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CHRONOLOGICAL INDEX 

Document Filing Date Bates Number(s) 
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 

September 19, 2019 AA 001-058 

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 

October 2, 2019 AA 059-119 

Notice of Entry of Order 
from October 15, 2019 
Hearing 

November 25, 2019 AA 120-127 

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

February 13, 2020 AA 128-173 

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 

March 4, 2020 AA 174-200 

Response to (1) Kathleen March 12, 2020 AA 201-259 
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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; 
(2) Response to Kimberly 
Jones’ Joinder to 
Objection to Friedman 
and Simmons’ Petition 
for Approval of Attorneys’ 
Fees and Costs and 
Request to Enter a 
Judgment Against the 
Real Property of the 
Estate; and (3) Response 
to Joinder to Opposition 
to Petition for Approval 
of Attorneys’ Fees and 
Costs and Request to 
Enter a Judgment 
Against the Real 
Property of the Estate 
Filed by Rodney Gerald 
Yeoman  
Reporters Transcript Re: 
All Pending Motions, 
from the April 15, 2020 
Hearing 

May 14, 2020 AA 260-282 

Notice of Entry of Order 
Granting Robyn 
Friedman’s and Donna 
Simmons’ Petition for 
Attorneys Fees in Part 

August 17, 2020 AA 238-299 

Disputed Billing Entries  AA 300-336 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that on February 18, 2021, I submitted the foregoing 

APPELLANTS’ APPENDIX filing through the Court’s electronic filing 

system.  Electronic notification of service will be sent to the following: 

Patrick C. McDonnell, Esq. 
John P. Michaelson, Esq. 
MICHAELSON & ASSOCIATES, 
LTD. 
2200 Paseo Verde Parkway 
Suite 160 
Henderson, Nevada 89052 
 
Attorneys for Respondents 

Jeffrey R. Sylvester, Esq. 
SYLVESTER & POLEDNAK, LTD. 
1731 Village Center Circle 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89134 
 
Attorneys for Respondents 

 
 

 
 

/s/ Mary Kay Carlton 
An employee of Ballard Spahr 
LLP 
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DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

IN THE MATTER OF THE  
GUARDIANSHIP OF THE PERSON AND 
ESTATE OF: 
 
 KATHLEEN JUNE JONES 
 
  An Adult Protected Person. 

Case No.: G-19-052263-A 
Dept.:  B 
 
 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 

 
TEMPORARY GUARDIANSHIP GENERAL GUARDIANSHIP 
 Person          Person 
 Estate          Estate Summary Admin. 
 Person and Estate       Person and Estate 

 
SPECIAL GUARDIANSHIP  NOTICES/SAFEGUARDS 
Person          Blocked Account Required 
Estate Summary Admin.       Bond Required 
Person and Estate 

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

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

attached hereto. 
 

DATED this 25th 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  

NEOJ 
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 Kimberly Jones 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 25th day of November, 2019, pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I 

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.org 
 
 
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  
 
 

 /s/ Gretta McCall 
______________________________________________ 

     An employee of SOLOMON DWIGGINS & FREER, LTD.  
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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: 
 
         KATHLEEN JUNE JONES,  
              
                       Adult Protected Person. 

             
       Case No.: G-19-052263-A 
       Dept. No.: B 
 
 
 

 
 

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. 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 
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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)(l); 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.1  The Court further explained that as a matter 

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

                                                                    
1 In re Guardianship of Sleeth, 244 P.3d 1169, 226 Ariz.171 (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.”2  

 Here, Robyn Friedman and Donna Simmons, submit their request for reimbursement of 

$62,029.66 in attorney’s fees and costs.3  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, 

20194 to October 15, 2019,5 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.   

                                                                    
2 Id., 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,6 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.7  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 

Court to consider.9  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)(k)-(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; 

$34,070.00 10  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: 

/// 

/// 

/// 

                                                                    
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). 
9 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       

Date Tmkr Rate Time  Amount ($)  Description Objection 

 Proposed 

Reduction 

($)  

9/10/2019 JPM 450 0.4  $        180.00  

 Phone conference with 

attorney David Johnson 

re pros and cons of 

guardianship petition in 

this matter. 

Under NRS 159.344 

(6)(a)(no compensation 

for internal business 

activity)-Attorney 

Johnson is not a party to 

this matter (he was on 

the probate matter)  $      180.00  

9/10/2019 JPM 450 1  $        450.00  

 Various 

communications 

including getting Dr. 

Brown paid. 

Draft/edit/revise 

petition for 

guardianship. 

Under NRS 

159.344(5)(i), this task 

should have been 

delegated to a paralegal 

& Under NRS 

159.344(6)(b), no award 

is to be made for time 

that is block-billed.  $      450.00  

9/11/2019 JPM 450 0.7  $        315.00  

 Coordinate with Dr. 

Brown, including 

review his report. 

Client 

communications.  

Under NRS 

159.344(5)(i), the first 

task should have been 

delegated to a paralegal 

& Under NRS 

159.344(6)(b), no award 

is to be made for time 

that is block-billed.  $      315.00  

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 1  $        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)(a)(no compensation 

for internal business 

activity) & Under NRS 

159.344(6)(b), no award 

is to be made for time 

that is block-billed.  $      120.00  

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  $      690.00  
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request," which makes 

sense). 

9/16/2019 LM 200 0.3  $          60.00  

 Begin preparing 

ancillary documents for 

appointment of 

temporary 

guardianship  

NRS 159.344(5)(g)(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  $        60.00  

9/16/2019 LCP 300 1  $        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)(a)(no compensation 

for internal business 

activity) & Under NRS 

159.344(5)(i), time for 

task is excessive and 

unreasonable.  $      300.00  

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)(a)(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 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)(g)(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  
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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)(g)(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 1  $        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 3  $     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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9/18/2019 LM 200 0.4  $          80.00  

 Compile exhibits to be 

attached to ex parte 

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)(g)(4) 

no compensation for 

time spent performing 

secretarial or clerical 

services.  $        80.00  

9/18/2019 LM 200 0.3  $          60.00  

 Email Robyn and 

Donna regarding 

signatures on 

verifications to ex parte 

petition and on oath for 

the Letters of 

Temporary 

Guardianship  

Under NRS 

159.344(5)(g)(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.   $        45.00  

9/18/2019 LM 200 0.3  $          60.00  

 Telephone call and 

leave message with 

Teri and Scott 

regarding our filing for 

appointment of 

temporary 

guardianship  

Under NRS 

159.344(5)(g)(2) 

paralegal rate is 

excessive; the most 

should be $150 & Under 

NRS 159.344(5)(i), time 

for task is excessive and 

unreasonable; each call 

should be .1. x $150.  $        30.00  

9/18/2019 LM 200 0.4  $          80.00  

 telephone call with 

Teri regarding her 

opposing the petition 

for appointment of 

temporary guardian  

Under NRS 

159.344(5)(g)(2) 

paralegal rate is 

excessive; the most 

should be $150.  $        20.00  

9/18/2019 LCP 300 2.4  $        720.00  

 Further revisions to 

Petition; email draft to 

clients  

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 I 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 

spent 23.7 hours 

drafting and revising 

this petition.  $      720.00  

9/18/2019 JPM 450 5  $     2,250.00  

 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).     $   2,250.00  
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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)(g)(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 1  $        200.00  

 drafted order granting 

temporary 

guardianship  

Under NRS 

159.344(5)(g)(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)(g)(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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9/19/2019 LM 200 0.3  $          60.00  

 prepared amended 

citation  

Under NRS 

159.344(5)(g)(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.  $        60.00  

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  

9/19/2019 JPM 450 1.7  $        765.00  

 Various calls and 

communications with 

staff and attorneys for 

other parties in 

attempts to meet and 

confer to resolve 

claims and also prepare 

our petition for 

guardianship- 

draft/edit/ and revising 

same.  

NRS 159.344(5)(b) & 

Under NRS 

159.344(6)(b), no award 

is to be made for time 

that is block-billed   $      765.00  

9/20/2019 LM 200 0.2  $          40.00  

 Receipt of email from 

client with location of 

her mother  

Under NRS 

159.344(5)(g)(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.   $        25.00  

9/20/2019 LM 200 0.2  $          40.00  

 email Dave at Servlaw 

to attempt personal 

service at the Kraft 

house address   

Under NRS 

159.344(5)(g)(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).  $        40.00  

9/20/2019 LCP 300 0.2  $          60.00  

 TC with JPM re 

providing advance 

copy of pleading to 

opposing counsel  

Under NRS 159.344 

(6)(a)(no compensation 

for internal business 

activity).     $      150.00  

9/20/2019 JPM 450 1.3  $        585.00  

 Various 

communications re 

obtaining guardianship 

and 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 POA's that are 

Under NRS 

159.344(6)(b), 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 benefit the 

protected person?  $      585.00  
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not being honored, 

etc…  

9/23/2019 LM 200 0.2  $          40.00  

 Telephone call with 

Chryste in Dept. B 

regarding approval of 

order granting 

temporary 

guardianship  

Under NRS 

159.344(5)(g)(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 

legally substantive task).  $        40.00  

9/23/2019 LM 200 0.1  $          20.00  

 calendar return date 

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)(g)(4) 

no compensation for 

time spent performing 

secretarial or clerical 

services.  $        20.00  

9/23/2019 LM 200 0.3  $          60.00  

 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 

guardianship (.1);   

Under NRS 

159.344(5)(g)(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. 

 $        60.00  

9/23/2019 LM 200 0.4  $          80.00  

 second telephone call 

with Chryste regarding 

faxing over a copy of 

the order (.2); emailed 

a copy of the order 

granting the temporary 

guardianship to the 

clients (.2);   

Under NRS 

159.344(5)(g)(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.  $        80.00  

9/23/2019 LM 200 0.3  $          60.00  

 efiled the notice of 

entry of order granting 

temporary 

guardianship and 

arranged for mailing of 

same (.2); emailed 

Dave to also serve the 

Order Granting the 

Temporary 

Guardianship (.1)  

Under NRS 

159.344(5)(g)(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.  $        60.00  
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9/23/2019 LCP 300 0.4  $        120.00  

 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. 

Johnson (.1)  

Under NRS 159.344 

(6)(a)(no compensation 

for internal business 

activity).    $      120.00  

9/23/2019 JPM 450 0.4  $        180.00  

 Various 

communications and 

direction to team re 

guardianship.  

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).    $      180.00  

9/23/2019 JPM 450 2.2  $        990.00  

 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 

answer questions. Later 

conversations and 

emails with clients.  

Under NRS 

159.344(6)(b), no award 

is to be made for time 

that is block-billed.  $      990.00  

9/24/2019 LM 200 0.5  $        100.00  

 Emailed a copy of the 

Letters…(.2); arrange 

to obtain certified 

copies …(.2); emailed 

a copy of the 

Letters…to Ty Kehoe 

and David Johnson 

(.1).  

Under NRS 

159.344(5)(g)(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.  $      100.00  

      

Total proposed 

reduction for invoice 

no. 12595  $ 14,395.00  

 

 

Invoice No. 12720       

Date Tmkr Rate Time  Amount  Description Objection 

 Proposed 

Reduction 

($)  

9/25/2019 LM 200 0.6  $        120.00  

Receipt of 

email…regarding 

obtaining certified 

copies (.1); Respond to 

same (.2); prepare 

receipt of documents 

(.1); email Robyn that 

certified copies are 

ready for pickup (.1); 

telephone call and 

leave message with 

Donna…; efiled 

Under NRS 

159.344(5)(g)(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 are all 

secretarial tasks--tasks 

that are not legally 

substantive.  $      120.00  
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affidavit of personal 

appearance (.1) 

9/25/2019 LCP 300 1.1  $        330.00  

 Review multiple 

emails from client; 

lengthy response email 

re: duties of guardian  

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 

that is block-billed.  $      330.00  

9/25/2019 JPM 450 0.6  $        270.00  

 Review some 

communications. 

Phone conference with 

Robyn. 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)(a)(no compensation 

for internal business 

activity).     $      270.00  

9/25/2019 LCP 300 0.7  $        210.00  

 Redraft of demand 

letters to T. Kehoe and 

D. Johnson per request 

of R. Friedman.  

NRS 159.344(5)(b). 

How did this task 

benefit the protected 

person?  $      210.00  

9/25/2019 JPM 450 0.7  $        315.00  

 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)(a)(no compensation 

for internal business 

activity) & Under NRS 

159.344(5)(b), How did 

this task benefit the 

protected person?  $      315.00  

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)(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 

substantive (transmitting 

a letter).  $        90.00  
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9/27/2019 AEF 350 0.4  $        140.00  

 Review email from 

opposing counsel 

regarding requested 

items, temporary 

guardianship and 

visitation, then review 

and revise draft 

response email to 

opposing counsel 

regarding same.   

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 

person?  $      140.00  

9/27/2019 LM 200 0.2  $          40.00  

 Telephone call with 

Robyn Friedman 

regarding email to her 

sister.  

Under NRS 

159.344(5)(g)(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 (tasks that are 

not legally substantive).  $        40.00  

9/27/2019 JPM 450 2  $        900.00  

 Numerous 

communications and 

emails to/from clients, 

David Johnson, Ty 

Kehoe trying to obtain 

June's identification 

and other property and 

resolve visitation 

issues.  

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)-attorney David 

Johnson is a party in the 

probate matter, not this 

guardianship matter.     $      900.00  

9/27/2019 JPM 450 0.5  $        225.00  

 Later phone call with 

Ty Kehoe. Call with 

client.  

Under NRS 

159.344(6)(b), no award 

is to be made for time 

that is block-billed.  $      225.00  

9/28/2019 JPM 450 0.8  $        360.00  

 Review of combative 

Ty Kehoe 

communication and 

response thereto. 

Multiple 

communications with 

clients, counsel for 

Kimberly and Mr. 

Kehoe.  

Under NRS 

159.344(6)(b), no award 

is to be made for time 

that is block-billed.  $      360.00  

9/29/2019 JPM 450 0.6  $        270.00  

 Communications with 

all parties. Setup and 

participate in phone 

conference with 

Kimberly and her 

attorney.  

Under NRS 

159.344(6)(b), no award 

is to be made for time 

that is block-billed.  $      270.00  

9/30/2019 LCP 300 0.3  $          90.00  

 TC with Legal Aid 

attorney, M. Parra-

Sandoval  

Under NRS 

159.344(5)(i), time for 

task is excessive and 

unreasonable; this was a 

short conversation, and 

Parra-Sandoval recorded 

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)(g)(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 1.4  $        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)(g)(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.  

10/2/2019 JPM 450 4.5  $     2,025.00  

 Communications all 

day with clients, 

opposing counsel re 

hearing prep and 

efforts to settle issues. 

Review opposition 

briefs and supplements 

thereto.  

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).  $   2,025.00  

10/3/2019 JPM 450 3.2  $     1,440.00  

 Settlement 

negotiations at court; 

client conferences at 

court; participate in 

hearing and follow up 

conversations with 

clients and opposing 

attorneys.  

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).   $   1,440.00  

10/4/2019 LM 200 0.5  $        100.00  

 Receipt of email from 

Donna to confirm her 

address and to send 

future mail to her 

certified mail (.2); 

email to Donna and 

Robyn letting them 

know certified copies 

of the Order Extending 

the Temporary 

Guardianship are ready 

for pickup (.3).  

Under NRS 

159.344(5)(g)(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 are not 

legally substantive 

tasks.  $      100.00  

10/4/2019 LCP 300 0.4  $        120.00  

 Discuss with JPM re: 

caregiver 

compensation  

Under NRS 159.344 

(6)(a)(no compensation 

for internal business 

activity).     $      120.00  

10/4/2019 LCP 300 0.5  $        150.00  

 Incorporate R. 

Friedman's requests for 

items into the existing 

list of demanded items  

Under NRS 

159.344(5)(i), time for 

task is excessive and 

unreasonable, and could 

have been delegated to a 

lower biller (paralegal 

$150 x .3).  $      105.00  

10/4/2019 JPM 450 0.3  $        135.00  

 Communications re 

compensation for 

Kimberly as caregiver.  

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).   $      135.00  
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10/7/2019 LM 200 0.4  $          80.00  

 Review of email from 

Geraldine Tomich 

requesting copy of the 

petition for 

guardianship (.2); 

emailed a copy to Ms. 

Tomich (.2).  

Under NRS 

159.344(5)(g)(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.  $        80.00  

10/8/2019 LM 200 0.3  $          60.00  

 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 

Metro's abuse and 

neglect (.1)  

Under NRS 

159.344(5)(g)(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  

10/8/2019 JPM 450 0.3  $        135.00  

 Communications with 

clients and Kimberly's 

counsel discussing 

issues and trying to 

arrange face to face 

settlement meeting.  

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).   $      135.00  

10/8/2019 LM 200 0.7  $        140.00  

 Telephone call with 

Detective Ludwig at 

Metro's abuse and 

neglect unit regarding 

setting up conference 

call.  

Under NRS 

159.344(5)(g)(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) 

no compensation for 

time spent performing 

secretarial or clerical 

services--this task is not 

a legally substantive 

task.  $      140.00  

10/9/2019 JPM 450 2.8  $     1,260.00  

 Continue preparing for 

settlement conference. 

Travel to and 

participate in 

settlement conference 

at Kimberly's attorney's 

office.  

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).   $   1,260.00  

      

Total proposed 

reduction for invoice 

no. 12720  $   9,960.00  
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Invoice No. 12748       

Date Tmkr Rate  Time  Amount  Description Objection 

 Proposed 

Reduction 

($)  

10/10/2019 LM 200 0.6  $        120.00  

 Drafted notice of 

intent for Scott 

Simmons to appear by 

telephone at the 

hearing on October 

15th (.5); telephone 

call and leave message 

for Scott to confirm 

the telephone number 

we can reach him at 

next week (.1)  

Under NRS 

159.344(5)(g)(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 

appear by telephone is a 

standard 

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.  $      120.00  

10/11/2019 LM 200 0.5  $        100.00  

 Review of emails 

received from client to 

compel opposing party 

to provide information 

and documentation on 

finances and personal 

information such as 

passport and medical 

records (.2); review 

guardianship statutes 

regarding petition for 

instruction (.3).  

Under NRS 

159.344(5)(g)(2) 

paralegal rate is 

excessive-the most 

should be $150. 

 $        25.00  

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  
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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)(g)(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)(g)(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)  $   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. 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  $          90.00  

 Review some emails 

and direct team on 

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  $        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  

10/14/2019 LCP 300 0.9  $        270.00  

 Gather and assemble 

documents that will be 

attached as exhibits to 

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  $          60.00  

 Telephone call with 

Robyn Friedman and 

Donna to sign the 

respective verification 

pages to reply  

Under NRS 

159.344(5)(g)(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)(g)(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 2.5  $     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)(g)(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) 

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)(g)(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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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)(g)(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  

10/15/2019 LM 200 0.6  $        120.00  

 Prepared supplement 

to reply to oppositions 

to include executed 

verification of clients 

(.4); efiled and mailed 

same (.2).  

Under NRS 

159.344(5)(g)(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-

preparing documents to 

file, efiling, and mailing 

are not a legally 

substantive tasks.  $      120.00  

10/15/2019 JPM 450 5.2  $     2,340.00  

 Prepare for hearing. 

Participate in hearing 

including client 

conferences and 

negotiations.  

Under NRS 

159.344(6)(b), no 

award is to be made for 

time that is block-billed 

(each task must be 

itemized separately, 

with a time).  $   2,340.00  

10/18/2019 LM 200 0.2  $          40.00  

 Review court file for 

order regarding 

hearing; calendared 

evidentiary hearing 

and return hearing on 

investigator's report.  

Under NRS 

159.344(5)(g)(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 are not 

legally substantive 

tasks.  $        40.00  

      

Total proposed 

reduction for invoice 

no. 12748  $   9,715.00  

 

 /// 

 /// 

 /// 

 /// 
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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 4th day of March 2020.   

 

LEGAL AID CENTER OF 

SOUTHERN NEVADA, INC. 

 

           /s/ 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 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

AA 198



 

Page 26 of 27 

 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 4th day of March 2020, I 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 

586 N. Magdelena Street 

Dewey, AZ 86327 

Tiffany O’Neal 

177 N. Singingwood Street, Unit 13 

 Orange, CA 92869 

 

Jen Adamo 

14 Edgewater Drive 

 Magnolia, DE 19962 

 

Courtney Simmons 

765 Kimbark Avenue 

San Bernardino, CA 92407  

 

Scott Simmons 

1054 S. Verde Street 

Anaheim, CA 92805 

 

Ampersand Man 

2824 High Sail Court 

Las Vegas, NV 89117 

 

Kimberly Jones 

6277 Kraft Avenue 

Las Vegas, NV 89130 

 

 

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

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

EDCR 8.05: 

Jeffrey Luszeck, Esq 

jluszeck@sdfnvlaw.com 

 

Ross Evans, Esq. 

revans@sdfnvlaw.com 

Attorneys for Guardian 

 

James Beckstrom 

jbecstrom@maclaw.com 

Attorney for Guardian 

 

John Michaelson, Esq. 

john@michaelsonlaw.com 

Attorneys for Robyn Friedman and Donna 

Simmons 
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Lora Caindec-Poland 

lora@michaelsonlaw.com 

 

 

Ty Kehoe, Esq. 

TyKehoeLaw@gmail.com 

Attorney for Rodney Gerald Yeoman 

Matthew Piccolo, Esq. 

matt@piccololawoffices.com 

Attorney for Rodney Gerald Yeoman 

 

Cheryl Becnel 

ebecnel@maclaw.com 

 

David C. Johnson 

dcj@johnsonlegal.com 

 

Geraldine Tomich 

Gtomich@maclaw.com 

 

Sonia Jones 

sjones@nvcourts.nv.gov 

 

LaChasity Carroll 

lcarroll@nvcourts.nv.gov 

 

Kate McCloskey 

NVGCO@nvcourts.nv.gov 

 

  

 

  

/s/Alexa Reanos____________________________ 

Employee of Legal Aid Center of Southern Nevada 
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1 NEO 
MICHAELSON & ASSOCIATES, LTD. 

2 John P. Michaelson, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 7822 

3 john@michaelsonlaw.com 
Patrick C. McDonnell, Esq. 

4 NevadaBarNo. 13188 
patrick@michaelsonlaw.com 

5 2200 Paseo Verde Parkway, Ste. 160 
Henderson, Nevada 89052 

6 Ph: (702) 731-2333 
Fax: (702) 731-2337 

7 Attorneys for Robyn Friedman 
and Donna Simmons 

8 

9 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEV ADA 

10 

11 

1 2 

13 

1 4 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

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

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Kathleen June Jones, 
Case Number: G-19-052263-A 
Department: B 

An Adult Protected Person. ) 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 

To: Whom It May Concern: 

Notice is hereby given that on August 12, 2020, an Order Granting Robyn Friedman' 

and Donna Simmons ' Petition for Attorneys Fees In Part was entered in the above-titled matter, 

copy of said Order is attached hereto. 

DATED: August 17, 2020. 

MICHAELSON & ASSOCIATES, LTD. 

vi~ I /n,~ 
J P. Michaelson, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 7822 
Patrick C. McDonnell, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 13188 
2200 Paseo Verde Parkway, Ste. 160 
Henderson, Nevada 89052 
Counsel for Petitioners 

- 1 -

Case Number: G-19-052263-A

Electronically Filed
8/17/2020 12:05 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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1 

2 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Pursuant to Nevada Rule of Civil Procedure 5(b ), the undersigned hereby certifies that o 

f'\ugust 17, 2020, a copy of the Notice of Entry of Order Granting Robyn Friedman's and Donn 
3 

4 Simmons' Petition for Attorneys Fees In Part and said Order was mailed by regular US first cla 

5 mail, postage prepaid, in a sealed envelope in Henderson, Nevada to the following individu 

6 ~nd/or entities at the following addresses: 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Jeffrey R. Sylvester 
jeff@sylvesterpolednak.com 

Kelly L. Easton 
kellye@sylvesterpolednak.com 

Co-Counsel for Petitioners, Robyn Friedman 
and Donna Simmons 

Geraldine Tomich, Esq. 
gtomich@maclaw.com 

James Beckstrom. Esq. 
jbeckstrom@maclaw.com 

Chery 1 Becnel 
cbecnel@maclaw.com 

LaChasity Carroll 
lcarroll@nvcourts.nv.gov 

Sonja Jones 
sjones@nvcourts.nv.gov 

Kate Mccloskey 
NV GCO@nvcourts.nv.gov 

Maria L. Parra-Sandoval , Esq. 
Legal Aid Center of Southern Nevada 
mparra@lacsn.org 

Penny Walker 
pwalker@lacsn.org 

Ty E. Kehoe, Esq. 
KEHOE & ASSOCIATES 
TyKehoeLaw@gmail.com 

Faydra Ross 
fr@ghandilaw.com 

Attorney for Rodney Gerald Yeoman 
Laura A. Deeter, Esq. 
GHANDI DEETER BLACKHAM 
laura@ghandilaw.com 

Matthew C. Piccolo, Esq. 
PICCOLO LAW OFFICES 
matt@piccololawoffices.com 
Co-Counsel for Rodney Gerald Yeoman 

- 2-
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8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Tiffany O'Neal 
177 N. Singingwood Street, Unit 13 
Orange, CA 92869 

Courtney Simmons 
765 Kimbark Avenue 
San Bernardino, CA 92407 

Division of Welfare and Supportive Services 
Medicaid Chief Eligibility and Payments 
1470 College Parkway 
Carson City, Nevada 89706 

7 0N & SSOCIA TES, LTD. 

Employee o 
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ORDG 

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED 
8/12/2020 11 : 55 AM 

1 John P. Michaelson, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 7822 

2 Email: john@michaelsonlaw.com 
MICHAELSON & ASSOCIATES, LTD. 

3 2200 Paseo Verde Parkway, Ste. 160 
Henderson, Nevada 89052 

4 Ph: (702) 731-2333 
Fax: (702) 731-2337 

5 Attorneys for Robyn Friedman and 
Donna Simmons 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

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

) 
Kathleen June Jones, ) 

) 
An Adult Protected Person.) 

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

Date of Hearing: 4/1 5/2020 
Time of Hearing: 11:00 a.m. 

ORDER GRANTING ROBYN FRIEDMAN'S AND DONNA SIMMONS' 
PETITION F10R A'l"l'ORNE\'S F'EES IN PART 

0 TEMPORARY GUARDIANSHIP 
D Person 
0 Estate 
D Person and Estate 

0 SPECIAL GUARDIANSHIP 

D Person 
D Estate D Summary Admin. 
D Person and Estate 

~ GENERAL GUARDIANSHIP 
D Person 
D Estate 
~ Person and Estate 

~ NOTICES I SAFEGUARDS 

~ Blocked Account 
D Bond Posted 
D 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 
25 

- 1 -

Case Number: G-19-052263-A 
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1 
Sylvester & Polednak, Ltd. appearing via audio visual communications on behalf 

2 of Robyn Friedman and Donna Simmons, Robyn Friedman and Donna Simmons, 

3 appearing telephonically; Maria L. Parra-Sandoval, Esq. having also appeared via 

4 

audiovisual communications on behalf of the protected person, Kathleen June 
5 

6 
Jones; Ty E. Kehoe, Esq. of Kehoe & Associates, Matthew C. Piccolo, Esq. of 

7 Piccolo Law Offices and Laura A. Deeter, Esq. of Ghandi, Deeter, Blackham also 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

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 -
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1 
family; the transfer of the Protected Person's real property to her husband's 

2 family for an amount well under market value, while the POA was in effect; 

3 allegations of kidnapping of the Protected Person; unwillingness to provide 
4 

medical information; the POA's inability to control the tumultuous situation 
5 

6 
which was taking an emotional and physical toll on the Protected Person. 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

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 
15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

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, 
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1 
who was not acting. The Petitioners acknowledged that Protected Person 

2 nominated the POA to be Guardian and did not contest the legal 

3 preference. However, the Petitioners were left with no alternative, but to 
4 

intervene and instigate guardianship litigation in order safeguard the protected 
5 

6 
person. 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

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 clou~ 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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1 
is personally liable for any attorney's fees and costs incurred as a result of such 

2 representation. 

3 THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that pursuant to NRS 159.344(2), 
4 

notwithstanding the provisions of NRS 159 .344(1 ), Petitioners may petition this 
5 

6 
Court for an order authorizing attorney's fees and costs incurred in this case to be 

7 paid from the estate of the protected person. Petitioners have not accrued any 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

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 service 

performed were provided. 
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1 
THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that under NRS 159.344(5)(b), th 

2 services provided have conferred an actual benefit upon Ms. Jones and hav 

3 advanced her best interest. 
4 

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS the services provided have proper! 
5 

6 
provided a temporary and general guardian for Ms. Jones' person and estate. 

7 Having a guardian advances Ms. Jones' best interest and benefits her by ensurin 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

she has adequate shelter, food, clothing and medical care and ensuring her finance 

and assets are safeguarded and managed well, as explained in detail above in th 

section describing the services Petitioners have provided. 

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS in deciding the reasonableness o 

attorney's fees , the court must consider four factors outlined in Brunzel! v. Golde 

Gate Nat 'l Bank, 85 Nev. 345, 349-350, 455 P.2d 31.33-34 (1969) as follows: "(1 

16 the qualities of the advocate: his ability, his training, education experience 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

professional standing and skill; (2) the character of work to be done: its difficulty, 

its intricacy, its importance, time, and skill required, the responsibility impose 

and the prominence and character of the parties where they affect the importanc 

of litigation ; (3) the work actually performed by the lawyer: the skill, time an 

attention given to the work; and ( 4) the result whether the attorney was successfu 

and what benefits were derived." 
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1 
THE COURT FURTHER FINDS pursuant to NRS 159.344(5)(c) 

2 Michaelson & Associates, Ltd. is a reputable firm practicing in the area o 

3 guardianship and elder law. Michaelson & Associates, Ltd. was founded in Nevad 

4 

in 1992 with an emphasis on business and estate planning. The firm's attorneys 
5 

6 
also provide representation to seniors in the areas of Veterans Administratio 

7 benefits and Medicaid. John P. Michaelson has personally acted as lead attorney o 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

hundreds of guardianships matter in Clark County and has remained heavil 

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 fo 

over three years as president of the Nevada Wealth Counsel Forum and is an activ 

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 membe 
15 

16 of the Guardianship Commission and is co-chair of the guardianship rule 

1 7 subcommittee. 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS under NRS 159.344(5)(d), the characte 

of the work completed in this matter was reasonable and necessary to establis 

a Temporary and General Guardianship due to Ms. Jones' need for guardianshi 

services to take care of her person and to manage her estate. 

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS under NRS 159.344(5)(e), the wor 

actually performed is documented which also shows the time and attention give 
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1 
to the legal services provided in relation to seeking appointment of Petitioners a 

2 guardians of her person and estate. 

3 THE COURT FURTHER FINDS under NRS 159.344(5)(£), counse 
4 

succeeded in establishing guardianships for Ms. Jones and the benefits to Ms. 
5 

6 
Jones are described above in the description of benefits under NRS 159.344(5)(b 

7 and NRS 159.344(5)(e). 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS under NRS 159.344(5)(g), Mr. 

Michaelson charges an hourly rate of $450.00 per hour. His senior and associat 

attorneys charge a rate of $350.00 and $300.00 per hour, respectively and hi 

paralegals charge a rate of $150.00 per hour. 

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS under NRS 159.344(5)(i), services wer 

provided in a reasonable, efficient and cost effective manner. Much work wa 

16 performed by a paralegal or secretary and prior work product was emulated a 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

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 b 

the Inventory on file, the nature, extent and liquidity of Ms. Jones estate are no 

sufficient to pay the requested attorney's fees outright. Ms. Jones' foreseeabl 

expenses that could take precedence over the requested attorney's fees includ 

costs for her facility, medications and day-to-day needs. Said expenses ar 

documented in the Budget on file herein. Although the funds in Ms. Jones' 
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1 
accounts are not sufficient to pay the fees requested while continuing to pay fo 

2 Ms. Jones' care, maintenance and support, Ms. Jones has real property i 

3 California, the value of which will be sufficient to pay the fees requested upon it 
4 

sale. Petitioners intend to simply file a judgment or order for fees as a lien agains 
5 

6 
Ms. Jones' real property in California as stated hereinabove to allow her continue 

7 use of her asset during her lifetime. 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS under NRS 159.344(5)(k), Petitioner 

and counsel have been diligent in their efforts to work efficiently in this case and i 

caring for Ms. Jones. This helped to reduce and minimize current issues an 

prevent any additional issues from arising. This matter has been contentious 

has involved a number of efforts to reach agreements to streamline th 

resolution of various issues. In an effort to resolve the issue and minimiz 

16 attorney's fees and costs, counsel for Petitioner attempted on numerous occasion 

1 7 to meet and confer with counsel for Mr. Yeomen and various counsel retained b 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Kimberly, to work effectively towards a solution and ensure that the protecte 

person's interests were being safeguarded. Counsel has also generally refraine 

from filing unneeded pleadings or responses to the various unneeded pleadings tha 

Mr. Yeomen filed herein. Counsel has, however, made numerous phone calls an 

written numerous emails in support of the protected person throughout th 

negotiations. He has also responded to many, many phone calls and emails fro 
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1 
counsel for other parties in an effort to resolve concerns and assist in a speedie 

2 resolution of contested matters. 

3 

4 

5 

6 

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS under NRS 159.344(5)(1), 

Petitioners nor counsel acted m a way that unnecessarily expande 

issues or delayed or hindered the efficient administration 

7 guardianship estate of Ms. Jones. 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS under NRS 159.344(5)(m), neithe 

Petitioners nor counsel took any action for purpose of advancing or protectin 

their own interests rather than the interest of Ms. Jones. 

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS under NRS 159.344(5)(n), additiona 

factors are not relevant to determine whether attorney 's fees are just 

reasonable or necessary. As shown above, Petitioners and counsel were acting t 

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 interna 

business activities, clerical or secretarial support or time reported as block of tim 

spent on multiple tasks 

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

applicable to the fees requested herein. 
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1 
THE COURT FURTHER FINDS under NRS 159.344(8), payment o 

2 ordinary costs and expenses incurred in the scope of counsel's representation is 

3 being requested. 

4 

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS pursuant to NRS 159.344(9), "if two o 
5 

6 
more parties in a guardianship proceeding file competing petitions for th 

7 appointment of a guardian or otherwise litigate any contested issue in 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

guardianship proceeding, only the prevailing party may petition the court 

payment of attorney's fees and costs from the guardianship estate pursuant to thi 

section." 

Here, three competing petitions were filed for the appointment of a guardian­

the original petition for temporary guardianship filed by Robyn Friedman an 

Donna Simmons, and then Oppositions and Counter-Petitions for Guardianshi 

filed by both Kimberly Jones and Mr. Yeoman. Robyn Friedman and Donn 

Simmons' ex parte petition was granted on September 23 , 2019, and Roby 

Friedman and Donna Simmons were appointed temporary guardians. Th 

temporary guardianship was extended on October 3, 2019 and Robyn Friedma 

and Donna Simmons remained in their roles as temporary guardians. 

Kimberly was ultimately appointed as general guardian pursuant to Ms. Jones' 

wishes as set forth in her estate planning documents, petitioners Robyn Friedma 

and Donna Simmons were the prevailing party on the initial petition for tempora 
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1 
guardianship and were the driving force in getting the protective tempora 

2 guardianship framework in place and then working to ensure that the protectio 

3 would remain in place by way of a general guardianship appointment. 
4 

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS but for the efforts of Petitioners, Ms 
5 

6 
Jones might still be living in uncertain conditions, moving between locations an 

7 having police involvement in her custody, all with no written plan of care. 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Immediately after their appointment as temporary guardians, however, Petitioner 

paid for and provided such a care plan. Ms. Jones might still be financiall 

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 horn 

despite the questioned sale, with Kimberly acting as her caregiver and 

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 Conservators hip of 

Bryant, which states, 

[U]nlike the circumstances which give nse 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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1 
to recover fees incurred before appointment of a conservator is self­
evident. 

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

3 (1996). 

4 

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that in this specific instance, pre-petition 
5 

6 
fees were reasonably incurred for the sole-purpose of resolving all issues regarding 

7 the guardianship prior to filing. Many family members were involved and the 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

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 AN 

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, whic 

represents the Petitioners' adjustments and explanations for each billing entry i 

response to Legal Aid' s specific objection, contained in Exhibit 1 to Response to 
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1 
Kathleen June Jones' Objection to Petition for Approval of Attorneys ' Fees file 

2 on March 12, 2020; 

3 

4 

5 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that th 

attorneys fees in the amount of $57,742.16 is hereby reduced to a judgment tha 

6 may be domesticated by Robyn Friedman and Donna Simmons against th 

7 protected person's real property located at 1054 S. Verde Street, Anaheim 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

California 92805, APN 234-056-10. 

DATED: _________ , 2020. 

Dated this 12th day of August, 2020 

~~r 
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 
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District Court Judge 
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DMWEST #40994576 v1 

Invoice No. 
125951

Date Tmkr Rate Time
Amount 
($)  Description Objection 

 Proposed 
Reduction ($)  

9/10/2019 JPM 450 0.4
 $        
180.00  

 Phone 
conference with 
attorney David 
Johnson re pros 
and cons of 
guardianship 
petition in this 
matter. 

Under NRS 
159.344 
(6)(a)(no 
compensation 
for internal 
business 
activity)-
Attorney 
Johnson is not a 
party to this 
matter (he was 
on the probate 
matter)  $      180.00  

9/10/2019 JPM 450 1
 $        
450.00  

 Various 
communications 
including getting 
Dr. Brown paid. 
Draft/edit/revise 
petition for 
guardianship. 

Under NRS 
159.344(5)(i), 
this task should 
have been 
delegated to a 
paralegal & 
Under NRS 
159.344(6)(b), 
no award is to be 
made for time 
that is block-
billed.  $      450.00  

9/11/2019 JPM 450 0.7
 $        
315.00  

 Coordinate with 
Dr. Brown, 
including review 
his report. Client 
communications. 

Under NRS 
159.344(5)(i), 
the first task 
should have 
been delegated 
to a paralegal & 
Under NRS 
159.344(6)(b), 
no award is to be 
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 “LM,” 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 1
 $        
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)(a)(no 
compensation 
for internal 
business 
activity) & 
Under NRS 
159.344(6)(b), 
no award is to be 
made for time  $      120.00  
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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)(g)(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 1
 $        
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)(a)(no 
compensation 
for internal 
business 
activity) & 
Under NRS 
159.344(5)(i),  $      300.00  
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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)(a)(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)(g)(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 
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  
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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)(g)(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 1
 $        
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. 

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 3
 $     
1,350.00 

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

Under NRS 
159.344(5)(i), 
the first task 
should have 
been delegated 
to a lower biller; 
Under NRS 
159.344(6)(b),  $   1,350.00  
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general 
guardianship.  

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

9/18/2019 LM 150 0.4
 $          
60.00  

 Compile 
exhibits to be 
attached to ex 
parte 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)(g)(4) 
no compensation 
for time spent 
performing 
secretarial or 
clerical services.  $        60.00  

9/18/2019 LM 150 0.3
 $          
45.00  

 Email Robyn 
and Donna 
regarding 
signatures on 
verifications to 
ex parte petition 
and on oath for 
the Letters of 
Temporary 
Guardianship  

Under NRS 
159.344(5)(g)(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.   $        30.00  

9/18/2019 LM 150 0.3
 $          
45.00  

 Telephone call 
and leave 
message with 
Teri and Scott 
regarding our 
filing for 
appointment of 
temporary 
guardianship  

Under NRS 
159.344(5)(g)(2) 
paralegal rate is 
excessive; the 
most should be 
$150 & Under 
NRS 
159.344(5)(i), 
time for task is 
excessive and  $        30.00  
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unreasonable; 
each call should 
be .1. x $150. 

9/18/2019 LCP 300 2.4
 $        
720.00  

 Further 
revisions to 
Petition; email 
draft to clients  

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 I 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 
spent 23.7 hours 
drafting and 
revising this 
petition.  $      720.00  

9/18/2019 JPM 450 5
 $     
2,250.00 

 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  $   2,250.00  

AA 307
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NRS 159.344 
(6)(a)(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)(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  $      150.00  

AA 308
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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)(g)(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  

9/19/2019 LM 150 1
 $        
150.00  

 drafted order 
granting 
temporary 
guardianship  

Under NRS 
159.344(5)(g)(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  

AA 309
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9/19/2019 LM 150 0.2
 $          
30.00  

 efiled citation to 
appear and show 
cause  

Under NRS 
159.344(5)(g)(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  

9/19/2019 LM 150 0.3
 $          
45.00  

 prepared 
amended citation 

Under NRS 
159.344(5)(g)(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  

9/19/2019 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  

9/19/2019 JPM 450 1.7
 $        
765.00  

 Various calls 
and 
communications 
with staff and 
attorneys for 
other parties in 
attempts to meet 
and confer to 
resolve claims 
and also prepare 
our petition for 
guardianship- 
draft/edit/ and 
revising same.  

NRS 
159.344(5)(b) & 
Under NRS 
159.344(6)(b), 
no award is to be 
made for time 
that is block-
billed   $      765.00  

AA 310
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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)(g)(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)(g)(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)(a)(no 
compensation  $      60.002

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. 

AA 311
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opposing 
counsel  

for internal 
business 
activity).    

9/20/2019 JPM 450 1.3
 $        
585.00  

 Various 
communications 
re obtaining 
guardianship and 
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 
POA's that are 
not being 
honored, etc…  

Under NRS 
159.344(6)(b), 
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 
benefit the 
protected 
person?  $      585.00  

9/23/2019 LM 150 0.2
 $          
30.00  

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

Under NRS 
159.344(5)(g)(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 
legally 
substantive 
task).  $        30.00  

9/23/2019 LM 150 0.1
 $          
15.00  

 calendar return 
date 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)(g)(4) 
no compensation  $        15.00  

AA 312
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for time spent 
performing 
secretarial or 
clerical services. 

9/23/2019 LM 150 0.3
 $          
45.00  

 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 
guardianship 
(.1);   

Under NRS 
159.344(5)(g)(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  

9/23/2019 LM 150 0.4
 $          
60.00  

 second 
telephone call 
with Chryste 
regarding faxing 
over a copy of 
the order (.2); 
emailed a copy 
of the order 
granting the 
temporary 
guardianship to 
the clients (.2);   

Under NRS 
159.344(5)(g)(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.  $        60.00  

9/23/2019 LM 150 0.3
 $          
45.00  

 efiled the notice 
of entry of order 
granting 
temporary 
guardianship and 
arranged for 
mailing of same 
(.2); emailed 
Dave to also 
serve the Order 
Granting the 

Under NRS 
159.344(5)(g)(2) 
paralegal rate is 
excessive; the 
most should be 
$150 & Under 
NRS 
159.344(5)(g)(4) 
no compensation 
for time spent 
performing  $        45.00  

AA 313
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Temporary 
Guardianship 
(.1)  

secretarial or 
clerical services. 

9/23/2019 LCP 300 0.4
 $        
120.00  

 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. Johnson 
(.1)  

Under NRS 
159.344 
(6)(a)(no 
compensation 
for internal 
business 
activity).    $      120.00  

9/23/2019 JPM 450 0.4
 $        
180.00  

 Various 
communications 
and direction to 
team re 
guardianship.  

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).    $      180.00  

9/23/2019 JPM 450 2.2
 $        
990.00  

 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 
answer 
questions. Later 
conversations 

Under NRS 
159.344(6)(b), 
no award is to be 
made for time 
that is block-
billed.  $      990.00  

AA 314
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and emails with 
clients.  

9/24/2019 LM 150 0.5
 $        
75.00  

 Emailed a copy 
of the 
Letters…(.2); 
arrange to obtain 
certified copies 
…(.2); emailed a 
copy of the 
Letters…to Ty 
Kehoe and 
David Johnson 
(.1).  

Under NRS 
159.344(5)(g)(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.  $      75.00  
Total proposed 
reduction for 
invoice no. 
12595  $ 13,970.00 

AA at 179-186. 

Invoice No. 
12720 

Date Tmkr Rate Time  Amount  Description Objection 
 Proposed 
Reduction ($)  

9/25/2019 LM 150 0.6
 $        
90.00  

Receipt of 
email…regarding 
obtaining 
certified copies 
(.1); Respond to 
same (.2); 
prepare receipt of 
documents (.1); 
email Robyn that 
certified copies 
are ready for 
pickup (.1); 
telephone call 

Under NRS 
159.344(5)(g)(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.  $      90.00  

AA 315



DMWEST #40994576 v1 17 

and leave 
message with 
Donna…; efiled 
affidavit of 
personal 
appearance (.1) 

These are all
secretarial tasks-
-tasks that are 
not legally 
substantive. 

9/25/2019 LCP 300 1.1
 $        
330.00  

 Review multiple 
emails from 
client; lengthy 
response email 
re: duties of 
guardian  

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 
that is block-
billed.  $      330.00  

9/25/2019 JPM 450 0.6
 $        
270.00  

 Review some 
communications. 
Phone 
conference with 
Robyn. 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)(a)(no 
compensation for 
internal business 
activity).     $      270.00  

9/25/2019 LCP 300 0.7
 $        
210.00  

 Redraft of 
demand letters to 
T. Kehoe and D. 
Johnson per 
request of R. 
Friedman.  

NRS 
159.344(5)(b). 
How did this 
task benefit the 
protected 
person?  $      210.00  

9/25/2019 JPM 450 0.7
 $        
315.00  

 Review of 
correspondence 
from Robyn. 
Direct team re 
letters to 
attorneys for 
other parties. 

Under NRS 
159.344(6)(b), 
no award is to be 
made for time 
that is block-
billed & Under 
NRS 159.344  $      315.00  

AA 316
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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)(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 
substantive 
(transmitting a 
letter).  $        90.00  

AA 317
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9/27/2019 AEF 350 0.4
 $        
140.00  

 Review email 
from opposing 
counsel 
regarding 
requested items, 
temporary 
guardianship and 
visitation, then 
review and revise 
draft response 
email to 
opposing counsel 
regarding same.   

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 
person?  $      140.00  

9/27/2019 LM 150 0.2
 $          
30.00  

 Telephone call 
with Robyn 
Friedman 
regarding email 
to her sister.  

Under NRS 
159.344(5)(g)(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 
(tasks that are 
not legally 
substantive).  $        30.00  

9/27/2019 JPM 450 2
 $        
900.00  

 Numerous 
communications 
and emails 
to/from clients, 
David Johnson, 
Ty Kehoe trying 
to obtain June's 
identification and 
other property 
and resolve 
visitation issues.  

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)-attorney 
David Johnson is 
a party in the  $      900.00  

AA 318
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probate matter, 
not this 
guardianship 
matter.    

9/27/2019 JPM 450 0.5
 $        
225.00  

 Later phone call 
with Ty Kehoe. 
Call with client.  

Under NRS 
159.344(6)(b), 
no award is to be 
made for time 
that is block-
billed.  $      225.00  

9/28/2019 JPM 450 0.8
 $        
360.00  

 Review of 
combative Ty 
Kehoe 
communication 
and response 
thereto. Multiple 
communications 
with clients, 
counsel for 
Kimberly and 
Mr. Kehoe.  

Under NRS 
159.344(6)(b), 
no award is to be 
made for time 
that is block-
billed.  $      360.00  

9/29/2019 JPM 450 0.6
 $        
270.00  

Communications 
with all parties. 
Setup and 
participate in 
phone 
conference with 
Kimberly and her 
attorney.  

Under NRS 
159.344(6)(b), 
no award is to be 
made for time 
that is block-
billed.  $      270.00  

9/30/2019 LCP 300 0.3
 $          
90.00  

 TC with Legal 
Aid attorney, M. 
Parra-Sandoval  

Under NRS 
159.344(5)(i), 
time for task is 
excessive and 
unreasonable; 
this was a short 
conversation, 
and Parra-
Sandoval 
recorded a .1 on 
this date.  $        60.00  

AA 319
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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 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)  $      150.00  

AA 320
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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 1.4
 $        
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)(g)(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  

AA 321
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revising 
documents.  

10/2/2019 JPM 450 4.5
 $     
2,025.00  

Communications 
all day with 
clients, opposing 
counsel re 
hearing prep and 
efforts to settle 
issues. Review 
opposition briefs 
and supplements 
thereto.  

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).  $   2,025.00  

10/3/2019 JPM 450 3.2
 $     
1,440.00  

 Settlement 
negotiations at 
court; client 
conferences at 
court; participate 
in hearing and 
follow up 
conversations 
with clients and 
opposing 
attorneys.  

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).   $   1,440.00  

10/4/2019 LM 150 0.5
 $        
75.00  

 Receipt of email 
from Donna to 
confirm her 
address and to 
send future mail 
to her certified 
mail (.2); email 
to Donna and 
Robyn letting 
them know 
certified copies 
of the Order 

Under NRS 
159.344(5)(g)(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  $      75.00  

AA 322
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Extending the 
Temporary 
Guardianship are 
ready for pickup 
(.3).  

clerical services-
-these are not 
legally 
substantive tasks.

10/4/2019 LCP 300 0.4
 $        
120.00  

 Discuss with 
JPM re: 
caregiver 
compensation  

Under NRS 
159.344 
(6)(a)(no 
compensation for 
internal business 
activity).     $      120.00  

10/4/2019 LCP 300 0.5
 $        
150.00  

 Incorporate R. 
Friedman's 
requests for 
items into the 
existing list of 
demanded items  

Under NRS 
159.344(5)(i), 
time for task is 
excessive and 
unreasonable, 
and could have 
been delegated to 
a lower biller 
(paralegal $150 x 
.3).  $      105.00  

10/4/2019 JPM 450 0.3
 $        
135.00  

Communications 
re compensation 
for Kimberly as 
caregiver.  

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).   $      135.00  

10/7/2019 LM 150 0.4
 $          
60.00  

 Review of email 
from Geraldine 
Tomich 
requesting copy 
of the petition for 
guardianship 
(.2); emailed a 
copy to Ms. 
Tomich (.2).  

Under NRS 
159.344(5)(g)(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  $        60.00  

AA 323
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not legally 
substantive tasks.

10/8/2019 LM 150 0.3
 $          
45.00  

 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 Metro's 
abuse and 
neglect (.1)  

Under NRS 
159.344(5)(g)(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  

10/8/2019 JPM 450 0.3
 $        
135.00  

Communications 
with clients and 
Kimberly's 
counsel 
discussing issues 
and trying to 
arrange face to 
face settlement 
meeting.  

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).   $      135.00  

10/8/2019 LM 150 0.7
 $        
105.00  

 Telephone call 
with Detective 
Ludwig at 
Metro's abuse 
and neglect unit 
regarding setting 
up conference 
call.  

Under NRS 
159.344(5)(g)(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)  $      105.00  

AA 324
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no compensation 
for time spent 
performing 
secretarial or 
clerical services-
-this task is not a 
legally 
substantive task. 

10/9/2019 JPM 450 2.8
 $     
1,260.00  

 Continue 
preparing for 
settlement 
conference. 
Travel to and 
participate in 
settlement 
conference at 
Kimberly's 
attorney's office.  

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).   $   1,260.00  
Total proposed 
reduction for 
invoice no. 
12720  $   9,740.00  

AA at 186-191. 

Invoice No. 12748 

Date Tmkr Rate Time  Amount  Description Objection 
 Proposed 
Reduction ($)  

10/10/2019 LM 150 0.6
 $        
60.00  

 Drafted notice 
of intent for 
Scott Simmons 
to appear by 
telephone at the 
hearing on 
October 15th 
(.5); telephone 
call and leave 
message for 
Scott to confirm 
the telephone 
number we can 
reach him at 
next week (.1)  

Under NRS 
159.344(5)(g)(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 appear 
by telephone is a 
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.

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  $   1,260.00  
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JPM (I did not 
include those 
entries as 
problematic). 

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  $      150.00  

AA 327



DMWEST #40994576 v1 29 

should only be 
the 2.2 hours for 
JPM (I did not 
include those 
entries as 
problematic). 

10/11/2019 LM 150 0.8
 $        
120.00  

 Prepare 
response to 
counter petition 
for guardianship 

Under NRS 
159.344(5)(g)(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).  $      120.00  

10/11/2019 LM 150 0.6
 $        
90.00  

 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)(g)(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  $      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 a time); & 
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). 

10/13/2019 JPM 450 0.2
 $          
90.00  

 Review some 
emails and direct 
team on 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  
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10/14/2019 LCP 300 1.5
 $        
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  

10/14/2019 LCP 300 0.9
 $        
270.00  

 Gather and 
assemble 
documents that 
will be attached 
as exhibits to 
Reply.  

Under NRS 
159.344(5)(g)(4) 
no compensation 
for time spent 
performing 
secretarial or 
clerical services 
(regardless of  $      270.00  

AA 332
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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)(g)(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)(g)(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  

AA 333



DMWEST #40994576 v1 35 

10/14/2019 JPM 450 2.5
 $     
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 150 0.4
 $          
60.00  

 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)(g)(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) 
no compensation 
for time spent 
performing 
secretarial or 
clerical services-
-these tasks are 
not legally 
substantive tasks.  $        60.00  
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10/15/2019 LM 150 0.4
 $          
60.00  

 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)(g)(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.  $        30.00  

10/15/2019 LM 150 0.4
 $          
60.00  

 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)(g)(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.  $        30.00  

10/15/2019 LM 150 0.6
 $        
90.00  

 Prepared 
supplement to 
reply to 
oppositions to 
include executed 
verification of 
clients (.4); 
efiled and 
mailed same 
(.2).  

Under NRS 
159.344(5)(g)(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  $      90.00  
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clerical services-
-these tasks-
preparing 
documents to 
file, efiling, and 
mailing are not a 
legally 
substantive tasks.

10/15/2019 JPM 450 5.2
 $     
2,340.00  

 Prepare for 
hearing. 
Participate in 
hearing 
including client 
conferences and 
negotiations.  

Under NRS 
159.344(6)(b),
no award is to be 
made for time 
that is block-
billed (each task 
must be itemized 
separately, with 
a time).  $   2,340.00  

10/18/2019 LM 150 0.2
 $          
30.00  

 Review court 
file for order 
regarding 
hearing; 
calendared 
evidentiary 
hearing and 
return hearing 
on investigator's 
report.  

Under NRS 
159.344(5)(g)(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 are not 
legally 
substantive tasks.  $        30.00  
Total proposed 
reduction for 
invoice no. 
12748  $   9,360.00  

AA 336




