discretion residing at Defendant’s dwelling house or usual place of abode, at (insers Defendant’s address)

! Service on a business entity per NRCP 4.2(c){(1){A): Delivering and leaving a copy

with (isert name or -physical description of person served) N 5
who is Defendant’s (check ore) _Jregistered agent, [ Jofficer or director, [ ] partnes {“Imember, [ Jmanager,
[(Jtrustee,or [_Jothergpecify , 8t (insert address at which you served)

[ Other method of service autherized by Nevada statute or court rule:

I DECLARE UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY UNDER THE LAW OF THE STATE OF
NEVADA THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

SERVER’S SIGNATURE: \(___ A—— A— "= Date: D41zJzop
Server’s Phone: _(02) 4770-33wZ C '
Server’sﬂﬂsidenﬁa!/ ] Business Address: {5{1% S“_,Iy?hine. =p % st. M. Las i)
[] Iam a licensed process server or an employee of a licensed process server; my license or registration
number 1S (insert license or registration manbery:

I am not required to be licensed under chapter 648 of the Nevada Revised Statutes or another
ovision of law because am not engaged in the business of serving legal process within the State of
Nevada.

33
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(Your Telephone Number)

TIeEvein thewovid ueum,u@q maib-ay

(Your E-mail Address)
Plaintiff, Self-Represented

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
Plaintifl"s = . ase No.: - I" = ¢
Nfzme:ﬁ A \ W\@e M@Y Y | S m ]gept.liTo.:A. Q &3452;67&’2
Plaintiff,
gg;ezdams Cwu/m @ N.el )
Defendant. -

AFFIDAVIT/DECLARATION OF SERVICE UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY
(Insert name of person performing service} ‘v ; C \( {-0( \/O i Q_. -—LL ) being duly
sworn ot under penalty of perjury, states that at all times relevant, I was over 18 years of age andnota

patty to or interested in the above-captioned case; that I served a copy of the [_] Summons, [_] Complaint,
(] Other Gpecisy ON (insert date and
time you served) @ fg ! l 2 , 20 J at the hour of 2" w_QM on Defendant insert Defendant’s
R LT & ??r L A H‘OWUJA ‘FOT (ja(lﬂem@ by the
following method (complete appropriate paragraph below): - CQ LN-ej l
m Personal service per NRCP 4.2(a)(1): Delivering and leaving a copy with (insert
’g grfm at

Dt ane CharumL(D Ned) ot Keun 10€&

at (insert

wichsouseret VDT € Warm SDV&V\KS Rd

SwXe 10D
/11 Las Uegas NV €9 lQO

[

_Rev.ZIJ

34
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CLERK OF THE CQURY

RECEIVED

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22
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Electronically Filed
05/06/2021

raas i Soerin

CLERK OF THE COURT

v g M SOY %Cl&?

A sL LIH V.8
' d,vgu,rw@.q mal Carv

Telephone: '
Email Address: elei
In Proper Person :

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

pAﬁi};M M VW(\ SW’EASE NO.: J4 - 2) -~ g _7)2 7 (ﬂ—‘
Vs, DEPT: \/
Chas L @\ ell| .

Defendant.

/PFOO‘P of SW €

Title of Document

Respectfuily submitted by W "//7/(
(Your signature} Wﬂ
A e Mowicory

f&lamﬂff / £ Defendant In Proper Person

(Your name)

© The Clark County Family Law Self-Help Center Blank Caver Sheet - Rev. 6/14
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A Defendamsname) / f Mfa L/::f\jfi ( D /] \!L ] L 2 at (insert address at

ﬁ:m»ff Mervi s00 S
7 JrNane) %u_u(-{(? S“}

. U{’Qn s A
02 0~ O«

{Your Telephoric Mmzb erj

Your Fox Number)

Lrc\0the porldiswma @ gmail . ¢ v

(Your E~ingit Address)
Plaintiff, Self-Represented

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

ey~ ~CLARK-COUNTY, NEVADA — ]q*“a )'

'02 -C

ton A« et Movri sgn Dot No: XX T3
Plaintiff, ’
et Ckortma O et
‘ Defendant. )
AFFK IDAVITfDECLARATION OF SERVICE UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY
(Insert name of person performing servicey L4593 N lo USTUS , being duly

SWorn or under penalty of perjury, states that at all times relevant, | was over 18 years of age and nota

party to or interested in the above-captioned case; that | served a copy of the [ESummons, m:omplaint,

D Other {specify) ) ON (insert dare and
tivw you served) ﬁ{gﬂ jd s 2,2 o 4202 g at the hour of ! —_-i" (3 (Ai M., on Defendant fiusers Defendant s
name) (/.&'/ﬁ}e Ll ’,’\{}: /\ N[I— f \ _ e ..<by>the -

fpl!owing method. -feompleteTpprapriats paragraph beiow, )5

IR/ Personal service per NRCP 4. 2(a)}{1): Delivering and leaving a copy with finserr

swhich you served) /Z/"T \’\JHITEBPI‘)@(‘ D/Q A‘lc) b
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| physical description of person served) . , & person of suitable age

[ 7 0~ othermethod of service authorized by Nevada statute or court rule:

D Substitute service per NRCP 4.2(a)(2): Delivering and leaving a copy with (msert aaune or

and discretion residing at Defendant’s dwelling house or usual place of abods, at fiusert Defendant’s adress)

|:| Service on a business entity per NRCP 4.2(c){1)(A): Delivering and leaving a copy

with finsers name or physical description of person served) >

who is Defendant's fefieck anej [Jregistered agent, [officer or director, [T partnes [“Imember, [“manager,

Dtrustce,,or D otherfspecisy » At (insert address ai which you served)

I DECLARE UNDER PENALTY OF PEBJURY UNDER THE LAW OF THE STATE OF
NEVADA THAT THE FOREGOIN%T A ORRECT, -
SERVER'S SIGNATURE:

. M\/m\. Date: <34
Server's Phone: '7,Q'7 - ‘?-‘% & 0 bs‘)ﬁf

Server's [ ] Residential/ [{}Business Address: / 4845 BH767 ST . [ apén K 33778
‘ 1 am a licensed process server or an employee of a licensed process server; my license or registration
number is (insert license or registration numbesr): ,6,-'}3 ‘3 q’?C‘ "'1’(, £ .

O 1 am not required to be licensed under chapter 648 of the Nevada Revised Statutes or another

provision of law because am not engaged in the business of serving legal process within the State of
Nevada.

Page 2 of 2

For more forms and information, visit wwiw.civillawselfhelpcenter.org. Rev. 2/2

© Civil Law Sef

2018
[~Help Center

37



—

™ MMNH_‘.—ll—'I—II—-o—IMHi—H
g*—agaﬁﬁwh—'awmﬂa\mammno

f|aos,
As o€ MCMHS(M

"or 2519 B Heriy SPy ST

TES laas. NV-89040)

A = e - T 7 T - Ny % By WY

”‘f%”?i" "o OoY ]

{Your Telephone Nuniber)

e rhewodicoms @ gmar | ¢ ow

{Your E-mail Address)
Plaintiff, Self-Represented

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT-COURT -
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

:{g::w's A | lm-? 6 MWVL Sm Dept. No.;
Plaintiff,
e Charliy O el
Defendant,
AFFIDAVIT/DECLARATION OF SERVICE UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY
{insors name of person performing service) ! = onl (_; [ 6"?‘(_,(,5 , being duly

sworn ar under penalty of perjury, states that at all times relevant, 1 was over 18 years of age and not a

party to or interested in the above-captioned case; that I served a copy of theﬂSummona @%Comp}aim,

(7] Other fspecisy ON finsert date and
time you served) _‘4 /P /) i 2 fs / at the hour of l ‘ib _f M., on Defendant inser Defendants
anes_C {00 | ErlE D /\1 = by the

fo]lowmg method feomplete appropriaie paragraph below).

d Personal serviee per NRCP 4, 2(a){1): Delivering and leaving a copy with finsen
Defendant’s name) { / /—f‘}-} EJ_ ,t_j' /u F /’) A J{‘j i at (insert address ar
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D Substitute service per NRCP 4,2(2)(2): Delivering and leaving a copy with fsers nane or

physical description of person served) , & person of suiiable age

and discretion residing at Defendant’s dwelling house or usual place of abode, at frasert Defendant’s address)

[:l Service on a business entity per NRCP 4.2(c)(1)(A): Delivering and leaving a copy

with fiusert name or physical description of person served) »

who is Defendant’s foneck one) [ Jregistered agent, [TJofficer or director, [ partnes [ imember, [Jmanager,

DH'UST.&C,O!‘ D otherispecif) . AU fiusert address at which you svrved)

O Other method of service authorized by Nevada statute or court rule:

NEVADA THAT THE FOREGOING I¥7JRUE CORRECT.

SERVER’S SIGNATURE: P Vm Date: 4;12(434_
Server's Phone: ’7 274460 -0 é"ﬁif ) . :
Server’s [_] Residential/ [\}Business Address: / 0‘4%5 /L g.’rﬁ'?(;f? NT /,/C}(aé() (ffé,‘ 37;'77%)

[] 'am a licensed process server or an employee of a licensed process server; my license or registration
number is {Insert license or regisiration munber). /‘} f: {-,S ,% ‘:)—-{.’4"'( /3 )
T

I DECLARE UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY UﬁDER THE LAW OF THE STATE OF

[0 1 am not required to be licensed under chapter 648 of the Nevada Revised Statutes or another
provision of law because am not engaged in the business of serving legal process within the State of
Nevada.

Page 2 0f 2

. \ - Rev. 272
For more foris and information, visit www.civillawselthelpcenter.org,

% Civif Law Sz

/2019
~Fizin Conter

39




13N09 FHL 30RO

1202 61 AYW

Electronically Filed
EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 05/19/2021

CLARK COUNTY NEVADA G ;E;; t® < 5

CLERK OF THE COURT
- ..Aimee Morrison,

Plaintiff,
A

Gloria Mazzoli, A-21-832T027C
Charlene O’Neil, O‘q ko s

Defendant’s {—I—GMUQ %

Q—ecb\ﬂi\,u Cl’

NOTICE OF MOTION

The plaintiff alleges as follm-avs:
1. Both defendant’s entéred into a conspiracy to forge HHS documents
2.One orlboth defendant’s forged documents it is believed in New York
State by falsifying under sworn affidavit to statements they knew were
Untrue and took that chance to lie and face criminal State and Federal
Charges
3. These defendant’s falsified records saying I was intellectually impaired and
Than crossed state lines representing HHS workers and human research after

Being told by multiple Federal Agents to leave the State of Nevada instead
- _

rg Dr. Thom Lappas, my cousin, A Federal Employee in Washington DC, got

%Into the records and said someone is impersonating a Dr., and forged records
O
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They knew were untrue and were collecting Federal money and laundering
It, and it is under investigation in Washington DC. Multiple R.1.C.O.
Schemes. These two defendant’s are dangerous. They have lied under
Civil torts, the act of deceit intentional misrepresentation to mislead by
False statements that would intentionally cause financial harm, now were
Receiving tax payer dollars to obstruct my employment and this is fraud.
4. Filing an affidavit the defendant’s knew to be untrue constitutes the

Tort of abuse of power allowing for additional relief to punish the

Wrongdoers
>
Dated : May 17, 2021 BAAI% \_/ﬁ/kww
Aimee Morrison
6456 Butterfly Sky Street

North Las Vegas, Nevada 89084

41



Electronically Filed

05/19/2021
EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT ?f' .
CLARK COUNTY NEVADA CLERK OF THE COURT
| Aimee Morrison,
| Plaintiff,
v Case:A-21-832762-C
Charlene O’Neil, E |
| ' C U bersS
Gloria mazzoli, )
: Hearun
Defendant’s

The plaintiff alleges as follows:

NOTICE OF MOTION

Qﬁq uijéﬁ— L

1. Osaka Japanese Bistro has posted an ad on Indeed looking for servers,

As I am still unemployed due to the two defendant’s communicating

Libel, defamation, and slander that violates confidential communication

~ The defendant’s are not allowed by law even if it was true to communicate

Health information

2. I applied and was hired at TGIFriday’s at The Orlean’s Casino on

April 17, 2021. I began orientation on Aprll 18, 2021. My first day of

IN0Y 2MLH0 NYIW
1202 61 AVW
aE\EE]
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Training was April 22, 2021 at 11:00 am. I worked for four hours and

My trainer said, that the two defendant’s were plotting human trafficking,



Forced movement. The manager called two hours later and stated

That corporate said no hiring but an ad is posted and attached. The
Defendant’s found out where I was employed and intentionally made

Up defaming lies in order to obstruct employment

3. I am requesting additional relief and additional wage interference by
Intentional obstruction and the immediate request for a speedy trial so

I can return to serving food immediately.

4, These two defendant’s are obstructing my right to employment as a
Food server by communicating fraud to employers so I will not and
Cannot use my education, and I have bills for my Federal Student Loan Debt.
5. As I typed this motion. Gloria Mazzoli just had a person call me from
China Panda and I didn’t apply but she had me sexually harassed at China
Panda so I cant go back in.

6. These two defendant’s are interfering with marital finances intentionally
And debts.

7. 18 U.S. C. 371 Conspiracy of my Rights

8. 18 U.S.C. 1001 Lying and covering up

9. 18 U.S.C. 1905 Disclosure of Confidential Information that is Fraud

10. The plaintiff wishes to request to put Dr. Ellen Seely on the stand

Immediately so I may return to employment
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11. The plaintiff wishes to depose Dr. Thom Lappas, immediately

12. The plaintiff wishes to depose, Jean Charn, from The Harvard Bello-Sacks
Law Program

13. The plaintiff wishes to depose Harvard Professor Robert Torrisi, whom she
Did her undergrad degree program with.

14. Both defendant’s are lying intentionally to harm stable employment as
Mazzoli keeps threatening human trafficking

15. The Sixth Amendment guarantees my right to a speedy trial

16. Mr. Leigh Hunt retired head of The New York State Police knows both
Defendants conspire to intentionally obstruct employment

17. The plaintiff has a right to seek equitable relief and damages caused by
Both defendant’s who are conspiring against her education and her right to
Work

18. Defendant O’Neil is attempting to influence my husband, Mark Morrison,
By communicating deceit, lies, and false information which is fraud

19. The actions of both defendants constitute torts of deceit

20. Intentional misrepresentation with the intent to mislead by the use of
False statements |

21. The plaintiff alleges the act of trespass

22. The element of scienter is self evident in the instance of this case
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23. The defendant’s knowingly and continually falsify statements they know
To be fictitious with the intent to deceive, manipulate, coerce, and conspire
Fraud, this is abuse of process

24. The defendant’s actions are unethical, and patently unlawful conduct on
The part of both defendarits who communicate intentional fraudulent
Statements intended to create harm for employment

25. Both defendant’s were ordered by Federal Agent Juan Serrata to

Leave Nevada. They have continued to stay and conspire against
Employment with the intent to commit Federal Fraud

26. JoAnn O’Neil, my aunt, retired head of The London CIA caught

Both defendant’s after Juan Serrata caught them in R.1.C.O. conspiracies.
Both defendants refuse to leave

27. Defendant O’Neil has once again violated a Nevada Restraining order
To communicate false information with the intent to mislead and commit_
Fraud

28. Both defendant’s have falsified documents in New York State by
Deceit and fraud alleging human research

29. Dr. Ellen Seeley is Harvards 2020 World Scientist of the year and will
Communicate that both defendants are lying, perpetrating fraud, and

Conspiring across state lines with the intent to obstruct, interfere, and
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Conspire against my right to employment as a food server.

A. Dr. Seeley- Harvards 2020 World Scientist of The Year

B. Jean Charm Director of Bellow-Sacks, Harvards Law Program

C. Mr. Robert Torrissi

D. Tim O’Neil, ex husband of Charlene O’Neil he knows she is lying

To commit fraud

E. Mr. Leigh Hunt, retired head of The NYS Police who gave defendant
O’Neil a cease and desist order from trespassing

F. Juan Serrata Federal Agent

G. JoAnn O’Neil- retired head of The London CIA she told to leave. They
Were given Federal orders to leave.

H. Dr. Thom Lappas, NASA Scientist i\s conducting Confidential Classified
Federal Research on me and both defendants are intentionally interfering
And conspiring to obstruct normal. Dr. Lappas is conduct research and he
Says that I am being tampered with. They are NOT allowed to be harassing,
Interfering, obstructing. Its time Dr. Lappas is deposed against these two
Defendants as he has a lot to offer about both of them and he has entire file
Of Federal Research on me, contradicting their lies. They were ordered out
Of Las Vegas. I am involved in Federal Research and this was the last notice;
Of attempting to interfere with employment and telling employers I am human
Research for them, and this is fraud and they were caught. It is impairitive
Dr. Lappas be deposed. Defendant O’Neil has been impersonating fictitious
People and created a fraudulent human research twin study, but she is my

Mother, and was getting paid to stay in NY boundaries, and conduct

Scientific research while receiving payment, and lets discuss about the money
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And fraud. Obstructing research for NASA is a Federal Felony and it is

No'w being turned over to The US Attorney’s Office.These defendant’s
Continue to interfere with job interviewing and to maintain my marriage,

And today both defendants communicated more lies with the intent of

Deceit to perpetrate fraud and its time my cousin, Dr. Thom Lappas steps

In and gains control over this out of control situation. Mazzoli keeps
Threatening human trafficking, This is the final time I am stating this, NASA
And The US Navy conduct research at Walker Lake, NV and they conduct

It in Las Vegas, NV. Both of these defendant’s are guilty with interfering
With muitiple Federal Human researches, including Dr. Seeley, at Harvard
University. This letter from The Federal Court of Claims states I have
Classified judge and classified hearing scheduled as both of these defendants
Are accused of interfering with Federal Research and exploiting and releasing
This information to the employers and it say, “ classified .” These defendant’s
Are obétructing a normal federal observation by continuing intentional negative
Interactions, obstructing employment. I just worked at Arizona Charlies on
Decatur, in the café for a year. I can serve food and I have body cam video

Showing both defendants on video knowing I can serve food.

These two defendant’s are miserable do not want to see me be happy they are

Doing anything they can to destroy my life. Dr. Seeley from Harvard University
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Knows both defendant’s are lying to intentionally interfere with Federal
Medical Research for The United States Military. They were told to leave
Nevada, both continue to obstruct and intentionally interfere with
Employment.

I am moving this court to a judgement as there are no triable issues,

Rule 56 of Nevada Summary Judgement and the plaintiff is entitled to

A judgement as a matter of law

Dated: May 15, 2021 . \A,um"nb ANV Y

Aimee Motrison
6456 Butterfly Sky Street
North Las Vegas, Nevada 89084

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I do hereby certify that on the 16™ day of May, 2021, I served a Notice of
Motion upon the defendant, Charlene ( O’Neil ) Wahrendorf, 1317
Whitebridge Dr. Apt D, Palm Harbor, Florida 34684 by First Class Unite;d
States Mail and Gloria Mazzoli of 119 E. Utica St., Oswego, NY 13126 by

First Class United States Mail
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Muneerah Saleem - 0152202 - TGI Fridays Inc.

My Employees
Role
GM - Hourly
First name - starts with aimee Displaying all records
Name Employee Primary Work Phone  Extension  Status Job Site
Number
O'Neil (Morrison), 0167143 &~ W\ 3er0ome, Active - W/W  60743-
Aimee DOV & "Passuvaerd LV/Orleans,
NV

Dovonlead Ul Pro

Qomrp QECess Code 1%15"1&%&
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KEVIN E. BECK, LYD.

3137E. WARM SPRINGS RD., 8TE. 100

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89120

TELEPHONE: (702) 641-9900 FACSIMILE: (702) 260-8983
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Electronically Filed
5/19/2021 5:01 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERK OF THE CO
MOT &;&A ﬂo\ur—-'
Kevin E. Beck, NSB #8371

KEVIN E. BECK, LTD,

3137 E. Warm Springs Rd., Ste. 100
Las Vegas, NV 89120

Telephone: (702) 641-9900
Facsimile: (702) 260-8983

E-mail: kevin@kevinbecklaw.com
Attorney for Defendants

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
AIMEE MORRISON, Case No,: A-21-832762-C
Dept. No.: 29
Plaintiff,
Vs, HEARING REQUESTED: YES

CHARLENE O’NEIL and GLORIA
MAZZOLI,

Defendants,

MOTION TO DISMISS OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT,

TO HAVE PLAINTIFF DEEMED A VEXATIOUS LITIGANT, AND FOR
ATTORNEY’S FEES UNDER NRS 18.010
Defendants Charlene O’Neil (“O’Neil”) and Gloria Mazzoli (“Mazzoli”) hereby move
this honorable Court for relief from Plaintiffs’ Complaint, filed April 12, 2021 (the

“Complaint™), pursuant to NRCP 12(b)(5). Alternatively, Defendants seek summary
judgment to the extent the Court finds it nmecessary to consider matters outside of the
pleadings. Plaintiff Aimee Motrison a/k/a Aimee O°Neil (“Morrison”) has become a serial,
vexatious litigant-—having filed six state-court lawsuits against O’Neil in the last year and six
lawsuits against Mazzoli in the same timeframe. This does not include the federal-court cases
Plaintiff has filed against the Defendants. Each of the cases are baseless, containing contrived
and fantastical allegations against Morrison’s mother, O’Neil (who resides in Florida and has

nothing to do with Plaintiff), and her former partner’s mother, Mazzoli (who resides in New

Case Number: A-21-832762-C
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Kevin E. BECK, L1p.

3137E. WARM SPRINGS RD., STE. 160

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89120
TELEPHONE: (702)641-9900 FACSIMILE: (702)260-8983
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York and has nothing to do with Plaintiff). Consistent with the Judgment entered in Case No.
A-20-815618-C (the “May 2020 Action™), between the same parties, this Court should find
Plainti{f’ has failed to state a claim against Defendants as her claims are barred by the doctrine
of claim preclusion. Any claims that are based on facts prior to the filing of that case should
have been brought in that action.

To the extent Plaintiff is alleging claims that arose after the filing of the May 2020

| Action, Defendants seek summary judgment on any such claims as (1) Plaintiff cannot

produce any admissible evidence in support of her claims for relief and (2) Plaintiff’s
allegations are facially deficient and without any reasonable basis.

Defendants further move the Court for an Order that Plaintiff be added to the list of
vexatious litigants as provided for in Supreme Court Rule 9.5. By filing six lawsuits against
the Defendants in the last year, Plaintiff has demonstrated that she is a vexations litigant. In
granting the Defendants’ Motion for Summary Judgment in the May 2020 Action, Judge
Sturman found Plaintiff was potentially a vexations litigant, noting that she had filed multiple
federal and state cases based on the same allegations of wrongdoing, In her Order Granting
Summary Judgment, Judge Sturman found Plaintiff’s conduct to be indicative of forum or
judge shopping and harassing the Defendants. The Court cautioned that if Morrison were to
continue on with multiple actions against Defendants, Mottison should be deemed a vexations
litigant.

Defendants also seek an award of attorney’s fees against Morrison pursuant to NRS
18.010. Morrison has no reasonable ground for bringing these claims against Defendants and
has done so merely to harass Defendants.

/1
iy
Iy
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KEVIN E. BECK, L1D.

3137E. WARM SPRINGS RD., STE. 100

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89120

TELEPHONE: (702)641-9900 FACSIMILE: (702)260-8983
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This Motion is made and based upon the pleadings and papers on file herein, the
attached Points and Authorities, the Declarations of Charlene O°Neil and Gloria Mazzoli, and
the argument of counsel at the hearing on this Motion.

DATED this 19th day of May 2021,

Kevin E. Beck, Ltd.

/s/ Kevin E. Beck
Kevin E, Beck, NSB# 8371
3137 E. Warm Springs Rd., Ste. 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89120
Attorney for Defendants

POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

Mortrison’s claims against the Defendants must be dismissed for failure to state a
claim as most, if not all, of her claims are barred under the doctrine of claim preclusion or res
judicata. In 2020, Plaintiff filed two different cases in Federal Court against Defendants
alleging much of the same fabricated stories she has set forth in this case. She then filed no
less than six State-Court actions against each of the defendants. Plaintiff could have brought
all claims against the Defendants in any of the eatlier actions. Significantly, both the Federal
Court and the State Court has entered judgment in favor of Defendants in those actions. In
the May 2020 Action, Judge Sturman granted summary judgment in favor of Defendants on
Morrison’s claims based on claim preclusion and the fact that Morrison presented no
arguments, facts, or evidence in support of ber claims. Plaintiff has now wrongfully filed
more actions against Defendants based on the same baseless allegations in an effort to rehash
the same nonsensical claims. The Court should find Morrison’s claims are barred by claim
preclusion to the extent they could have been brought in an earlier action.

With regard to any claims based on allegations that occurred after the May 2020
Action was initiated, the Court should grant summary judgment as to those claims. There is

not a scintilla of truth to the allegations of wrongdoing that Plaintiff has made against the
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Kevin E. Beck, Lo,
3137 E. WARM SPRINGS RD., STE. 100

Las VEGAS, NEvaDA 89120

TELEPHONE: (702)641-9900 FACSIMILE: (702) 260-8983
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Defendants.  Plaintiff is esiranged from the Defendants (Plaintif’'s mother and the
grandmother of her child) and has had no substantive interaction or communications with
them for over ten years. Plaintiff has become so preoccupied with manufacturing unfounded
allegations against the defendants that she blames Defendants for each negative interaction
she may have in her life and claims—without any support—the Defendants hired each and
every person who has any interactions with Morrison. Defendants have supported this motion
with Declarations swearing that they did not engage in the conduct Plaintiff accuses them of
doing. It is anticipated that Plaintiff will not be able to present any reliable evidence to
contradict Defendant’s Declarations.

It is time for the Court to intercede and take some action to keep Morrison from
continuing to bring redundant, baseless claims against Defendants. Motrison must be added

to the list of vexatious litigants and ordered to pay Defendants® attorney’s fees.

L STATEMENT OF FACTS

1. On April 7, 2020, Plaintiff filed a Complaint in the United States District Court for the
District of Nevada (“Federal Court”) against Charlene O'Neil and Gloria Mazzoli. See Case
No. 2:20-¢v-00652-JAD-BNW (the “First Federal Case™). A true and correct copy of the

| Complaint is attached as Exhibit C.

2. The Complaint in the First Federal Case contained various allegations related to
violations of privacy, harassment, conspiracy against Morrison’s rights out of hate, interfering
with employment, hiring others to make threats against Morrison at her jobs, influencing
others to sexually harass Morrison, causing Morrison’s disability, intercepting phone calls and
text ressages, interference with Morrison’s romantic relationships, causing Morrison’s co-
workers 10 be mean to her, paying others to drug and attempt to kill Morrison, using nude
photos to force Morrison into child pornography, and a host of other nonsensical allegations.
Some of these allegations, and variations on the same, are set forth in the instant action.

3. On August 18, 2020 the Magistrate Judge in the First Federal Case entered an Order

and Report and Recommendation finding Plaintiff’s claims to be frivolous in that Plaintiff’s
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KEvIN E. BECK, LTD.
3137 E. WARM SPRINGS RD,, STE. 180

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89120

TELEPHONE: (702)641-9900 FACSIMILE: (702)260-8983
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allegations “describe fantastic and delusional scenarios and do not state a claim upon which
relief can be granted.” A true and correct copy of the Order and Report and Recommendation
is attached ag Exhibit D.

4. The Judge adopted the Magistrate’s Report and Recommendations and entered a
Judgment in favor of Defendants. A true and correct copy of the Order and Judgment are
attached hereto as Exhibits E and F.

5. On June 17, 2020, Plaintiff filed a second case in Federal Court against Charlene
O’Neil, again alleging wild allegations similar to those set forth in the prior case. See Case
No. 2:20-cv-01050-JAD-DJA (the “Second Federal Case”). A true and correct copy of the
Complaint is attached as Exhibit G.

6. Similar to the First Federal Case, the Judge in the Second Federal Case dismissed the
cage and entered a Judgment in favor of O’Neil. A true and correct copy of the Order and
Judgment are attached as Exhibits H and [,

7. Plaintiff appealed the Judgment in the Second Federal Case to the Ninth Circuit, but
the Ninth Circuit dismissed the Notice of Appeal.

8. A mere two days after filing the Second Federal Case, Morrison filed a third case in the
Federal Court, case number 2:20-cv-01109-GMN-BNW. This case rehashed the same types of
allegations against O'Neil. As with the first two cases, the Federal Court dismissed the case
and entered judgment against Morrison and in favor of O’Neil,

9. In the State Court, Plaintiff has filed at least six other cases with this Court involving
one ot both Defendants;

a. On May 28, 2020, Plaintiff filed Case No. A-20-815618-C against O’Neil and
Mazzoli;

b. On September 29, 2020, Plaintiff filed Case No. A-20-822153-C against
O*Neil;

¢. On September 29, 2020, Plaintiff filed Case No, A-20-822159-C against O’Neil

and Mazzoli;
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d. On October 6, 2020, Plaintiff filed Case No. A-20-822562-C against Mazzoli;

e. On October 6, 2020, Plaintiff filed Case No. A-20-822573-C against Mazzoli;
and

f.  On October 13, 2020, Plaintiff filed Case No. A-20-822965-C O’Neil.

10. The Court may review the Complaints filed in the seven actions Mozrison has filed
with the Court against Defendants over the course of the last year, but suffice it to say the
Complaints are filled with similar fictitious scenarios and allegations as pled in both this case
and the three Federal Court Cases.

11.1In the other State Court actions, including the case where Judge Sturman granted
summary judgment in favor of Defendants, Motrison has alleged the Defendants have:
interfered with her employment, wages and tips; implanted a device into Morrison to track her;
and have harassed her in a myriad of manners—the same allegations Motrison repeats here.

12.On Janwary 27, 2021, Judge Sturman entered summary judgment in favor of
Defendants on all of Morrison’s claims, The Order is attached as Exhibit J. In relevant part,
the Order provides:

THE COURT FINDS that Plaintif’s claims as set forth in this action are
barred under the doctrine of claim preclusion. On or about April 7, 2020,
two months prior to the Plaintiff’s filing this action, Plaintiff filed an action
in the United States District Court for the District of Nevada, case number
2:20-cv-00652-JAD-BNW. The Federal Court case involved the same
parties as are present in this case. The Court in the Federal Court case
entered a valid and final judgment in favor of the Defendants in that action
on September 16, 2020, The claims that Plaintiff have alleged in this case
were raised, or could have been raised, in the Federal Court case.
Accordingly, Plaintiff is precluded, under the doctrine of claim preclusion,
from litigating those claims in this case.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that Plaintiff is potentially a vexatious
litigant. The Court notes that Plaintiff has filed multiple cases in the Federal
Court (Case Nos. 2:20-cv~00652-JAD-BNW and 2:20-cv-01050-JAD-DJA)
and in the Bighth Judicial District Court for the State of Nevada (Case Nos.
A-20-822153-C, A-20-822159-C, A-20-822562-C, A-20-822573-C, and A-
20-822965-C) that appear to relate to the same claims and allegations of
wrongdoing that Plaintiff has alleged against the Defendants in this case.
The Court finds the Plaintiff’s conduet to be indicative of forum shopping or
judge shopping. The Court further finds that Plaintiff's filing of multiple
actions against Defendants appears to be an attempt to harass the
Defendants. The Court further finds that Plaintiff’s multiple actions appear
to be without merit as she has alleged extraordinary allegations against

6
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Defendants without providing any facts or evidence in su port of her
allegations. If Plaintiff continues to pursue with these multiple actions
against Defendants, Plaintiff should be deemed a vexations litigant and the
Court will cause her name to be added to the list of vexatious litigants.
THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that Plaintiff has presented no arguments,
facts, or evidence in suppott of her allegations in in opposition to
Defendants’ Countermotion for Summary Judgment.
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED Defendant’s Countermotion for Summary
Judgment is granted in favor of Defendants and against Plaintiff on all of
Plaintiff’s claims,
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Judgment is entered in favor of
Defendants and against Plaintiff on each and every claim for relief alleged in
this action.
13. In just over year, Plaintiff has filed at least ten different cases here in Nevada against
Defendants.
B. RELEVANT FACTS
Plaintiff Aimee Morrison a/k/a Aimee O’Neil (“Morrison”) is the daughter of
Defendant Charlene O’Neil (“O’Neil”). See Exhibit A, Declaration of Charlene O’Neil
(*O’Neil Decl.”), 9 3. Due to Morrison’s erratic thoughts and behaviors, O*Neil has not had
any recent contact with Morrison. Id. at § 4. O’Neil believes that she has not seen Motrison
for over ten years. Id. at 9 5. Similarly, O’Neil has not had any conversations with Morrison
in over ten years. Id. at ] 6. Morrison has sent a large amount of mail to O’Neil, but O*Neil
does not respond to the correspondence, and sometimes does not even open the letters. /d at
T 7. O’Neil has intentionally distanced herself from Morrison over the past decade because
interactions between the two of them have historically been difficult on O’Neil. Id at 8.
Defendant Gloria Mazzoli (“Mazzoli”) is the mother of Morrison’s former long-term
boyfriend, John Mazzoli. John and Morrison have a child together. See Exhibit B,
Declaration of Gloria Mazzoli (“Mazzoli Decl.”), ¥ 3. Due to Morrison’s erratic thoughts and
behaviors and the fact that Morrison is no longer in a relationship with Mazzoli’s son,
Mazzoli has not had any recent, meaningful contact with Morrison. Id. at § 4. Mazzoli has
not seen Morrison in over ten years. Id. at 5. Aside from two short phone calls (one in

March of 2020 and another in 2017), Mazzoli has not had any conversations with Moxrrison

for over ten years. Id. at Y 6. In the March 2020 phone call, Morrison made some wild

7
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accusations against Mazzoli and Mazzoli promptly ended the conversation. In the 2017
conversation, Morrison was talking with Mazzoli about Morrison’s children, Jd. at 9 7.
Although Morrison has sent a large amount of mail to Mazzoli, Mazzoli does not respond to
Morrison’s correspondence. Id. at 9 8.
FACTS THAT SUPPORT A DISMISSAL OF PLAINTIFF’S CLAIMS
The following facts support Defendants” Motion to Dismiss or Motion for Summary
Judgment, in the alternative:

1. Neither Defendant has directly harassed, stalked, intimidated, intruded, or caused any
harm or emotional distress to Morrison. See O’Neil Decl., % 9; see Mazzoli Decl., § 9.
Morrison has failed to provide any admissible evidence to the contrary and she bears the
burden of proof on this issue.

2. Neither Defendant has hired or requested that any third party harass, stalk, intimidate,

infrude, or cause any harm or emotional distress to Morrison. See O*Neil Decl., § 10; see

|| Mazzoli Decl., § 10. Morrison has failed to provide any admissible evidence to the contrary

and she bears the burden of proof on this issue.

3. Neither Defendant has caused any persons to engage in any intentional misconduct
against Mortison, including any persons who work at or patronize Mortison’s curtent or prior
places of employment.. See O’Neil Decl,, 1 11; see Mazzoli Decl., § 11. Morrison has failed
to provide any admissible evidence to the contrary and she bears the burden of proof on this
issue.

4. Neither Defendant made false statements or malicious lies about Morrison and have
not used any false statements fo interfere with her employment.. See O’Neil Decl., § 12; see
Mazzoli Decl., § 12. Mortison has failed to provide any admissible evidence to the contrary
and she bears the burden of proof on this issue.

5. Neither Defendant has, within the last ten years, talked with any of Morrison’s
employers and neither have suggested to any employer or coworker that Morrison suffers from

mental retardation, a learning disability, or homelessness. See O’Neil Decl., 113; see Mazzoli
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Decl., § 13. Morrison has failed to provide any admissible evidence to the contrary and she
bears the burden of proof on this issue.

6. Neither Defendant has communicated with any third party, including Morrison’s
employets or co-workers, sentiments of hatred toward Morrison or disparaged her or her
reputation. See O’Neil Decl,, § 14; see Mazzoli Decl., | 14. Morrison has failed to provide
any admissible evidence to the contrary and she bears the burden of proof on this issue.

7. Neither Defendant has slandered Motrison in any manner. See O*Neil Decl., q 15; see
Mazzoli Decl., § 15. Morrison has failed to provide any admissible evidence to the contrary
and she bears the burden of proof on this issue.

8. Neither Defendant is a drug informant and neither of them deal drugs. See O°Neil
Decl., § 16; see Mazzoli Decl., § 16. Morrison has failed to provide any admissible evidence
of her claimed damages and she bears the burden of proof on this issue.

9. Neither Defendant has violated any restraining orders or engaged in acts of trespass.
See O'Neil Decl., § 17; see Mazzoli Decl., § 17. Motrison has failed to provide any admissible
evidence to the contrary and she bears the burden of proof on this issue.

10. Neither Defendant has interfered with any of Morrison’s financial rights related to her
marriage or employment. See O’Neil Decl, § 18; see Mazzoli Decl., ¥ 18. Morrison has

failed to provide any admissible evidence to the contrary and she bears the burden of proof on

this issue.

11. Neither Defendant has caused any damages to Morrison. See O’Neil Decl., 4 19; see
Mazzoli Decl., § 19. Morrison has failed to provide any admissible evidence to the contrary
and she bears the burden of proof on this issue.

II. LEGAL ARGUMENT
A, The Court Should Dismiss Plaintiff’s Complaint for Failure to
State a Claim Against Defendants Because the Claims are Barred
by the Doctrine of Claim Preclusion.
Pursgant to NRCP 12(b)(5), Plaintiffs’ complaint fails to state a claim upon which

relief can be granted against Defendants. See NRCP 12(b)(5). A motion to dismiss for failure
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to state a claim is proper under NRCP 12(b)(5) if it appears that the plaintiff could prove no
set of facts that would entitle it to relief. Pankopf v. Peterson, 175 P.3d 910, 912 (Nev.
2008). “Dismissal is proper where the allegations are insufficient to establish the elements of
a claim for relief.” Stockmeier v. Nev. Dep’t of Corr. Psychological Review Panel, 183 P.3d
133, 135 (Nev. 2008).

The Defendants are entitled to dismissal of Plaintiff’s claims that could have been
brought in a prior action under the doctrine of claim preclusion. The Nevada Supreme Court
has held that claim preclusion is appropriately applied when “(1) the same parties or their
privies are involved in both cases, (2) a valid final judgment has been entered, and (3) the
subsequent action is based on the same claims or any part of them that were or could have
been brought in the first case.” dlcantara ex rel. Alcantara v. Wal-Mart Stores, Inc., 130
Nev, 252, 257, 321 P.3d 912, 915 (2014). The issue of whether claim preclusion applies is a
question of law. G.C. Wallace, Inc. v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court, 127 Nev. 701, 705, 262
P.3d. 1135, 1137 (2011).

In this case, all of the elements of claim preclusion are present. Plaintiff has brought
nine other cases against the Defendants. All three of the Federal Court Cases and the State
Court Case before Judge Sturman, Case No. A-20-815618-C (the “May 2020 Action™), have
been brought to a final judgment and involved the same parties. For simplicity, Defendants
will focus on the May 2020 Action wherein Judge Sturman granted summary judgment in
favor of Defendants, though the Federal Court cases would have a preclusive effect, as well,
The May 2020 Action involved the the same parties as are present in this case: Morrison
(formerly known as Aimee O’Neil), O’Neil and Mazzoli. The Court in the May 2020 Action
entered a valid, final Order granting summary judgment in favor of Defendants on January

27, 2021, Third, it is clear that the claims that Morrison has raised in this case were raised,

! Although Plaintiff has appealed this Order it should be of no consequence. The Order
currenily stands. Even if the Court were to take the position that the Order is not a valid, final

Order at this time, the Court could look to any of the Orders and Judgments in the Federal

10
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or could have been raised, in the May 2020 Action or any of the dismissed Federal Court
cases. Throughout the relevant complaints, Motrison has complained of harassment, privacy
violations, acts of hatred and interference, conspiring with others, interfering with
employment, and disparaging or slanderous comments regarding Morrison. Moreover,
because this case was filed within a year of the May 2020 Action, Motrison could have
brought the claims she brough here in the May 2020 Action. To the extent there are recent
allegations, those can be addressed through summary judgment. Morrison’s repetitive claims
are precluded and must be dismissed.

The policy behind claim preclusion is to prevent the relitigation of claims and applies
perfectly to this situation. Within the span of just over a year, Morrison has filed ten sepatate
actions against the Defendants in Nevada. The Court should not condone Morrison’s
repetitive attempts to relitigate the case or to sneak a ruling or judgment past the Defendants
by filing multiple actions on fictitious claims. As Judge Sturman pointed out in her Order,
Morrison’s conduct smacks of forum or judge shopping. Defendants urge the Court to find
that Morrison is a vexatious litigant.

Any claims that rely on allegations prior to May of 2020 should be dismissed as they
are properly precluded. This would appear to cover the bulk, if not all of Morrison’s
allegations. Out of an abundance of caution, the Court can similarly dismiss any claims
allegedly arising after May of 2020 through summary judgment.

B. The Court Should Grant Summary Judgment in Favor of
Defendants.

“Summary judgment is appropriate ...when the pleadings and other evidence on file
demonstrate that no ‘genuine issue as to any material fact exists and that the moving party is
entitled to a judgment as a matter of law.”” Wood v. Safeway, Inc., 121 Nev. 724, 731, 121
P.3d 1026, 1031 (2005). “A factual dispute is genuine when the evidence is such that a

Court cases for the same preclusive effect. None of those are subject to an appeal and they

have the same preclusive effect.

11
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rational trier of fact could return a verdict for the nonmoving party.” Id. at 731, 121 P.3d at
1031,

Pursuant to NRCP 56(c)(1)(b) and (e), Defendants request summary judgment in their
favor because Morrison has not, and cannot, present the Court with evidence of the material
facts she alleged in her Complaint. Though she has alleged these same or similar facts in
each of her ten actions against the Defendants in Nevada, Motrison has failed to produce any
competent evidence to support such allegations. Defendants have denied all of the relevant
allegations of wrongdoing that Morrison has stated. Now, in addition to denying such
allegations, Defendants affirmatively state that Aimee has no admissible evidence to support
her claims and request that the Court enter judgment in their favor.

NRCP 56(c)(1)(b) allows a defendant to show the absence of a material issue of fact
by pointing to the fact that an adverse party cannot produce admissible evidence to support a
fact. Morrison has made fantastic, wild allegations against Defendants, but the fact is that
Mortison has absolutely no admissible evidence to support those allegations. Her claims are
based entirely on supposition and what appears to be delusions that two elderly women living
on the opposite end of the country are conspiting with Morrison’s employers, coworkers, and
many third parties to cause damage to Morrison, here in Nevada. There is no evidence to
suppott this, and Defendants flatly deny it.

Plaintiff lacks admissible evidence to suppott her claims for slander, malice and hate
crimes. Morrison does not have any evidence to support the essential elements of those
claims. If Morrison does have actual evidence to support her fantastic allegations, she should
present that evidence in opposition to this Motion. Unless she is able to produce admissible
evidence in response to this Motion, the Court should enter judgment in favor of Defendants,
pursuant to NRCP 56,

C. The Court Should Deem Morrison a2 Vexatious Litigant.

Pursuvant to Supreme Court Rule 9.5, this Court should designate Morrison a vexatious

litigant. This Court has the ability to declare a party a vexatious litigant. Upon entering an

order declaring a litigant to be vexatious, the Court submits a copy of the order to the directed
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of the administrative office of the Courts. The director then enters the name of the litigant on
the list of vexatious litigants. See SCT 9.5.

In order to impose a vexatious litigant status on a party the Court must (1) provide
notice and an opportunity to oppose the proposed restrictions; (2) create an adequate record

that includes a list of filings of other reasons that led it to conclude a restrictive order was

‘necessary; (3) make substantive findings as to the frivolous or harassing nature of the

litigant’s actions; and (4) narrowly tailer the restrictions to address the specific problem and
set an appropriate standard by which to measure future filings. Jones v. Eighth Judicial Dist.
Ct., 130 Nev. 493, 495-496, 330 P.3d 475 (2014).

Morrison has filed ten different actions against Defendants in just over a year’s time.
These are actions filed in Nevada, where neither of the Defendants reside. The cases a]l
involve the same type of meritless allegations against Defendants. Defendants should not
have to continue to incur attorney’s fees in addressing these actions and run the risk that
Plaintiff will get a judgment against Defendants by some surprise or mistake.

Judge Sturman laid the framework for a vexatious litigant filing and it is time for the
Court to complete that process. In relevant part, Judge Sturman noted:

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that Plaintiff is potentially a
vexatious litigant. The Court notes that Plaintiff has filed multiple
cases in the %‘ederal Court (Case Nos. 2:20-cv-00652-JAD-BNW
and 2:20-cv-01050-JAD-DJA) and in the Eighth Judicial District
Court for the State of Nevada (Case Nos. A-20-822153-C, A-20-
822159-C, A-20-822562-C, A-20-822573-C, and A-20-822965-C)
that appear to relate to the same claims and allegations of
wrongdoing that Plaintiff has alleged against the Defendants in this
case. The Court finds the Plaintif’s conduct to be indicative of
forum shopping or judge shopping, The Court further finds that
Plaintiff’s filing of multiple actions against Defendants appears to
be an attempt to harass the Defendants. The Court further finds
that Plaintiff”s multiple actions appear to be without merit as she
has alleged extraordinary allegations against Defendants without
providing any facts or evidence in support of her allegations. If
Plaintiff continues to pursue with these multiple actions against
Defendants, Plaintiff should be deemed a vexations litigant and the
Court will cause her name to be added to the list of vexatious
litigants.

Despite Judge Sturman’s clear warning, Mortison continues to bring multiple actions against

Defendants, relying on the same type of nonsensical allegations.
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Through her opposition, Morrison is provided with an opportunity to address this
issue, fully. The Court should function a remedy that will protect the Defendants from
multiple additional filings, resting on the same claims or allegations. The clerk of the court
could screen any future proposed filing that Morrison presents alleging claims against either
Defendant.

Defendants plead with the Court for relief in this regard. They are elderly women
who cannot afford to continue to pay legal fees for Morrison’s baseless claims.

D. El; Court Should Order Morrison to Pay Defendant’s Attorney’s

Under NRS 18.010(2)(b), the Court may award attorney’s fees to a litigant if the Court
finds a claim was brought without reasonable ground or to harass the prevailing party. The
statutes provides the Court should liberally construe the provisions of the statutes to award
attorney’s fees in all appropriate situations. Specifically, the rule is intended to “punish for
and deter ftivolous or vexatious claims.” NRS 18.010(2)(b).

Defendants urge the Court to award them their incurred legal fees in connection with
this matter. This would hopefully deter future frivolous filings by Morrison. As discussed
above, Morrison has filed ten separate actions against Defendants in the span of a year. Each
time, Plaintiff has no evidence to support her claims, just delusional allegations and claims.
Defendants will present the Court with billing records to support their claim for attorney’s
fees in this matter should the Court find in their favor.

117
/117
/1
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m. CONCLUSION
For each of the foregoing reasons, Defendants requests that the Court dismiss
Plaintiff’s Complaint in its entirety. Defendants further request the Court deem Plaintiff a

vexatious litigant and award attorney’s fees under NRS 18.010.

DATED this 19th day of May 2021.
Kevin E. Beck, Ltd.

/s/ Kevin E. Beck
Kevin E. Beck, NSB# 8371
3137 E. Warm Springs Rd., Ste. 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89120
Attorney for Defendants

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on this 19th day of May, 2021, a true and correct copy of the
foregoing MOTION TO DISMISS OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, FOR SUMMARY
JUDGMENT, TO HAVE PLAINTIFF DEEMED A VEXATIOUS LITIGANT, AND FOR
ATTORNEY’S FEES UNDER NRS 18.010 was sent via electronic means in the Eighth
Judicial District Court pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2 and by U.S. Mail, first class
postage prepaid, to the following at their last known address:

Aimee Morrison

6456 Butterfly Sky St.

North Las Vegas, NV 89084

/s/ Kevin E. Beck
An employee of Kevin E. Beck, Ltd.
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DECLARATION OF CHARLENE O’NEIL

STATE OF FLORIDA )
COUNTY OF PINELLAS g >
Charlene O’Neil, being first duly sworn, deposes and states as follows:

1. I am a defendant in the matter of Aimee Morrison v. Charlene O’Neil and
Gloria Mazzoli. Ihave personal knowledge of the statements made berein, except as to those
made on information and belief, and as to those statements, I believe them to be true. I am
competent to testify thereto if called,

2. I make this declaration in support of Defendants’ MOTION TO DISMISS OR,

1IN THE ALTERNATIVE, FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT, TO HAVE PLAINTIFF DEEMED A

VEXATIOUS LITIGANT, AND FOR ATTORNEY'S FEES UNDER NRS 18.010, The factual
averments stated within that document are true of my own knowledge, except for those matters

therein stated on information and belief, and as to those matters, I believe the same to be true.

3. Plaintiff Aimee O’Neil (“Aimee”) is my daughter.

4, Due to Aimee’s erratic thoughts and behaviors, I have not had any recent
contact with Aimee.

5. I believe that I have not seen Aimee for over ten years,

6. I'have not had any conversations with Aimee in over ten years,

7. Aimee has sent a large amount of mail to me, but I do not respond to the

correspondence, and sometimes do not even open the letters.

8. I hav-e intentionally distanced myself from Aimee over the past decade because
interactions between the two of us have historically been difficult on me.

9, I have not directly harassed, stalked, intimidated, intruded, or caused any hartn
or emotional distress to Aimee.

10, I have not hired or requested that any third party harass, stalk, intimidate,

intrude, or cause any harm or emotional distress to Aimee.
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11. 1 have not caused any persons to engage in any intentional misconduct against
Aimee, including any persons who work at or patronize Aimee’s current or prior places of
employment.

12. I have not made false statements or malicious lies about Aimee and have not
used any false statements to interfere with her employment.

13, In the last ten years, I have not talked with any of Aimee’s employers and I
have certainly not suggested to any employer or coworker that Aimee suffers from mental
retardation, a learning disability, or homelessness.

14. [ have not communicated with any third party, including Aimee’s employers or
co-workers, sentiments of hatred toward Aimee or disparaged her or her reputation.

15. I have not slandered Aimee in any manner.

16. I am not a drug informant and I do not deal drugs.

17. I have never intentionally violated any restraining order or engaged in acts of
trespass.
18. I have not interfered with any of Aimee’s financial rights related to her

marriage or employment.

19. I have not caused any damages to Aimee.

20, I declare the foregoing to be true under penalty of perjury under the laws of the
State of Nevada.

/s/ Charlene O'Neil
Charlene O’Neil
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DECLARATION OF GLORIA MAZZOLI

STATE OF NEW YORK )
§s.
COUNTY OF OSWEGO ;

Glotia Mazzoli, being first duly sworn, deposes and states as follows:

1. I am a defendant in the matter of Aimee Morrison v, Charlene O’Neil and
Gloria Mazzoli. 1have personal knowledge of the statements made herein, except as to those
made on information and belief, and as to those statements, I believe them to be true. I am
competent to testify thereto if called.

2. I make this declaration in support of Defendants’ MOTION TO DISMISS OR,
IN THE ALTERNATIVE, FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT, TO HAVE PLAINTIFF DEEMED 4
VEXATIOUS LITIGANT, AND FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES UNDER NRS 18.010, The factual
averments stated within that document are true of my own knowledge, except for those matters
therein stated on information and belief, and as to those matters, I believe the same to be true.

3. Plaintiff Aimee O’Neil (“Aimee”) was in a long-term relationship (and had a

child) with my son, John Mazzoli.

4. Due to Aimee’s etratic thoughts and behaviors and the fact that Aimee is no
longer in a relationship with my son, I have not had any recent, meaningful contact with
Aimee.

5. I'have not seen Aimee in over ten years,

6. Aside from two brief phone calls (one in March of this year and one in 2017),
I have not had any conversations with Aimee for over ten years.

7. In the March phone call, Aimee made some wild accusations against me and I
promptly ended the conversation. In the 2017 call, Aimee was talking to me about Aimee’s
children.

8. Although Aimee has sent a large amount of mail to me, I do not respond to
Aimee’s correspondence.

9, I have not directly harassed, stalked, intimidated, intruded, or caused any harm

or emotional distress to Aimee.
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10. I have not hired or requested that any third party harass, stalk, intimidate,
intrude, or cavse any harm or emotional distress to Aimee.

11, I have not caused any persons to engage in any intentional misconduct against
Aimee, including any persons who work at or patronize Aimee’s current or prior places of
employment.

12. I have not made false statements or malicious lies about Aimee and have not
used any false statements to interfere with her employment.

13. In the last ten years, I have not talked with any of Aimee’s employers and 1
have certainly not suggested to any employer or coworker that Aimee suffers from mental
retardation, a learning disability, or homelessness.

14. I have not communicated with any third party, including Aimee’s employers or

co-workers, sentiments of hatred toward Aimee or disparaged her or her reputation.

15, T have not slandered Aimee in any manner,

16. [ am not a drug informant and I do not deal drugs.

17. I have never intentionally violated any restraining order or engaged in acts of
trespass.

18. I have not interfered with any of Aimee’s financial rights related to her
matriage or employment.

19. I have not caused any damages to Aimee.

20. [ declare the foregoing to be true under penalty of perjury under the laws of the
State of Nevada.

/s/ _Gloria Mazzoli
Gloria Mazzoli
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oS0 | Ry, 12/19)Complaint for Givi Case —r —— N
' COUNSEI/PARTIES OF RECORD
! UNITED STATES DISTRICT CO
| forthe - APR -7 2020
| Los \ﬁgég,gmsm of !Q@\f 9]
i CLERK US DISTRICT COURT
' Division DISTRIGT OF NEVADA
| e o DEPUTY
* : \ ) Case No. _
m _e/ @ ] ‘\j &LJ ; (to be filled in by the Clerk's Qffive)
y Plaimiity) g s I )
ite the full ach plaintiff who Is filing this complaint, .
.{(;”yt;w:amg{ qf”:;fe‘eh: pgalmgf a:gzﬁt in tk:fpace fzb?v; ) Jury Trial: (cheok one) D Yes m No
plegse write “sve aitached” in the space and attackh an additional )
page with the full list of names.) )
- )
N
. ) 2:20-cv-00652-JAD-BNW
CHMU{LﬂLigfwﬂli; |
Defendari(s) )
(Write the full name of each defendant who is being sued, [fthe
names of all the defendants cannot fit in the space above, please )
write “see attached" inthe space and atiach an additlonal page )
with the full list of namgs,) ) ! .
Colovia MazzZOoli
COMPLAINT FOR A CIVIL CASE

I The Parties to This Complaint
A. The Plaintiff(s)

Provide the information below for each plaintiff named in the complaint. Attach additional pages if

needed,
Name

Mm@

o d
i

Street Addross %
City and County

>00D W . Chodaatm
| s ()

State and Zip Code

Nevado i

Telephone Number

E-~mail Address

10Z,- 202 -18]
wn

eren \

B. The Defendani(s)

omcii | .C.om)

Provide the information below for each defendant named in the complaint, whether the defendant is an
individual, 2 government agency, an organization, or & cotporation. For an individual defendant,
include the person's job or title (ifknowy). Attach additional pages if neaded.

Pege l of
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o S | R, 110 Conpb s v o -
Defendant No, 1 ,

Name Choorone @ i(\N-el
Job or Title (i known) ) ‘ A _i.
Street Address 1217 w)hite Bricie Dlady
City and County Palm oo Finel [o¢
State and Zip Code Flovyi Ao S (LK Lf
Telephone Number '
E-mail Address (i known)

* Defendant No. 2 ,
Natme G lovria MazzOh
Job or Title (if known)

Street Addross 1A €, Ubhca St

City and County ) N _CQ 5_&1@?» Q.
State and Zip Code AN gzi : ;@ECK \ 3 ,:S;L
Telephone Number A - Bu A - \4—' ()2 & .

E-mail Adcdress (if known)

Defeéndant No, 3
' Name

Job or Title (if mown)
Strest Addross
City and County
State and Zip Code
Telephone Number
E-mail Address (if known)

Defendant No. 4
Name
Job or Title (if known)
Street Address
City and County
State and Zip Code
Telephone Number
E-mail Address (if known)

Pagelof 5
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Pro Se 1 SE“- 12/16) Complaint foragg()mm

Basis for Jurisdiction

Federal courts are courts of limited jurisdiction (limited power), Generally, only two types of cases can be
heard in fedéral court; cases involving a federal question and cases involving divetsity of citizenship of the
parties. Under 28 U.8.C. § 1331, a case arising under the United States Constitution or federal laws or treatics
is a federal question case. Under 28 U.S.C. § 1332, a case in which a citizen of one State sues a citizen of
another State or nation and the amount at stake is more than $75,000 is a diversity of citizenship case. Ina
diversity of eitizenship case, no defendant may be a citizen of the same State as any plaintiff.

What is the basis for federal court jurisdiction? (check all that apply)
DFederal guestion Diversity of citizenship

Fill out the paragraphs in this section that apply to this case.
A, If the Bagis for Jurisdiction Is a Federal Question

List the specific federal statutes, federal treaties, and/or provisions of the United States Constitution that
are at issue in this case,

B. If the Basts for Jurisdiction Is Diversity of Citizenship
1. The Plaintiff(s)
. If the plaintiff is an indiv'du?.l N
The plaiotiff, (name) /A-’l rr-ee CD t !\[.GJ / , is a citizen of the
State of mame)  INJ @\ (1. A O .

b. If the plaintiff is a corporation
The plaintiff, (mame} _ » is incorporated
under the laws of the State of (name)
and has iis pringipal place of business in the State of (name)

.

(ff more than one plaintiff is named in the complaint, attach an additional page providing the
same information for each additional plaintiff.)

2. The Defendant(s)

a. If the defendant is an individual

The defendant, (name) C/haf [-LM_ CQ t w, is a citizen of

the State of (namey [~ | UL e . Oris a citizen of
(foreign nation)

Page3of §
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nplhizt for a Civil Caso

b. K the defendant is a corporation

The defendant, (name) » is incorporated under
the laws of the State of (name) , and has its

priricipal place of business in the State of (name)

Or is incorporated under the laws of (foreign nation) s
and has its principal place of business in (name)

(If more than one defendant is named in the complaint, attach an additional page providing the
same information for each additional defendant.)

3 The Amount in Controversy

The amount in controversy—the amount the plaintiff claims the defendant owes or the amount at
stake~is more than $75,000, not counting interest and costs of court, because (explain);

+ has oactad U
amdmﬁérgem%g aT?s 5._:/&1 /OVQ)Q:B

31,000,000

IIN.  Statement of Claim

Write a short and plain statement of the claim. Do not make legal arguments. State as briefly as possible the
facts showing that each plaintiff is entitled to the damages or other relief sought. State how each defendant was
involved and what each defendant did that caused the plaintiff harm or violated the plaintiff's rights, including
the dates and places of that involvement or conduct, I more than one claim is asserted, number each claim and
write & short and plain statement of each claim in a separate paragraph. Attach additi al pages if needed.

hne‘:ﬂ!* Q
@ C%"‘f’p‘“”% Nﬂu o fUazzol:
© lgsf- Profits - o){rLLnL «?A
and Gloria W\azrz_o ' \ol%l A oresent

—sporfs SheHon toveland; Coterad-

IV.  Relief

State briefly and precisely what damages or other relief the plaintiff asks the court to order. Do not make legal
arguments, Include any basis for claiming that the wrongs alleged are continuing at the present time. Include
the amounts of any actual damages claimed for the acts alleged and the basis for these amounts. Include any
punitive or exemplary damages claimed, the aimounts, and the reasons you claim you are entitled to actual or

punitive mouey damages ﬁ F ) O N ’ S Mo

,ﬁq%;{—' 5~e.~ C( 11:9 ‘ﬁ meﬁ H;l aﬁ@%

behavior d ﬁwgﬁj‘
"‘l‘% 1, dbo!

A O

Pagedof 5
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V. Certiftcation and Closing

Under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 11, by signing below, I certify to the best of my knowledge, information,
and belief that this complaint: (1) is not being presented for an improper purpose, such as to harass, cause
unnecessary delay, or needlessly increase the cost of litigation; (2) is supported by existing law or by a
nonfrivolous prgument for extending, modifying, or reversing existing law; (3) the factual contentions have
ev:dentxary support or, if specifically so identified, will likely have evidentiary sapport after a reasonable
opportunity for further investigation or discovery; and (4) the complaint otherwise complies with the
requirements of Rule 11,

A. For Parties Without an Atiorney

I agree to provide the Clerk’s Office with any changes to my address where case~related papers may be
served. Iunderstand that my faiture to keep a current address on file with the Clerk’s Office may result

in the dismissal of my case.

Date of signing: 5,: l ( p ‘ 12! )

Signature of Plaintiff . Q D ( O V)

Printed Name of Plaintif imee. (O« Ned

B. For Attorneys

Date of signing:

Signature of Attorney
Printed Name of Attorney
Bar Number

Name of Law Fitm

Street Address

State and Zip Code
Telephone Number
E-mail Address

PageSof 5
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF NEVADA
L

AIMEE LYNN O’NEIL, Case No. 2:20-cv-652-JAD-BNW

Plaintiff, ’

ORDER AND
v. REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION

CHARLENE O°NEIL,
GLORIA MAZZOL!

Defendants.

Presently befote the court is pro se Plaintiff Aimee O’Neil’s application 1o proceed in
Jorma pauperis and her complaint filed on April 7, 2020, ECF No. 1, Plaintiff filed a second such
motion on April 27, 2020. ECF No. 14, In addition, on May 5, 2020, she filed a motion to make
payments in lieu of appearing in forma pauperis.! ECF No, 18.

Plaintiff submitted the declaration required by 28 U.S.C. § 1915(a) showing an inability to
prepay fees and costs or give secutity for them. ECF No. 1, Accordingly, Plaintiff’s request to
proceed in forma pauperis will be granted. Given her first application to proceed in forma
pauperis (ECF No. 1) is granted, her second application (ECF No. 14) and her motion to make
payments (ECF No. 18) are denied a moot. The Court will next screen the complaint. ECF No, 1-
L.

L. SCREENING OF COMPLAINT AND MOTIONS TO AMEND COMPLAINT

A. BACKGROUND

! It appesrs Plaintiff believed that the court could rule on her claims more quickly if she were to
pay the filing fee rather than proceed in forma pauperis.
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Plaintiff’s original complaint is a 35-page document recounting the many ways she
believes her mother, defendant Charlene O’Neil, interfered with her ability to earn a living, her
rights fo privacy, as well as many other rights under the constitution. For example, Plaintiff
claims her mother plotted to have her killed resulting in her needing to quit her job, had her phone
tapped, and had Plaintiff’s co-workers follow her, harass her, stalk her, and intimidats her. ECF
No. 1-1 at 9. Plaintiff also explains that, based on the fact her mother had her phone tapped, all
her co-workers and customers knew about the text messages on her phone. /d. at 10.

Given the number of threats, Plaintiff explains that the Colorado Department of Parole
deemed this conduct to be an immediate threat “and made [her] quit [her] job and pack all of her
possessions and had a[n] emergency parole meeting to discuss a safety plan.” Id. at 15, But het
mother’s behavior continned at her new employment, and now her mother somehow directed
male customers to sexually harass her. Id. at 16. Plaintiff explains she has had to contact the
police becanse her mother was having her followed and the Department of Parole “ordered to
obtain a restraining order.” 4. at 20.

Immediately after Plaintiff obtained the restraining order, her mother had men sexually
harass ber. Id. at 21. Plaintiff explains her mother also interfered with her relationship with Mark
Morrison, even though the Department of Parole “made it clear that they approved of the
relationship” and that her mother “needed to stop interfering in her daughter’s personal life.” Id.

Plaintiff alleges that Gloria Mazzoli, the other defendant, has been helping her mother in
her acts of interference and intimidation. Id. at 35.

Plaintiff also provides some background into her relationship with her mother, Plaintiff
explains her mother “locked [her] in her bedroom for days at a time with only a bucket to
defecate and urinate in,” Id. at 30. Plaintiff also explains that a man was found stabbed to death in
the kitchen of the house she grew up in and that she was forced to watch as her father dug a
shallow grave fot him. Jd. at 31. Later, this man’s body was dug up and placed in her uncle’s
well. She also claims that her mother forced her to pose for pornographic pictures as a child. Id. at

32.
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Plaintiff filed two motions for leave to file an amended complaint. See BECF Nos. 19, 21.
The most recent such motion was filed on June 1, 2020. ECF No. 21-1. This proposed amended
complaint is eleven pages long and is, in essence, a summarized version of the original complaint,
id.

B. ANALYSIS

In screening a complaint, a court must identify cognizable claims and dismiss claims that
are frivolous, malicious, fail to state a claim on which relief may be granted, or seek monetary
relief from a deferdant who is immune from such relief. 28 U.5.C. § 1915(e)(2). A complaint is
frivolous if it contains “claims whose factual contentions are clearly baseless,” such as “claims
describing fantastic or delusional scenarios.” Neitzke v. Williams, 490 U S, 319, 327-28 (1989).
Dismissal for failure to state a claim under § 1915(e)(2) incorporates the standard for failure to
state a claim under Federal Rule of Civil Procedute 12(b)(6). Watison v. Carter, 668 F.3d 1108,
1112 (9th Cir. 2012). To survive § 1915 review, a complaint must “contain sufficient factual
matter, accepted as true, to state a claim to relief that is plausible on its face.” See Ashcroft v.
Igbal, 556 U.8. 662, 678 (2009). The court liberally construes pro se complaints and may only
dismiss them “if it appears beyond doubt that the plaintiff can prove no set of facts in support of
his elaim which would entitle him to relief.” Nordstrom v. Ryan, 762 F.3d 903, 908 (9th Cir.
2014) (quoting Ighal, 556 U.S. at 678),

Even liberally construing Plaintiff’s complaint, the court finds that her factual allegations
describe fantastic and delusional scenarios and do not state a claim upon which relief can be
granted. Additionally, the docket is replete with additional “notices” Plaintiff filed that purport to
supplement the claims in her complaint. See, e.g., ECF No. 3 (“Notice of Sexual Harassment”
where Plaintiff explains her mother recently had a man sexually harass her and that she had to file
a claim with the Federal Trade Commission based on her phone being tapped); ECF No, 8
(“Notice of Retaliation™ explaining how defendants continue to engage in the same conduct
alleged in the complaint); ECF No. 10 (“Notice of Harassment” explaining one or both of the

defendants had an RFID chip placed on her leg); ECF Nos. 15-17 (other similar notices). Given
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that Plaintiff’s complaint does not set forth a plausible claim, it is recommended that the
complaint be dismissed.

The Court also reviewed Plaintiff’s two motions to amend her complaint. Even construing
these complaints liberally, neither states a claim upon which relief can be based. Accordingly, the
Court recommends that these motions (ECF Nos. 19, 21) be denied, as amendment would be
futile. Furthermore, given that Plaintiff has now unsuccessfully attempted to state a claim upon
which relief can be based three times and appears to be delusional, the Court recommends that
Plaintiff’s case be dismissed. See Lopez v. Smith, 203 F.3d 1122, 1126 (9th Cir. 2000) (stating
that a district court is not required to provide leave to amend a complaint if the complaint could
not possibly be cured by the allegation of other facts),
1L OTHER MOTIONS

Plaintiff also filed a motion for summary judgment (ECF No. 4), a motion for a
restraining order (ECF No. 5), and motions for orders (ECF Nos, 7 and 9) to have the RFID in her
leg removed. Given the Court is recommending that this case be dismissed, the Court also
recommends these motions ba denied as moot,

III. CONCLUSION

IT IS ORDERED Plaintiff’s request to proceed in forma pauperis (ECF No. 1) is granted.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that ECF Nos. 14 and 18 are DENIED as moot.

IT IS RECOMMENDED that Plaintiff’s complaint (ECF No. 1-1) be DISMISSED.

IT ¥S FURTHER RECOMMENDED that Plaintiff’s motions for leave to amend her
complaint (ECF Nos. 19 and 21) be DENIED.

IT IS FURTHER RECOMMENDED that Plaintiff’s Motion for Summary Judgment (ECF
No. 4) be DENIED as moot.

IT IS FURTHER RECOMMENDED that Plaintiff’s Motion for Restraining Order (ECF
No. 5) be DENIED as moot.

IT IS FURTHER RECOMMENDED that Plaintiff’s Motions for Order (to have RFID
device removed from leg) (ECF Nos. 7 and 9) be DENIED as moot.
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IT IS FURTHER RECOMMENDED that Plaintiff’s Motions for Default Judgment (ECF
Nos. 11 and 13) be DENIED as moot.

IT IS FURTHER RECOMMENDED that Plaintiff’s case be DISMISSED.
IV. NOTICE

This report and recommendation is submitted to the United States district judge assigned
to this case under 28 U.S8.C, § 636(b)(1). A party who objects to this report and recommendation
may file a wtitten objection supported by points and authorities within fourteen days of being
served with this report and recommendation. Local Rule IB 3~2(a), Failure to file a timely
objection may waive the right to appeal the district court’s order. Martinez v. Yist, 951 F.2d 1153,
1157 (9th Cir, 1991).

DATED: August 14, 2020

FRp b rr et
BRENDA WEKSILER
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF NEVADA

Case No.: 2:20-cv-0652-JAD-BNW
Aimee Lynn O’Neil,

Plaintiff
v, Order Adopting
R Report & Recommendation, Denying
Charlene O"Neil, et al, Motions, and Dismissing Case
Defendants

[ECF Nos. 4, 5,7,9,11, 13, 19, 21, 22, 23]

Aimee Lynn O’Neil claims that her mother in Florida, aided by another woman in New
York, interfered with her ability to earn a living in Colorado, plotted to have her killed, had her
phone tapped, recruited her coworkers to stalk and intimidate her, and had men sexually harass
her, all “out of hate, jealousy and revenge.”* To provide insight into her relationship with her
mother, O’Neill recounts a dark tale of childhood abuse and exploitation, murder, and grave-
switching. She sues for conspiracy, Fourth Amendment privacy violations, lost profits, and the
“intentional tort” of “hate,” and she has filed nearly a dozen motions, including ones for default,
summary judgment, injunctive relief, and leave to amend.

Magistrate Judge Brenda Weksler has screened O’Neil’s complaint. Highlighting
(’Neil’s more outrageous allegations, the magistrate judge found that they “describe fantastic
and delusional scenarios and do not state a claim upon which relief can be granted.” She adds
that, although O’Neil proposes amendments, they fail to cure the problems with her claims. She

recommends that I dismiss this action on that basis and deny all pending motions.?

' ECF No. 1-1,
2ECF No. 22 at 3.
3 1d,
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The deadline for O’Neil to object to that recommendation ran 15 days ago, and O’ Neil
filed no objections. “[N]Jo review is required of a magistrate judge’s report and recommendation
unless objections are filed.”* Having reviewed the R&R, 1 find good cause to adopt it, and I do,

Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Magistrate Judge’s Report and
Recommendation [ECF No. 22] is ADOPTED in its entirety.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that O’Neil’s motions for leave to amend [ECF Nos. 19,
21} are DENIED because amendment would be futile.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that all other motions [ECF Nos. 4, 5,7, 9, 11, 13, 23] are

The Clerk of Court is directed to ENTER JUDGMENT ACCORDINGLY and CLOSE
THIS CASE.

L
Dated: September 16, 2020 ?%& /K,,m
ey “\‘

U.S. District Judgé Jennifek A, Dorsey

4 Schmidt v. Johnstone, 263 F. Supp. 2d 1219, 1226 (D. Ariz. 2003); see also Thomas v. Arn, 474
1.8, 140, 150 {1985); United States v. Reyna-Tapia, 328 F.3d 1114, 1121 (9th Cir. 2003).
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A0450 (NVD Rev, 2/18) Judgment in a Civil Case

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF NEVADA
Aimee Lynn O'Neil
JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
Plaintiff,
V. Case Number: 2:20-cv-00652-JAD-BNW
Charlene O'Neil, et al
Defendants.

——  Jury Verdict, This action came before the Court for a trial by jury. The issues have been tried and
the jury has rendered its verdict.

—_  Decision by Court. This action came to trial or hearing before the Court, The issues have been tried
or heard and a decision has been rendered.

X Decision by Court. This action came for consideration before the Court. The issues have been
considered and a decision has been rendered.

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED
that judgment is hereby entered in favor of Defendants against Plaintiff,

September 16, 2020 DEBRA K. KEMPI

Date Clerk

/s/ J. Matott
Deputy Clerk
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=g._m:rSaI Rev. 12/16) Complaint {dr a Civil Case

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

La9 \L/jt_.g% Dii::if:eof _ME,_\/G,CL G

Division

P,

AAMG):M&W

Plainsiffs)
{Write the full name of each plaint{ff who is filing this complaint,
If the names of all the plaintiffs cannot fit in the space above,

2:20-cv-01050-JAD-DJA -

Jury Trial: (check one) DYes DNO

)
)
)
)
)
please write “see attached” in the space and attach an additipnal ) FILFD ‘ -
page with the full list of names. } ) __“t: ENTERED = : }r]
"V ) BOUNSEL/ ARTIES £ KECOi)
)
Chorlen, (0 iNei) ] 1
)
Defendani(s
{Write the full name of each dJ;fenda:I(t :vho is being sued, If the ) GL%FFFET%?C?‘%!T:RIS%EE&%J AT
names of all the defendanis cunnot it in the space above, please ) Py
write “see attached” in the space and aitack an additional page ) T T v REF U

with the full list of names. )

COMPLAINT FOR A CIVIL CASE

L The Parties to This Complaint
A, The Plaintiff(s)

Provide the information below for each plaintiff named in the comptaint. Attach additional pages if
needed. ' .

Name :o g (1 t e
Street Address %‘ﬁ: L" H m . 04Nl 1)

City and County C_.Ct . \/{:C{CL 5 C CLy ,.Lw_____,,“
State and Zip Code . N \/ ~/

Telephone Number _ (2.~ 302 - O l’t 6

B-mail Addross _Wwhere, Hjﬁma[l_LéLis____;
o mcﬁ@ camal . CON

B. The Defendant(s)

Provide the information below for gach defendant named in the complaint, whether the defendant is an
individual, a government agency, an organization, or a corporation. For an individual defendant,
include the person's job or title (if known). Attach additional pages if needed.

Page | of &
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Pro Se | SRev. 12/16! ComPlalm for a Civil Casg
Defendant No. 1

Nane ~Charlens @ Nej |

Job or Title (if known)

Street Address 13 17 L )h\lff‘bﬂ ('\CAP D

City and County __le __‘:l_"_Gk_)CbOf QLDE:L\, o
State and Zip Code AY Lo q

Telephone Number
E-mail Address (if known)

Defendant No, 2
Name
Job or Title (if known)
Street Address
City and County
State and Zip Code
Telephone Number
E-mail Address (if known)

Defendant No. 3
Name

Job or Title (if known)
Street Address

City and County

State and Zip Code
Telephone Number
E-mail Address rif knawn)

Defendant No. 4
Name
Job or Title (if known)
Street Address
City and County
State and Zip Code
Telephone Number
E-mail Address (if known)

Page 2of §
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Pro Se | (Rev. lZ/lﬁgCoglamt for a Civil Case

iL

Basis for Jurisdiction

Federal courts are courts of limited jurisdiction (limited power). Generally, only two types of cases can be
heard in federal court: cases involving a federal question and cases involving diversity of citizenship of the
parties. Under 28 U.S.C. § 1331, a case arising under the United States Constitution or federal laws or treaties
is a fedleral question case. Under 28 U.S.C. § 1332, a case in which a citizen of one State sues a citizen of
another State or natiot and the amount at stake is more than $75,000 is a diversity of citizenship case, Ina
diversity of citizenship case, no defendant may be a citizen of the same State as any plaintiff.

What is the basis for federal courtjurisdictionI?ﬁ'mk all that apply)

[erdera] question Diversity of citizenship

Fill out the paragraphs in this section that apply to this case.
A. If the Basis for Jurisdiction Is a Federal Question

List the specific federal statutes, federal treaties, and/or provisions of the United States Constitution that
are at issue in this case.

B. It the Basis for Jurisdiction Is Diversity of Citizenship

L The Plaintiff(s)

& If the plaintiff is an individual

The plaintiff, (rame) | ' , is & citizen of the

L846
swectoans  Wievade

b. If the plaintiff is a corporation

The plaintiff, (name) » is incorporated

under the laws of the State of (zame) '

and has its principal place of business in the State of (name)

(If more than one plaintiff is named in the complaint, attach an additional page providing the
same information for each additional plaintiff)

2 The Defendant(s)
a. If the defendant is an individual . ‘
The defendant, (name) C, b,CL\( Lj).,h_Q__ © ! NQ:_\ , 1§ a citizen of

the State of (name) Y_‘:LO\_C\ d a o . Oris a citizen of

(foreign nation)

Page 30f 5
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Pro Se | gRev‘ lzmig Comglaim toraCigllCase

V. Ceriification and Closing

Under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure | 1, by signing below, I certify to the best of my knowledge, infortnation,
and belief that this complaint: (1) is not being presented for an improper purpose, such as to harass, cause
unnecessary delay, or needlessly increase the cost of litigation; (2) is supported by existing law or by a
nonfrivolous argurent for extending, modifying, or reversing existing law; (3) the factual contentions have
evidentiary suppott or, if specifically so identified, will likely have evidentiary support after a reasonable
opportunity for further investigation or discovery; and (4) the complaint otherwise complies with the
requirements of Rule H,

A, For Parties Without an Attorney
Tagree to provide the Clerk’s Office with any changes to my address where case-related papers may be

served. I understand that my failure to keep a current address on file with the Clerk’s Office may result
in the dismissal of my case,

Date of signing: JLm_,Q,,. LO ) 2 O 'ZD
Signature of Plaintiff W\i " ’ 00 CO I M
Printed Name of Plaintiff 45 wmee. O tNey

B. For Attorneys

Date of signing:

Signature of Attorney

Printed Name of Attorney
Bar Number

Name of Law Firm

Street Address

State and Zip Code
Telephone Number
E-mail Address

Fage Sof 3
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Pro Se | {Rev, IZ/Eﬁ)ngglnim for a Clvil Case

b. If the defendant is a corporation
The defendant, (name)  is incorporated under
i the laws of the State of (name) , and has its

principal place of business in the State of (name)

Or is incorporated under the laws of (foreign nation) ,

and has its principal place of business in (name)

(If more than one defendant is named in the complaint, aitach an additional paée providing the

same information for each additional defendant. [P SO0,000 - U-Ll
$1,000,000 puanihve.
t’P\)ooo}ooo Compan Satony

The armount in controversy~the amoufit the plaintiff claims the defendant owes or the amount at
stake~is more than $75,000, not counting interest and costs of court, because (explain);

Couwrt Costs and a
injunchve. Ordat res*'vmlr\m%
Charlins © Nej |

II.  Statement of Claim

3. The Amount in Controversy

Write a short and plain staternent of the claim. Do not make legal arguments. State as briefly as possible the
facts showing that each plaintiff is entitled to the damages or other relief sought. State how each defendant was
involved and what each defendant did that caused the plaintiff harm or violated the plaintiff's rights, including
the dates and places of that involvement or conduct, If more than one clain is asserted, number each claim and
write a short and plain statement of each claim in a separate paragraph. Attach additional pages if needed.

15 UScCIS|Y civil ackon
Feshtraining hoara sSment §1 000,000
1P UsSC 24T 1,000,000

Hate Crumus  Brevenhon Ac_:‘["

IV.  Relief

State briefly and precisely what damages or other relief the plaintiff asks the court to order. Do not make legal
arguments. Include any besis for claiming that the wrongs alleged are continuing at the present time. Include
the amounts of any actual damages claimed for the acts al leged and the basis for these amounts. Include any
punitive or exemplary damages claimed, the amounts, and the reasons you claim you are entitled to actual or

punitive money damages. . \ oL W b‘l | '["_Q
ain uMP Ordas ﬁl& wﬁé’&u@
Chowr Q@+ Ned t{crm any hadassyun
’q C/Hm Dmo__%gs b S'"OD)tgoo
Du_,u'ﬂ‘HV'e_ N I, 000, OO0
Concpan sotdry $1,000, 000

Page 4 of 5
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COMPLAINT OF DISCRIMINATION EEOC Complaint No.
The Privacy Act of 1974 affects this form.
See Privacy Act Statement before completing this form. CCRD Complaint No.
E2000008020
COLORADO CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION AND EEOC
Name (Complainant) (Area Code) Telephone
Afmee O'Neil (702) 302-0481
Street Address City, State, and Zip Code County
6500 W. Charleston Blvd Las Vegas, NV, 89146 Clark

4268

The Employer, Labor Organization, Employment Agency, Apprenticeship Committee, State or
Lacal Government Agency who discriminated against me is:

Name {Respondent) Number of Employees (Area Code) Telephone
Beemalicious LLC d/b/a 15+ (970) 461-8825.
Sports Station Emait Address

_ office@sportsstationco.com
Street Address City, State, and Zip Code County
409 N. Railroad Ave, Loveland, CO 80537 Larimer
Discrimination Based on: Date Most Recent Discrimination Occurred:
Disability (Physical); Retaliation December 3, 2019

I Jurisdiction: The Colorado Civil Rights Division and Equal Employrent Opportunity
Commission have jurisdiction over the subject matter of this charge and the named
Respondent, pursuant to the provisions of the Colorade Revised Statutes (C.R.S. 1973,
24-34-301, et seq.), as reenacted, and the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42
U.5.C. 12101, et seq.), as amended.

il.  Personal Harm: On or about November 29, 2019, prior and thereafter, | was harassed
and subjected to unequal terms and conditions of employment, based on my disability
(mobility impairment) and/or in retaliation for engaging in protected activity, On or
about December 3, 2019, | was constructively discharged based on my protected class
and/er in retaliation for engaging in protected activity.

Hl. Respondent’s Position: Unknown.

IV.  Discrimination Statement: | believe | was unlawfully discriminated against because: of
my protected class and/or in retaliation for engaging in protected activity in violation
of the Colorado Anti-Discrimination Act (CADA). 1.) | began employment with the
Respondent in or around April 2019, performed my job duties satisfactorily at all times,
and my most recent job title was Server. 2.) In or around April 2019, the Respondent’s
Owner, James Beemer (“Beemer”), told me he thought | could “handle” one of my
coworkers, Angie Richardson (“Richardson”) after Richardson began to harass me about
my disability. 3.) In or around Aprit 2019, and thereafter, | engaged in protected
activity when | complained to Beemer about Richardson's ongoing harassment based on
my disability. 4.) On or about November 29, 2019, Richardson threatened to attack me
and mocked my disability. 5.) | immediately notified Beemer about Richardson’s
continued harassment; however, the Respondent refused to take action to stop
Richardson’s harassment and permitted her to work her usual shifts while reducing my
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scheduled hours. 6.) On or about December 3, 2019, | was constructively discharged
when my Parole Officer determined the Respondent’s work environment was unsafe and
required that | resign. 7.) | believe that | was discriminated against based on my
protected class and/or in retaliation for engaging in protected activity.

V.  WHEREFORE: The Complainant prays that the Colorado Civil Rights Division grant such
relief as may exist within the Division’s power and which the Division may deem
necessary and proper, _ :

! want this charge filed with both the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission and the State or
focal agency, iIf any. | will advise the agency If | change my address or telephone number, and | will
cogperate fully with them in the processing of my charge in accordance with their procedures,

| declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct,

Date Charging Party/Complainant (Sfgnature)
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Leigh F. Hunt
Secutity Services
200 Ssummit Avenue, Syracuse

New York 13207

{elghfhunt@AOL,Com
{315) 263.5044

To whom it may concern In the Matter of Amiee O’Neil v. various parties

I am a licensed Private Investigator Hicensed by the State of New York and have been retalned
on various occasions by Ms. Aimee O’Neil since the beginning of 2004

During the last eighteen months Ms. O'Neil has reported to me that she is being continually
harassed, followed, spied upon, her numerous phones being tapped and numerous other
harassment tactics, She has reported that on several occasions, men unknowrn to her have
come up to her tried to engage her in conversations indicating that they knew all ahout her
and made comments that frightened and alarmed her.,

At one point early on in one of the previous investigations on behalf of Ms. ©’Neil and in
conversation with Mr, John Mazzoli he related to me the bad blood between his ex-wife
Dawn that his ex-wife told him she would follow Mis. O'Neil forever.

During the time that Ms. 0’Nell was In Colorado I maintained constant contact with her by
phone and text messages, Ms. O’Neil was concerned that people she had known for an
exceptionally long time were now acting different toward her. t advised her that often it was
because other Individuals had made comments about her and unfortunately, they were
believed and influenced,

i made several attempts to locate and interview John iazzoll with negative results, | was
however able to interview John iazzoli's father who stated that hie knew nothing shout
Amiee O'Neil and had not szen or heard from her since before she left New York State, Al the
time that | spoke with Mr. fiazzoli | tried to speak with his wife Gloria Mazzoli however she
refused to speak with me and asked e to leave the property which | did.

in furtherance of this investigation and in an attempt to get the reported harassment of Ms,
O’Mell to cease and desist | contacted her mother by phone which consisted of 4 very short
conversation in which she stated she had no interest in her daughter Amiee whatsoever and
didn’t even know where she was living at that time, however it had been reported that
Almee's Mother had a young waoman threaten to kill Amiee out of hate and Jealousy, verified
by Ms. O'Neil. Most recently § agaln attempted to contact Aimee’s mother by phone with
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negative results. Ms. O’Nell is fortunate to have enlisted the ald of her aunt who has
reportedly connections in government through which she is working on getting information
for her niece Amiee.

John Mazzoli has been a person of interest as Mr. Mazzoli and Ms. O’'Nell were close friends
at one time and Ms. O’Neil believes that with the aid of his mother Gloria Mazzoli, he is
influencing individuals to keep track of and harass her.

Of utmost importance currently is the belief by Ms. O’Neil that somewhere on her personlisa
microchip or some other type of sophisticated device allowing for the monitoring of not anly
het location but also possibly monitoring her conversations.

| have strongly advised Ms. O’'Nell to get this thoroughly checked out as soon as possible
keeping in mind current conditions,

Most recently Ms, O’Neil has advised me that remembering her time in New York State and
the fact that Mr. Mazzoli had reportedly obtained many jobs for individuals with Alean
Aluminum Company that there [s a possibility, according to Ms. O'Neil, that this company
might be assisting Mr. John Mazzoll ,

Leigh F. Hunt

Leigh F. Hunt Security Services Is licensed by New York State, Department of State, Divislon of Licensing Services
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REMINDER: Fingerprinting

Appointment for
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Dear Aimee Oneil, HRS Person ID: 61 55718,
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appointment is June 04, 2020 at 01:30 PM at
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[

INITIATIVE

RE: Aimee (Neil, Letter of Record
April 28, 2020

To whom it may concern:

Aimee O'nell was a participant of The Reentry Initiative (TRI) Transitional Housing Program in Longmont,
Colorade, between the dates of October 2018 — May 2019. During her time at TRI, Aimee engaged
successfully with the program, met weekly with her care manager and actively participated in all
requirements of parole and TRI. During the course of her stay, Aimee shared an apartment with three
other females and was a leader in the home to others. Aimee’s ability to communicate her neads and
advocate for herself has granted her the abllity to be approved to move on from TRI house in under 9
months from release from incarceration.

Aimee held multiple employment positions throughout her stay at TRI and was employed relatively
quickly upon release, Within a few short weeks, Aimee successfully apphed and secured two jobs during
her stay for over 6 months and managed to pay rent and stay in complianice of all requirements, Aimee
attended a mental health assessment as required by her parole plan and stay at TRl house, Aimee was
not mandated to attend therapy or substance abuse groups following a comprehensive assessment, In
lieu of community mental health, Aimee was offered mental heaith support from TRI's Executive
Director on a weekly basis. During those sessions, Aimee was forthcoming about her needs, able to
participate appropriately and was gaining insight around how her anxiety manifests. Aimee followed
directives and implemented technigues to improve her mental heaith functioning,

Aimee has always been independent and can make decisions regarding her health and well-being
without the need of professional or personal interventions. Aimee Is a strong advocate for herself and
determined to stay in compllance with her parole requirements. Aimee understands the importance of
mental health and independence and wants to continue to move forward in her life. Aimee successfully
exited TRI house in May 2019 and relocated to northern Colorado, with approval from her Parols
Officer. Almee has since been in contact with TRF's ED for further assistance with referrals and
resources and can reach out whenever needed for more support,

Sincerely,
Emily FKleeman, LESUW

Executive Director, TR

G COMMUNITIES
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF NEVADA
Aimee O'Neil, Case No. 2:20-¢v-01050-JAD-DJA
Plaintiff
v, Order Adopting Report and

Recommendation and Dismissing Case
Charlene O’Neil,

Defendant [ECF Nos. 5, 7]

On June 17, 2020, the magistrate judge granted Plaintiff Aimee O’Neil’s in forma
pauperis application, screened her complaint, dismissed it as deficient, and gave her until July
16, 2020, to file an amended complaint.! The dismissal order advised O’Neil in bold that her
failure to file a proper amended complaint by that deadline would result in a recommendation
that her case be dismissed.? That July 16, 2020, deadline passed without an amended complaint,
so—as warned—the magistrate judge issued a report and recommendation to dismiss this action
because there are no viable claims on file.” The deadline for objections to that recommendation
passed without objection or any request to extend the deadline to file one.* “[N]o review is

required of 2 magistrate judge’s report and recommendation unless objections are filed.”

LECF No. 3.
21d. at 4.
3 BCF No. 5.

* On August 5, 2020, the court received from O’Neil a motion for entry of default, which appears
to ignore the magistrate judge’s order and report and recommendation. See ECF No. 7.

> Schmidt v. Johnstone, 263 F. Supp, 2d 1219, 1226 (D. Ariz. 2003); see also Thomas v. Arn, 474
U.S. 140, 150 (1985); United States v. Reyna-Tapia, 328 F.3d 1114, 1121 (Sth Cir. 2003),

148



10
11
12
I3
14
15
16
17
18

19

20(

21

22

23

Case 2:20-cv-01050-JAD-DJA Document 9 Filed 08/05/20 Page 2 of 3

A court may dismiss an action based on a party’s failure to prosecute her case or obey a
court order.® In determining whether to dismiss an action on one of these grounds, the court
must consider: (1) the public’s interest in expeditious resolution of litigation; (2) the court’s need
to manage its docket; (3) the risk of prejudice to the defendants; (4) the public policy favoring
disposition of cases on their merits; and (5) the availability of less drastic alternatives.’

The first two factors, the public’s interest in expeditiously resolving this litigation and the
court’s interest in managing its docket, weigh in favor of dismissal. The third factor, risk of
prejudice to defendants, also weighs in favor of dismissal because a presumption of injury arises
from the oceurrence of unreasonable delay in filing a pleading ordered by the court or
prosecuting an action.® A court’s warning to a party that its failure to obey the court’s order will
result in dismissal satisfies the fifth factor’s “consideration of alternatives” requirement,” and
that warning was given here.!® The fourth factor—the public policy favoring disposition of

cases on their merits—is greatly outweighed by the factors favoting dismissal.

§ See Ghazali v. Moran, 46 F.3d 52, 53-54 (9th Cir. 1995) (dismissal for noncompliance with
local rule); Ferdik v. Bonzelet, 963 F.2d 1258, 1260-61 (9th Cir, 1992) (dismissal for failure to
comply with an order requiring amendment of complaint); Carey v. King, 856 ¥.2d 1439, 1440
41 (9th Cir. 1988) (dismissal for failure to comply with local rule requiring pro se plaintiffs to
keep court apprised of address); Malone v. U.S. Postal Service, 833 F.2d 128, 130 (9th Cir,
1987} (dismissal for failure to comply with court order); Henderson v, Duncan, 779 F.2d 1421,
1424 (9th Cir. 1986) (dismissal for lack of prosecution and failure to comply with local rules).

7 Thompson, 782 F.2d at 831; Henderson, 779 F.2d at 1423-24; Malone, 833 F.2d at 130;
Ferdik, 963 F.2d at 1260~61; Ghazali, 46 F.3d at 53,

¥ See Anderson v. Air West, 542 F.2d 522, 524 (9th Cir. 1976),
® Ferdik, 963 F.2d at 1262; Malone, 833 F.2d at 132--33; Henderson, 779 F.2d at 1424.
WECF Nos. 3, 5.
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Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the magistrate judge’s report and
recommendation [ECF No. 5] is ADOPTED in full;

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that this action is DISMISSED, and the Motion for
Default [ECF No. 7] is DENIED as moot,

The Clerk of Court is directed to ENTER JUDGMENT ACCORDINGLY and CLOSE
THIS CASE.

Dated: August 5, 2020

<
U.S. District Judge Jenn‘k{(;p’A. Dorsey
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AO450 (NVD Rev. 2/18) Judgment in a Civil Case

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF NEVADA
Aimee O'Neil,
JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
Plaintiff,
A2 Case Number: 2:20-cv-01050-JAD-DJA
Charlene O'Neil,
Defendant.

e Jury Verdict. This action came before the Court for a trial by jury. The issues have been tried and
the jury has rendered its verdict.

—  Decision by Court. This action carne to trial or hearing before the Court. The issues have been tried
or heard and a decision has been rendered.

28 Decision by Couart. This action came for consideration before the Court. The issues have been
considered and a decision has been rendered.

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED
that judgment is entered this action is dismissed.

8/6/2020 DEBRA K. KEMPI
Date Cletk

s/ M. Reyes
Deputy Clerk
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KEVIN E.BECK,LTD,
3137 E. WaRM SPRINGS R0AD, SUITE 100

1.A8 VEGAs, NEVADA 89120
TELEPRONE: (702) 641-9900

Facsmavs: (702)260-8983
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Electronically Filed
01/27/2021 4:47 PM |

»

CLERK OF THE CQURT

0GSJ

Kevin E. Beck, NSB #8371

KEVIN E. BECK, LTD.

3137 E. Warm Springs Rd., Ste. 100
Las Vegas, NV 89120

Telephone: (702) 641-9900
Facsimile: (702) 260-8983

E-mail: kevin@kevinbecklaw.com

Attorney for Defendanis
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
AMIEE O°NEIL, Case No. A-20-815618-C
Dept. No. 26

Plaintiff,
V.
CHARLENE O’NEIL; and GLORIA
MAZZOLI,

Defendants.

ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANTS’ COUNTERMOTION FOR SUMMARY
ENT AND JIUDGMENT

This matter came before the Court on January 19, 2021 for a hearing on Defendants’

Countermotion for Summary Judgment. Attorney Kevin E. Beck, Esq, of Kevin E. Beck Ltd.
appeared on behalf of the Defendants. Plaintiff did not appear at the hearing. The Plaintiff
filed a Motion for Summary Judgment on November 9, 2020. Defendants filed an Opposition
and Countermotion for Summary Judgment on December 8, 2620. On December 8, 2020, the
Clerk of the Court filed a Clerk’s Notice of Nonconforming Document regarding Plaintiff’s
Motion for Summary Judgment. Plaintiff took no action to cure the nonconforming document
prior to the hearing, Plaintiff failed to file an Opposition Brief to Defendants’ Countermotion
for Summary Judgment and feiled to appear at the hearing thereof.

The Court, having reviewed the Countermotion for Summary Judgment and all
corresponding papers and pleadings on file, and having considered the arguments of counsel at

the time of the hearing, enters the following findings and orders in this matter:
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THE COURT FINDS that Plaintiff’s claims as set forth in this action are barred under
the doctrine of claim preclusion. On or about April 7, 2020, two months prior to the Plaintiff’s
filing this action, Plaintiff filed an action in the United States District Court for the District of
Nevada, case number 2:20-cv-00652-JADBNW. The Federal Court case involved the same
parties as are present in this case, The Court in the Federal Court case entered a valid and final
judgment in favor of the Defendants in that action on September 16, 2020. The claims that
Plaintiff have alleged in this case were raised, or could have been raised, in the Federal Court
case. Accordingly, Plaintiff is precluded, under the doctrine of claim preclusion, from
litigating those claims in this case.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that Plaintiff is potentially a vexatious litigant, The
Court notes that Plaintiff has filed multiple cases in the Federal Court (Case Nos. 2:20-cv-00652
JADBNW and 2:20-cv-01050-JADD JA) and in the Eighth Judicial District Court for the State
of Nevada (Case Nos. A-20-822153C, A-20-822159.C, A-20-822562.C, A-20-822573.C, and
A-20-822965-C) that appear to relate to the same claims and allegations of wrongdoing thaf
Plaintiff has alleged against the Defendants in this case. The Court finds the Plaintiff’s conduci
to be indicative of forum shopping or judge shopping. The Court further finds that Plaintiff’s
filing of multiple actions against Defendants appears to be an attempt to harass the Defendants)
The Court further finds that Plaintiff’s multiple actions appear to be without merit as she hag
alleged extraordinary allegations against Defendants without providing any facts or evidence in
support of her allegations. If Plaintiff continues to pursue with these multiple actions agains{
Defendants, Plaintiff should be deemed a vexations litigant and the Court will cause her name tol
be added to the list of vexatious litigants.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that Plaintiff has presented no arguments, facts, of
evidence in support of her allegations in in opposition to Defendants’ Countermotion jor
Summary Judgment.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED Defendant's Countermotion for Summary Judgment ig

granted in favor of Defendants and against Plaintiff on all of Plaintiff’s claims,
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Judgment is entered in favor of Defendants and against
Plaintiff on each and every claim for relief alleged in this action.

DATED this day of , 2021.

Dated this 27th day of January, 2021

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

DCB F06 507E 4B40
. Gloria Sturman
Respectfully submitted, District Court Judge

KEVIN E. BECK, L.TD.

By:_fs/ Kevin E. Beck
Kevin E, Beck, Esq.
Nevada Bar No, 8371
3137 E. Warm Springs Road, Ste. 100
Las Vegas, NV 89120
Attorney for Defendants
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
Aimee O'Neil, Plaintiff{s) CASE NO: A-20-815618-C
V8. DEPT. NO. Department 26

Gloria Mazzoli, Defendant(s)

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This automated certificate of service was generated by the Eighth Judicial District
Court, The foregoing Order Granting Summary Judgment was served via the court’s
electronic eFile system to all recipients registered for e-Service on the above entitled cage as
listed below:

Service Date: 1/27/2021

Kevin Beck kevin@kevinbecklaw.com
Eva Garcia -Mendoza aaron@gms4law,.com
Eva Garcia-Mendoza evagm@gms4law.com
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TELEPHONE: (702) 641-9900 FACSIMILE: (702) 260-8983

N =" T B N R U N T

NN NN ONNNNN = e = e e e e e e
[T B o L ¥ TR S IS R S =R~ R - - B I~ N . T~ VS B S =]

Electronically Filed
5/19/2021 5:01 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERS OF THE 6025

TAFD

Kevin E. Beck, NSB #8371

KEVIN E. BECK, LTD,

3137 E. Warm Springs Rd., Ste. 100
Las Vegas, NV 89120

Telephone: (702) 641-9900
Facsimile: (702) 260-8983

E-mail: kevin@kevinbecklaw.com
Attorney for Defendants

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
AMIEE MORRISON, Case No. A-21-832762-C
Dept. No. 29
Plaintiff,
\Z

CHARLENE O’NEIL; and GLORIA
MAZZOLI,

Defendants.

INITIAL APPEARANCE FEE DISCLOSURE
Pursuant to NRS Chapter 19, as amended by Senate Bill 106, filing fees are submitted

for parties appearing in the above-entitled action as indicated below:

Charlene O’ Neil $223.00
Gloria Mazzoli $ 30.00
TOTAL REMITTED: $253.00

DATED this 21st day of August, 2020.

Kevin E. Beck, Ltd.

/s/ Kevin E. Beck
Kevin E. Beck, NSB# 8371
3137 E. Warm Springs Rd., Ste. 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89120
Attorney for Defendants

Case Number: A-21-832762-C
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Electronically Filed
5/19/2021 5:01 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERS OF THE 6025

TAFD

Kevin E. Beck, NSB #8371

KEVIN E. BECK, LTD,

3137 E. Warm Springs Rd., Ste. 100
Las Vegas, NV 89120

Telephone: (702) 641-9900
Facsimile: (702) 260-8983

E-mail: kevin@kevinbecklaw.com
Attorney for Defendants

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
AMIEE MORRISON, Case No. A-21-832762-C
Dept. No. 29
Plaintiff,
\Z

CHARLENE O’NEIL; and GLORIA
MAZZOLI,

Defendants.

INITIAL APPEARANCE FEE DISCLOSURE
Pursuant to NRS Chapter 19, as amended by Senate Bill 106, filing fees are submitted

for parties appearing in the above-entitled action as indicated below:

Charlene O’ Neil $223.00
Gloria Mazzoli $ 30.00
TOTAL REMITTED: $253.00

DATED this 21st day of August, 2020.

Kevin E. Beck, Ltd.

/s/ Kevin E. Beck
Kevin E. Beck, NSB# 8371
3137 E. Warm Springs Rd., Ste. 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89120
Attorney for Defendants

Case Number: A-21-832762-C
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Electronically Filed
5/20/2021 7:44 AM
Steven D. Grierson

DISTRICT COURT CLERK OF THE CC
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA &;ﬁ*‘é ﬂh

ek
Aimee Morrison, Plaintiff(s) Case No.: A-21-832762-C
vs.
Charlene O'Neil, Defendant(s) Department 29
NOTICE OF HEARING

Please be advised that the Motion to Dismiss or, In the Alternative, For Summary
Judgment, To Have Plaintiff Deemed a Vexatious Litigant, and for Attorney's Fees Under
NRS 18.010 in the above-entitled matter is set for hearing as follows:

Date: June 22, 2021
Time: 9:00 AM

Location: RIC Courtroom 15A
Regional Justice Center
200 Lewis Ave.
Las Vegas, NV 83101
NOTE: Under NEFCR 9(d), if a party is not receiving electronic service through the
Eighth Judicial District Court Electronic Filing System, the movant requesting a

hearing must serve this notice on the party by traditional means.

STEVEN D. GRIERSON, CEO/Clerk of the Court

By: /s/Kadira Beckom
Deputy Clerk of the Court

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that pursuant to Rule 9(b) of the Nevada Electronic Filing and Conversion
Rules a copy of this Notice of Hearing was electronically served to all registered users on
this case in the Eighth Judicial District Court Electronic Filing System.

By: /s/ Kadira Beckom
Deputy Clerk of the Court

Case Number: A-21-832762-C
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Electronically Filed
5/20/2021 1:55 PM
Steven D. Griersen
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NOH

Kevin E. Beck, NSB #8371

KEVIN E. BECK, LTD.

3137 E. Warm Sgrin Rd,, Ste. 100
Las Vegas, NV 89120

Telephone: (702) 641-9900
Facsimile: (702) 260-8983

E-mail: kevin@kevinbecklaw.com

Attorney for Defendants
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
AIMEE MORRISON, Case No.: A-21-832762-C
Dept. No.: 29
Plaintiff,
vs.
CHARLENE O’NEIL and GLORIA
MAZZOLI,
Defendants.
NOTICE OF HEARING

TO: AIMEE MORRISON, Plaintiff in Proper Person:

NOTICE: YOU ARE REQUIRED TO FILE A WRITTEN RESPONSE TO
THIS MOTION WITH THE CLERK OF THE COURT AND TO PROVIDE
THE UNDERSIGNED WITH A COPY OF YOUR RESPONSE WITHIN
FOURTEEN (14) DAYS OF YOUR RECEIPT OF THIS MOTION. FAILURE
TOFILE A TEN RESPONSE WITH THE CLERK OF THE COURT
WITHIN FOURTEEN E 14) DAYS OF YOQUR RECEIPT OF THIS MOTION
MAY RESULT IN UESTED RELIEF BEING GRANTED BY THE
SRI'I%{T WITHOUT HE G PRIOR TO THE SCHEDULED HEARING

You are hereby notified that a hearing has been set on Defendants’ MOTION TO
DISMISS OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT, TO HAVE PLAINTIFF
DEEMED A VEXATIOUS LITIGANT, AND FOR ATTORNEY'S FEES UNDER NRS 18.010,

Gase-MNurberA-21-832762-C
LR ur — a4 T
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KeviN E. BEC ¥LT1D.

" 3137E. WARM SPRNGSRD., STE. 100

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89120
TELEPHONE: {702) 641-9500 FACSM LE: (702) 260-8983
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filed in the above-entitled matter. The Court’s notice of hearing is attached hereto. You are
required to be present for the hearing if you desire to oppose the Motion.
DATED this 20th day of May, 2021.

KEVIN E. BECK, LTD.

s/ KevinE,. Beck
Kevin E. Beck, Esq.

3137 E. Warm Springs Rd., Ste. 100
Las Vegas, NV 89120
Attorney for Defendants

ERTIFICATE SE CE
1 hereby certify that on this 20th day of May, 2021, I served a true and correct copy of
the foregoing Notice of Hearing by first-class mail, postage prepaid, to the following at her last
known address:
Aimee Morrison
6456 Butterfly Sky St.

North Las Vegas, NV 89084
Defendant

/s/ Kevin E. Beck
An Employee of Kevin E. Beck, Ltd.
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Electronically Filed
5/20/2021 7:44 AM
Steven D. Grierson

DISTRICT COURT CLERK OF THE COU|
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA &»A E\.

ek

Aimee Morrison, Plaintiff(s) Case No.: A-21-832762-C

VS,
Charlene O'Neil, Defendant(s) . Department 29
NOTICE OF HEARING

Please be advised that the Motion to Dismiss or, In the Alternative, For Summary
Judgment, To Have Plaintiff Deemed a Vexatious Litigant, and for Aitorney's Fees Under
NRS 18.010 in the above-entitled matter is set for hearing as follows:

Date: June 22, 2021

Time: 9:00 AM

Location:  RJC Courtroom 15A
Regional Justice Center
200 Lewis Ave.

Las Vegas, NV 89101

NOTE: Under NEFCR 9(d), if a party is not receiving electronic service through the
Eighth Judicial District Court Electronic Filing System, the movant requesting a
hearing must serve this notice on the party by traditional means.

STEVEN D. GRIERSON, CEO/Clerk of the Court

By: /s/ Kadira Beckom
Deputy Clerk of the Court

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that pursuant to Rule 9(b) of the Nevada Electronic Filing and Conversion
Rules a copy of this Notice of Hearing was electronically served to all registered users on
this case in the Eighth Judicial District Court Electronic Filing System.

By: /s/ Kadira Beckom
Deputy Clerk of the Court

Case Number: A-21-832762-C
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EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT vy 28 20
CLARK COUNTY NEVADA &m
Aimee Morrison, MZFY!;;EZT '
| Plaintiff, &m
V. Case: A—21-83276§—C
Charlene O Neil, Depkgﬂ +r€ &»(-Lh 9 C‘ CL‘LQ/
Gloria Mazzoli, | Ff@rﬁng Hiq uesad
Defendants’ ‘ —

: Hearing: 6/20/2021
. Time: 9:00AM
""" Courtroom 15A !

NOTICE OF MOTION [
1. The plaintiff allegés the following:
Dr. Thom Lappas, the plaintiff’s cousin graduated from Colgate, Stanford,
And U.C. Berkeley. He is capable and competent to make intellectual
Impairment diagnosis’s on individuals, especially individuals he knows...
And genetic lineage, as it does not run in my family and Dr. Lappas will
Confirm this beyond a reasonable doubt. He is a metal research scientist
For The United States Government in Washington DC for NASA. His
Qualifications are impeccable, they are undisputed especially when it

Comes to our family and genetics.

2.1 am giving both defendants seven days from the date on this document
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To provide evidence of a Federal Dr capability to asses and diagnose
Intellectual impairments that would grant for Social Security Disability
Hearings, ie: since both defendants claim to be doctors and both
Defendants claim they are Federal diagnostic doctors who have the
Capacity to make a determination for Social Security Disability. Seven
Days this clock will tick for proof of education.

3. Defendant O’Neil is still running her mouth all over by interfering with
Job interviews by alleging in Las Vegas, Nevada that she is a Federal
Social Security Disability Diagnostic Doctor of the law, as required by
Federal law, they must be a Federal doctor.

4. These two woman committed the intentional act of trespass onto my
Former employer. Defendant O’Neil violated 2 Nevada restraining order,
Also violating the VAWA Act making this a chargeable felony. Defendant
O’Neil has open case at The D.A.’s office that she needs to turn herself

In on. She knowingly crossed state lines to commit the act of trespass
Knowing there was a restraining order and intentionally with reckless
Disregard for the courts violated that restraining order. LLV201000071305
Open case on defendant O’Neil trying to run me over with a motor vehicle
On camera. We don’t run people over. Defendant O’Neil doesn’t reside in

Nevada, she doesn’t belong in Nevada as she has no lawful purpose in
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Society in Nevada

5. These two woman are required by law to possess a warrant to enter
My place of employments. Katz v. US 389 US 347, requires anyone
Trespassing onto a person, job, or medical requires a warrant.

6. A warrant to the employer Fourth Amendment id at 464.

7. Deceit cannot be communicating false or non false medical

Information to an employer. This is confidential. So is my embloyment.

Defendant O’Neil is not allowed to know my place of employment, as
Restraining order determines that fate and right that she forfeited

5. The plaintiff has stated a claim for relief NRS 200.510 Libel

6. Deceit NRS 90.245 as misrepresentation with the intent_té mislead
By the use of false statements. The element of scienter is self-evident in
The instance of this case

Dated: May 21, 2021 W WWV’

Aimee Morrison
6456 Butterfly Sky Street
North Las Vegas, Nevada 89084
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I do hereby certify that on the 21% day of May, 2021 I served a
Notice of Motion upon Attorney Kevin Beck, 3137 E. Warm Springs

Road, Suite 100, Las Vegas, Nevada 89120 by First Class United

States Mail ‘ )A(va/ 2
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OSWEGO COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE 1of1
39 Churchill Road ;
Oswega City, NY 13126
315-349-3307 1-800-582-7583 -
EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT - CLARK CO., NV CASE #A-21-832762-C
COUNTY OF:
AIMEE MORRISON -, CERTIFICATE
: Plaintiff{s)
Against OF
SERVICE'
GLORIA MAZzZOU
Defendant(s)

STATE OF NEW YORK, COUNTY OF OSWEGO )
I, DEPUTY THOMAS MCCANN, Badge # 6949 of the Oswego County Sheriff's Office, being duly sworn, certify and affirm

that:

On 5/6/2021 at 10: 28 AM at 119 EAST UTICA STREET OSWEGO, NY 13126 | served the within SUMMONS & COMPLAINT
on GLORIA MAZZOI.I Defendant therein named,

by delivering a true copy of each to said defendants personally: | knew the person so

INDIVIDUAL
served to be the person described as said defendant therein.

DESCRIPTION Deponent describes the individual served as follows:

' Sex Female height 5’5" approx. age
skin White weight 140 mustache
hair White glasses beard
eyes Blue birth date
other identifying features:

MILITARY T . .

SERVICE | asked the person spoken to whether defendant was in active military service of the United States, or of
the State of New York in any capacity whatever and received a negative reply. The source of my
information and the grounds of my belief are the conversations and the observations above narrated.
Upon information and belief, | aver that the defendant is not in the Military service of New York State or
of the United States and that term is defined in either the State or Federal statuses.

Dated: .

Thursday, May 13, 2021 v o v

\ THOMAS MCCANN Badge #6949
Deputy Sheriff
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Electronically Filed

06/23/2021
Nrres S ouin
EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT CLERK OF THE COURT
CLARK COUNTY NEVADA

Aimee Morrison,

Plaintiff,
' Case: A-21-832762-C

Dept:29

Charlene O’Neil,
Gloria Mazzoli,

Defendants’

NOTICE OF MOTION TO STAY

1. The plaintiff, Aimee Morrison, is requesting the courts grant a stay in
This case until the plaintiff travels to London, England, to her aunt’s home,
The head of The London CIA and will appear by camera for this case from
London; as the plaintiff will be resolving all her civil legal issues from
London, England, including this case, as her aunt, JoAnn O’Neil, as will

Others be available for testimony for this proceeding.

Dated: June 23, 2021 Ao Jn/l@y@v@'l
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I do hereby certify that on this 23" day of June, 2021, I served a Notice of
Motion to Stay upon the attorney for the defendants’, Kevin Beck, 3137
E. Warm Springs Rd., Suite 100, Las Vegas, Nevada 89120 by First Class

United States Mail
I

A Al
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KEVIN E. BECK, LTD.
3137 E. WARM SPRINGS RoAD, SUITE 100

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89120

TELEPHONE: (702) 641-9900
FacsmMiLE: (702) 260-8983
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Electronically Filed
06/25/2021 8,50 AM

CLERK OF THE COURT

ORDR

Kevin E. Beck, NSB #8371

KEVIN E. BECK, LTD.

3137 E. Warm Springs Rd., Ste. 100
Las Vegas, NV 89120

Telephone: (702) 641-9900
Facsimile: (702) 260-8983

E-mail: kevin@kevinbecklaw.com
Attorney for Defendants

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
AIMEE MORRISON, Case No.: A-21-832762-C
Dept. No.: 29
Plaintiff,
VS,

CHARLENE O’NEIL and GLORIA
MAZZOLI,

Defendants.

ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANTS® MOTION TO DISMISS OR, IN THE
ALTERNATIVE, FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT AND RELATED RELIEF

This matter came before the Court on June 22, 2021 for a hearing on Defendants’
Motion to Dismiss or, in the Alternative, for Summary Judgment, to have Plaintiff Deemed a
Vexatious Litigant, and for Attorney’s Fees Under NRS 18.010. Attormmey Kevin E. Beck, Esq.
of Kevin E. Beck Ltd. appeared on behalf of the Defendants. Plaintiff did not appear at the
hearing. The Plaintiff also failed to file any written opposition to Defendants’ Motion.

The Court, having reviewed the Defendants® Motion and all corresponding papers and
pleadings on file, and having considered the arguments of counsel at the time of the hearing,
enters the following findings and orders in this matter:

THE COURT FINDS that Plaintiff’s claims as set forth in this action, to the extent they

could have been raised in one of the prior state or federal-court actions, are barred under the
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KEVIN E. BECK, LTD.
3137 E. WARM SPRINGS RoAD, SUITE 100

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89120

TELEPHONE: (702) 641-9900
FacsmMiLE: (702) 260-8983
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doctrine of claim preclusion. Plaintiff has filed multiple actions within the last eighteen months
involving the same parties as are present in this case. Several of those cases have resulted in a
valid and final judgment in favor of the Defendants, The claims that Plantiff has alleged in
this case were raised, or could have been raised, in those actions. Accordingly, Plaintiff is
precluded, under the doctrine of claim preclusion, from litigating those claims in this case.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that to the extent Plaintiff’s claims could not have
been brought in a prior action, Defendants are entitled to summary judgment on those claims.
Defendants’ Motion was supported by Declarations from both Defendants. Plaintiff failed to
preset the Court with any evidence to show the existence of any material issues of fact that
would preclude summary judgment as required under NRCP 56(c)(1)(b). In fact, Plaintiff
failed to file any written opposition to Defendants’ Motion and failed to appear at the hearing
on the Motion.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that that there are facts supporting Defendants’ request]
that Plaintiff be deemed a vexatious litigant and the Court shall refer this matter to the Chief
Judge with a recommendation that Plaintiff be listed as a vexatious litigant. The Court finds that
Plaintiff has filed multiple cases in the Federal Court (Case Nos. 2:20-cv-00652-JAD-BNW,
2:20-cv-01050-JAD-DJA, and 2:20-cv-01109-GMN-BNW) and in the Eighth Judicial District
Court for the State of Nevada (Case Nos. A-20-815618-C, A-20-822153-C, A-20-822159-C, A-
20-822562-C, A-20-822573-C, A-20-822965-C, and A-21-832761-C) that appear to relate to the
same claims and allegations of wrongdoing that Plaintiff has alleged against the Defendants in|
this case. The Court finds the Plaintiff’s conduct is indicative of forum shopping or judge
shopping. The Court further finds that Plaintiff’s filing of multiple actions against Defendants
appears to be an attempt to harass the Defendants. The Court further finds that Plaintiff’s
multiple actions appear to be without merit as she has alleged extraordinary allegations against]
Defendants without providing any facts or evidence in support of her allegations.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED Defendants” Motion to Dismiss, or in the Alternative, for
Summary Judgment is granted in favor of Defendants and against Plaintiff on all of Plaintiff’s

claims.
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Court shall refer this matter to the Chief Judge with|
a recommendation that the Plaintiff be listed as a vexatious litigant.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Defendants’ request for attorney’s fees under NRS
18.010 shall be addressed upon Defendants’ filing of an Application for Fees and Costs.

DATED this___ dayof ,2021,

Dated this 25th day of June, 2021

Respectfully submitted, Sgsigcﬁ jsg::sg379
District Court Judge
KEVIN E. BECK, LTD.
By:_/s/ Kevin E. Beck
Kevin E. Beck, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 8371
3137 E. Warm Springs Road, Ste. 100
Las Vegas, NV 89120
Attorney for Defendants
3
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
Aimee Morrison, Plaintiff(s) CASE NO: A-21-832762-C
VS, DEPT. NO. Department 29

Charlene O'Neil, Defendant(s)

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This automated certificate of service was generated by the Eighth Judicial District
Court. The foregoing Order was served via the court’s electronic eFile system to all
recipients registered for e-Service on the above entitled case as listed below:
Service Date: 6/25/2021

Kevin Beck kevin@kevinbecklaw.com
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Electronically Filed
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EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT Q@“ﬂf S

CLERK OF THE COURT

CLARK COUNTY NEVADA
Aimee Morrison, _
L i
Plaintiff, 0811012021
v. ‘ Case: A-21-832762-C ~ 9:00am
‘ ! e
Charlene O’Neil, o U’\@

Gloria Mazzoli, \?ﬁ a Ve S tl CL
Defendant’s | d (jp"\‘ : Zq

MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION

1. The plaintiff alleges that on the morning of June 29, 2021, Charlene
O’Neil influenced the bus to be intentionally late for pick up. A bus didn’t
Show up for almost 45 minutes which she has done this before as I had to
Fly to Denver, Colorado for a job hate case, in which Charlene O’ Neil
Had the bus arrive late intentionally becaus;: O’Neil had my daughter,
Morgan O’Neil call me on June 27, 2021 at 3:0,6 am stating that Charlene
O’Neil was conspiring acts of hate to intentionally interfere with civil
Proceedings.

2. T armived to the courts 30 minutes late, my deepest apologies, and was told
To file a Motion of Reconsideration immediately
3. A copy of my college transcripts are attached showing I was Magna
Cum Laude, Dean’s list, and Student Ambassador from 2003-2005 as

34

O 1 worked for a Harvard professor, Robert Torrisi. No such intellect

a3ania
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Impairment exists, Both defendant’s hate me, have used state powers to
Interfere and intentionally obstruct gainful permanent employment until

My aunt, Josephine Wahrendorf, sister of Charlene O’Neil stated you need to
Find a job. Wahrendorf is a intellect impairment diagnostic individual for

The Oswego City School District in Oswego, New York and concludeé that this
Information relayed to the defendant’s is false. Dr. Thom Lappas, my cousin,
Who graduated from Colgate, Stanford, and U.C. Berkley has moved several
Cases insisting that I have no such impairment. They are alleging this because
My eldest child has an intellect impairment from his father’s DNA. His cousin,
Devin Baker has an intellect impairment as well. It does not run in my families
DNA and 'both defendaht’s lack the necessary qualifications required by Federal
Laws to diagnose intellect impairments. The law states that a person must possess

A certain degree of education. Both defendant’s lack any higher education as

Required by law.
I am asking this court to reconsider this motion and reverse this decision
Based upon the facts listed above. (/ o
- : . ! . & /&/
Dated: June 29, 2021 UL~ %( 67
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I do hereby certify that on June 29, 2021, I served a Motion for Reconsideration
To Kevin Beck, attorney for the defendant’s, 3137 E. Warm Springs Road,
Suite 100, Las Vegas, Nevada 89120 by Fir :-&ais United States Mail

y

Ly 4@&)7&&/&%*
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Re: Aimee Mortisen

To who it may concern,

My name is Ellen Seeley and | have taken on the health restoration
process of Aimee Q' Neil Morrison. To start, Aimee and her husband

Mark, were married in the state of Colorado in 2018 as | have confirmed
The findings to be true and accurate as there is a lot of ongoing marital
Interference by a Joe Brancatro.

Aimee and her husband Mark are participating in our Federal Human

Research program for blood replacement surgery due to the insertion

Of an illegal device that was placed inside Aimee’ s blood stream by
Involuntary consent and this device has caused invasive injuries.

Thisis a temporary COﬂdIthﬂ, itisnota dlsablhty or mpanrment and

| have ardered permanent full tlme employment status o
After an mvestlgatlon on many issues, it was deemed thata flscal report

From Suny Oswego indicates multlple individuals were receiving
money and or péyments for fraudulent research in.'vefy large amounts.
These individuals have demonstrated patterns of alarming and
outrageous conduct with no regards to the health and safety of others
around them.
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| will start first with Charlene Q' Neil who has engaged in multiple acts
of domestlc terrorism compromlsmg not only Aimee’ s health and
safety but the safety of others First of all Aimee is not partlc:patmg in
any twin research for profit and | have ordered immediate removal of
| such fraud: We have taken every reasonable action p0551ble to avoid
the Judlaal system but these indiviuals refuse to stop even with’ Federal
orders, as they follow Aimee around all day over thls devuce and
terrorize her by acts 6f intentional hate, They use this illegal device as .
mvoluntary servutude of brainwashing, torture, and cult like activity by

Inflicting intentional emotional distress each time s;he Ieaves the house

As they refuse to étop. It has been brought to my immediate attention
that this group of individuals create schemes of illusive terminology
that have precipitated multiple acts of violence and reckless disregard
to the health and safety of others. As I'am not permitting any further

| crlmes of violence that we as a nation do not coherently recogmze |

1 l am very concerned about the- abuse, both physucal and psychologlcal
'--i..m nature by this fake snster scheme that is des:gned to-cause -
psychologlcal torture byunlawful deceit. Th|s group. has violated the
: Federal Protecttve Order and.must face crlmlnal and cnvrl penalties.

© Aimee i§ not mtellectual!y impaired. Aimee i s an mtelllgenf womafi who
has a college educatlon | |

i have ordered the 1mmedlate removal of this devuce as Almee i -
allerglc_jto metal co.,ggpounds, and the usagey_ofuthls-devlce is for

y
i
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The purpose of human torture by profit. | have selected Aimee as a
candidate based upon my scientific abilities to determine a coherent
health and treatment plan for my patient. It is vital for the scientific
research world to progress in the advancement of blood disease
treatment by the utilization of appropriate DNA. |

| am concerned about this group of individuals who':centinue; to f
threaten, torture, and kidnap Aimee by the displays of disturbing
behavior, as these tendencies compromise and restrict the progression
of medical research in the scientific world.

| cannot speak confidentially to Aimee because it appears rhultiple
individuals are on her cell phone illegally and Aimee cannot see a Dr
until this device is removed because of the imminent risk of medical

Explbitment by fraud.

Charlene ©' Neil has been removed from Aimee’ s life due to
ongoing acts of domestic terrorism that puts Aimee in great fear.

| have recommended an immediate mental health assessment on
Charlene O" Neil, as she continues to follow Aimee around terrorizing
her and upon my findings Ms. O' Neil has demonstrated actions and
behavior that are recognized as dangerous to society as the
recommendation of incarceration is encouraged. Ms, O’ Neil is not
permitted to follow Aimee around and t am enforcing the fact that

O’ Neil and several others are violating that Federal order.

Dr. Ellen Seeley
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RECEIVED

5

Electronically Filed

07/12/2021

I

CLERK OF THE COURT

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
CLARK COUNTY NEVADA

= Aimee Morrison,

—

Plaintiff,

Ty Case: A-21-832762-C

. Gloria Mazzoli,

JUL 12 201

' CLERK OF THECOURT

"

. Charlene O’Neil

Defendant’s

'NOTICE OF MOTION
1. The plaintiff alleges that the defendant’s engaged in conduct directly
Organized to cause labor traﬁickiné and torturious ihterference of
Employment by alleging an intellect impairment when both defendant’s

_Are not qualified by Federal standards and guidelines to diagnose anything

2. The defendant’s engaged in conduct directed at HATE under 18 U.S.C. 249

3. The defer;danf’s have intentionally violated The Matthew Shepard Act of Hate
Crime Prevention of 2009

4. president Biden just signed The Hate has no place in America Bill for crimes
Of Asian hate and both defendant’s engaged in hate related activity by the
‘Exploitation of one’s personality or -chal"acter by alleging é intellect impairment
Because my eldest child is intellectually impaired by his father’s DNA, as his
ousin Devin Baker is also intellectually impaired as it does NOT genetically

un on my family’s DNA as determined by Dr. Thom Lappas, my cousin,

182



_ The nephew of Charlene O’Neil, a graduate of Colgate, Stanford, and U.C.
Berkley who has concluded no such genetic defect exists and that I am not

In anyway intellectually impaired

5. Evidence, the preponderance of evidence standard exists that concludes this

Is a HATE crime

6. Both defendant’s continue to engage in the activity of trespass onto employers,
As T just worked for three days at Torrey Pines Pub, in Las Vegas and Gloria

Mazzoli made threats of Labor trafficking and torturious interference of
employment

By violating a Federal Human Research Protection order issued by The United
~ States NAVY that states the defendants CANNOT go into my employer under
Any such circumstances and both defendant’s conspired and engaged in
Conduct designed to interfere with financial stability by engaging in hate
Related activity

7. Both defendant’s are accused of intercepting cell phone communication
Under 18 U.S.C. 2518 by illegally tapping my cell phone to locate prospective
Employers and communicate information they know to be false because of HATE
8. Both defendant’s are accused of intimidation of a witness 18 U.S.C. 1512
By the act of intentional trespass to interfere and intimidate a witness at their
Place of employment

9. Both defendant’s are accused of the threat to injure, oppreés, exercise

The enjoyment of a right and privi]egé

.- . N
Dated: July 7, 2021 M W
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I do hereby certify that on the 7® day of July, 2021 I mailed a Notice
Of Motion to Attorney Kevin Beck, 3137 E. warm Springs Rd.,
Suite 100, Las Vegas, Nevada 89120 by First Class United States Mail

. —
.
%—W
.
PR
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RECEIVED

JuL 12 202

CLERK OF THECO

Electronically Filed
07/12/2021
. CLERK OF THE COURT
EIGHT JUDICIAL DISTRICT .
CLARK COUNTY NEVADA
Aimee Morrison,
Plaintiff,
V. Case: A-21-832762-C
Gloria Mazzoli,
Charlene O’Neil,
Defendant’s
NOTICE OF MOTION

1. The plaintiff, Aimee Mdrrison, alleges that she has been out work

For the longest timeline in her life because of these two dgfendant’s

And hate 18 U.S.C. 249 |

2. The report from Mr. Leigh Hunt states that Charlene O’Neil is not only

Engaging in hate related activity that directly interferes with stable long

Term employment, she intentionally obstructed and has interfered with

Jobs resulting in direct loss of wages .

3. The report from Mr. Leigh Hunt, retired head of The New York State

Police states that “ BAD BLOOD” between my family, The O’Neil’s and

Myself has caused ongoing outrageous activity including acts of false

Allegations such as an intellect impairment as hate related criminal conspiring
§4. Mr, Leigh Hunt retired head of The New York State Police also investigated

wiGloria Mazzoli having me followed as a result of bad blood between these families
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Has caused aggravated financial injury including long term stable employment
5. Dr. Thom Lappas, Scientist and Dr. for NASA in Washington DC,

Who attended Colgate, Stanford, and U.C. Berkeley confirmed that “ QUR “
DNA does not contain intellect impairments and why are these two defendants
Crossing state lines and violating Federal Protection to engage in the act of
Intentional trespass? I have full federal Protection by The United States Navy
Which confirms that both defendants have intentionally violated a Federal
Protective order which states they are NOT permitted to engage in the act of

Trespass onto an employer with the intent to interfere with employment.

Dated: July 11, 2021 W \/W(ﬁ/%(/ﬁ’ﬂ/

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I do hereby certify that on July 11, 2021 I served a Notice of Motion upon
The defendant’s attorney, Kevin Beck, 3137 E. Warm Springs Rd., Suite 100

By United States First Class Mail M
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RECEIVED

JuL 19 201

Electronically Filed
07/19/2021
m-%""‘-—
EIGHTH J[IDICIAL DISTRICT CLERK OF THE COURT
CLARK COUNTY NEVADA
Aimee Morrison,
Plaintiff,

V. Case: A-21-83276%- C
Gloria Mazzoli,
Charlene O’Neil,

Defendant’s

NOTICE OF MOTION
1. The plaintiff, Aimee Morrison, alleges that both defendant’s have knowingly

and intentionally committed the act of trespass onto the plaintiff’s new employer,

Town and Country gas station. Both defendant’s have violated the Federal

 Protection order issued by The United States Navy on July 16, 2021,

:
:
5

July 17 2021, and July 18, 2021 which has an enforceable punishment of

6 months in Federal prison and up to a $500,000 fine for each act of intentional
Conspiring,

2. Attorney Kevin Beck is responsible for reinforcing compliance with Federal
And State laws of his clients who are routinely known and have a long term

History of violating restraining orders.

3. I am requesting the courts order both defendant’s to a mandatory 6 month
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Sentence of imprisonment and an additional financial award of other

Relief that the court deems appropriate as these defendant’s are intentionally
engaging in hate related activity that violates 18 U.S.C. 249, Federal HATE.

4. The defendant’s conspired a scheme of an intellect impairment to intentionally
Lie, defame, slander and cause financial devastation by commitﬁng the act of
Trespass once again.

3. Gloria Mazzoli got into my Colorado Unemployment and deactivated my

Benefits without authorization or consent violating The Federal Protective

Order. T have 17 weeks of Colorado Unemployment benefits missing. It has
Been reported to The Colorado Unemployment fraud unit and The Washington

DC oversight department for prosecution.

6. My aunt, JoAnn O’Neil, once again caught Mazzoli committing the act of
Trespass, violating a Federal order issued by The United States Navy. I am

Requesting the courts issue a sentence of Federal incarceration to punish

Both defendant’s

7. My marriage. My aunt, JoAnn O’Neil is remarrying Mark Morrison and

Myself because Mr. Beck is not communicating to his clients the expectation

Of litigants who are participating in Court procedures

8. The 8" Amendment, Cruel and Unusual Punishment to continue to conspire
Hate related activity after President Biden just passed the new Asain Hate

Bill, “ America has no room for hate.” Both defendant’s continue to engage in

Conduct of outrage by the threats to injure, oppress, interfere with the enjoyment
Of a right or privilege

9. Section 802 of The United States Patriot Act, “ coercing a population.” Both

Defendant’s are coercing large groups by communicating false information with
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The intent to disturb, interfere, or obstruct employment. This also is under
18 U.S.C. 1961-1963, Labor Trafficking.

Dated: July 19, 2021 SAAW 00, VE/\/( o

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I do hereby certify that on the 19% day of July, 2021 I served a Notice of Motion
Upon Attorney, Kevin Beck, 3137 E. Warm Springs Rd., Suite 100, Las Vegas,
Nevada 89120 by First Class United States Mail
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FILED
AUG - 2 2021

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA m

Aimee Morrison,

Petitioner-Appellant, f-2) B22H2Z-C

V. Case: Ar=2-83276-~C~
Charlene O’Neil,
Respondent-Appeliee,
Coloria Mazzol,
NOTICE OF APPEAL

1. The Petitioner Aimee L. Morrison, appeals this decision of motion to
Dismiss on to The Nevada Supreme Court.

gm\d 10,202

A-21-832762-C
NOAS

Holics of Appeal
4964336

|AHAIIR

GECEIVEy

AUG 02 90 :
AT I GOURT /
g cu-;_tﬁ‘,/
"APPEALS

AUG 18 202!
CLERKQF THECOURT
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I do hereby certify that on this __/ Q of July 2021, I served a Notice
Of Appeal upon Kevin Beck, 3137 E. Warm Springs Rd, Suite 100,
Las Vegas, Nevada 89120 by First Class united States mail
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Electronically Filed
8/7/2021 4:35 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERE OF THE COUE!;

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CLERK OF THE COURT

CIVIL DIVISION
REGIONAL JUSTICE CENTER
200 LEWIS AVE.

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101

Steven D. Grierson
Clerk of the Court

Anntoinette Naumec-Miller
Court Division Administrator

Filing Fee Remittance

This form may be used to submit outstanding filing fees to the Eighth Judicial District Court via
the Odyssey File & Serve system. By using this method to submit fees you acknowledge that all
processing/convenience fees and E-File fees will be assessed in addition to the filing fee(s) as
part of this filing transaction.

To submit this form, use filing code Filing Fee Remittance - FFR (CIV) and select the
applicable fee(s) in the Optional Services section of the envelope.

Case Number:

A-21-832762-C

5-16-2021

Party Responsible ' .
for Fees: Charlene O'Neil

DATE OF FILING | FILING DESCRIPTION
Related Filing:

Motion to Dismiss

Required-filing fees for the above entitled action are submitted as

indicated below: (Please check the applicable boxes and indicate the quantities below).

Fee Schedule Fee Amount
[] | 01 Civil Complaint $270.00
[] | 01BC Business Court Complaint $1,530.00
[] | 01C Statutory Lien $299.00
[] | 01CD Constr Defect Complaint $520.00
[] | O1FM Foreclosure Mediation Petition $275.00
[] | O1TBC Transfer to Business Court (after civil action) $1,260.00
[] | O1TPC Third Party Complaint $135.00
[] | 03 Civil Confession of Judgment $28.00

Page 1 of 2

Case Number: A-21-832762-C

195



[] | 04A Appeals JC/Muni Court $47.00
[] | 04B Civil Notice of Appeal $24.00
[] | O5A Civil Answer/Appear $223.00
[] | O5BC Business Court Answer/Appear $1,483.00
[] | 05CD Construction Defect Answer/Appear $473.00
[] | O5FM Foreclosure Mediation Answer/Appear $250.00
[] | 05G Answer Additional Party $30.00
[] | 07A Transfer from another District Court $270.00
[] | 41Civil Writ $10.00
mm | 42 Civil Motion Summary Judg/Joinder $200.00
[[] | 43 Civil Motion Certify/Decertify Class $349.00
[] | 44 Civil Motion Partial Summary Judg $200.00
[] | Civil Peremptory Challenge of Judge $450.00
[] | 01G Complaint Additional Party

Enter additional party names in the spaces below.

Please complete additional form if adding more than 10 parties.

[y

W N Nk jWw N

=
o

$30.00 | Quantity: S
{per party)

Page 2 of 2
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TOTAL PAID: S 200




R =~ - B B " T - N PSS R

MR N R RN NN N
® w & G A BN = S D ®maeaRE D023

Electronically Filed
8/11/2021 4:51 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERK OF THE CO
Bt o
ORDR

Aimee Morrison
6456 Butterfly Sky St
North Las Vegas, NV 89084
Plaintiff, Pro Se
IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, STATE OF NEVADA
AIMEE MORRISON Case No.: A-21-832762-C
Dept. No.: 29
Plaintiff,

V8.

ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFF’S
CHARLENE O’NEIL; and DOES I through X, MOTION TO RECONSIDER

inclusive,

Defendant(s).

THIS MATTER coming before the Honorable Court on the 10™ day of August, 2021, and

after considering the paper and pleading on file:
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that pursuant to ED.C.R|

2.24 Plaintiffs” Motion to Reconsider is hereby DENIED:

ORDER

IT IS SO ORDERED this / / day of @Z/ , 2021.

I

STRICT COURT JUDGE
o ,..r‘”’{

o o

Case Number: A-21-832762-C
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ASTA
IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE
STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR
THE COUNTY OF CLARK
AIMEE MORRISON,

Plaintiff(s),
V8.
CHARLENE O'NEIL; GLORIA MAZZOLI,

Defendant(s),

CASE APPEAL STATEMENT

1. Appellant(s): Aimee Morrison
2. Judge: David M. Jones
3. Appellant(s): Aimee Morrison
Counsel:

Aimee Morrison

1801 S. Decamr #26764

Las Vegas, NV 89126
4. Respondent (s): Charlene O'Neil; Gloria Mazzoli
Counsel:

Kevin E. Beck

3137 E. Warm Springs Rd., Ste. 100
Las Vegas, NV 89120

A-21-832762-C -1-

Case Number: A-21-832762-C
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Case No: A-21-832762-C

Dept No: XXIX

Electronically Filed
8/18/2021 12:53 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERE OF THE COER&
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13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20
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22

23

24

25

26

27

28

5. Appellant(s)'s Attorney Licensed in Nevada: N/A
Permission Granted: N/A

Respondent(s)’s Attorney Licensed in Nevada: Yes
Permission Granted: N/A

6. Has Appellant Ever Been Represented by Appointed Counsel In District Court: No
7. Appellant Represented by Appointed Counsel On Appeal: N/A
8. Appellant Granted Leave to Proceed in Forma Pauperis**: N/A

**Expires 1 year from date filed

Appellant Filed Application to Proceed in Forma Pauperis: No
Date Application(s) filed: N/A

9. Date Commenced in District Court: April 12, 2021

10. Brief Description of the Nature of the Action: TORT - Other
Type of Judgment or Order Being Appealed: Dismissal

11. Previous Appeal: No
Supreme Court Docket Number(s): N/A

12. Child Custody or Visitation: N/A

13. Possibility of Settlement: Unknown

Dated This 18 day of August 2021.

Steven D. Grierson, Clerk of the Court

/s/ Heather Ungermann

Heather Ungermann, Deputy Clerk
200 Lewis Ave

PO Box 551601

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155-1601
(702) 671-0512

cc: Aimee Morrison

A-21-832762-C -2-
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Electronically Fite%

Steven D. Grierso

LERK OF THE C(

&n—-‘
0sCC

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
AIMEE MORRISON, PLAINTIFF(S) CASE NO.: A-21-832762-C

V8.
CHARLENE O'NEIL, DEFENDANT(S) | DEPARTMENT 29

CIVIL ORDER TO STATISTICALLY CLOSE CASE
Upon review of this matter and good cause appearing,
' IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Clerk of the Court is hereby directed to
statistically close this case for the following reason:

DISPOSITIONS:
Default Judgment
Judgment on Arbitration
Stipulated Judgment .
Summary Judgment
Involuntary Dismissal
Motion to Dismiss by Defendant(s)
Stipulated Dismissal
Voluntary Dismissal
Transferred (before trial)
Non-Jury — Disposed After Trial Starts
Non-Jury — Judgment Reached
Jury — Disposed After Trial Starts
Jury — Verdict Reached
Other Manner of Disposition

PNEREEEEEEE NN

DATED this 24th day of August, 2021.

DAV TH.

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

Case Number: A-21-832762-C

200
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Electrenically Filed
9/9/2021 2:07 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERE OF THE COEE

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT
CLARK COUNTY NEVADA

Aimee Morrison,

Plaintiff,
case: A21-832762-C

Charlene O’Neil,

Gloria Mazzoli,

Defendant’s

NOTICE OF APPEAL

The plaintiff appeals this decision to The Nevada Supreme Court on

JM W

September 1, 2021

1202 80 435
d3AIzO3Yy

Case Number: A-21-832762-C

201



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE A Al-%3272°C

I do hereby certify that on this 1% day of September, 2021 I served
A Notice of Appeal upon Attorney Kevin Beck, 3137 E. Warm Springs
Road, Suite 100, Las Vegas, Nevada 89120 by First Class United States

Mail
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THIS SEALED
DOCUMENT,
NUMBERED PAGE(S)
204 - 207
WILL FOLLOW VIA
U.S. MAIL
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DOCUMENT,
NUMBERED PAGE(S)
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WILL FOLLOW VIA
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Electronically Filed
9/10/2021 1:19 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERK OF THE CO
ASTA &;ﬂ-‘é j'd-;'"""""'

IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE
STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR
THE COUNTY OF CLARK

AIMEE MORRISON,
Case No: A-21-832762-C

Plaintiff(s),
Dept No: XXIX
VS,

CHARLENE O'NEIL; GLORIA MAZZOLI,

Defendant(s),

CASE APPEAL STATEMENT

1. Appellant(s): Aimee Morrison
2. Judge: David M. Jones
3. Appellant(s): Aimee Morrison
Counsel:

Aimee Morrison

1801 S. Decamr #26764

Las Vegas, NV 89126
4. Respondent (s): Charlene O'Neil; Gloria Mazzoli
Counsel:

Kevin E. Beck

3137 E. Warm Springs Rd., Ste. 100
Las Vegas, NV 89120

A-21-832762-C -1-

Case Number: A-21-832762-C
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5. Appellant(s)'s Attorney Licensed in Nevada: N/A
Permission Granted: N/A

Respondent(s)’s Attorney Licensed in Nevada: Yes
Permission Granted: N/A

6. Has Appellant Ever Been Represented by Appointed Counsel In District Court: No
7. Appellant Represented by Appointed Counsel On Appeal: N/A
8. Appellant Granted Leave to Proceed in Forma Pauperis**: N/A

**Expires 1 year from date filed

Appellant Filed Application to Proceed in Forma Pauperis: Yes,
Date Application(s) filed: September 10, 2021

9. Date Commenced in District Court: April 12, 2021

10. Brief Description of the Nature of the Action: TORT - Other
Type of Judgment or Order Being Appealed: Unknown

11. Previous Appeal: Yes
Supreme Court Docket Number(s): 82418, 83317, 83389

12. Child Custody or Visitation; N/A

13. Possibility of Settlement: Unknown

Dated This 10 day of September 2021.

Steven D. Grierson, Clerk of the Court

/s/ Heather Ungermann

Heather Ungermann, Deputy Clerk
200 Lewis Ave

PO Box 551601

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155-1601
(702) 671-0512

cc: Aimee Morrison

A-21-832762-C -2-
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A-21-832762-C

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Other Tort COURT MINUTES June 22, 2021

A-21-832762-C Aimee Morrison, Plaintiff(s)
VS.
Charlene O'Neil, Defendant(s)

June 22, 2021 9:00 AM Motion to Dismiss

HEARD BY: Jones, David M COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 15A
COURT CLERK: Michaela Tapia

RECORDER: Melissa Delgado-Murphy

REPORTER:

PARTIES
PRESENT: Beck, Kevin E. Attorney

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- COURT ORDERED, motion GRANTED. The request to deem the Plaintiff a vexatious litigant to be
forwarded to the Chief Judge. Counsel to submit the amount requested for attorney's fees.

PRINT DATE:  10/25/2021 Page1of3 Minutes Date:  June 22, 2021
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A-21-832762-C

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Other Tort COURT MINUTES June 29, 2021

A-21-832762-C Aimee Morrison, Plaintiff(s)
VS.
Charlene O'Neil, Defendant(s)

June 29, 2021 9:00 AM Hearing

HEARD BY: Jones, David M COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 15A
COURT CLERK: Michaela Tapia

RECORDER: Melissa Delgado-Murphy

REPORTER:

PARTIES
PRESENT:

JOURNAL ENTRIES
- No parties present.
COURT ORDERED, Motion to Dismiss GRANTED. Request to deem the Plaintiff as a vexatious

litigant to be forwarded to Chief Judge Bell. COURT FURTHER ORDERED, fees and costs
GRANTED. Mr. Beck to prepare the order.
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A-21-832762-C

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Other Tort COURT MINUTES August 10, 2021

A-21-832762-C Aimee Morrison, Plaintiff(s)
VS.
Charlene O'Neil, Defendant(s)

August 10, 2021 9:00 AM Motion For
Reconsideration
HEARD BY: Jones, David M COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 15A

COURT CLERK: Michaela Tapia
RECORDER: Angelica Michaux
REPORTER:

PARTIES
PRESENT: Morrison, Aimee Plaintiff

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Argument by Ms. Morrison. COURT ORDERED, written decision to issue via minute order.
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Certification of Copy and
Transmittal of Record

State of Nevada
} SS:
County of Clark

Pursuant to the Supreme Court order dated October 20, 2021, I, Steven D. Grierson, the Clerk of the
Court of the Eighth Judicial District Court, Clark County, State of Nevada, do hereby certify that the

foregoing is a true, full and correct copy of the complete trial court record for the case referenced below.
The record comprises one volume with pages numbered 1 through 216.

AIMEE MORRISON,
Plaintiff(s), Case No: A-21-832762-C

VS. Dept. No: XXIX

CHARLENE O'NEIL; GLORIA MAZZOLI,

Defendant(s),

now on file and of record in this office.

IN WITNESS THEREOF, I have hereunto
Set my hand and Affixed the seal of the
Court at my office, Las Vegas, Nevada

This 25 day of October 2021.

Steven D. Grierson, Clerk of the Court

MWWW

Heather Ungermann, Deputy Clerk





