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9060 West Cheyenne Avenue

Las Vegas, Nevada 89129

Telephone: (702) 853-5483

Facsimile: (702) 853-5485

Attorneys for Respondent Kimberly Jones
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF THE Case No.: G-19-052263-A
GUARDIANSHIP OF THE PERSON AND Dept.: B
ESTATE OF:

KATHLEEN JUNE JONES

Date of Hearing: October 3, 2019
An Adult Protected Person. Time of Hearing: 9:00 a.m.

OPPOSITION TO EX PARTE PETITION FOR APPOINTMENT OF TEMPORARY AND
GENERAL GUARDIAN OF THE PERSON AND ESTATE;

ALTERNATIVELY, COUNTER-PETITION FOR APPOINTMENT OF KIMBERLY
JONES AS TEMPORARY AND GENERAL GUARDIAN OF THE PERSON AND

ESTATE
MTEMPORARY GUARDIANSHIP COGENERAL GUARDIANSHIP
O Person [] Person
[ Estate O Estate  [OSummary Admin.
M Person and Estate [ Person and Estate
OSPECIAL GUARDIANSHIP CONOTICES/SAFEGUARDS
OPerson O Blocked Account Required
OEstate  OSummary Admin. [0 Bond Required

OPerson and Estate

Kimberly Jones, by and through her counsel of record, Jeffrey P. Luszeck, Esq., and Ross
E. Evans, Esq., of the law firm Solomon Dwiggins & Freer, Ltd., hereby opposes the Ex Parte
Petition for Appointment of Temporary Guardians and Petition for Appointment of General
Guardians filed by Petitioners Robyn Friedman and Donna Simmons on September 19, 2019. In
the alternative, should this Court determine that a Guardianship is necessary, Kimberly Jones

(“Kim”) hereby Petitions this Court to appoint her as the Temporary and General Guardian of the

1of 17 AA 059
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Person and Estate of Kathleen June Jones (“June”), and requests that this Court revoke the letters
of guardianship previously issued to Robyn Friedman and Donna Simmons. In support thereof,
and pursuant to NRS 159, Kim submits the following Memorandum of Points and Authorities.

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

A. INTRODUCTION.

Petitioners Robyn Friedman and Donna Simmons spin a confusing and sometimes false
narrative in their Ex Parte Petition for an emergency and temporary guardianship based
primarily on facts they discovered nearly 7 months ago. There was no basis for the ex parte and
immediate appointment of temporary guardians in this case except for Petitioners unjustified
fears that Kim was not capable of protecting their mother as her attorney-in-fact. This unilateral
ex parte action by Petitioners has been disruptive to Kim’s authority under June’s power of
attorney. Petitioners have put 24/7 caregivers in place, where there was no need, and despite the
fact that Kim has been residing and caring for their mother for months, while Petitioners were
absent and non-communicative. Now, Petitioners exalt Kim’s caregiving of June, however, they
still second-guess and decry the manner in which Kim has responded (or as they allege, Kim
failed to respond) to elder abuse allegations by third-party bad-actors. There is no merit to
Petitioner’s claims that Kim has failed to respond. Rather, Petitioners are simply dissatisfied with
Kim’s autonomy as the attorney-in-fact, as they have demanded instantaneous access to all of
June’s financial information and on the spot decision-making by June.

In May of 2019, when June’s needs for caregiving became clear, Kim resigned from her
job so as to relocate to live with her mother to provide around-the-clock care for her. Kim is
uniquely qualified and suited to be her mother’s attorney-in-fact or guardian. Kim has a master’s
degree in Gerontology from Cal. State. Kim is a certified Nurse Assistant in the State of
California, and prior to recently resigning, was employed by the State of California Department
of Aging, Long-Term Care Ombudsm as a Residential Care for the Elderly Administrator. Kim
has professional experience as being: (1) a Conflict Resolution Mediator with the Orange County

Court System; (2) a Domestic Violence Counselor; (3) an Elder Mediator; (4) a Professional

20f17 AA 060
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Supervised Family Court Visitation Monitor, handling in excess of 450 cases; and (5) the
Director of Social Services for a skilled nursing facility in California.'

Contrary to Petitioners’ allegations, Kim has successfully been utilizing June’s October
24, 2012 financial power of attorney to obtain banking records and evidence of financial elder
abuse and misconduct to pursue claims against the bad-actors. Kim has initiated a complaint with
Adult Protective Services and with the LVMPD elder abuse detail. Kim has assisted with the
criminal investigation by performing interviews and providing documents she obtained with the
power of attorney and by filling in factual details. Prior to the initiation of this Guardianship
proceeding, Kim had retained counsel to advise her, and to potentially initiate litigation for elder
abuse, exploitation and conversion against the bad-actors. Kim has initiated litigation and
successfully defended against a retaliatory and unlawful attempt to evict her from her mother’s
house, which Petitioners allege has already occurred (it has not). Kim and her counsel have
engaged in discussions with the bad-actors, which discussions indicate that a settlement with full
reimbursement to June is realistic.

Likewise, Kim has fulfilled a caregiving role for June since her needs became readily
apparent in or about March of 2019. Kim has successfully used June’s December 27, 2005
Healthcare power of attorney to facilitate June’s access to the healthcare she needs. Kim is fully
capable of protecting her mother’s best interests under the powers of attorney her mother
established, and doing so in the manner in which June entrusted her. The powers of attorney are
working, and Kim has been taking the appropriate actions. While there was a breakdown in
communications between Kim and her sisters after the temporary guardianship was put in place
by Petitioners on an ex parte basis, it now appears that Kim and the Petitioners are capable of
repairing their family dynamic. Kim is committed to caring for her mother long-term, and
pursuing civil remedies and criminal process against the third-party bad-actors.

Kim prefers dismissal of the Guardianship proceeding at this juncture in favor of the pre-

existing powers of attorney which were working and which were put in place by June to avoid

' A copy of Kim’s C.V. is attached hereto as Exhibit 1.
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guardianship in the first place. Kim is committed to serving as her mother’s chosen fiduciary,
and it appears that the Petitioners are committed to accepting Kim’s role as attorney-in-fact. Kim
believes that the Guardianship is not necessary simply to work out their family’s communication
and trust issues, and that it is not in their mother’s best interests at this juncture. To the extent
Petitioners are willing, Kim is committed to implementing an informal family plan which is the
proper way to address the family dynamic. This is the least restrictive means at this juncture.
Accordingly, Kim requests that this Court dismiss the temporary guardianship and deny the
Petition for General Guardianship, so that the family can address their issues privately in a
manner that is in their mother’s best interests. Alternatively, if the Court should determine that
this proceeding continue, Kim requests that this Court revoke the Letters of Temporary
Guardianship issued to Petitioners, that the Court appoint Kim as the Temporary Guardian, and

that this proceeding only be maintained as long as necessarily required.

B. STATEMENT OF FACTS.

1. June was born on January 20, 1937 and is presently 82 years old.

2. Kimberly Jones (“Kim”) is one of three daughters of June. Petitioners, Robyn
Friedman and Donna Simmons are also June’s daughters. June also has a son, Scott Simmons,
who resides in June’s rental property in Anaheim, CA.

3. June is a resident of Clark County, Nevada, residing at 6277 Kraft Avenue, Las
Vegas, Nevada 89130 (the “Kraft Avenue” property).

4. In 2002, June was in a relationship with Walter Tormala (“Walter”). June and
Walter resided together at the Kraft Avenue property. On January 30, 2002, Walter executed a
quitclaim deed, transferring ownership of the Kraft Avenue property to himself and June as joint
tenants with right of survivorship.? In 2004, Walter executed another quitclaim deed, transferring

his interest in the Kraft Avenue property to June as the sole owner.” Walter and June were

2 A copy of the January 30, 2002, Quitclaim deed is attached hereto as Exhibit 2.

3 A copy of the 2004 Quitclaim deed is attached hereto as Exhibit 3.
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engaged to be married, however, on June 6, 2007, Walter passed away.* June continued to reside
in the Kraft Avenue property and has maintained all mortgage payments thereon.

5. June and Kim have always shared a close relationship. In or about 2003, June and
Kim opened a joint account at Bank of America in which June deposited her social security
income and from which her bills were paid. June additionally deposited rents she received from a
rental property she owns in Anaheim, CA, which she rents to her son, Scott. Kim has never
contributed any funds to their joint account. When the account was opened, June explained to
Kim that she wanted a joint account with Kim so that Kim could assist her with paying her bills
and managing her finances should the need ever arise in the future. The statements for the joint
account were always mailed to June at the Kraft Avenue property. The first time Kim looked at
the financial activity of that account was after Kim moved in May of 2019. After noticing
suspicious transactions, in July of 2019, Kim requested and received several years of statements,
which she has been going through and turning over to investigators.

6. On December 27, 2005, June executed a Durable Healthcare Power of Attorney,
in which she designated Kim as her attorney-in-fact.’

7. In 2009, June married Rodney Gerald Yeoman. June and Mr. Yeoman remain
happily married, though their relationship has been complicated by June’s cognitive decline and
Mr. Yeoman’s recent health complications.

8. After their marriage, June and Rodney opened joint accounts at Chase Bank,
however, June also maintained her joint account with Kim at Bank of America.

9. On October 24, 2012, June consulted an attorney and executed a Durable
Financial Power of Attorney, in which she again designated Kim as her attorney-in-fact

notwithstanding her marriage to Mr. Yeoman.® Upon information and belief, Mr. Yeoman

* A copy of the probate court Petition related to the Estate of Walter Tormala is attached hereto as
Exhibit 4.

> A copy of the December 27, 2005, Healthcare Power of Attorney is attached hereto as Exhibit

5.
® A copy of the October 24, 2012, Power of Attorney is attached hereto as Exhibit 6.

50f17 AA 063
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designated his son-in-law, Richard Powell, as his attorney-in-fact.

10.  Upon information and belief, in or about 2016, June was first noted in her medical
records as experiencing lapses of memory. June’s memory and cognition have been in decline
ever since. In 2017, June was diagnosed with a degenerative neurological disorder. June has been
seeing specialists at the Cleveland Clinic’s Luo Ruvo Center in Las Vegas for treatment. On
September 5, 2019, June’s physician at the Luo Ruvo Center, Dr. Marwan Sabbagh, certified that
“Mrs. Jones has a degenerative neurological disorder resulting in impairment of memory,
judgment and other cognitive functions. She is not capable of handling her own affairs, including
medical, financial, and legal decisions, and requires a guardian.”’ In lieu of guardianship,
though, Kim prefers to continue to serve as June’s primary caregiver and attorney-in-fact. In fact,
Kim has not experienced any problems with any medical provider or financial institution
recognizing her authority as the attorney-in-fact.

11. Since their marriage, June and Mr. Yeoman resided together at the Kraft Avenue
property. However, in or about March of 2019, Mr. Yeoman went out to pick up dinner and
fainted. Mr. Yeoman, who is presently 86 years old, had to relocate to the Mayo Clinic in
Phoenix, Arizona, for medical treatment where he underwent a heart valve replacement, and is
currently receiving chemotherapy. Mr. Yeoman continues to reside at the Mayo Clinic in
Phoenix.

12. As aresult of Mr. Yeoman’s incident and emergency relocation to Phoenix, Kim
has attended to her mother’s care. Contemporaneously, in or about March of 2019, Kim’s sister,
Robyn, informed Kim that she had discovered on Zillow.com that June’s Kraft Avenue property
had been sold on January 16, 2018. The sale was alarming because it appeared to have been sold
to Mr. Yeoman’s daughter and son-in-law, Kandi and Richard Powell, for approximately

$100,000 under market value.®

! See, September 5, 2019 Physician’s certificate, attached hereto as Exhibit 7.

8 A copy of the Zillow.com listing for the Kraft Avenue property is attached hereto as Exhibit 8.
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13. Inlate March 2019 or early April 2019, Kim questioned her mother about the sale
of her home to Mr. Yeoman’s daughter and son-in-law, however, June could not remember any
details about the sale and expressed her disbelief that the house had been sold.

14 Kim subsequently called Richard Powell and questioned him about the sale.
Richard admitted purchasing the property from June, but stated that he did so at June’s request to
relieve her of the burden of making monthly mortgage payments. Richard denied that the sale
was under market, but stated that he had offered to pay off the mortgage while allowing June and
Mr. Yeoman to stay in the property for the rest of their lives without a mortgage payment or
paying rent. Richard’s responses did not make any sense to Kim, and she pressed him for details,
which Richard refused to provide or lied to her. For instance, Kim questioned what Richard did
with the equity in the home, as June had been paying the mortgage since approximately 2003.
Kim confronted Richard with the fact that the property was originally acquired by June’s former
fiancé, Walter, in 1996 for only approximately $145,000. Accordingly, Kim demanded that
Richard provide an accounting of the sales proceeds and pay-off of any mortgage. At first
Richard agreed to provide such an accounting to Kim, but has since back-tracked, retained
counsel, and taken actions to obstruct Kim’s investigation.

15.  Upon information and belief, Richard Powell knowing June’s condition, took
advantage of June, and exploited and unduly influenced June to sell the house to Richard and
Kandi Powell. Accordingly, Kim made a complaint and initiated an elder abuse investigation
with Nevada Adult Protective Services (“APS”) and with the Las Vegas Metro Police Dept.’s
(“LVMPD”) elder abuse detail.

16. Since Kim became informed of the details surrounding the sale of June’s property
to Richard and Kandi Powell, Kim has utilized the power of attorney to obtain historical banking
records for June. Kim discovered a number of irregularities in the bank statements. For instance,
since June’s marriage with Mr. Yeoman, June consistently wrote checks from the joint account
she established with Kim at Bank of America to her marital account with Mr. Yeoman to cover

the mortgage payment and the couple’s joint living expenses. Notwithstanding, Kim discovered

7 of 17 AA 065
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various checks written from the June and Kim account that were signed by Mr. Yeoman or even
by Richard Powell, despite that neither of them have signatory authority on the account. Kim has
turned these records over to LVMPD and APS.

17. As recently as September 4, 2019, Kim discovered that Richard had utilized an
ATM card in June’s name to debit $1,000 from June and Kim’s Bank of America account. This
occurred at an ATM in Las Vegas, while Kim was with her mother in Phoenix visiting with Mr.
Yeoman. Kim sent a text message demanding that Richard immediately reimburse the $1,000.°
Richard responded that the money was for June’s house payment in California, that Mr. Yeoman
had requested that Richard make the payment, and if Kim would provide proof that the house
payment had already been made, he would reimburse the funds.'’ In fact, Kim had already
established an auto-debit from her and June’s accounts to make the house payments. However,
Richard had no authority to access or initiate withdrawals from June and Kim’s account (neither
did Mr. Yeoman), and Richard’s offer to reimburse such money only upon his terms was absurd.

18. Further, Kim discovered that in or about November of 2017, Mr. Yeoman and
Richard Powell removed June from Mr. Yeoman and June’s marital accounts at Chase Bank, and
made Richard Powell a joint-owner on such accounts with Mr. Yeoman. At the time June was
removed from the marital accounts, there was an approximate balance of $41,000.

19. Upon information and belief, Mr. Yeoman’s son, Richard Powell utilized a power
of attorney he holds for his father to initiate changes to Mr. Yeoman and June’s Chase Bank
accounts for his own benefit and without any authority to act for or remove June’s interests in the
accounts. Upon information and belief, Richard Powell has likewise unduly influenced and
exploited his father, or committed these acts without his father’s knowledge.

20. Kim has recently uncovered evidence that in 2017, the loan on June’s rental
property in Anaheim, CA, was refinanced. Kim is in the process of obtaining all of the

documents associated with the refinancing to determine the propriety of the same and ensure that

’A copy of the September 4, 2019 text message is attached hereto as Exhibit 9.

19 See, Exhibit 9.
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equity was not accessed to June’s prejudice.

21. Contrary to Petitioner’s allegations, Kim has taken actions consistently since
March of 2019, when Petitioners first apprised Kim of their allegation that Richard Powell had
benefitted from the sale of their mother’s house, to provide for and protect June’s health and
financial interests. Paramount to Kim was securing her mother’s person and healthcare and
ensuring that she received the best care possible, before investigating allegations of financial
misconduct by Mr. Yeoman’s son-in-law, Richard Powell.

22, Kim moved in with her mother to provide care and support. Kim has attended
visits with June’s primary care provider and with specialists at the Luo Ruvo Center. Kim has
facilitated travel with June to Phoenix so June could visit with Mr. Yeoman as he undergoes
treatment. Kim has utilized her powers of attorney to discuss healthcare treatment options with
June’s physicians. Kim has used her power of attorney to obtain financial information to
investigate and secure June’s financial interests. Kim has retained counsel whom has sent
correspondence to June’s banks to demand that her accounts be restricted from unlawful
access.'! Kim’s counsel has corresponded with Mr. Yeoman and Richard Powell, informing each
of them that June is a vulnerable person as defined by NRS 41.1395, that their actions have
interfered with June’s caregiving from Kim, that they have unlawfully taken June’s property for
their own use and benefit and in disregard of June’s interests, and to demand the immediate
return of such property.'? June’s counsel has recently engaged in conferences with Richard
Powell’s counsel and has had productive settlement discussions. However, these settlement
discussions have been hampered by this very Guardianship proceeding, as have Kim’s options to
immediately initiate an elder abuse lawsuit against Richard Powell should the settlement
discussions sour.

23.  Petitioners, however, spin a false narrative that Kim has been evicted or that she

will be evicted by Richard Powell from June’s residence, thus, leaving June without any

i See, August 1, 2019 letter from David Johnson, Esq., attached hereto as Exhibit 10.

12 See, August 12, 2019 letter from Dara Goldsmith, Esq., attached hereto as Exhibit 11.
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protection whatsoever and at Richard’s complete mercy and whim. Petitioners drum up such
meritless allegations merely to portray Kim as powerless and ineffective. The reality is that
Petitioners second-guess all of Kim’s actions to date in hindsight, and despite that Petitioners
were deliberately absent and non-communicative with Kim until only very recently.

24, In order to provide updates to her family, request assistance and that they try to
visit June, Kim sent emails to each of the Petitioners on July 26, 2019,13 August 16, 2019,
September 35, 2019,15 and September 12, 2019,16 only the last of which was responded to by one

of the Petitioners."”

C. ARGUMENT IN OPPOSITION TO THE CONTINUATION OF THE
TEMPORARY GUARDIANSHIP AND ESTABLISHMENT OF A GENERAL
GUARDIANSHIP.

As set forth above, there is no basis to Petitioner’s allegations that Kim’s authority under
the power of attorney has been ineffective, or that June’s interests are better protected by the
temporary appointment of Petitioners as Guardians. Moreover, Petitioners have not met their
burden of establishing the need for the extension of the appointment of temporary guardians of
the Person, as they do not demonstrate clear and convincing evidence “...that the proposed
protected person is unable to respond to a substantial and immediate risk of physical harm or to a
need for immediate medical attention.” See, NRS 159.0523(5)(a) and (b). Other than June’s
cognitive incapacity, Petitioners do not allege a single fact demonstrating clear and convincing
evidence of a substantial and immediate risk of physical harm or need for immediate medical
attention, nor do Petitioners demonstrate that June’s healthcare needs are not being served. Here,

all of June’s healthcare needs were being met and attended to by Kim as June’s attorney-in-fact.

13 See, email dated July 26, 2019, attached hereto as Exhibit 12.
4 See, email dated August 16, 2019, attached hereto as Exhibit 13.
15 See, email dated September 5, 2019, attached hereto as Exhibit 14.

16 See, email dated September 12, 2019, attached hereto as Exhibit 15.

17 See, Exhibit 15.
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Petitioners do not dispute this.

Similarly, Petitioners have not met their burden of establishing the need for the extension
of the appointment of temporary guardians of the Estate, as they do not demonstrate clear and
convincing evidence “...that the proposed protected person is unable to respond to a substantial
and immediate risk of financial loss.” See, NRS 159.0525(5)(a) and (b). Petitioners only
demonstrate that, at the time they filed their ex parte application, June had already suffered from
exploitation and elder abuse by Richard Powell. Petitioners, however, fail to demonstrate any
present risk of financial loss or exploitation. Rather, the evidence demonstrates that June is being
protected by Kim as the power of attorney and that Kim is investigating and responding to the
prior acts taken against June. Further, as June’s attorney-in-fact, Kim has taken proactive action
to restrict unlawful access to June’s accounts,'® and has further engaged directly with Richard
Powell and made demands that he return June’s property forthwith. Moreover, June and Richard
via their counsel have already engaged in settlement discussions on this front which may
ultimately prove fruitful. If not, though, Kim has simultaneously been assisting with a criminal
elder abuse investigation, and is prepared to initiate litigation as June’s attorney-in-fact against
Richard Powell for elder abuse.

Accordingly, there is currently no risk of harm or financial loss, and the prior acts are
being investigated and addressed. Therefore, this Court should decline to extend the temporary
guardianship. Rather, the only lingering issues concern the family dynamic between Kim and the
Petitioners. In this regard, Kim’s counsel and the Petitioners” counsel have had recent good faith
discussions to implement a family plan of understanding outlining their commitments to each
other, and jointly developing a care plan for June to be implemented by Kim as the attorney-in-
fact. Kim believes it is a waste of this Court’s resources and not within this Court’s jurisdiction
to supervise such an informal agreement and understanding between the family members where
there are already functioning powers of attorney implemented by the Proposed Protected Person,

and where Kim has already accepted to act as fiduciary in such healthcare and financial roles.

'8 See, Exhibits 9, 10, and 11.
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Accordingly, this Court should dismiss this proceeding outright.

D. ALTERNATIVE COUNTER-PETITION TO APPOINT KIMBERLY JONES AS
TEMPORARY GUARDIAN.

Alternatively, should the Court determine that the temporary guardianship should
continue, this Court should revoke the Letters of Temporary Guardianship issued to Petitioners,
and instead appoint Kim as the temporary guardian. June is entitled to preference that Kim
should serve as guardian if the need is demonstrated. Moreover, Kim is entitled to preference as

June’s attorney-in-fact pursuant to NRS 159.0613, which provides, in relevant part, that:

1. Except as otherwise provided in subsection 3, in a proceeding
to appoint a guardian for a protected person or proposed protected
person, the court shall give preference to a nominated person or
relative, in that order of preference:

(a) Whether or not the nominated person or relative is a
resident of this State; and

(b) If the court determines that the nominated person or relative
is qualified and suitable to be appointed as guardian for the
protected person or proposed protected person.

2. In determining whether any nominated person, relative or other
person listed in subsection 4 is qualified and suitable to be
appointed as guardian for a protected person or proposed protected
person, the court shall consider, if applicable and without limitation:

(a) The ability of the nominated person, relative or other person
to provide for the basic needs of the protected person or proposed
protected person, including, without limitation, food, shelter,
clothing and medical care;

(b) Whether the nominated person, relative or other person has
engaged in the habitual use of alcohol or any controlled substance
during the previous 6 months, except the use of marijuana in
accordance with the provisions of chapter 453A of NRS;

(c) Whether the nominated person, relative or other person has
been judicially determined to have committed abuse, neglect,
exploitation, isolation or abandonment of a child, his or her spouse,
his or her parent or any other adult, unless the court finds that it is
in the best interests of the protected person or proposed protected
person to appoint the person as guardian for the protected person or
proposed protected person;

(d) Whether the nominated person, relative or other person is
incapacitated or has a disability; and
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() Whether the nominated person, relative or other person has
been convicted in this State or any other jurisdiction of a felony,
unless the court determines that any such conviction should not
disqualify the person from serving as guardian for the protected
person or proposed protected person.

3. If the court finds that two or more nominated persons are
qualified and suitable to be appointed as guardian for a protected
person or proposed protected person, the court may appoint two or
more nominated persons as co-guardians or shall give preference
among them in the following order of preference:

(a) A person whom the protected person or proposed protected
person nominated for the appointment as guardian for the protected
person or proposed protected person in a will, trust or other written
instrument that is part of the established estate plan of the protected
person or proposed protected person and was executed by the
protected person or proposed protected person while he or she was
not incapacitated.

(b) A person whom the protected person or proposed protected
person requested for the appointment as guardian for the protected
person or proposed protected person in a request to nominate a
guardian that is executed in accordance with NRS 159.0753.

4. Subject to the preferences set forth in subsections 1 and 3, the
court shall appoint as guardian the qualified person who is most
suitable and is willing to serve. In determining which qualified
person is most suitable, the court shall, in addition to considering
any applicable factors set forth in subsection 2, give consideration,
among other factors, to:

(a) Any nomination or request for the appointment as guardian
by the protected person or proposed protected person.

E. This Court should determine that Kim should be given preference to serve as
temporary guardian as June is entitled to have her nominee serve as Guardian, and because
June’s power of attorney expresses that Kim should so serve as guardian.'®

F. Kim requests that this Court authorize Kim to issue citations and notice of hearing
of this Counter-Petition in the manner required by law to those entitled to notice, and that this
Court set a date for a hearing of the foregoing Counter-Petition for appointment of Kim as
temporary or general guardian of the Person and Estate.

G. The names and last known addresses of the Proposed Protected Person’s relatives

within the second degree of consanguinity and over the age of fourteen, so far as the Petitioner

19 See, Exhibits 5 and 6.
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can determine, are as follows:

Name

Address

Kathleen June Jones

6277 Kraft Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada 89130.

c¢/o Maria L. Parra Sandoval, Esq.,

LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN NEVADA, INC.
725 E. Charleston Blvd.,

Las Vegas, NV 89104

N e e Y, T~ US  \S)

Robyn Friedman

c/o John P. Michaelson, Esq.,
MICHAELSON & ASSOCIATES, LTD.
2200 Paseo Verde Parkway, Suite 160
Henderson, NV 89052

S S w—
o = O

Donna Simmons

c¢/o John P. Michaelson, Esq.,
MICHAELSON & ASSOCIATES, LTD.
2200 Paseo Verde Parkway, Suite 160
Henderson, NV 89052

ot
wo

9060 WEST CHEYENNE AVENUE
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89129
TELEPHONE (702) 853-5483
FACSIMILE (702) 853-5485
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Rodney Gerald Yeoman

2540 E. Harmon Ave.
Las Vegas, NV 89102

Mayo Clinic Hospital
5777 E. Mayo Blvd.
Phoenix, AZ 85054

q
3

Jjﬁj

p—
o0

Scott Simmons

1054 S. Verde Street
Anaheim, CA 92805

—_—
\O

NN
—_ O

[\ \O)
W N

[SORE
W

Teri Butler 586 N. Magdelena Street
Dewey, AZ 86327

Jen Adamo 14 Edgewater Dr.
Magnolia, DE 19962

Jon Criss 804 Harksness Ln., Unit 3
Redondo Beach, CA 90278

Ryan O’Neal 112 Malvern Ave., Apt. E

Fullerton, CA 92832

[\
(@)Y

Tiffany O’Neal

177 N. Singingwood St., Unit 13
Orange, CA 92869

[\
~J

[\
oo

Samantha Simmons-Thrig

Unknown
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Cortney Simmons 765 Kimbark Ave.
San Bernardino, CA 92407

Cameron Simmons Unknown

Ampersand Man c/o 2824 High Sail Ct.
Las Vegas, NV 89117

WHEREFORE, Petitioner requests that this Court fix a day and time for a hearing on

the foregoing Counter-Petition. Petitioner further requests that this Court enter an order as

follows:
a. That this Court revoke the letters of temporary guardianship;
b. That this Court dismiss this Guardianship proceeding entirely:;
c. Alternatively, that this Court appoint Kimberly Jones to serve as temporary

guardian of the Person and Estate; and
d. For such other and further relief as the Court may deem just and proper.

DATED this Q—X‘& day of October, 2019.
SOLOMON DWIGGINS & FREER, LTD.

/
/
/ By'

/ gﬁ&EY "LUSZECK, ESQ.
{ adaBar No. 09619

. E. EVANS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 11374

9060 West Cheyenne Avenue
Las Vegas, Nevada 89129
Telephone No: (702) 853-5483

Facsimile No: (702) 853-5485

Attorneys for Kimberly Jones
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VERIFICATION

I, KIM JONES, declare under penalties of perjury of the State of Nevada:

That I am the Petitioner who makes the foregoing OPPOSITION TO PETITION FOR
APPOINTMENT OF TEMPORARY AND GENERAL GUARDIAN OF THE PERSON AND
ESTATE; ALTERNATIVELY, COUNTER-PETITION FOR APPOINTMENT OF
KIMBERLY JONES AS TEMPORARY AND GENDERAL GUARDIAN OF THE PERSON
AND ESTATE, that I have read said Ex Parte Application and Petitions and know the contents
thereof; and that the same is true of my own knowledge except as to those matters stated on
information and belief and, as to such matters, I believe them to be true.

DATED this ﬁday of October, 2019.
/ {Lﬁ’é—/\z/\/

KIMBERLY JONES
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this @L‘d\day of October, 2019, pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I

caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing OPPOSITION TO PETITION FOR
APPOINTMENT OF TEMPORARY AND GENERAL GUARDIAN OF THE PERSON
AND ESTATE; ALTERNATIVELY, COUNTER-PETITION FOR APPOINTMENT OF
KIMBERLY JONES AS TEMPORARY AND GENERAL GUARDIAN OF THE
PERSON AND ESTATE, to be served to the following in the manner set forth below:

Via:

[ ] Hand Delivery

[ ] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid
[ ] Certified Mail, Receipt No.:
[ ] Return Receipt Request
[XXX] E-Service through Wiznet

John P. Michaelson, Esq.,
MICHAELSON & ASSOCIATES, LTD.
2200 Paseo Verde Parkway, Suite 160
Henderson, NV 89052
john@michaelsonlaw.com

Attorneys for Petitioners Robyn Friedman and Donna Simmons

Maria L. Parra Sandoval, Esq.
LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN NEVADA, INC.
725 E. Charleston Blvd.,
Las Vegas, NV 89104
mparra@lacsn.org

Attorney for Kathleen Jones, Adult Protected Person

\/‘/AA employee of SOLOMON DWIGGINS & FREER, LTD.
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Fly On the Wall

Supervision — Education — Observation

Background/Experience:
Education

STATE UNIVERSITY, FULLERTON
Master of Science, Gerontology
Bachelor of Science, Human Services

License: State of California RCFE Administrator - License #5570687740
California Department of Aging, Long-Term Care Ombudsman
Certified Nurse Assistant, State of California — License #00667714

Elder Mediation Certification, Pepperdine University
Experience:

2016 - Current: Conflict Resolution Mediator, Orange County Court System
Handling of case conflicts through the Conflict Resolution Institution,
Orange County Courts

2015- Current: State of California, Domestic Violence Counselor
Interview and assist Domestic Violence victims through the Court process

2014 - Current: Elder Mediation
Assist attorneys with mediation between the family of elders and the
legal system

2014 - Current: Professional Supervised Visitation Monitor
Orange County Family Court Approved
24 hours Required Training
Handled 450 cases

May 2009-June 2012 DIRECTOR OF SOCIAL SERVICE, SNF, CA
Develop and administer policy and processes to maintain compliance with State
and Federal regulations of 300-bed SNF. Lead Interdisciplinary Team in the im-

18543 Yorba Linda Blvd., Suite 132 Yorba Linda, CA E-mail: FlyOnTheWall2You@gmailxAnQ77

Phane (714) AS020A1




plementation of measurable quality improvement initiatives. Accurately as-
sess/coordinate admissions, ensure environment to attain and maintain the highest
physical, mental, and psychosocial autonomy. Communicate mission, programs
and services thru sustained public relations/marketing. Recruit, hire and educate
employees to reflect effective production and budgetary strategies emphasizing
maximum desired outcome of individualized plan of care. Establish service orient-
ed relations with resident/family that champions continuity and consistency in de-
livery and quality of services that enhance dignity and respect.

By Kimberly Jones, Professional Monitor

18543 Yorba Linda Blvd., Suite 132 Yorba Linda, CA E-mail: FlyOnTheWall2You@gmaillAn)78

Phane (714) ARND0A1
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GRANT, BARGAIN, SALE DEED

THIS INDENTURE WITNESSETH  Tha

Y¥ALTER W. TORMALA, A SINGLE PERSON

FOR A VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, the texespt of which i esehy acknowtadyed, do hereby
Grant, Bangan, Sell and Cunvey s

BALEKER] RL]RERBALA ARD] EEAET ADRES), J
AR/ BPARE] KERARES/
WALTER W. TORMALA, A SINGLE PERSON & JUNS JONES, A SINGLE PERSOXN
AS JOINT TENANTS
Al tha redd propeny stusted n the |
bounded and descraded as 20! iows

County of Clark, State ol Nevidda,

LOT TRRITY-TWO (32) IN BLOCK “3" OF EAGLE TRACE, AS SHOWN
BY MAP THEREOS OX' FILE IN BOOK 67 OF PLATS, PACE 50 IN
THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER OF CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA.

SUWECT To b Taves tor the fincal year 200, ang 2002
S Covenants Comdrinms, Reservagons, Rights, Rights ot Way and Exvements now of tecotd.

Together with all and siwpular the tehements, hereditaments und apputtenances thereunto. belonging or in
HIYWISe appertaining.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF. [ we have heteunto set
January . 2002

STATE OF NRVADA 2
I
COUNTY OF CLARK COUNTY

53 NOTARY PUBLIC .
Y\ STATE OF NEVAOA
g County ?* Clark

Appt No 98334021
. Ay AL Eaoes Juse 6. 2202

A -5 08 4 ORDER NO. 01228503,
peese v e Cpu by Toble 2} woevacia
Wk RECOKDED MAIL TO:
WVALTER W. TORNALA

HAIL TAX STATEMENTS TO:

WALTER W.
P& " enevuted the above 6277 KRAFTTTV‘?;::J‘;’ ETAL

].L) LAS VEGAS, NV 89130
LA . CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

SRy Pl JUDITHA VANOEVER, RECORDER
RECORDED AT REQUEST OF
Syt NE WO

SNOFARIAL SEAG

il
T GFFIGIAL RECCRDS

BOGK: () st INST s T

e @At RPTT. At
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0623-0003371

Fee 16 E)ID RPTT: EX#00

4
@6/23/29@4 12:55:10 T20040044145
Reqg: NEVADA LEGAL FORMS & BOOKS INC
Frances Deane
Clark County Record Pgs:
apN: 138-02-511-076 o

Recording requested by and mail documents and
tax statements to:

City/State/zip: -AS VEGAS, NEVADA 89130 |

DED104
Nevada Legal Forms & Books, Inc. (702) 870-8977
www.legalformsrus.com
%
RPTT: 4 QU|TCLA|M DEED

THIS INDENTURE WITNESS That the GRANTOR(S):

WALTER W. TORMALA, A SINGLE PERSON AND JUNE JONES, A SINGLE
PERSON AS JOINT TENANTS

ONE DOLLAR Dollars (§ 1.00 )

forand in consideration of
do hereby QUITCLAIM the right, title and interest, if any, which GRANTOR may have in all that real

property, the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, to the GRANTEE(S):

JUNE JONES, AN UNMARRIED WOMAN

all that real property situated in the City of LAS VEGAS County of CLARK
State of NEVADA bounded and described as follows: (Set forth legal description
and commonly known address)

COMMONLY KNOWN ADDRESS:
6277 KRAFT AVENUE, LAS VEGAS, NEVADA

WARNING: THE COUNTY RECORDER MAY CHARGE AN ADDITIONAL FEE IF YOU
WRITE WITHIN THE 1" MARGINS OF THIS DOCUMENT OR VIOLATE ANY OTHER
RECORDING REQUIREMENTS IMPOSED BY YOUR COUNTY RECORDER.

Quitclaim Deed Page 1 of 3 Initials
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

LOT THIRTY-TWO (32) IN BLOCK “B" OF EAGLE TRACE, AS SHOWN BY
MAP THEREOF ON FILE IN BOOK 67 OF PLATS, PAGE 50 IN THE OFFICE
OF THE COUNTY RECORDER OF CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Together with all and singular hereditament and appurtenances thereunto belonging or in any way
appertaining to.

In Witness Whereof, /We have hereunto set my hand/our hands on g day of JUNE
2004

N

Signature of Grantor

1

Signature of Grant

o

WALTER W. TORMALA JUNE JONES
Signature of Gra‘ntor Signature of Grantor
STATE OF NEVADA )
COUNTY OF CLARK )
Onthis &) day of JUNE , 2004 , appeared before me, a Notary

Public, WALTER W. TORMALA AND JUNES JONES-----=-------

personally known or proven to me to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to the above
instrument, who acknowledged that he/she/they executed the instrument for the purposes therein

contained.

&0, Notary Pubic - State of Nevadal
o County of Clark

(5567 CYNTHIA D, JAMES-BANKS |

(\\\\N\M @_&J\m Eny\\c,g

Notagy Public
My commission expires:'\_;s J’C_Q‘(_DZLQQ_Q}_

Consult an attorney if you doubt this forms fitness for your purpose.

Quitclaim Deed Page 2 of 3 Initials
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STATE OF NEVADA
DECLARATION OF VALUE FORM

1.

Assessor Parcel Number(s)

138-02-511-076

a)
b)
c)
4 FOR RECORDER'S OPTIONAL USE ONLY
Book Page
2. pe of Property: . Date of Recording: °
a) acant Land b Single Fam. Res. Notes:
¢) Condo/Twnhse  d) 14 Plex
o) pt. Bldg Al_Jcomm/ind'l
g) gricultural h) Mobile Home
i) Other
3. Total Value/Sales Price of Property $ 0.00
Deed in Lieu of Foreclosure Only (value of property) ( 0.00
Transfer Tax Value: $ 0.00
Real Property Transfer Tax Due $ 0.00

4,

IE EXEMPTION CLAIMED:

a. Transfer Tax Exemption per NRS 375,090, Secti
b. Explain Reason for Exemption:
TRANSFER TO REMOVE CO-OWNER

5. Partial Interest: Percentage being transferred: 100 %

The undersigned declares and acknowledges, under penalty of perjury, pursuant to NRS 375.060 and
NRS 375.110, that the information provided is correct to the bestof their information and belief, and can be
supported by documentation if called upon to substantiate the information provided herein. Furthermore, the
parties agree that disallowance of any claimed exemption, or other determination of additional tax due, may
result in a penalty of 10% of the tax due plus interest at 1% per month. Pursuantto NRS 375.030, the Buyer

and Seller%be jointly and severally liable for any additional amount owed.
Signature m,qmm
Signature L;-});%,Q K,é—z(,gj

/
SELLE&/(GRANTOR) IN%RMATION
(REQUIRED)

Capacity GRANTEE

BUYER (GRANTEE) INFORMATION
(REQUIRED)

Print name: JUNE JONES

Address: 8277 KRAFT AVENUE
State: NEVADA

Print name: WALTER W. TORMALA
Address: 6277 KRAFT AVENUE
City: LAS VEGAS

State: NEVADA Zip: 89130

COMPANY/PERSON REQUESTING RECORDING (required if not seller or buyer)
Print Name: NEVADA LEGAL FORMS & BOOKS, INC. Escrow #

Address: 3801 WEST CHARLESTON BOULEVARD

City: LAS VEGAS State: NEVADA Zip: 89102
AN ADDITIONAL RECORDING FEE OF $1.00 WILL APPLY FOR EACH DECLARATION
OF VALUE FORM PRESENTED TO CLARK COUNTY, EFFECTIVE JUNE 1, 2004,

5

2ip: 88130
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FILED
PET _
_June. dones v 72 o7 PH 07
;:1"77 & Kaft Ave. ’o 7\
; . )
\Jeaas NV §413p "LER*:@:THE COURT
City, Stake, Zip 7
Q) (pSs- 1 02K 0
Telsphone Number
IN PROPER PERSON
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
In the Matter of the Estate of ; Case No.: No. P éo‘j 'Z
LBQH’CF TOfmothk. ; Probate Department
)
DATE: N/A
TIME : NJA

TO:  DISTRICT COURT, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA:

\Ju Nn¢ \Tﬁhff - Petitioner, appearing in Proper Person, respectfully alleges,
and shows as follows:

1. Petitioner is the _—\ (1 L of Decsdent_\ MO 14 1xnala
and resides at _(p2 7)) kyvof+ Prvr\/Lom Veq ag, MW 130 .

2. Decedent died on_((0' (» * OF in ' (nm/\’!“\/ ; and, on the date of
death, Decedent was a resident of Clark County, Nevada. /

3 The names, ages, relationships and residence addresses of the devisees, legatees, heirs
and next-of-kin of Decedent are:

rone
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10
1
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

21

2

24

25

27

28

4, PeﬁﬂomisDowdenfscbsestMngmhﬁonand/ormonalmprmntaﬁwandhaa
night to control the disposition of the Decadent’s human remains.
5. nmmm%bm&udhe%dmfshumnm

WHEREFORE.Peﬁﬂonerprayu:

1. mammunmmmmmmammmuonomehumanmmauuof
Decedent, [ A"\ 4o 1alwalo ; and

2 Forsucho(he!andfurﬂwrrdbfalﬂnCOUndwmjustandmpa.

DATED m.j_«yd%mﬁ

Submitted by:

P M%L&AMS )

| oot




VERIFICATION
STATE OF NEVADA )
) ss,
COUNTY OF CLARK )
< 5( In€ \J onc s » being first duly sworn, declares under

Penalty of perjury as follows:

10
1

12

22
23

24

25

268

27

DATED this "1 dayof \)t, e

Subscribed and swomn to before me
This day of , 20

On this___ day of

and for said county and state, pdgonally

known to me or Proved to be, the per;

that executed the foregoi

28

executed the same freely arfd voluntarily and for
therein.

L 2007

described in and who acknowledged to me
iInstrumen\and who acknowledges to me that

Uses and purposes mentioned

NOTARY PUBL

N

© Clark County Civil Law Resource Center 2005 ALL RIGHTS RESERVED 0822 Probate and Administration of Estates
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DURABLE POWER OF ATTORNEY

or Health Care Decisions pursuant to NRS 449.830
WARNING TO PERSONS EXECUTING THIS DOCUMENT

THISIS AN IMPORTAN'}' LEGAL DOCUMENT. IT CREATES A DURABLE POWER OF ATTORNEY FOR HEALTH CARE.
BEFORE EXECUTING H‘HIS DOCUMENT, YOU SHOULD KNOW THESE IMPORTANT FACTS:

—

1. THIS DOCUMENT GIVES THE PERSON YOU DESIGNATE AS YOUR ATTORNEY-IN-FACT THE POWER TO MAKE
HEALTH CARE DECISIQNS FOR YOU, THIS POWER IS SUBJECT TO ANY LIMITATIONS OF YOUR DESIRES THAT YOU
INCLUDE INTHISDOCUMENT. THE POWER TO MAKE HEALTH CARE DECISIONS FOR YOU MAY INCLUDE CONSENT,
REFUSAL OF CONSENT, OR WITHDRAWAL OF CONSENT TO ANY CARE, TREATMENT, SERVICE, OR PROCEDURE
TO MAINTAIN, DIAGNOSE, OR TREAT A PHYSICAL OR MENTAL CONDITION. YOU MAY STATE IN THIS DOCUMENT
ANY TYPES OF TREATMENT OR PLACEMENTS THAT YOU DO NOT DESIRE.

2. THE PERSON YOU DESIGNATE IN THIS DOCUMENT HAS A DUTY TO ACT CONSISTENT WITH YOUR DESIRES
AS STATED IN THIS DQCUMENT OR OTHERWISE MADE KNOWN OR, IF YOUR DESIRES ARE UNKNOWN, TO ACT
IN YOUR BEST INTERESTS.

3. EXCEPT AS YOU OTHERWISE SPECIFY IN THIS DOCUMENT, THE POWER OF THE PERSON YOU DESIGNATE TO
MAKE HEALTH CARE DECISIONS FOR YOU MAY INCLUDE THE POWER TO CONSENT TO YOUR DOCTOR NOT
GIVING TREATMENT OR STOPPING TREATMENT WHICH WOULD KEEP YOU ALIVE.

4. UNLESS YOU SPECIfY A SHORTER PERIOD IN THIS DOCUMENT, THIS POWER WILL EXIST INDEFINITELY FROM
THE DATE YOU EXECUITE THIS DOCUMENT AND, IF YOU ARE UNABLE TO MAKE HEALTH CARE DECISIONS FOR
YOURSELF, THIS POWER WILL CONTINUE TO EXIST UNTIL THE TIME WHEN YOU BECOME ABLE TO MAKE HEALTH
CARE DECISIONS FOR [YOURSELF.

5. NOTWITHSTANDING THIS DOCUMENT, YOU HAVE THE RIGHT TO MAKE MEDICAL AND OTHER HEALTH CARE
DECISIONS FOR YOURSELF SO LONG AS YOU CAN GIVE INFORMED CONSENT WITH RESPECT TO THE
PARTICULAR DECISION. IN ADDITION, NO TREATMENT MAY BE GIVEN TO YOU OVER YOUR OBJECTION, AND
HEALTH CARE NECESSARY TO KEEP YOU ALIVE MAY NOT BE STOPPED IF YOU OBJECT.

6. YOU HAVE THE RIGHT TO REVOKE THE APPOINTMENT OF THE PERSON DESIGNATED IN THIS DOCUMENT TO
MAKE HEALTH CARE DECISIONS FOR YOU BY NOTIFYING THAT PERSON OF THE REVOCATION ORALLY OR IN
WRITING.

7. YOU HAVE THE RIGHT TO REVOKE THE AUTHORITY GRANTED TO THE PERSON DESIGNATED IN THIS
DOCUMENT TO MAKE HEALTH CARE DECISIONS FOR YOU BY NOTIFYING THE TREATING PHYSICIAN, HOSPITAL,
OR OTHER PROVIDER OF HEALTH CARE ORALLY OR IN WRITING.

8. THEPERSON DESIGFIJATED IN THIS DOCUMENT TO MAKE HEALTH CARE DECISIONS FOR YOU HAS THE RIGHT

TO EXAMINE YOURMEDICAL RECORDS AND TO CONSENT TO THEIR DISCLOSURE UNLESS YOU LIMIT THISRIGHT
IN THIS DOCUMENT.

9. THIS DOCUMENT REVOKES ANY PRIOR DURABLE POWER OF ATTORNEY FOR HEALTH CARE.

10.1F THEREISANYTHING IN THIS DOCUMENT THAT YOU DO NOT UNDERSTAND, YOU SHOULD SEEK COMPETENT
LEGAL COUNCIL. '
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1. DESIGNATION OF HEALTH CARE AGENT

l w e | FTopEs do hereby designate and appoint:

Coa kel g er yoees R
T ? Lnnlng Sono| Lde Argheim (&, QR o, , phone number ()W) Q- 73] as
my attorney-in-fact to

2. CREATION OF DUR

care decisions for me. T
3. GENERAL STATEM

Inthe eventthat!am inc;
in-fact named above fu
consent, refusal of cons
treat a physical or menta

4, SPECIAL PROVISIO

NOTE: (Your attorney-in
treatment facllity, convu
placement that you do n
his or her altorney-in-fac
in-fact will have the broa
the extent that there are

In exercising the authori

to the following special

ake health care decisions for me as authorized in this document,

ABLE POWER OF ATTORNEY FOR HEALTH CARE
By this document |, inle%

d to create a durable

] power of attorney by appoinling the person designated above to make health
his power of attorney

shall nol be affected by my subsequent incapacity.

ENT OF AUTHORITY GRANTED

apable of giving informed consent wilh respect to health care decisions, | hereby grantto the attorney-
| power and authority to make health care decisions for me before, or after my death, including:
ENt, or withdrawal of consent lo any care, treatment, service, or procedure to maintain, diagnose, or
| condition, subjecl only to the limitations and special provisions, if any, set forth in paragraph 4 or 6.

NS AND LIMITATIONS

-factis not permitted to consentto any of the following: commitment to or placementin a mental health
sive treatment, psychosurgery, sterilization, or abortion. If there are any other types of treatment or
pt want your attorney-in fact's authority to give consent for or other restrictions you wish o place on
‘s authority, you should list them in the space below. Ifyou do nol write any limitations, your attorney-
d powers to make health care decisions on your behalf which ara set forth in paragraph 3, except {o
limils provided by law.)

Y under this durable power of attorney for health care, the authorily of my attorney-in-fact is subject
rovisions and limitations:

5. DURATION

[ understand that this pov

time. Iflam unable to m
attorney-in-fact will conti

6. STATEMENT OF DES

NOTE: (With respect to

care decisions thatare ¢
your desires are unknow

judicial proceeding may
you wish to indicate your
statements in the space

(If the statement reflects

er of attorney will exist indefinilely from the date | execute this document unless | establish a shorter
ake health decisions for myself when this power of attorney expires, the authority | have granted my
hue to exist until the time when | become able to make health care decisions for myself.

3IRES

decisions to withhold or withdraw life-sustaining treatment, your attorney-in-fact must make heallh
Snsistent with your known desires. You can, but are not required to, indicale your desires below. If
N, your attorney-in-fact has the duty to act in your best inlerests; and, under some circumstances, a
e necessary so that a court can determine Lhe health care decision that is in your best interests. If
Hesires, you may INITIAL the statement or statements that reflect your desires and/or write your own
below.)

b

your desires, initial the bax next lo the statement.)

Off 1. I desirethat

for recovery or |
2. lilamin’a
pralonging trea

inclusive, and segtions 2 to 12, inclusive, of this act if this subparagraph is initialed.)

3. If lhaveani

life be pralonged o the greatest extent possible, without regard to my condition, the chances | have
ng-term survival, or the cost of the procedures.

ma which my doctors have reasonable concluded is irreversible, | desire that life-sustaining or
ents not be used. (Also should utilize provisions of NRS [449.610 et seq.) 449.540 to 449.690,

curable or terminal condition or illness and no reasonable hope of long-term recovery or survival, |

desire thatlife sustalning or prolonging treatments not be used. (Also should utilize provisions of NRS [449.610 et seq.]

449,540 to 449.

4, |directmy a
intestinal tract If

5. | do not desi

90, inclusive, and sections 2 lo 12, inclusive, of this act if this subparagraph is initialed.)

ttending physician not to withhald or withdraw artificial nutrition and hydration by way of the gastro-
uch a withholding or withdrawal would result in my death by starvation or dehydration.

re treatment to be provided and/or continued if the burdens of the trealment outweigh the expected

benefils. My attdmey-in-fact is to canslider the relief of suffering, and the quality as well as the extent of the passible

extension of my

ife.

NOTE: (If you wish to change your answer, you may do so by drawing an "X" through the answer you do not want, and circling

the answer you prefer.)

Olher or Additional Stategents of Desires:

Doowol Wis

Te ANy +~ AL 0/&7&/@ = 00 7//'551:&

7o TV E
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7. DESIGNATION OF A{

NOTE: (You are not req
you designate will be abl
in the event that he or g
paragraph 1 Is your spo
is dissolved.)

Ifthe person designated
the following persons to &
persons to serve in the d

LTERNATE ATTORNEY-IN-FACT.

ired to designate any alternative attorney-in-fact but you may do so. Any alternalive attorney-in-fact

e lo make the same health care decisions as the atlorney-in-fact designated in paragraph 1, page 2,

he is unable or unwilling to act as your attomey-in-fact. Also, if the attorney-in-fact designaled in

ise, his or her designation as your altorney-in-fact is automatically revoked by law if your marriage

n paragraph 1 as my altorney-in-fact is unable to make health care decisions for me, then | designate
erve as my attorney-in-fact to make health care decisions for me as authorized in this documenl, such
rder listed below:

A. FIRST ALTERNATE ATTORNEY-IN-FACT:
First Alternate Name: , of
, phone number
B. SECOND AL]’ERNATE ATTORNEY-IN-FACT;
Second Alternate Name: , of
, phone number
8. PRIOR DESIGNATIO »:JS REVOKED.

| revoke any prior durable

YOU MUST DATE AND

I sign my name to this Dy

» power of altorney for health care.
SIGN THIS POWER OF ATTORNEY
rable Power of Attorney for Health care on this g{/ z day of ,,2&0

,zZJj,in the

iy of Jaus 1/

NQOTE: THIS POWER Of
EITHER (a)SIGNEDBY A

ARE PRESENT WHEN
NOTARY PUBLIC.

Stale of M_M)OD\E«.

County of Qlﬂ/L
On thls«:B_" day of

,in the County of (g b .

, State of ‘144&()11/1/

&C}%L/(‘-

Sigpfature of Declg’a/nt

L

r

ATTORNEY WILL NOT BE VALID FOR MAKING HEALTH CARE DECISIONS UNLESS IT IS
T LEAST TWO QUALIFIED WITNESSES WHO ARE PERSONALLY KNOWN TO YOU AND WHO
YOU SIGN OR ACKNOWLEDGE YOUR SIGNATURE OR (b) ACKNOWLEDGED BEFORE A

CERTIFICATE OF ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF NOTARY PUBLIC

SS.

~— — —

a Notary Public, person
basis of satisfactory evid

sound mind and under no|

a

’WW ,in the yearﬁs_, before me,\g\v“‘ 2. bk?u(‘
ly appeared ;L«.e_ V oneS

2nce to be the person whose name is subscribed to this instrument, and acknowledged that he

. personally known to me or proved to me on lhe

4

executed it. | declare under penalty of perjury that the person whose name is ascribed to this inslrument appears to be of

'duress, fraud, or undue influence.

fficial Seal

WITNESS my hand and C ANN E, LONG
- o
My appt. oxp. Nowv. 8, 2006 ¢
Slg\'latﬁ\re of Notary U
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STATEMENT OF WITNESSES

Note: You should carefully read and follow this witnessing procedure. This document will not be valid unless you
comply with the witnegsing procedure.

Ifyou elect to use witnesses instead of having this document notarized you must use two qualified adult witnesses.

NONE OF THE FOLLOWING MAY BE USED AS WITNESSES:
A person you designate as the Attorney-in-Fact

A provider of health care

An employee of a provider of health care

The operator of a health care facility

An employee of an operator of a health care facility

e o o o =

At least one witness MUST make the additional declaration set out following the place where the witnesses signed.

| DECLARE UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY THAT THE PRINCIPAL IS PERSONALLY KNOWN TO ME, THAT THE
PRINCIPAL SIGNED OR ACKNOWLEDGED THIS DURABLE POWER OF ATTORNEY IN MY PRESENCE, THAT THE
PRINCIPAL APPEARS TO BE OF SOUND MIND AND UNDER NO DURESS, FRAUD OR UNDUE INFLUENCE, THAT |
AMNOT THE PERSON/! PPOINTED AS ATTORNEY-IN-FACT BY THIS DOCUMENT, AND THATI AMNOT A PROVIDER
OF HEALTH CARE, AN EMPLOYEE OF A PROVIDER OF HEALTH CARE, THE OPERATOR OF A COMMUNITY CARE
FACILITY, NOR AN EMPLOYEE OF AN OPERATOR OF A HEALTH CARE FACILITY.

Dated:

Signature: Address:
Print Name:

Signature: Address:
Print Name:

At leLst one of the above witnesses must also sign the following declaration

| DECLARE UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY THAT | AM NOT RELATED TO THE PRINCIPAL BY BLOOD, MARRIAGE OR
ADOPTION, AND TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE | AM NOT ENTITLED TO ANY PART OF THE ESTATE OF THE
PRINCIPAL UPON THE DEATH OF THE PRINCIPAL UNDER A WILL NOW EXISTING OR BY OPERATION OF LAW.

Signature: Signature:
Print Name: Print Name:
Coples: You shouild retain an execuled copy of this document and give one to your attorney-in-fact. The Power of

Attorney should be available so a copy may be given to your providers of health care.

POA130mk
Novoda Legal Forms and Books, ing. (102) 870-8377
3901 YWast Cherfoslon Bouavard
Laz Vogas, Noveda 80102

ww.lssatiormarus.com © 2609 Coasuh on aliomay il yeu doudl this larme [anoss lor your purpaso,
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STATUTORY FORM POWER OF ATTORNEY

PRINCIPAL: \L»—rw_ o

1. |DESIGNATION OF AGENT: I do hereby designate and appoint: W S, oran-

as my agent to make decisions for me and in my name, place and stead and for my use and benefit and to
exercise the powers as authorized in this document.

2. DESIGNATION OF ALTERNATE AGENT.

(Yo
designa

are not required to designate any alternative agent but you may do so. Any altemative agent you
 will be able to make the same decisions as the agent designated above in the event that he or she
Ior unwilling to act as your agent. Also, if the agent designated in pamgraph 1 is your spouse, his
_ |gnation as your agent is automatically revoked by law if your marriage is dissolved.)

as authorized in this document, such person(s) to serve in the order listed below:
irst Alternative Agent Seott Serrrroriye

B. Second Alternative Agent

3. QTHER POWERS OF ATTORNEY.

Thig Power of Attorney is intended to, and does, revoke any prior Power of Attorney for financial
matters [/ have previously executed.

4. NOMINATION OF GUARDIAN,

If, after execution of this Power of Attorney, incompetency proceedings are initiated either for my
estate or|my person, 1 hereby nominate as my guardian or conservator for consideration by the court my
agent herein named, in the order named.

5. GRANT OF GENERAL AUTHORITY.

1 grant my agent and any successor agent(s) general authority to act for me with respect to the
following subjects:

(INITIAL each subject you want to include in the aéent’s general authority. If you wish to grant general
authority over all of the subjects you may initial “All Preceding Subjects” instead of initialing each
subject.)| - A

|
I Statutory Form Power of Altorngy — Pnge 20f$
; fiorm © Copyright 2012 by Jonsen & Jobnsan
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[.-...] Real Property
[.-..] Tangible Personal Property
{.....] Stocksand Bonds

[.-..] Gommodities and Options

[.n..] Banks and Other Financial Institutions

[ooee] Deposit Boxes

[.....] Qperation of Entity or Business

[....] Insurance and Annuities

[.....] Estates, Trusts and Other Beneficial Interests

[.....] Legal Affairs, Claims and Litigation

[.....] Personal Maintenance

[.....] Benefits from Governmental Programs or Civil or Military Service
tirement Plans

(CA ;ON Grantmg any of the following will give your agent the authority to take actions that could
tly reduce your property or change how your property is distributed at your death. INITIAL
ONLY the specific authority you WANT to give your agent.)

] Create amend, revoke or terminate an inter vivos, family, living, trrevacable or revocable trast
-] rv ake a gift, subject to the limitations of NRS and any special instructions in this Power of Attomey
we) Create or change rights of survivorship
..... ] CFeaIe or change a beneficiary designation
Warve the prmclpal’s right to be a beneficiary of a joint and surviver annuity, including a survivor
fit under a retirement plan
..... ] Exercise fiduciary powers that the principal has authority to delegate
] ﬂ sclaim or refuse an interest in property, including a power of appointment

7. LIMITATION ON AGENT’S AUTHORITY.

Anlagent that is not my spouse MAY NOT use my property to benefit the agent or a person to whom
the agex|xt owes an obligation of support unless I have included that authority in the Special Instructions.

8. ?SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS OR OTHER OR ADDITIONAL AUTHORITY GRANTED
TO AGENT:

9. DURABILITY AND EFFECTIVE DATE.

bl~L]’ URABLE. This Power of Attorney shall not be affected by my subsequent disebility or
incapacity.

[....] SPRINGING POWER. 1 wish to have this Power of Attorney become effective on my-incapacity.
It is my intention and direction that my designated agent, and any person or entity that my designated

agent may transact business with on my behalf, may rely on a written medical opinion issued by a
licensed medical doctor stating that 1 am disabled or incapacitated, and incapable of managing my affairs,

Siatutery Form Power of Attorney ~ Page 3 of 5
Fom © Copyright 2012 by Jetmson & Johmson
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and that said medical opinion shall establish whether or not | am under a disability for the purpose of
establishing the authority of my designated agent to act in accordance with this Power of Attorney.

r‘ﬁ-N N SPRINGING POWER. I wish to have this Power of Attorney become effective immediately
upon my execution of the doecument.

MINATION: | wish to have this Power of Attomey end at my death.

- THIRD PARTY PROTECTION,

Third parties may rely upon the validity of this Power of Attorney or a copy and the representations
of my agent as to all matters relating to any power granted to my agent, and no person or agency who
relies upon the representation of my agent, or the authority granted by my agent, shall incur any liability
to me of my estate as a result of permitting my agent to exercise any power unless a third party knows or
has n to know this Power of Attorney has terminated or is invalid.

11 RELEASE OF INFORMATION.

I agree to, authorize and allow full release of information, by any government agency, business,
creditor{or third party who may have information pertaining to my assets or income, to my agent named
herein.

12), SIGNATURE AND ACKNOWLEDGMENT. YOU MUST DATE AND SIGN THIS POWER
OF ATTORNEY. THIS POWER OF ATTORNEY WILL NOT BE VALID UNLESS IT IS*
ACKNQWLEDGED BEFORE A NOTARY PUBLIC. .

I sign my name to this Power of Attorney on (date).

P

CERTIFICATE OF ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF NOTARY PUBLIC

State of NEVADA }
}ss.

County/of CLARK }

On _this Z44u fas d-ﬁ Zoefore me, a Notary Public, personally appeared
Tung JonES nally known to me (or proved to me on the basis of satisfactory
¢) to be the person whose name is subscribed to this instrument, and acknowledged that he or she
executed it. ] declare under penalty of perjury thet the person whose name is ascribed to this instrument
appears to be of sound mind and under no duress, fraud or undue influence.

O,

izt of Novada
Ko, 03-11080-1
Expirs fay 27, 2018

NOTARY IC

Statutory Form Power of Atlorney - Page 4 of
Form © Capytight 2012 by Johnsan & Joboscn
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— A SETS Pali et

L clevelandcinie

Lou Ruvo Centerfor Bxam Health
888 West Bonneaville Averue

Las Vegas, NV B9106

Phone: (702) 483-6000

Fax: (702) 483-6039

September 5, 2019

Re: June Jones

To whom it may concern:

June Jones has been seen for neurological evaluation at the Lou Ruvo Center for Brain
Health, Mrs. Jones has a degenerative neurological disorder resulting in impairment of
memory, judgment and other cognitive functions. She is not capable of handling

her own affairs, including medical, financial, and legal decisions, and requires a
guardian,

Slﬂbe@ly

M%{Wan Sabba/ h, MD
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Q SAVE

X SHARE MORE ~

R R R

Cooling: Central

See More Facts and Features v

Home Value

Zestimate ® Zillow Offer
Get your Zillow

$31 4,066 Offer

J_/"*'\\ /"""\
/ N \' /"\r \,
)
- e
ZESTIMATE
RANGE €& DAY
$298,000 CHANGE
- -$1,757
$330,000 (-0.6%)

Zestimate history & detalls

Price / Tax History ~

Price History Tax History
DATE EVENT  PRICE $/SQFT
1/16/2018  Sold $212,083 +46.3% $106
12/24/1996 Sold $145,000 $72

Report issue with price history

Neighborhood: No... v

Home Expenses v

Nearby Schools in ... v

SOURCE

Public
Record

Public
Record

1 EXPAND X CLOSE
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308 ' LTE i

The money was for
June's house pmtin
California if you can
show me you already pd

AA 104



3109 v LTE W

Dick Paqg ;
show me you already pd
that | will put it back

Gerry ask me to take
care of it
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3:09 ' e LTE

If you show me proof
you made the payment |-
will put it back your
mother and Gerry ask
me to do this so it was
not stolen

So do what you have to
do
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DocuSign Envelope ID: ECD87036-BB23-4456-8EA7-51F3CF3802B77

LAW OPFFICES

JOHNSON & JOHNSON

1160 NORTH TOwN CENTER DRIVE, SUITE 380
LAas VEGAS, NEVADA 89144
PHONE: (702) 384-2830
Fax: (702) 385-30059

CHARLES WILLIAM JOMNSONY WEBSITE: WWW.JOMNSONLEGAL.COM
DAVID CHARLES JOHNSONYY EMAIL:  DCHaJOHNSONLEGAL.COM
RyaN DAVID JOHNSON EMAIL: ROJHJOHNSONLEGAL.COM
1931-201 1 *

ALSO LICENSED 1N CALIFORNIA®S AUgUSt 1> 2019

Chase Bank
9350 Sun City Boulevard
Las Vegas, Nevada 89134

Via Certified Mail; Email: lindi.j.behnke@chase.com and regular US Mail

Re: June Jones
Account No. 000000130618959

To Whom It May Concern:

Please be advised that our firm represents Iimberly Jones, Attorney-in-Fact under that certain Statutory
Power of Attorney executed by June Jones (as Principal) on October 24, 2012, as copy of which is attached
hereto.

On information and belief, June Jones was an owner of the above-referenced account until October
2017 when her name was removed in your branch. It is the contention of my client that June Jones was
seriously incapacitated at the time she visited the bank and was legally incapable of removing her name.

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to NRS 111.813(2) that Kimberly Jones, Agent for June Jones has a
claim to the above-referenced accounts. Therefore, no distributions should be made to anyone except to
Kimberly Jones, in her capacity as Attorney-in-Fact, or as directed in a proper Court Order.

Any such distributions may subject your financial institution to liability and indemnification of the
Trust for legal fees, damages, and other monetary costs relating to this matter.

If you have any questions regarding the contents of this letter, please contact me.

Sincerely,
JOHNSON & JOHNSON

[ij; (. dlunson, €ss,

FSACFF47CDA0478...

DAVID C. JOHNSON, ESQ.
DCJ/vgk
Enclosure
cc: Iimberly Jones, Atty in Fact (via email)
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GOLDSMITH & GUYMQN

A Professional Law Corporation

Dara J. Goldsmith, Esq.x Also admitted in Arizona, California & Hawaii %
Ma‘rjorie A. Guymon, Esq.xx Also admitted in Utah %
Laura Johns-Bolhouse, Esq. x4 Also admitted in Idaho k4

John E. Schneringer, Esq.

August 12, 2019

Rodney Gerald Yeoman
c/o Dick and Kandi Powell
2540 E. Harmon Ave.,

Las Vegas, NV 89121

Re: June Jones
Our Matter No. 4840-1

Dear Mr. Yeoman,

Kimberly Jones has retained this office to attempt to come to a resolution regarding the care
of her mother, June Jones. As you will recall, due to your infirmity, you were unable to care for
June who has a diagnosis of Dementia and requires full-time care. Kimberly came out here some
four months ago and was, up until recently, acting as June’s full-time care provider while you
moved in with your children so they could assist you with your needs. During this time, Kimberly
had been in regular communication with you and your children and brought June over to visit you
whenever desired. Unfortunately, after the last time she brought June over to you, you and your
children refused to allow June to return to her home with Kimberly. We will not belabor what
transpired at this time as you are aware of the fact that June is still being kept from returning to her
home and the care of her daughter.

June is a vulnerable person as defined by NRS 41.1395 and is entitled to certain protections.
She is a Patient at the Cleveland Clinic and requires frequent medical intervention; a fact of which
you were aware when you acknowledged you were unable to provide for her needs. Since you are
unable to do so yourself, the best thing to do is to return June to Kimberly so she may continue to
look after her. Kimberly will come to an agreement with your regarding regular visitation with you
at your current residence on a schedule to be mutually agreed upon between you.

June executed a Power of Attorney for Financial Decisions naming Kimberly as her agent.
This Power of Attorney went into affect immediately. This document also nominated Kimberly to
serve as June’s guardian should any proceedings be commenced. Thus, Kimberly is prepared to
take that step if necessary in order to ensure her mother is being properly cared for and that she is
not being taken advantage of.

In addition, Kimberly is a joint owner of an account with her mother; an account to which
you have unlawfully gained access and drained. We must immediately demand the return of all
2055 Village Center Circle, Las Vegas, Nevada 89134 ® Phone (702) 873-9500 ® Fax (702) 873-9600

WWW.E'OI&SH)’IaW.COm ° Www.g'ol&g’uvtrusts.com
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Rodney Yeoman
August 12,2019
Page 2

funds taken from this account as well as any other money or property belonging to June which you
or your family members have taken for your own use. This type of behavior is tantamount to
financial abuse of elderly person pursuant to NRS 41.1395, a violation which is punishable with an
award of damages at two times the amount of actual damages incurred.

Again, Kimberly does not desire to bring this matter before a Court but is prepared to do so
unless you immediately allow her to pick up her mother and take her back to her home so she can
care for her. If we do not hear from you within five days of your receipt of this letter, we will begin
the process of moving forward with Court intervention.

Sincerely,

GOLDSMITH & GUYMON, P.C.

Laura Johns-Bolhouse, Esq.

LJB:ms

W:AMAG\Client Matters\Guardianship\Jones 4840-1\Letter.wpd

2055 Village Center Circle, Las Vegas, Nevada 89134 @ Phone (702) 873-9500 @ Fax (702) 873-9600

Www.g'olclduvlaw.com ° \\rww.o'oldg'uvtrusts.com
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From: Kimberly Jones <flyonthewall2you@gmail.com>

Date: July 26, 2019 at 5:19:02 PM PDT

To: terijbutler@gmail.com, Jack Cell <jacknteributler@gmail.com>, Scott Simmons <Scottrottjustice@aol.com>,
vgsfun@hotmail.com, Donna Cell <donnamsimmons@hotmail.com>

Subject: Mom

I want to inform all of you of Mom's condition at the present time. Most of you know that I've been in Las Vegas with
Mom for most of the last 3 months, besides when she spent 2 week at Teri's and Jack's in Arizona and a week at Scott's
house with him and Donna.

Over the past few years mom's health both physically and mentally has fluctuated. In addition to normal aging issues
Mom has a diagnosis of dementia and is being treated at the Cleveland Clinic Lou Ruvo Center for Brain Health in Las
Vegas. At her last appointment which was on Tuesday, the doctor ordered a PET scan and she did the scan yesterday.
Her next doctors appointment is on August 26th at 10:00am. In the future | will send you an email as to any significant
changes.

Due to Mom's condition I've had to give my clients in Orange County to a coworker and | don't see that changing in the
future especially due to Gerri's current condition. To the best of my knowledge his condition is terminal but even at that
his daughters have made it clear he is no longer going to be with mom on a full time basis upon starting chemotherapy
and he was her primary caregiver.

Mom needs all of the support she can get right now and her needs will continue to increase. In the near future I'd like to
propose that each of us participate in taking mom for some time so that it is not too big of a load on any one person. As
everyone knows mom had expresses many times that she does not ever want to be in a facility and | feel that as a family
we can carry out her wishes. Sure it may be a bumpy ride but mom is a trooper and really enjoyed the time she spent at
Teri's and Jack's in Arizona and in Anaheim with Scott and Donna. In the best interest of mom | think that between the 5
of us we can put any issues we have aside and do the best we can collectively for her.

In regards to the house in Las Vegas, we have determined that it was not done in mom's best interest. We have hired an
attorney and he is securing the property as we speak.

The attorney has more or less assured me that we will be able to obtain the property back or they will be force to pay
the full market value of the home. The attorney feels quite confident in this and sees no issues, it was mom's property
prior to the marriage and will be hers after. There is a whole host of issues involved more than can be shared in this
letter. | wanted to assure you that it is being addressed and ask that you don't share this information with anyone
because we don't want to revel our hand before the attorney thinks it time. He is currently in the research process of
determining exactly how the house was sold and where the proceeds went.

If anyone has any suggestions or input they would like to pass along I'm more than willing to listen. In addition mom
continues to not be a very chatty person on the telephone however when she does talk to someone on the phone she
talks about it for the rest of the day. If she doesn't answer her cell call mine. Mom is at her house in Las Vegas and
everyone is free to come and go ass they please.

-Kimberly
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From: Kimberly Jones <flyonthewall2you@gmail.com>

Date: August 16, 2019 at 2:30:34 PM PDT

To: Scott Simmons <Scott@technocoatings.com>, Donna Cell <donnamsimmons@hotmail.com>, Roby Friedman
<vgsfun@hotmail.com>, terijbutler@gmail.com, Jack Cell <jacknteributler@gmail.com>

Subject: Mom #2

Hello,

Mom'’s physical condition hasn’t changed since the last email, she is continuing with physical therapy at the Cleveland
clinic. To update you about the house, we are on track to get it back, the lawyers are working on it and they don’t
anticipate any problems. Soon will have the paperwork needed to file a restraining order restraining Geri and his family
from seeing mom.

In the meantime the other matter that needs to be resolved is that $3800 is owed to the attorney which all of us should
be equally but since I've been here for four months now unable to work | think it’s fair that you for pick up the cost of
the attorneys fees which is equivalent to $950 each. You could mail the check directly to David C Johnson attorney-at-
law 1160 N. Town Center Dr., Suite 390 Las Vegas, NV 89144. Be sure to note in the memo section June Jones. | would
like to get this paid next week so please send it as soon as possible. So all of you understand the attorney feels confident
that we will have mom’s house back with clear title and deed we will be able to visit mom as we wish without the undue
influence of Jerry or his family.

I hope you understand | have been working on this full-time and putting in 10 hour days doing so but we are getting
close, if you have any questions please call me. please notify me when you’ve mailed the check so | can deduct it from
the bill. Just to let you know we are seeking attorneys fees when we are successful you will be reimbursed for whatever
you put out.

Thank you,
Kimberly
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From: Kimberly Jones <flyonthewall2you@gmail.com>

Date: September 5, 2019 at 12:43:59 PM PDT

To: Donna Cell <donnamsimmons@hotmail.com>, Scott Simmons <Scott@technocoatings.com>, Roby Friedman
<vgsfun@hotmail.com>, Jack Cell <jacknteributler@gmail.com>

Subject: Mom #3

| want everyone to know what my intentions are with mom as they have not changed. | am pursuing the situation with
the house with attorney Johnson and we should have a better hold on it after Friday. My next intention is to peruse
guardianship over mom, the case Friday has a direct bearing on it. As you all know in mom’s 2012 POA mom nominated
me to be her guardian if so necessary. Fridays case has a direct bearing in the sense that the court may determine the
2012 POA to be not standing due to not having the original. If that happens my next immediate step is to peruse
guardianship.

Provided | receive guardianship my intentions are to move mom back into the Kraft house or the Anaheim house with
me and | will continue to care for her as | have for the past 5 months. At this point everyone is encouraged to spend time
with mom as they please.

Regarding Gerry, as | understand he is in failing health and not expected to live much longer. Regardless of what we all
think of Gerry, mom loves him and chooses to be with him against our better judgement. | know some of you have said
if mom continues to want to be by Gerrys side at the end of his life you will wash your hands of it, that is your choice.
However | will not do that. Provided | receive the courts support, | hope to gain more control over mom’s estate and her.
This will enable me to protect her financially as well as supervise her physical well being.

I hope to have all of your support going forward it would be best for mom as she really truly needs all of us.

-Kimberly
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Begin forwarded message:

From: Robyn Friedman <vgsfun@hotmail.com>

Date: September 12, 2019 at 6:40:39 PM PDT

To: Kimberly Jones <flyonthewall2you@gmail.com>, Donna Cell <donnamsimmons@hotmail.com>, Scott Simmons
<Scott@technocoatings.com>, "terijbutler@gmail.com" <terijbutler@gmail.com>, Jack Cell
<jacknteributler@gmail.com>, David C Johnson Attorney <dci@johnsonlegal.com>

Cc: John Michaelson <john@Michaelsonlaw.com>, "Lora L. Caindec-Poland" <Lora@Mlichaelsonlaw.com>

Subject: Re: Mom #4

May | pick up mom tomorrow morning to go get her nails done and eat? 10am? If she doesn’t want to leave the house,
will you and Dean leave the house between noon and 2pm tomorrow so | can bring lunch to the house and have a
private visit? If not tomorrow at 10am, what time? If not tomorrow, what day/time right away may | have access for an
independent visit to see mom? | believe Donna would also like the same information but she, of course, needs more
notice.

What are valid text and phone numbers for Kim that will receive texts from all of the siblings to make sure there’s easy,
inexpensive, clear communication?

Thanks,

Robyn

From: Kimberly Jones <flyonthewall2you@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 12, 2019 1:03:36 PM

To: Donna Cell <donnamsimmons@hotmail.com>; Scott Simmons <Scott@technocoatings.com>; terijbutler@gmail.com
<terijbutler@gmail.com>; Roby Friedman <vgsfun@hotmail.com>; Jack Cell <jacknteributler@gmail.com>; David C
Johnson Attorney <dcj@johnsonlegal.com>

Subject: Mom #4

Hello,

I’'m urging you all to be patient and let the process of the courts take place. Besides being against moms wishes, we feel
at this point guardianship is only going to cloud the fields. As in the last email (#3), my plan remains the same. If the
court does not recognize the POA | will seek guardianship.

In reference to Robyn and Donnas concern for moms safety, mom has not been approached by anyone nor has anybody
tried to take her. She has resumed her normal daily activity. She makes it to doctors appointments, she goes to physical
therapy, she goes to aqua therapy and she has her dogs back. All of you are welcome to see her at any time, there is a
room for you to stay in and the support would be good for her.

As stated in the last e-mail if at any point we feel that guardianship is necessary | will move in that direction. We are in a
better position now with our documentation from Cleveland Clinic than we have ever been. So, I'm asking that you be
patient and let the court process take place. If you choose to go to guardian court | will opposed it vigorously. Please
give it time.

Thank you,
Kimberly
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Electronically Filed
11/25/2019 2:04 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

NEOJ

JEFFREY P. LUSZECK, ESQ., Bar No. 09619
jluszeck@sdfnvlaw.com

ROSS E. EVANS, ESQ., Bar No. 11374
revans@sdfnvliaw.com

SOLOMON DWIGGINS & FREER, LTD.
9060 West Cheyenne Avenue

Las Vegas, Nevada 89129

Telephone: (702) 853-5483

Facsimile: (702) 853-5485

Attorneys for Kimberly Jones
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF THE Case No.: G-19-052263-A
GUARDIANSHIP OF THE PERSON AND Dept.: B
ESTATE OF:

KATHLEEN JUNE JONES NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER

An Adult Protected Person.

OTEMPORARY GUARDIANSHIP
O Person
[ Estate
O Person and Estate

OSPECIAL GUARDIANSHIP
OPerson

XIGENERAL GUARDIANSHIP
[ Person
L1 Estate  CISummary Admin.
[XIPerson and Estate

CONOTICES/SAFEGUARDS
[J Blocked Account Required

ClEstate  LISummary Admin.
OPerson and Estate

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that an Order from October 15, 2019 Hearing was entered in

[J Bond Required

the above-entitled matter on the 25" day of November, 2019, a true and correct copy of which is

attached hereto.

DATED this 25" day of November, 2019.
SOLOMON DWIGGINS & FREER, LTD.

Jeffrey P. Luszeck
By:
JEFFREY P. LUSZECK, ESQ. (#9619)
ROSS E. EVANS, ESQ. (#11374)
9060 West Cheyenne Avenue
Las Vegas, Nevada 89129

Attorneys for Kimberly Jones
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 25" day of November, 2019, pursuant to NRCP 5(b), |
caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER, to be

served to the following in the manner set forth below:

Via:
| | Hand Delivery
[ | U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid
| | Certified Mail, Receipt No.:
[ | Return Receipt Request
XXX E-Service through Wiznet

Robyn Friedman and Donna Simmons:
John P. Michaelson, Esq.
MICHAELSON & ASSOCIATES, LTD.
john@michaelsonlaw.com

Kathleen Jones, Adult Protected Person:
Maria L. Parra Sandoval, Esq.

LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN NEVADA, INC.

mparra@lacsn.orq

Rodney Gerald Yeoman:
Ty E. Kehoe, Esq.
KEHOE & ASSOCIATES
TyKehoe@gmail.com

Matthew C. Piccolo
PICCOLO LAW OFFICES
matt@piccololawoffices.com

Kimberly Jones

Geraldine Tomich, Esq.

James A. Beckstrom, Esq.
MARQUIS AURBACH & COFFING
gtomich@maclaw.com
jbeckstrom@maclaw.com

/sl Gretta McCall

An employee of SOLOMON DWIGGINS & FREER, LTD.
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Electronically Filed
11/25/2019 1:19 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

ORDR

JEFFREY P. LUSZECK, ESQ., Bar No. 09619
jluszeck@sdfnvlaw.com

ROSS E. EVANS, ESQ., Bar No. 11374
revans@sdfnvlaw.com

SOLOMON DWIGGINS & FREER, LTD.
9060 West Cheyenne Avenue

Las Vegas, Nevada 89129

Telephone: (702) 853-5483

Facsimile: (702) 853-5485

Attorneys for Respondent Kimberlyi Jones

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
IN THE MATTER OF THE Case No.: G-19-052263-A
GUARDIANSHIP OF THE PERSON AND Dept.: B
ESTATE OF:
KATHLEEN JUNE JONES

Date of Hearing: October 15, 2019
An Adult Protected Person. Time of Hearing: 9:00 a.m.

ORDER FROM OCTOBER 15, 2019 HEARING

OTEMPORARY GUARDIANSHIP MGENERAL GUARDIANSHIP

O Person O Person

[] Estate O Estate  [DSummary Admin.

[1 Person and Estate M Person and Estate
LISPECIAL GUARDIANSHIP CONOTICES/SAFEGUARDS

OIPerson O Blocked Account Required

OEstate  OSummary Admin. O Bond Required

OPerson and Estate

This matter having come on for hearing before the above entitled Court on October 15,
2019. Present at the hearing were: Jeffrey P. Luszeck, Esq. of the law firm of Solomon Dwiggins
& Freer, Ltd. on behalf of Kimberly Jones; Maria L. Parra-Sandoval, Esq. of Legal Aid Center of
Southern Nevada, on behalf of Kathleen June Jones, Protected Person; Ty E. Kehoe, Esq. of the
law firm Kehoe & Associates, and Matthew C. Piccolo, Esq. of the law firm Piccolo Law Offices,
on behalf of Rodney Gerald Yeoman; and John P. Michaelson, Esq. of the law firm Michaelson
& Associates, Ltd., on behalf of Ropyn Friedman and Donna Simmons (collectively, the

“Parties”). After considering the papers and pleadings on file herein and the argument of counsel

RECEIVED
Lo p gy g2
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at the time of hearing and good cause appearing, the Court finds as follows:

1. That on December 27, 2005, Kathleen June Junes executed a Healthcare Power of
Attorney naming her daughter, Kimberly Jones, as her Attorney-in-Fact for healthcare decisions.

2. That on October 24, 2012, Kathleen June Jones executed a Financial Power of
Attorney naming her daughter, Kimberly Jones, as her Attorney-in-Fact for financial matters.

3. That on November 23, 2012, Kathleen June Jones executed a Last Will and
Testament naming her daughter, Kimberly Jones, as her Personal Representative and chosen
guardian over her person and estate, should the need for a guardian ever arise.

4, That on September 19, 2019, Robyn Friedman and Donna Simmons filed their Ex
Parte Petition for Appointment of Temporary Guardian of the Person and Estate and Issuance of
Letters of Temporary Guardianship, and Petition for Appointment of General Guardian of the
Person and Estate and Issuance of Letters of General Guardianship (“Ex Parte Petition for
Temporary Guardianship”).

5. That on September 19, 2019, the Clerk of the Court issued a Citation to Appear and
Show Cause scheduling a hearing for October 15, 2019 to “show cause, if any, why Kathleen June
Jones (“Protected Person”), should not be declared incapacitated or in need of a guardian to manage
the Protected Person’s personal and financial affairs and to further show cause, if any, why Robyn
Friedman and Donna Simmons, should not be appointed to act as Guardian of the protected person’s
Person and Estate.”

6. That on September 23, 2019, this Court entered its Order Granting Ex Parte Petition
for Temporary Guardianship wherein it appointed Robyn Friedman and Donna Simmons as
Temporary Guardians. On October 3, 2019, this Court extended the temporary guardianship.

7. That on October 2, 2019, Rodney Gerald Yeoman, the husband of Kathleen June
Jones, filed his Opposition to Appointment of Temporary Guardian and General Guardian and
Counter-Petition for Appointment of Temporary Guardian of the Person and Estate and Issuance of
Letters of Temporary Guardianship and Estate and Issuance of Letters of Temporary Guardianship

and Counter-Petition for Appointment of General Guardian of the Person and Estate and Issuance

AA 123
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of Letters of General Guardianship (“Rodney’s Counter-Petition”).

8. That on October 2, 2019, Kimberly Jones filed her Opposition to Ex Parte Petition
for Appointment of Temporary and General Guardian of the Person and Estate; Alternatively,
Counter-Petition for Appointment of Kimberly Jones as Temporary and General Guardian of the
Person and Estate (“Kimberly’s Counter-Petition”).

9. That on October 15, 2019 at the Citation to Appear and Show Cause Hearing,
Kathleen June Jones, by and through her Court appointed Counsel, Maria L. Parra-Sandoval,
advised the Court that it was Kathleen June Jones’ desire that Kimberly Jones be appointed as her
client’s guardian.

Good Cause Appearing Therefore,

IT ISHEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Kimberly Jones’ Counter-
Petition is hereby GRANTED.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Kimberly Jones is
hereby appointed as guardian of the Estate and Person of Kathleen June Jones and Letters of General
Guardianship shall issue to Kimberly Jones.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Rodney Gerald
Yeoman’s Counter-Petition is hereby DENIED in its entirety.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Letters of Temporary
Guardianship entered on September 23, 2019 are hereby revoked.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Clerk of the Court is
hereby directed to issue Letters of Guardianship to Kimberly Jones upon subscribing to the
appropriate oath of office, and bond be waived, since there are no liquid assets.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Kimberly Jones shall
investigate the facts and circumstances regarding the purported transfer of real property located at
6277 Kraft Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada 89130, APN 138-02-511-076, from June Jones to Richard
& Kandi Powell on or around January 16, 2018, and pursue any potential claims and/or resolution

relating to the same.
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Kimberly Jones shall
disseminate the medical records and/or information relating to Kathleen June Jones to Robyn
Friedman, Donna Simmons and Rodney Gerald Yeoman.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Rodney Gerald Yeoman
shall be allowed to participate in visits with Kathleen June Jones, however, because Rodney Gerald
Yeoman was unwilling to provide any information regarding his health/medical conditions said
visits must be supervised by Kimberly Jones and/or an agent of her choosing so as to ensure the
safety of Kathleen June Jones.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Court approve
payment of attorneys’ fees and costs from the guardianship estate to the law firm of Solomon
Dwiggins & Freer, Ltd. at the conclusion of the guardianship proceeding, subject to Court
confirmation.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that a return hearing on the
Investigative Reports is hereby scheduled for January 14, 2020, and if necessary, an evidentiary

hearing on the Investlgatlve Reports 1s scheduled for February 20, 2020.

§

DATED this 3@’ 25 day of NO” @véﬁ” /,2019.

MM

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

S
LINDA MARGQUIS
Submitted by: A dasto F dC
ubmitted by pproved as to Form an /nm At
SOLOMON DWIGGINS & FREER, LTD. LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN
NEVA A?
/ ¢ / fg
/ U}/}’Q{ By: [Qdag '
JEFF ‘U) LUSZECK ESQ. MARIA L. PARRA SANDOVAL ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 09619 Nevada Bar No. 13736
ROSS E. EVANS, ESQ. 725 E. Charleston Blvd.
Nevada Bar No. 11374 Las Vegas, NV 89104
9060 West Cheyenne Avenue
Las Vegas, Nevada 89129 Attorney for Kathleen Jones, Protected Person

Attorneys for Kimberly Jones
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-Approved-as-to-Formrand-Content:

KEHOE & ASSOCIATES
PIsALLRO VELD

- /f vy f;} .
By: > /ngqw;’; 031417

A
Y

TY EKEHOE, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 6011

871 Coronado Center Dr. Ste. 200
Henderson, NV 89052

Attorney for Rodney Gerald Yeoman
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Approved as to Form and Content:

MICHAELSON & ASSOCIATES, LTD.

- Mwmwﬁu.w%

By:
JOHN P. MICHAELSON, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 7822

2200 Paseo Verde Parkway, Suite 160
Henderson, NV 89052

Attorneys for Robyn Friedman and Donna
Simmons
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Approved as to Form and Content:

KEHOE & ASSOCIATES

A
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By:

TY E. KEHOE, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 6011

871 Coronado Center Dr. Ste. 200
Henderson, NV 89052

Attorney for Rodney Gerald Yeoman

Approved as to Form and Content:

MICHAELSON & ASSOCIATES, LTD.

Nevada Bar No. 7822
2200 Paseo Verde Parkway, Suite 160
Henderson, NV 89052

Attorneys for Robyn Friedman and Donna
Simmons
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Case Number: G-19-052263-A
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Electronically Filed
3/4/2020 2:18 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COUR]

OBJ

Maria L. Parra-Sandoval, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 13736
mparra@]lacsn.org

LEGAL AID CENTER OF
SOUTHERN NEVADA, INC.
725 E. Charleston Blvd.

Las Vegas, NV 89104
Telephone: (702) 386-1526
Facsimile: (702) 386-1526

Attorney for Kathleen June Jones, Adult Protected Person

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
FAMILY DIVISION
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

In the Matter of the Guardianship of the Person
and Estate of: Case No.: G-19-052263-A

Dept. No.: B
KATHLEEN JUNE JONES,
Adult Protected Person.

KATHLEEN JUNE JONES’ OBJECTION TO PETITION FOR APPROVAL OF
ATTORNEYS FEES AND COSTS AND REQUEST TO ENTER A JUDGMENT
AGAINST THE REAL PROPERTY OF THE ESTATE

Kathleen June Jones (“June”), the protected person herein, by and through her counsel,
Maria L. Parra-Sandoval, Esq., hereby objects to the Petition for Approval of Attorneys Fees and
Costs and Request to Enter a Judgment Against the Real Property of the Estate, filed by Robyn
Friedman and Donna Simmons, (“Petitioners”), the prior temporary guardians. June’s objection
is based upon and supported by the following Memorandum of Points and Authorities, the
pleadings and papers on file in this case, and the argument of counsel as allowed by the Court at
the time of hearing.

I

I

I

I
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

A. The Nevada Revised Statutes generally provide that attorney’s fees incurred by
a guardian must be borne by a guardian. However, in only limited
circumstances may an attorney’s fee request be shifted from a guardian to a
protected person’s estate, but this shift is discretionary and the attorney’s
services must have conferred actual benefit to the protected person.

Under Nevada law, a guardian is responsible for the payment of all attorney’s
fees and costs the guardian incurs absent an order from the Court allowing payment from the
protected person’s estate. See NRS 159.344(1)-(2). The court may order the payment of fees
from the protected person’s estate only if those fees are just, reasonable, and necessary. See
NRS 159.344(5). In determining whether fees are just, reasonable, and necessary, the court is to
consider, among other things, whether the services conferred any actual benefit on the protected
person or advanced the protected person’s best interest, see NRS 159.344(5)(b); the extent to
which the services were provided in a reasonable, efficient, and cost-effective manner, see NRS
159.344(5)(i); efforts made by the party or attorney to reduce and minimize issues, see NRS
159.344(5)(k); actions by the party or attorney that unnecessarily expanded issues or delayed or
hindered the efficient administration of the estate, see NRS 159.344(5)(1); and “[a]ny other factor
that is relevant in determining whether attorney’s fees are just, reasonable and necessary,
including, without limitation, any other factor that is relevant in determining whether the person
was acting in good faith and was actually pursuing the best interests of the protected person,”

NRS 159.344(5)(n).
There is no Nevada case law that addresses when the Court should decline to shift

attorney’s fees. However, the Arizona Supreme Court has addressed this issue and held that
when a court considers a request for fees and costs in a guardianship case, the court should
consider, among other things, whether or not the guardian actually pursued the ward’s best
interests or conferred any benefit upon the ward.! The Court further explained that as a matter

of policy, parties to a guardianship case cannot be permitted to assume that their fees and

Y In re Guardianship of Sleeth, 244 P.3d 1169, 226 Ariz. 171f(2010)
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expenses will be automatically paid out of the guardianship estate. Instead, they must face the
possibility that they will be liable for some of these costs. Otherwise, they have no financial
incentive to avoid poor decisions if the entirety of any financial risk is borne on the protected
person:

“When a guardian or conservator has no personal obligation for attorney’s fees and no
concern over whether his expenditures will be fully approved, he may lack incentive to avoid
financial improvidence. In a case in which the protected person’s estate suffers significant and
harmful losses, the superior court must exercise its independent judgment to determine what
portion of the attorney’s fees were reasonably incurred.”?

Here, Robyn Friedman and Donna Simmons, submit their request for reimbursement of
$62,029.66 in attorney’s fees and costs.® Petitioners seek to place a lien for this amount on the
protected person’s largest asset, her real property, located in California. Although Petitioners
only served as temporary guardians for less than a one month period, from September 23,
2019* to October 15, 2019, Petitioners seek reimbursement of, what can only be characterized
as, an absurd amount of attorneys’ fees—including fees that stem from an earlier matter.
Petitioners submit attorneys’ fees requests that stem from a previous contentious probate matter
that did not benefit the protected person and was simply unproductive litigation. Similarly to the
guardian’s request in Sleeth, the present attorney’s fee request is a primary example of temporary
guardians lacking a financial incentive to avoid costly fees after substantial efforts to advance

their own interests, through both the present matter and the previous probate matter.

21d., 244 P.3d 1175, 266 Ariz. 177.
3 See Petition for Approval of Attorneys Fees and Costs and Request to Enter a Judgment Against the Real
Property of the Estate, filed February 13, 2020.
4 See Order Granting Ex Parte Petition for Appointment of Temporary Guardian of the Person and Estate and
Issuance of Letters of Temporary Guardianship, filed September 23, 2019.
5 See Court Minutes, October 15, 2019.
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Petitioners argue that they have been the “driving force in moving the stabilization of
[June’s] living situation forward via this Honorable Court’s protection,” to assert they are
somehow entitled to payment of all their fees, from both this matter and the previous probate
matter, from June’s estate. They are wrong. An effort to stabilize June’s living situation was
not necessary or appropriate in this matter, especially as the current general guardian of the
person and estate was June’s named agent under a power of attorney, and preferred guardian
under a nomination of guardian, and capable of managing June’s affairs as per June’s express
wishes, as outlined in her substantial estate planning documentation. Current guardian has been
willing to serve as guardian from the beginning of this matter,® and was rightfully the prevailing
party.

Consequentially, this Court should deny Petitioners’ request for all fees incurred in the
prior probate matter and deny all fees incurred by the temporary guardians, both before and after
their appointment as temporary guardians. Petitioners are not automatically entitled to
reimbursement for attorneys’ fees and costs as a matter of right.

B. Even if this Court allows for reimbursement of attorney fees and costs from the
guardianship estate, Petitioners filed their notice of intent to seek attorney’s fees
from the guardianship estate on September 19, 2019, and are therefore only
arguably entitled to attorney’s fees and costs from the estate for guardianship-
related work while serving as Temporary Guardians, and subject to all other NRS
159.344 provisions.

Here, Petitioners have submitted their request for reimbursement of $62,029.66 in

attorneys’ fees and costs.” A significant portion of these fees, as detailed in Mr. Michaelson’s

Invoices 12460 and 12560, are almost all entirely related to the probate matter—not this

6 See Opposition to Ex Parte Petition for Appointment of Temporary and General Guardian of the Person and
Estate; Alternatively, Counter-Petition for Appointment of Kimberly Jones as Temporary and General Guardian
of the Person and Estate, p. 12, filed October 2, 2019.

7 See Petition for Approval of Attorneys Fees and Costs and Request to Enter a Judgment Against the Real

Property of the Estate, filed February 13, 2020.
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guardianship matter, and consequently, the majority can be easily disallowed. The total to be
disallowed as related to the prior probate matter is $14,051.00.8 The protected person should not
need to reimburse the Petitioners for any attorney’s fees incurred prior to the present
guardianship case. An exception is the preparation of the guardianship pleadings, which can
easily be derived from the invoices, beginning with date 9/09/2019: LCP “Begin drafting
Petition for Guardianship.” This is the first billing entry that should have been submitted to the
Courtto consider.® And this is the only billing entry from Invoice 12560 that may even arguably
be considered for possible reimbursement by June’s estate. Any fee request for work prepared
on another matter is a complete disregard for the protected person’s interests. Pre-guardianship
work, including engaging in unproductive litigation, should not be considered by this Court
pursuant to NRS 159.344(5)(Kk)-(n).

Finally, if this Court allows for a reimbursement of attorney’s fees and costs, June
requests that fees be significantly reduced based on noncompliance with NRS 159.344. In
addition to the $14,051.00 that should be disallowed from Invoices 12460 and 12560;
$34,070.001° should be disallowed from Invoices: 12595, 12720 and 12748, for a total
reduction of $48,121.00 to be disallowed. See relevant objections next to each problematic
billing entry:

I

I

I

8 This number was calculated by adding the total reimbursable amounts requested from Invoice 12460 ($4,900)
plus Invoice 12560 ($10,201.00) = $15,101. From the latter amount, counsel subtracted $1,050 that should likely
be allowed for entry dated 9/9/2019 Begin Drafting Petition for Guardianship (Attorney LCP 3.5 hrs x $350).

® There is a 9/08/2019 billing entry that could be the first billing entry; however, the fact that JPM did not delegate
this duty to a paralegal to communicate with Dr. Brown, is problematic. Under NRS 159.344(5)(i), this task
should have been delegated to a paralegal.

10 An additional $14,395 from Invoice no. 12595; $9,960 from Invoice no. 12720; and $9,715 from Invoice no.

12748.
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Invoice No. 12595

Proposed
Reduction
Date Tmkr | Rate | Time | Amount ($) | Description Obijection $
Under NRS 159.344
(6)(a)(no compensation
Phone conference with | for internal business
attorney David Johnson | activity)-Attorney
re pros and cons of Johnson is not a party to
guardianship petition in | this matter (he was on
9/10/2019 | JPM 450 04| $ 180.00 | this matter. the probate matter) $ 180.00
Under NRS
Various 159.344(5)(i), this task
communications should have been
including getting Dr. delegated to a paralegal
Brown paid. & Under NRS
Draft/edit/revise 159.344(6)(b), no award
petition for is to be made for time
9/10/2019 | JPM 450 11 % 450.00 | guardianship. that is block-billed. $  450.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), the first
task should have been
Coordinate with Dr. delegated to a paralegal
Brown, including & Under NRS
review his report. 159.344(6)(b), no award
Client is to be made for time
9/11/2019 | JPM 450 07| $ 315.00 | communications. that is block-billed. $ 315.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable. By this
Revisions to Petition date, LCP had already
for Guardianship to spent 8.7 hours drafting
reflect clients as the Petition for
9/13/2019 | LCP 300 26| $ 780.00 | Petitioners Guardianship. $ 600.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable; and
description of task is
vague. If LCP meant
more revisions, time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable; & Under
Petition for NRS 159.344(6)(b), no
Guardianship; forward | award is to be made for
9/13/2019 | LCP 300 11 % 300.00 | draftto JPM for review | time that is block-billed. | $ 300.00
NRS 159.344(5)(b) &
Under NRS 159.344
(6)(a)(no compensation
for internal business
activity) & Under NRS
TC with JPM; email to | 159.344(6)(b), no award
clients re: info needed is to be made for time
9/13/2019 | LCP 300 04| $ 120.00 | for Petition that is block-billed. $ 120.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable; there is
no rationale for the
Further revisions to revisions (in contrast, in
Petition for other entries, revisions
9/16/2019 | LCP 300 231 % 690.00 | Guardianship are made "per client $ 690.00
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request,” which makes
sense).

Begin preparing
ancillary documents for
appointment of
temporary

NRS 159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the most
should be $150 & Under
NRS 159.344(5)(g)(4)
no compensation for
time spent performing
secretarial or clerical

9/16/2019 | LM 200 0.3 60.00 | guardianship services $ 60.00
Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no award
is to be made for time
that is block-billed &
Under NRS 159.344

Research Temporary (6)(a)(no compensation
vs. Special for internal business
Guardianship and activity) & Under NRS
discuss with JPM 159.344(5)(i), time for
review of draft of task is excessive and

9/16/2019 | LCP 300 1 300.00 | Petition unreasonable. $ 300.00
Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no award
is to be made for time
that is block-billed &
Under NRS 159.344
(6)(a)(no compensation
for internal business
activity). By this date

Review draft petition. | LCP has already worked
Edit and revise. Direct | on the petition for 13.6

9/16/2019 | JPM 450 1.6 720.00 | team. hours. $ 720.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the most
should be $150 & Under
NRS 159.344(5)(g)(4)
no compensation for
time spent performing
secretarial or clerical
services & Under NRS

Continue to Draft all 159.344(6)(b), no award
ancillary temporary is to be made for time
guardianship that is block-billed. And
documents; draft fyi, a form is readily
guardian's available for guardian's
acknowledgment of acknowledgment of
duties; draft citation to | duties, so that paralegal
appear and show cause | does not have to draft it

9/17/2019 | LM 200 1.2 240.00 | for general or reinvent the wheel. $  240.00

Page 7 of 27

AA 180




© 00 ~N oo o bd O w N

N RN N N D N N NN P B R R R R R R R
co N o o A W N P O ©o 0o N oo o0~ O wo N - o

9/17/2019

LM

200

0.2

$

40.00

draft certificate of
service for appointment
of general guardian

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the most
should be $150 & Under
NRS 159.344(5)(9)(4)
no compensation for
time spent performing
secretarial or clerical
services.

$ 40.00

9/17/2019

LCP

300

1.5

$

450.00

Further draft Petition
for Temporary and
General Guardianship

NRS 159.344(5)(b) &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable; there is
no rationale listed. With
this entry, LCP has
worked a total of 15.1
hours drafting and
revising the same
petition.

$  450.00

9/17/2019

LCP

300

$

300.00

Further draft Petition
for guardianship

NRS 159.344(5)(b) &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable; there is
no rationale listed. With
this entry, LCP has
worked a total of 16.1
hours drafting and
revising the same
petition.

$ 300.00

9/17/2019

LCP

300

3.6

$

1,080.00

Revisions to Petition;
email to clients for
review

NRS 159.344(5)(b) &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable; there is
no rationale listed for
further revisions (in
contrast, in other entries,
revisions are made "per
client request," which
makes sense) & Under
NRS 159.344(6)(b), no
award is to be made for
time that is block-billed.
With this entry, LCP has
worked a total of 19.7
hours drafting and
revising the same
petition!

$ 1,080.00

9/17/2019

JPM

450

$

1,350.00

Gather facts, research
arguments, direct team
and draft/edit/revise
petition for temp and
petition for general
guardianship.

Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), the first
task should have been
delegated to a lower
biller; Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no award
is to be made for time
that is block-billed &
Under NRS 159.344
(6)(a)(no compensation
for internal business
activity).

$ 1,350.00
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Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the most
should be $150 & Under
Compile exhibits to be | NRS 159.344(5)(g)(4)
attached to ex parte no compensation for
petition for time spent performing
appointment of secretarial or clerical
9/18/2019 | LM 200 041 % 80.00 | temporary guardian. services. $ 80.00
Under NRS
Email Robyn and 159.344(5)(9)(2)
Donna regarding paralegal rate is
signatures on excessive; the most
verifications to ex parte | should be $150 & Under
petition and on oath for | NRS 159.344(5)(i), time
the Letters of for task is excessive and
Temporary unreasonable; an email
9/18/2019 | LM 200 03] % 60.00 | Guardianship should be .1. $ 45.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
Telephone call and paralegal rate is
leave message with excessive; the most
Teri and Scott should be $150 & Under
regarding our filing for | NRS 159.344(5)(i), time
appointment of for task is excessive and
temporary unreasonable; each call
9/18/2019 | LM 200 03] % 60.00 | guardianship should be .1. x $150. $ 30.00
telephone call with Under NRS
Teri regarding her 159.344(5)(9)(2)
opposing the petition paralegal rate is
for appointment of excessive; the most
9/18/2019 | LM 200 04| % 80.00 | temporary guardian should be $150. $ 20.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable; there is
no rationale listed for
further revisions (in
contrast, in other entries
revisions are made "per
client request,” which
makes sense; and | did
not object to those) &
Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no award
is to be made for time
that is block-billed.
Important to note: with
this entry, LCP has
Further revisions to spent 23.7 hours
Petition; email draft to | drafting and revising
9/18/2019 | LCP 300 24| % 720.00 | clients this petition. $ 720.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), the first
task should have been
delegated to a lower
biller; Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no award
Gather facts, research is to be made for time
arguments, direct team | that is block-billed &
and draft/edit/revise Under NRS 159.344
petition for temp and (6)(a)(no compensation
petition for general for internal business
9/18/2019 | JPM 450 51 $ 2,250.00 | guardianship. activity). $ 2,250.00
Page 9 ot 2/
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9/18/2019

LCP

300

0.9

$

270.00

Various tasks
associated with
finalizing Petition

Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no award
is to be made for time
that is block-billed;
"various tasks" is too
vague as well.

$

270.00

9/19/2019

LCP

300

0.1

$

30.00

TC with JPM

Under NRS 159.344
(6)(a)(no compensation
for internal business
activity).

$

30.00

9/19/2019

LCP

300

0.5

150.00

revisions to Petition

Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable; there is
no rationale listed for
further revisions (in
contrast, in other entries
revisions are made "per
client request,” which
makes sense). By this
billing entry, 18.2 solid
hours have already been
billed just to revising
the Petition for
Guardianship. There's
more time that can't be
deciphered from block-
billing entries. And
there's more time billed
for "drafting" the
petition. The final
document is 30 pages,
plus exhibits.

$

150.00

9/19/2019

LM

200

0.2

40.00

Efiled petition for
appointment of
temporary guardian

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the most
should be $150 & Under
NRS 159.344(5)(g)(4)
no compensation for
time spent performing
secretarial or clerical
services.

$

40.00

9/19/2019

LM

200

200.00

drafted order granting
temporary
guardianship

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the most
should be $150 & Under
NRS 159.344(5)(i), time
for task is excessive and
unreasonable; the law
firm would likely have a
template already
available for this task
that can be recycled.

$

100.00

9/19/2019

LM

200

0.2

40.00

efiled citation to
appear and show cause

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the most
should be $150 & Under
NRS 159.344(5)(g)(4)
no compensation for
time spent performing
secretarial or clerical
services.

$

40.00
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Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the most
should be $150 & Under
NRS 159.344(5)(g)(4)
no compensation for
time spent performing
prepared amended secretarial or clerical
9/19/2019 | LM 200 0.3 60.00 | citation services. 60.00
Email to clients re Under NRS
status of filing and next | 159.344(6)(b), no award
steps; sign Citation; is to be made for time
9/19/2019 | LCP 300 0.5 150.00 | review and sign Order | that is block-billed. 150.00
Various calls and
communications with
staff and attorneys for
other parties in
attempts to meet and
confer to resolve
claims and also prepare | NRS 159.344(5)(b) &
our petition for Under NRS
guardianship- 159.344(6)(b), no award
draft/edit/ and revising | is to be made for time
9/19/2019 | JPM 450 1.7 765.00 | same. that is block-billed 765.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the most
should be $150 & Under
NRS 159.344(5)(i), time
Receipt of email from | for task is excessive and
client with location of unreasonable; an email
9/20/2019 | LM 200 0.2 40.00 | her mother should be .1. 25.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the most
should be $150 & Under
NRS 159.344(5)(i), time
for task is excessive and
unreasonable; an email
should be .1 & Under
NRS 159.344(5)(g)(4)
no compensation for
email Dave at Servlaw | time spent performing
to attempt personal secretarial or clerical
service at the Kraft services (this is not a
9/20/2019 | LM 200 0.2 40.00 | house address legally substantive task). 40.00
TC with JPM re Under NRS 159.344
providing advance (6)(a)(no compensation
copy of pleading to for internal business
9/20/2019 | LCP 300 0.2 60.00 | opposing counsel activity). 150.00
Various
communications re Under NRS
obtaining guardianship | 159.344(6)(b), no award
and noticing other is to be made for time
parties, as well as that is block-billed &
logistics b/w the parties | Under NRS
re June's care and 159.344(5)(b), for "ex
including responding to | parte contact with
Ty Kehoe's ex parte probate court." How
contact with probate does that benefit the
9/20/2019 | JPM 450 1.3 585.00 | court re POA's that are | protected person? 585.00
Page 11 of 27
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not being honored,
etc...

Telephone call with
Chryste in Dept. B
regarding approval of
order granting
temporary

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the most
should be $150 & Under
NRS 159.344(5)(g)(4)
no compensation for
time spent performing
secretarial or clerical
services (this is not a

9/23/2019 | LM 200 0.2 40.00 | guardianship legally substantive task). 40.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the most
should be $150 & Under
NRS 159.344(5)(g)(4)
no compensation for
calendar return date time spent performing
for appointment of secretarial or clerical
9/23/2019 | LM 200 0.1 20.00 | temporary guardian services. 20.00
telephone call with Under NRS
Dave at Servlaw 159.344(5)(9)(2)
regarding status of paralegal rate is
service of amended excessive; the most
citation and petition should be $150 & Under
upon June Jones (.2); NRS 159.344(5)(9)(4)
follow-up email from no compensation for
Dave at Servlaw to also | time spent performing
serve the order secretarial or clerical
granting the temporary | services.
9/23/2019 | LM 200 0.3 60.00 | guardianship (.1); 60.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
second telephone call paralegal rate is
with Chryste regarding | excessive; the most
faxing over a copy of should be $150 & Under
the order (.2); emailed NRS 159.344(5)(9)(4)
a copy of the order no compensation for
granting the temporary | time spent performing
guardianship to the secretarial or clerical
9/23/2019 | LM 200 0.4 80.00 | clients (.2); services. 80.00
efiled the notice of Under NRS
entry of order granting | 159.344(5)(9)(2)
temporary paralegal rate is
guardianship and excessive; the most
arranged for mailing of | should be $150 & Under
same (.2); emailed NRS 159.344(5)(9)(4)
Dave to also serve the no compensation for
Order Granting the time spent performing
Temporary secretarial or clerical
9/23/2019 | LM 200 0.3 60.00 | Guardianship (.1) services. 60.00
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Call from JPM re
obtaining Order from
Judge's Clerk (.1); call
from D. Johnson (.2);
communication with
JPM re status of Order
and message from D.

Under NRS 159.344
(6)(a)(no compensation
for internal business

9/23/2019 | LCP 300 041 % 120.00 | Johnson (.1) activity). $ 120.00
Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no award
is to be made for time
that is block-billed &
Various Under NRS 159.344
communications and (6)(a)(no compensation
direction to team re for internal business
9/23/2019 | JPM 450 041 % 180.00 | guardianship. activity). $ 180.00
Various
communications with
client, counsel for
Kimberly, counsel for
Dick and Gerry. On
phone while Robyn
visits Kraft house and
informs Kimberly of
guardianship, to Under NRS
answer questions. Later | 159.344(6)(b), no award
conversations and is to be made for time
9/23/2019 | JPM 450 22| $ 990.00 | emails with clients. that is block-billed. $ 990.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
Emailed a copy of the | paralegal rate is
Letters...(.2); arrange excessive; the most
to obtain certified should be $150 & Under
copies ...(.2); emailed | NRS 159.344(5)(g)(4)
a copy of the no compensation for
Letters...to Ty Kehoe time spent performing
and David Johnson secretarial or clerical
9/24/2019 | LM 200 05| % 100.00 | (.1). services. $ 100.00
Total proposed
reduction for invoice
no. 12595 $ 14,395.00
Invoice No. 12720
Proposed
Reduction
Date Tmkr | Rate | Time | Amount Description Objection $
Under NRS
Receipt of 159.344(5)(9)(2)
email...regarding paralegal rate is
obtaining certified excessive; the most
copies (.1); Respond to | should be $150 & Under
same (.2); prepare NRS 159.344(5)(0)(4)
receipt of documents no compensation for
(.1); email Robyn that time spent performing
certified copies are secretarial or clerical
ready for pickup (.1); services. These are all
telephone call and secretarial tasks--tasks
leave message with that are not legally
9/25/2019 | LM 200 06| $ 120.00 | Donna...; efiled substantive. $ 120.00
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affidavit of personal
appearance (.1)

Review multiple
emails from client;
lengthy response email

Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable; maybe a
call would have lasted
less? & Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no award
is to be made for time

9/25/2019 | LCP 300 1.1 330.00 | re: duties of guardian that is block-billed. $ 330.00
Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no award
is to be made for time
that is block-billed &
Review some Under NRS 159.344
communications. (6)(a)(no compensation
Phone conference with | for internal business
9/25/2019 | JPM 450 0.6 270.00 | Robyn. Direct team. activity). $ 270.00
Redraft of demand NRS 159.344(5)(b).
letters to T. Kehoe and | How did this task
D. Johnson per request | benefit the protected
9/25/2019 | LCP 300 0.7 210.00 | of R. Friedman. person? $ 210.00
Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no award
Review of is to be made for time
correspondence from that is block-billed &
Robyn. Direct team re Under NRS 159.344
letters to attorneys for (6)(a)(no compensation
other parties. for internal business
Draft/edit/revise those | activity) & Under NRS
letters. Send email to 159.344(5)(b), How did
client with letter this task benefit the
9/25/2019 | JPM 450 0.7 315.00 | attached. protected person? $ 315.00
Revisions to demand NRS 159.344(5)(b).
letters to T. Kehoe and | How did this task
D. Johnson per client benefit the protected
9/26/2019 | LCP 300 0.9 270.00 | request. person? $ 270.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable; & Under
NRS 159.344(6)(b), no
award is to be made for
time that is block-billed
& Under NRS
159.344(5)(g)(4) no
compensation for time
spent performing
secretarial or clerical
services, regardless of
who the biller is. These
are all secretarial tasks--
tasks that are not legally
Send demand letters to | substantive (transmitting
9/26/2019 | LCP 300 0.3 90.00 | opposing counsel a letter). $ 90.00
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Review email from
opposing counsel
regarding requested
items, temporary
guardianship and
visitation, then review
and revise draft
response email to
opposing counsel

Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable; Under
NRS 159.344(6)(b), no
award is to be made for
time that is block-billed
& Under NRS
159.344(5)(b), How did
it benefit the protected

9/27/2019 | AEF 350 041 $ 140.00 | regarding same. person? $ 140.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the most
should be $150 & Under
NRS 159.344(5)(g)(4),
no compensation for
Telephone call with time spent performing
Robyn Friedman secretarial or clerical
regarding email to her | services (tasks that are
9/27/2019 | LM 200 02 % 40.00 | sister. not legally substantive). | $ 40.00
Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no award
Numerous is to be made for time
communications and that is block-billed &
emails to/from clients, Under NRS 159.344
David Johnson, Ty (6)(a)(no compensation
Kehoe trying to obtain | for internal business
June's identification activity)-attorney David
and other property and | Johnson is a party in the
resolve visitation probate matter, not this
9/27/2019 | JPM 450 21 3 900.00 | issues. guardianship matter. $ 900.00
Under NRS
Later phone call with 159.344(6)(b), no award
Ty Kehoe. Call with is to be made for time
9/27/2019 | JPM 450 05| % 225.00 | client. that is block-billed. $ 225.00
Review of combative
Ty Kehoe
communication and
response thereto.
Multiple
communications with Under NRS
clients, counsel for 159.344(6)(b), no award
Kimberly and Mr. is to be made for time
9/28/2019 | JPM 450 08| $ 360.00 | Kehoe. that is block-billed. $ 360.00
Communications with
all parties. Setup and
participate in phone Under NRS
conference with 159.344(6)(b), no award
Kimberly and her is to be made for time
9/29/2019 | JPM 450 06| $ 270.00 | attorney. that is block-billed. $ 270.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable; this was a
TC with Legal Aid short conversation, and
attorney, M. Parra- Parra-Sandoval recorded
9/30/2019 | LCP 300 03] $ 90.00 | Sandoval a .1 on this date. $ 60.00
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10/1/2019

JPM

450

0.2

90.00

Communication with
attorney David
Johnson.

Under NRS 159.344
(6)(a)(no compensation
for internal business
activity)-attorney David
Johnson was a party in
the probate matter/POA
action, not the
guardianship matter;
and has never appeared
on the guardianship
matter; & Under NRS
159.344(5)(b). How did
this task benefit the
protected person?

$

90.00

10/1/2019

JPM

450

0.5

225.00

Phone conference with
Kimberly's new
attorney Jeff Luszeck.
Dictation and staff
direction.

Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no award
is to be made for time
that is block-billed &
Under NRS 159.344
(6)(a)(no compensation
for internal business
activity).

$

225.00

10/1/2019

LM

200

0.3

60.00

Review court file for
oppositions to petition
for appointment of
guardianship.

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the most
should be $150.

$

15.00

10/1/2019

LCP

300

0.5

150.00

Draft Notice of Intent
to Move Protected
Person

Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable--actual
body includes three
sentences plus a
certificate of service; &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(g)(4) no
compensation for time
spent performing
secretarial or clerical
services, regardless of
who the biller is. This
Notice is equivalent to
drafting a Notice of
Entry of Order, which is
a clerical task. There is
also a form available.

$

150.00

10/2/2019

LM

200

14

280.00

Receipt and review of
Ty Kehoe's opposition
to petition for
appointment of
temporary guardian
and counter petition for
appointment of
temporary and general
guardian.

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive-the most
should be $150; &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i) this is not
efficient or cost-
effective--instead it is
duplicative work (LCP
charged .5 at the $300
rate for reviewing this
same document on the
same date); & Under
NRS 159.344(5)(b)
How did this task
benefit the protected
person? LM did not
draft anything from this.

$

280.00
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LCP is the one that has
been drafting and
revising documents.
Communications all
day with clients,
opposing counsel re Under NRS
hearing prep and 159.344(6)(b), no award
efforts to settle issues. is to be made for time
Review opposition that is block-billed (each
briefs and supplements | task must be itemized
10/2/2019 | JPM 450 45| $ 2,025.00 | thereto. with a time). $ 2,025.00
Settlement
negotiations at court;
client conferences at Under NRS
court; participate in 159.344(6)(b), no award
hearing and follow up is to be made for time
conversations with that is block-billed (each
clients and opposing task must be itemized
10/3/2019 | JPM 450 32| $ 1440.00 | attorneys. with a time). $ 1,440.00
Under NRS
Receipt of email from | 159.344(5)(g)(2)
Donna to confirm her paralegal rate is
address and to send excessive-the most
future mail to her should be $150; &
certified mail (.2); Under NRS
email to Donna and 159.344(5)(g)(4) no
Robyn letting them compensation for time
know certified copies spent performing
of the Order Extending | secretarial or clerical
the Temporary services--these are not
Guardianship are ready | legally substantive
10/4/2019 | LM 200 05| % 100.00 | for pickup (.3). tasks. $ 100.00
Under NRS 159.344
Discuss with JPM re: (6)(a)(no compensation
caregiver for internal business
10/4/2019 | LCP 300 04| $ 120.00 | compensation activity). $ 120.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), time for
task is excessive and
Incorporate R. unreasonable, and could
Friedman's requests for | have been delegated to a
items into the existing lower biller (paralegal
10/4/2019 | LCP 300 05| $ 150.00 | list of demanded items | $150 x .3). $ 105.00
Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no award
is to be made for time
Communications re that is block-billed (each
compensation for task must be itemized
10/4/2019 | JPM 450 03] $ 135.00 | Kimberly as caregiver. | with atime). $ 135.00
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Review of email from
Geraldine Tomich
requesting copy of the
petition for
guardianship (.2);
emailed a copy to Ms.

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive-the most
should be $150; &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(g)(4) no
compensation for time
spent performing
secretarial or clerical
services--these tasks are
not legally substantive

10/7/2019 | LM 200 0.4 80.00 | Tomich (.2). tasks. $ 80.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
Attempt to cal Cindy paralegal rate is
Sauchak of the Las excessive-the most
Vegas Metropolitan should be $150; &
Police Department (.1); | Under NRS
email Ms. Sauchak 159.344(5)(g)(4) no
regarding setting up a compensation for time
telephone conference spent performing
with JPM (.1); secretarial or clerical
telephone call with services--these tasks are
Metro's abuse and not legally substantive
10/8/2019 | LM 200 0.3 60.00 | neglect (.1) tasks. $ 60.00
Communications with | Under NRS
clients and Kimberly's | 159.344(6)(b), no award
counsel discussing is to be made for time
issues and trying to that is block-billed (each
arrange face to face task must be itemized
10/8/2019 | JPM 450 0.3 135.00 | settlement meeting. with a time). $ 135.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive-the most
should be $150; Under
NRS 159.344(5)(i), time
for task is excessive and
unreasonable; & Under
NRS 159.344(5)(g)(4)
Telephone call with no compensation for
Detective Ludwig at time spent performing
Metro's abuse and secretarial or clerical
neglect unit regarding services--this task is not
setting up conference a legally substantive
10/8/2019 | LM 200 0.7 140.00 | call. task. $ 140.00
Continue preparing for
settlement conference. | Under NRS
Travel to and 159.344(6)(b), no award
participate in is to be made for time
settlement conference that is block-billed (each
at Kimberly's attorney's | task must be itemized
10/9/2019 | JPM 450 2.8 1,260.00 | office. with a time). $ 1,260.00
Total proposed
reduction for invoice
no. 12720 $ 9,960.00
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Invoice No. 12748

Proposed
Reduction
Date Tmkr | Rate | Time | Amount Description Objection $
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive-the most
should be $150; Under
NRS 159.344(5)(i),
time for task is
excessive and
unreasonable--the
notice of intent to
Drafted notice of appear by telephone is a
intent for Scott standard
Simmons to appear by | document/form is
telephone at the available; & Under
hearing on October NRS 159.344(5)(g)(4)
15th (.5); telephone no compensation for
call and leave message | time spent performing
for Scott to confirm secretarial or clerical
the telephone number | services--these tasks are
we can reach him at not a legally substantive
10/10/2019 | LM 200 06| $ 120.00 | next week (.1) tasks. $ 120.00
Review of emails Under NRS
received from clientto | 159.344(5)(g)(2)
compel opposing party | paralegal rate is
to provide information | excessive-the most
and documentation on | should be $150.
finances and personal
information such as
passport and medical
records (.2); review
guardianship statutes
regarding petition for
10/11/2019 | LM 200 05| $ 100.00 | instruction (.3). $ 25.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i) time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable--LCP
spent a total of 12.4
hours working on this
Reply, and JPM spent
an additional 2.2 on the
same pleading. The
filed pleading is 18
pages of writing plus
exhibits, for a total of
56 pages. A chunk of
the reply includes
repetitive arguments
from the Ex Parte
Petition filed on 9-19-
2019. The Reply
should not have taken
an excessive amount of
time. If this Court will
consider allowing this,
it should only be the 2.2
hours for JPM (I did not
Draft Reply to include those entries as
10/11/2019 | LCP 300 42 | $ 1,260.00 | Opposition problematic). $ 1,260.00
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10/11/2019

LCP

300

0.5

$

150.00

Draft Reply to
Opposition

Under NRS
159.344(5)(i) time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable--LCP
spent a total of 12.4
hours working on this
Reply, and JPM spent
an additional 2.2 on the
same pleading. The
filed pleading is 18
pages of writing plus
exhibits, for a total of
56 pages. A chunk of
the reply includes
repetitive arguments
from the Ex Parte
Petition filed on 9-19-
2019. The Reply
should not have taken
an excessive amount of
time. If this Court will
consider allowing this,
it should only be the 2.2
hours for JPM (I did not
include those entries as
problematic).

$

150.00

10/11/2019

LM

200

0.8

$

160.00

Prepare response to
counter petition for
guardianship

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive-the most
should be $150; &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i) this is not
efficient or cost-
effective--instead it is
duplicative work, since
LCP is the main staff
member drafting the
Reply to Opposition (in
fact, LCP billed 12
hours on this task).

$

160.00

10/11/2019

LM

200

0.6

$

120.00

filing response before
Tuesday's hearing and
preparing a notice of
move (.2); prepared a
notice of move; efiled
and eserved same with
the court (.4).

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive-the most
should be $150; &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(g)(4) no
compensation for time
spent performing
secretarial or clerical
services--these tasks are
not legally substantive
tasks; & Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no
award is to be made for
time that is block-
billed-latter entry.

$

120.00
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10/11/2019

LCP

300

1.7

$

510.00

Work on Reply to
Opposition

Under NRS
159.344(5)(i) time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable--LCP
spent a total of 12.4
hours working on this
Reply, and JPM spent
an additional 2.2 on the
same pleading. The
filed pleading is 18
pages of writing plus
exhibits, for a total of
56 pages. A chunk of
the reply includes
repetitive arguments
from the Ex Parte
Petition filed on 9-19-
2019. The Reply
should not have taken
an excessive amount of
time. If this Court will
consider allowing this,
it should only be the 2.2
hours for JPM (I did not
include those entries as
problematic).

$

510.00

10/12/2019

JPM

450

3.5

$

1,575.00

Review numerous
pleadings and
communications and
draft/edit/revise
response pleading.
Communications with
client and team re the
same.

Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no
award is to be made for
time that is block-billed
(each task must be
itemized with a time);
& Under NRS 159.344
(6)(a)(no compensation
for internal business
activity)

$ 1575.00

10/13/2019

LCP

300

2.6

$

780.00

Work on Reply to
Opposition

Under NRS
159.344(5)(i) time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable--LCP
spent a total of 12.4
hours working on this
Reply, and JPM spent
an additional 2.2 on the
same pleading. The
filed pleading is 18
pages of writing plus
exhibits, for a total of
56 pages. A chunk of
the reply includes
repetitive arguments
from the Ex Parte
Petition filed on 9-19-
2019. The Reply
should not have taken
an excessive amount of
time. If this Court will
consider allowing this,
it should only be the 2.2
hours for JPM (I did not
include those entries as
problematic).

$

780.00
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10/13/2019

JPM

450

0.2

$

Review some emails
and direct team on

90.00 | draft of response.

Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no
award is to be made for
time that is block-billed
(each task must be
itemized with a time);
& Under NRS 159.344
(6)(a)(no compensation
for internal business
activity)

$

90.00

10/14/2019

LCP

300

1.5

$

Work on Reply to

450.00 | Opposition

Under NRS
159.344(5)(i) time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable--LCP
spent a total of 12.4
hours working on this
Reply, and JPM spent
an additional 2.2 on the
same pleading. The
filed pleading is 18
pages of writing plus
exhibits, for a total of
56 pages. A chunk of
the reply includes
repetitive arguments
from the Ex Parte
Petition filed on 9-19-
2019. The Reply
should not have taken
an excessive amount of
time. If this Court will
consider allowing this,
it should only be the 2.2
hours for JPM (I did not
include those entries as
problematic).

$

450.00

10/14/2019

LCP

300

0.9

$

Gather and assemble
documents that will be
attached as exhibits to

270.00 | Reply.

Under NRS
159.344(5)(g)(4) no
compensation for time
spent performing
secretarial or clerical
services (regardless of
who the biller is)--tasks
that are not legally
substantive.

$

270.00

10/14/2019

LM

200

0.3

$

Telephone call with
Robyn Friedman and
Donna to sign the
respective verification
pages to reply

60.00

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive-the most
should be $150; &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(g)(4) no
compensation for time
spent performing
secretarial or clerical
services--these tasks are
not legally substantive
tasks.

$

60.00
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10/14/2019

LM

200

1.7

$

340.00

draft order granting
petition for
appointment of
general guardian

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive-the most
should be $150; &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable, and not
cost-efficient. This is
work done prematurely.
A general guardianship
was never granted to
these parties and thus
this order could never
have been filed.

$ 340.00

10/14/2019

JPM

450

25

$

1,125.00

Draft/edit/revise
supplement and
prepare arguments for
hearing tomorrow.

Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), first task
related to the
supplement (which was
really just a verification
page and certificate of
service) should have
been delegated to a
lower biller/paralegal;
& Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no
award is to be made for
time that is block-billed
(each task must be
itemized with a time).

$ 1,125.00

10/15/2019

LM

200

0.4

$

80.00

Receipt of email from
Geri Tomich regarding
scheduling at 2:00
p.m. meeting with
JPM (.2); respond to
same and calendar

(.2).

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive-the most
should be $150; &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable; & Under
NRS 159.344(5)(9)(4)
no compensation for
time spent performing
secretarial or clerical
services--these tasks are
not legally substantive
tasks.

$ 80.00

10/15/2019

LM

200

0.4

$

80.00

Telephone call with
Sharon Coates
regarding latest
version of the care
plan ... (.2); receipt
and review of Rule 6
the initial guardianship
care plan rule (.2)

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive-the most
should be $150; &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(g)(4) no
compensation for time
spent performing
secretarial or clerical
services--the telephone
call is not a legally
substantive task.

$ 50.00
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Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive-the most
should be $150; &
Telephone call with Under NRS
Sharon Coates 159.344(5)(g)(4) no
regarding latest compensation for time
version of the care spent performing
plan ... (.2); receipt secretarial or clerical
and review of Rule 6 services--the telephone
the initial guardianship | call is not a legally
10/15/2019 | LM 200 04| $ 80.00 | care plan rule (.2) substantive task. $ 50.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive-the most
should be $150; &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(g)(4) no
compensation for time
spent performing
Prepared supplement | secretarial or clerical
to reply to oppositions | services--these tasks-
to include executed preparing documents to
verification of clients file, efiling, and mailing
(.4); efiled and mailed | are not a legally
10/15/2019 | LM 200 06| $ 120.00 | same (.2). substantive tasks. $ 120.00
Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no
Prepare for hearing. award is to be made for
Participate in hearing time that is block-billed
including client (each task must be
conferences and itemized separately,
10/15/2019 | JPM 450 52 | $ 2,340.00 | negotiations. with a time). $ 2,340.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2),
paralegal rate is
excessive-the most
should be $150; &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(g)(4) no
Review court file for compensation for time
order regarding spent performing
hearing; calendared secretarial or clerical
evidentiary hearing services--these are not
and return hearing on legally substantive
10/18/2019 | LM 200 02| $ 40.00 | investigator's report. tasks. $ 40.00
Total proposed
reduction for invoice
no. 12748 $ 9,715.00
I
I
I
I
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C. Conclusion

Based upon the foregoing, June asks the Court to employ its discretionary powers to deny
Petitioners’ attorney’s fee request in its entirety. In the alternative, if the Court finds that the
former temporary guardians are entitled to reimbursement from the protected person’s estate,
then the reimbursement should be limited to only attorney’s fees request for work completed by
the temporary guardian during and for their service as temporary guardians, reducing the request
for reimbursement from $62,029.66 by $48,121.00, for a total amount to be allowed from June’s

estate totaling $13,908.66. Any other amount is unjust, unreasonable, and unnecessary.

DATED this 4" day of March 2020.

LEGAL AID CENTER OF
SOUTHERN NEVADA, INC.

/sl Maria L. Parra-Sandoval, Esq.
Maria L. Parra-Sandoval, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 13736
LEGAL AID CENTER OF
SOUTHERN NEVADA, INC.

725 E. Charleston Blvd
Las Vegas, NV 89104
Telephone: (702) 386-1526
Facsimile: (702) 386-1526

mparra@lacsn.org
Attorney for Adult Protected Person Kathleen
June Jones
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 4" day of March 2020, | deposited in the United States
Mail at Las Vegas, Nevada, a copy of the foregoing document entitled KATHLEEN JUNE
JONES’ OBJECTION TO PETITION FOR APPROVAL OF ATTORNEYS FEES AND
COSTS AND REQUEST TO ENTER A JUDGMENT AGAINST THE REAL
PROPERTY OF THE ESTATE in a sealed envelope, mailed regular U.S. mail, upon which

first class postage was fully prepaid, addressed to the following:

Teri Butler Tiffany O’Neal

586 N. Magdelena Street 177 N. Singingwood Street, Unit 13
Dewey, AZ 86327 Orange, CA 92869

Jen Adamo Courtney Simmons

14 Edgewater Drive 765 Kimbark Avenue

Magnolia, DE 19962 San Bernardino, CA 92407

Scott Simmons Ampersand Man

1054 S. Verde Street 2824 High Sail Court

Anaheim, CA 92805 Las Vegas, NV 89117

Kimberly Jones
6277 Kraft Avenue
Las Vegas, NV 89130

AND | FURTHER CERTIFY that on the same date | electronically served the same

document to the following via ODYSSEY, the Court’s electronic filing system, pursuant to

EDCR 8.05:
Jeffrey Luszeck, Esq Ross Evans, Esq.
jluszeck@sdfnvlaw.com revans@sdfnvlaw.com
Attorneys for Guardian
James Beckstrom John Michaelson, Esg.
jbecstrom@maclaw.com john@michaelsonlaw.com
Attorney for Guardian Attorneys for Robyn Friedman and Donna
Simmons
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Lora Caindec-Poland
lora@michaelsonlaw.com

Ty Kehoe, Esq.
TyKehoelLaw@gmail.com
Attorney for Rodney Gerald Yeoman

Cheryl Becnel
ebecnel@maclaw.com

Geraldine Tomich
Gtomich@maclaw.com

LaChasity Carroll
Icarroll@nvcourts.nv.gov

Matthew Piccolo, Esq.
matt@piccololawoffices.com
Attorney for Rodney Gerald Yeoman

David C. Johnson
dcj@johnsonlegal.com

Sonia Jones
sjones@nvcourts.nv.gov

Kate McCloskey
NVGCO@nvcourts.nv.gov

/s/Alexa Reanos

Employee of Legal Aid Center of Southern Nevada
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Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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Invoice No. 12595

Date Tmkr | Rate | Time |Amount ($) Description Objection Proposed Petitioner’s rw%wmﬁﬂﬂﬂow
Reduction Response
proposal
Under NRS 159.344 This objection is
(6)(@)(no ludicrous. This was
Phone conference compensation for a good faith effort to
with attorney David internal business avoid guardianship,
Johnson re pros and activity)-Attorney advocate for June
9/10/2019 | JPM 450 0.4 |$  180.00| cons of guardianship | Johnson is not a $ 180.00 [|Jones’ safetyand $ 0.00
petition in party to this matter meet and confer
this matter. (he was on before filing a
the probate matter) petition if that
proved necessary.
Under NRS No. Dr. Brown
Various 159.344(5)(i), this dropped everything
communications task should have been to do this evaluation
including getting delegated to a on an emergency
Dr. Brown paid. paralegal & Under basis. JPM acted
Draft/edit/revise NRS 159.344(6)(b), prudently to
9/10/2019 | JPM 450 1|$  450.00| petition for no award $ 450.00 |coordinate the $0.00
guardianship. is to be made for doctor’s availability
time that is block- on very short notice
billed. and ensure he would
get paid promptly.
This was not
appropriate to
delegate.
Under NRS No. Theseareall $0.00
159.344(5)(i), the first part of one task. The
. . task should have been evaluation is pivotal
Coordinate with Dr. delegated to a to the entire case.
Brown, including paralegal & Under This coordination
review his report. NRS 159.344(6)(b), and review would
9/11/2019 | JPM 450 07|¢$ 31500 Client no award is to be $ 315.00 |NEVER be
communications. :
made for time delegated to a
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Date Tmkr | Rate | Time |Amount ($) Description Objection Proposed Petitioner’s dﬂmwwmwmﬂﬂﬂﬂow
Reduction Response
proposal
that is block-billed. paralegal.
Under NRS This time was well
159.344(5)(i), time spent reviewing
for task is excessive petition but
. and unreasonable. description is
Revisions to By this date, LCP admittedly sparse
vm::o.: dﬂoq. had already spent 8.7 and likely
9/13/2019 300 Guardianship to hours drafting the $ 600.00 |incomplete. So good$200.00
%%m&%%mam as Petition for work was done but
Guardianship. opposing counsel
would like to have it
0o unpaid.
Courtesy reduction.
Under NRS The time spent was
159.344(5)(i), time just, reasonable and
for task is excessive necessary.
and unreasonable; and Courtesy reduction.
description of task is
vague. If LCP meant
more revisions, time
for task is excessive
Petition for and unreasonable; &
Guardianship; forward | Under NRS
9/13/2019 300 draift to JPM for 159.344(6)(b), no $  300.00 $50.00
review award is to be made
for time that is block-
billed.
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Date Tmkr | Rate | Time |Amount ($) Description Objection Proposed Petitioner’s dﬂmwwmwmﬂﬂﬂﬂow
Reduction Response
proposal
NRS 159.344(5)(b) How does objector
& Under NRS conclude this is
159.344 internal business
(6)(a)(no activities? Attorneys
TC with JPM; email compensation for are not required to
to clients re: info internal business disclose work
9/13/2019 | LCP 300 0.4 |$  120.00| needed activity) & Under $ 120.00 |product to justify  [$0.00
for Petition NRS 159.344(6)(b), fees. This was time
no award is to be spent analyzing case
made for time and preparing
that is block-billed. pleadings.
Under NRS Not required to
159.344(5)(i), time document every
for task is excessive reason for every
and unreasonable; change. Objection is
Further revisions to there is :o.ﬁ_o:m._m vca_v.\ mcmoc_m:o:.
Petition for for the revisions (in LCP is a quality
9/16/2019 LCP 300 23 1|$ 690.00 G ! . contrast. in $ 690.00 |writer and work is $ 600.00
uardianship r 1 X
other entries, just and reasonable.
revisions are made Courtesy reduction.
"per client request,"
which makes
sense).
NRS 159.344(5)(9)(2) This is not a
paralegal rate is secretarial or clerical
excessive; the most task. Billing is just,
. . should be $150 & reasonable, and
Begin preparing Under NRS necessary. Suggest
ancillary documents 159.344(5)(9)(4) billing be reduced to
for appointment of no compensation 545,
9/16/2019 | LM 200 03|$  60.00| temporary for time spent $  60.00 $ 15.00
guardianship performing
secretarial or
clerical services
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Date Tmkr | Rate | Time |Amount ($) Description Objection Proposed Petitioner’s dﬂmwwmwmﬂﬂﬂﬂow
Reduction Response proposal
Under NRS This is not block
159.344(6)(b), no billed. These are
award is to be made obviously not
for time that is block- separate items or
Research billed & Under NRS tasks but one and the
Temporary vs. 159.344 same. No internal
Special (6)(a)(no business activity
Guardianship and compensation for other than the
discuss with JPM internal business practice of law.
9/16/2019 | LCP 300 review of draft of activity) & Under $ 300.00 |Quality lawyers $ 0.00
Petition NRS 159.344(5)(i), communicate. It is
time for task is not always clear at
excessive and earlier stages which
unreasonable. type of guardianship
should be sought. In
some cases special
may be in order.
Lawyers research
this.
Under NRS How is block billing
159.344(6)(b), no assumed here?
award is to be made \When lawyer makes
for time that is block- changes, frequently
billed & Under NRS he/she directs staff
159.344 to update
(6)(@)(no handwritten or track
Review draft | compensation for change drafts. This
petition.  Edit and | internal business case involved many
9/16/2019 | JPM 450 revise. Direct team. activity). By thisdate | $ 720.00 fwists and turns from$ 0.00
LCP has already multiple opposing
worked on the parties and several
petition for 13.6 attorneys.
hours.
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Date

Tmkr

Rate

Time

Amount ($)

Description

Objection

Proposed
Reduction

Petitioner’s
Response

Petitioner’s
fee reduction
proposal

9/17/2019

LM

200

1.2

$  240.00

Continue to Draft all
ancillary temporary
guardianship
documents; draft
guardian's
acknowledgment of
duties; draft citation to
appear and show

cause
for general

Under NRS
159.344(5)(g)(

2)

paralegal rate is
excessive; the most
should be $150 &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(4)

no compensation for
time spent
performing
secretarial or clerical
services & Under
NRS 159.344(6)(b),
no award is to be
made for time that is
block-billed. And fyi,
a form is readily
available for
guardian's
acknowledgment of
duties, so that
paralegal does not
have to draft it

or reinvent the wheel.

$ 240.00

Partially conceded.
Suggest that billing
be reduced to $90.

$90.00

9/17/2019

LM

200

0.2

$ 40.00

draft certificate of
service for

appointment of general

guardian

Under NRS
159.344(5)(g)(

2)

paralegal rate is
excessive; the most
should be $150 &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(4)
no compensation for
time spent
performing
secretarial or

$ 40.00

Rate reduced as
courtesy though no
authority cited. This
is paralegal work
because ensuring
proper service is
extremely important
and can be complex.

$ 10.00
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Date Tmkr Rate Amount ($) Description Obijection Proposed Petitioner’s dﬂ%mwmmﬂﬂﬂow
Reduction Response
proposal

clerical services.
NRS 159.344(5)(b) & 'Two petitions here
Under NRS are involved.
159.344(5)(i), time Constantly changing
for task is excessive facts in this matter.
and unreasonable; Courtesy reduction.
there is no rationale
listed. With this

Further draft Petition | entry, LCP has

for Temporary and worked a total of

9/17/2019 | LCP 300 General 15.1 hours drafting $ 450.00 $300

Guardianship and revising the
same
petition.
NRS 159.344(5)(b) & 'Two petitions here
Under NRS are involved.
159.344(5)(i), time Constantly changing
for task is excessive facts in this matter.
and unreasonable; Courtesy reduction.
there is no rationale
listed. With this
entry, LCP has

Further draft worked a total of

9/17/2019 | LCP 300 Petition for 16.1 hours drafting $ 300.00 $100.00

guardianship

and revising the
same
petition.
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Date Tmkr | Rate | Time |Amount ($) Description Objection Proposed Petitioner’s dﬂmwwmwmﬂﬂﬂﬂow
Reduction Response
proposal
NRS 159.344(5)(b) & Not required to list
Under NRS rationale or internal
159.344(5)(i), time thinking for every
for task is excessive entry. Courtesy
and unreasonable; reduction.
there is no rationale
listed for further
revisions (in contrast,
in other entries,
revisions are made
"per client request,"
which makes sense)
& Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no
Revisions to award is to be made
Petition; email to for time that is block-
9/17/2019 | LCP 300 3.6 |$ 1,080.00| clients for billed. With this $1,080.00 $ 500.00
review entry, LCP has
worked a total of 19.7
hours drafting and
revising the same
petition!
Under NRS No. as reflected by
159.344(5)(i), the JPM’s lesser total
first task should have hours on virtually all
been delegated to a projects, many items
lower biller; Under are delegated.
Gather facts, research | NRS 159.344(6)(b), However, to do a
arguments, direct no award is to be proper job, lead
team and made for time that is attorney will do
draft/edit/revise block-billed & Under some fact gather
petition for temp and NRS 159.344 himself/herself,
9/17/2019 | JPM 450 3|$ 1,350.00| petition for general (6)(a)(no $1,350.00 frequires judgment, [$0.00
guardianship. compensation for familiarizes with
internal business case. Notto be
activity). delegated. This is
not block billing but
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Date Tmkr Rate | Time |Amount ($) Description Objection Proposed Petitioner’s dﬂ%%wmwﬂﬂﬂow
Reduction Response proposal
relates all to same
item.
Under NRS Not secretarial work.
159.344(5)(9)(
2)
paralegal rate is
Compile exhibits to excessive; the most
be attached to ex parte | should be $150 &
petition for Under NRS
appointment of 159.344(5)(9)(4)
9/18/2019 | LM 200 04|% 80.00| temporary guardian. no compensation for $ 80.00 $ 0.00
time spent
performing
secretarial or
clerical services.
Under NRS Completely disagree.
Email Robyn and 159.344(5)(9)( Courtesy reduction
Donna regarding 2) for rate.
signatures on paralegal rate is $15.00
verifications to ex excessive; the most
parte petition and on should be $150 &
oath for the Letters of | Under NRS
9/18/2019 | LM 200 03|% 60.00| Temporary 159.344(5)(i), time $ 45.00
Guardianship for task is excessive
and unreasonable; an
email
should be .1.
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Date Tmkr | Rate | Time |Amount ($) Description Objection Proposed Petitioner’s dﬂmwwmwmﬂﬂﬂﬂow
Reduction Response
proposal
Under NRS Completely disagree.
159.344(5)(9)( Reduction only for
Telephone call and 2) rate as courtesy.
Teri and Scott excessive; the most
regarding our filing should be $150 &
for appointment of Under NRS $15.00
9/18/2019 | LM 200 03($ 60.00| temporary 159.344(5)(i), time $ 30.00
guardianship for task is excessive
and
unreasonable; each
call should be .1. x
$150.
telephone call with Under NRS Completely disagree.
Teri regarding her 159.344(5)(g)( Reduction only for
opposing the 2) rate as courtesy. $ 20.00
9/18/2019 | LM 200 04|$  80.00| Pelition paralegal rate is $ 2000

for appointment of
temporary guardian

excessive; the
most should be
$150.
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Date Tmkr | Rate | Time |Amount ($) Description Objection Proposed Petitioner’s dﬂmwwmwmﬂﬂﬂﬂow
Reduction Response proposal

Under NRS Not required to list
159.344(5)(i), time attorney rationale.
for task is excessive This work and many
and unreasonable; other entries concern
there is no rationale two related petitions
listed for further - temp and general.
revisions (in contrast,
in other entries
revisions are made
"per client request,”
which makes sense;
and | did not object
to those) & Under
NRS 159.344(6)(b),
no award is to be

Further revisions to made for time that is

Petition; email draft to | block-billed.

9/18/2019 | LCP 300 2.4 |$  720.00| clients Important to note: $ 720.00 $ 0.00

with this entry, LCP
has spent 23.7 hours
drafting and
revising this
petition.
Under NRS No. as reflected by
159.344(5)(i), the first JPM’s lesser total
task should have been hours on virtually all
delegated to a lower projects, many items
biller; Under NRS are delegated.

Gather facts, research | 159.344(6)(b), no However, to do a

arguments, direct award is to be made proper job, lead

team and for time that is block- attorney will do

draft/edit/revise billed & Under NRS some fact gather

petition for temp and 159.344 himself/herself,

9/18/2019 | JPM 450 5|$ 2,250.00| petition for general (6)(a)(no $2,250.00 frequires judgment, [$225.00

guardianship.

compensation for
internal business
activity).

familiarizes with
case. not to be
delegated. This is
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: - o i, Petitioner’
Date Tmkr | Rate | Time |Amount ($) Description Objection Proposed Petitioner’s dﬂm%wwmﬂﬂﬂow
Reduction Response
proposal
not block billing but
relates all to same
item. Courtesy
reduction.
Under NRS This is not block
159.344(6)(b), no billed. One item —
Vari K award is to be made finalizing petition.
mmwh%wﬁ%w m: for time that is block- Not required to show
9/18/2019 | LCP 300 091($ 270.00 finalizing Petition W__H_MM. various tasks $ 270.00 attorney’s thinking. [$0.00
vague as well.
Under NRS 159.344 This related to
(6)(a)(no don t matters at hand,
compensation for
0/19/2019 | LCP 30| 01]$ 3000 TCwithIPM internal business s g00p [ouldhavebeen 3000
activity). more specific.
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Date

Tmkr

Rate

Time

Amount ($)

Description

Objection

Proposed
Reduction

Petitioner’s
Response

Petitioner’s
fee reduction
proposal

9/19/2019

LCP

300

0.5

$ 150.00

revisions to Petition

Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), time
for task is excessive
and unreasonable;
there is no rationale
listed for further
revisions (in
contrast, in other
entries revisions are
made "per client
request,” which
makes sense). By
this billing entry,
18.2 solid hours have
already been billed
just to revising the
Petition for
Guardianship.
There's more time
that can't be
deciphered from
block- billing entries.
And there's more
time billed for
"drafting" the
petition. The final
document is 30
pages,

plus exhibits.

$ 150.00

There were two
petitions, temp and
general. Allocate %2
to each if necessary.
Lots of moving parts
and adverse parties
in this litigation.

$0.00
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Date

Tmkr

Rate

Time

Amount ($)

Description

Objection

Proposed
Reduction

Petitioner’s
Response

Petitioner’s
fee reduction
proposal

9/19/2019

LM

200

0.2

$ 40.00

Efiled petition for

appointment of
temporary guardian

Under NRS
159.344(5)(g)(

2)

paralegal rate is
excessive; the most
should be $150 &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(4)
no compensation
for time spent
performing
secretarial or

clerical
services.

$  40.00

This is not a
secretarial or clerical
task. Courtesy
reduction to $30.

$ 10.00

9/19/2019

LM

200

$  200.00

drafted order granting
temporary
guardianship

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(

2)

paralegal rate is
excessive; the most
should be $150 &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), time
for task is excessive
and unreasonable; the
law firm would likely
have a template
already available for

this task
that can be recycled.

$ 100.00

'We reduce rate as
courtesy. We have
templates but every
order has to be
carefully crafted and
reviewed.

$50.00

AA 228



Date

Tmkr

Rate

Time

Amount ($)

Description

Objection

Proposed
Reduction

Petitioner’s
Response

Petitioner’s
fee reduction
proposal

9/19/2019

LM

200

0.2

$ 40.00

efiled citation to
appear and show
cause

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(

2)

paralegal rate is
excessive; the most
should be $150 &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(4)
no compensation
for time spent
performing
secretarial or
clerical services.

$  40.00

This is not a
secretarial or clerical
task.

$ 10.00

9/19/2019

LM

200

0.3

$ 60.00

prepared amended
citation

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(

2)

paralegal rate is
excessive; the most
should be $150 &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(4)
no compensation for
time spent
performing
secretarial or
clerical services.

$ 60.00

This is not a
secretarial or clerical
task.

$ 15.00

9/19/2019

LCP

300

0.5

$ 150.00

Email to clients re
status of filing and
next steps; sign
Citation; review and
sign Order

Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no
award is to be made
for time that is block-
billed.

$ 150.00

Statute does not
preclude curing

/Assign .1 to each
task.

alleged block billing.

$ 60.00
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Date Tmkr | Rate Amount ($) Description Objection Proposed Petitioner’s dﬂmwwmwmﬂﬂﬂﬂow
Reduction Response
proposal
Various calls and Statute does not
communications with preclude curing
staff and attorneys for alleged block billing.
other parties in /Assign .1 to each
attempts to meet and task. Bill as follows:
confer to resolve NRS 159.344(5)(b) & Various calls and
claims and also Under NRS communications
prepare our petition for | 159.344(6)(b), no with staff and
guardianship- award attorneys for other
9/19/2019 | JPM 450 draft/edit/ and revising | is to be made for $ 765.00 | parties in attempts $ 0.00
same. time that is block- to meet and
billed confer to resolve
claims (.8) and
also prepare our
petition for
guardianship-
draft/edit/ and
revising
same. (.7)
Under NRS Partially conceded.
159.344(5)(9)( Suggest reduction to
2) $15.
paralegal rate is
excessive; the most
Receipt of email should be $150 &
from client with Under NRS
9/20/2019 | LM 200 location of 159.344(5)(i), time $ 25.00 $ 25.00
her mother for task is excessive

and unreasonable; an

email
should be .1.
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Date Tmkr | Rate | Time |Amount ($) Description Objection Proposed Petitioner’s dﬂmwwmwmﬂﬂﬂﬂow
Reduction Response
proposal
Under NRS IAdjust only for rate
159.344(5)(9)( as a courtesy.
2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the most
should be $150 &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), time
for task is excessive
and unreasonable; an
email Dave at email should be .1 &
wm«<_m<<_ to mqu_uT: Under NRS
personal service at the 159.344(5)(9)(4)
9/20/2019 | LM 200 Kraft house address no Oo_ﬁﬁm:mmﬁo: $ 40.00 $10.00
for time spent
performing
secretarial or
clerical
services (this is not a
legally substantive
task).
TC with JPM re Under NRS 159.344 Counsel for Legal
providing advance (6)@)(no . IAid erroneously
copy of pleading to compensation for deducted $150
9/20/2019 | LCP 300 ocwwm_:% oocsmw_ internal business $ 150.00 instead of the stated
activity). amount of $60. This
is conferring on
strategy. Not $0.00
internal business
activity.
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Date Tmkr | Rate | Time |Amount ($) Description Objection Proposed Petitioner’s dﬂmwwmwmﬂﬂﬂﬂow
Reduction Response
proposal
Various Statute does not
communications re Under NRS preclude curing
obtaining guardianship | 159.344(6)(b), no alleged block billing.
and noticing other award is to be made /Assign .1 to each
parties, as well as for time that is block- task. Bill as follows:
logistics b/w the billed & Under NRS
parties re June's care 159.344(5)(b), for "ex Various
and including parte contact with communications
responding to Ty probate court." How re obtaining
9/20/2019 | JPM 450 1.3 |$  585.00| Kehoe's ex parte does that benefit $ 585.00 | guardianshipand [$270.00
contact with probate the protected noticing other
court re POA's that are person? parties .3, as well
not being honored, as logistics b/w
etc.. the parties re
June's care .2 and
including
responding to Ty
Kehoe's ex parte
contact with
probate
court re POA's that
are
not being honored,
etc....2
Under NRS Paralegal needs to
159.344(5)(g)( handle this type of
2) call as paralegal is
paralegal rate is familiar with case.
Telephone call with excessive; the most adjust for rate only.
Chryste in Dept. B should be $150 &
regarding approval Under NRS
of order granting 159.344(5)(g)(4)
temporary no compensation $10.00
9/23/2019 | LM 200 02|% 40.00| guardianship for time spent $ 40.00
performing
secretarial or
clerical services
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Date Tmkr | Rate | Time |Amount ($) Description Objection Proposed Petitioner’s dﬂmwwmwmﬂﬂﬂﬂow
Reduction Response
proposal
(thisis not a
legally substantive
task).
Under NRS This is paralegal
159.344(5)(9)( work, not secretarial.
2) Calendar
paralegal rate is calculations are
excessive; the most extremely important.
should be $150 & 'We want this done
calendar return date Under NRS by paralegal. Dates
for appointment of 159.344(5)(9)(4) and calendaring in
9/23/2019 | LM 200 0.11($ 20.00| temporary guardian no compensation $ 20.00 |itigated casesare [$5.00
for time spent essential. Statute
performing does not define this
%MMM_:M %" ces. as secretarial work.
telephone call with Under NRS IAdjust for rate only.
Dave at Servlaw 159.344(5)(9)( These are extremely
regarding status of 2) important activities,
service of amended paralegal rate is not secretarial.
citation and petition excessive; the most
upon June Jones (.2); should be $150 &
follow-up email from Under NRS
Dave at Servlaw to 159.344(5)(9)(4)
also serve the order no compensation
9/23/2019 | LM 200 03($ 60.00| granting the temporary | for time spent $ 60.00 $ 15.00
guardianship (.1); performing
secretarial or
clerical services.
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Date Tmkr | Rate | Time |Amount ($) Description Objection Proposed Petitioner’s dﬂmwwmwmﬂﬂﬂﬂow
Reduction Response
proposal
Under NRS Not secretarial.
159.344(5)(9)( IAdjust for rate only.
second telephone call | 7)
with Chryste paralegal rate is
regarding faxing over | excessive; the most
a copy of the order should be $150 &
(.2); emailed a copy of | Under NRS
the order granting the | 159 344(5)(g)(4)
9/23/2019 | LM 200 04 (% 80.00| temporary no compensation $ 80.00 $ 20.00
guardianship to the for time spent
clients (.2); performing
secretarial or
clerical
services.
efiled the notice of Under NRS Coordinating these
entry of order granting | 159.344(5)(g)( items is not
temporary 2) secretarial work.
guardianship and paralegal rate is
arranged for mailing excessive; the most
of same (.2); emailed should be $150 &
Dave to also serve the | Under NRS
Order Granting the 159.344(5)(9)(4) $ 45.00
9/23/2019 | LM 200 03($ 60.00| Temporary no compensation $ 60.00
Guardianship (.1) for time spent
performing
secretarial or
clerical services.
Call from JPM re This is not internal
obtaining Order from business but legal
Judge's Clerk (.1); work by an attorney
om__.ioa D. ,_.o::.mo: Under NRS 159,344 ooﬁa_:mﬂ:@ with
(.2); communication (6)(@)(no various sides to get
with JPM re status of compensation for important work $0.00
9/23/2019 | LCP 300 0.4 |$  120.00| Order and message P $ 120.00 |done.

from D.
Johnson (.1)

internal business
activity).
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Date Tmkr | Rate Amount ($) Description Objection Proposed Petitioner’s dﬂmwwmwmﬂﬂﬂﬂow
Reduction Response
proposal
Under NRS Not block billed.
159.344(6)(b), no Not required to
award is to be made enumerate every
. for time that is block- aspect of what we
<m:ocm. . billed & Under NRS do. This case was
communications 159.344 fast paced. JPM
9/23/2019 | JPM 450 and direction to (6)(a)(no $ 180.00 ffrequently $0.00
teamre compensation communicated with
guardianship. for internal various parties
business activity). Within minutes of
each other about the
same issue, then
with clients.
Various This matter was one
communications with running item.
client, counsel for Trying to resolve
Kimberly, counsel for issues and get
Dick and Gerry. On cooperation of all
phone while Robyn sides who were
visits Kraft house and resisting guardian.
informs Kimberly of Under NRS NOT block bill.
guardianship, to 159.344(6)(b), no
answer questions. award is to be made $0.00
9/23/2019 | JPM 450 Later conversations for time $ 990.00
and that is block-billed.
emails with clients.
Under NRS Not secretarial.
159.344(5)(g)( IAdjust for rate only
Emailed a copy of the | 2) as courtesy.
Letters...(.2); arrange | paralegal rate is
to obtain certified excessive; the most
copies ...(.2); emailed | should be $150 &
a copy of the Under NRS
Letters...to Ty Kehoe | 159.344(5)(g)(4) $25.00
9/24/2019 | LM 200 and David Johnson no compensation for | $ 100.00
(-1). time spent

performing
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. . . " Petitioner’s
Date Tmkr | Rate | Time |Amount ($) Description Objection Proposed Petitioner’s fee reduction
Reduction Response
proposal
secretarial or
clerical services.
Total proposed Total petitioner’s $2,740.00

reduction for
invoice no. 12595

proposed amount

$14,395.00  to be paid
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Invoice No. 12720

Date Tmkr | Rate | Time Amount Description Objection mmﬂ_ﬂo%w%_ma Petitioner’s ﬁ%wwmﬁoc_%_qow
$) Response proposal
Under NRS No, no and no.
Receipt of 159.344(5)(g)(2 Secretary not
email...regarding ) familiar with day to
obtaining certified copies | paralegal rate is day activities of
(.1); Respond to same excessive; the most case. Most
(.2); prepare receipt of should be $150 & appropriate person
documents (.1); email Under NRS to coordinate with
Robyn that certified 159.344(5)(g)(4) client is paralegal
copies are ready for no compensation for working the case.
pickup (.1); telephone call | time spent performing ridiculous arm-
and secretarial or clerical chair $ 30.00
9/25/2019 | LM 200 0.6 | $120.00 leave message with services. These are all $ 12000 quarterbacking by
Donna...; efiled secretarial tasks--tasks legal aid. Courtesy
affidavit of Um_.mO:m_ that are not mQ‘_Cmﬁ for rate 03_<.
appearance (.1) legally
substantive.
Under NRS How does legal aid
159.344(5)(i), time for unilaterally
task is excessive and conclude this is
unreasonable; maybe a block billing? Its
Review multiple emails call would have lasted not. All relate to
from client; lengthy less? & Under NRS one item.
response email 159.344(6)(b), no
9/25/2019 | LCP 300 1.1|$  330.00]| re: duties of guardian award $ 330.00 $0.00

is to be made for time
that is block-billed.
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Review some
communications. Phone

Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no
award is to be made
for time that is block-
billed & Under NRS

How does legal aid
unilaterally
conclude this is
block billing? Its
not. All relate to

i 159.344 one item.
9/25/2019 | JPM 450 | 063 27000 Lorerence with Robyn. | ) o $ 27000 50.00
compensation for
internal business
activity).
Redraft of demand NRS 159.344(5)(b). This task protected
letters to T. Kehoe and How did this task the overall interest
9/25/2019 | LCP 00| 07|$ 21000 g mwﬁﬂm%m%a request of wmw%%_w%m protected | ¢ 5100 [Of the protected $0.00

person. This is
invalid objection
and legal aid should
pay fees for having
to answer many of
these speculative
and ridiculous
objections. Not
required to explain
benefit in every
entry. See body of
response to
objections. Lots of
harm to protected
person, not being
adequately
addressed by
clients of either
attorney.
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Review of correspondence
from Robyn. Direct team re
letters to attorneys for other
parties.

Draft/edit/revise those
letters. Send email to
client with letter
attached.

Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no
award is to be made for
time that is block-
billed & Under NRS
159.344

(6)(@)(no
compensation for
internal business

No block billing.
All one item. No
internal business
activity. Re
question: This task
protected the
overall interest of
the protected
person. This is

9/25/2019 | JPM 450 0.7 |$ 315.00 activity) & Under $ 315.00 |invalid objection [$0.00

NRS 159.344(5)(b), and legal aid should

How did pay fees for having

this task benefit to answer many of

the protected these speculative

person? and ridiculous
objections. Not
required to explain
benefit in every
entry. See body of
response to
objections. Lots of
harm to protected
person, not being
adequately
addressed by
clients of either
attorney.

Revisions to demand NRS 159.344(5)(b). This task protected
letters to T. Kehoe and How did this task the overall interest
9/26/2019 | LCP 300| 09|s 270,00 D Johnson per client wmw%%ﬂ:m protected | ¢ 570,00 f the protected 1§ 0.00

request.

person. This is
invalid objection
and legal aid should
pay fees for having
to answer many of
these speculative
and ridiculous
objections. Not
required to explain

benefit in every

AA 239



entry. See body of
response to
objections. Lots of
harm to protected
person, not being
adequately
addressed by
clients of either
attorney.

Send demand letters to

Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), time
for task is excessive
and unreasonable; &
Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no
award is to be made
for time that is block-
billed & Under NRS
159.344(5)(g)(4) no
compensation for time
spent performing
secretarial or clerical
services, regardless of
who the biller is. These

Sending letter
includes some
revisions before
sending. Demand
letters are critical.
\Valid time in
support of
protecting protected
person.

9/26/2019 | LCP 300 03 (% 90.00 OUUOM-_._@ counsel are all secretarial tasks-- $ 90.00 $ 0.00
tasks that are not legally,
substantive
(transmitting a letter).
Under NRS This task protected
Review email from 159.344(5)(i), time for the overall interest
opposing counsel task is excessive and of the protected
regarding requested unreasonable; Under person. This is
items, temporary NRS 159.344(6)(b), invalid objection
guardianship and no and legal aid should
visitation, then review award is to be made pay fees for having
and revise draft response | for time that is block- to answer many of
email to billed & Under NRS these speculative
9/27/2019 | AEF 350 0.4 |$  140.00| opposing counsel 159.344(5)(b), How $ 140.00 f|and ridiculous $0.00

regarding same.

did it benefit the
protected

objections. Not
required to explain

AA 240



person?

benefit in every
entry. See body of
response to
objections. Lots of
harm to protected
person, not being
adequately
addressed by
clients of either
attorney.

Telephone call with
Robyn Friedman
regarding email to her
sister.

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2
)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the most
should be $150 &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(4),

no compensation for

How could legal
aid in sincerity
conclude this is
secretarial? This is
bad faith! The
paralegal is
working this case,
is very familiar
with the client who

9/27/2019 | LM 200 02 |% 40.00 time spent performing 3 40.00 ffrequently calls $ 10.00
secretarial or clerical with questions, this
services (tasks that are is not secretarial.
not legally Rate adjustment is
substantive). courtesy. Not

required to explain
legal significance
in every entry.
Under NRS Legal aid is
159.344(6)(b), no incorrect. Not
zc3m8cm ) award is to be made for block bill, all one
communications and time that is block- item, part of same
mBm__m to/from clients, billed & Under NRS conversation about
David go:.:wo:, Ty . 159.344 personal property
_Am:om.:v\_:.@.s oEm_: (6)(a)(no and visitation.
June's identification and compensation for These were two
other property and internal business issues frequently

9/27/2019 | JPM 450 2 |$  900.00| resolve visitation activity)-attorney $ 900.00 jaddressed inthe  [$0.00

issues.

David Johnson is a
party in the probate
matter, not this

same conversation.
David Johnson
heavily involved in
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guardianship matter.

and after probate
matter including
guardianship, had
knowledge of some
facts and
whereabouts of
items.

Later phone call with

Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no

No block billing.
Call with Ty, report

Ty Kehoe. Call with award is to be made for to client. Legal aid [$ 0.00
9/27/2019 | JPM 450 051($  225.00| client. time $ 225.00 knows this and
that is block-billed. shows insincerity
of legal aid
objections.
Review of combative Ty No block billing.
Kehoe communication All portions of
and response thereto. these sentences
Multiple relate to same $0.00
communications with Under NRS issues and form a
clients, counsel for 159.344(6)(b), no continuum of
Kimberly and Mr. award is to be made for action.
9/28/2019 | JPM 450 0.8 |$  360.00| Kehoe. time $ 360.00
that is block-billed.
Communications with all No block billing.
parties. Setup and IAll portions of
participate in phone Under NRS these sentences
conference with 159.344(6)(b), no relate to same
9/29/2019 | JPM 450 06 |3 270.00 _Amg_um—._v\ and her award $ 270.00 issues and forma ($0.00
attorney. is to be made for time continuum of
that is block-billed. ction.
Under NRS LCP recorded .3.
159.344(5)(i), time for time not excessive.
task is excessive and May have involved
TC with Legal Aid unreasonable; ﬁ:_.m was some preparation
attorney, M. Parra- a short conversation, prior to call or
9/30/2019 | LCP 300 031(%$ 90.00 Sandoval and $ 60.00 [afterward. Statute $0.00

Parra-Sandoval

does not require
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recorded a .1 on this
date.

recordation of
literally every
separate subpart of
an activity.

Communication with

Under NRS 159.344
(6)(a)(no
compensation for
internal business
activity)-attorney
David Johnson was a
party in the probate
matter/POA action,
not the guardianship
matter; and has never
appeared on the

David Johnson
involved in early
stages of
guardianship
action. Knowledge
of many matters
relating to the
guardianship. Not
required to list in
every entry an
express statement

attorney David Johnson. guardianship matter; of benefit to $0.00
10/1/2019 | JPM 450 02 (% 90.00 & Under NRS $ 90.00 orotected person.
159.344(5)(b). How David knew
did Kimberly who was
this task benefit supposed to serve
the protected as guardian but
person? refused, understood
her intentions and
communicated with
her.
Under NRS No block b
159.344(6)(b), no Each phrase is sub-
. award is to be made for part of one item.
Phone conference with time that is block-
Kimberly's new attorney billed & Under NRS
Jeff Luszeck. 159.344 $0.00
10/1/2019 | JPM 450 | 05|$ 22500| Dictationand staff (6)(a)(no $  225.00

direction.

compensation for
internal business
activity).
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10/1/2019

LM

200

0.3

$

60.00

Review court file for
oppositions to petition
for appointment of
guardianship.

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2
)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the

most
should be $150.

$

15.00

Courtesy adjust for
rate.

$15.00

10/1/2019

LCP

300

05

$

150.00

Draft Notice of Intent to
Move Protected Person

Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable--actual
body includes three
sentences plus a
certificate of service;
& Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(4) no
compensation for time
spent performing
secretarial or clerical
services, regardless of
who the biller is. This
Notice is equivalent to
drafting a Notice of
Entry of Order, which
is a clerical task.

There is
also a form available.

$

150.00

Not excessive, no
prohibition of
attorney doing this
work that is part of
larger efforts to
protect Ms. Jones.

$ 0.00

AA 244



Receipt and review of Ty

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2
)
paralegal rate is
excessive-the most
should be $150; &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i) this is
not efficient or cost-
effective--instead it is

Courtesy
adjustment for rate.
Ridiculous question
in objection from
legal aid. This
paralegal was very
involved in this
case. She read to
familiarize and
contribute her

Kehoe's opposition to duplicative work thoughts to
petition for appointment (LCP charged .5 at attorneys.
of temporary guardian the $300 rate for
and counter petition for reviewing this same
appointment of temporary | document on the
and general same date); & Under
10/2/2019 | LM 200 1.4|$  280.00| guardian. NRS 159.344(5)(b) $ 280.00 $ 70.00
How did this task
benefit the
protected
person? LM did not
draft anything from
this. LCP is the one
that has been drafting
and revising
documents.
Communications all day No block billing.  $0.00
with clients, opposing Each phrase relates
counsel re hearing prep Under NRS to the same item —
and efforts to settle 159.344(6)(b), no the hearing.
issues. Review opposition | award is to be made Hearings virtually
briefs and supplements for time that is block- always entail
10/2/2019 | JPM 450 45|$ 2,025.00| thereto. billed (each task must $2,025.00 |efforts to settle

be itemized
with a time).

outstanding
matters.
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Settlement negotiations
at court; client
conferences at court;
participate in hearing
and follow up
conversations with

Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no
award is to be made
for time that is block-

No block billing.
Each phrase relates
to the same item —
the hearing.
Hearings virtually
always entail

10/3/2019 450 3.2 |$ 1,440.00| clients and OUUOmS@ billed ?mo: task must efforts to settle
attorneys. be itemized outstanding
with a time). matters.
Under NRS Adjustment for
Receipt of email from 159.344(5)(g)(2 rate. This is
Donna to confirm her ) paralegal work
address and to send future | paralegal rate is coordinating with
mail to her certified mail excessive-the clients. Many
(.2); email to Donna and most should be clients express
Robyn letting them know | $150; & Under frustration with
certified copies of the NRS getting pawned off
Order Extending the 159.344(5)(9)(4) by other firms on
Temporary no secretarial staff
Guardianship are ready for | compensation for who’s lack of
10/4/2019 200 0.5 pickup (.3). time spent familiarity and
performing sophistication
secretarial or clerical frustrates clients
services--these are and actually slows
not the matter down,
legally despite a lower
substantive tasks. billing rate.
Under NRS 159.344 Legal matter in
Discuss with JPM re: (6)(a)(no don £ case, planning for
i i compensation for :
10/4/2019 300 0.4 caregiver OOBUmemﬁ_OJ msﬁmqﬂm_ bUSINESS _Doﬁm::m.—_d Dmx_ﬁ wﬁm_bw.
activity). )nsure how lega
aid saw a basis for
claiming internal
business activity.
Under NRS This is attorney
159.344(5)(i), time for work.
. .| task is excessive and
Incorporate ._u. _u:.mQBm: S unreasonable, and
requests for items into the could have been
10/4/2019 300 05 existing list of demanded delegated to a lower

items
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biller (paralegal
$150 x .3).

Communications re

Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no
award is to be made

Not block billed,
one item.

: g for time that is block- $0.00
10/4/2019 | JPM 450 | 03|$ 13500/ compensation for Kimberly pieq (each task must | $ 135.00
as caregiver. U\
be itemized
with a time).
Under NRS Not secretarial
159.344(5)(9)(2 work. Adjust for
) rate only as
paralegal rate is courtesy.
excessive-the
Review of email from most should be
Geraldine Tomich $150; & Under
requesting copy of the NRS
petition for guardianship 159.344(5)(g)(4)
(:2); no
emailed a copy to Ms. compensation for time $ 20.00
10/7/2019 | LM 200 04 1% 80.00| Tomich (.2). spent performing $ 80.00

secretarial or clerical
services--these tasks
are not legally

substantive
tasks.
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Attempt to cal Cindy
Sauchak of the Las Vegas
Metropolitan Police
Department (.1); email
Ms. Sauchak regarding
setting up a telephone
conference with JPM (.1);
telephone call with

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2
)
paralegal rate is
excessive-the
most should be
$150; & Under
NRS
159.344(5)(9)(4)
no

Detective was with
elder abuse team.
/Asked paralegal to
explain situation
and try to expedite
phone conference.
Obvious work for a
paralegal familiar
with the case, not a
secretary with no

Metro's abuse and compensation for time case/issue $ 15.00
10/8/2019 | LM 200 03 |%$ 60.00| neglect (.1) spent performing $ 60.00 familiarity or
secretarial or clerical sophistication.
services--these tasks IAdjust for rate only
are as courtesy.
not legally
substantive tasks.
Communications with Under NRS Obviously not
clients and Kimberly's 159.344(6)(b), no block billing.
counsel discussing issues | award is to be made
and trying to arrange face | for time that is block- $0.00
10/8/2019 | JPM 450 0.3 |$ 135.00| to face billed (each task must $ 135.00
settlement meeting. be itemized
with a time).
Under NRS IAdjust for rate
159.344(5)(g)(2 only. Paralegal
) work because she
paralegal rate is knows case and
excessive-the most issues. Directed
should be $150; Under her to bring
NRS 159.344(5)(i), detective up to
time speed as much as
Telephone call with for task is excessive possible and
Detective Ludwig at and unreasonable; & arrange meeting.
Metro's abuse and Under NRS
neglect unit regarding 159.344(5)(g)(4)
10/8/2019 | LM 200 071$ 14000 setting up conference no compensation for $  140.00 $ 35.00

call.

time spent performing
secretarial or clerical
services--this task is

AA 248



not a legally

substantive

task.
Continue preparing for Time is all related
settlement conference. Under NRS and not block

Travel to and participate
in settlement conference
at Kimberly's attorney's

159.344(6)(b), no
award is to be made
for time that is block-

billed. Billing is
reasonable, just and
necessary.

10/9/2019 | JPM 450 2.8 [$ 1,260.00| office. billed (each task must $1,260.00 $ 0.00
be itemized
with a time).
Total proposed Total Petitioner’s $195.00
reduction for proposed amount
invoice no. 12720 $9,960.00 to be paid
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Invoice No. 12748

Proposed Petitioner [ M:NM,_W} fee
Date Tmkr Rate Time | Amount | Description Obijection Wmm_vco:o Mmmbo:mm prop
Under NRS Not block
159.344(5)(9)(2) billed, not
paralegal rate is unreasonable,
excessive-the most not excessive
should be $150; Under and not
NRS 159.344(5)(i), secretarial.
time for task is excessive Scott has been
and unreasonable--the key player.
notice of intent to appear Need someone
Drafted notice of intent by telephone is astandard familiar with
for Scott Simmons to document/form is case/issues to
appear by telephone at the | available; & Under NRS coordinate with
hearing on October 15th 159.344(5)(9)(4) him should he
(.5); telephone call and no compensation for time answer to get
leave message for Scott to | spent performing his feedback.
confirm the telephone secretarial or clerical /Adjust for rate
number we can reach him | services--these tasks are  [$120.00 only as $30.00
at not a legally substantive courtesy.
10/10/2019 | LM 200 0.6 | $120.00 next week (.1) tasks.
Review of emails Under NRS $25.00 Adjust for rate [$25.00
received from client to 159.344(5)(9)(2) only as
compel opposing party to | paralegal rate is courtesy.
provide information and excessive-the most
documentation on should be $150.
finances and personal
information such as
passport and medical
records (.2); review
guardianship statutes
10/11/2019 | LM 200 0.5 | $100.00 regarding petition for
instruction (.3).
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10/11/2019

LCP

300

4.2

$1,260.00

Draft Reply to
Opposition

Under NRS 159.344(5)(i)
time for task is excessive
and unreasonable--LCP
spent a total of 12.4 hours
working on this Reply,
and JPM spent an
additional 2.2 on the same
pleading. The filed
pleading is 18 pages of
writing plus exhibits, for a
total of 56 pages. A chunk
of the reply includes
repetitive arguments from
the Ex Parte Petition filed
on 9-19- 2019. The Reply
should not have taken an
excessive amount of time.
If this Court will consider
allowing this, it should
only be the 2.2 hours for
JPM (I did not

include those entries as
problematic).

$ 1,260.00

Not excessive
given
opposition and
difficulty from
at times three
opposing
parties.
Courtesy
discount.

$260.00
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Under NRS 159.344(5)(i)
time for task is excessive
and unreasonable--LCP
spent a total of 12.4 hours
working on this Reply,
and JPM spent an
additional 2.2 on the same
pleading. The filed
pleading is 18 pages of
writing plus exhibits, for a
total of 56 pages. A chunk
of the reply includes
repetitive arguments from
the Ex Parte Petition filed
on 9-19- 2019. The Reply
should not have taken an
excessive amount of time.
If this Court will consider
allowing this, it should
only be the 2.2 hours for
JPM (1 did notinclude
those entries as

Not excessive
given opposition
and difficulty
from at times
three opposing
parties.

Draft Reply to ;

10/11/2019 | LCP 300 05($% 150.00 Ouuoﬂ:ou:v\ problematic). $ 150.00 $0.00
Under NRS Courtesy rate
159.344(5)(9)(2) adjustment.
paralegal rate is Paralegal
excessive-the most reviewed,
should be $150; & Under important
NRS 159.344(5)(i) this is pleading. Not
not efficient or cost- same as LCP’s
effective--instead it is work/pleading.
duplicative work, since
LCP is the main staff
member drafting the $40.00

Emmwﬂ ammoﬂmm ﬂo Reply to Opposition (in
10/11/2019 | LM 200 08($  160.00 mmmaw%mﬂso ° fact, LCP billed 12 $  160.00

hours on this task).
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10/11/2019

LM

200

0.6

$

120.00

filing response before
Tuesday's hearing and

preparing a notice of move
(.2); prepared a notice of

move; efiled

and eserved same with the

court (.4).

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive-the most
should be $150; &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(g)(4) no
compensation for time
spent performing
secretarial or clerical
services--these tasks are
not legally substantive
tasks; & Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no
award is to be made for
time that is block- billed-
latter entry.

$ 120.00

Paralegal
involvement is
important.
Higher skill

level ensures
accuracy. Adjust
for rate only as
courtesy.

$30.00

10/11/2019

LCP

300

1.7

$

510.00

Work on Reply to
Opposition

Under NRS 159.344(5)(i)
time for task is excessive
and unreasonable--LCP
spent a total of 12.4 hours
working on this Reply,
and JPM spent an
additional 2.2 on the same
pleading. The filed
pleading is 18 pages of
writing plus exhibits, for a
total of 56 pages. A chunk
of the reply includes
repetitive arguments from
the Ex Parte Petition filed
on 9-19- 2019. The Reply
should not have taken an
excessive amount of time.
If this Court will consider
allowing this, it should
only be the 2.2 hours for
JPM (I did not include

those entries as
problematic).

$ 510.00

Not excessive
given
complexity of
this case due to
intransigence of
other parties.

$0.00
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10/12/2019

450

3.5

$ 1,575.00

Review numerous
pleadings and
communications and
draft/edit/revise response
pleading.
Communications with

client and team re the
same.

Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no
award is to be made for
time that is block-billed
(each task must be
itemized with a time); &
Under NRS 159.344
(6)(a)(no compensation

for internal business
activity)

Tasks relate to
same pleading.
Courtesy
adjustment
reduction to
$787.50.

$787.50

10/13/2019

300

2.6

Work on Reply to
Opposition

Under NRS 159.344(5)(i)
time for task is excessive
and unreasonable--LCP
spent a total of 12.4 hours
working on this Reply,
and JPM spent an
additional 2.2 on the same
pleading. The filed
pleading is 18 pages of
writing plus exhibits, for a
total of 56 pages. A chunk
of the reply includes
repetitive arguments from
the Ex Parte Petition filed
on 9-19- 2019. The Reply
should not have taken an
excessive amount of time.
If this Court will consider
allowing this, it should
only be the 2.2 hours for
JPM (I did not

include those entries as
problematic).

Not excessive
given
complexity of
this case due to
intransigence of
other parties.

$ 0.00
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10/13/2019

JPM

450

0.2

$

Review some emails
and direct team on draft
90.00| of response.

Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no
award is to be made for
time that is block-billed
(each task must be
itemized with a time); &
Under NRS 159.344
(6)(a)(no compensation
for internal business
activity)

$ 90.00

Not block
billed.
Frequently had
multiple emails
re same item.
Not required to
disclose
thoughts. Items
relate to case
not internal firm
business.

$0.00

10/14/2019

LCP

300

15

$

450.00| Work on Reply to
Opposition

Under NRS 159.344(5)(i)
time for task is excessive
and unreasonable--LCP
spent a total of 12.4 hours
working on this Reply,
and JPM spent an
additional 2.2 on the same
pleading. The filed
pleading is 18 pages of
writing plus exhibits, for a
total of 56 pages. A chunk
of the reply includes
repetitive arguments from
the Ex Parte Petition filed
on 9-19- 2019. The Reply
should not have taken an
excessive amount of time.
If this Court will consider
allowing this, it should
only be the 2.2 hours for
JPM (I did not include

those entries as
problematic).

$ 450.00

Not excessive
given
complexity of
this case due to
intransigence of
other parties.

$ 0.00
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Gather and assemble
documents that will be
attached as exhibits to

Under NRS
159.344(5)(g)(4) no
compensation for time
spent performing
secretarial or clerical
services (regardless of who
the biller is)--tasks that are

This is not
secretarial or
clerical task.
Billing is
reasonable, just
and necessary.
Requires lawyer

10/14/2019 | LCP 300 0.9 ($  270.00| Reply. not legally $ 270.00 |reasoningto  [$0.00
substantive. consider which
facts and docs to
include.
Under NRS Thisis nota
159.344(5)(9)(2) secretarial or
paralegal rate is clerical task.
excessive-the most Billing is
should be $150; & reasonable, just
Under NRS and necessary.
159.344(5)(9)(4) no Paralegal can
Telephone call with | compensation for time best answer
Robyn Friedman and | spent performing client questions.
Donna to sign the secretarial or clerical /Adjust for rate
respective  verification | services--these tasks are only as
“_.O\H_.m_.\NOH_.G LM NOO Ow % @OOO Um%mm to wmb_v\ not _QO.__v\ wCUm.Hm._\._.:<m w @OOO OOCV\_Amwv\. w“_.mOO
tasks.
Under NRS /Adjust rate.
159.344(5)(9)(2) Being prepared
paralegal rate is with order is not
excessive-the most should premature. But
be $150; & Under NRS for Kimberly’s
159.344(5)(i), time for reluctant and
task is excessive and forced
unreasonable, and not cooperation,
cost-efficient. This is general in favor
work done prematurely. A of Robyn and
) general guardianship was Donna would
draft order granting never granted to these have been
petition for parties and thus this order granted. This [$85.00
10/14/2019 | LM 200 1.7 |$  340.00| appointment of could never $ 340.00 |was being

general guardian

have been filed.

prepared.
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Draft/edit/revise
supplement and prepare
arguments for hearing

Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), first task
related to the supplement
(which was really just a
verification page and
certificate of service)
should have been
delegated to a lower
biller/paralegal; & Under
NRS 159.344(6)(b), no
award is to be made for
time that is block-billed
(each task must be

Supplemental
arguments relate
to the hearing
and preparation
therefore. These
are not disparate
block billed
items but part of
the same item —
presentation of
arguments at the
hearing.

10/14/2019 450 25($ 1,125.00| tomorrow. itemized with a time).
Under NRS Courtesy
159.344(5)(9)(2) adjustment to
paralegal rate is rate. Would
excessive-the most take more time
should be $150; & Under to redirect these
NRS 159.344(5)(i), time items to
for task is excessive and secretary.
unreasonable; & Under Better use of
Receipt of email from | NRS 159.344(5)(g)(4) time and better
Geri Tomich regarding | no compensation for time result working
scheduling at 2:00 spent performing these items
p.m. meeting with JPM secretarial or clerical through
(-2); respond to same services--these tasks are paralegal
10/15/2019 200 0.4 and calendar (.2). not legally substantive familiar with
tasks. case. This

benefits June
Jones.
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Telephone call with
Sharon Coates regarding
latest version of the care
plan ... (.2); receipt and

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive-the most
should be $150; &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(g)(4) no
compensation for time

This is
completely
legally
substantive.
Incorporating
latest rules and
thinking from
guardianship

review of Rule 6 spent performing commission.
the _:__:m_ oﬁmﬁ_mw:m:_u secretarial or clerical /Adjust rate as
care plan rule (. services--the telephone courtesy. $ 20.00
10/15/2019 | LM 200 04 1% 80.00 call is not a legally $ 50.00
substantive task.
Under NRS Legitimate
159.344(5)(9)(2) paralegal work
paralegal rate is to ensure
excessive-the most continuity and
should be $150; & accuracy.
Under NRS /Adjust rate as
159.344(5)(g)(4) no courtesy.
compensation for time
Prepared supplement to spent performing
reply to oppositions to secretarial or clerical
include executed services--these tasks-
verification of clients preparing documents to
10/15/2019 | LM 200 061ls  120.00 (.4); efiled and mailed file, efiling, and mailing $  120.00 $ 30.00
same (.2). are not a legally
substantive tasks.
Under NRS These are not
159.344(6)(b), no disparate items
Prepare for hearing. award is to be made for but part of the
Participate in hearing time that is block-billed same item — the
including client (each task must be hearing. The
10/15/2019 | JPM 450 5.2 |$ 2,340.00| conferences and itemized separately, $2,340.00 ffocus is $ 0.00
negotiations. with a time). negotiating and
getting the
result. Not
stopping to

scribble notes
throughout the
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morning to
document
moment by
moment the
actual time
spent walking in
and out of the
courtroom,
writing down an
argument.
These tasks are
contiguous and
part of the same
item that day.

Under NRS Legitimate
159.344(5)(9)(2), paralegal work
paralegal rate is to ensure
excessive-the most continuity and
should be $150; & accuracy.
Under NRS IAdjust rate as
Review court file for 159.344(5)(9)(4) no courtesy.
order regarding hearing; compensation for time
calendared evidentiary spent performing
hearing and return secretarial or clerical
hearing on services--these are not $10.00
10/18/2019 | LM 200 02|%$ 40.00 _:<mm:w&oq_m report. legally substantive $  40.00
tasks.
Total proposed Total $1,352.50
reduction for Petitioner’s
invoice no. 9,715.00
o $ proposed

amount to be
paid
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LAS VEGAS, NEVADA WEDNESDAY, APRIL 15, 2020
PROCEEDINGS

(THE PROCEEDINGS BEGAN AT 11:14:11)

THE COURT: This is the matter of the guardianship
of Kathleen Jones, G-19-052263-A. We have -- I'm Judge Linda
Marquis in the courtroom. Nobody’s with me in the courtroom.
We do have a mix of people appearing in three different ways
I am going to confirm as I name you off, and then I’'m going to
ask you, Counsel, for your appearances.

I see Ms. Parra-Sandoval is appearing via Blue
Jeans. Ms. Parra-Sandoval, your appearance for the record?

MS. PARRA-SANDOVAL: Gocod morning. For the record
(indiscernible). Yes. Maria Parra-Sandoval, 13736, from
Legal Aid (indiscernible) Katherine Jones.

THE COURT: Mr. Michaelson, I think you have to -~ I
see you on the big screen, so I think you just have to
disconnect your phone. There’s Mr. Michaelson. All right.
And then, Ms. Deeter, appearing via Blue Jeans.

MS. DEETER: Good morning, Your Honor Laura
Deeter, 10562, on behalf of Gerry Yeoman.

THE COURT: Mr. Kehoe, your appearance via Blue
Jeans?

MR. MICHAELSON: I hung up because I was trying not
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to —-
THE COURT: Mr. Kehoe?
MR. KEHOE: Yes, Your Honor. Yes, Your Honor. Ty

Kehoe for Gerry Yeoman, who is also present through Blue

Jeans.

MR. MICHAELSON: I -- I thought it --

THE COURT: Mr. Michaelson, your appearance for the
record?

MR. MICHAELSON: But I got no socund.

THE COURT: Mr. Michaelson, can you hear us? I can
see Mr. Michaelson, but I -- I guess he can’t hear me. I'm

going to ask my secretary to email Mr. Michaelson and let him
know that I can see him, and I think he can see me, I don’t
know, but that I can‘t -- I don’t think he can hear me. Also,
on audio --

MR. MICHAELSON: I probably shouldn’t have hung up.
I thought that’s what was causing the distortion.

THE COURT: Mr. Kehoe, your client is -- is present
via audio; is that correct?

MR. KEHOE: Yes.

THE COURT: Mr. Beckstrom --

MR. KEHOE: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Mr. Beckstrom, you'’re present, as well,

via audio?
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MR. BECKSTROM: Correct, Your Honor. Present with
Kimberly Jones.

THE COURT: Mr. Sylvester, you’re appearing at --
via audio --

MR. MICHAELSON: If you can hear me, I hung up the
phone to stop some distortion, but I can’t hear anything.

THE COURT: Okay. All right. Who else am I
missing? Ms. Simmcons, Ms. Friedman, you’re appearing via
telephone; is that correct?

MS. SIMMONS: We are here.

THE COURT: Mr. Evans, you’re appearing via
telephone; is that correct?

MR. EVANS: Yes, that’s correct.

THE COURT: All right. 1I'm going to try to —-

MR. PICCOLO: Your Honor?

THE COURT: Yes?

MR. PICCOLO: Matthew Piccolo, also on behalf of
Mr Yeoman. Thank you.

THE COURT: Thank you, Mr. Piccolo. Anyone else
that I missed? I'm going to try to —--

MR. MICHAELSON: I can hear now.

THE COURT: Mr. Michaelson, can you hear me now?

MR. MICHAELSON: Yes, I can hear you now.

THE COURT: Oh, okay. Very good. It sounds like
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every -- and Mr. Michaelson’s present via audio/visual, as
well. Thank you so much. I appreciate you all being here.

I want to kind of lead you through today’s hearing.
We have a lot of people on the telephone. There’s a lot of
documents filed. Procedurally, I see that documents were
filed to remove the guardian and new citation was issued last
night at 11:59. There are two dates, for whatever reason,
that the Clerk’s office gave in reference to those. The
Clerk’s office gave May 6th for the petition of removal of
guardian and return of protected person’s property, but they
set the citation for that May 20th.

I am -- that was done in error. I do not think that
May 6th date gives sufficient time under the rules for people
to file oppositions and/or objections, and for there to be
sufficient time for a reply. So I'm going to vacate the
hearing that was given by the Clerk’s office for May 6th at
10:00 a.m., and consclidate it with the citation hearing that
was scheduled for May 20th at 2:00 a.m.

Again, I‘m not going to address the issues that were
raised in that petition because it was filed last night at
11:59 p.m. So we will address that on May 20th at 9:00 a.m.
There are several things on calendar today. I'm prepared to
rule on all of those items. I would ask first from

Ms. Parra-Sandoval, has anything changed since the filing of
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any of these document, Ms. Parra-Sandoval, that you need to
update the Court on?

MS. PARRA-SANDOVAL: So, no, Your Honor. My

pleadings state all my argument -- all my arguments. I'm
sorry. I don’t know if you are —-- are you asking me to reply
on any of those arg -- on -- on any of those pleadings?

THE COURT: No, Counsel. I was just concerned that
if anything has factually changed, or there’s been any big
events that have changed for the protected person since much
of these documents have been filed?

MS. PARRA-SANDOVAL: No. They’re the same.

THE COURT: All right. Counsel, I'm going to -- and
I'm going to ask you specifically, I -- again, I'm prepared to
rule based on the pleadings, based on our -- it’s difficult

appearance, I understand, and it doesn’t lend itself well to
argument. But I’'m going to give you that opportunity.

Mr. Michaelson, is there anything you want to add to your
pleadings, or any argument you want to make today?

MR. MICHAELSON: I -- I think that the pleadings are
fine. I mean, I -- I was prepared to raise a number of
issues. I think the Court is aware of that, mostly just
the -- I think it’s not good in some ways that we keep —--
there’s no -- been no appeal or anything, and yet we keep

geing back and acting like none of this was ever necessary.
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So if it would help the Court, I was prepared to go
back through some of the situation and what it was like in
those early days and weeks, and why a guardianship was the
best fit, and why it was necessary. A POA can be revoked at
any time, even orally, under Nevada law, and that’s something
we talked about. And so it was a very tenuocus basis.

We were trying our very best to use least
restrictive means, alternative methods, and it, you know, it
was a —-- 1t was an arducus process, as I think the Court has
witnessed every step of the way in this case. It’s multi
parties, everyone objecting to everything, going back on
things, back and forth. 1It’s been a -- itfs a -- it is a
costly case. It’'s -- it’s tough.

THE COURT: Mr. Beckstrom, is there anything you
want to add?

MR. BECKSTROM: No, Your Honor. I'm -- I'm prepared
to submit on the pleadings. I’1ll just note that the
protective order is -- was unnecessary, and the costs in this
case are getting insane. So I’'d ask the Court to entertain
the motion for fees based on the fact that there was no
outstanding petition, and the hearing as to what I'm here for
should never have even had to occur.

THE COURT: Mr. Evans, anything you want to add

today?
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MR. EVANS: Only with respect to the Michaelson firm
fee petition. Your Honor, the firm is asking for over
32,000 -- right around $32,000 in attorney’s fees incurred
before the ex parte petition for appointment of temporary
guardian was even filed or served, Your Honor, the next day.
So -- and I -- I understand from this Court’s prior ruling
that, you know, nobody is required under 159-344, and I don't
know how you can have notice of an attempt toc seek fees when
you incur all these fees over -- at least half of the fees
they’re asking for today were incurred before they even filed
for guardianship. It’s inequitable, and it doesn’t fall in
line with our statutes.

And then with respect to the Solomon Dwiggins Freer
fee petition, we’re just asking for fees incurred, and we gave
notice on January 15. And we are asking for our expenses,
Your Honor, of our costs in filing, and then I just reference
the Court’s November 25th, 2019, order, which states that the
Court approved payment of the guardian’s attorney’s fees and
costs, subject to Court, you know, review and confirmation.

And then we are also asking to withdraw today from
representation of Kimberly Jones going forward, but she does
have co-counsel, and counsel in this case that can competently
represent her going forward.

THE CQURT: Mr. Sylvester?
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MR. SYLVESTER: Yes, Your Honor. Very briefly. And
we -- we, as you know, joined Mr. Beckstrom’s motion for a
protective order; I, on behalf of my clients, Robin Freedman
and Donna Simmons. I Jjust wanted to add a couple of points,
because I think it’s going to become germane as it relates to
the upcoming petition, and that is, we’re asking for a -- a --
guidance from this court or other clarification that my
clients are not parties for the purposes of discovery.

Certainly, as it relates to the pending motion for
protective order, and forecasting -- or foreshadowing in
advance what I think is going to be another attempt to conduct
discovery. Just very briefly, as it relates to the protective
order, Your Honor, the -- the evidentiary hearing that was set
was for two primary purposes.

One was to -- the issue with respect to the custody
and visitation of the -- of the dogs. That matter was
resolved in advance of the hearing. And the second ostensible
basis for the evidentiary hearing was awaiting the results
from the financial forensic specialist investigation. That
wasn’t completed before the scheduled evidentiary hearing of
February 20th, but we now know it has been issued.

And -- and to that point, if you look at the
recommendations, which you will in connection with the

upcoming motion, none of the recommendations -- in fact,
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the -- the report itself is devoid of any reference to the
conduct of my clients, either pre or post order appointing a
guardian. And it focuses on, if you review it, the ownership
issue that’s to be resolved, and to make sure that the
protected perscon’s going to benefit from the difference in
the -- a fair market value in the sale price. Those issues
are squarely in the A case, for which discovery is open and
ripe, but it -- not in this case.

And so all -- for all of the reasons set -- set
forth in Mr. Beckstrom’s motion, and in our joinder, and in
our reply, coupled with the recommendations from the
investigater, we -- we would ask that the Court not only
protect from the prior discovery, but prohibit future
discovery of my clients with respect to those issues.

THE COURT: Mr. Piccolo, Ms. Deeter, Mr. Kehoe, did
all three of you want to speak, or is that -- just one of you?
Let’s start with Ms. Deeter --

MR. KEHOE: Laura’s going to give the most --

MS. DEETER: Your Honor, I'll take --

MR. KEHOE: -- speaking, Your Honor. However, I
just wanted to point out that we don’t have Sonya (ph) Jones
on the telephone. I -- she has entered a notice of intent to
appear at all of the prior continued versions of this hearing,

and I thought the intent was to have her report on her report
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today. So for whatever Your Honor wants to do with that.

THE COURT: All right. Well, in reference to that,
I have her written report, which is detailed and very
specific. I don’t need her to, I guess, summarize that report
that you all have had access to, and I have access to today.
Certainly, in the future, if her presence is warranted,
we’ll -- we’ll make sure that she appears. But I -- I don’t
need her today on the telephone. Ms. Deeter?

MS. DEETER: Thank you, Your Honor. I don’t
disagree with Mr. Sylvester as to the party issue, and that
the Court likely needs to weigh in and clarify that. Our
pesition has been, as to the temporary guardians, that as
temporary guardians, that does make them a party to this
action. Certainly, they’re requesting relief today. They’re
requesting that fees be awarded to them, and they haven’t been
discharged or had an order of final discharge as temporary
guardians.

And so I believe that does make them a party to this
issue, and they can’t try to seek relief from the Court, and
then also evade any potential discovery, then arguing that
they’re not actually a party to this case. And I do believe
that’s ripe for the Court to rule on.

As far as the protection order issues, this was

addressed in the pleadings, but very briefly summarizing,
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it’s —-- really, there’s two prongs. There’s technical issues
as far as compliance, no affidavit of counsel, no meet and
confer. There were no efforts to really resolve this before
the motion was filed, and that’s —-- those are detailed in the
pleadings.

The other issue has been raised as to what the issue
for -—- of the evidentiary hearing was. Certainly, one of
those issues was the dogs, which did end up being resolved.
But the initial evidentiary hearing was set back on October
15th, and the Court had reiterated many times that, yes, it
was partially due to the investigator’s report. But that was
long before the dog issues were ever raised.

When the Court appointed Kimberly on the 15th, as
well, the Court also discussed sua sponte remcval according to
SB 20, and continued the investigation. So no, there wouldn’t
really be a reason to file an appeal, because the Court has
already discussed sua sponte removing her based on the
investigation.

Then in December, the —-- that was when the dog issue
was raised, the Court noted that there was already an
evidentiary hearing, so the issues were combined. And in
January, the Court advised that discovery’s open. So I
believe that there are credible issues, and certainly even

confusion between all the parties as to what the issues were.
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And I also think, you know, as far as good faith,
bad faith, and the basis for awarding fees, we weren’t the
only parties that propounded discovery. Our discovery was
issued on January 18th, but Kimberly also issued subpoenas on
January 22nd. So as far as -- that’s now being stated that
that was due toc the order appointing Kimberly, and her
obligation to investigate the transaction on the Craft (ph)
house. But this is also a week following the hearing where
the Court says, no, discovery is open; discover away.

So I believe that there’s no basis depending --
whatever way. You can order fees and sanctions to
(indiscernible) conduct, but I think under the scope of the
rules, under 37, the Court has discretion as to fees. And I
don’t believe that =-- that there’s a reasonable basis to award
fees shortly after a hearing where the Court says, do
discovery, and then the parties, multiple sides, do discovery.

THE COURT: Mr. Piccolo?

MR. PICCOLO: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: 1Is there -- is there anything that you
would like to add?

MR. PICCOLO: No. Thank you for asking, though.

THE COURT: All right. And, Mr. Kehoe, was that all
that you wanted to say, or would you like to add anything?

MR. KEHOE: That’s fine, Your Honocr. I’'11 let it go
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with that.

THE COURT: All right. Have I missed anyone that
would like to weigh in?

MR. MICHAELSON: Your Honor, I -- a couple of people
commented on our fees, and I wondered if I could say a couple
items to that if it’s helpful.

THE COURT: Go ahead.

MR. MICHAELSON: You know, oftentimes, I’'m trying to
seek clarification in different cases on, for example,
temporary guardianship, and I am often told by Legal Aid and
other people that I -- I need a legislative remedy that I --
if I want something different than the statute says, I’ve got
to go out and get it legislatively. And in this case, Legal
Aid and scome of the other parties are trying to bootstrap
things onto the statute that are not there.

All the statute says is that when you enter a case,
kind of like when we all go on a conference call, you have to
announce your presence. You have to say, I intend to seek
fees from the guardianship estate i1f there is one created.
There’s nothing in the statute that precludes going back prior
to that when you’re attempting to meet and confer, you’re
attempting to use least restrictive means. I didn’t find a
Nevada case on this, but in California, they’ve actually

addressed this in their statute. They talk about -- their --
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their guardianship statute goes =-- they call it
conservatorship goes into pre petition fees.

But in one case, it says, unlike the circumstances
which -- this is Brown versus Brown 45 Cal. App. 4th 117. It
says, unlike the circumstances which give rise to the need for
establishment of a decedent’s estate, establishing the
circumstances which support imposition of a conservatorship
may involve a great deal of pre petition effort by a
perspective conservator and his or her counsel. Thus the
utility of permitting the conservator and his or her counsel
to recover fees incurred before the appointment of a
conservateor is self evident.

So other courts have looked at that. I mean, I
would daresay that most of the Courts in Nevada have awarded
fees. It’s not like the fee just begins the very day the —--
the first pleading is there. So it -- there -- there is a
work up, there’s an effort to look at other means. And so
I -—- I think our fees are in line with what other firms,
Solomon Dwiggins fees, for that same time frame.

MS. PARRA-SANDOVAL: Your Honor, I would like to
reply to that. Since I don’t have that case in front of me,
Brown v. Brown, I can’t differentiate it. I -- I don’t
have —-- I didn’t have a chance to look at that, so I don’t

think that should be considered, at this time.
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THE COURT: All right. Thank you, all. And I'm
going to ask for the -- each of the prevailing parties on --
on these motions to prepare orders, to get those to me in -- a
lot -- electronic form, to our electronic drop box in a
modifiable form so that I can include additional findings, and
I can include the exact amount of fees. As to the motion for
a protective order, it’s granted in part. At this Jjunction,
and I know that this is procedurally a difficult and
confusing, complicated guardianship, but not a complicated
case.

The Court set an evidentiary hearing date, as I do
in many cases, as a placehclder so that there is a date on, so
that we have an evidentiary hearing and a date to prepare for
in anticipation of a report. However, if a report comes
and -- and shows us no real issues, perhaps the evidentiary
hearing decesn’t need to go forward. And so the protective
order is granted in part, as there is no issue pending, once
the pet issue was resolved, I -- adopting the procedural facts
as outlined in the petition, and in reply.

As to the fees and costs, those are also granted in
part, and I explained how I would like the order submitted to
me. And I will address each of the issues raised in the
objections in that order in detail. I expect for these

attorney’s fees issues to live on; in our Nevada court
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systems, because I think that they are a bit complicated,
based on the statute. In addition, the payment of the
guardians’ fees and costs and the petition to withdraw; the
petition to withdraw is granted.

As to the fees and costs, it’s granted in part
Again, I’ll need the additional documents. I know that we
have a date coming up. Counsel has asked me to address who
are parties and are who are not parties. Although this -- for
the benefit of everyone going forward, although this was not
on calendar, I will weigh in. The guardianship statute talks
about interested parties, and those parties are -- have
statutory definitions.

For example, it includes all parties with all family
members within two degrees of consanguinity. But it can also
include other people, and they are defined as interested
parties. But they may not be defined as parties to the
litigation for purposes of discovery. I think there’s a
distinction. I understand Ms. Deeter’s concern that a
temporary guardian who has not been discharged of their duties
might still be considered parties to the litigation.

However, at whatever time they are discharged from
their duties, are they no longer parties? Is it just like a
civil case where a party settles or dismisses their claim?

They are no longer parties. We certainly wouldn’t say that
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we’'re golng to treat every interested party that receives
service of our initial petition; a sibling, or a parent, or a
child who never objects in writing, and never makes an
appearance in writing in a case, we wouldn’t treat them as a
party for purposes of discovery. So I think there is a
distinction between the two.

However, that being said, I am not sure that there
is a bright line, and I don’t think that this issue has been
raised and dealt with by our supreme court or our court of
appeals. I’'d be interested to see what other states do, and I
can’t give you -- as -- as much as I’d like to help you with
this, I can’t give you a definite answer, because I think that
additional briefing has to be done about who’s a party for
purposes of discovery. I think that it’s certainly not all
interested parties that require service.

But exactly who it is and when they’re no longer a
party, I -- I think that needs a -- a definition from me that
I can’t give you today because that’s not on calendar. But
I -—- I do need to give that to you quickly. And so if anybody
wants additional time to brief that, and you want me to rule
on that before May 20th, I'm happy to do that. Should I set a
date for that now? Ms. Deeter?

MS. DEETER: Yes, Your Honor, I think that may be

helpful, and I apologize. I lost internet connection through
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part of that, so --

THE COURT: ©Oh, I'm sorry. I -~

MS. DEETER: So -- no, you're fine But yes. If --
I guess set a deadline for briefing, and then we can deal with
it from there.

THE CQURT: Mr. Michaelson, do you —-- and
Mr. Beckstrom, do you agree that this is an issue that
requires the Court to identify who’s an actual party for
purposes of discovery?

MR. BECKSTROM: Your Honor, this is Mr. Beckstrom.
I agree that -- that it should be decided by the Court.
However, I think it’s a little premature because, you know, a
petition for removal was filed late last night. I would like
to address it in the objection in there. I think that’d be
the -- the easiest way to do it, because there shouldn’t be
any discovery until Your Honor decides any discovery would be
necessary for that pending petition, because the Court’s
already ruled that there is no pending matter as of this
point.

THE COURT: Mr Michaelson?

MR. MICHAELSON: I agree,.

THE COURT: Ms. Parra-Sandoval?

MS. PARRA-SANDOVAL: I agree, Your Honor It - I

think Mr. Beckstrom can address that in the objection.
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THE COURT: All right. And, Ms. Parra-Sandoval,
even if you -- I would like you to file something in response,
an actual document in response to the petition that was filed
late last night so that -- and include in your response your
position on whom is a party for purposes of discovery. And
the same for Mr. Kehoe, Mr. Piccolo, Ms. Deeter. Address that
in your reply or response to their objections, because I -- I
read some of the petition this morning, but not all of it.

I —- I don’t recall whether or not you addressed that fully in
the petition.

MR. SYLVESTER: Your Honor, this is Jeff Sylvester.
May I be heard for just a moment on that issue?

THE COURT: I'm sorry, Mr. Sylvester. Can you state
that again? I --

MR. SYLVESTER: Yes. Can I be heard -- may I be
heard very briefly on the briefing issue as it relates to
whether --

THE COURT: Yes, go ahead.

MR. SYLVESTER: -- somebody is or is not a party.

THE COURT: Please go ahead.

MR. SYLVESTER: I -- I -- I think more to the point,
and perhaps to Mr. Beckstrom’s point, is that the definition
of whom a party is is going to be defined or informed by the

relief being scught. And so unless and until you know what
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the target is, if you will, of the contested matter, or what
the scope of that contested matter is, you can’t make that
determination. Which is why discovery’s inappropriate in the
context of the absence of a contested matter.

So unless and until we know, and I’'ve seen the
petition for the removal, that doesn’t relate to pre-
guardianship activity, or conduct of the parties, and it
shouldn’t. 1It’s whether or not the present guardian has the
capacity to continue to serve. So until we know what the
scope of that proceeding is, I don’t think you can fairly
define who parties to that are for purposes of discovery.

THE COURT: Does anyone else want to weigh in on
that issue? Thank you, Mr. Sylvester. So I -- I’'1l1 expect to
see additional briefing on that issue of the parties as -- for
purposes of discovery, in those pleadings. We’ll see those,
and I'11 see you back on May 20th at 9:00 a.m.

I am hopeful that I will be able by that time to see
you all in person. However, from discussions internally here
in court administration, I doubt that that will be the case.
And so we --— my office will send again another link for Blue
Jeans appearance in the week before the May 20th appearance.
Thank you, everyone.

MR. SYLVESTER: Thank you, Your Honor.

MR. MICHAELSON: Your Honor?
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ATTEST:

correctly transcribed the digital proceedings in the

(PROCEEDINGS CONCLUDED AT 11:42:51)

X k* ok k * %

above-entitled case to the best of my ability.

/s/ Nita Painter

Nita Painter

I do hereby certify that I have truly and
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DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF THE GUARDIANSHIP
OF THE PERSON AND ESTATE OF:

Case Number: G-19-052263-A
Department: B

Kathleen June Jones, Date of Hearing: 4/15/2020
Time of Hearing: 11:00 a.m.

An Adult Protected Person.

N N N N N N

ORDER GRANTING ROBYN FRIEDMAN’S AND DONNA SIMMONS’

[ ] TEMPORARY GUARDIANSHIP X] GENERAL GUARDIANSHIP
[] Person ™1 Person

[ ] Estate L Estate

[ ] Person and Estate X Person and Estate

[ ] SPECIAL GUARDIANSHIP X NOTICES / SAFEGUARDS
[ ] Person X Blocked Account

[ ] Estate (] Summary Admin. [ ] Bond Posted

[] Person and Estate ] Public Guardian Bond

THIS MATTER having come before this Court on Robyn Friedman and
Donna Simmons, Petition for Approval of Attorneys Fees and Costs and Request
To Enter a Judgment Against the Real Property (“Petition”), John P. Michaelson,

Esq., of Michaelson & Associates, Ltd., and Jeffrey R. Sylvester, Esq., of
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Sylvester & Polednak, Ltd. appearing via audio visual communications on behalf
of Robyn Friedman and Donna Simmons, Robyn Friedman and Donna Simmons,
appearing telephonically; Maria L. Parra-Sandoval, Esq. having also appeared via
audiovisual communications on behalf of the protected person, Kathleen June
Jones; Ty E. Kehoe, Esq. of Kehoe & Associates, Matthew C. Piccolo, Esq. of
Piccolo Law Offices and Laura A. Deeter, Esq. of Ghandi, Deeter, Blackham also
appearing via audio visual communications and/or telephonically, on behalf of
Rodney Gerald Yeoman; and Ross E. Evans, Esq. of Solomon Dwiggins &
Freer, Ltd., appearing on behalf of Kimberly Jones, and this Court having
examined the Petition and the oppositions filed thereto, having considered oral
arguments and being fully informed of the matter, the Court finds and orders the
following:

THE COURT FINDS that there was a need for a Temporary Guardian
and the Protected Person benefitted from the Temporary Guardianship
proceeding.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that the Court had many grave
concerns regarding the safety and well-being of the Protected Person at the
Temporary Guardianship Citation Hearing, despite the existence of a Power of
Attorney. At a minimum, the Court was concerned about: the eviction
proceeding against POA and caretaker by the Protected Person’s husband’s

2=

AA 28




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

family; the transfer of the Protected Person’s real property to her husband’s
family for an amount well under market value, while the POA was in effect;
allegations of kidnapping of the Protected Person; unwillingness to provide
medical information; the POA’s inability to control the tumultuous situation
which was taking an emotional and physical toll on the Protected Person.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS those at the time of the Temporary
Guardianship Hearing, the Protected Person and the POA were unable to respond
to the substantial and immediate risk of financial loss.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that at the time of the Temporary
Guardianship Hearing, the Protected Person and the POA was unable to respond
to the exploitation and isolation of the Protected Person. Further, the Protected
Person and the POA were unable to establish that they were able to obtain
appropriate medical care and medication for the Protected Person.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that the absence of a Petition by the
POA was also concerning. It was clear that the Power of Attorney was being
ignored, violated or was insufficient to protect the Protected Person. Later, the
current Guardian, former POA, requested that the Temporary Guardianship
remain in place.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that the Petitioners, Temporary
Guardians, stepped in to protect their mother and offer legal support to the POA,

-3-
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who was not acting. The Petitioners acknowledged that Protected Person
nominated the POA to be Guardian and did not contest the legal
preference. However, the Petitioners were left with no alternative, but to
intervene and instigate guardianship litigation in order safeguard the protected
person.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that the POA’s failure to act required
intervention. The Petitioners could have challenged the POA’s suitability,
despite nomination, under the cloud of these allegations. They did not; in direct
benefit to the protected person and to minimize the cost of litigation.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that the Petitioners’ have not acted in a
way to expand the current litigation, only to preserve and safeguard the Protected
Person.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that the request that fees not be taken
from the Protected Person’s liquid estate, as allowed by statute, but through a lien
on real property so that it would be collected only after the Protected Person’s
death further show their interest in preserving the Protected Person’s estate for
the Protected Person’s benefit.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that pursuant to NRS 159.344(1), any

person who retains an attorney to represent a party in a guardianship proceeding
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1s personally liable for any attorney’s fees and costs incurred as a result of such
representation.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that pursuant to NRS 159.344(2),
notwithstanding the provisions of M..3 159.344(1), Petitioners may petition this
Court for an order authorizing attorney’s fees and costs incurred in this case to be
paid from the estate of the protected person. Petitioners have not accrued any
compensation or incurred any expenses of attorney’s fees as a result of a petition
to have Petitioners removed as guardian, nor have Petitioners been removed as
guardian. Thus, NRS 159.183(5) does not apply herein.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that under NRS 159.344(3), Petitioners
filed written notice of their intent to seek payment of attorney’s fees and costs
from the guardianship estate when it filed its Ex Parte Petition for Appointment
of Temporary Guardian of the Person and Estate on September 19, 2019. Said
Petition also complied with NRS 159.344(e) in that it acknowledges its request
for attorney’s fees is subject to Court confirmation.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that pursuant to NRS 159.344(4)(a-d),
itemized, detailed statements as to the nature and extent of the legal services

performed were provided.
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THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that under NRS 159.344(5)(b), the
services provided have conferred an actual benefit upon Ms. Jones and have
advanced her best interest.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS the services provided have properly
provided a temporary and general guardian for Ms. Jones' person and estate,
Having a guardian advances Ms. Jones' best interest and benefits her by ensuring]
she has adequate shelter, food, clothing and medical care and ensuring her finances
and assets are safeguarded and managed well, as explained in detail above in the
section describing the services Petitioners have provided.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS in deciding the reasonableness of
attorney’s fees, the court must consider four factors outlined in Brunzell v. Golden
Gate Nat 'l Bank, 85 Nev. 345, 349-350, 455 P.2d 31.33-34 (1969) as follows: "(1)
the qualities of the advocate: his ability, his training, education experience,
professional standing and skill; (2) the character of work to be done: its difficulty,
its intricacy, its importance, time, and skill required, the responsibility imposed|
and the prominence and character of the parties where they affect the importance
of litigation ; (3) the work actually performed by the lawyer: the skill, time and|
attention given to the work; and (4) the result whether the attorney was successful

and what benefits were derived."
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THE COURT FURTHER FINDS pursuant to NRS 159.344(5)(c),
Michaelson & Associates, Ltd. is a reputable firm practicing in the area of
guardianship and elder law. Michaelson & Associates, Ltd. was founded in Nevada
in 1992 with an emphasis on business and estate planning. The firm's attorneys
also provide representation to seniors in the areas of Veterans Administration
benefits and Medicaid. John P. Michaelson has personally acted as lead attorney on|
hundreds of guardianships matter in Clark County and has remained heavily]
involved in the community of guardianship and elder law in Nevada. Mr.
Michaelson has chaired the Elder Law Section of the Nevada State Bar served for
over three years as president of the Nevada Wealth Counsel Forum and is an active
member of the National Academy of Elder Law Attorneys as well as Veterans
Action Group, a Nevada non-profit. Mr. Michaelson currently serves as a member
of the Guardianship Commission and is co-chair of the guardianship rules
subcommittee.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS under NRS 159.344(5)(d), the characten
of the work completed in this matter was reasonable and necessary to establish|
a Temporary and General Guardianship due to Ms. Jones' need for guardianship
services to take care of her person and to manage her estate.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS under NRS 159.344(5)(e), the work
actually performed is documented which also shows the time and attention given|
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to the legal services provided in relation to seeking appointment of Petitioners as
guardians of her person and estate.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS under NRS 159.344(5)(f), counsel
succeeded in establishing guardianships for Ms. Jones and the benefits to Ms.
Jones are described above in the description of benefits under NRS 159.344(5)(b
and NRS 159.344(5)(e).

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS under NRS 159.344(5)(g), Mr.
Michaelson charges an hourly rate of $450.00 per hour. His senior and associate
attorneys charge a rate of $350.00 and $300.00 per hour, respectively and his
paralegals charge a rate of $150.00 per hour.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS under NRS 159.344(5)(i), services were
provided in a reasonable, efficient and cost effective manner. Much work was
performed by a paralegal or secretary and prior work product was emulated as
much as possible to reduce the total time spent working on this case.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS under NRS 159.344(5)(j), as shown by
the Inventory on file, the nature, extent and liquidity of Ms. Jones estate are not
sufficient to pay the requested attorney's fees outright. Ms. Jones' foreseeable
expenses that could take precedence over the requested attorney's fees includg
costs for her facility, medications and day-to-day needs. Said expenses are
documented in the Budget on file herein. Although the funds in Ms. Jones'
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accounts are not sufficient to pay the fees requested while continuing to pay fon
Ms. Jones' care, maintenance and support, Ms. Jones has real property in
California, the value of which will be sufficient to pay the fees requested upon its
sale. Petitioners intend to simply file a judgment or order for fees as a lien against
Ms. Jones' real property in California as stated hereinabove to allow her continued
use of her asset during her lifetime.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS under NRS 159.344(5)(k), Petitioners
and counsel have been diligent in their efforts to work efficiently in this case and in|
caring for Ms. Jones. This helped to reduce and minimize current issues and
prevent any additional issues from arising. This matter has been contentious and
has involved a number of efforts to reach agreements to streamline the
resolution of various issues. In an effort to resolve the issue and minimize
attorney's fees and costs, counsel for Petitioner attempted on numerous occasions
to meet and confer with counsel for Mr. Yeomen and various counsel retained by
Kimberly, to work effectively towards a solution and ensure that the protected
person's interests were being safeguarded.  Counsel has also generally refrained
from filing unneeded pleadings or responses to the various unneeded pleadings that
Mr. Yeomen filed herein. Counsel has, however, made numerous phone calls and
written numerous emails in support of the protected person throughout the
negotiations. He has also responded to many, many phone calls and emails from|
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counsel for other parties in an effort to resolve concerns and assist in a speedier
resolution of contested matters.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS under NRS 159.344(5)(1), neither
Petitioners nor counsel acted in a way that unnecessarily expanded
issues or delayed or hindered the efficient administration of the
guardianship estate of Ms. Jones.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS under NRS 159.344(5)(m), neither
Petitioners nor counsel took any action for purpose of advancing or protecting
their own interests rather than the interest of Ms. Jones.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS under NRS 159.344(5)(n), additional
factors are not relevant to determine whether attorney 's fees are just,
reasonable or necessary. As shown above, Petitioners and counsel were acting to
advance Ms. Jones' best interest and succeeded in doing so.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS under NRS 159.344(6)(a-b),
undersigned counsel is not requesting compensation for time spent on internal
business activities, clerical or secretarial support or time reported as block of time
spent on multiple tasks

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS under NRS 159.344(7), no third party is

applicable to the fees requested herein.

_lo_
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THE COURT FURTHER FINDS under NRS 159.344(8), payment of
ordinary costs and expenses incurred in the scope of counsel's representation is|
being requested.

THE COURT FURTHER . .....S pursuant to NRS 159.344(9), "if two of
more parties in a guardianship proceeding file competing petitions for the
appointment of a guardian or otherwise litigate any contested issue in the
guardianship proceeding, only the prevailing party may petition the court for
payment of attorney's fees and costs from the guardianship estate pursuant to this
section."”

Here, three competing petitions were filed for the appointment of a guardian;
the original petition for temporary guardianship filed by Robyn Friedman and
Donna Simmons, and then Oppositions and Counter-Petitions for Guardianship
filed by both Kimberly Jones and Mr. Yeoman. Robyn Friedman and Donna
Simmons' ex parte petition was granted on September 23, 2019, and Robyn
Friedman and Donna Simmons were appointed temporary guardians. The
temporary guardianship was extended on October 3, 2019 and Robyn Friedman
and Donna Simmons remained in their roles as temporary guardians. Whilg
Kimberly was ultimately appointed as general guardian pursuant to Ms. Jones'
wishes as set forth in her estate planning documents, petitioners Robyn Friedman|
and Donna Simmons were the prevailing party on the initial petition for temporary
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guardianship and were the driving force in getting the protective temporary
guardianship framework in place and then working to ensure that the protection
would remain in place by way of a general guardianship appointment.

THE COURT FURTE FINDS but for the efforts of Petitioners, Ms|
Jones might still be living in uncertain conditions, moving between locations and
having police involvement in her custody, all with no written plan of care,
Immediately after their appointment as temporary guardians, however, Petitioners
paid for and provided such a care plan. Ms. Jones might still be financially
vulnerable with Powers of Attorney that were not being respected and financial
transactions being done without knowledge of Ms. Jones or her family. Instead,
Ms. Jones is currently living in the Kraft house, which she believes to be her home
despite the questioned sale, with Kimberly acting as her caregiver and as her
guardian authorized to make both healthcare and financial decisions.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that courts in other states have
considered the pre-petition effort by a prospective guardian when awarding fees.
The Court considers the California Court of Appeal’s ruling in Conservatorship of
Bryant, which states,

[Ulnlike the circumstances which give rise to the need for

establishment of a decedent's estate, establishing the circumstances

which support imposition of a conservatorship may involve a great

deal of pre-petition effort by a prospective conservator and his

counsel; thus the utility of permitting the conservator and his counsel
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to recover fees incurred before appointment of a conservator is self-

evident.

Conservatorship of Bryant., 45 Cal. App. 4th 117, 124, 52 Cal. Rptr. 2d 755, 759
(1996).

THE COULT FU.tiiaan ] 5 that in this specific instance, pre-petition
fees were reasonably incurred for the sole-purpose of resolving all issues regarding
the guardianship prior to filing. Many family members were involved and the
attempt to get all of the family members involved and the issues resolved prior to
filing a guardianship petition was in the protected person’s best interest.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that the pre-petition efforts at resolution
were reasonable, efficient, and advanced the protected person’s best interest.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that public policy is advanced when
litigants attempt to resolve matters prior to litigation. Nevada Courts favor
alternative resolution. The Court should not incentivize litigation, without any
attempts at resolution.

NOWTHEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUGED AND
DECREED that Robyn Friedman and Donna Simmons are awarded attorneys’
fees to be paid from the guardianship estate in the amount of $57,742.16, which

represents the Petitioners’ adjustments and explanations for each billing entry in

response to Legal Aid’s specific objection, contained in Exhibit 1 to Response to
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Kathleen June Jones’ Objection to Petition for Approval of Attorneys’ Fees filed
on March 12, 2020;

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
attc___zys fees in the amount of §_.,742.16 is hereby reduced to a judgment that
may be domesticated by Robyn Friedman and Donna Simmons against the
protected person’s real property located at 1054 S. Verde Street, Anaheim,
California 92805, APN 234-056-10.

DATED: , 2020.
Dated this 12th day of August, 2020

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

E29 67A 9195 9067
Linda Marquis
District Court Judge
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Invoice No.

12595!
Amount Proposed
Date Tmkr | Rate | Time | ($) Description Obijection Reduction ($)
Under NRS
159.344
(6)(@)(no
compensation
for internal
Phone business
conference with | activity)-
attorney David | Attorney
Johnson re pros | Johnson is not a
and cons of party to this
guardianship matter (he was
$ petition in this on the probate
9/10/2019 | JPM 450 0.4 | 180.00 matter. matter) $ 180.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i),
this task should
have been
delegated to a
Various paralegal &
communications | Under NRS
including getting | 159.344(6)(b),
Dr. Brown paid. | no award is to be
Draft/edit/revise | made for time
$ petition for that is block-
9/10/2019 | JPM 450 1 | 450.00 guardianship. billed. $ 450.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i),
the first task
should have
been delegated
Coordinate with | to a paralegal &
Dr. Brown, Under NRS
including review | 159.344(6)(b),
$ his report. Client | no award is to be
9/11/2019 | JPM 450 0.7 | 315.00 communications. | made for time $ 315.00

1 Respondents’ conceded the billing rate for paralegal work should have been no
more than $150 during the hearing on the Petition. Appellant has modified this

table to reflect a paralegal hourly rate of $150 for “LLM,” and adjusted all
corresponding amounts accordingly.
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that is block-
billed.

9/13/2019

LCP

300

2.6

780.00

Revisions to
Petition for
Guardianship to
reflect clients as
Petitioners

Under NRS
159.344(5)(i),
time for task is
excessive and
unreasonable.
By this date,
LCP had already
spent 8.7 hours
drafting the
Petition for
Guardianship.

$

600.00

9/13/2019

LCP

300

300.00

Petition for
Guardianship;
forward draft to
JPM for review

Under NRS
159.344(5)(i),
time for task is
excessive and
unreasonable;
and description
of task is vague.
If LCP meant
more revisions,
time for task is
excessive and
unreasonable; &
Under NRS
159.344(6)(b),
no award is to be
made for time
that is block-
billed.

$

300.00

9/13/2019

LCP

300

0.4

120.00

TC with JPM;
email to clients
re: info needed
for Petition

NRS
159.344(5)(b) &
Under NRS
159.344
(6)(@)(no
compensation
for internal
business
activity) &
Under NRS
159.344(6)(b),
no award is to be
made for time

$

120.00

DMWEST #40994576 v1
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that is block-
billed.

9/16/2019

LCP

300

2.3

690.00

Further
revisions to
Petition for
Guardianship

Under NRS
159.344(5)(i),
time for task is
excessive and
unreasonable;
there is no
rationale for the
revisions (in
contrast, in other
entries, revisions
are made "per
client request,”
which makes
sense).

$

690.00

9/16/2019

LM

150

0.3

45.00

Begin preparing
ancillary
documents for
appointment of
temporary
guardianship

NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the
most should be
$150 & Under
NRS
159.344(5)(g)(4)
no compensation
for time spent
performing
secretarial or
clerical services

$

45.00

9/16/2019

LCP

300

300.00

Research
Temporary vs.
Special
Guardianship
and discuss with
JPM review of
draft of Petition

Under NRS
159.344(6)(b),
no award is to be
made for time
that is block-
billed & Under
NRS 159.344
(6)(@)no
compensation
for internal
business
activity) &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i),

$

300.00

DMWEST #40994576 v1
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time for task is
excessive and
unreasonable.

9/16/2019

JPM

450

1.6

720.00

Review draft
petition. Edit
and revise.
Direct team.

Under NRS
159.344(6)(b),
no award is to be
made for time
that is block-
billed & Under
NRS 159.344
(6)(@)(no
compensation
for internal
business
activity). By
this date LCP
has already
worked on the
petition for 13.6
hours.

$

720.00

9/17/2019

LM

150

1.2

180.00

Continue to
Draft all
ancillary
temporary
guardianship
documents; draft
guardian's
acknowledgment
of duties; draft
citation to
appear and show
cause for general

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the
most should be
$150 & Under
NRS
159.344(5)(9)(4)
no compensation
for time spent
performing
secretarial or
clerical services
& Under NRS
159.344(6)(b),
no award is to be
made for time
that is block-
billed. And fyi, a
form is readily
available for
guardian's
acknowledgment

$

180.00

DMWEST #40994576 v1
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of duties, so that
paralegal does
not have to draft
it or reinvent the
wheel.

9/17/2019

LM

150

0.2

30.00

draft certificate
of service for
appointment of
general guardian

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the
most should be
$150 & Under
NRS
159.344(5)(g)(4)
no compensation
for time spent
performing
secretarial or
clerical services.

$

30.00

9/17/2019

LCP

300

1.5

450.00

Further draft
Petition for
Temporary and
General
Guardianship

NRS
159.344(5)(b) &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i),
time for task is
excessive and
unreasonable;
there is no
rationale listed.
With this entry,
LCP has worked
a total of 15.1
hours drafting
and revising the
same petition.

$

450.00

9/17/2019

LCP

300

300.00

Further draft
Petition for
guardianship

NRS
159.344(5)(b) &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i),
time for task is
excessive and

$

300.00
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unreasonable;
there is no
rationale listed.
With this entry,
LCP has worked
a total of 16.1
hours drafting
and revising the
same petition.

NRS
159.344(5)(b) &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i),
time for task is
excessive and
unreasonable;
there is no
rationale listed
for further
revisions (in
contrast, in other
entries, revisions
are made "per
client request,”
which makes
sense) & Under
NRS
159.344(6)(b),
no award is to be
made for time
that is block-
billed. With this
entry, LCP has
worked a total of

Revisions to 19.7 hours
Petition; email drafting and
$ to clients for revising the
9/17/2019 | LCP 300 3.6 | 1,080.00 | review same petition! $ 1,080.00
Under NRS
Gather facts, 159.344(5)(i),
research the first task
arguments, should have
direct team and | been delegated
draft/edit/revise | to a lower biller;
$ petition for temp | Under NRS
9/17/2019 | JPM 450 3| 1,350.00 | and petition for | 159.344(6)(b), $ 1,350.00
DMWEST #40994576 v1 6

AA 305




general
guardianship.

no award is to be
made for time
that is block-
billed & Under
NRS 159.344
(6)(@)(no
compensation
for internal
business
activity).

Compile
exhibits to be
attached to ex
parte petition for
appointment of

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the
most should be
$150 & Under
NRS
159.344(5)(9)(4)
no compensation
for time spent
performing

$ temporary secretarial or
9/18/2019 | LM 150 0.4 | 60.00 guardian. clerical services. | $ 60.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
Email Robyn excessive; the
and Donna most should be
regarding $150 & Under
signatures on NRS
verificationsto | 159.344(5)(i),
ex parte petition | time for task is
and on oath for | excessive and
the Letters of unreasonable; an
$ Temporary email should be
9/18/2019 | LM 150 0.3 | 45.00 Guardianship 1. $ 30.00
Under NRS
Telephone call | 159.344(5)(9)(2)
and leave paralegal rate is
message with excessive; the
Teri and Scott most should be
regarding our $150 & Under
filing for NRS
appointment of | 159.344(5)(i),
$ temporary time for task is
9/18/2019 | LM 150 0.3 | 45.00 guardianship excessive and $ 30.00
DMWEST #40994576 v1 7
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unreasonable;
each call should
be .1. x $150.

Under NRS
159.344(5)(i),
time for task is
excessive and
unreasonable;
there is no
rationale listed
for further
revisions (in
contrast, in other
entries revisions
are made "per
client request,”
which makes
sense; and | did
not object to
those) & Under
NRS
159.344(6)(b),
no award is to be
made for time
that is block-
billed. Important
to note: with this
entry, LCP has

Further spent 23.7 hours
revisions to drafting and
$ Petition; email revising this
9/18/2019 | LCP 300 2.4 | 720.00 | draft to clients petition. $ 720.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i),
the first task
Gather facts, should have
research been delegated
arguments, to a lower biller;
direct team and | Under NRS
draft/edit/revise | 159.344(6)(b),
petition for temp | no award is to be
and petition for | made for time
$ general that is block-
9/18/2019 | JPM 450 5 | 2,250.00 | guardianship. billed & Under $ 2,250.00
DMWEST #40994576 v1 8
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NRS 159.344
(6)(@)(no
compensation
for internal
business
activity).

9/18/2019

LCP

300

0.9

270.00

Various tasks
associated with
finalizing
Petition

Under NRS
159.344(6)(b),
no award is to be
made for time
that is block-
billed; "various
tasks" is too
vague as well.

$

270.00

9/19/2019

LCP

300

0.1

30.00

TC with JPM

Under NRS
159.344
(6)(@)no
compensation
for internal
business
activity).

$

30.00

9/19/2019

LCP

300

0.5

150.00

revisions to
Petition

Under NRS
159.344(5)(i),
time for task is
excessive and
unreasonable;
there is no
rationale listed
for further
revisions (in
contrast, in other
entries revisions
are made "per
client request,”
which makes
sense). By this
billing entry,
18.2 solid hours
have already
been billed just
to revising the
Petition for
Guardianship.
There's more
time that can't be

$

150.00

DMWEST #40994576 v1
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deciphered from
block-billing
entries. And
there's more
time billed for
"drafting" the
petition. The
final document
is 30 pages, plus
exhibits.

9/19/2019

LM

150

0.2

30.00

Efiled petition
for appointment
of temporary
guardian

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the
most should be
$150 & Under
NRS
159.344(5)(9)(4)
no compensation
for time spent
performing
secretarial or
clerical services.

$

30.00

9/19/2019

LM

150

150.00

drafted order
granting
temporary
guardianship

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the
most should be
$150 & Under
NRS
159.344(5)(i),
time for task is
excessive and
unreasonable;
the law firm
would likely
have a template
already available
for this task that
can be recycled.

$

50.00

DMWEST #40994576 v1
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Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the
most should be
$150 & Under
NRS
159.344(5)(g)(4)
no compensation
for time spent
efiled citation to | performing
$ appear and show | secretarial or
9/19/2019 | LM 150 0.2 | 30.00 cause clerical services. | $ 30.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the
most should be
$150 & Under
NRS
159.344(5)(9)(4)
no compensation
for time spent
performing
$ prepared secretarial or
9/19/2019 | LM 150 0.3 | 45.00 amended citation | clerical services. | $ 45.00
Email to clients | Under NRS
re status of filing | 159.344(6)(b),
and next steps; no award is to be
sign Citation; made for time
$ review and sign | that is block-
9/19/2019 | LCP 300 0.5 | 150.00 Order billed. $ 150.00
Various calls
and
communications
with staff and
attorneys for
other parties in
attempts to meet | NRS
and confer to 159.344(5)(b) &
resolve claims Under NRS
and also prepare | 159.344(6)(b),
our petition for | no award is to be
guardianship- made for time
$ draft/edit/ and that is block-
9/19/2019 | JPM 450 1.7 | 765.00 revising same. billed $ 765.00
DMWEST #40994576 v1 11
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9/20/2019

LM

150

0.2

30.00

Receipt of email
from client with
location of her
mother

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the
most should be
$150 & Under
NRS
159.344(5)(i),
time for task is
excessive and
unreasonable; an
email should be
1

$

15.00

9/20/2019

LM

150

0.2

30.00

email Dave at
Servlaw to
attempt personal
service at the
Kraft house
address

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the
most should be
$150 & Under
NRS
159.344(5)(i),
time for task is
excessive and
unreasonable; an
email should be
.1 & Under

NRS
159.344(5)(g)(4)
no compensation
for time spent
performing
secretarial or
clerical services
(this is not a
legally
substantive
task).

$

30.00

9/20/2019

LCP

300

0.2

$
60.00

TC with JPM re
providing
advance copy of
pleading to

Under NRS
159.344
(6)(@)(no

compensation

$

60.00?

2 Appellant’s Opposition to the Petition for Fees incorrectly identified this billing
entry as $150. As Respondents noted in their Reply in Support of the Petition, the
billing entry should have been for $60. Appellant has corrected that clerical error in
this table and adjusted the total accordingly.
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opposing for internal

counsel business
activity).

Various

communications

re obtaining Under NRS

guardianship and | 159.344(6)(b),

noticing other
parties, as well
as logistics b/w
the parties re
June's care and
including
responding to Ty
Kehoe's ex parte
contact with
probate court re

no award is to be
made for time
that is block-
billed & Under
NRS
159.344(5)(b),
for "ex parte
contact with
probate court."”
How does that

POA's that are benefit the
$ not being protected
9/20/2019 | JPM 450 1.3 | 585.00 honored, etc... person? $ 585.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the
most should be
$150 & Under
NRS
159.344(5)(9)(4)
no compensation
Telephone call | for time spent
with Chryste in | performing
Dept. B secretarial or
regarding clerical services
approval of (thisis not a
order granting legally
$ temporary substantive
9/23/2019 | LM 150 0.2 | 30.00 guardianship task). $ 30.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the
calendar return | most should be
date for $150 & Under
appointment of | NRS
$ temporary 159.344(5)(g)(4)
9/23/2019 | LM 150 0.1 | 15.00 guardian no compensation | $ 15.00
DMWEST #40994576 v1 1 3
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for time spent
performing
secretarial or
clerical services.

telephone call
with Dave at
Servlaw
regarding status
of service of
amended citation
and petition
upon June Jones
(.2); follow-up
email from Dave
at Servlaw to
also serve the
order granting
the temporary

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the
most should be
$150 & Under
NRS
159.344(5)(9)(4)
no compensation
for time spent
performing
secretarial or
clerical services.

$ guardianship
9/23/2019 | LM 150 0.3 | 45.00 (.1); $ 45.00
Under NRS
second 159.344(5)(9)(2)
telephone call paralegal rate is
with Chryste excessive; the
regarding faxing | most should be
over a copy of $150 & Under
the order (.2); NRS
emailed a copy | 159.344(5)(g)(4)
of the order no compensation
granting the for time spent
temporary performing
$ guardianship to | secretarial or
9/23/2019 | LM 150 0.4 | 60.00 the clients (.2); | clerical services. | $ 60.00
efiled the notice | Under NRS
of entry of order | 159.344(5)(9)(2)
granting paralegal rate is
temporary excessive; the
guardianship and | most should be
arranged for $150 & Under
mailing of same | NRS
(.2); emailed 159.344(5)(9)(4)
Dave to also no compensation
$ serve the Order | for time spent
9/23/2019 | LM 150 0.3 | 45.00 Granting the performing $ 45.00
DMWEST #40994576 v1 14
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Temporary secretarial or
Guardianship clerical services.
(.1)
Call from JPM
re obtaining
Order from
Judge's Clerk
(.1); call from D.
Johnson (.2); Under NRS
communication | 159.344
with JPM re (6)(a)(no
status of Order | compensation
and message for internal
$ from D. Johnson | business
9/23/2019 | LCP 300 0.4 | 120.00 (1) activity). $ 120.00
Under NRS
159.344(6)(b),
no award is to be
made for time
that is block-
billed & Under
NRS 159.344
Various (6)(a)(no
communications | compensation
and direction to | for internal
$ team re business
9/23/2019 | JPM 450 0.4 | 180.00 guardianship. activity). $ 180.00
Various
communications
with client,
counsel for
Kimberly,
counsel for Dick
and Gerry. On
phone while
Robyn visits
Kraft house and
informs Under NRS
Kimberly of 159.344(6)(b),
guardianship, to | no award is to be
answer made for time
$ questions. Later | that is block-
9/23/2019 | JPM 450 2.2 1 990.00 conversations billed. $ 990.00
DMWEST #40994576 v1 15
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and emails with
clients.

Emailed a copy
of the
Letters...(.2);

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the
most should be

arrange to obtain | $150 & Under
certified copies | NRS
...(.2); emailed a | 159.344(5)(g)(4)
copy of the no compensation
Letters...to Ty | for time spent
Kehoe and performing
$ David Johnson | secretarial or
9/24/2019 | LM 150 0.5 | 75.00 (.1). clerical services. | $  75.00
Total proposed
reduction for
invoice no.
12595 $ 13,970.00
AA at 179-186.
Invoice No.
12720
Proposed
Date Tmkr | Rate | Time | Amount | Description Objection Reduction ($)
Receipt of Under NRS
email...regarding | 159.344(5)(9)(2)
obtaining paralegal rate is
certified copies | excessive; the
(.1); Respond to | most should be
same (.2); $150 & Under
prepare receipt of | NRS
documents (.1); | 159.344(5)(g)(4)
email Robyn that | no compensation
certified copies | for time spent
are ready for performing
$ pickup (.1); secretarial or
9/25/2019 | LM 150 0.6 | 90.00 telephone call clerical services. | $ 90.00
DMWEST #40994576 v1 16
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and leave
message with
Donna...; efiled
affidavit of
personal
appearance (.1)

These are all
secretarial tasks-
-tasks that are
not legally
substantive.

Review multiple
emails from
client; lengthy
response email

Under NRS
159.344(5)(i),
time for task is
excessive and
unreasonable;
maybe a call
would have
lasted less? &
Under NRS
159.344(6)(b),
no award is to be
made for time

$ re: duties of that is block-
9/25/2019 | LCP 300 1.1 ] 330.00 guardian billed. $ 330.00
Under NRS
159.344(6)(b),
no award is to be
made for time
that is block-
Review some billed & Under
communications. | NRS 159.344
Phone (6)(a)(no
conference with | compensation for
$ Robyn. Direct internal business
9/25/2019 | JPM 450 0.6 | 270.00 team. activity). $ 270.00
Redraft of NRS
demand letters to | 159.344(5)(b).
T. Kehoe and D. | How did this
Johnson per task benefit the
$ request of R. protected
9/25/2019 | LCP 300 0.7 | 210.00 Friedman. person? $ 210.00
Review of Under NRS
correspondence | 159.344(6)(b),
from Robyn. no award is to be
Direct team re made for time
letters to that is block-
$ attorneys for billed & Under
9/25/2019 | JPM 450 0.7 | 315.00 other parties. NRS 159.344 $ 315.00
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Draft/edit/revise
those letters.
Send email to
client with letter
attached.

(6)(a)(no
compensation for
internal business
activity) &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(b),
How did this
task benefit the
protected
person?

9/26/2019

LCP

300

0.9

270.00

Revisions to
demand letters to
T. Kehoe and D.
Johnson per
client request.

NRS
159.344(5)(b).
How did this
task benefit the
protected
person?

$

270.00

9/26/2019

LCP

300

0.3

90.00

Send demand
letters to
opposing counsel

Under NRS
159.344(5)(i),
time for task is
excessive and
unreasonable; &
Under NRS
159.344(6)(b),
no award is to be
made for time
that is block-
billed & Under
NRS
159.344(5)(9)(4)
no compensation
for time spent
performing
secretarial or
clerical services,
regardless of
who the biller is.
These are all
secretarial tasks-
-tasks that are
not legally
substantive
(transmitting a
letter).

$

90.00
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Under NRS
159.344(5)(i),
time for task is
excessive and
Review email unreasonable;
from opposing Under NRS
counsel 159.344(6)(b),
regarding no award is to be
requested items, | made for time
temporary that is block-
guardianship and | billed & Under
visitation, then NRS
review and revise | 159.344(5)(b),
draft response How did it
email to benefit the
$ opposing counsel | protected
9/27/2019 | AEF 350 0.4 | 140.00 regarding same. | person? $ 140.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the
most should be
$150 & Under
NRS
159.344(5)(9)(4),
no compensation
for time spent
performing
Telephone call secretarial or
with Robyn clerical services
Friedman (tasks that are
$ regarding email | not legally
9/27/2019 | LM 150 0.2 | 30.00 to her sister. substantive). $ 30.00
Under NRS
159.344(6)(b),
Numerous no award is to be
communications | made for time
and emails that is block-
to/from clients, billed & Under
David Johnson, NRS 159.344
Ty Kehoe trying | (6)(a)(no
to obtain June's | compensation for
identification and | internal business
other property activity)-attorney
$ and resolve David Johnson is
9/27/2019 | JPM 450 2 | 900.00 visitation issues. | a party in the $ 900.00
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probate matter,
not this
guardianship
matter.
Under NRS
159.344(6)(b),
no award is to be
Later phone call | made for time
$ with Ty Kehoe. | that is block-
9/27/2019 | JPM 450 0.5 | 225.00 Call with client. | billed. $ 225.00
Review of
combative Ty
Kehoe
communication
and response
thereto. Multiple | Under NRS
communications | 159.344(6)(b),
with clients, no award is to be
counsel for made for time
$ Kimberly and that is block-
9/28/2019 | JPM 450 0.8 | 360.00 Mr. Kehoe. billed. $ 360.00
Communications
with all parties.
Setup and Under NRS
participate in 159.344(6)(b),
phone no award is to be
conference with | made for time
$ Kimberly and her | that is block-
9/29/2019 | JPM 450 0.6 | 270.00 attorney. billed. $ 270.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i),
time for task is
excessive and
unreasonable;
this was a short
conversation,
and Parra-
TC with Legal Sandoval
$ Aid attorney, M. | recorded a .1 on
9/30/2019 | LCP 300 0.3 | 90.00 Parra-Sandoval this date. $ 60.00
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Under NRS
159.344
(6)(a)(no
compensation for
internal business
activity)-attorney
David Johnson
was a party in
the probate
matter/POA
action, not the
guardianship
matter; and has
never appeared
on the
guardianship
matter; & Under
NRS

159.344(5)(b).
How did this
Communication | task benefit the
$ with attorney protected
10/1/2019 | JPM 450 0.2 | 90.00 David Johnson. | person? $ 90.00
Under NRS
159.344(6)(b),
no award is to be
made for time
Phone that is block-
conference with | billed & Under
Kimberly's new | NRS 159.344
attorney Jeff (6)(a)(no
Luszeck. compensation for
$ Dictation and internal business
10/1/2019 | JPM 450 0.5 | 225.00 staff direction. activity). $ 225.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i),
time for task is
excessive and
unreasonable--
actual body
includes three
sentences plus a
certificate of
Draft Notice of | service; & Under
$ Intent to Move NRS
10/1/2019 | LCP 300 0.5 | 150.00 Protected Person | 159.344(5)(g)(4) | $ 150.00
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no compensation
for time spent
performing
secretarial or
clerical services,
regardless of
who the biller is.
This Notice is
equivalent to
drafting a Notice
of Entry of
Order, which is a
clerical task.
There is also a
form available.

10/2/2019 | LM 150

14

210.00

Receipt and
review of Ty
Kehoe's
opposition to
petition for
appointment of
temporary
guardian and
counter petition
for appointment
of temporary and
general guardian.

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive-the
most should be
$150; & Under
NRS
159.344(5)(i)
this is not
efficient or cost-
effective--instead
it is duplicative
work (LCP
charged .5 at the
$300 rate for
reviewing this
same document
on the same
date); & Under
NRS
159.344(5)(b)
How did this
task benefit the
protected
person? LM did
not draft
anything from
this. LCP is the
one that has been
drafting and

$

210.00
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revising

documents.
Communications
all day with
clients, opposing | Under NRS
counsel re 159.344(6)(b),

hearing prep and
efforts to settle
issues. Review
opposition briefs

no award is to be
made for time
that is block-
billed (each task

$ and supplements | must be itemized
10/2/2019 | JPM 450 4.5 2,025.00 | thereto. with a time). $ 2,025.00
Settlement
negotiations at
court; client
conferences at Under NRS
court; participate | 159.344(6)(b),
in hearing and no award is to be
follow up made for time
conversations that is block-
with clients and | billed (each task
$ opposing must be itemized
10/3/2019 | JPM 450 3.2 | 1,440.00 | attorneys. with a time). $ 1,440.00
Receipt of email | Under NRS
from Donna to 159.344(5)(9)(2)
confirm her paralegal rate is
address and to excessive-the
send future mail | most should be
to her certified $150; & Under
mail (.2); email NRS
to Donna and 159.344(5)(9)(4)
Robyn letting no compensation
them know for time spent
$ certified copies performing
10/4/2019 | LM 150 | 0.5 75.00 of the Order secretarial or $ 75.00
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Extending the
Temporary
Guardianship are
ready for pickup
(.3).

clerical services-
-these are not

legally
substantive tasks.

Under NRS
159.344
Discuss with (6)(a)(no
JPM re: compensation for
$ caregiver internal business
10/4/2019 | LCP 300 0.4 | 120.00 compensation activity). $ 120.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i),
time for task is
excessive and
Incorporate R. unreasonable,
Friedman's and could have
requests for been delegated to
items into the a lower biller
$ existing list of (paralegal $150 x
10/4/2019 | LCP 300 0.5 | 150.00 demanded items | .3). $ 105.00
Under NRS
159.344(6)(b),
no award is to be
made for time
Communications | that is block-
re compensation | billed (each task
$ for Kimberly as | must be itemized
10/4/2019 | JPM 450 0.3 | 135.00 caregiver. with a time). $ 135.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive-the
most should be
Review of email | $150; & Under
from Geraldine NRS
Tomich 159.344(5)(9)(4)
requesting copy | no compensation
of the petition for | for time spent
guardianship performing
(.2); emailed a secretarial or
$ copy to Ms. clerical services-
10/7/2019 | LM 150 0.4 | 60.00 Tomich (.2). -these tasks are $ 60.00
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not legally

substantive tasks.

Attempt to cal
Cindy Sauchak
of the Las Vegas
Metropolitan
Police
Department (.1);
email Ms.
Sauchak
regarding setting
up a telephone
conference with

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive-the
most should be
$150; & Under
NRS
159.344(5)(9)(4)
no compensation
for time spent
performing

JPM (.1); secretarial or
telephone call clerical services-
with Metro's -these tasks are
$ abuse and not legally
10/8/2019 | LM 150 0.3 | 45.00 neglect (.1) substantive tasks. | $ 45.00
Communications
with clientsand | Under NRS
Kimberly's 159.344(6)(b),
counsel no award is to be
discussing issues | made for time
and trying to that is block-
arrange face to billed (each task
$ face settlement must be itemized
10/8/2019 | JPM 450 0.3 | 135.00 meeting. with a time). $ 135.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive-the
most should be
Telephone call | $150; Under
with Detective NRS
Ludwig at 159.344(5)(i),
Metro's abuse time for task is
and neglect unit | excessive and
regarding setting | unreasonable; &
$ up conference Under NRS
10/8/2019 | LM 150 0.7 | 105.00 call. 159.344(5)(g)(4) | $ 105.00
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no compensation
for time spent
performing
secretarial or
clerical services-
-this task is not a

legally
substantive task.

Continue
preparing for
settlement
conference.
Travel to and
participate in

Under NRS
159.344(6)(b),
no award is to be
made for time

settlement that is block-
conference at billed (each task
$ Kimberly's must be itemized
10/9/2019 | JPM 450 2.8 | 1,260.00 | attorney's office. | with a time). $ 1,260.00
Total proposed
reduction for
invoice no.
12720 $ 9,740.00
AA at 186-191.
Invoice No. 12748
Proposed
Date Tmkr | Rate | Time | Amount | Description Objection Reduction ($)
Drafted notice | Under NRS
of intent for 159.344(5)(9)(2)
Scott Simmons | paralegal rate is
to appear by excessive-the
telephone at the | most should be
hearing on $150; Under
October 15th NRS
(.5); telephone 159.344(5)(i),
call and leave time for task is
message for excessive and
Scott to confirm | unreasonable--
the telephone the notice of
number we can | intent to appear
$ reach him at by telephone is a
10/10/2019 | LM 150 0.6 | 60.00 next week (.1) standard $ 60.00
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document/form
is available; &
Under NRS
159.344(5)(g)(4)
no compensation
for time spent
performing
secretarial or
clerical services-
-these tasks are
not a legally

substantive tasks.

Under NRS
159.344(5)(i)
time for task is
excessive and
unreasonable--
LCP spent a total
of 12.4 hours
working on this
Reply, and JPM
spent an
additional 2.2 on
the same
pleading. The
filed pleading is
18 pages of
writing plus
exhibits, for a
total of 56 pages.
A chunk of the
reply includes
repetitive
arguments from
the Ex Parte
Petition filed on
9-19-2019. The
Reply should not
have taken an
excessive
amount of time.
If this Court will
consider
allowing this, it

$ Draft Reply to | should only be
10/11/2019 | LCP 300 4.2 | 1,260.00 | Opposition the 2.2 hours for | $ 1,260.00
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JPM (I did not
include those
entries as
problematic).

Under NRS
159.344(5)(i)
time for task is
excessive and
unreasonable--
LCP spent a total
of 12.4 hours
working on this
Reply, and JPM
spent an
additional 2.2 on
the same
pleading. The
filed pleading is
18 pages of
writing plus
exhibits, for a
total of 56 pages.
A chunk of the
reply includes
repetitive
arguments from
the Ex Parte
Petition filed on
9-19-2019. The
Reply should not
have taken an
excessive
amount of time.
If this Court will

$ Draft Reply to | consider
10/11/2019 | LCP 300 0.5 | 150.00 Opposition allowing this, it $ 150.00
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should only be
the 2.2 hours for
JPM (I did not
include those
entries as
problematic).

Prepare
response to

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive-the
most should be
$150; & Under
NRS
159.344(5)(i)
this is not
efficient or cost-
effective--instead
it is duplicative
work, since LCP
is the main staff
member drafting
the Reply to
Opposition (in
fact, LCP billed

$ counter petition | 12 hours on this
10/11/2019 | LM 150 0.8 | 120.00 for guardianship | task). $ 120.00
Under NRS
filing response | 159.344(5)(g)(2)
before Tuesday's | paralegal rate is
hearing and excessive-the
preparing a most should be
notice of move | $150; & Under
(.2); prepareda | NRS
notice of move; | 159.344(5)(g)(4)
efiled and no compensation
eserved same for time spent
$ with the court performing
10/11/2019 | LM 150 0.6 | 90.00 (.4). secretarial or $ 90.00
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clerical services-
-these tasks are
not legally
substantive
tasks; & Under
NRS
159.344(6)(b),
no award is to be
made for time
that is block-
billed-latter
entry.

10/11/2019 | LCP 300

1.7

510.00

Work on Reply
to Opposition

Under NRS
159.344(5)(i)
time for task is
excessive and
unreasonable--
LCP spent a total
of 12.4 hours
working on this
Reply, and JPM
spent an
additional 2.2 on
the same
pleading. The
filed pleading is
18 pages of
writing plus
exhibits, for a
total of 56 pages.
A chunk of the
reply includes
repetitive
arguments from
the Ex Parte
Petition filed on
9-19-2019. The
Reply should not
have taken an
excessive
amount of time.
If this Court will
consider
allowing this, it
should only be
the 2.2 hours for

$

510.00
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JPM (I did not
include those
entries as
problematic).

10/12/2019

JPM

450

3.5

$
1,575.00

Review
numerous
pleadings and
communications
and
draft/edit/revise
response
pleading.
Communications
with client and
team re the
same.

Under NRS
159.344(6)(b),
no award is to be
made for time
that is block-
billed (each task
must be itemized
with atime); &
Under NRS
159.344
(6)(a)(no
compensation for
internal business
activity)

$ 1,575.00

10/13/2019

LCP

300

2.6

780.00

Work on Reply
to Opposition

Under NRS
159.344(5)(i)
time for task is
excessive and
unreasonable--
LCP spent a total
of 12.4 hours
working on this
Reply, and JPM
spent an
additional 2.2 on
the same
pleading. The
filed pleading is
18 pages of
writing plus
exhibits, for a
total of 56 pages.

$ 780.00
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A chunk of the
reply includes
repetitive
arguments from
the Ex Parte
Petition filed on
9-19-2019. The
Reply should not
have taken an
excessive
amount of time.
If this Court will
consider
allowing this, it
should only be
the 2.2 hours for
JPM (I did not
include those
entries as
problematic).

Review some
emails and direct

Under NRS
159.344(6)(b),
no award is to be
made for time
that is block-
billed (each task
must be itemized
with atime); &
Under NRS
159.344
(6)(a)(no

compensation for

$ team on draft of | internal business
10/13/2019 | JPM 450 0.2 | 90.00 response. activity) $ 90.00
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Under NRS
159.344(5)(i)
time for task is
excessive and
unreasonable--
LCP spent a total
of 12.4 hours
working on this
Reply, and JPM
spent an
additional 2.2 on
the same
pleading. The
filed pleading is
18 pages of
writing plus
exhibits, for a
total of 56 pages.
A chunk of the
reply includes
repetitive
arguments from
the Ex Parte
Petition filed on
9-19-2019. The
Reply should not
have taken an
excessive
amount of time.
If this Court will
consider
allowing this, it
should only be
the 2.2 hours for

JPM (I did not
include those
$ Work on Reply | entries as
10/14/2019 | LCP 300 1.5 | 450.00 to Opposition problematic). $ 450.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(g)(4)
Gather and no compensation
assemble for time spent
documents that | performing
will be attached | secretarial or
$ as exhibits to clerical services
10/14/2019 | LCP 300 0.9 | 270.00 Reply. (regardless of $ 270.00
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who the biller
is)--tasks that are
not legally
substantive.

10/14/2019

LM

150

0.3

45.00

Telephone call
with Robyn
Friedman and
Donna to sign
the respective
verification
pages to reply

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive-the
most should be
$150; & Under
NRS
159.344(5)(g)(4)
no compensation
for time spent
performing
secretarial or
clerical services-
-these tasks are
not legally
substantive tasks.

$

45.00

10/14/2019

LM

150

1.7

255.00

draft order
granting petition
for appointment
of general
guardian

Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive-the
most should be
$150; & Under
NRS
159.344(5)(i),
time for task is
excessive and
unreasonable,
and not cost-
efficient. This is
work done
prematurely. A
general
guardianship was
never granted to
these parties and
thus this order
could never have
been filed.

$

255.00
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Draft/edit/revise
supplement and

Under NRS
159.344(5)(i),
first task related
to the
supplement
(which was
really just a
verification page
and certificate of
service) should
have been
delegated to a
lower
biller/paralegal,
& Under NRS
159.344(6)(b),
no award is to be
made for time

prepare that is block-
arguments for billed (each task
$ hearing must be itemized
10/14/2019 | JPM 450 2.5|1,125.00 | tomorrow. with a time). $ 1,125.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive-the
most should be
$150; & Under
NRS
159.344(5)(i),
time for task is
excessive and
Receipt of unreasonable; &
email from Geri | Under NRS
Tomich 159.344(5)(9)(4)
regarding no compensation
scheduling at for time spent
2:00 p.m. performing
meeting with secretarial or
JPM (.2); clerical services-
respond to same | -these tasks are
$ and calendar not legally
10/15/2019 | LM 150 0.4 | 60.00 (.2). substantive tasks. | $ 60.00
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Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive-the
most should be
$150; & Under
Telephone call | NRS
with Sharon 159.344(5)(g)(4)
Coates regarding | no compensation
latest version of | for time spent
the care plan ... | performing
(.2); receipt and | secretarial or
review of Rule 6 | clerical services-
the initial -the telephone
guardianship call is not a
$ care plan rule legally
10/15/2019 | LM 150 0.4 | 60.00 (.2) substantive task. | $ 30.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive-the
most should be
$150; & Under
Telephone call | NRS
with Sharon 159.344(5)(g9)(4)
Coates regarding | no compensation
latest version of | for time spent
the care plan ... | performing
(.2); receipt and | secretarial or
review of Rule 6 | clerical services-
the initial -the telephone
guardianship call isnot a
$ care plan rule legally
10/15/2019 | LM 150 0.4 | 60.00 (.2) substantive task. | $ 30.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
Prepared paralegal rate is
supplement to excessive-the
reply to most should be
oppositions to $150; & Under
include executed | NRS
verification of 159.344(5)(g)(4)
clients (.4); no compensation
efiled and for time spent
$ mailed same performing
10/15/2019 | LM 150 0.6 | 90.00 (.2). secretarial or $ 90.00
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clerical services-
-these tasks-
preparing
documents to
file, efiling, and
mailing are not a
legally
substantive tasks.

Prepare for
hearing.
Participate in
hearing
including client

Under NRS
159.344(6)(b),
no award is to be
made for time
that is block-
billed (each task
must be itemized

$ conferences and | separately, with
10/15/2019 | JPM 450 5.2 | 2,340.00 | negotiations. a time). $ 2,340.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2),
paralegal rate is
excessive-the
most should be
$150; & Under
Review court NRS
file for order 159.344(5)(g)(4)
regarding no compensation
hearing; for time spent
calendared performing
evidentiary secretarial or
hearing and clerical services-
return hearing -these are not
$ on investigator's | legally
10/18/2019 | LM 150 0.2 | 30.00 report. substantive tasks. | $ 30.00
Total proposed
reduction for
invoice no.
12748 $ 9,360.00
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