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DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF THE GUARDIANSHIP )
OF THE PERSON AND ESTATE OF: )
) Case Number: G-19-052263-A
Kathleen June Jones, ) Department: B
)
An Adult Protected Person. ) Hearing Requested
)

PETITION FOR APPROVAL OF ATTORNEYS FEES AND COSTS AND REQUEST
TO ENTER A JUDGMENT AGAINST THE REAL PROPERTY OF THE ESTATE

[] TEMPORARY GUARDIANSHIP GENERAL GUARDIANSHIP
[] Person [] Person
[] Estate [] Summary Admin. [] Estate [ ] Summary Admin.
[C] Person and Estate [X] Person and Estate

] SPECIAL GUARDIANSHIP ] NOTICES / SAFEGUARDS
[] Person ] Blocked Account
[]1Estate [ ] Summary Admin. [1 Bond Posted
[] Person and Estate [] Public Guardian Bond

COME NOW Petitioners, Robyn Friedman and Donna Simmons, by and through the law
firm of Michaelson & Associates, Ltd., who respectfully petition this Court for approval off
attorney’s fees and costs, and request to enter a judgment against the real property of the above-

captioned guardianship estate, and in so doing represent as follows:

Case Number: G-19-052263-A
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Summary

Kathleen June Jones (hereinafter “Ms. Jones™) is 82 years of age. Ms. Jones has been
married to Rodney Gerald Yeoman (“Mr. Yeoman™) for approximately eleven years.

Both prior to and after the marriage, Ms. Jones executed Power of Attorney documents
always naming her daughter Kimberly Jones (“Kimberly”) as Ms. Jones’ preferred and chosen
agent for both healthcare decisions and financial transactions. Mr. Yeoman was aware of the
existence of the Healthcare and Financial Powers of Attorney and that Kimberly was thg
designated agent.

For the first ten years of the marriage, Ms. Jones and Mr. Yeoman lived together in La
Vegas in a house located at 6277 Kraft Avenue, Las Vegas, which was acquired by Ms, Jones
long before their marriage as her sole and separate property (“Kraft house™). Ms. Jones had
owned the Kraft house since 2002, seven years prior to her marriage to Mr. Yeoman.

In or about 2015, Ms. Jones began showing signs of cognitive impairment and was
examined and treated for her cognitive decline at the University of California, Irvine, Medicall
Center in late 2015 and early 2016.

In January 2018, despite being aware of the existence of the Power of Attorney whereby|
Ms. Jones named her daughter Kimberly as financial agent for Ms. Jones, and also despite being
well aware of the diagnosed cognitive impairment which had been progressing for over two
years, Mr. Yeoman allowed his own daughter and son-in-law, Kandi and Richard Powell,
(“Kandi” and “Dick”) to transfer the Kraft house away from his wife and to themselves for
significantly less than fair market value. A Quitclaim Deed signed by Ms. Jones was used to

transfer the property. No purchase and sale agreement, nor any other documentation whatsoever,
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was prepared to memorialize any agreement between Mr. Yeoman and/or his family and Ms,
Jones. Ms. Jones was not represented by counsel.

Payment for the preparation of this deed was provided by Gerry’s son-in-law Dick, who
took the property. Notwithstanding the fact that Ms. Jones did not have the requisite level of
capacity to enter into any type of agreement with regard to her real property, Mr. Yeoman and
his family knowingly proceeded with and paid for the self-dealing transaction without giving anyj
notice to Kimberly, whom they knew Ms. Jones had appointed as her financial agent, nor anyj|
other members of Ms. Jones® family.

When Ms. Jones’ children became aware of the transfer of the Kraft house in early 2019,
they stepped in to investigate the transaction and to protect Ms. Jones from further financiall
exploitation. Robyn immediately contacted Elder Protective Services to report the transfer)
Elder Protective Services attempted to investigate, however their access to Ms. Jones was limited
by Mr. Yeoman and they were unable to perform a complete investigation.

About this time, Mr. Yeoman was undergoing cancer treatments and became unable to
care for Ms, Jones while he was either hospitalized or visiting specialized facilities for treatment|
In April 2019, Mr. Yeoman’s family requested that Kimberly travel to Las Vegas to provide care]
for her mother because Mr. Yeoman was unable to provide the necessary care. Kimberly
immediately came to Las Vegas from her home in California to care for Ms. Jones and has
remained in Las Vegas in her caregiving role ever since. The discovery of the transfer of thg
Kraft house along with other concerns about what had been going on with Ms. Jones finances, as
well as having Kimberly here to oversee Ms. Jones’ financial and healthcare needs, has given
rise to much contention between all parties involved. The procedural history below outlines the

events that have taken place since the guardianship proceedings were commenced in September
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2019, however the hostilities between the families were in evidence well before the initial filing
in guardianship court.

Ms. Jones was caught in the middle of the disagreements between Kimberly and her
husband and his family. In August 2019, Ms. Jones was moved out of her Kraft house to a house
owned by Mr. Yeoman’s son-in-law, Dick; a house that was right next door to Dick’s own
residence. Ms. Jones was kept there and isolated from her children with only limited phone
contact with Kimberly and no contact at all with any of her other four children, despite hes
children’s attempts to communicate. During this time, police were called on approximately six
different occasions in attempts to allow Kim’s access to Ms. Jones. Also, during this time, Mr,
Yeoman’s children began suggesting that Ms. Jones should be moved to a senior care facility]
despite the availability and willingness of Ms. Jones’ children to care for her.

Shortly thereafter, Mr. Yeoman had to travel to Arizona for cancer treatment. He wasn’{
able to care for Ms. Jones while undergoing treatment but, instead of asking any one of her
children, all of whom had been willing and able to care for her in the past, Mr. Yeoman took Ms,
Jones to Arizona and left her in the care of his family and outside caregivers while they wergf
staying in a hotel near the hospital. Ms. Jones was taken to Arizona despite the fact that counsell
for Robyn and Donna had been in regular communication with counsel for Mr. Yeoman and
Dick wherein Robyn and Donna’s counsel repeatedly stated Robyn and Donna’s willingness to
care for Ms. Jones while Mr. Yeoman was receiving treatment in Arizona.

Thereafter, Kimberly travelled to Arizona on September 7, 2019, to pick her mother up
and bring her back home to the Kraft house in Las Vegas. Dick filed a police report with both
the Phoenix Police Department and the FBI regarding this incident. Around the same time|

[September 2019] Dick also filed an eviction action to have Kimberly removed from the Kraft
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house where she had been living with Ms. Jones and providing the constant care that Ms. Jones
required.

With tensions escalating and no evidence of cooperation between the parties, and with)
Dick and Gerry through their counsel continuing to deny the efficacy of the POA’s, Petitioners
saw no other recourse than to involve the guardianship court in order to ensure the safety and
continuity of care that Ms. Jones desperately needed. As the guardianship proceedings unfolded
a clear need for guardianship was recognized by this Court.

Robyn and Donna now bring this Petition for approval of attorney’s fees incurred to help|
bring about the stability their mother so desperately needed. Petitioners do not propose to take
the fees from Ms. Jones® estate while she is living and while the funds could potentially be
needed for her ongoing care and medical treatment; instead they are asking for approval of their
fees with the understanding that such fees will be treated as a lien against Ms. Jones’ estate while
Ms. Jones is alive.

Procedural History

1. Ms. Jones is 82 years of age.

2. On December 27, 2005, Ms. Jones executed a Healthcare Power of Attorney naming her
daughter Kimberly as her Attorney-in-Fact for healthcare decisions and a General Power of
Attorney naming Kimberly as her Attorney-in-Fact for financial matters.

3. On or about January 2009, Ms. Jones married Mr. Yeoman.

4. On October 24, 2012, Ms. Jones executed a new Financial Power of Attorney naming|

Kimberly as her Attorney-in-Fact for financial matters.
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5. On November 23, 2012, Ms. Jones executed a Last Will and Testament which named|
Kimberly as Ms. Jones’ chosen Personal Representative and as chosen guardian over her person
and estate.

6. In 2019, Ms. Jones had a neurological evaluation at the Lou Ruvo Center for Brain
Health at the Cleveland Clinic. Dr. Marwan Sabbagh indicated in his letter of September 5, 2019,
that Ms. Jones suffered a degenerative neurological disorder resulting in impairment of memory,
Judgment and other cognitive functions and recommended Ms. Jones be appointed a guardian.
See Confidential Physician’s Certificate of Incapacity and Medical Records (hereinafter
“Confidential Medical Records™) filed with this Court on September 19, 2019.

7. On September 9, 2019, Ms. Jones was evaluated by Dr. Gregory Brown who indicated,
that Ms. Jones suffered from “Dementia [Neurocognitive Disorder]” and that Ms. Jones “would
fulfill the requirements for a guardianship of both person and estate as defined by Nevadal
Revised Statute.” See Confidential Medical Records.

8. On September 19, 2019, Petitioners filed an Ex Parte Petition for Appointment of
Temporary Guardian of the Person and Estate and Petition for Appointment of General
Guardianship (hereinafter “Petition™).

9. As set forth in the Petition, there was great concern regarding who should care for Ms,
Jones, what kind of care she should receive, where she should live, ie., visitation by family
members, accountability for expenditures of Ms. Jones® funds, and the sale of her home to the
daughter and son-in-law of her most recent husband for far less than market value without any
notice to or discussion with any of Ms. Jones children, nor Kimberly, her designated attorney-in+
fact, even though Mr. Yeoman and his family knew full-well about Kimberly being Ms. Jones’

attorney-in-fact.
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10. As their mother’s ability to care for herself had declined over the years, Petitioners had
asked Kimberly and Mr. Yeoman on multiple occasions to provide a care plan for Ms. Jones.
Petitioners felt strongly that plans needed to be made in advance for the inevitable day that Mr.
Yeoman would be unable to provide the necessary care for Ms. Jones. Kimberly, despite her
training and professional experience in handling these types of matters for others, failed to enact
such a plan for her mother.

11. On September 23, 2019, an Order Granting the Ex Parte Petition for Appointment of]
Temporary Guardians of the Person and Estate was entered with this Court appointing
Petitioners as Temporary Guardians. Letters of Temporary Guardianship were subsequently|
granted.

12. On September 25, 2019, Maria L. Parra-Sandoval, Esq. of the Legal Aid Center of]
Southern Nevada was appointed as counsel for Ms. Jones.

13. On October 1, 2019, Ty E. Kehoe, Esq., counsel for Mr. Yeoman filed a Notice of]
Appearance and Request for Notice.

14. On October 2, 2019, Ty E. Kehoe, Esq. and Co-Counsel, Matthew C. Piccolo, Esq. filed
an: (1) Opposition to the Appointment of Temporary and General Guardian; (2) Counter Petition
for Appointment of Temporary Guardian; and (3) Counter Petition for Appointment of General
Guardian on the basis that there were no grounds for an emergency guardianship or a general
guardianship and if there were sufficient grounds for appointment of a guardianship, Mr
Yeoman, as Ms. Jones® husband, should be appointed guardian.

15. On October 2, 2019, Jeffrey P. Luszeck, Esq. as counsel for Kimberly also filed an
Opposition to the Ex Parte Petition for Appointment of Temporary and General Guardian and

Counter-Petition For Appointment of Kimbetly as Ms. Jones Temporary and General Guardian
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of the Person and Estate on the grounds that there was no need for an immediate temporary
guardian because Kimberly was doing just fine protecting their mother.

16. On October 3, 2019, after a hearing on the matter, an Order was entered extending the
temporary guardianship and Robyn and Donna’s appointment as temporary guardians. During
this hearing, Kimberly never once acknowledged that there was a need for guardianship and she,
through her counsel, maintained that the Powers of Attorney were sufficient and that there was
no need for guardianship because of the existing Powers of Attorney.

17. On October 11, 2019, Ty E. Kehoe, Esq. and Co-Counsel, Matthew C. Piccolo, Esq. filed
a Supplement to: (1) Opposition to the Appointment of Temporary and General Guardian; (2
Counter Petition for Appointment of Temporary Guardian; and (3) Counter Petition for
Appointment of General Guardian to clarify facts of the case and request that Ms. Jones has a
constitutional right to remain together as husband and wife which is supported by a Declaration|
of Rodney Yeoman.

18. On October 11, 2019, Petitioners filed a Notice of Intent to Move the Protected Person|
indicating that Ms. Jones was being moved to the home of Robyn Friedman located at 2824 High
Sail Court, Las Vegas, Nevada 89117. This move did not take place, but was contemplated as an
option in the event that Kimberly was not willing or able to stay in the Kraft house in the role of
caregiver for Ms. Jones. With the eviction proceeding filed to remove Kimberly from the Kraft
house, Kimberly’s ability to provide stable care for Ms. Jones in the Kraft house was in question,|
For a time, Robyn paid approximately $10,000.00 per week for caregivers. In light of the
exorbitant fees for an outside caregiver if Kimberly was unable to provide the needed care to Ms.

Jones in the Kraft house, Petitioners felt that moving Ms. Jones to Robyn Friedman’s house
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would be the most fiscally responsible alternative. This was also the Petitioners’ conclusion
because Kimberly was unable or unwilling to propose another alternative.

19. On October 14, 2019, Petitioners filed a Reply to Mr. Yeoman’s Opposition and Counter
Petition For Appointment of Temporary and General Guardian and to Kimberly’s Opposition
and Counter Petition For Appointment of Temporary and General Guardian, reiterating the need
to intervene with regard to their mother’s care as Kimberly was unable as both healthcare and
financial agent for Ms. Jones to protect her from losing her house, her bank accounts and from|
having her doctors’ appointments cancelled or to ensure her whereabouts or even visitation and
communication with her children, including Kimberly. Mr. Yeoman’s interference with and lack
of respect for Ms. Jones® choices as set forth in her powers of attorney and as expressed to her
children, as well as the almost complete lack of cooperation on the part of both Kimberly and
Mr. Yeoman in supporting the efforts of the Temporary Guardians also underscored the need to
move forward with an appointment of a general guardian to ensure that Ms. Jones would not be
subjected to abuse in many forms and have stable and reliable care and that her finances would
be protected.

20. On October 15, 2019, this Court heard oral argument on the appointment of Petitioners ag
General Guardians for Ms. Jones. In short, counsel for Petitioners informed the Court that a
General Guardianship was needed in order to file a civil action to recover Ms. Jones” real
property in Las Vegas, Nevada, which had been sold to Mr. Yeoman’s daughter and son-in-law
for below fair market value; counsel for Ms. Jones informed this Court that Ms. Jones wished to
have Kimberly act as her guardian and that she did not remember selling her house; counsel for
Mr. Yeoman indicated that Mr. Yeoman’s son was willing to return the property, requested thaf

Mr. Yeoman be appointed as guardian, but would not provide his medical information as needed;

886



10

L

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

to demonstrate that he would be able to care for Ms. Jones in light of his medical condition and,
should Kimberly be appointed as guardian that he be allowed to reside with his wife withouf
Kimberly residing in the home; counsel for Kimberly argued that based upon the power of]
attorney, she should be appointed as guardian over her mother; the parties discussed Kimberly’s
suitability to serve as guardian.

21. Kimberly maintained throughout this hearing that she would prefer to rely on the existing
Powers of Attorney and that a guardianship was not necessary. Kimberly only acquiesced to her
appointment as general guardian after this Court made it clear that the Powers of Attorney had
not been sufficient to protect Ms. Jones and that a general guardianship was, in fact, necessary.

22. At the October 15, 2019 hearing the Court ordered that Kimberly be appointed as General
Guardian of the Person and Estate, that Kimberly file an Inventory within 60 days, that Mr,
Yeoman have supervised visits with Ms. Jones, and that Kimberly inform Mr. Yeoman regarding
Ms. Jones care. The court requested that counsel for Kimberly prepare and submit the Order to
the court. This court further set an evidentiary hearing for February 20, 2020 to consider the state
investigators’ reports and any petitions or motions that might have been filed.

23. After lengthy and multiple discussions among counsel for all parties, counsel for
Kimberly thereafter submitted an order in accordance with this Court’s direction at the October
15, 2019, hearing.

24.On or about November 6, 2019, counsel for Mr, Yeoman contacted the court and
indicated there was a disagreement among counsel concerning the language in the proposed
order. This Court granted Mr. Kehoe an opportunity to submit a competing order and requested

Mr. Kehoe serve his order on all parties.

-10-
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25. This Court set the matter on the Court Chamber Calendar for November 25, 2019, tol
review the competing orders and make a determination. This Court further informed the parties
that no appearance was required.

26. Due to Gerry and Dick’s inappropriate behind-the-scenes tactics dealing the order, not
until November 25, 2019, did this Court enter an Order from the October 15, 2019, hearing
confirming Kimberly as general guardian of the person and estate. The Court entered the Order
submitted by Kimberly’s counsel.

ARGUMENTS
Fees Will Not Be Taken From Ms. Jones’ Liquid Estate

27. Petitioners are requesting that the Court approve their attorney’s fees in this matter
because they have been the driving force in moving these the stabilization of Ms. Jones’ living]
situation forward via this Honorable Court’s protection. But for the efforts of the Petitioners and
their counsel in petitioning this Court, Ms. Jones would still be in the same precarious position
that she was in before she was protected by a guardian, a court-appointed attorney, and the
oversight of this Court, being whipsawed about and denied access to stable living conditions
medicine, a plan of care, her family and her dogs.

28. Petitioners were apparently the only members of Ms. Jones’ tamily that recognized the
need for a guardian to be appointed for Ms. Jones under the circumstances; a need which this
Court repeatedly affirmed. See, e.g., video transcript of October 3, 2019 hearing at 15:08. In
spite of police being called numerous times and the police failing to recognize or enforce
Kimberly’s authority under the Power of Attorney, and in spite of all sides acknowledging Ms.
Jones’ property had been taken for far less than market value and despite all sides claiming]

granny snatching, etc. and in spite of Ms. Jones being at risk of a complete disruption of her

e
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medical care, and despite her inability or unwillingness to provide an accounting or plan of care|
or a contingency plan in the event she were evicted from the Kraft property, Kimberly repeatedly]
asked this Court to allow her to rely on her appointment as Ms. Jones® attorney-in-fact rather
than appoint a guardian for Ms. Jones. In fact, during the entirety of the hearing on October 3,
2019, Kimberly never once acknowledged that there was a need for guardianship and she]
through her counsel maintained that the Powers of Attorney were sufficient and that there was no
need for guardianship because of the Powers of Attorney. Id ar 2:41. At the hearing on October
15, 2019, Kimberly again repeated her desire to rely on the Powers of Attorney rather than a
guardianship. See video transcript of October 15, 2019 hearing at 34:03 and 35:00. She only
reluctantly consented to her appointment as guardian because the Court found that appointment
of a guardian was necessary in this matter.

29. Petitioners Robyn and Donna always maintained that a guardianship was necessary to|
protect Ms. Jones from the chaos and instability created by the opposing factions in the family]
and they took all of the necessary steps to get a guardian appointed for the benefit of Ms. Jones,|
to oversee her care and protect her from further financial exploitation.

30. Petitioners are asking that the award of attorney’s fees be reduced to judgment because
Petitioners do not intend to collect any fees awarded until after Ms. Jones has passed away,
Petitioners recognize that preserving Ms. Jones’ estate for her care while she is alive is of utmost
importance and will not jeopardize Ms. Jones® estate’s ability to fund her care while she is alive.

31. Petitioners may take steps to record the judgment or Order awarding fees against Ms

Jones’ real property in California, which is currently generating income as a rental property.

-12-
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Legal Basis and Justification for Approval of Attorney’s Fees

32. Pursuant to NRS 159.344(1), any person who retains an attorney to represent a party in g
guardianship proceeding is personally liable for any attorney’s fees and costs incurred as a result
of such representation.

33. Pursuant to NRS 159.344(2), notwithstanding the provisions of NRS 159.344(1)]
Petitioners may petition this Court for an order authorizing attorney’s fees and costs incurred in
this case to be paid from the estate of the protected person. Any such attorney’s fees and costs|
must not be paid from the guardianship estate of Ms. Jones unless and until this Court authorizes
the payment pursuant to NRS 159.344. Petitioners are requesting an order for attorney’s fees and
costs in the total amount of $62,029.66; of which $61,755.00 is attorney’s fees and $274.66 ig
costs.

34. Petitioners have not accrued any compensation or incurred any expenses or 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.

35. Under NRS 159.344(3), Petitioners filed written notice of its 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.

36. Pursuant to NRS 159.344(4)(a-d), attached hereto as Exhibit 1 are itemized, detailed
statements as to the nature and extent of the legal services performed. Some non-reimburseable

entries have been redacted and subtracted from the amount being requested for reimbursement,

-13-
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A spreadsheet with amounts and explanations of the redacted entries, as well as a breakdown of
total costs, is attached hereto as Exhibit 2.

37. Under NRS 159.344(5)(a), the adequacy of the written notice provided pursuant to NRS
159.344(3) is described above.

38. Under NRS 159.344(5)(b), the services provided have conferred an actual benefit upon
Ms. Jones and have advanced her best interest.

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

40, In deciding the reasonableness of attorney’s fees, the Nevada Supreme Court looks to
four factors outlined in Brunzell v. Golden Gate Nat'l Bank, 85 Nev. 345, 349-350, 455 P.2d 31,
33-34 (1969) as follows: “(1) the qualities of the advocate: his ability, his training, education,|
experience, professional standing and skill; (2) the character of work to be done: its difficulty, it
intricacy, its importance, time, and skill required, the responsibility imposed and the prominence
and character of the parties where they affect the importance of litigation; (3) the work actually]
performed by the lawyer: the skill, time and attention given to the work; and (4) the result;
whether the attorney was successful and what benefits were derived.”

41, Pursuant to NRS 159.344(5)(c) Michaelson & Associates, Ltd. is a reputable firm
practicing in the area of guardianship and elder law. Michaelson & Associates, Ltd. was founded
in Nevada in 1992 with an emphasis on business and estate planning. The firm’s attorneys also

provide representation to seniors in the areas of Veterans Administration benefits and Medicaid,

s Tl
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John P. Michaelson has personally acted as lead attorney on hundreds of guardianships matters|
in Clark County and has remained heavily involved in the community of guardianship and eldeq
law in Nevada. Mr. Michaelson has chaired the Elder Law Section of the Nevada State Bar,
served for over three years as president of the Nevada Wealth Counsel Forum and is an activel
member of the National Academy of Elder Law Attorneys as well as Veterans Action Group, a
Nevada non-profit. Mr. Michaelson currently serves as a member of the Guardianship
Commission and is co-chair of the guardianship rules subcommittee.

42. Under NRS 159.344(5)(d), the character of the work completed in this matter was|
reasonable and necessary to establish a Temporary and General Guardianship due to Ms. Jones’
need for guardianship services to take care of her person and to manage her estate.

43. Under NRS 159.344(5)(e), the work actually performed is documented in Exhibit 1,
which also shows the time and attention given to the legal services provided in relation to|
seeking appointment of Petitioners as guardians of her person and estate.

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

45, Under NRS 159.344(5)(g), Mr. Michaelson charges an hourly rate of $450.00 per hour,
His senior and associate attorneys charge a rate of $350.00 and $300.00 per hour, respectively,
and his paralegals charge a rate of $150.00 per hour. Further all fees charged are itemized in
Exhibit 1.

46. Under NRS 159.344(5)(h), the apportionment of time among multiple clients, if any, iy

documented in Exhibit 1.

-15-
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47. Under NRS 159.344(5)(i), services were provided in a reasonable, efficient and cost
effective manner. Much work was performed by a paralegal or secretary and prior work product
was emulated as much as possible to reduce the total time spent working on this case.

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

49. Under NRS 159.344(5)(k), Petitioners and counsel have been diligent in their efforts to
work efficiently in this case and in caring for Ms. Jones. This helped to reduce and minimize
current issues and prevent any additional issues form arising.

50. This matter has been contentious and has involved a number of efforts to reach
agreements to streamline the resolution of various issues.

51.In an effort to resolve the issue and minimize attorney’s fees and costs, counsel for
Petitioner attempted on numerous occasions to meet and confer with counsel for Mr. Yeoman|
and various counsel retained by Kimberly, to work effectively towards a solution and ensure that
the protected person’s interests were being safeguarded. Counsel has also generally refrained;

from filing unneeded pleadings or responses to the various unneeded pleadings that Mr. Yeoman

-16-
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filed herein. Counsel has, however, made numerous phone calls and written numerous emails in
support of the protected person throughout the negotiations. He has also responded to many,
many phone calls and emails from counsel for other parties in an effort to resolve concerns and
assist in a speedier resolution of contested matters.

52. Under NRS 159.344(5)(1), neither Petitioners nor counsel acted in a way that
unnecessarily expanded issues or delayed or hindered the cfficient administration of the
guardianship estate of Ms. Jones.

53. Under NRS 159.344(5)(m), neither Petitioners nor counsel took any action for thel
purpose of advancing or protecting their own interests rather than the interest of Ms. Jones.

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

55. Under NRS 159.344(6)(a-b), undersigned counsel is not requesting compensation for
time spent on internal business activities, clerical or secretarial support or time reported as a
block of time spent on multiple tasks. Exhibit 1 shows that the time spent is itemized by task.

56. Under NRS 159.344(7), no third party is applicable to the fees requested herein.

57. Under NRS 159.344(8), payment of ordinary costs and expenses incurred in the scope of]
counsel’s representation is being requested, as shown in Exhibit 1.

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

competing petitions were filed for the appointment of a guardian; the original petition for

.
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temporary guardianship filed by Robyn Friedman and Donna Simmons, your Petitioners herein,
and then Oppositions and Counter-Petitions for Guardianship filed by both Kimberly and Mr.
Yeoman. Petitioners’ ex parte petition was granted on September 23, 2019, and petitioners were}
appointed temporary guardians. The temporary guardianship was extended on October 3, 2019,
and Petitioners remained in their roles as temporary guardians. While Kimberly was ultimately]
appointed as general guardian pursuant to Ms. Jones’ wishes as set forth in her estate planning]
documents, petitioners Robyn Friedman and Donna Simmons were the prevailing party on the
initial petition for temporary guardianship and were the driving force in getting the protectivel
temporary guardianship framework in place and then working to ensure that the protections
would remain in place by way of a general guardianship appointment. But for the efforts of
Petitioners, Ms. Jones might still be living in uncertain conditions, moving between locations and
having police involvement in her custody, all with no written plan of care. Immediately after
their appointment as temporary guardians, however, yvour Petitioners herein paid for and
provided such a care plan. Ms. Jones might still be financially vulnerable with Powers off
Attomey that were not being respected and financial transactions being done without knowledge|
of Ms. Jones or her family. Instead, Ms. Jones is currently living in the Kraft house, which she
believes to be her home despite the questioned sale, with Kimberly acting as her caregiver and ag
her guardian authorized to make both healthcare and financial decisions.

59. NRS. 159.344(10) does not apply to Petitioners or undersigned counsel. Neither is courtH
appointed counsel in this matter.

I

I

m
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WHEREFORE, based on the foregoing, Petitioner prays:

1. That attorney fees and costs in the amount of $62,029.66 be approved and reduced to

Judgment such that Petitioners can file a lien against Ms. Jones’ real property in California as

stated herein;

2. For such other and further relief as this Court deems appropriate.

DATED: February 13, 2020.

MICHAELSON & ASSOCIATES, LTD.

-_ '.ﬂ},’?/-: % ﬂjz ‘e \&A—Zf———

-18-

Jdhn Michaelson, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 7822

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

Attorney for Petitioner
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VERIFICATION

L, Robyn Friedman, state under penalty of perjury: That [ am the Petitioner in the above
referenced action; that [ have read the PETITION FOR APPROVAL OF ATTORNEYS FEES
AND COSTS AND REQUEST TO ENTER A JUDGMENT AGAINST THE REAL
PROPERTY OF THE ESTATE; and know the contents thereof; that the same is true of my

knowledge except as to those matters therein stated upon information and belief and as to those

matters, [ believe them to be true.

L

_20_

Robyn Friedman

897



11

hL

13

14

15

16

17

1B

20

21

23

24

25

YERIFICATION

I, Donna Simmons, statc under penalty of petjury: That I am the Petitioner in the above

referenced action; that 1 have read the PETITION FOR APPROVAL OF ATTORNEYS FEES

AND COSTS AND REQUEST TO ENTER A JUDGMENT AGAINST THE REAL

PROPERTY OF THE ESTATE; and know the contents thercof; that the same is true of my

knowledge except as to those matters therein stated upon information and belief and as to those

matiters, | believe them to be true.

Sémm ons

=21-

Donna Simmons
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MICHAELSON INVOICE
y & ASSOCIATES’ LTD' Invoice # 12460

BUILDING * PROTECTING * SUSTAINING Date: 08/30/2019

2200 Paseo Verde Parkway, Suite 160
Henderson, Nevada 89052

United States

Phone: 702.731.2333

Robyn Friedman
2824 High Sail Ct.
Las Vegas, NV 89117

Guardianship 59: Friedman, Robyn and Simmons, Donna (June
Jones)-2019-08-01582

Date Type  Attorney Notes Quantity  Rate Total
08/21/2019 Service JPM Consultation (1.5). Dictation [NO 1.90 $450.00 $855.00
CHARGE], staff direction (.40), file setup

[NO CHARGE].

08/21/2019 Service HAR

08/22/2019 Service LM Telephone call and leave message for 0.70 $200.00 $140.00
Robert Johnson regarding possible
guardianship of Kathleen Jones (.1);
telephone call with Robert Johnson and set
up telephone conference with John
Michaelson this afternoon (.3); email JPM
regarding same and calendar (.2);
telephone call and leave message with
Raobyn regarding John's telephone call with
David Johnson and request to provide
information for family members (.1).

08/22/2019 Service HAR Review questionnaire; emails to/from Perry 0.40 $200.00 $80.00
Friedman for further information.

08/23/2019 Service LM Numerous telephone calls with Robyn 0.90 $200.00 $180.00
Friedman regarding contact information for
Scott and Teri and whereabouts of
holographic will.

08/23/2019 Service LM

Page 1 of 3
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08/23/2018

08/23/2019

08/23/2019

08/26/2019

08/26/2019

08/27/2019

08/28/2019

08/28/2019

08/28/2019

08/28/2019

08/28/2019

08/29/2019

08/29/2019

08/29/2019

08/29/2019

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

JPM

JPM

JPM

LM

JPM

LM

LM

JPM

JPM

LM

LM

JPM

LM

JPM

JPM

Phaone conference with Kimberly and her
attorney re factual background (.3).
Dictation and staff direction re next steps

(.3).

Conference with team re arguments, next
steps and options including options to
guardianship.

Conference call with opposing counsel Ty
Kehoe (1.0). Dictation and staff direction
(.2).

Telephone call with David Johnson to
request a copy of June Jones healthcare
power of attorney.

Phone conference with clients( .6). Efforts
to obtain HCPOA (.4). direct team (.2).

Receipt and review of email and Health
Care Power of Attorney for June Jones
received from Johnson & Johnson (.3);
telephone call and leave message with
Monica Gillins, Mr. Johnson's paralegal
regarding providing a copy of the health
care power of attorney to Ty Kehoe (.3).

Receipt of email from Ty Kehoe regarding
telephone conference with JPM this
afternoon; receipt of email from Monica at
Mr. Johnson's office regarding approval to
forward the health care power of attorney to
Ty Kehoe.

Prepare for tc w/ opposing counsel. Phone
conference with client.

Teleconference with opposing counsel.
Dictation.

Telephone with Robyn regarding points that
refute the allegation that they were absent
from their mother's life.

Review email and facts provided by Robyn.

Telephone call with David Johnson to
schedule a conference call with Mr.
Michaelson.

Prepare for and conduct conference call
with attorney David Johnson.

Email client and prepare for settling matters

Page 2 of 3

Invoice # 12460 - 08/30/2019

0.60

0.40

1.20

0.30

1.20

0.80

0.40

0.40

0.70

0.30

0.30

0.20

0.50

0.90

$450.00

$450.00

$450.00

$200.00

$450.00

$200.00

$200.00

$450.00

$450.00

$200.00

$450.00
$200.00

$450.00

$450.00

$270.00

$180.00

$540.00

$60.00

$540.00

$120.00

$80.00

$180.00

$315.00

_

$60.00

$135.00

$40.00

$225.00

$405.00
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Invoice # 12460 - 08/30/2019

(.3); conduct tc w/ attorney Ty Kehoe to
settle various matters (.6); Dictation [NO
CHARGE].

08/30/2019 Service JPM Review client communications - several 0.90 $450.00
emails - and prepare email to clients based
upon my conversation with opposing
counsel and answering their questions.

08/30/2019 Service JPM Email communications with attorney David 0.20 $450.00
Johnson.
Total
Payment (08/30/2019)
Payment (09/05/2019)
Balance Owing

Please make all amounts payable to: Michaelson & Associates Ltd.

Payment is due upon receipt.
You may pay online using the link below.
Please be sure to include the invoice number when submitting a payment.

https://app.clio.com/link/4AHAcxKJ27WhK

Page 3 of 3

$405.00

$90.00

$5,200.00
-$5,000.00
-$200.00
$0.00
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MICHAELSON
& ASSOCIATES, LTD.

BUILDING » PROTECTING * SUSTAINING

2200 Paseo Verde Parkway, Suite 160
Henderson, Nevada 89052

United States

Phone: 702.731.2333

Robyn Friedman
2824 High Sail Ct.
Las Vegas, NV 89117

INVOICE

Invoice # 12560
Date: 09/10/2019

Guardianship 59: Friedman, Robyn and Simmons, Donna (June

Jones)-2019-08-01582

Date Type  Attorney
08/30/2019 Service JPM
08/30/2019 Service JPM
08/30/2019 Service JPM
09/03/2019 Service LCP
09/04/2019 Service LCP
09/04/2019 Service JPM
09/04/2019 Service JPM
09/04/2019 Service LCP
09/04/2019 Service JPM
09/04/2019 Service JPM

Notes

Prepare for and conduct tc with Robyn and
Donna about numerous issues and firming
up factual background.

Direct associate attorney on research re
next week's POA hearing and also
commencement of guardianship petition.

Email opposing counsel Ty Kehoe re
visitation.

Review notes in preparation to begin
drafting Petition

Email response to T. Kehoe

Review opposing counsel email.

Review opposition filed in probate matter
(.5). Begin drafting guardianship petition
and arguments (1.3).

Strategy with JPM (1.2); receive and
review opposition to Petition (.5); email

to opposing counsel (.3); email to clients
responding to questions (.2)

Phone conference with opposing counsel
trying to resolve outstanding issues.

Client communication.

Page 1 0of 3

Quantity
1.30

0.40

0.50

0.40
0.20

1.80

2.20

1.20

0.20

Rate

$450.00

$450.00

$450.00

$300.00

$300.00
$450.00

$450.00

$300.00

$450.00

$450.00

Total
$585.00

$180.00

$45.00

$150.00

$120.00
$90.00

$810.00

$660.00

$540.00

$90.00
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08/05/2019

09/05/2019

09/05/2019

09/05/2019

09/05/2019

09/05/2019

09/05/2019

09/05/2019

09/05/2019
09/05/2019

09/05/2019

09/06/2019
09/06/2019

09/06/2019

09/06/2019

09/06/2019

09/07/2019

09/08/2019

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Expense

Service

Expense

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

LM

LCP

LCP

LCP

sJ
sJ

8J
SJ

sJ
LCP

JPM

LCP

LM

JMP

LCP

JPM

JPM

AEF

Telephone call with Robyn Friedman
regarding medical documentation to
support a guardianship (.3); draft

notice of appearance(.4); arranged for
mailing (.3).

Call to Donna Simmons; left VM at 9:50am

TC with Donna Simmeons (.2); email to JMP
[NO CHARGE]; email to D. Simmons to
provide my contact information (.2)

Review medical records received from
attorney D. Johnson

Reimbursable expenses: Efile - Notice of
Appearance

Reimbursable expenses: Regular US Mail -
Notice of Appearance

Research Nevada Statute regarding POA
validity (.5); draft memo on findings (.4)

Various communications re guardianship
petition facts, tomorrow's hearing to enforce
POA in order to avoid guardianship (1.2)
Review of pleadings (.6).

Communication with JPM re: research

Prepare for and participate in hearing to
enforce POA's as least restrictive means
rather than guardianship (2.5). Also
participate in direct negotiations with all
parties(1.5).

Multiple communications to/from opposing
counsel Ty Kehoe now that Kimberly has
picked up her mother in AZ. Also
communications with client.

Telephone conference with John
Michaelson and Lora Caindec-Paoland

Page 2 of 3

Invaice # 12560 - 09/10/2019

1.00 $200.00 $200.00

0.10  $300.00 $30.00

0.40 $300.00 $120.00

0.40 $300.00 $120.00

1.00 $3.50 $3.50

5.00 $0.50 $2.50

0.90 $300.00 $270.00

1.80 $450.00 $810.00

0.20 $300.00 $60.00

400 $450.00 $1,800.00

1.80 $450.00 $810.00

0.40 $350.00 $140.00
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09/08/2019

09/08/2019

09/08/2019

09/09/2019
09/09/2019
09/08/2019
09/08/2019

09/09/2019

09/09/2019

Service

Service

Service

Service
Service
Service

Service

Service

Service

LCP

JPM

JPM

LCP
LCP
LCP

JPM

JPM

AEF

Invoice # 12560 - 09/10/2019

regarding case status, power of attorney
responsibilities, location of proposed
protected person, law enforcement
response, next steps, etc. (24).

TC with JPM and and AEF re: current 040 $300.00 $120.00
events and strategy re: same

Communication with Dr, Brown to see if he 0.50 $450.00 $225.00
can meet Kimberly and evaluate June

Jones on a very expedited basis to gauge

capacity.

Update team and discussion options going 0.70 $450.00 $315.00
forth. Client communications.

Begin drafting Petition for Guardianship 3.50 $300.00 $1,050.00

Coordinate with Kimberly's counsel, Dr. 0.70 $450.00 $315.00
Brown's office to facilitate evaluation.

Work on petition for temp and special 1.20 $450.00  $540.00
guardianship. Direct team. Client
communications.

Total $10,840.50
Péyment (09/12/2019) -$10,840.50

Balance Owing $0.00

Please make all amounts payable to: Michaelson & Associates Ltd.

Payment is due upon receipt.
You may pay online using the link below.
Please be sure to include the invoice number when submitting a payment.

https://app.clio.com/link/4HAcxKJ27WhK

Page 3 of 3
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MICHAELSON INVOICE
& ASSOCIATES, LTD. ——

BUILDING * PROTECTING * SUSTAINING Date: 09/25/2019

2200 Paseo Verde Parkway, Suite 160
Henderson, Nevada 89052

United States

Phone: 702.731.2333

Robyn Friedman
2824 High Sail Ct.
Las Vegas, NV 89117

Guardianship 59: Friedman, Robyn and Simmons, Donna (June
Jones)-2019-08-01582

Date Type  Attorney Notes Quantity  Rate Total
09/10/2019 Service HAR F
09/10/2019 Service LCP Draft Guardianship Petition 3.40 $300.00 $1,020.00
09/10/2019 Service JPM Phone conference with attorney David 0.40 $450.00 $180.00

Johnson re pros and cons of guardianship
petition in this matter.

09/10/2019 Service JPM Various communications including getting 1.00 $450.00  $450.00
Dr. Brown paid. Draft/edit/revise petition for
guardianship.
09/11/2019 Service LCP Draft Petition for Guardianship 1.80 $300.00 $540.00
09/11/2019 Service JPM Coordinate with Dr. Brown, including review 0.70 $450.00 $315.00

his report. Client communications.

09/12/2019 Service LCP

09/12/2019 Service LCP TC with R. Friedman 0.30 $300.00 $90.00

09/12/2019 Service JPM Review preemptively void transfer statute 170 $450.00 $765.00
relating to caregivers and vulnerable
persons (.3). Meeting with clients to
review same and plan next steps/
arguments and assess situation (1.4).

09/13/2019 Service LCP Call from R. Friedman (.2); revisions to Petiton ~ 2.80 $300.00 $840.00

Page 1 of 5
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09/13/2019

09/13/2019

09/13/2019
09/16/2019

09/16/2019

09/16/2019

09/16/2019

09/16/2019

09/16/2019

09/17/2019

09/17/2019

09/17/2019

09/17/12019

08/17/2019

09/18/2019

09/18/2019

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

LCP

LCP

JPM

LCP

LM

LCP

JPM

JPM

JPM

LM

LCP

LCP
LCP

JPM

LM

LCP

for Guardianship to reflect clients as
Petitioners (2.6)

Petition for Guardianship; forward draft to
JPM for review

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

Invoice # 12595 - 09/25/2019

1.00

0.40

$300.00

$300.00

$300.00

$120.00

Further revisions to Petition for
Guardianship

Begin preparing ancillary documents for
appointment of temporary guardianship

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

Review draft petition. Edit and revise. Direct
team.

Phone conference with Kimberly's attorney
re petition for guardianship.

Review email from attorneysfor Gerry and
Dick.

Continue to Draft all ancillary temporary
guardianship documents; draft guardians'
acknowledgment of duties; draft citation to
appear and show cause for general (1.2);
draft certificate of service for appointment
of general guardian (.2)

Further draft Petition for Temporary and
General Guardianship

Further draft Petition for guardianship

Revisions to Petition; email to clients for
ireview = .

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

Compile exhibits to be attached to ex parte
petition for appointment of temporary
guardian.

Revisions to Petition per clients comments
on draft

Page 2 of 5

2.30

0.30

1.00

1.60

0.60

0.20

1.40

1.50

1.00

3.60

3.00

0.40

1.60

$300.00

$200.00

$300.00

$450.00

$450.00

$450.00

$200.00

$300.00

$300.00

$300.00

$450.00

$200.00

$300.00

$690.00

$60.00

$300.00

$720.00
$270.00
$90.00

$280.00

$450.00

$300.00

$1,080.00

AR Y

$1,350.00

$80.00

$480.00
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09/18/2019

09/18/2019

09/18/2019

09/18/2019

09/19/2019

09/19/2018

09/19/2019

09/19/2019

09/19/2019

09/19/2019

09/20/2019

09/20/2019

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Expense

Service

Service

LM

LCP

JPM

LCP

LCP

LM

LCP

LCP

JPM

Email Robyn and Donna regarding
signatures on verifications to ex parte
petition and on oath for the Letters of
Temporary Guardianship (.3); review
requirements for notifying family members
before filing of a temporary guardianship
(.3). Telephone call and leave message with
Teri and Scott regarding our filing for
appointment of temporary guardianship (.3);
telephone call with Teri regarding her
opposing the petition for appointment of
temporary guardian (.4).

Further revisions to Petition; email draft to
clients

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

Various tasks associated with finalizing
Petition (.9); discuss with JPM re:
strategy, timing (.2); TC with R. Friedman
re: revisions needed (.3); revisions made
per client request (.6)

TC with JPM (.1); receive signed
Verification pages from R. Friedman (.1);
TC from D. Simmons re: Verification
pages (.3); revisions to Petition (.5)

Efiled petition for appointment of temporary
guardian (.2); drafted order granting
temporary guardianship (1.0); efiled citation
to appear and show cause (.2); prepared
amended citation (.3).

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

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.

Court Filing Fee - Petition and Citation to
Appear and Show Cause.

F

Receipt of email from client with location of
her mother (.2); email Dave at Servlaw to
attempt personal service at the Kraft house

Page 3 of 5

Invoice # 12595 - 09/25/2019

1.30  $200.00
2.40 $300.00
5.00 $450.00
2.00 $300.00
1.00 $300.00
1.70  $200.00
0.50 $300.00
1.70  $450.00
1.00 $3.50

0.40 $200.00

$260.00

$720.00

$2,250.00

$600.00

$300.00

$340.00

$150.00

$765.00

$3.50

$80.00

908



09/20/2019

09/20/2019

09/20/2019

09/20/2019

09/20/2019

09/23/2019

09/23/2019

09/23/2019

09/23/2019

09/23/2019

Expense

Expense

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Expense

Service

LCP

LCP

JPM

LM

LCP

sJ

SJ

LCP

address (.2).

Mail: Certified USPS Mail Amended citation
to appear and show cause and Ex Parte
petition for appt. to all on Cert of Service

Filing Fee: E-Filed Amended citation to
appear and show cause and Ex Parte
petition

Emails toffrom R. Friedman (.4); TC with
JPM re: emails from opposing counsel (.1)

TC with JPM re: providing advance copy of
pleading to opposing counsel (.2); email to
clients re: same (.2)

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, as
well as emails from attorneys for other
parties.

Telephone call with Chryste in Dept. B.
regarding approval of order granting
temporary guardianship (.2); calendar return
date for appointment of temporary guardian
(.1); telephone call with Dave at Serviaw
regarding status of service of amended
citation and petition upon June Jones(.2);
follow-up email from Dave at Serviaw to
also serve the order granting the temporary
guardianship (.1); 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); 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).

Call from JPM re: obtaining Order from Judge's
Clerk (.1); arrange with L. Murnane re: same

[NO CHARGE]; call from D. Johnson (.2);

communication with JPM re: status of Order and

message from D. Johnson (.1)

Invoice # 12595 - 09/25/2019

14.00

1.00

0.50

0.40

1.30

1.30

0.40

$6.40

$3.50

$300.00

$300.00

$450.00

$200.00

$300.00

$89.60

$3.50

$150.00

$120.00

$585.00

$260.00

$120.00

Reimbursable expenses: Regular US Mail -
NEO Granting Ex Parte

Call from R. Friedman re: events of the

Page 4 of 5

13.00

0.20

$0.50

$300.00

$6.50

$60.00
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09/23/2019

09/23/2019

09/23/2019

09/23/2019
09/24/2019

09/24/2019

09/24/2019

09/24/2019

09/24/2019

Service

Service

Expense

Expense

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

JPM

JPM

LM

LM

LCP

LM

JPM

LCP

JPM

afternoon; email to JPM re: same

Various communications and direction to
team re guardianship.

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 any questions.
Later conversations and emails with clients.

Court filing fee - Notice of Entry of Order
granting temporary guardianship.

Service fee - Personal Service fee.

Call from R. Friedman re: service of
Citation on J. Jones

Emailed a copy of the Letters of Temporary
Guardianship to the clients (.2) arrange to
obtain certified copies of both the order and
letters (.2); emailed a copy of the Letters of
Temporary Guardianship to Ty Kehoe and
David Johnson (.1).

phone conference with Robyn.

Draft demand letters to be sent to T. Kehoe
and D. Johnson.

Draft/edit/revise letters to attorneys for
other parties re various demands and
logistical coordination. Review client
communications.

Invoice # 12595 - 09/25/2019

0.40

2.20

1.00

1.00
0.10

0.50

0.20

1.50

0.70

$450.00

$450.00

$3.50

$50.00

$300.00

$200.00

$450.00
$300.00

$450.00

Total

Payment (09/30/2019)

Please make all amounts payable to: Michaelson & Associates Ltd.

Payment is due upon receipt.
You may pay online using the link below.
Please be sure to include the invoice number when submitting a payment.

https:/lapp.clio.com/link/4HAcxKJ27WhK

Page 5 of 5

Balance Owing

$180.00

$990.00

$3.50

$50.00
$30.00

$100.00

$90.00
$450.00

$315.00

$20,444.60
-$20,444.60
$0.00
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MICHAELSON
& ASSOCIATES, LTD.

BUILDING ¢ PROTECTING * SUSTAINING

2200 Paseo Verde Parkway, Suite 160
Henderson, Nevada 89052

United States

Phone: 702.731.2333

Robyn Friedman
2824 High Sail Ct.
Las Vegas, NV 89117

INVOICE

Invoice # 12720
Date: 10/10/2019

Guardianship 59: Friedman, Robyn and Simmons, Donna (June
Jones)-2019-08-01582

Date

09/25/2019

09/25/2019

09/25/2019

09/25/2019

09/25/2019

09/25/2019

09/26/2019

09/26/2019

Type

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Expense

Attorney
LM

LCP

AR

JPM

LCP

JPM

LCP

LCP

Notes

Receipt of email from Robyn Friedman
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 to
confirm her personal appearance at the
hearing; efiled affidavit of personal
appearance.(.1)

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

Received call from Robyn Friedman,
Emailed information to attorney, and
notated file.

Review some communications. Phone
conference with Robyn. Direct team.

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

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.

Revisions to demand letters to T. Kehoe
and D. Johnson per client request

Reimbursable expenses: Court Filing Fee -

Page 10f 6

Quantity

0.60

0.20

0.60

0.70

0.70

0.90

1.00

Rate

$200.00

$300.00

$0.00

$450.00

$300.00

$450.00

$300.00

$3.50

Total

$120.00

$330.00

$0.00

$270.00

$210.00

$315.00

$270.00

$3.50

911



09/26/2019

09/26/2019

09/26/2019

09/26/2019

09/27/2019

09/27/2019

09/27/2019

09/27/2019

09/27/2019

09/28/2019

09/29/2019

08/30/2019

09/30/2019

09/30/2019

Expense

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

AR

LCP

JPM

AEF

LM

JPM

JPM

JPM

JPM

JPM

LCP

LCP

LCP

Petition.

Reimbursable expenses: Certification of
Copy

Revise and finalize invoice and email to
client.

Send demand letters to opposing counsel

Draft/edit/revise letters to attorneys for
other parties. read and forward email from
attorney Kehoe. Direct team on sending
letters.

Review email from opposing counsel
regarding requested items, temporary
guardianship and visitation, then review
and revise draft response email to opposing
counsel regarding same (0.4).

Telephone call with Robyn Friedman
regarding email to her sister.

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

Later phone call with Ty Kehoe. Call with
client.

Still later call with Ty Kehoe who represents
Gerry and Dick trying to resolve visitation
and other issues.

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

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

Discuss with J. Pairman re: contact
information for Geriatric Care Manager [NO
CHARGE]; TC with R. Friedman to give her
contact information and to discuss medical
records (.2); email to R. Friedman with
requested information (.1).

2x calls from R. Friedman

TC with Legal Aid attorney, M. Parra-
Sandoval

Page 2 of 6

Invoice # 12720 - 10/10/2019

1.00

0.50

0.30
0.40

0.40

0.20

2.00

0.50

0.30

0.80

0.60

0.30

0.20

0.30

$20.00

$0.00

$300.00

$450.00

$350.00

$200.00

$450.00

$450.00

$450.00

$450.00

$450.00

$300.00

$300.00

$300.00

$20.00
$0.00
$90.00

$180.00

$140.00

$40.00

$900.00

$225.00

$135.00

$360.00

$270.00

$90.00

$60.00
$90.00

912



10/01/2019

10/01/2019

10/01/2019

10/01/2019

10/01/2019

10/01/2019

10/01/2019

10/02/2019

10/02/2019

10/02/2019

10/02/2019

10/02/2019

10/02/2019

10/03/2019

10/03/2019

10/03/2019

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

JPM

JPM

LM

LCP

LCP

JPM

JPM

LCP

LM

LCP

LCP

JPM

JPM

LM

LCP

SJ

Communication with attorney David
Johnson.

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

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

Prepare for Hearing

Draft Notice of Intent to Move Protected
Person

Communication with attorney Ty Kehoe re
visitation, plan of care, etc.

Further communications with Kimberly's
attorney's outlining issues.

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.

TC with R. Friedman (.2); TC with D. Simmons
(.2); receive and review Opposition filed by T.
Kehoe (.5); email same to clients (.1)

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

Visit with clients and protected person.
Prior phone call to attorney for protected
person.

's

Attend hearing [NO CHARGE]

Page 3 of 6

Invoice # 12720 - 10/10/2019

0.10

0.10

1.40

1.00

$450.00

$450.00

$200.00

$300.00
$300.00

$450.00

$450.00

$200.00

$300.00

$90.00

$225.00

$60.00

$480.00

$150.00

$45.00

$45.00

catiomey.

$280.00

$300.00

450 $450.00 $2,025.00

0.20

3.00

$450.00

$0.00

$90.00

$0.00

'Reaular US Mal < Proposed Care Plan - 0:30 ¥ 184000 - $12/60.
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10/03/2019

10/03/2019

10/03/2019

10/03/2019

10/03/2019

10/03/2019

10/04/2019

10/04/2019

10/04/2019

10/04/2019

10/04/2019

10/04/2019

10/04/2019

10/04/2019

10/07/2019

Expense

Service

Expense

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Expense

Service

Service

Service

Service

SJ

sJ

SJ

JPM

JPM

LCP

LCP

LCP

LCP

LM

LT

LCP

LCP

JPM

LM

Reimbursable expenses: Regular US Mail -
Proposed Care Plan

‘“Reoulor US MaiNEO Extending Temp .35+ 0,30/ $40.00/5% iSA2i

Reimbursable expenses: Regular US Mail -
NEO Extending Temp

Review numerous materials and prepare
arguments for hearing.

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

Generate list of items needed from Kim and
Gerry (.5); email same to R. Friedman and
D. Simmons (.2)

Call from R. Friedman (.2); email to SDF
attorneys to follow up information reported
by R. Friedman (.1)

TC x2 with D. Simmons (.2); email to D.
Simmons attaching Oppositions per her
request (.1)

Call from R. Friedman (.4); discussion of

payments to caregivers (.3); email to R. Evans

re: same(.2); email to JPM re: same (.1)

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).

Mail: Fed Ex Overnight Envelope to Donna
Simmons Priority only option because it's
being delivered on Saturday.

Discuss with JPM re: caregiver
compensation (.4); Call from R.
Friedman re: same (.2)

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

Communications re compensation for
Kimberly as caregiver.

Page 4 of 6

Invoice # 12720 - 10/10/2019

9.00

10.00

2.50

3.20

0.70

0.30

0.30

1.00

0.50

1.00

0.60

0.50

0.30

$0.50

$0.50

$450.00

$450.00

$300.00

$300.00

$300.00

$300.00

$200.00

$60.06

$300.00

$300.00

$450.00

$4.50

$5.00

$1,125.00

$1,440.00

$210.00

$90.00

$90.00

$300.00

$100.00

$60.06

$180.00

$150.00

$135.00
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10/07/2019
10/07/2019

10/07/2019

10/07/2019

10/07/2019

10/07/2019

10/07/2019

10/07/2019

10/08/2019

10/08/2019

10/08/2019

10/08/2019

10/08/2019

10/09/2019

10/09/2019

10/09/2019

Service

Service

Service

Expense

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

LCP

JPM

SJ

LM

JPM

JPM

JPM

LCP

LM

JPM

JPM

JPM

LM

LCP

JPM

Invoice # 12720 - 10/10/2019

involved.

(Update on status.. oL 020, 830000, ;86000

M ?

Phone conference with Kimberly's attorney 0.30 $450.00
Ross Evans.

Reimbursable expenses: Certification of 1.00 $10.00
Copy

Review of email from Geraldine Tomich 040 $200.00

requesting a copy of the petition far
guardianship (.2); emailed a copy to
Ms. Tomich (.2).

Contact Kate McCloskey with guardianship 0.10 $450.00
compliance office re coordinating sharing of

information in support of financial

investigation.

Contact clients' real estate attorney re 0.10  $450.00
claims against Dick re recovery of home.

Draft/edit/revise letters to opposing parties 040 $450.00
re demands for various items.

$135.00

$10.00

$80.00

$45.00

$45.00

$180.00

Attempt to call Cindy Sauchak of the Las Vegas 0.30 $200.00
Metropelitan Police Department (.1); email Ms.

Sauchak regarding setting up a telephonce

conference with JPM (.1); telephone call with

Metro's abuse and neglect (.1)

Communications with clients and Kimberly's 0.30 $450.00
counsel discussing issues and trying to
arrange face to face settlement meeting.

Communications with state guardianship 0.20 $450.00
compliance office re status of their

investigation.

Telephone call with Detective Ludwig at 0.70 $200.00

Metro's abuse and neglect unit regarding
sefting up conference call.

phone conference with clients re possible 0.50 $450.00
settlement conference today.

Page 5 of 6

$60.00

$135.00

$90.00

$140.00

& _Stralegy with JPM 5 i 1,00+ $300100 - $30000

$225.00
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10/09/2019

10/09/2019

10/09/2019

10/09/2019

Service

Service

Service

Service

JPM

JPM

LCP

JPM

Invoice # 12720 - 10/10/2019

Communication with Kimberly's attorneys re 0.30 $450.00 $135.00
settlement conference.

Prepare for hearing and settlement 110  $450.00 $495.00
conference. possible arguments, solutions,
possible responses to oppositions filed.

_

Continue preparing for settlement 2.80 $450.00 $1,260.00

conference. travel to and participate in
settlement conference at Kimberly's
attorney's office.
Total $18,117.06
Payment (10/14/2019) -$18,117.06

Balance Owing $0.00

Please make all amounts payable to: Michaelson & Associates Ltd.

Payment is due upon receipt.
You may pay online using the link below.
Please be sure to include the invoice number when submitting a payment.

https://app.clio.com/link/4HAcxKJ27WhK

Page 6 of 6
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MICHAELSON INVOICE
& ASSOCIATESf LTD‘ Invoice # 12748

BUILDING » PROTECTING ¢ SUSTAINING Date: 10/18/2019

2200 Paseo Verde Parkway, Suite 160
Henderson, Nevada 89052

United States

Phone: 702.731.2333

Robyn Friedman
2824 High Sail Ct.
Las Vegas, NV 89117

Guardianship 59: Friedman, Robyn and Simmons, Donna (June
Jones)-2019-08-01582 .

Date Type  Attorney Notes Quantity  Rate Total

10/M10/2019 Service LM Drafted notice of intent for Scott Simmons to 0.60 $200.00 $120.00
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).

10/10/2019 Service LCP

10/10/2019 Service JPM Work on reply to opposition. 0.20 $450.00 $90.00
101012019 Senvice SJ oEnRENSNSENEEEREENEERORRRE,
10/10/2019 Expense SJ Reimbursable expenses: Regular US Mail - 6.00 $0.50 $3.00
Notice of Intent
10/10/2019 Service JPM further work on reply to opposition. 0.20 $450.00 $90.00
10/10/2019 Service JPM Eespond to attorney Ty Kehoe by calling 0.10  $450.00 $45.00
im.
10/11/2019 Service JPM Draft/edit/revise reply to oppositions. 1.80 $450.00 $810.00

Formulate arguments.

10/11/2019 Service LM Review of emails received from client to 0.50 $200.00 $100.00
compel opposing party to provide information
and documentation on finances and personal
information such as passport and medical
records (.20); review guardianship

Page 1 of 3
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10/11/2019
10/11/2019
10/11/2019

10/11/2019

10/11/2019

10/11/2019

10/12/2019

10/13/2019

10/13/2019

10/14/2019

10/14/2019

10/14/2019

10/14/2019

10/14/2019

10/14/2019

10/14/2019

10/14/2019

10/15/2019

Service
Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Expense

Service

Service

LCP
LCP
LM

LCP

JPM

JPM

JPM

LCP

JPM

LCP

LCP

LCP

LM

LCP

SJ

JPM

LM

Invoice # 12748 - 10/18/2019

statutes regarding petition for instruction (.3).

Draft Reply to Opposition 420 $300.00 $1,260.00
Draft Reply to Opposition 0.50 $300.00 $150.00
Prepare response to counter petition for 140 $200.00 $280.00

guardianship (.8); 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).

Work on Reply to Opposition 1.70  $300.00 $510.00
Phone conference with attorney Ty Kehoe 1.60 $450.00 $720.00
trying to resolve issues.

Later phone conferences with clients. 0.50 $450.00 $225.00
Review numerous pleadings and 3.50 $450.00 $1,575.00

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

Work on Reply to Opposition 260 $300.00 $780.00
Review some emails and direct team on 0.20 $450.00 $90.00
draft of response.

Work on Reply to Oppositions 150 $300.00 $450.00
Gather and assemble documents that will 0.90 $300.00 $270.00
be attached as exhibits to Reply

Review and accept JPM's revisions to 0.50 $300.00 $150.00
Reply to Opposition

Telephone call with Robyn Friedman and 2.00 $200.00 $400.00

Donna to sign the respective verification pages
to reply (.3); draft order granting petition for
appointment of general guardian. (1.7)

Email from R. Friedman requesting 0.60 $300.00 $180.00
revisions to Reply (.1); revisions made per
her request (.5)

iRegular US Mall = Notice of nent ... £030.:2.$40.00 " 84208,

Reimbursable expenses: Regular US Mail — 6.00 $0.50 $3.00
Notice of Intent

Draft/edit/revise supplement and prepare 250 $450.00 $1,125.00
arguments for hearing tomorrow.

Receipt of email from Geri Tomich regarding 0.40 $200.00 $80.00
scheduling a 2:00 p.m. meeting with JPM (.2);
respond to same and calendar (.2).

Page 2 of 3
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10/15/2019

10/15/2019

10/15/2019

10/15/2019

10/15/2019

10/15/2019

10/16/2019

10/16/2019

10/16/2019

10/18/2019

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Service

Expense

Service

Service

LM

LCP

LM

JPM

JPM

JPM

SJ

JPM

LM

Invoice # 12748 - 10/18/2019

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

0.40 $200.00

$80.00

“WAtiend:court hearing e kL3500 $300,00,. $1/05008

Prepared supplement to reply to 0.60
oppositions to include executed verification
of clients (.4); efiled and mailed same (.2).

Prepare for hearing. Participate in hearing 5.20

including client conferences and

negotiations.

Phone conference with real estate attorney 0.20

Geri Tomich re next steps.

email counsel for Kimberly re order. 0.10 $450.00

$200.00

$120.00

$450.00 $2,340.00

$450.00

$90.00

$45.00

W

Reimbursable expenses: Regular US Mail - 6.00
Supplement To Reply To Oppositions
Confer with counsel for Kimberly re 0.20 $450.00
guardianship order and outcome of hearing.
Review court file for order regarding 0.20 $200.00
hearing; calendared evidentiary hearing
and return hearing on investigator's report.
Total
Payment (10/20/2019)

$0.50

Balance Owing

Please make all amounts payable to: Michaelson & Associates Lid.

Payment is due upon receipt.
You may pay online using the link below.
Please be sure to include the invoice number when submitting a payment.

https:/fapp.clio.com/link/4HAcxKJ27WhK

Page 3 of 3

$3.00

$90.00

$40.00

$13,422.00
-$13,422.00
$0.00
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invoice total

#12460 $ 5,200.00
total redacted

#12560 10840.5
total redacted

#12595 204446

total redacted

redacted amount

v nnn v N n

w4 W i

60.00
80.00
160.00
300.00

4.00
4.00
4.00
260.00
22.50
150.00
30.00
60.00
105.00
639.50

20.00
120.00
225.00
150.00

80.00

8.00
603.00

date

8/21/2019
8/23/2019
8/28/2019

9/5/2019
9/5/2019
9/5/2019
9/6/2019
9/6/2019
9/6/2019
9/9/2019
9/9/2019
9/9/2019

9/10/2019
9/12/2019
9/13/2019
5/19/2019
9/20/2019
9/23/2019

reason reimbursable amount

admin
office conference
office conference
S 4,900.00

admin

admin

admin

research

research

office conference
admin

office conference
office conference

S 10,201.00

admin
office conference
office conference
admin
admin
admin
$ 19,841.60
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#12720 18117.06

total redacted

#12748 13422

total redacted

total fees and costs requested for reimbursement

60.00
210.00
990.00
140.00

12.00

12.00

60.00

60.00
180.00
210.00
360.00
300.00
750.00

3,344.00

VA o n

30.00
8.00
12.00
1,050.00
8.00
1,108.00

r 0 0

10/1/2019
10/2/2019
10/2/2019
10/3/2019
10/3/2019
10/3/2019
10/7/2019
10/7/2019
10/7/2019
10/8/2019
10/8/2019
10/9/2019
10/9/2019

10/10/2019
10/10/2019
10/14/2019
10/15/2019
10/16/2019

office conference
office conference
admin/attorney support
admin

admin

admin

office conference
office conference
office conference
research

office conference
office conference
attorney support

S 14,773.06
admin
admin
admin
attorney support
admin
$ 12,314.00
$ 62,029.66

922



costs requested for reimbursement

3.50
2.50
3.50
89.60
3.50
6.50
3.50
50.00
350
20.00
4.50
5.00
60.06
10.00
3.00
3.00
3.00

v n

total costs

9/5/2019
9/5/2019
9/19/2019
9/20/2019
9/20/2019
9/23/2019
9/23/2019
9/23/2019
5/26/2019
9/26/2019
10/3/2019
10/3/2019
10/4/2019
10/7/2019
10/10/2019
10/14/2019
10/16/2019

total fees [invoice total minus costs]

$ 27466

$ 61,755.00
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Las Vegas, Nevada 89145
(702) 382-0711 FAX: (702) 382-5816

MARQUIS AURBACH COFFING
10001 Park Run Drive
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Electronically Filed
2/21/2020 3:12 PM

Steven D. Grierson

Marquis Aurbach Coffing CLERJ OF THE COUQ
Geraldine Tomich, Esq. .
Nevada Bar No. 8369
James A. Beckstrom, Esqg.
Nevada Bar No. 14032
10001 Park Run Drive
Las Vegas, Nevada 89145
Telephone: (702) 382-0711
Facsimile: (702) 382-5816
gtomich@maclaw.com
jbeckstrom@maclaw.com

Attorneys for Kimberly Jones,

Guardian of Kathleen June Jones

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

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

KATHLEEN JUNE JONES

An Adult Protected Person.

NOTICE OF INTENT TO SEEK PAYMENT OF ATTORNEYS FEESAND COSTS
FROM GUARDIANSHIP CASE

O TEMPORARY GUARDIANSHIP ] GENERAL GUARDIANSHIP

O Person O Person
O Estate O Estate O Summary Admin.
O Person and Estate X] Person and Estate
0O SPECIAL GUARDIANSHIP O NOTICES/SAFEGUARDS
O Person O Blocked Account Required
O Estate O Summary Admin. O Bond Required

O Person and Estate

MARQUIS AURBACH COFFING HEREBY GIVES NOTICE that they intend to
seek reimbursement of their attorneys fees and costs incurred in this Guardianship action and
any necessary action resulting therein, pursuant to NRS 159.344 from the date of this Notice
forward. As required by NRS 159.344(3) and in support of the foregoing notice, Marquis
Aurbach Coffing provides the following information:

a Compensation Arrangement.
Page 1 of 3
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The attorneys and staff at Marquis Aurbach Coffing, bill their services by the hour on a
six-minute increment of time rounded to the nearest one-tenth of an hour. Billing occurs on a
monthly basis and payment is required within fifteen days of the date of the hilling statement.

b. Hourly Billing Rates. The hourly billing rates of the attorneys and paraegals at

Marquis Aurbach Coffing, presently assigned to this matter are as follows:
i. Geraldine Tomich, Esqg. - $415.00 per hour.
ii. James Beckstrom, Esq. - $275.00 per hour.

Geraldine Tomich, Esq., is the principal attorney assigned to the matter. James A.
Beckstrom, Esq., is the associate attorney assigned to the matter. The firm reserves the right to
change the attorneys assigned to the matter. Attorneys at the firm generaly bill at hourly rates
between $235 and $450. Senior paralegals of the firm bill at an hourly rate of $170 per hour for
Guardianship matters. An increasein billing rates may occur in the future.

C. Necessity of Services. The services of an attorney for the Guardian is necessary in

this matter to aid Kimberly Jones in preserving her status as Guardian of the Person and Estate,
to investigate and respond to exploitative actions taken by certain interested parties, and to
provide guidance to the Guardian on Nevada law for the Guardian to make informed decisions
regarding the administration of the Guardianship. To the extent the Guardian requires counsel to
prosecute any collateral case on behalf of the Protected Person as a result of the Guardianship,
including the civil action approved by this Court, future fees and costs incurred after this Notice
may accrue.
Dated this 21st day of February, 2020.
MARQUIS AURBACH COFFING

By _ /¢ James A. Beckstrom
Geraldine Tomich, Esg.
Nevada Bar No. 8369
James A. Beckstrom, Esqg.
Nevada Bar No. 14032
10001 Park Run Drive
Las Vegas, Nevada 89145
Attorneys for Kimberly Jones, Guardian
of Kathleen June Jones
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that the foregoing NOTICE OF INTENT TO SEEK PAYMENT OF

ATTORNEYS FEES AND COSTS FROM GUARDIANSHIP CASE was submitted

electronically for filing and/or service with the Eighth Judicia District Court on the 21st day of
February, 2020. Electronic service of the foregoing document shall be made in accordance with
the E-Service List asfollows:!

Ty E. Kehoe, Esg.
KEHOE & ASSOCIATES
871 Coronado Center Drive, Ste. 200
Henderson, NV 89052

Matthew C. Piccolo, Esq.
PICCOLO LAW OFFICES
2450 St. Rose Pkwy., Ste. 210
Henderson, NV 89074

Laura Dester, Esq.
Nedda Ghandi, Esqg.
725 S. 8™ Street, Ste. 100
LasVegas, NV 89101
Attorneys for Rodney Gerald Yeoman

MariaL. Parra-Sandoval, Esq.
LEGAL AID OF SOUTHERN NEVADA
725 E. Charleston Blvd.
LasVegas, NV 89104
Attorneys for Protected Person

John P. Michaelson, Esq.
MICHAELSON & ASSOCIATES, LTD.
2200 Paseo Verde Parkway, Ste. 160
Henderson, NV 89052
Attorneys for Robyn Friedman and Donna Smmons

| further certify that | served a copy of this document by mailing a true and correct copy
thereof, postage prepaid, addressed to:
N/A

/s Cheryl Becndl
An employee of Marquis Aurbach Coffing

! Pursuant to EDCR 8.05(a), each party who submits an E-Filed document through the E-Filing System
consents to electronic service in accordance with NRCP 5(b)(2)(D).
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Electronically Filed
2/21/2020 3:26 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERz OF THE COUE :I

JEFFREY P, LUSZECK, ESQ., Bar No. 09619
jluszecki@gisdfnvlaw.com

ROSS Il EVANS, ESQ., Bar No. 11374
revans{@sdinvlaw.com

SOLOMON DWIGGINS & FREER, LTD.
9060 West Chevenne Avenue

Las Vegas, Nevada 89129

Telephone: (702} 853-5483

FFacsimile: {702) 853-3483

Attorneys for Respondent Kimberly Jones
DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY,NEVADA

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

KATHLEEN JUNE JONES

An Adult Protected Person.

SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF TQ PETITION FOR PAYMENT OF GUARDIAN'S
ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS; OR, ALTERNATIVELY, MOTION TO RECONSIDER

Kimberly Jones (“Kim”). by and through her counscl of record, Jeffrey P. Lusveck, Fsq..
and Ross F. Tivans, Esq., of the law firm Solomon Dwigging & Freer, Ltd., hereby submits her
Supplemental Brief to Petition for Payment of Guardian's Attorney Tees and Costs, or
Alternatively  Motion to Reconsider (“Supplement”) ruling that Guardian may request
reimbursement of attorney fees {rom January 135, 2020 forward. The foregoing Supplement rclates
to Km's Petition for Payment of Guardian’s Attorneys’ Fecs and Costs filed January 15, 2020
and the hearing which took place on February 13, 2020, Petitioner docs not request a hearing as to
this Supplement or Motion to Reconsider.

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

I. At the hearing on February 13, 2020, this Court ordered that because Petitioner’s
Notice of Intent to Seek Payment of Atlorneys” Fees and Costs from Guardianship Estate was not
filed until January 15, 2020, the Court would only consider reimbursing Petitioner’s attorneys’

fees incurred afler January 15, 2020,

1 of 3
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2. At the hearing, however, this Court did not consider that it already ruled in its
November 25, 2019 Order, a copy of which is attached hereto, that it would in fact approve the

attorneys” fees of Solomon Dwiggins & Freer, T.td.:

IT IS TURTHER ORDERED, ADIUDGED AND DECREED that
the Court approve payment of attorneys’ lces and costs from the
guardianship estate to the faw firm of Solomon Dwiggins & Freer.
[td., at the conclusion of the guardianship proceeding, subject to
Court conlirmation,

See Order from October 15, 2019, Hearing, attached hereto as Exhibit 1.

3 The November 235, 2019 Order was circulated to counsel {or cach of the interested
parties on October 29, 2019, and was executed on the following dates. (a) by Maria Parra-
Sandoval, Tisq., counsel for the Protected Person, on October 29, 2019; (b)Y by John Michaclson,
Esq., counsel for Robyn Friedman and Donna Simmens, on Qctober 31, 2019, Mr. Kehoe, Fsq.,
refused 1o exccule the proposed Order, and submuitted a letter to the Court which delayed entry of
the Order until November 25, 2019, Each of the parties were on notice that Kim sought
reimbursement of her allorneys’ fees and costs as early as QOclober 29, 2015,

4, Accordingly, Kim requests that the Court constder the eftect of the November 25,
2019 Order imparting notice to the interesied parties of Kim's intent 1o scek her attornevs’ fees
from the Estate.

5. This Court should grant reimbursement of all of Petitioner’s expenses in the
amount of $1,684.85. See, NRS 159.183(1){b), providing that “a guardian must be allowed ...
[nJecessary and reasonable cxpenses incwrred in exercising the authority and performing the
duties ol a guardian{.]”

6. Kim hereby requests that in preparing its Order, this Court grant a reimbursement
of Kim’s attorneys’ fees incurred from October 29, 2019 forward. Thus, Kim requests that the

Court grant reimbursement ol allotneys® fees incurred in the amount ol $6,652.00, and costs in

the full amount of $1,684.51, for a tolal reimbursement of $8.336.51.

' See, revised attorney fee ledger attached hereto as Exhibit 2, and cost ledger attached hereto as
Exhibit 3.
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7. Accordingly, this Court should enter its Order granting fees and costs to be paid
from the Guardianship Estatc once it has sulficient funds, in the collective amount of $8.336.51 .

WHEREFORE, Petitioner Kimberly Jones, as Guardian of the Person and Estate of
Kathleen Jones, respecttully requests that this Court enter its Order as follows:

a. Authorizing payment of attorneys’ fees and costs to the law firm of Solomon
Dwiggins & Freer, Ltd., {rom the Guardianship Estatc in the amount of $8,336.51: and

b. For any and all such further rclief as the Court deems just and appropriate.

DATED this Al%* day of Tebruary, 2020.

_SOLQMON DWIGGINS & FREER, L1D.

JEFLREY B/LUSZLECK. ESQ.
) ievada Batr No. 19619
-ROSSE. TVANS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 11374
8060 West Chevenne Avenuc
Las Vegas, Nevada 89129

Attorneys for Kimberly Jones

Jofs
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I HERERBY CERTIFY that on this &ﬁ‘gd& of February, 2020, pursuant to NRCP 5(b), 1

caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF TO PETITION
FOR PAYMENT OF GUARDIAN’S ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS; OR,
ALTERNATIVELY, MOTION TO RECONSIDER, to be served to the following in the

manner sel [orth below:
Via:

Hand Delivery

[1.5, Mail, Postage Prepaid
Certified Mail, Receipt No.:
Return Receipt Request
E-Service through Wiznet

|
S S

‘Efraﬁﬁ
)<.
Bl

Robvn Friedman and Donna Simmons:
John P. Michaelson, Esq.
MICHAELSON & ASSOCIATES, L'TD.

jehnigmichaelsonlaw.com

Kathleen Jones, Adult Prolected Person;

Maria L. Parra Sandoval, Esq.

LEGAL AID CENTLER OF SOUTHERN NEVADA, INC.
mparra{@ilacsn.org

Rodneyv Gerald Yeoman:
Ty E. Kchoe, Esq.
KEHOE & ASSOCIATES
TyKehoewgmail.com

Matihew C. Piccolo
PICCCLO LAW OQFFICES
matt@piccololawoffices.com

Laura A, Deeter, Esq.

GHANDI DEETER BLACKAM
725 S. 8" Strect, Ste. 100

Las Vegas, NV 89101
laura@zghandilaw.com
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Geraldine Tomich, Esq.

James A. Beckstrom, Tisq.
MARQUIS AURBACH & COFFING
gtomichi@maclaw.com

ibeckstromi@maclaw.com

( Ah empl mu, of c§OLO\1(§N DWIGGINS & FREER, L'TD.
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T Electronically Filed
11252019 1:19 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERZ OF THE COUEE

1 |} ORDR

JEFFREY P LUSZECK, SQ., Bar No. 09619
jluszeeki@sdinvlaw.com

ROSS E. EVANS, ESQ., Bar No, 11374
revansigsdfnvlaw.com

SOLOMON DWIGGINS & FREER, LTD.
3060 West Cheyenne Avenue

Las Vegas, Nevada 89129

5 || Telephone: (702} 853-5483

Facsimile; {702) 853-5483

[

6
Attorneys for Respondent Kimberly Jones
7
DISTRICT COURT
8
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
9
IN THE MATTER OF THE Case No.: G-19-052263-A
8on 10 GUARDIANSHIP OF THE PERSON AND Dept. B
gdiz ESTATE OF:
PR
2583 KATHLEEN JUNE JONES |
syni 12 | Date of Hearing: October 15, 2019
B7:z2 An Adult Protected Person, | Time of ITearing: 9:00 a.m.
gz U
%g_ 14 ORDER FROM QCTOBER 15, 2019 [IEARING
=i 15 OTEMPORARY GUARDIANSHIP  FGENERAL GUARDIANSHIP
Q s O Person O Person
SLE 16 O Estate O Estate  OSummary Admin.
Iy 17 O Person and Estale M Person and Listate
%1\ [ISPECIAL GUARDIANSHIP ONOTICES/SAFEGUARDS
P 18 OPcrson (J Blocked Account Required
19 OEstate  CSummary Admin, O Bond Required
DPerson and Estate
20 This matter having come on for hearing hefore the above entitled Court on October 13,
21

2019. Present at the hearing were: Jeffrey P. Luszeck, Esq. of the law firm of Solomon Dwiggins
22 || & Freer, Lid. on behalf of Kimberly Jones; Maria L. Parra-Sandoval, Esq, of Legal Aid Center of
23 || Southem Nevada, on behalf of Kathleen June Jones, Protected Person; Ty E. Kehoe, Esq. of the
24 || law firm Kehoe & Associates, and Matthew C. Piccolo, Esq. of the law firm Piccolo Law Offices,
on behalf of Rodney Gerald Yeoman, and John P. Michaelson, Esq. of the law firm Michaelson
26 || & Assoclates, Ltd., on behalf of Robyn Friedman and Donna Simmons (collectively, the
<7 ||*Parties™). Afler considering the papers and pleadings on file herein and the argument of counsel
28 HECEIVED

1 of § SR I

Case Number: §-13-062263-A
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at the time of hearing and good cause appearing, the Court linds as follows:
1. That on December 27, 2005, Kathleen June Junes cxceuted a Healthcare Power of
Attorney naming her daughter, Kimberly Jones, as her Attorney-in-I'act for healthcare deeisions.

2. That on October 24, 2012, Kathleen June Jones executed a Financial Power of

Attorney naming her danghter, Kimberly Jones, as her Attorney-in-Fact for financial matters.

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

4, That on September 19, 2019, Robyn I'riedman and Donna Simmons filed their £x |
Parfe Petition for Appointment of Tempoerary Guardian of the Person and Estate and [ssuance of
Letters of Temporary Guardianship, and Petition for Appointment of General Guardian of the
Person and FEstate and Issuance of Letters of General Guardianship (“Ex Parte Petition for
Temporary Guardianship™.

3 That on September 19, 2019, the Clerk of the Court issued a Citation to Appear and
Show Cause scheduling a hearing for October 15, 2019 to “show cause, il any, why Kathleen June
Joues ("Proteeted Person’™), should not be declared incapacitaied or in need of a guardian to manage
the Protected Person’s personal and financial affairs and lo farther show cause, if any, why Rabyn
Fricdiman and Donna Simmans, should not be appointed to act as Guardian of the protected person’s
Person and Estate.”

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

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

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

20f5
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I || of Letters of General Guardianshi p (“Rodney’s Counter-Petition”).
2 8. That on October 2, 2019, Kimberly Jones filed her Opposition to £x Parte Petition
3 || for Appointment of Temporary and General Guardian of the Person and Cstate; Allernatively,
4 || Counter-Petition for Appointment of Kimberly Jones as Temporary and General Guardian of the
5 || Person and Estate (“Kimberly's Counier-Petition™).

9. That on October 15, 2019 at the Citation to Appear and Show Cause Hearing,
Kathleen June Jones, by and through her Court appoinicd Counsel, Maria L. Parra-Sandoval,

6
7
8 |l advised the Couwrt that it was Kathleen June Jones® desire that Kimberty Jones be appointed as her
9 || client’s goardian,

0

P40 WeEST THE YENSNE AVEN UF

?% 8 1 Good Cause Appearing Therefore,

j";:? E;:; 11 [T1S HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Kimberly Jones’ Counter-
z;g%g I2 || Petition is hercby GRANTED,

;E ;SJ;; 13 IT' IS TURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Kimberly Jones is

14 || hereby appointed as guardian of the Estate and Person of Kathleen June Jones and Letters of General
15 || Guardianship shall issuc to Kimberly Jones.
16 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREFED that Rodney Gerald

17 || Yeoman's Counter-Petition is horeby DENIELD in its entirety.

18 [TIS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDIGED AND DECREED that the Letters of Temporary
19 || Guardianship entered on September 23, 2019 arc hereby revoked,

20 IT IS FURTIIER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Clerk of the Court is
21 || hereby directed to issue Letters of Guardianship to Kimberly Jones upon subscribing (o the
22 |lappropriate oath of office, and bond be waived, since there are no liguid assets.

23 IT IS TURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECRFEED that Kimberly Jones shall
24 ||investigate the facts and circumstances regarding the purported transfer of real property located at
25 |[6277 Kraft Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada 89130, APN 138-02.511-076, from June Jones to Richard
26 || & Kandi Powell on or around January 16, 2018, and pursie any potential claims and/or resolution

27 || relating to the same.

30of5
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Kimberly Jones shall
disseminate the medical records and/or information relating to Kathleen June Jones 1o Robyn
Friedman, Donna Simmons and Rodney Gerald Yeoman.

IT1S FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Rodney Gerald Yeoman
shall be allowed to participate in visits with Kathlcen June Jones, however, because Rodney Gerald
Yeoman was unwilling to provide any information regarding his health/medical conditions said
visits must be supervised by Kimberly Jones and/or an agent of her choosing so s to ensure the
safety of Kathleen June Jones.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Court approve
payment of attorneys’ fees and costs {rom the guardianship estate o the law firm of Solomon
Dwiggins & Freer, Ltd. at the conclusion of the gnardianship procceding, subject (o Courl
confirmation.

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

hearing on the anESllg'illVL Reports 18 f;n.ht,du[ed for February 20, 2024,

f
DATED this ,Q L” day of su 1 W-f-b&’-’ , 2019,

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE
LINDA MARGUIS

Submitted by: Approved as to Form and C/utcﬁ*w

SOLOMON DWIGGINS & FREER, 1TD.  LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN
NEVADS -

/ / p J s / [

By: ] fl’{r\ L /‘Ll'” k‘/{-f\ B} JJ'Ir ! .JJA'/J v (/{-"f\ﬂ— 7@ gﬂf?tlrfj/llf .
JEFFREY.P, .LUSZECK, £SQ. MARIA L. PARRA SANDOV AL, ESQ.
Nevadla Bar No. 09619 Nevada Bar Mo, 13736
ROSS E. EVANS, ESQ. 725 E. Charleston Blvd.

Nevada Bar No. 11374 Las Vegas, NV 89104
9060 West Cheyenne Avenue
Las Vegas, Nevada 89129 Atrorney for Kathleen Jones, Protected Person

Altorneys for Kimberly Jones
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-Approved-as-to-Formrand-Contents
KEHOE & ASSOCIATLES

PZsh Plinio vED
By: s <, _,ga-%f_ 3419

TY E'KEHOE, ESQ.
! Nevada Bar No. 6011

%71 Coronado Center Dr. Ste. 200
Henderson, NV 89032

Attorney for Rodney Gerald Yeoman

Approved as to Form and Content:
MICHAELSON & ASSOCIATES, 1L.TD.
I SR

JOBRN P, MICHAELSON, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 78232

2200 Paseo Verde Parlowsy, Suite 160
Henderson, NV 89052

By:

Atinrneys for Robyn Friedmen and Donna
Stmimons
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Approved as o Form and Content:

KEHOE & ASSOCIATES

By

TY E. KEIIOFE, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 6011
871 Coronado Center Dr. Ste, 200
Henderson, NV 89052

Attorney for Rodney Gerald Yeoman

Approved as to Form and Content;

MICHAFELSON & ASSOCIATES, LTD.

s AT . Ko
FF

JOHI\ P. MICHAELSON, E50Q.
Nevada Bar No. 7822

2200 Paseo Verde Parkway, Suite 160
Henderson, NV 85(352

Astornevs for Robyn Friedman and Donna
Simmonys
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Date: 01/03/2020

Detail Fae Transaction File List
Solomen Dwiggins & Freer, Ltd,

Trans Hours
Client Date Tmkr Rate  to Bill Arnount Dascription

T094.0004 13/25/2019  JPL 425 0.5 $212.50 Supplement order to incorporale counsel's requests
{.3) Draft correspandence to client {x2}, Ty Kehoe
{x1) and all counsel regarding order {.2).

FO99.0001 132018 JPL 425 03 $5127.50 Evaluate and respond to numerous correspondence
from counsel.

7099.0001 10:30:2018 REE 285 0.3 585.50 Draft email {0 chent regarding {30 Review
client response and forward o Jeffrey P. Luszeck {0.0).

7099.0001 1073142019 JPL 425 0.4 F170.00 Evaluate and respond to numercus correspondence
from other counsel regarding ardar {3). Evaluate
and respond Lo client (1),

7088.0001 11/04/2018  JPL 425 0.1 $42.50 Evalyate and respond to correspondence fram Ty
Kehoe.

7085.0001 11/04/2018  JPL 425 0.3 $127.50 Telephone conference with clignk {.2). Evaluate and
respand Lo multiple correspondence from Ty Kehoe
L1,

FOOL.0001 1170872018 JFL 425 0.3 $127.50 Evaluate and respond to correspondence fram David
Johnson, Confar with Ress E. Evans regarding same.

FO9L.0001 1140772049 JPL 425 o 342 50 Confer with Ross E. Evans regarding publication,

FOBF00CT 114072018 REE 285 03 %85.50 Conference with client regarding case issues.

FOSS.0001 110872018 JPL 425 $0.00 Travel to and attend confergnce with John
Michaelson.

TOC4.000% 11409728 JPL 425 o 342 50 Evaluale correspondence from chent

F0E9.000° 11122016 JPL 425 0.8 $340.00 Prepare for and participate in telephone conference
with client (.53 Evaluate and respond to
corespondence from client (. 3).

70L9.0001 11/43/201%  JPL 425 6 3255.00 Telephone conferences with Kimberly Jones {.3).
Evaluale and respond to multiple correspondence
from Marguis Aurbach Coffing {.31. Confer with Ross
E. Evans regarding same (.1), Evaluate and responcd
to cortespondence from clignt (.2).

FOHQ.0001 111142019 JRPL 425 1.4 3595.00 Prepare for and paricipate in numerous telephane
conferences with Kimberly {.5), Marquis Aurbach
Ceffing (.3} and John Michaelson (3, Evaluate and
respond to cerrespondence fram clisnt §.2). Evaluate
mirute order from (.13

7099.0001 11182019 URL 425 01 $42.50 Evaluate and respond to correspondence.

70990001 11118/2019  JPL 425 0.5 $212.59 Prepare for and participate in conference call with
client {4}, Evaluate and respond to correspondence
from David Johnson {.1].

TO88.0001 1172062019 JPL 425 03 §127.50 Telephone conference wilh Marguis Aurbash Coffing
and client.

TO99.G001 11212019 JRL 425 0.8 $235.00 Telephone conference with Marquis Aurbach Coffing
{.2). Evalugte and respond to numerous
correspondence from client (.21 Evaluate ard
respond to corespandance from Ty Kehoe {.2).

7890001 11/22/2019  JFL 425 0.8 $340.0C Evaluate order and corespondence from Ty Kehoe
{.4). Evaluate and respond to numerous
carrespondence from fMarguis Aurbach Coffing .23
Evaluate and respond to correspondence from clignt
£2).

7099.0001 11722/2018  REE 285 0.2 §57.00 Conference with Ty Kehoe regarding status;
Conference with Jeffrey P. Luszeck.

FOER.0001 112372019 JRL 425 1.4 £895.00 Evaluate correspondence (1), Evaluate multiple

veicermails (1), Continue to evaluate Ty's progosed
order and carrgspondence thereto (2). Draft
response to Ty's proposed order (1], Draft
correspondance to clisnt regarding

940



7099.0001 11/24:2019  JPL 425 0.3 $127.50 Evaluate and respond to correspondence from clignt
{.1). Supplement correspondence 1o Judge Marguis
i.2)

7099.0001 11/25/2018  JPL 425 Q.6 $255.00 Evaluate correspandence fram Ty Kehae (1)
Evaluate corregpandence fram John Michaelson (1)
Evaluate and respond lo numerous correspondence
from client {.2). Supplement cormespondeance to
court and evaluate carrespondence from same {23

7099.0001 1172502019 JPL 425 0.z 585.00 Evaluate email and declaration attached thereto,

7089.0001 12/03/2019  JPL 425 0.1 8§42 .50 Evaluate correspondence.

¥099.0001 12042018 JPL 425 0.6 $255.00 Telephone conference with clienl (.21, Evaluata
NUMEMUs sofrespondence from James, John and Ty
regarding upcoming hearing {.3). Evaluate notices af
hearing and orgers shartening tima {1}

7095.0001 12/05/2019  JPL 425 0.2 385.03 Evaluate and respond to correspondence

TO95.0001 12/06/2019  JPL 425 n0.g $340.00 Evaluate and respend to cormespondence from Ty
Kehoe (.2). Evaluate and respond to numerous
correspandance from client {.3). Evaluale
oppositions filed by Ty Kehoa (.4},

7095.0001 1248972019 JPL 425 0.1 342 50 Evaluate and respend to correspondence.

TOS9.0001 1211002018 JPL 425 0.4 §170.00 Evaluale numerous correspondence fram client. Ty
Kehoe, Marquis &urbach Coffing and
court-appointed investigator fover 10 emails).

F093.0001 124172018 JPL 425 0.1 $42.50 Evaluate nurmerous correspondence regarding dogs
and order.

T099.0001 1201212019 JPL 425 G $42.50 Evaluate correspondence from Ty Kehoa.

7099.0001 12M18/2019  JPL 475 02 $85.00 Evaluate and respand to correspondence.

T099.0001 12/19/2019 REE ZB5 28 $741.00 Conference with Jeffrey P Luszeck regarding Petition
far fees and draft petition for fees.

T098.3001 121902019 JPL 425 $42.50 Confer with Ross E. Evans regarding petition for fees.

7096.0001 12/2002019  REE 285 $370.50 Revise pettan for reimbursement of attorney fees o
Guardian.

7099.0007 12/24/2018  JPL 425 0.1 $42.80 Confer with Ross E. Evans regarding matter.

Total for Client ID 7059.0001 Billable 17.2 $6,652.00 Jones/Kimberly

June Jones Guardianship/Power of Attorney
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Date: 01/03/2020

Detail Gost Transaction File List
Solomoen Dwiggins & Freer, Lid.

Trans
Client Date Rate Amount Description

T089.0001 19/02/2010 $85.90 Electronic Filing Fee for Opposition to Ex Parte Petition far
Appointment of Temporary and General Guardian of the Person
and Estate; and Alternatively, Gounter-Petition for Appaintrment of
Kimberly Jones as Temporary and General Guardian of the Person
and Estate

T089.0001 10/032018 $3.50 Electronic Filing Fee for Supplement to Counter-Petition for
Appoinbment of Kimberly Jones as Temporary and Generaf
Guardian of the Person and Estate

7055.0001 10409/2019 0.1 $0.50 Laser copy charges.

7093.0001 101472019 0.1 515.25 Laser copy charges.

T085.0001 10418/2018 0.1 $9.25 Laser copy charges.

709%.0001 10416/2019 0.t 31.25 Laser copy charges.

7099.0001 10/17/2019 $24.00 Parking

7093.0001 101872019 01 5C.50 Laser copy charges.

7089.0001 10/29/2019 0.1 S0.50 Laser copy charges.

7099.0001 1053172019 5} $1.218.50 Westlaw online legal research.

T0H9.0001 10/31/2018 8 $8.00 Caurier fee.

T029.0001 1043172010 B $8.00 Courer fee.

T099.0001 10/31/2019 8 $8.00 Caourier fee.

T0O0.0091 11/01/2019 3 $8.00 Courler fee.

T089.0001 11413/2018 0.25 $0.50 Copy charges.

7099.0001 1MAM15/2019 [ohy| $0.60 Sean charges.

TOE9.0001 172202019 nzs $6.75 Copy charges,

TO89.0001 11/22/2019 0.5 $1.50 Color photocopies.

TOS5.0001 11/25/2019 01 $0.90 Scan charges.

T029.0001 114252019 0.25 $9.00 Copy charges.

0890001 11/25/201¢ 05 $1.50 Color photocopies.

T099.0001 11/25/2019 8 $8.00 Courier fee,

TOE.0001 11/25/2018 3 $8.00 Courier fee.

7089.0001 11/28/2019 $3.80 Electronic Filing Fes for Qrder from October 15, 2016 Hearing

TO89.0001 11/25/2019 $3.50 Electrenic Filing Fee for Notice of Entry of Crder

70930001 11/27:2019 0.1 50.20 Scan charges.

70990001 1172772019 0.25 $1.50 Copy charges.

TOO8.0001 14527/2019 0.25 $0.50 Copy charges.

T089.000% 11427/2019 $2.50 Electroniz Filing Fee for Letters of Guardianship

T085.0001 12/02/2019 .25 $12.75 Copy charges.

7090.0001 12/05/2019 $25.00 Certified Copies of Letters of Guardianship

T0E0.0001 12/052019 .25 $2.75 Copy charges.

T099.0001 12/05/2018 g $8.00 Courier fae.

7029.0001 12:06/2019 $90.00 Cartified copies of Letters of Guardianship (x30)

FOER.0001 12/06/2018 025 $38.00 Copy charges,

70890001 12:09/2018 $60 00 Certified copies of Letters of Guardianship (x30)

7089.0001 12092019 028 $0 75 Copy charges.

T088.0001 124092019 g $6.00 Courier fee.

7085.0001 120232018 0.25 $1.00 Copy charges.

Totai for Client 1D 709%.0001 Billable $1,684.85 Jones/Kimberly

June Jones Guardianship/Power of Attarney
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Electronically Filed
2/26/2020 1:39 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERK OF THE COU
e R
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 Kathieen June Jones, Aduit Protected Person

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

FAMILY DIVISION
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
In the Matter of the Guardianship of the Person | Case No.: G-19-052263-A
and Estate of: Dept. No.: B

KATHLEEN JUNE JONES,

Adult Protected Person.

RESPONSE TO GUARDIAN’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF TO PETITION FOR
PAYMENT OF ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS; OR ALTERNATIVELY, MOTION
TO RECONSIDER

Kathleen June Jones (“June™), the protected person herein, by and through her counsel,
Maria L. Parra-Sandoval, Esq. of Legal Aid Center of Southern Nevada, Inc., hereby responds
to Kimberly Jones' (“Guardian”) Supplemental Brief to Petition for Payment of Guardian’s
Attorney Fees and Costs; Or Alternatively, Motion to Reconsider. June’s response is based upon
and supported by the following Memorandum of Points and Authorities, the pleadings and
papers on file in this case, and attached exhibits.

DATED this 26" day of February, 2020.

LEGAL AID CENTER OF SOUTHERN
NEVADA, INC,

/s/ Maria L. Parva-Sandoval
Maria L. Parra-Sandoval, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 13736

Attorney for Kathleen June Jones,
Adult Protected Person

Page 1 of 9
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

L Pursuant to NRS 159.344(3), the Court has correctly ruled that Guardian may
request payment of attorney fees and costs incurred from January 15, 2020
(and forward), the date her attorney filed the Notice of Intent to Seek Fees
from the Guardianship Estate.

NRS 159.344(3) clearly requires that any person who intends to seek payment of
attorney’s fees and costs from the guardianship estate must {ile a written notice of such intent
when that person first appears in the guardianship proceedings. The Guardian’s first pleading
was filed on Crctober 2, 2019, vet the Guardian filed the Notice of Intent to Seek Payment of
Attorneys’ Fees and Costs from the Guardianship Estate on January 13, 2020. On February 13,
2020, this Court correctly ruled that if a guardian intends to seek the payment of attorney’s fees
and costs from the gnardianship estate, a Notice of Intent to Seek Fees from the Guardianship
Estate must be filed “at the onset.”! The Guardian did not comply with this requirement and
should remain personally liable for her own attorney’s fees before January 15, 2020. Since the
Guardian’s attorney’s last billed entry in this matter occurred on December 24, 2019, he is nof
entitled 1o any fees and costs from the guardianship estate* Thus, the Guardian’s Petition for
Payment of Guardian’s Attorneys’ Fees and Costs should rightly be denied under NRS
159.344(3). The Guardian raises no new facts or issues in the Motion to Reconsider axid the
Court did not err in determining the Notice of Intent must be filed upon the attorney first

appearing in the case. Therefore, the Motion to Reconsider should be denied.

A. The Order From the October 15, 2019 Hearing, filed on November 25,
2019, included a boilerplate paragraph that does not translate into
approval of a Notice of Intent to Seek Fees or to actual payment of
attorney’s fees and costs.

The Guardian’s attorney argues that this Court has “already ruled in its November 25,

' Court Hearing, February 13, 2020,
? See Petition for Payment of Guardian's Attorneys’ Fees and Costs, Exhibit 1, p. 17, filed January 15, 2020.

Page 2 0of 9
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1| 2019 Order...that it would in fact approve the attorneys” fees of Solomon Dwiggins & Freer,

Ltd.” The language in the Order From October 15, 2019 Hearing, (“Order™) to which counsel

(3%

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

The Guardian’s attorney confuses this boilerplate language in an attomey proposed

order from actual relief sought in a petition. Nowhere in the Guardian’s first pleading’ did she

OO 1y b B W

state she intended to have her attorney’s fees paid from the estate; nowhere did her attorney
11 include the billing rates for the firm’s attorneys and paralegals; nor did she include an
explanation of the compensation arrangement or the reasons for the services. In short, the
131 Guardian failed to comply with NRS 159.344’s requirement to file & notice of intent to seek
fees from the guardianship estate upon the attorney’s first appearance.

While there is language, in the Order granting the general gnardianship, regarding fees,
17| what this Court approved in that Order was simply that any legitimate and lawful request for
18{ the payment of fees from the guardianship estate first would be subject to Coux;t approval.
Nothing in the language referred to by the Guardian’s attorney sugpests that the Court approved
20 the Guardian’s bypassing the specific requirements of NRS 159.344 (3) to have the fees paid

from the estate. Furthermore, at the October 15, 2019 citation hearing, this Court was never

23| asked to rule on the issue of attorney’s fees and never issued any ruling on the issue.

3 See Supplemental Brief to Petition for Payment of Guardian’s Attorney Fees and Costs; Or, Alternatively,
26| Motion to Reconsider, p. 2, filed February 21, 2020,

27 4 See Order From October 15, 2019 Hearing, granting general guardianship, p. 4, filed November 25, 2019.

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

Page 3 of 9
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On October 24, 2019, Mr. Jeffrey P, Luszeck (“Mr. Luszeck™) circulated the Order from
the October 15, 2019 hearing to the relevant parties, and requested any proposed revisions by
October 28, 2019.% On October 28, 2019, counsel for June objected to the entire paragraph at
issue regarding payment of attorney’s fees and sent revisions to Mr. Luszeck, deleting that
language. Mr. Luszeck replied on the same date, as follows:

“Maria,

| am not sure that | understand your requests to delete certain section of the Order
as both sections were in the Order appointing John Michaelson’s clients as
Temporary Co-Guardians. Specifically, | believe there needs to be specific instruction
that the Clerk of the Court issues Letters to Kimberly. Further, Lam familiar NRS
159.344 and the language referencing fees does not eradicate that requirement.
Once again, it was included in Mr. Michaelson’s proposed order without objection. In
light of the foregoing | do not intend to remove either section. Jeff”

{emphasis added). Thus, Mr. Luszeck clearly recognizes that this languages is not a preemptive
grant of approval of fees before a request for fees has been made. Now that this Court has ruled
that it will only consider the payment of fees from the estate that were incurred after January
15, 2020, when the notice of intent to seek fees was actually filed, Mr. Luszeck is scrambling to
find creative ways to get paid. The Guardian argues that since the Octaber 29, 2019 Order, the
parties were, in effect, on “notice” that the Guardian would be secking fees from the
guardianship estate. Mr. Luszeck is wrong. The parties were put on notice that the guardian
intended to seek fees from the estate only when the Notice of Intent to Seek Fees was filed on
January 15, 2020,

The reality is that the Guardian failed to follow the specific requirements under NRS|
159.344(3). The written notice of intent clearly reguires all of the following:

(a) Must provide a general explanation of the compensation arrangement
and how compensation will be computed;

(b) Must include the hourly billing rates of all timekeepers, including,

© See Exhibit A, email chain.

Page 4 of 9
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without limitation, attorneys, law clerks and paralegals;

(c) Must provide a general explanation of the reasons why the services of
the attorney are necessary to further the best interests of the ward;

(d) Must be served by the person on all persons entitled to notice pursuant
to NRS 159.034 and 159.047; and

(¢) Is subject to appraval by the court after a hearing.”

If, as the Guardian argues, the Order From October 15, 2019 Hearing, filed on
November 25, 2019, was sufficient to provide the required information under NRS 159.344,
then it would not have been necessary to file the Notice of Intent on January 15, 2020. Mr.
Luszeck introduced boilerplate language into an Order as an afterthought where the original
petition did not include a notice of intent to seek payment of fees from the estate and where the
Court never ruled on fees. This language included in the Order does not satisty the requirements
of NRS 159.344,

Most importantly, on October 28, 2019, undersigned counsel submitted revisions
objecting to the paragraph approving payment of attorneys’ fees and costs—and instructed
attorney Jeffrey P. Luszeck to submit his written notice: “Remove this. You need to submit
a notice of inient to petition the court for payment of attorney’s fees and costs from the
guardianship estate, consistent with NRS 159.344. See the full statute.”® Accordingly, as early
as October 28, 2019, the Guardian’s attorney knew this language was not sufficient under NRS
159.344 and that a wriiten notice was required prior to seeking fees from the estate yet took no
action to correct the problem until January 15, 2020.

Because Mr. Luszeck did not file his Notice of Intent to Seek Fees from the

Guardianship Estate upon his first appearance and later when June’s counsel brought the matter

7 See NRS 159.344(3).
¢ See Exhibit B, Email to Jeffrey P. Luszeck, with attached Order Revisions, October 28, 2019,

Page 5 of 9
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to his attention, counsel believed that Guardian would be responsible for her own attorney fees
and costs. In fact, undersigned counsel was surprised to see both the Notice of Intent to Seek
Payment of Attorney’s Fees and Costs from the Guardianship Estate and Petition for Payment
of Attorney’s Fees and Costs filed on January 15, 2020,

It should be noted that Guardian has not replied to any of undersigned counsel’s line-
item objections filed on February 11, 2020. Guardian’s attorney simply requests his fees to be
paid from October 29, 2019 based on a misleading argument and without addressing any of
undersigned counsel’s objections. 1f this Court is going to consider payment of any of Mr.
Luszeck’s fees from June’s estate, he should be required to respond to counsel’s specific
objections.

IL The legal standard for a Motien to Reconsider has not been met.

A Motion to Reconsider should only be considered if: 1) there are new facts or issues
raised supporting a ruling contrary to the ruling already made or 2) the law was not applied
correctly by the court. A district court “may reconsider a previously decided issue if
substantially different evidence is subsequently introduced or the decision is clearly
erroneous.” Thus, the purpose of bringing a Motion to Reconsider is to correct an error of law
or fact. Further, under Local Rule 2.24 (b), ™... A motion for rehearing or reconsideration
must be served, noticed, filed and heard as is any other motion...”?

Here, Mr. Luszeck does not introduce any new facts that would change the Court’s
ruling. Guardian did not comply with NRS 159.344 in its entirety, until January 15, 2020. The

language included in the Order is not a new fact and it does not change anything. Furthermore,

? Masonry & Tile Contractors Ass'n of Southern Nevada v, Jolley, Urga & Wirth, Ltd., 113 Nev. 737, 741, 941
P.2d 486, 489 (1997).

12 See Local Rude, Rule 2,24 (b). Rehearing of motions.

Page 6 of 9
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the Court applied the law correctly. NRS 159.344(3) requires that any person who intends to
seck payment of attorney’s fees and costs from the guardianship estate must file a written notice
of such intent when the attorney first appears in the guardianship proceedings.!! The Guardian
failed to file this notice in the first pleading which reflects her attorney’s appearance in the
matter. The Court’s decision to refuse to consider the payment of Mr. Luszeck’s fees from
June's estate prior to the filing of the Notice of [ntent was not wrong.

Finally, a motion for reconsideration requires that it be actually heard, and here, Mr.
Luszeck has forfeited his request for a hearing. This Court should not consider this pleading as
a Motion to Reconsider as it has not met the legal requirements. |

TII.  Conclusion

For the foregoing reasons, this Court should deny the Motion to Reconsider. This Court
correctly ruled that the Notice of Intent to Seek Fees from the Guardianship Estate must be filed
“at the onset” of the case and this was not done. The Court’s decision that the Guardian may
only seek payment of fees from the estate from Janvary 13, 2020 and forward was not incorrect.

Accordingly, this ruling should not be disturbed.

DATED this 26" day of February, 2020.

LEGAL AID CENTER OF
SOUTHERN NEVADA, INC.

/s/ Maria L. Parra-Sandoval
Maria L. Parra-Sandoval, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 13736

1) See NRS 159.344(3).

Page 7 of 9

950




-~ TR, - NV S S FC S W

[N TN NG TR N5 T (N T N B ¥ S N T N T 55 R i e e e e e R e
L B e N I = e = T = T -~ - B B N L s

[ HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 26" day of February 2020, I deposited in the United
States Mail at Las Vegas, Nevada, a copy of the foregoing document entitled RESPONSE TO
GUARDIAN’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF TO PETITION
ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS; OR ALTERNATIVELY, MOTION TO
RECONSIDER in a secaled 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

Jen Adamo
14 Edgewater Drive
Magnolia, DE 19962

Scott Simmons
1054 8, Verde Street
Anaheim, CA 92805

Division of Welfare and Supportive Services
Medicaid Chief Eligibility and Payments

1470 College Parkway
Carson City, NV 89706

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

James Beckstrom
jbecstrom@maclaw.com

Attorney for Guardian

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Tiffany O’Neal

177 N. Singingwood Street, Unit 13

Orange, CA 92869

Courtney Simmons
765 Kimbark Avenue
San Bernardino, CA 92407

Ampersand Man
2824 High Sail Court
Las Vegas, NV 89117

Ross Evans, Esq.
revans(asdivlaw.com
Attorneys for Guardian

John Michaelson, Esq.
john@michaelsonlaw.com

Page 8 of 9
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Lora Caindec-Poland
lora@michaelsonlaw.com

Ty Kehoe, Esq.
TyKehoeLaw(@gmail.com

Laura A. Deeter, Esq.
laura(@ghandilaw.com
Attorneys for Rodney Gerald Yeoman

David C. Johnson
dej(@johnsonlegal.com

LaChasity Carroll
lcarrolli@nveourts.nv.gov

Jeffrey Sylvester, Esq.
jeff@sylvesterpolednak.com

Artorneys for Robyn Friedman and Donng
Simmons

Matthew Piccolo, Esq.
matt@piccololawoffices.com

Cheryl Becnel
ebecnel@maclaw.com

Geraldine Tomich
Gtomich(@maclaw.com

Kate McCloskey
NVGCO@nyeourts.nv.gov

fs/Alexa Reanos

Employee of Legal Aid Center of Southern Nevada

Page 9of 9
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Maria Parra-Sandoval

From: Jeffrey P. Luszeck <jluszeck@sdfnvlaw.com>
Sent: Monday, Cctober 28, 2019 6:52 PM

To: Maria Parra-Sandoval

Cc: Gretta G. McCall

Subject: RE: Jones - Order from Cctober 15, 2019 Hearing
Maria,

| am not sure that | understand your requests to delete certain sections of the Order as both sections were in the Order
appointing John Michaelson’s clients as Temporary Co-Guardians. Specifically, | believe there needs to be a specific
instruction that the Clerk of the Court issues Letters to Kimberly. Further, | am familiar NRS 159.344 and the language
referencing fees does not eradicate that requirement. Once again, it was included in Mr. Michaelson’s proposed order
without objection. In light of the foregoing | de not intend to remove either section. Jeff

Jeffrey P, Luszeck

SOLOMON DWIGGINS & FREER, LTD.

Cheyenne West Professional Cenler | 2060 W. Cheyenne Avenue | Las Yegas, NV 89129
Direct: 702.589.3511 | Office: 702.853.5483

Facsimile: 702.853.5485

Email: jluszeck@sdfnviaw.com | Website: www .sdfnviagw.com

&l www.facebook.com/sdfnviaw

Il www.linkedin.com/company/solomon-dwiggins-&-freer-ltd-

Best Lawyers

BEST
LAW FIRMS

2018

| DWIGGING ~ FREER B

TRLST MM SETATE ATIDIRMEYTS

| [/ SOLOMON

b% Flease consider the environment before printing this email.

This message contains confidential information and may also contain information subject to the attorney client
privilege or the cattorney work product rules. If you are not the intended recipient, please delete the message
and contact Solomoen Dwiggins & Freer, Lid. at 702-853-5483. Any disclosure, copying. distribution. refiance on
or use of the contents of this message by anyone other than the intended recipient is prohibited.

From: Maria Parra-Sandoval <MParra@lacsn.org>
Sent: Monday, October 28, 2019 12:26 PM
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Ta: Jeffrey P. Luszeck <jluszeck@sdfnvlaw.com>
Subject: RE: Jones - Order from October 15, 2019 Hearing

Dear Jeffrey,
Please see my propased revisions, attached.

Kind Regards,
Maria

o 195 H

LEGAL AID CENTER

mumw Of Southern Nevada

Maria Parra-Sandoval, Esqg.

Attorney, Consumer Rights Project

Legal Aid Center of Southern Nevada, Inc.
725 E. Charleston Blvd.

Las Vegas, NV 89104

702-386-1526 direct/fax

702-386-1070 ext. 1526
mparra@Iacsn.org

www.lacsn.org

Legal Aid Center of Southern Nevada, Inc. is a 501 (¢} {3) organization
and your contribution may qualify as a federally recognized tax deduction.

" i.i:lj D & Legal Aid Center E-Newsletter

Plegse remember Legal Aid Center of Southern Nevada in your estate plan.

From: Jeffrey P. Luszeck [mailto:jluszeck@sdfnviaw.com)
Sent: Monday, October 28, 2019 7,48 AM
To: Ty Kehoe <tykehoelaw@gmail.com>

Cc: John & Gina Michaelson <john@michaelsonlaw.com:; Maria Parra-Sandoval <MParra@lacsn.org>: Ross E. Evans

<revans@sdfnvlaw.com>; Gretta G. McCall <xgmccall@sdfnviaw.com>

Subject: RE; Jones - Order from Octaber 15, 2019 Hearing

Sure. Please provide me with any proposed revisians by the close of business today.

Jeffrey P, Luszeck

SOLOMON DWIGGINS & FREER, LTD.

Cheyenne West Professional Center | 9060 W, Cheyenne Avenue | Las Vegas, NV 89129

Direct: 702.589.3511 | Office: 702.853.5483
Facsimile: 702.853.5485

Email: jluszeck@sdfnviaw.com | Website: www sdinviaw.com

ui o www.facebook.com/sdinviaw

B www linkedin.com/company/solomon-dwigains-&-freer-ltd-
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Best Lawyers

BEST
LAW FIRMS

| DWIGGINS . FREERB

TRUST AMD ESTATE ATTORMEYS

U]ﬁ/ L SOLOMON
(

b% Please consider the anvironment before printing this email.

This message contains confidential information and may also contain infermation subject to the attorney client
privilege or the aftorney work product rules. If you are not the intended recipient, please delete the message
and contact Solormon Dwiggins & Freer, Lid. at 702-853-5483. Any disclosure, copying, distribution, reliance on
or use of the contents of this message by anyone other than the intended recipient is prohibited.

From: Ty Kehoe <tykehoelaw@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, October 25, 2019 1:33 PM

To: Jeffrey P, Luszeck <jluszeck@sdfnvlaw.com>

Cc: John & Gina Michaelson <john@michaelsonlaw.com>; mparra@lacsn.org; Ross E. Evans <revans@sdfnviaw.com>;
Gretta G. McCall <gmccall@sdfnvlaw.comz

Subject: Re: Jones - Order from October 15, 2019 Hearing

With the holiday today, can this wait until Monday?
Ty

On Thu, Oct 24, 2019, 11:06 AM Jeffrey P. Luszeck <jluszeck@sdfnvlaw.com> wrote:

Counsel,

Please find the proposed Order from the October 15, 2019 hearing. Please provide me with any proposed revisions by
the close of business tomorrow. If none, please execute and return to my attention.

Jeffrey P. Luszeck

SOLOMON DWIGGINS & FREER, LTD.

Cheyenne West Prafessional Center | 9040 W. Cheyenne Avenue | Las Vegas, NV 89129
3
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Direct: 702.589.3511 | Office: 702.853.5483

Facsimile: 702.853.5485

Email: jluszeck@sdinviaw.com | Website: www.sdfnviaw.com
G; www.facebook.com/sdfnviaw

Ld: www.linkedin.com/company/solomon-dwiggins-&-freer-lid-

T i—

b% Please consider the environment before printing this emaif.

This message contains confidential information and may also contoin information subject to the attorney client
privilege or the attorney wark product rules. If you are nof the intended recipient, please delete the message
ond contact Sclomon Dwiggins & Freer, Ltd, at 702-853-5483. Any disclosure, copying, distribution, reliance on
or use of the contents of this message by anyone other than the intended recipient is prohibited,
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Maria Parra-Sandoval

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:
Attachments;

Amicusld:
AmicusStatus:
AmicusFileName:
AmicusFilelds:
AmicusDealtWith:
AmicusTimeEntry:

Dear Jeffrey,

Maria Parra-Sandoval
Monday, Octaber 28, 2019 12:26 PM
Jeffray P. Luszeck’

RE: Jones - QOrder from October 15, 2019 Hearing
Order from October 15 2019 Hearing - JPL - 10-24-19 4843-2368-6058 MP

Revisions.docx

525651
Saved

Jones, Kathleen J, re: Adults Under Guardianship

79004
Yes
Yes

Please see my propaosed revisions, attached.

Kind Regards,
Maria

e (94K

LEGAL AID CEN

[ER

meE R O Southern Nevada

Maria Parra-Sandoval, Esq.

Attarney, Consumer Rights Project
Legal Aid Center of Southern Nevada, Inc.

725 E. Charleston Blvd.
Las Vegas, NV 89104
702-386-1526 direct/fax
702-386-1070 ext. 1526
mparra@®lacsn.org
www.lacsn.org

Legal Aid Center of Southern Nevada, Inc. is a 501 (c} [3) organization

and your contribution may qualify as a federally recognized tax deduction,

“ L'.U & Legal Aid Center E-Newsletter

Please remember Legol Aid Center of Southern Nevada in yolir estate pian,

From: Jeffrey P. Luszeck [mailto:jluszeck@sdinvlaw.com)
Sent: Monday, October 28, 2015 7:48 AM

To: Ty Kehoe <tykehoelaw@gmail.com>

Cc: lohn & Gina Michaelson <john@michaelsonlaw.com>; Maria Parra-Sandoval <MPa rra@lacsn.org>; Ross E. Evans
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<revans@sdfnvlaw.com>; Gretta G. McCall <gmccall@sdfnviaw.com:
Subject: RE: Jones - Order from QOctober 15, 2019 Hearing

Sure, Please provide me with any proposed revisions by the close of business today.
Jeffrey P. Luszeck

SOLOMON DWIGGINSG & FREER, LTD.

Cheyenne West Professional Center | 9040 W, Cheyenng Avenue | Las Vegas, NY 892129
Direct: 702.589.3511 | Office: 702.853.5483

Facsimile: 702.853.5485

Email: jluszeck@sdinviaw.com | Website! www sdinviaw.com

b www.facebook.com/sdfnvicw

W www.linkedin.com/company/solomon-dwiggins-&-freer-ltd-

Best Layurs

BEST
LAW FIRMS

2018

DWIGGINGS - FREER

ST AND ESTATE ATTORNES

y j // - SOLOMON

[

ﬁ Please cansider the environmen! before prinfing this email.

This message contains confidential information and may also contain information subject to the attorney client
privilege or ihe atterney work product rules. If you are not the intended recipient, please delete the message
and cantact Solomaon Dwiggins & Freer, Ltd, at 702-853-5483. Any disclosure, copying, distribution, rellance on
or use of the contents of this message by anyone other than the intended recipient is prohibited,

From: Ty Kehoe <tykehoelaw@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, October 25, 2019 1:33 PM

Toa: leffrey P. Luszeck <jluszeck@sdfnvlaw.com>

Cc: John & Gina Michaelson <john@michaelsonlaw.com>; mparra@Ilacsn.org; Ross E. Evans <revans@sdfnvlaw.coms;
Gretta G. McCall <gmccall@sdfnvlaw.com>

Subject: Re: Jones - Order from Qctober 15, 2019 Hearing

With the holiday teday, can this wait until Menday?
Ty

Qn Thu, Qct 24, 2019, 1106 AM Jeffrey P, Luszeck <jluszeck@sdfnvlaw.com> wrote:

Counsel,
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Please find the proposed Order from the October 15, 2019 hearing. Please provide me with any proposed revisions by
the close of business tomorrow. If none, please execute and return to my attention,

Jeffrey P, Luszeck

SOLOMON DWIGGINS & FREER, LTD.

Cheyenne West Professional Center | 2040 W. Cheyenne Avenue | Las Vegas, NV 87129
Direct: 702.589.3511 | Cffice: 702.853.5483

Facsimile: 702.853.5485

Email: jluszeck@sdinviaw.com | Website: www.sdfnviaw.com

03 www.facebook.com/sdinviaw

O www.linkedin.com/company/solomon-dwiggins-&-freer-ltd-

b% Plegse consider the environment before printing thic email.

This message contains confidential information and may also contain information sulject 1o the attorney client
priviiege or the attorney work product rules. If you are not the intended recipient, please delete the message
and contact Solomon Dwiggins & Freer, Ltd. at 702-853-5483. Any disclosure, copying. distribution, reliance on
or use of the contents of this message by anyone other thon the intended recipient is prohibited.
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JEFFREY P. LUSZECK, ES{Q}., Bar No. (9619

[uszeck@sdfovlaw,.com

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

SOLOMON DWIGGINS & TRECR, LTD.
2060 West Cheyenne Avenuc

Las Vegas, Nevada 89129

Telephone: (702} 853-5483

Facsimile: {702} 853-5483

Attorneys for Respondent Kimberly Jonex
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

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

KATHLEEN JUNE JONES
Date of Hearing: October 15, 2019
An Adult Protected Person. Time of Hearing: %:00 a.m,

ORDER FROM OCTOBER 15,2019 HEARING

FITEMPORARY GUARDIANSHIP OGENERAL GUARDIANSHIP

O Person O Person

O Cstate O Estate  OSummary Admin.

E Person and Estate [ Pcrson and Estate
OSPECIAL GUARDIANSHIP ONOTICES/SATEGUARDS

OPerson O Blacked Account Required

OEstate  DSummary Admin, O Bond Required

OPerson aud Cslate

This matier having come on lor hearing before the above entilled Court on Ogtober 15,
2019, Present atad the hearing were:  Jeffrey P. Luszeck, Esq. of the law firm of Solomon
Dwiggins & Freer, Ltd, on behalf of Kimberly Jones; Maria L. Parra-Sandoval, Esq. of Legal Aid
Center of Southern Nevada, on behall of Kathless June Jones, Prolecied Person; Ty E. Kehoe,
Esq. oi the law firm Kehoe & Associntes, and Matthew C. Piceolo, Fsq. of the law firm Piccelo
Law Oftices, on behalt of Rodney Gerald Yeoman; and John P Mighaelson, Esq. of the law firm
Michaclson & Associates, Ltd., on behalf of Robyn Fricdman and Donna Simmoens {collectively,

the “Partics™). Atfler considering the papers and pleadings an file herein and the argument of

1of5
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counsel at the time of hearing and good cause appearing, the Court finds as follows:

l. That on December 27, 2005, Kathleen June Junes execuled a Healtheare Power of
Attorney naniing her daughter, Kimberly Jones, as her Attorney-in-Fact (or healthcare decisions.

2, That on Cctober 24, 2012, Kathteen June Jones cxecuted a Financial Power of
Adtorney naming her daughter, Kimberly Jones, as her Attorney-in-Fact for financial matters.

3. That on Movember 23, 2012, Kathleen June Jones executed a Last Will and
Testament naming ber davghier, Kimberly Jones, as her Personal Representative and chosen
puardian over her person and estate, should the need Tor a guardian ever anse.

4. That en Scptember 19, 2019, Robyn Fricdman and Douna Simmons filed their £x
Parte Petition for Appointment of Temporary Guardian of the Person and Estate and Issuance of
Letters of Temporary {uardianship, and Petition for Appointmenl of General Guardian of the
Person and Estale and Tssuance of Lellers ol (eneral Guardianship (“Ex Purde Pelition [or
Temporary Guardianship™).

5. ‘That on September 19, 2019, the Clerk of the Court izsved a Citation to Appeat and
Show Cause scheduhng a hearing for October 15, 2019 to “show cause, it any, why Kathleen Jung
lones (“Pratected Person™), should not be declared incapacitated or in need of a guardian to manage
the Protected Person’s personal and finangial affairs and ko further show cause, il any, why Robyn
Friedman and Denna Simmons, should not be appointed (o acl as Guardian ol the profecled person’s
Person and Estate.”

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

7 Thal an October 2, 2019, Rodney Gerald Yeoman, the husband of Kuthleen June
lones, Gled g Opposihion to Appointment of Temperary Guardian and General Guardian and
Counter-Petition for Appointiment of Temporary Guardian of the 1erson and Estate and Issuance of
Letters of Temporary Guardianship and Estate and Issuance of Letters of Temporary Guardianship

and Counnter-Petition for Appointment of General Guardian of the Person and Estate and lssuanee

20of5
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of Letiers of General Guardianship {*Rodney’s Counter-Petition™),

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

9. That on Octaber 135, 20159 at the Citation to Appear and Show Cause Hearing,
Kathleen Junc Jones, by and through her Court appointed Counsel, Maria L. Parra-Sandoval,
advised the Court that it was Kathleen June Jones™ desire that Kimberly Jones be appointed as her
client’s guardian.

Good Cause Appearing Therefore,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED ANL DECREED that Kimberly Janes™ Counter-
Pelitiom is hereby GRANTED.

IT IS TURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Kimberly Jones is
herehy appointed as guardian of the Estate and Person of Kathlzen June Jones and Letters of General
Guardianship shall be issucd to Kimberly Jones.

[T 18 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Redney Gerald
Yeomam's Counter-Petition is herehy DENIED in its entirety.

[T ISFURTIER ORDERED, ADIUDGED AND DECREED that the Letters of Temporary
Guardianship entered an Seplember 23, 2019 are hereby revoked.

IT 18 FURTHER ORDERED, ARDJUDGED AND DECREED that the Clerk of the Court is
hereby dirscted to issue Letters of Guardianship to Kimberly Jones upon subseribing to the
approprizte oath of office, and bond be waived, since there are no liquid assets. |

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDCED AND DECREED that Kimberly Jones shall
investigate the facls and circumstances regarding the purperted iransier of real properiy located at
6277 Kraft Avenue, Lag Vegas, Nevada 89120, APN 138-02-511-076, from June Jones to Richard
& Kandi Powell on or around January 16, 2018, and pursue any potential claims and/or resolution

relating to the same.

Jof§

[—Onmmenmd [A1]: This wha'e semence i nol necessary

| Commanted [MP2R1):
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1S FURTHER ORDERED, ARJUDGED AND DECREED {hat a Return Hearing is sef

for January 14, 2020 at [:30 p.n. Lo reconvene on the investigntion results from the appointed State

Gugrdianship Complinnee [nvestigator and Finaneial Forensic Specialist reparding the transler of

the protected person’s real property with address 6277 Kraft Avenue, Las Vogas, Nevada 89130,

Forrnatted: Indent: Fust bne. 55"
11 1S FURTHER ORDERED, ADIUDGED AND DECREED that Kimberly Jones will' et e i

devise a housing plan to address the current unstable housing situation.

IT 15 FURTHER ORDERED, ADIUDRGED AND DECREED that Kimberly Jancs shall
disseminale (he medical records andfor information relalivg to Kathleen June Jones to Robyn

Friedman, Donna Simmong and Rodoey Gerald Yeomun,

L= I T T T O FE R )

T8 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Rodney Gerald Yeoman

11 (| shall be allowed to participate in visits with Kathleen June Jones, however, because Rodney Gerald

[ov)

Yeoman was-iz unwilling to provide any informalion regarding his health/medical conditions said

13 || visits must be supervised by Kimberly Jones and/or an agent ol her chousing so as fo gnsurg the

G0 WES] CHETEMME ANEMUE
Ll WEGAL, MEvADA BT 137
wena SCFMVLAW COM

14 || safety of Kathleen Junc Joncs.

Formatted: Indent: First bne: 0.5"

A

TIS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND BECREED that Rodney Gerald Y eoman'

16 || shall provide dates to Kimberly Jones of when he will be away in Arizona getting medical treatment.

18 || as an interested purty. shall be allowed aceess to the Physician's Certificate.

19 IT 18 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Court upprove
20 || payment of ationeys’ fees and costs from the guardianship estate to the law firm of Solomon

21 || Dwiggins & Freer. Ltd. at the conclusion of the puardianship proceeding, subject to Court

[ Commented [A3]: Remave this You neud (o submit 2 natice of

22 || confirmation. - intenl 4t petition the sourt for payment of aftormey s feas and costs
from the guardanchip edale, consisent wilh NRS 1590044, Sce

23 IT 18 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECRELD that attorey Jeffrey P’ U = riSaal

( commented (MP4R31:
24 || Lugzeck shall prepare and submil an Order, [ Formatted: tnden: Fiest Inz: 0.5
23 e
DATED this day of , 2019,

26

27

28 DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

4 of5
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Submitted by:

SCOLOMON DWIGGINS & FRLEER, LTD.

By

JEFFREY P. LUSZECK, ESQ.
Newvada Bar No. 09619

ROSS E. EVANS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar Ne. 11374

9060 West Cheyenne Avenue
Las Yegas, Nevada 39129

Attorneys for Kimberly Jones

Approved as to Form and Conteat:

KEHCE & ASSOCIATES

By

TY E. KEHOE, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No, 6011

271 Coronado Center Dir. Ste. 200
Henderson, NV 89052

Altorney for Rodney Gerald Yeoman

Approved as 1o Form and Content,

LEGAL AID CEMTER QF SOUTHERN
NEVADA

By,
MARIA L. PARRA--SANDOVAL, ESQ.
Wevada Bar No. 13736
725 G. Charleston Blvd.

Las Vegas, NV 89104

Attorney for Kathieen Jones, Protecied Ferson

Approved as lo Form and Content:
MICHAELSON & ASSOCIATES, LTD.

By.

JOHN P, MICHAELSOM, ESQ.
Nevada Bar Mo, 7822

2200 Paseo Yerde Parkway, Suite 160
Henderson, NV 88052

Attorneys for Robyn Friedman and Donna
Sirmons

5ofi
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G-19-052263-A

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
Guardianship of Adult COURT MINUTES March 02, 2020
G-19-052263-A In the Matter of the Guardianship of:
Kathleen Jones, Protected Person(s)
March 02, 2020 2:30 PM Minute Order
HEARD BY: Marquis, Linda COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 10A

COURT CLERK: ; Antoria Pickens

PARTIES:
Donna Simmons, Petitioner, Temporary John Michaelson, Attorney, not present
Guardian, not present
Kathleen Jones, Protected Person, not present =~ Maria Parra-Sandoval, Attorney, not present

Kimberly Jones, Other, Guardian of Person Jeffrey Luszeck, Attorney, not present
and Estate, not present

Richard Powell, Other, not present Pro Se

Robyn Friedman, Petitioner, Temporary John Michaelson, Attorney, not present
Guardian, not present

Rodney Yeoman, Other, not present Ty Kehoe, Attorney, not present

State Guardianship Compliance Officer,
Agency, not present

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- MINUTE ORDER: NO HEARING HELD AND NO APPEARANCES
RE: G-19-052263-A

NRCP 1 and EDCR 1.10 state that the procedure in district courts shall be administered to ensure
efficient, speedy, and inexpensive determinations in every action. Pursuant to EDCR 2.23(c), this
Court can consider a motion and issue a decision on the papers at any time without a hearing.

This matter was placed on the Court’s Chamber’s Calendar to issue a Written Order. Accordingly,
this matter shall be continued to March 16, 2020 at 8:30 a.m. on the Court’s Chamber s Calendar. No
appearances necessary.

A copy of this minute order shall be provided to all Parties. (ap)

INTERIM CONDITIONS:

PRINT DATE: | 03/02/2020 Page 1 of 2 Minutes Date: March 02, 2020

Notice: Journal entries are prepared by the courtroom clerk and are not the official record of the Court.
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G-19-052263-A

FUTURE HEARINGS:

March 16, 2020 8:30 AM Status Check
RJC Courtroom 10A
Marquis, Linda

March 17, 2020 9:30 AM Motion for Protective Order

RIC Courtroom 10A
Marquis, Linda
Christensen, Karen
Stengel, Tanya

March 17, 2020 9:30 AM Motion for Protective Order

RJC Courtroom 10A
Marquis, Linda
Christensen, Karen
Stengel, Tanya

Canceled: March 17, 2020 11:00 AM Hearing
Canceled: March 17, 2020 10:30 AM Hearing

March 17, 2020 9:30 AM Hearing
RIJC Courtroom 10A

Marquis, Linda

Christensen, Karen

Stengel, Tanya

March 17, 2020 9:30 AM Opposition
RJC Courtroom 10A

Marquis, Linda

Christensen, Karen

Stengel, Tanya

PRINT DATE: | 03/02/2020 Page 2 of 2

Minutes Date:

March 02, 2020

Notice: Journal entries are prepared by the courtroom clerk and are not the official record of the Court.
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Electronically Filed
3/3/2020 4:08 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERK OF THE CCE
soin o W)

Maria L. Parra-Sandoval, Esqg.
Nevada Bar No. 13736
mparra@Iacsn.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 | Case No.: G-19-052263-A
and Estate of: Dept. No.: B

KATHLEEN JUNE JONES,
Adult Protected Person.

PROTECTED PERSON’S JOINDER TO GUARDIAN’S MOTION FOR
PROTECTIVE ORDER

Kathleen June Jones (“June”), the protected person herein, by and through her counsel,
Maria L. Parra-Sandoval, Esq., hereby files this Joinder in support of Guardian’s Motion for
Protective Order. June’s Joinder is based upon and supported by the Memorandum of Points
contained in the Guardian’s Motion for Protective Order, the pleadings and papers on file in this
case, and the argument of counsel as allowed by the Court at the time of hearing.

June further alleges as follows:

June requests for the guardianship to stay in place as is with Kimberly Jones
(“Kimberly”) serving as guardian of the person and estate. June is content and feels comfortable
with visitations being supervised, as they currently are, including with Kimberly as supervisor.

It is clear that Gerry Yeoman (“Mr. Yeoman™) seeks to ultimately modify the
guardianship. Mr. Yeoman’s Opposition to the Guardian’s Motion for Protective Order states,

“The Parties claim they are not aware of the scope of Gerry’s discovery without a petition
Page 1 of 5

Case Number: G-19-052263-A
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pending; however, this argument is not sound. Gerry raised factual concerns, subject to
discovery, in his original petition herein and at every hearing held herein, including, but not
limited to, issues involving the suitability of the proposed and current guardians, the Protected
Person’s physical and mental state, Gerry’s visitation rights, the sale of the Kraft House, and the
guardian’s use of the Protected Person’s assets.”* What Mr. Yeoman is seeking with his tactics
and depositions is to somehow persuade this Court to make him June’s guardian. Mr. Yeoman
is disgruntled that he did not get his way from the beginning of this guardianship case and is not
willing to give up.

Furthermore, Mr. Yeoman advances: “The Motion argues much about wasted resources
and yet continues to demand Gerry file an additional pleading prior to conducting discovery
which would be a tremendous and legally unnecessary waste.”? (Emphasis added). In fact, there
is absolutely no reason for Mr. Yeoman to waste time and resources by filing any kind of
pleading to remove the current guardian since June is happy with the status quo. Under NRS
159.328 (h), a protected person has the right to “Remain as independent as possible, including,
without limitation, to have his or her preference honored regarding his or her residence and
standard of living, either as expressed or demonstrated before a determination was made relating
to capacity or as currently expressed, if the preference is reasonable under the circumstances.”®

The Bill of Rights also states that a protected person has the right to “Be granted the
greatest degree of freedom possible, consistent with the reasons for a guardianship, and exercise
control of all aspects of his or her life that are not delegated to a guardian specifically by a court
order.”* The purpose of these rights is to give the protected person the driver’s seat in his or her
guardianship case. Thus, the law is clear that it is June who decides who she wants to manage
her affairs as well as her daily care. June is able to make her preferences known. Mr. Yeoman
has never been June’s first choice nor her second choice for that matter. Since June is able to

direct her attorney, there is no reason for Mr. Yeoman to increase litigation costs for all parties

1 Opposition to Motion for Protective Order, p. 9, filed February 20, 2020.
2]d.
3 See NRS 159.328(h).
4 See NRS 159.328(i).
Page 2 of 5
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involved by filing a petition regarding June’s stated preferences; Mr. Yeoman should refrain
from doing so.

However, if Mr. Yeoman chooses to depose a party regarding the Kraft home, the
deposition or depositions should be appropriately filed in the civil action matter, not this

guardianship case.

DATED this 3" 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@Iacsn.org
Attorney for Adult Protected Person Kathleen
June Jones

Page 3 of 5
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 3" day of March 2020, | deposited in the United States

Mail at Las Vegas, Nevada, a copy of the foregoing document entitled PROTECTED

PERSON’S JOINDER TO GUARDIAN’S MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER 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

Jen Adamo
14 Edgewater Drive
Magnolia, DE 19962

Scott Simmons
1054 S. Verde Street
Anaheim, CA 92805

Division of Welfare and Supportive Services
Medicaid Chief Eligibility and Payments
1470 College Parkway

Carson City, NV 89706

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

Courtney Simmons
765 Kimbark Avenue
San Bernardino, CA 92407

Ampersand Man
2824 High Sail Court
Las Vegas, NV 89117

Kimberly Jones
6277 Kraft Avenue
Las Vegas, NV 89130

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

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

EDCR 8.05:

Jeffrey Luszeck, Esq
jluszeck@sdfnvlaw.com

James Beckstrom
jbecstrom@maclaw.com
Attorney for Guardian

Ross Evans, Esq.
revans@sdfnvlaw.com
Attorneys for Guardian

John Michaelson, Esq.
john@michaelsonlaw.com

Page 4 of 5
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Lora Caindec-Poland
lora@michaelsonlaw.com

Ty Kehoe, Esq.
TyKehoeLaw@qgmail.com

Laura A. Deeter, Esq.
laura@ghandilaw.com
Attorneys for Rodney Gerald Yeoman

David C. Johnson
dcj@johnsonlegal.com

LaChasity Carroll
Icarroll@nvcourts.nv.gov

Jeffrey Sylvester, Esq.
jeff@sylvesterpolednak.com

Attorneys for Robyn Friedman and Donna
Simmons

Matthew Piccolo, Esq.
matt@piccololawoffices.com

Cheryl Becnel
ebecnel@maclaw.com

Geraldine Tomich
Gtomich@maclaw.com

Kate McCloskey
NVGCO@nvcourts.nv.gov

/s/Alexa Reanos

Employee of Legal Aid Center of Southern Nevada

Page 5 of 5
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Las Vegas, Nevada 89145
(702) 382-0711 FAX: (702) 382-5816

MARQUIS AURBACH COFFING
10001 Park Run Drive
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Marquis Aurbach Coffing
Geraldine Tomich, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 8369
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Attorneys for Kimberly Jones,
Guardian of Kathleen June Jones

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

KATHLEEN JUNE JONES
An Adult Protected Person.

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Case No.:
Dept. No.:

Electronically Filed
3/3/2020 4:40 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERE OF THE COUE :I

G-19-052263-A

B

Date of Hearing: March 17, 2020
Time of Hearing: 9:30 am.

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER

Kimberly Jones, by and through her counsel of record, Geraldine Tomich, Esg. and James

A. Beckstrom, Esqg. of the law firm of Marquis Aurbach Coffing, hereby files her Reply in Support

of Motion for Protective Order. This Motion is made and based upon al papers, pleadings, and

records on file herein, the attached Memorandum of Points and Authorities, and any oral argument

allowed at a hearing on this matter.

Dated this 3rd day of March, 2020.

MARQUIS AURBACH COFFING

By

/s James A. Beckstrom

Geraldine Tomich, Esg.
Nevada Bar No. 8369
James A. Beckstrom, Esqg.
Nevada Bar No. 14032
10001 Park Run Drive
Las Vegas, Nevada 89145
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTSAND AUTHORITIES

l. INTRODUCTION

Discovery is not free of boundaries and is not a freestanding legal device. Indeed, by
definition, the legal prerequisite to discovery is an actionable claim between one or more parties.
In the present Guardianship action, this basic prerequisite does not exist because there is no
actionable claim advanced by Mr. Yeoman. While counsel for Mr. Y eoman continually attempts
to ignore this basic fundamental of civil litigation and has fallen increasingly out of touch with the
purpose of Guardianship and this Court’s prior orders, this is a ssimple issue. A party cannot
conduct blind discovery with no pending cause of action before the Court.

Rather than file a Petition to provide notice to the Court, the Guardian, or the Protected
Person’s legal counsel regarding any issues Mr. Y eoman believes require judicial intervention,
Mr. Yeoman and his counsel have served as the proverbia bull in a china shop throughout these
proceedings. In doing so, Mr. Yeoman seems to be under the impression that some unknown
adversarial proceeding remains in this guardianship action for him to litigate tooth and nail. This
isincorrect.

These guardianship proceedings remain dormant as a matter of law asto Mr. Y eoman who
remains nothing more than an interested party. A guardian has been appointed by afina order of
this Court and no appeal has been taken within the statutory time to do so. Any pending petition
of Mr. Yeoman was denied in full. All that remains following this Court’s Order is for the
investigators to provide their report(s) to the Court and for Kimberly to conduct any discovery she
feelsis necessary to marshal the assets of the Protected Person.

Thus, while Mr. Yeoman attempts to scream procedural murder, it is he who fails to
recognize that none of the discovery he propounded was authorized and therefore the Guardian,
nor any other interested party to this case, was under any abligation to take any action in response
to the deposition notices, nor written requests for information. The Protective Order wasfiled after
an exhausting back and forth with Mr. Y eoman’s counsel who simply did not understand this. The

Motion was filed properly and the request for fees and costs should be granted.
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The Court never authorized Mr. Y eoman to start engaging in discovery. While Mr. Y eoman
attempts to mischaracterize snippets from the January 14, 2020 hearing, which was needlessly
expanded by Mr. Kehoe, Mr. Yeoman never raised any specific issue as to what he sought
discovery on and the Court referenced discovery in only the most cursory and general fashion.
While the Court is capable of making its own arguments concerning what was said, the undisputed
fact remains that no legal issue remains subject to litigation in the guardianship proceedings and
this case is not a facility for Mr. Yeoman to vindicate his personal pride. Indeed, the Court was
well aware during the January 14, 2020 hearing, that an A-Case was filed and acknowledged that
while “somebody could always file a petition to terminate [the Guardianship] tomorrow” as it
stood, nothing concerning the Guardianship wasin a state of flux. See Hearing Transcript, January
14, 2020 at 21:2-7, on file.

Accordingly, the Motion must be granted as a matter of law and fees and costs should be
awarded.

. LEGAL ARGUMENT

A. ASA MATTER OF LAW, MR. YEOMAN HASNOTHING TO CONDUCT
DISCOVERY ON, BECAUSE THERE IS NO PENDING PETITION

BEFORE THISCOURT.
Discovery flows from an actionable legal claim, it is not an independent right. Mr.
Y eoman'’s attorney mistakes the Court’ s generic reference to discovery being open to mean he can
conduct discovery on everything under the sun with no notice to any party as to what he seeks to
adjudicate. While Mr. Y eoman did have a pending petition, that petition was denied, eliminating
any need for Mr. Yeoman to conduct any discovery. To be clear, the Court’s order did not mince

words;

ITISFURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Rodney Gerald
Yeoman's Counter-Petition ishereby DENIED in itsentirety.

Order at Exhibit 1.
Thus, as a matter of law, with no pending petition on file for any legal relief, discovery
cannot take place on behalf of Mr. Yeoman. While Mr. Y eoman's attorney likely knows this, he

refuses to file a petition to state what legal issues he believes exist, because he knows the
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guardianship statutes alow for the Guardian to move for fees and costs against him should a
frivolous or meritless petition be filed. See NRS 159.1853. Nonetheless, as it stands, an interested
party cannot conduct discovery without some cognizable legal claim at issue and as it stands Mr.
Y eoman is nothing more than a party on the sideline.

The only person who has the right to conduct discovery is the Guardian, because this right
was specifically granted to the Guardian by written order of the Court, as follows:

IT ISFURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Kimberly Jones

shall investigate the facts and circumstances regarding the purported transfer of real

property located at 6277 Kraft Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada 89130, APN 138-02-

511-076, from June Jones to Richard & Kandi Powell on or around January 16,

2018, and pursue any potentia claims and/or resolution relating to the same.

Order at Exhibit 1.

This Order properly tasked Kimberly with taking any action necessary to protect the
Protected Person. Kimberly has abided by that duty and has engaged in no discovery in the
Guardianship case, with the exception of subpoenaing financia documents connected to
transactions and accounts of the Protected Person, because Mr. Yeoman has still never disclosed
those documents, even after he was ordered to do so by the Court. Therefore, while Kimberly
maintai ns an ongoing duty to conduct discovery should she seeit necessary, thereis no other party
in this case at the present, except for interested parties who are as a matter of law, sitting on the
sideline.

In short, Mr. Yeoman can seek no relief from the Court, nor meaningfully oppose this

Motion because he has no present claimsto litigate.

B. THE PROTECTIVE ORDER WAS PROPER AND SHOULD BE
GRANTED.

Counsel for Mr. Yeoman has lost sight of the forest for the trees. The purpose of a
protective order is to challenge improper and abusive discovery. While the filing of a motion for
protective order does not as a matter of law halt the complained of discovery, procedurally and
logically, aprotective order that is granted does. In the Eighth Judicia District, the Federal District
of Nevada, and courts across the nation, a party seeking a protective order often does so at its own

risk. This case is no different. Mr. Yeoman refused to cooperate in good faith and his attorney
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attempted to move forward with three depositions unilaterally set in a case with no pending
adversarial dispute. In response, counsel for the protected person met and conferred with Mr.
Y eoman’s attorney on a number of occasions. See Emails, Mtn. at Exhibit 5. After realizing Mr.
Kehoe was out of touch with reality and had no legal basisto support his position, the undersigned
refused to kowtow to the unsupported demands and sought refuge from the Court.

Despite this, Mr. Kehoe refused to vacate his unilaterally set depositions and insisted his
“written discovery” be answered. In response to Mr. Kehoe's apparent inability to set forth any
viablelega argument in support of the Guardian expending thousands of dollars of additional fees
and costsin Mr. Kehoe's boundless discovery, on February 6, 2020, well before the deposition of
the Guardian was set, the instant motion was filed. After filing the Motion for Protective Order,
Mr. Kehoe was well aware the Guardian would not be appearing for the unilaterally set deposition,
nor responding to the abusive discovery requests he propounded. Mr. Kehoe having practiced in
thistown for aslong as he has apparently thought it was still agood ideato appear for adeposition
and incur costs. Opposition at 3:16-19. That is his fault. The idea of Mr. Kehoe even hinting at
feesor costsisabsurd and isatrue snapshot of the professionalism the undersigned isdealing with.

C. THE GUARDIAN ISENTITLED TO FEESAND COSTSINCURRED FOR
HAVING TO BRING THE INSTANT MOTION.

NRCP 26 (c)(3) governs fees to a party who prevails on moving for a protective order and
incorporates the provisions of NRCP 37(a)(5), which states in relevant part:

If the motion is granted — or if the disclosure or requested discovery is provided
after the motion wasfiled — the court must, after giving an opportunity to be heard,
requirethe party or deponent whose conduct necessitated the motion, the party or
attorney advising that conduct, or both to pay the movant’s reasonable expenses
incurred in making the motion, including attorney fees. But the court must not
order this payment if:

(i) the movant filed the motion before attempting in good faith
to obtain the disclosure or discovery without court action;

(ii) the opposing party’s nondisclosure, response, or objection
was substantially justified; or

(iii) other circumstances make an award of expenses unjust.

Here, there is no doubt that the discovery sought is (1) improper and (2) abusive. Thereis
no pending petition or motion in front of the Court—despite this counsel for Y eoman continuesto

improperly propound discovery and set depositions. The email exchanges between the attorneys
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representing each person relevant to this Motion paint a surprisingly clear picture of Yeoman's
counsel’ sinability to follow proper procedures. See E-Mail Correspondence, at Exhibit 5. Thisis
sanctionable and fees and costs should not be required to come from the protected person or
Guardian’s pocket. Instead, fees are required and should be ordered against Yeoman and his
attorney. Upon the Court ordering fees and costs, counsel for the Guardian will timely submit a
memorandum and points of authorities as to the fees sought.

To the extent Mr. Yeoman contends a “meet and confer” did not take place, that too is
simply false. The email chain provided for the Court makesit very clear that numerous efforts by
the undersigned took place to discuss this issue. The attestation of a licensed attorney signing a
pleading under penalty of perjury in Nevada satisfies the certification requirement of NRCP 37.
Any argument that fees and costs shouldn’t follow because some sort of notarized declaration did
not accompany the Motion is further proof of Mr. Yeoman's failure to appreciate the purpose of
Guardianship court, which is to protect the Protected Person, by among other things, conserving
costs and avoiding excessive and unnecessary motion practice.

111

111

111

111

111

111

Iy
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. CONCLUSION

To date, the Protected Person and the Guardian have been victimized by the actions of Mr.

Yeoman and his counsel. First by withholding the Protected Person’s two dogs and now with

abusive attempts to harass the Guardian by increasing litigation costs. The Guardian has enough

to deal with in taking care of the Protected Person and needless “discovery” on a dispute that

simply doesn’t exist is awaste of the Protected Person’ s resources, this Court’ s resources, and the

time of all interested parties involved. Consequently, the Protective Order must be granted and

fees and costs awarded to the Guardian for

Court’ s attention.

Dated this 3rd day of March, 2020.

the work performed in having to bring thisissue to the

MARQUIS AURBACH COFFING

By _ /9 James A. Beckstrom
Geradine Tomich, Esqg.
Nevada Bar No. 8369
James A. Beckstrom, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 14032
10001 Park Run Drive
Las Vegas, Nevada 89145
Attorneys for Kimberly Jones, Guardian
of Kathleen June Jones
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that the foregoing REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR

PROTECTIVE ORDER was submitted electronically for filing and/or service with the Eighth

Judicial District Court on the 3" day of March, 2020. Electronic service of the foregoing document
shall be made in accordance with the E-Service List as follows:*

Ty E. Kehoe, Esq.
KEHOE & ASSOCIATES
871 Coronado Center Drive, Ste. 200
Henderson, NV 89052
Email: tykehoelaw@gmail.com

Matthew C. Piccolo, Esqg.
PICCOLO LAW OFFICES
2450 St. Rose Pkwy., Ste. 210

Henderson, NV 89074
Email: matt@piccololawoffices.com

| further certify that | served a copy of this document by mailing a true and correct copy
thereof, postage prepaid, addressed to:
N/A

/s/ Cally Hatfield
An employee of Marquis Aurbach Coffing

! Pursuant to EDCR 8.05(a), each party who submits an E-Filed document through the E-Filing System
consents to electronic service in accordance with NRCP 5(b)(2)(D).
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Electronically Filed
3/4/2020 2:18 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERK OF THE CCE
OBJ Cﬁ.‘w—/‘

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

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

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

Attorney for Kathleen June Jones, Adult Protected Person

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
FAMILY DIVISION
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

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

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

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

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

I

1

7

1
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

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

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

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

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

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

Y In re Guardianship of Sleeth, 244 P.3d 1169, 226 Ariz.l?l{ZOlO).
Page 2 of 27
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expenses will be automatically paid out of the guardianship estate. Instead, they must face the
possibility that they will be liable for some of these costs. Otherwise, they have no financial
incentive to avoid poor decisions if the entirety of any financial risk is borne on the protected
person:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Property of the Estate, filed February 13, 2020.
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guardianship matter, and consequently, the majority can be easily disallowed. The total to be
disallowed as related to the prior probate matter is $14,051.00.8 The protected person should not
need to reimburse the Petitioners for any attorney’s fees incurred prior to the present
guardianship case. An exception is the preparation of the guardianship pleadings, which can
easily be derived from the invoices, beginning with date 9/09/2019: LCP “Begin drafting
Petition for Guardianship.” This is the first billing entry that should have been submitted to the
Court to consider.® And this is the only billing entry from Invoice 12560 that may even arguably
be considered for possible reimbursement by June’s estate. Any fee request for work prepared
on another matter is a complete disregard for the protected person’s interests. Pre-guardianship
work, including engaging in unproductive litigation, should not be considered by this Court
pursuant to NRS 159.344(5)(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;
$34,070.001° should be disallowed from Invoices: 12595, 12720 and 12748, for a total
reduction of $48,121.00 to be disallowed. See relevant objections next to each problematic
billing entry:

1

7

7

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

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

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

12748.
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Invoice No. 12595

Proposed
Reduction
Date Tmkr | Rate | Time | Amount ($) | Description Obijection $)
Under NRS 159.344
(6)(a)(no compensation
Phone conference with | for internal business
attorney David Johnson | activity)-Attorney
re pros and cons of Johnson is not a party to
guardianship petition in | this matter (he was on
9/10/2019 | JPM 450 041 % 180.00 | this matter. the probate matter) $ 180.00
Under NRS
Various 159.344(5)(i), this task
communications should have been
including getting Dr. delegated to a paralegal
Brown paid. & Under NRS
Draft/edit/revise 159.344(6)(b), no award
petition for is to be made for time
9/10/2019 | JPM 450 1] $ 450.00 | guardianship. that is block-billed. $  450.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), the first
task should have been
Coordinate with Dr. delegated to a paralegal
Brown, including & Under NRS
review his report. 159.344(6)(b), no award
Client is to be made for time
9/11/2019 | JPM 450 071 % 315.00 | communications. that is block-billed. $ 315.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable. By this
Revisions to Petition date, LCP had already
for Guardianship to spent 8.7 hours drafting
reflect clients as the Petition for
9/13/2019 | LCP 300 26| $ 780.00 | Petitioners Guardianship. $  600.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable; and
description of task is
vague. If LCP meant
more revisions, time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable; & Under
Petition for NRS 159.344(6)(b), no
Guardianship; forward | award is to be made for
9/13/2019 | LCP 300 119 300.00 | draft to JPM for review | time that is block-billed. | $ 300.00
NRS 159.344(5)(b) &
Under NRS 159.344
(6)(a)(no compensation
for internal business
activity) & Under NRS
TC with JPM; email to | 159.344(6)(b), no award
clients re: info needed is to be made for time
9/13/2019 | LCP 300 041 % 120.00 | for Petition that is block-billed. $ 120.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable; there is
no rationale for the
Further revisions to revisions (in contrast, in
Petition for other entries, revisions
9/16/2019 | LCP 300 231 % 690.00 | Guardianship are made "per client $  690.00
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request,” which makes
sense).

Begin preparing
ancillary documents for
appointment of
temporary

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

9/17/2019 | LM 200 1.2 240.00 | for general or reinvent the wheel. $  240.00
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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)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the most
should be $150 & Under
NRS 159.344(5)(g)(4)
no compensation for
time spent performing
secretarial or clerical
services.

$ 40.00

9/17/2019

LCP

300

1.5

$

450.00

Further draft Petition
for Temporary and
General Guardianship

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

$  450.00

9/17/2019

LCP

300

$

300.00

Further draft Petition
for guardianship

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

$ 300.00

9/17/2019

LCP

300

3.6

$

1,080.00

Revisions to Petition;
email to clients for
review

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

$ 1,080.00

9/17/2019

JPM

450

$

1,350.00

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

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

$ 1,350.00
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Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the most
should be $150 & Under
Compile exhibits to be | NRS 159.344(5)(g)(4)
attached to ex parte no compensation for
petition for time spent performing
appointment of secretarial or clerical
9/18/2019 | LM 200 041 % 80.00 | temporary guardian. services. $ 80.00
Under NRS
Email Robyn and 159.344(5)(0)(2)
Donna regarding paralegal rate is
signatures on excessive; the most
verifications to ex parte | should be $150 & Under
petition and on oath for | NRS 159.344(5)(i), time
the Letters of for task is excessive and
Temporary unreasonable; an email
9/18/2019 | LM 200 03] $ 60.00 | Guardianship should be .1. $ 45.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
Telephone call and paralegal rate is
leave message with excessive; the most
Teri and Scott should be $150 & Under
regarding our filing for | NRS 159.344(5)(i), time
appointment of for task is excessive and
temporary unreasonable; each call
9/18/2019 | LM 200 03] $ 60.00 | guardianship should be .1. x $150. $ 30.00
telephone call with Under NRS
Teri regarding her 159.344(5)(0)(2)
opposing the petition paralegal rate is
for appointment of excessive; the most
9/18/2019 | LM 200 04| $ 80.00 | temporary guardian should be $150. $ 20.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable; there is
no rationale listed for
further revisions (in
contrast, in other entries
revisions are made "per
client request,” which
makes sense; and | did
not object to those) &
Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no award
is to be made for time
that is block-billed.
Important to note: with
this entry, LCP has
Further revisions to spent 23.7 hours
Petition; email draft to | drafting and revising
9/18/2019 | LCP 300 241 % 720.00 | clients this petition. $ 720.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), the first
task should have been
delegated to a lower
biller; Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no award
Gather facts, research is to be made for time
arguments, direct team | that is block-billed &
and draft/edit/revise Under NRS 159.344
petition for temp and (6)(a)(no compensation
petition for general for internal business
9/18/2019 | JPM 450 5] $ 2,250.00 | guardianship. activity). $ 2,250.00
Page 9 of 27
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9/18/2019

LCP

300

0.9

$

270.00

Various tasks
associated with
finalizing Petition

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

$

270.00

9/19/2019

LCP

300

0.1

$

30.00

TC with JPM

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

$

30.00

9/19/2019

LCP

300

0.5

$

150.00

revisions to Petition

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

$

150.00

9/19/2019

LM

200

0.2

$

40.00

Efiled petition for
appointment of
temporary guardian

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

$

40.00

9/19/2019

LM

200

$

200.00

drafted order granting
temporary
guardianship

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

$

100.00

9/19/2019

LM

200

0.2

3$

40.00

efiled citation to

appear and show cause

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

$

40.00
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prepared amended

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

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

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

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

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

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

9/23/2019 | LCP 300 04 % 120.00 | Johnson (.1) activity). $ 120.00
Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no award
is to be made for time
that is block-billed &
Various Under NRS 159.344
communications and (6)(a)(no compensation
direction to team re for internal business
9/23/2019 | JPM 450 041 3 180.00 | guardianship. activity). $ 180.00
Various
communications with
client, counsel for
Kimberly, counsel for
Dick and Gerry. On
phone while Robyn
visits Kraft house and
informs Kimberly of
guardianship, to Under NRS
answer questions. Later | 159.344(6)(b), no award
conversations and is to be made for time
9/23/2019 | JPM 450 22 % 990.00 | emails with clients. that is block-billed. $ 990.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
Emailed a copy of the | paralegal rate is
Letters...(.2); arrange excessive; the most
to obtain certified should be $150 & Under
copies ...(.2); emailed NRS 159.344(5)(9)(4)
a copy of the no compensation for
Letters...to Ty Kehoe time spent performing
and David Johnson secretarial or clerical
9/24/2019 | LM 200 05[] % 100.00 | (.1). services. $ 100.00
Total proposed
reduction for invoice
no. 12595 $ 14,395.00
Invoice No. 12720
Proposed
Reduction
Date Tmkr | Rate | Time | Amount Description Objection $)
Under NRS
Receipt of 159.344(5)(9)(2)
email...regarding paralegal rate is
obtaining certified excessive; the most
copies (.1); Respond to | should be $150 & Under
same (.2); prepare NRS 159.344(5)(9)(4)
receipt of documents no compensation for
(.1); email Robyn that | time spent performing
certified copies are secretarial or clerical
ready for pickup (.1); services. These are all
telephone call and secretarial tasks--tasks
leave message with that are not legally
9/25/2019 | LM 200 06| $ 120.00 | Donna...; efiled substantive. $ 120.00
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affidavit of personal
appearance (.1)

Review multiple
emails from client;
lengthy response email

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

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

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

9/27/2019 | AEF 350 04| $ 140.00 | regarding same. person? $ 140.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive; the most
should be $150 & Under
NRS 159.344(5)(g)(4),
no compensation for
Telephone call with time spent performing
Robyn Friedman secretarial or clerical
regarding email to her services (tasks that are
9/27/2019 | LM 200 02| % 40.00 | sister. not legally substantive). | $ 40.00
Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no award
Numerous is to be made for time
communications and that is block-billed &
emails to/from clients, Under NRS 159.344
David Johnson, Ty (6)(a)(no compensation
Kehoe trying to obtain | for internal business
June's identification activity)-attorney David
and other property and | Johnson is a party in the
resolve visitation probate matter, not this
9/27/2019 | JPM 450 21 $ 900.00 | issues. guardianship matter. $ 900.00
Under NRS
Later phone call with 159.344(6)(b), no award
Ty Kehoe. Call with is to be made for time
9/27/2019 | JPM 450 05[] % 225.00 | client. that is block-billed. $ 225.00
Review of combative
Ty Kehoe
communication and
response thereto.
Multiple
communications with Under NRS
clients, counsel for 159.344(6)(b), no award
Kimberly and Mr. is to be made for time
9/28/2019 | JPM 450 08| $ 360.00 | Kehoe. that is block-billed. $  360.00
Communications with
all parties. Setup and
participate in phone Under NRS
conference with 159.344(6)(b), no award
Kimberly and her is to be made for time
9/29/2019 | JPM 450 06] $ 270.00 | attorney. that is block-billed. $ 270.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable; this was a
TC with Legal Aid short conversation, and
attorney, M. Parra- Parra-Sandoval recorded
9/30/2019 | LCP 300 03] $ 90.00 | Sandoval a .1 on this date. $ 60.00
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10/1/2019

JPM

450

0.2

90.00

Communication with
attorney David
Johnson.

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

$

90.00

10/1/2019

JPM

450

0.5

225.00

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

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

$

225.00

10/1/2019

LM

200

0.3

60.00

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

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

$

15.00

10/1/2019

LCP

300

0.5

150.00

Draft Notice of Intent
to Move Protected
Person

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

$

150.00

10/2/2019

LM

200

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

$

280.00
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LCP is the one that has
been drafting and
revising documents.

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

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

10/2/2019 | JPM 450 45| $ 2,025.00 | thereto. with a time). $ 2,025.00
Settlement
negotiations at court;
client conferences at Under NRS
court; participate in 159.344(6)(b), no award
hearing and follow up is to be made for time
conversations with that is block-billed (each
clients and opposing task must be itemized
10/3/2019 | JPM 450 32| $ 1440.00 | attorneys. with a time). $ 1,440.00
Under NRS
Receipt of email from | 159.344(5)(g)(2)
Donna to confirm her paralegal rate is
address and to send excessive-the most
future mail to her should be $150; &
certified mail (.2); Under NRS
email to Donna and 159.344(5)(g)(4) no
Robyn letting them compensation for time
know certified copies spent performing
of the Order Extending | secretarial or clerical
the Temporary services--these are not
Guardianship are ready | legally substantive
10/4/2019 | LM 200 05[] % 100.00 | for pickup (.3). tasks. $ 100.00
Under NRS 159.344
Discuss with JPM re: (6)(a)(no compensation
caregiver for internal business
10/4/2019 | LCP 300 041 % 120.00 | compensation activity). $ 120.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i), time for
task is excessive and
Incorporate R. unreasonable, and could
Friedman's requests for | have been delegated to a
items into the existing lower biller (paralegal
10/4/2019 | LCP 300 05[] $ 150.00 | list of demanded items | $150 x .3). $ 105.00
Under NRS
159.344(6)(b), no award
is to be made for time
Communications re that is block-billed (each
compensation for task must be itemized
10/4/2019 | JPM 450 03] $ 135.00 | Kimberly as caregiver. | with a time). $ 135.00
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Review of email from
Geraldine Tomich
requesting copy of the
petition for
guardianship (.2);
emailed a copy to Ms.

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

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

Proposed
Reduction
Date Tmkr | Rate | Time | Amount Description Objection $)
Under NRS
159.344(5)(9)(2)
paralegal rate is
excessive-the most
should be $150; Under
NRS 159.344(5)(i),
time for task is
excessive and
unreasonable--the
notice of intent to
Drafted notice of appear by telephone is a
intent for Scott standard
Simmons to appear by | document/form is
telephone at the available; & Under
hearing on October NRS 159.344(5)(9)(4)
15th (.5); telephone no compensation for
call and leave message | time spent performing
for Scott to confirm secretarial or clerical
the telephone number | services--these tasks are
we can reach him at not a legally substantive
10/10/2019 | LM 200 06| 3 120.00 | next week (.1) tasks. $ 120.00
Review of emails Under NRS
received from clientto | 159.344(5)(g)(2)
compel opposing party | paralegal rate is
to provide information | excessive-the most
and documentation on | should be $150.
finances and personal
information such as
passport and medical
records (.2); review
guardianship statutes
regarding petition for
10/11/2019 | LM 200 05| 8 100.00 | instruction (.3). $ 25.00
Under NRS
159.344(5)(i) time for
task is excessive and
unreasonable--LCP
spent a total of 12.4
hours working on this
Reply, and JPM spent
an additional 2.2 on the
same pleading. The
filed pleading is 18
pages of writing plus
exhibits, for a total of
56 pages. A chunk of
the reply includes
repetitive arguments
from the Ex Parte
Petition filed on 9-19-
2019. The Reply
should not have taken
an excessive amount of
time. If this Court will
consider allowing this,
it should only be the 2.2
hours for JPM (I did not
Draft Reply to include those entries as
10/11/2019 | LCP 300 42| $ 1,260.00 | Opposition problematic). $ 1,260.00
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10/11/2019

LCP

300

0.5

$

150.00

Draft Reply to
Opposition

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

$

150.00

10/11/2019

LM

200

0.8

$

160.00

Prepare response to
counter petition for
guardianship

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

$

160.00

10/11/2019

LM

200

0.6

$

120.00

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

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

$

120.00
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10/11/2019

LCP

300

1.7

$

510.00

Work on Reply to
Opposition

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

$ 510.00

10/12/2019

JPM

450

3.5

$

1,575.00

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

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

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

$

60.00
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10/14/2019

LM

200

1.7

$

340.00

draft order granting
petition for
appointment of
general guardian

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

$

340.00

10/14/2019

JPM

450

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

$

80.00

10/15/2019

LM

200

0.4

$

80.00

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

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

$

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

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

for reimbursement from $62,029.66 by $48,121.00, for a total amount to be allowed from June’s

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

DATED this 4™ day of March 2020.

LEGAL AID CENTER OF
SOUTHERN NEVADA, INC.

/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
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

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

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

Teri Butler Tiffany O’Neal

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

Jen Adamo Courtney Simmons

14 Edgewater Drive 765 Kimbark Avenue

Magnolia, DE 19962 San Bernardino, CA 92407

Scott Simmons Ampersand Man

1054 S. Verde Street 2824 High Sail Court

Anaheim, CA 92805 Las Vegas, NV 89117

Kimberly Jones
6277 Kraft Avenue
Las Vegas, NV 89130

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

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

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

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

Cheryl Becnel
ebecnel@maclaw.com

Geraldine Tomich
Gtomich@maclaw.com

LaChasity Carroll
Icarroll@nvcourts.nv.gov

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

David C. Johnson
dcj@johnsonlegal.com

Sonia Jones
sjones@nvcourts.nv.gov

Kate McCloskey
NVGCO@nvcourts.nv.gov

[s/Alexa Reanos

Employee of Legal Aid Center of Southern Nevada
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Electronically Filed
3/10/2020 4:51 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERK OF THE COUR
RPLY Cﬁl«-ﬁ 'j &L“""

SYLVESTER & POLEDNAK, LTD.
JEFFREY R. SYLVESTER, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 4396

KELLY L. SCHMITT, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 10387

1731 Village Center Circle

Las Vegas, Nevada 89134
Telephone: (702) 952-5200
Facsimile: (702) 952-5205

Email: jeftimSylvesterPolednak,com
Email: kellvitasvivesierpolednak com
Artorreys for Robyn Friedman and Donna Simmons

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
FAMILY DIVISION
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF THE Cuase No. G-19-052263-A

GUARDIANSHIP OF THE PERSON AND | Dept. No. B
ESTATE OF:

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR

KATFLEEN JUNE JONES, | PROTECTIVE ORDER

Hearing Date: March 17, 2020
An Adult Protected Person. | Hearing Time: 9:30 a.m.

ROBYN FRIEDMAN and DONNA SIMMONS, by and through their attorneys of
record, John P, Michaelson, Esq., with the law firm of Michaelson & Associates, Litd., and
Teffrey R. Sylvester, Esq., with the law firm of Sylvester & Polednak, Lid., hereby file this
Reply in Support of Moetion for Protective Order (the ‘Reply ).

This Reply is based on the Memorandum of Points and Authorities in the Motion, all of
the pleadings and papers on file in this case, and any oral argument allowed by the Court,

DATED this 10" day of March, 2020.

SYLVESTER & POLEDNAK, LTD.

-~

e

e

By: < ¢ / ."':,"f T
7 { Jeffiey R. 'SyTvester, Esq.
! Kelly L. Schmitt, Esq.
1731 Village Center Circle
Las Vegas, Nevada 89134
Artornevs  for Robyn Friedman and Donna
Stmmons

1

Case Number: G-19-052263-A

1009




20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
L
FACTUAL BACKGROUND

1. On September 19, 2419, Robyn Friedman and Donna Simmons (the
“Petitioners™) commenced the instant action by filing an Ex Parte Petition for Appointment of
Temporary Guardian of the Person and Estate and Issuance of Letlers of Temporary
Guardianship (the “Petition”).

2. On September 23, 2019, this Court granted the Petition, appeinted Petitioners as
Temporary Guardians, and issued Letters of Temporary Guardianship reflecting same.'

3, On October 3, 2019, this Court extended the Petitioners’ appointment as
Temporary Guardians. Notably, during the hearing, the protected person, through her court
appointed counsel, advised this Court of her wish for Kimberly Jones (“Kimberly”) to be
appointed as her guardian, if a guardianship is deemed necessary.’

4. On October 15, 2019, the protected person, through her court appointed counsel,
once again advised this Court of her wish for Kimberly to be appointed as her guardian.®

5. On that same date this Court, consistent with the protected person’s wishes,
appointed Kimberly as General Guardian of the protected person therchy denying Rodney
Gerald Yeoman’s (“Gerry”) counter-petition in ifs entirety. In addition, this Court expressly
revoked the Petitioners’” Letters of Guardianship.* The Court also set a return hearing on the
Investigative Reports on January 14, 2020, and if necessary, an evidentiary hearing on the

Investigative Reports for February 20, 2020 (emphasis added).®

I See Notice of Entry of Order Granting Ex Parte Petition for Appointment of ‘Temporary Guardians of the Person
and Estate and [ssuance of Letters of Temporary Guardianship entered on September 23, 2019,

2 See Oclober 3, 2019 Transcript of Proceedings at p. 10, 4-11.

3 See October 15, 2019 Transcript of Proceedings at p,

4 See Notice of Entry of Order dated November 25, 2019,

2 1d.
2
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6. Notably, Gerry did not deem this Court’s appointment of Kimberly as General
Guardian and denial of Gerry’s Petition in its entirety to be an appealable issve, as Gerry did
not timely appeal the November 25, 2019 Order.

7. On November 22, 2019, Kimberly as General Guardian filed a Petition for
Return of Property of Protected Person seeking the return of the protected person’s dogs and a
Petition for Confirmation to Bring Civil Actions on behalf of the protected person relating to the
improper transfer of the Kraft [Touse.

3. On December 10, 2019, this Court determined the dogs - the real property at
issue - were the separate property of the protected person and further, set this issue for the
evidentiary hearing on February 20, 2020, out of an abundance of caution,

9. On December 23, 2019, Notice of Entry of Order granting the motion for return
of property and motion for confirmation to bring ¢ivil actions on behalf of protected person was
entered.

10.  Notably, Gerry did not timely appeal the Court’s December 23, 2019 Order.,

11. On January 24, 2020, Gerty, through his counsel, issued via e-service Deposition
Notices to Petitioners requiring Donna, a California resident who has only appeared in this
matter through counsel and telephonically, to appear for deposition on February 7, 2020, and
Robyn to appear on February 11, 2020,

12.  On that same date, Gerry, through his counsel, propounded Requests for
Admissions, Interrogatories, and Requests for Production of Documents on Petiticners seeking
facts relating 1o the appointment of guardian and facts relating to the “A” case.®

13. Upon the agreement of counsel for Gerry, counsel for Kimberly, and counsel for

the protected person, the February 20, 2020 Evidentiary Hearing was vacated.

14, This Court’s Febrnary 7, 2020, Minute Order specifically states “{t[here are no

unresolved issues remaining in this matter.”’

5 On February 22, 2020, Kimberly as General Guardian commenced the “A” case against Gerry and Candice and
Richard Powell relating to the improper transfer of the Kraft Iouse, Case No. A- 19-807458-C,

3
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15.  Despite this, counsel for Gerry has refused to withdraw the written discovery
issued to Petitioners and has also refused 1o vacaie Petitioners’ respective depositions.
IL.
LEGAL ARGUMENT

A, Absent Case or Controversy, the Discovery Is Essentially A Fishing Expedition.

Assuming the February 20, 2020, evidentiary hearing had not been vacaled, an
evidentiary hearing isn’t a discovery tool nor is it an open invitation for the parties to engage in
a fishing expedition to see what arises. Rather, the purpose of an evidentiary hearing is for the
district court to see and hear from witnesses in order to gauge their respeclive credibility to
resolve the truth of any facts on which the witnesses disagree, If nothing is in dispute—if the
parties agree on a single operative set of facts—then no evidentiary hearing is necessary
because there are ne questions of credibility for the distriet court to sort out by watching the
competing witnesses testity in person and be subjected to c¢ross-examination on any possible
inconsistencies. See ULS. v. de la Fuente, 548 F.2d 528, 533 (5th Cir. 1977).

As recently as Cuome v. Clearing House Ass'n, LLC, — U8, ——, —— 120 5.Ct.
2710, 2719, 174 [L.Ed.2d 464 (2009), the Supreme Court stated that “[jludges are trusted to
prevent ‘fishing expeditions' or an undirected rummaging through bank books and recerds for
evidence of some unknown wrongdoing.” In Rivera v. NIBCQ, Inc., 364 F.3d 1057, 1072 (9th
Cir,2004), the Ninth Circuit stated that “[d)istrict courts need not condone the use of discovery
o engage in ‘fishing expedition[s]’ “and in Hofer v. Mack Trucks, Inc., 981 F.2d 377, 380 (8th
Cir.1993), the Eighth Circuit stated that the broad construction of relevancy “should not be
misapplied so as to allow fishing expeditions in discovery.” Hofer further stated that “[s]ome
threshold showing of relevance must be made before parties are required to open wide the doors
of discovery and to produce a variety of information which does not reasonably bear upon the

issues in the case.” Id. Voggenthaler v. Maryland Square, LLC, No. 2:08-CV-01618-RCJ, 2011

7 See February 7, 2020 Minute Qrder,
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WL 112115, at *8 (D. Nev. Jan, 13, 2011), on reconsideration in part, No. 1:08-CV-L618-RCJ-
GWF, 2011 WL 902338 (D. Nev. Feb. 28, 2011).

Here, this Court previously determined the central issue of this matter - the appeintment
of a guardian to protect the person and estate of Kathleen June Jones, Mare specifically, this
Court determined by clear and convincing evidence that Kimberly shall be appointed as General
Guardian and in doing so, this Court expressly considered and denfed Gerry’s request to be
appointed as such. The deadline for Gerry to appeal the appointment of Kimberly as guardian
has long since expired. Gerry is not permitted to conduct discovery as he is not a party.

The appointment of a guardian or more specifically any perceived inability of Kimberly
to perform her duties as General Guardian was not an issuc contemplated by this Court for the
February 20, 2020 evidentiary hearing. As the record reflects, the only two issues for the
Court’s consideration on February 20, 2020, included the return of the dogs and the receipt of
the Investigative Reports, Thus, the Court permitted limited discovery in the context of the
evidentiary hearing, not a fishing expedition on any and all matters.

Notwithstanding, Gerey propounded written discovery seeking facts relating to the
appointment of guardian, facts relating to the “A” case, and facts relating to the dogs - the only
issue ripe for the then pending evidentiary hearing. Once the dog issue was resolved and the
evidentiary hearing vacated - the written discovery as propounded sought wholly irrelevant
information.

N.R.C.P. 26{b){1) allows discovery of matters “relevant to the subject matter in the
pending action...” and further states that “it is not ground for objection that the information
sought will be inadmissible at the trial if the information sought appears reasonably calcnlated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.” Accordingly, the information sought
through discovery must be relevani to the subject matter of the action and reasonably calculated

to lead to the discovery of admissible ¢vidence. Gengrally speaking, “fa]ll relevant evidence is
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admissible’® ““[R]elevant evidence’ means evidence having any tendency to make the existence
of any fact that is of consequence to the determination of the action more or less probable than it
would be without the evidence.”

Absent a case or controversy, it is difficult to adequately prepare a client for deposition
or to prepare responses to written discovery. For example:

a. what discovery is relevant within the definition of relevancy; and
b. if the order is final, and the court found by clear and convincing
evidence, a guardian is necessary, what discovery is permitted that predates the order,

There is no pending controversy in this matter warranting discovery. There is no NRCP
16.1; no scheduling order and no discovery cut-oft.

It is undisputed the Petitioners initiated the instant action for the appointment of a
guardian over their mother. It is undisputed this Cowmt appointed Kimberly as the guardian of
the protected person so any discovery related to this issue is moot, It is undisputed the “A”
case was authorized by this Court and subsequently filed by Kimberly to deal directly with the
improper transfer of the Kraft House. Thus this guardianship proceeding is not the proper
forum for conducting any discovery related to the “A” case. It is also undisputed that the dogs
have been returned te the protected person so any discovery related to that issue is moot. It is
also undisputed that the Petitioners appointment as temporary guardians has been revoked by
this Court. Thus, Petitioners are no longer parties to the instant action subjecting them to
(erry’s abusive discovery tactics including but not limited to impropetly propounding writien
discovery and serving deposition notices on Petitioners after their revocation as temporary
guardians, Any such requests should have been directed to the Petitioners by way of subpoena
in accordance with NRCP 34{c) and NRCP 45, Gerry’s attempt to bootstrap the irrelevant
written discovery directed to Petitioners with that of the premature written discovery related to

the “A” case which has absolutely nothing to do with Petitioners is wholly improper. There is

ENRS 48,025(1)

? NRS 48,015 (emphasis added).
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no case or controversy currenlly pending to allow for discovery in this guardianship
proceeding. Petitioners are entitled to a protective order relating to the written and deposition
discovery.
I
CONCLUSION

In light of the foregoing, Petitioners respectfully request this Court issue a protective
order (1} quashing their improper deposition notices; and (2) requiring Gerry lo withdraw the
improper written discovery.

DATED this 10" day of March, 2020.

SYLVESTER & POLEDNAK, LTD.

e L e —

!._\ H A

L
By:: r’f{ S
ettrey R. Sylvester, Esq.

Kelly L. Schmitt, Esq.

1731 Village Center Circle

Las Vegas, Nevada 89134

Attorneys  jor Robyn Friedman and Doenna

Simmons
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to N.R.CP. 5(b), I hereby certify that [ am an employee of SYLVESTER &
POLEDNAK, LTD. and that on thislo_h?lay of March, 2020, I caused (o be served a copy of
the above-entitled document on the parties set forth below via the Court e-filing system where

an email address is provided and/or by depositing the same in the United States Mail, first class,

postage prepaid, addressed as follows:

Jellrey P. Luszeck, Esq.

Ross E. Evans, Esq.

SOL.OMON DWIGGINS & FREER, LTD.
9060 West Cheyenne Avenue

Las Vepas, Nevada 89129

Attorneys for Kimberly Jones

Matthew C. Piccolo, Esq.

PICCOLO LAW OFFICES

8565 8. Rastern Ave,, Ste, 150

Las Vegas, Nevada 89123

Attarneys for Richard Powell, Candice
Powell, and Rodney Gerald Yeoman

Ty Kehoe, Esq.

KEHOE & ASSOCIATES

871 Coronado Center Drive, Suile 200
Henderson, Nevada 89052

Atforneys for Richard Powell, Candice
Powell, and Rodney Gerald Yeoman

Maria I, Parra Sandoval, Esq.

Legal Aid Center of Southern Nevada, Inc.
miprraidlpcsn,org

Aitorney for Kathleen June Jones, Aduit
Protected Person

—

An employee=f SYLVESTER & POLEDNAK, LD,
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Electronically Filed
3/11/2020 1:17 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERz OF THE COUE :I

JEFFRLY P. LUSZLCK, ESQ., Bar No. 09619
jluszecki@sdinylaw.com

ROSS L EVANS, ESQ., Bar No. 11374
revansigsdinvlaw.com

SOLOMON DWIGGINS & FREER, LTD.
9060 West Chevenne Avenue

[.as Vegas, Nevada 9129

Telephone: (702} 853-3483

Facsimile: {702} 853-5483

Attorneys for Respondent Kimberly Jones
DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

[N THE MATTER OF TIHE {ase No.: (G-19-032263-A
GUARDIANSHIP OF THE PERSON AND Dept.: B
ESTATE O

KATHLEEN JUNE JONES

An Adult Protected Person.

OPPOSITION 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 JOINDER TO KATHLEEN
JUNE JONES® OBJECTION

Kimberly Jones (“Kimberly™), by and through her counsel of record, leffrev P. Luszeck,
Esq., and Ross E. Lvans, Esq., of the law firm Solomon Dwiggins & Freer, Lid.. hereby ohjects to
Fricdman and Simmons’ Petition for Approval of Attornevs’ Fees and Costs and Reguest to Enter
a Judgment Against the Real Property of the Estate (*Petition {or Fees™), and further Joins in the
Objection submitted by Kathleen June Jones. In support thercof, Kimberly responds as follows:

1. Rabyn Friedman (“Robyn™) and Dona Simmons (“Donna™) incurred $32,195.50 in
attorneys’ fees before they even filed their Ex Parte Application to appoint themselyes as
Temporary Guardians in this matter on September 19, 2019, These fees also predate the NRS
159.344 Notice ol Intent to Seck Fees, which was included in such Petition. Accordingly, this
portion of feces should be denied in its entirety.

2. Moreover, as noted by counsel for the Protected Person, these pre-filing fees

! See, Petition for Fees, at Exhibit 1, thereto.
1 of 7

Case Number: G-19-052263-A
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related to a failed attempt by Robvn and Donna to have the Probate Court issue a judicial
declaration construing the Protected Person’s Power of Attorney, However, rather than proceed in
that Court, Robyn and Donna jumped ship to seek their Ex Parte appointment as Guardians,
despite and contrary to the terms of the same Power of Altorney which designated theic sister
Kimberly to serve as Guardian.

3. In moving for Guardianship, Robyn and 12onna allege that they had to fike
immediately and on an ex parte basis for temporary guardianship because they allege that
Kimberly had done nothing to investipate the circumstances regarding the financial misconduct
by the Protected Person’s spouse, Gerald Yeoman (*Gerald”™), and son-in-law, Dick Powell. The
temporary guardianship and ex parte filing was a completely unnecessary and wasteful expense,
as nothing needed to accur in less than the typical 30 days it takes Lo set a hearing in Guardianship
Court. Moreover, all of the factual basis for alleged by Robyn and Donna lor why they needed o
file on an emergency and cx parte basis, had already oceurred demonstrating that there was no
cutrent risk of financial or physical harm at the time of filing. While Robyn and Donna argue that
Cierald had threatened to evict his spouse from the residence where she resided, they ignore that
there was no pending eviction at the time of their filing, and that the Protected Person would have
been able to oppose any future atlernpted eviction in justice court. Further, housing was never an
imporlant guestion because the Protected Person owns real property in California to which she
could have relocated at any moment,

4. Moreover, Kimberly had taken a number of actions since learning of the financial
misconduct which negate Robyn and Donna’s allegations that they had to seek an emergency ex
parte appointment as Temporary Guardians, For inslance, prior 1o Robyn and Donna’s ex parte
filings, Kimberly had already initiated complaints and made a report to Las Vegas Metro Poelice
Department and the Elder Abuse Detail, ag well as genarated complaint reports to Llder Protective
Services. Kimberly took the following actions since learning of the facts constituting the financial

misconduct:

a. On July 15,2019, Kimberly retained attorney David Johnson to pursue recovery
of the Protected Person’s interest in the real property. Mr. Johnson, Esg.

2of7
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recorded a fis pendens against the real property.

August 8, 2019 - Called Metro to meet her at Dick Powell’s house because he
refused to let [the Protected Person] leave.

August 9, 2019 - Called Las Vegas Metro Elder Abuse & Neglect left messape.
Detective Ploense called back. he took information and said that it would be
assigned to a detective on Monday.

August 12, 2019 - Called las Vegas Metro Llder Abuse & Neglect, case
assigned to Detective Ortega #6747 702-828-3364.

August 21, 2019 - Called Elder Protective Services and Detective Ortega, left
Messages.

August 22, 2019 - Called Elder Protective Services. spoke to Juan Gonzalez,

August 26, 2019 - Spoke with Michelle Pester, 1.CSW Cleveland Clinic about
Gerry cancelling [the Protected Person]’s medical appointments.

August 27, 2009 - Det. Brambilla Metro Elder Protective Services called said
the case had been re-assigned to him. Dropped off case information and
documents al Metro station {or Det. Brambilla.

August 29, 2019 - Spoke with Alysson Thewes, 1LCSW Clinical Social Worker
at Cleveland Clinic.

August 30, 20319 - Ruth Almen Director of Clinical Social Work at Cleveland
Clinic called. Ruth said she would be making a report to Elder Proteclive
Services about Gerry cancelling [the Protected Person]’s medical appointments.

August 31, 2019 - Called Metro and had them meet me at Dick’s house because
Dick would not aliow me to sce [the Protecied Person]. Gerry was at Mayo
Clinic in Arizona.

September 3, 2019 - Left message with Det. Brambilla about Dick Powell with
drawing $1000 using [the Protected Person]'s ATM card.

. Scptember 19, 2019 - Det, Brambilla called and scheduled interview.

September 24, 2019 - Interview at 10:00 with Det. Brambilla al Las Vegas
Metro.

Seplember 30, 2019 - Spoke with Taylor Belding Elder Protective Services 702-
486-7081, gave her Det. Brambilla®s contact information.

November 4, 2019 - Taylor Belding Elder Protective Services email
communication. Taylor Belding Elder Protective Services came to the Kraft
house and spoke to [the Protected Person] between August 22-September 3.

See, true and correct June Jones Elder Protective Services and Las Vegas Metro Contact Record.

attached hereto as Exhibit 1.

These events demonstrate that not only was Kimberly investigating the financial

3of7
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misconduct, but she was actively pursuing and participating in a criminal investigation into the
circumstances of the financial misconduct. Further, Kimberly had already retained counsel and
was in the process of initiating a lawsuit against Gerald Yeoman and Dick Powell on behalf ol the
Pratected Person which was interrupted due to Robyvn and Donna’s Ex Parte Petition for
Guardianship. [ndeed, despite that Kimberly regularly communicated her actions to her sisters,
they failed to give either Kimberly or the Protected Person with advanced notice that they would
be seeking a temporary guardianship. Notwithstanding. their unncecessary and premature filing,
Robyn and Donna ultimately capitulated that Kimberly should be the Guardian.

6. The Protected Person’s Estate should not be charged the enormous legal fees
incurred by Robyn and Donna prior to their initiating the Guardianship which had nothing te do
with the Guardianship. Nor should the Protected Person’s estate be charged for Robyn and
Donna’s legal fees for their unnccessary ex parte filings, nor the legal fees incwred while they
squabbled over whether Kimberly should be appoinied Guardian. Indeed, this Court removed
Robyn and Donna as temporary puardians and appoinled Kimberly Jones as Guardian at the
hearing on October 15, 2019, which was within a month of their ex parte filings.

7. It does not appear that there were any legal services rendered for Robyn and
Donna in seeking Guardianship or responding (o the various responses to the Guardianship, which
actuaily benefitted the Protecled Person or her Estate, Indeed, even after Robyn and Donna were
appointed temporarily as Guardians, they maintained Kimberly as the day-to-day caregiver until
her appointment as the permancent Guardian. Thus, despite Robyn and Donna’s ex parte fihngs,
the status quo remained virtually the same, as Kimberly fook care of her mother before. during,
and following the ex parte temporary guardianship. Therefore, the Court should determine that
there was no hencfit to the Protected Person by these carly filings, and the Protected Person
should not have to bear the enormous legal expenses racked up by Robyn and Donna,

WHEREFOQRE, Pctitioner, Kimberly Jones as Guardian of the Person and kstate of
Kathleen Jones respectfully requests that this Court enter its Ovrder as follows:

a. Denying the Petition For Approval Of Attorneys’ Fees And Costs And Request To

4 of 7
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Enter A Judgment Against The Real Properly Of The Estate; and
b. Far any and all such further reliel as the Court deems just and appropriate.
1.
DATED this !ik\ day of March, 2020. .y
<

,,eS";(O ’1921 DWIGGINS & FREER, LTD.

K g A
;B i
| ELPREY F. LUSZECK, FSQ. (#9619)

. RODSS E_EVANS, CSQ. (#11374)
e 9000 Weést Chevenne Avenue

l.as Vegas. Nevada 89129
Arorneys for Kimberly Jones
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

1 [IEREBY CERTIFY that on this ;".’?#_dily of March, 2020, pursuant to NRCP 5(b). |

I

caused a true and corrcet copy of the loregoing OPPOSITION 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 JOINDER TO KATHLEEN JUNE JONES® OBJECTION, to be served to

the following in the manner set forth below:

Yia

[ ] Hand Delivery

[ ] L..&. Mail, Postage Prepaid
] Certilied Mail, Receipt No.:
[ ] Return Receipt Request
[XXX] E-Service through Wiznet

Robyn Friedman and Donna Simmaons:
John P. Michaelson, Esq.
MICHAELSON & ASSOCIATES, 1'TD.
johnigmichaslsonlaw.com

Kathleen Jones, Adult Protected Person:

Maria .. Parra Sandoval, Esq.

LEGAL AID CENTER QF SOUTHERN NEVAIA. INC.
mparra’zilacsn.org

Rodney Gerald Yeomarn:
Ty E. Kehoe, Esq.
KEHQOLE & ASSOCIATES
TyKehoeid@gmail.com

Matthew C. Piceolo
PICCOLO LLAW OFFICES
mattigipiceololawatfices.com

Laura A. Deeter. Esq.
GHANDI DEETER BLACKAM
layra‘éehandilaw.com

Bof7
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Kintberly Jones

Geraldine Tomich. Esq.

3 Tames A, Beckstrom, Esq.

MARQUIS AURBACH & COFFING

3 stomichEtmaclaw.com

ibeckstromigimaclaw.com P IS

L

6 ! Anemployee of SOLOMON DWIGGINS & FREER, L TD.
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June Jones Elder Protective Services and Las Vepas Metro Contact Record

1. August &, 20183
Called Metro to meet me at Dick Powell's house because he refused to let mom leave.

2. August 8, 20138
Called Las Vegas Metro Elder Abuse & Neglect left message. Detective Ploense called back, he took
information and said that it would be assigned to a detective on Monday,

3. Aupust 12, 20189
Called Las Vegas Metro Elder Abuse & Neglect, case assigned to Detective Ortega #6747 702-828-3364.

4, August 21, 2019
Cailed Elder Protective Services and Detective Ortega, left messages.

5. August 22, 2019
Calied Elder Protective Services, spoke to Juan Genzalez,

6. August 26, 2018
Spoke with Michelte Pester, LCSW Cleavland Clinic about Gerry cancelling mem’s medical appointments,

7. August 27, 2019
Det. Brambilla Metro Elder Protective Services called said the case had been re-assigned to him.
Dropped off case information and documents at Metro station for Det. Brambilla.

2. August 29, 2019
Spoke with Alysson Thewes, LCSW Clinical Social Worker at Cleveland Clinic.

9. August 30, 2019
Ruth Aimen Director of Clinical Social Work at Cleveland Clinic called. Rulh said she would be making a
report to Elder Protective Services about Gerry cancelling my mom’s medical appointments.

10. August 31, 2019
Called Metro and had them meet me at Dick's house because Dick would not allow me to see my mom.
Gerry was at Mayo Clinic in Arizona.

11. September 3, 2019
Left message with Det. Brambilla about Dick Powell with drawing $1000 using my mom's ATM card.

12. September 19, 2019
Det. Brambilla called and scheduled interview.

13. September 24, 2019
Interview at 10:00 with Det. Bramhitla at Las Vegas Metro.

14, September 30, 2019
Spoke with Taylor Belding Elder Protective Servicas 702-486-7081, gave her Det. Brambilla’s contact
information.

1025



june Jones Elder Protective Services and Las Vegas Metro Contact Record

15. Movember 4, 2019
Taylor Belding Elder Protective Services email communication.

-Taylor Belding Elder Protective Services came to the Kraft house and spoke to my mom between
August 22-September 3, | am not certain of the exact date,
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KEHOE & ASSOCIATES

TY E. KEHOE, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 006011

871 Coronado Center Drive, Suite 200
Henderson, Nevada 89052

Telephone: (702) 837-1908

Facsimile: (702) 837-1932
TyKehoeLaw@gmail.com

GHANDI DEETER BLACKHAM
Laura A. Deeter, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 10562

725 S. 8™ Street, Suite 100

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Telephone: (702) 878-1115
Facsimile: (702) 979-2485
laura@ghandilaw.com

Matthew C. Piccolo, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 14331

PICCOLO LAW OFFICES

8565 S Eastern Ave Ste 150

Las Vegas, NV 89123

Tel: (702) 749-3699

Fax: (702) 944-6630
matt@piccololawoffices.com
Attorneys for Rodney Gerald Yeoman

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

In the Matter of the Guardianship of the
Person and Estate of

KATHLEEN JUNE JONES,
Protected Person.

JOINDER IN OPPOSITIONS TO PETITION FOR APPROVAL OF ATTORNEY’S FEES

Electronically Filed
3/12/2020 2:35 AM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERE OF THE COUE :I

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

Date: March 17, 2020
Time: 9:30 a.m.

AND COSTS AND REQUEST TO ENTER A JUDGMENT AGAINST THE REAL

PROPERTY OF THE ESTATE

[ ] TEMPORARY GUARDIANSHIP
[ 1 Person
[ ] Estate [ ] Special Guardianship
[ 1 Person and Estate

[ X] GENERAL GUARDIANSHIP
[ ] Person
[ ] Estate [ ] Special Guardianship
[ X] Person and Estate

[ 1SPECIAL GUARDIANSHIP
[ 1 Person
[ ] Estate [ ] Special Guardianship

[ ] Person and Estate

[ 1 NOTICES/SAFEGUARDS
[ ] Blocked Account Required
[ ] Bond Required
[ ] Public Guardian’s Bond

Case Number: G-19-052263-A

Page 1 of 4
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Rodney Gerald Yeoman (“Gerry”), husband of the Protected Person Kathleen June Jones,
by and through his counsel Ty E. Kehoe, Esqg., Laura A. Deeter, Esg., and Matthew C. Piccolo,
Esqg., submits this Joinder in Oppositions to Petition for Approval of Attorney’s Fees And Costs
and Request to Enter a Judgment Against the Real Property of the Estate (“Petition”). Gerry
joins in the oppositions filed by both the Protected Person, and Kimberly.

Additionally, Gerry points out the Petition seeks attorney’s fees and costs totaling a
substantial portion of the financial concerns the original guardianship petition raised related to
the Protected Person. In fact, the disputed equity in the Kraft Property, which is the underlying
basis of this guardianship, totals approximately $105,000. The Petition seeks fees and costs over
$60,000 from the Protected Person for a few weeks of a temporary guardianship. One counsel
for the current guardian has already asked for over $23,000 in additional attorney’s fees and costs
from the Protected Person. The other counsel for the current guardian has not yet filed an
application for attorney’s fees and costs, but almost certainly has incurred over $22,000 which
will be sought to be paid by the Protected Person. Thus, the entire equity which the guardians
have suggested they are seeking for the Protected Person has already been lost to attorney’s fees
and costs, and the litigation regarding the equity has barely even commenced. These financial
realities indicate the attorney’s fees and costs sought in the Petition are not reasonable.

Concerns are raised regarding the actions of Robyn and Donna based upon the fact that
Kimberly (the person with the purported power of attorney for the Protected Person), and Gerry
(the husband of the Protected Person), were working together for resolution prior to the ex parte
petition for temporary guardianship, and both opposed the petition for temporary and general
guardianship. Additionally, both Kimberly and Gerry had priority under the statute to be

appointed guardian over Robyn and Donna who started this guardianship process and sought the

Page 2 of 4
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temporary guardianship. These facts indicate the attorney’s fees and costs sought in the Petition
are not reasonable.

Kimberly and her attorney argue there was no emergency need for the temporary
guardianship. Gerry has repeatedly argued the same. Neither Robyn nor Donna have ever proven
any emergency need. The only alleged financial risk to the Protected Person had occurred
approximately 18 months before the ex parte petition for temporary guardianship. These facts
indicate the attorney’s fees and costs sought in the Petition are not reasonable.

The Petition is seeking over $60,000 in attorney’s fees and costs for just the temporary
guardianship. That is not reasonable. $60,000 for a temporary guardianship because of a concern
over $105,000 in alleged disputed equity is not reasonable. There has still not been any adequate
analysis of the disputed equity which precipitated this entire guardianship proceeding.

Additionally, as to the pending discovery disputes, based upon the fee application by
Robyn and Donna, as well as the disputed issues regarding the commencement of this
guardianship (particularly the temporary guardianship upon which the Petition is based), along
with the disputed issues regarding the alleged emergency need for the temporary guardianship,
additional grounds exist for Robyn and Donna to be treated as parties herein and subject to the
discovery requests propounded by Gerry and currently under consideration by this Court.

Dated this 12" day of March, 2020. KEHOE & ASSOCIATES

/s/ Ty E. Kehoe
Ty E. Kehoe, Esq.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| HEREBY CERTIFY on the 12" day of March, 2020, | served a true and correct copy of
the Joinder in Oppositions to Petition for Approval of Attorney’s Fees And Costs and Request to
Enter a Judgment Against the Real Property of the Estate via electronic service through the court’s

efile system to the following, or via US First Class Mail postage pre-paid to the addresses listed:

Page 3 of 4

1029




© o0 ~N o o b~ O w N e

N NN N DD DD DD N DN PR R, R R, R, R, R R
Lo N o o0 B~ W N PO © 00 N o ok~ O wN o

Jeffrey P. Luszeck, Esq.
jluszeck@sdfnvlaw.com

Ross E. Evans, Esq.
revans@sdfnvlaw.com

Counsel for Kimberly Jones

All other parties on the court’s system

Maria L. Parra-Sandoval, Esqg.

Legal Aid Center of Southern Nevada, Inc.

mparra@lacsn.org

Counsel for June Jones

John P. Michaelson, Esq.
john@michaelsonlaw.com
Jeffrey R. Sylvester, Esq.
jeff@SylvesterPolednak.com

Counsel for Robyn Friedman and Donna
Simmons

Geraldine Tomich, Esq.
gtomich@maclaw.com
James A. Beckstom, Esq.
jbeckstrom@maclaw.com

Counsel for Kimberly Jones

s/ Ty E. Kehoe
Ty E. Kehoe

Page 4 of 4
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