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APPENDIX INDEX

# DOCUMENT
FILE

STAMP
DATE

PAGES

Volume I

1. Complaint for Divorce 5/28/2021
OK000001-
OK000006

2. Summons 6/1/2021 OK000007

3.
Declaration of Investigator Vitaly
Shevel Regarding Service of Process on
Defendant Olena Karpenko

6/16/2021
OK000008-
OK000010

4.
Answer and Counterclaim-Divorce,
Annulment, Separate Maintenance

7/2/2021
OK000011-
OK000021

5. Amended Answer to Complaint 7/20/2021
OK000022-
OK000031

6. Reply to Counterclaim for Divorce 7/22/2021
OK000032-
OK000035

7.

Motion for Taking of Specimens for
Genetic Identification and Testing
Plaintiff’s Motion for Taking of
Specimens for Genetic Identification
and Testing in Clark County Pursuant
to NRS 126.121(1); to Appoint
Guardian Ad Litem for Minor Child; to
Bifurcate and Enter Interlocutory
Decree of Divorce (All Divorce Terms
Resolved Pursuant to Parties’
Pleadings), and to Reserve Jurisdiction
to Adjudicate Paternity Claims; and to
Compel Defendant’s Provision of HIP
AA Release

8/5/2021
OK000036-
OK000053
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8.

Exhibit Appendix to Plaintiff’s Motion
for Taking of Specimens for Genetic
Identification and Testing Plaintiff’s
Motion for Taking of Specimens for
Genetic Identification and Testing in
Clark County Pursuant to NRS
126.121(1); to Appoint Guardian Ad
Litem for Minor Child; to Bifurcate and
Enter Interlocutory Decree of Divorce
(All Divorce Terms Resolved Pursuant
to Parties’ Pleadings), and to Reserve
Jurisdiction to Adjudicate Paternity
Claims; and to Compel Defendant’s
Provision of HIP AA Release

8/5/2021
OK000054-
OK000061

9.
Plaintiff’s Notice of Defendant’s
Failure to Oppose Plaintiff’s Pending
Motion

8/26/2021
OK000062-
OK000064
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10.

Defendant’s Opposition to Plaintiff’s
Motion for Taking of Specimens for
Genetic Identification and Testing in
Clark County Pursuant to NRS 126.121
to Appoint Guardian ad Litem for
Minor Child; to Bifurcate and enter
Interlocutory
Decree of Divorce and to Reserve
Jurisdiction to Adjudicate Paternity
Claims and to Compel Defendant’s
Provision of HIPAA Release and
Countermotion to Stay Discovery
pending Result of Genetic testing; for
Genetic Testing to Occur in Ukraine, or
Alternative for Genetic Testing to be
Coordinated by testing
center in US and Ukraine to
accommodate the current circumstances
and for PL to be ordered to file FDF
w/in 7 days and for child support
pending results of genetic testing and
for reimbursement of medical expenses
related to child birth and for Enrique to
pay for genetic testing and attorney fees

9/3/2021
OK000065-
OK000074

11. Order After Motion Hearing 9/23/2021
OK000075-
OK000084

12. Notice of Entry of Order 9/23/2021
OK000085-
OK000097

13. Interlocutory Decree of Divorce 9/30/2021
OK000098-
OK0000105

14. Notice of Entry of Decree 10/1/2021
OK000106-
OK000116
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15.
Defendant’s Motion to Reconsider, Set
Aside, Alter or Amend the Order After
Motion Hearing

10/4/2021
OK000117-
OK000125

16. General Financial Disclosure Form 10/6/2021
OK000126-
OK000135

17.
Defendant’s Motion to Set Aside
Interlocutory Decree of Divorce

10/7/2021
OK000136-
OK000147

18.

Defendant’s Ex Parte Motion for
Permission from the Court to Grant
Ukraine Consulate to Observe at the
November 10, 2021, Hearing

10/26/2021
OK000148-
OK000155

19.

Supplemental Exhibits to Defendant’s
Motion for Permission from the Court
to Grant Ukraine Consulate to Observe
at the November 10, 2021, Hearing

10/27/2021
OK000156-
OK000170

20.

Plaintiff’s Opposition to Defendant’s
Ex Parte Motion for Permission from
the Court to Grant Ukraine Consulate
to Observe at the November 10, 2021,
Hearing

10/27/2021
OK000171-
OK000176

21.

Exhibits Appendix to Plaintiff’s
Opposition to Defendant’s Ex Parte
Motion for Permission from the Court
to Grant Ukrain Consulate to Observe
at the November 10, 2021, Hearing

10/27/2021
OK000177-
OK000182
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22.

Plaintiff’s Opposition to Defendant’s
Motion to Defendant’s Motion to
Reconsider, Set Aside, Alter or Amend
the Order After Motion Hearing
(Entered 9/23/2021); and for Decision
Without Oral Argument and Plaintiff’s
Opposition to Defendant’s Motion to
Set Aside Interlocutory Decree of
Divorce (entered 9/30/21) and
Plaintiff’s Countermotion for Order to
Show Cause Why Defendant Should
Not be Held In Contempt of the Order
After Motion Hearing; and for
Attorney’s Fees

10/27/2021
OK000183-
OK000213

23.

Exhibits Appendix to Plaintiff’s
Oppositions to Defendant’s Motion to
Reconsider, Set Aside, Alter or Amend
the Order After Motion Hearing
9Entered 9/23/221); and for Decision
Without Oral Argument and Plaintiff’s
Opposition to Defendant’s Motion to
Set Aside Interlocutory Decree of
Divorce (entered 9/30/21) and
Plaintiff’s Countermotion for Order to
Show Cause Why Defendant Should
Not be Held In Contempt of the Order
After Motion Hearing; and for
Attorney’s Fees

10/27/2021
OK000214-
OK000221

24.

Reply to Plaintiff’s Opposition to
Defendant’s Ex Parte Motion for
Permission from the Court to Grant
Ukraine Consulate to Observe at the
November 10, 2021, Hearing

10/28/2021
OK000222-
OK0000228

25. Order to Show Cause 11/2/2021
OK000229-
OK000233
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26. Amended Order to Show Cause 11/2/2021
OK000234-
OK000238

27. Notice of Entry of Order 11/2/2021
OK000239-
OK000246

28.

Reply to “Plaintiff’s Opposition to
Defendant’s Motion to Reconsider, Set
Aside, Alter or Amend the Order After
Motion Hearing (Entered 9/23/2021);
and for Decision Without Oral
Argument” -and- Reply to “Plaintiff’s
Opposition to Defendant’s Motion to
Set Aside Interocutory Decree of
Divorce (Entered 9/30/2021)” -and-
Defendant’s Opposition to Plaintiff’s
“Countermotion for an Order to Show
Cause Why Defendant Should Not Be
Held in Contempt of the Order After
Motion Hearing; and for Attorney’s
Fees”

11/3/2021

OK000247-
OK000254

29.

Supplemental Exhibit to Defendant’s
Ex Parte Motion for Permission from
the Court to Grant Ukraine Consulate
to Observe at the November 10, 2021,
Hearing

11/10/2021
OK000255-
OK000259

30.
Plaintiff’s Motion for Summary
Judgment on the Issue of Paternity

11/24/2021
OK000260-
OK000268

31.
Exhibit Appendix to Plaintiff’s Motion
for Summary Judgment on the Issue of
Paternity

11/24/2021
OK000269-
OK000281

32.
Order from the November 10, 2021,
Hearing

11/30/2021
OK000282-
OK000286
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33.
Stipulation and Order to Continue
Hearing on Plaintiff’s Motion for
Summary Judgment

12/01/2021
OK000287-
OK000292

34. Notice of Entry of Order 12/01/2021
OK000293-
OK000300

35.
Notice of Entry of Stipulation and
Order

12/01/2021
OK000301-
OK000309
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CCAN
LINDA LAY, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12990
TIN HWANG, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 14063
HWANG LAW GROUP LLC.
2880 S. Jones Blvd., Suite 2
Las Vegas, Nevada 89146
Tel: (702) 820-0888
Fax: (702) 919-6376
E-mail: tin@hwanglawgroup.com
Attorneys for Defendant,
OLENA KAKARPENKO

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT, FAMILY DIVISION
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Case No. D-2121-628088-D
Dept. U

ANSWER AND COUNTERCLAIM

COMES NOW the Defendant, OLENA KARPENKO (hereinafter

"Defendantnt"), byby and through her attorneys, Tin Hwang, Esq. and Linda Lay,

Esq., of the HWANG LAW GROUP LLC., and hereby files her ANSWER AND

COUNTERCLAIM to the Complaint for Divorce filed by the Plaintiff, ENRIQUE

SCHAERER $XUbUY^QVdUb jG\QY^dYVVk%, and Defendant now bUc`_^Tc d_ G\QY^dYVVlc

allegations as follows:

ENRIQUE SCHAERER,

Plaintiff,

vs.

OLENA KARPENKO,

Defendant.

Case Number: D-21-628088-D

Electronically Filed
7/2/2021 5:33 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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1. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 1 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

2. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 2 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

3. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 3 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

4. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 4 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

5. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge to answer to the allegations

contained in Paragraph 5 of the Complaint for Divorce; and therefore denies the

same.

6. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge to answer to the allegations

contained in Paragraph 6 of the Complaint for Divorce; and therefore denies the

same.

7. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 7 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

8. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 8 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

9. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 9 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

/ / /
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10. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 10 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

11. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 11 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

12. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 12 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

13. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 13 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

14. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 14 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

15. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 15 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

16. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 16 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

First Affirmative Defense
(Failure to State a Claim)

17. Plaintiff has failed to state a claim upon which relief may be granted.

Second Affirmative Defense
(Waiver)

18. Plaintiff has waived, and/or is estopped from pursuing his claims
against Defendant.

UQ555569
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Third Affirmative Defense
(Unclean Hands)

19. Plaintiff is barred from pursuing his claims against Defendant by the
doctrine of unclean hands.

Fourth Affirmative Defense
(Unconscionability)

20. Plaintiff is barred from pursuing his claims against Defendant by the
doctrine of unconscionability.

Fifth Affirmative Defense
(Doctrine of Laches)

21. Plaintiff is barred from pursuing his claims against Defendant by the
doctrine of laches.

Sixth Affirmative Defense
(Misrepresentation)

22. Plaintiff is barred from pursuing his claim against Defendant because of
material misrepresentation(s) of facts made by Plaintiff to Defendant.

Seventh Affirmative Defense

23. Pursuant to NRCP 11, as amended, all possible affirmative defenses may
not have been stated herein, insofar as insufficient facts were not
available after reasonable inquiry upon the filing of Defendantlc
Answer, and therefore, this answering Defendant reserves the right to
amend her answer to allege additional affirmative defenses if subsequent
investigation so warrants.

COUNTERCLAIM FOR DIVORCE

COMES NOW the Defendant/Counterclaimant, OLENA KARPENKO

(hereinafter jOLENA" Q^T j;UVU^TQ^d)9_e^dUbS\QY]Q^dk), by and through her

attorneys, Tin Hwang, Esq., and Linda Lay, Esq., of the HWANG LAW GROUP

UQ55556;



5

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

LLC., and hereby files her Counterclaim for Divorce against the Plaintiff/Counter-

Defendant, ENRIQUE SCHAERER $jENRIQUEk Q^T jG\QY^dYVV)9_e^dUb-

;UVU^TQ^dk), alleging as follows:

1. That upon information and belief, for a period longer than six weeks

prior to the date of verification of this Complaint, ENRIQUE has been a bona fide

and actual resident and domiciliary of the State of Nevada.

2. That the Parties were duly and lawfully married in Las Vegas, Nevada,

on or about December 26, 2020, and are now and have ever since been husband and

wife.

3. That there are no minor children born the issue of this marriage. That

OLENA is currently pregnant and the expected birth is on or around July of 2021;

that there are no adopted minor children.

4. That the Parties entered into the Premarital Agreement on December 21,

2020, and said agreement is intended to bind the Petitioners as to the distribution of

their community and separate properties in accordance with NRS 123.070 and NRS

123.080(2).

5. That there is separately owned property of the

Defendant/Counterclaimant, dXU Ve\\ UhdU^d _V dXU ;UVU^TQ^dlc)9_e^dUbS\QY]Q^dlc

property is unknown to her at this time, and she prays leave of the Court to amend

this Complaint to insert the same when they have become known to her or at the time

UQ55556<



6

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

of trial in this matter. Defendant/Counterclaimant requests that this Court confirm all

of her separate property assets upon Defendant/Counterclaimant.

6. That there may be separately owned property of the Plaintiff/Counter-

;UVU^TQ^d& dXU Ve\\ UhdU^d _V dXU G\QY^dYVVlc)9_e^dUb-;UVU^TQ^dlc `b_`erty is unknown

to Defendant/Counterclaimant at this time, and she prays leave of the Court to amend

this Complaint to insert the same when they have become known to her or at the time

of trial in this matter. Defendant/Counterclaimant requests that this Court confirm all

_V G\QY^dYVVlc)9_e^dUb-;UVU^TQ^dlc cU`QbQdU `b_`Ubdi QccUdc e`_^ G\QY^dYVV)9_e^dUb-

Defendant.

7. That no alimony / spousal support should be awarded to either Parties

pursuant to the Premarital Agreement entered between the Parties.

8. That a name change is not necessary in this matter.

9. That each Party should be responsible for their own attorneyls fees and

costs pursuant to the Premarital Agreement entered between the Parties.

10. During the course of said marriage, the tastes, mental disposition, views,

likes and dislikes of Plaintiff and Defendant have become so widely divergent that

the Parties have become incompatible in marriage to such an extent that it is

impossible for them to live together as husband and wife; that the incompatibility

between the Plaintiff and Defendant is so great that there is no possibility of

reconciliation.

/ / /

UQ55556=
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WHEREFORE, the Defendant/Counterclaimant, OLENA KARPENKO,

prays for judgment against Plaintiff, ENRIQUE SCHAERER, as follows:

1. That the contract of marriage now and therefore existing between the

Parties be dissolved and that Defendant be granted an absolute Decree of Divorce and

that each of the Parties hereto be restored to the status of single, unmarried person;

2. That the Court grant the relief requested in this Counterclaim for

Divorce; and

3. For such other relief this Court may deem just and proper in the

premises.

DATED this 2nd day of July, 2021.

Respectfully Submitted by:
HWANG LAW GROUP LLC.

/s/ Tin Hwang, Esq.
TIN HWANG, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 14063
2880 S. Jones Blvd., Suite 2
Las Vegas, NV 89146
Tel: (702) 820-0888
Fax: (702) 919-6376
Email: tin@hwanglawgroup.com
Attorney for Defendant/Counterclaimant,
OLENA KARPENKO

UQ55556>
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VERIFICATION

Under penalties of perjury, I declare that I am the Defendant /

Counterclaimant in the instant action, that I have read the foregoing ANSWER AND

COUNTERCLAIM, and know the contents thereof; that the pleading is true of my own

knowledge, except for those matters therein contained stated upon information and

belief, and that as to those matters, I believe them to be true.

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

Nevada that the foregoing is true and correct.

DATED: ______________________________.

_______________________________________
OLENA KARPENKO

UQ55556?



9

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of the HWANG LAW

GROUP LLC., and that on the 2nd day of July, 2021, I served a true and correct copy

of the foregoing ANSWER AND COUNTERCLAIM in the above-mentioned case

via Electronic Service, and addressed to the following:

PAUL A. LEMCKE, ESQ.
8925 S. Pecos Rd., Ste. 14A
Henderson, NV 89074
E-mail: paul@pecoslawgroup.com
Attorney for Plaintiff

/s/ Asiana Landingin
An Employee of HWANG LAW GROUP LLC.

UQ555575
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CCAN
LINDA LAY, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12990
TIN HWANG, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 14063
HWANG LAW GROUP LLC.
2880 S. Jones Blvd., Suite 2
Las Vegas, Nevada 89146
Tel: (702) 820-0888
Fax: (702) 919-6376
E-mail: tin@hwanglawgroup.com
Attorneys for Defendant,
OLENA KAKARPENKO

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT, FAMILY DIVISION
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Case No. D-2121-628088-D
Dept. U

AMENDED ANSWER TO COMPLAINT

COMES NOW the Defendant, OLENA KARPENKO (hereinafter

"Defendadantnt"), byby and through her attorneys, Tin Hwang, Esq. and Linda Lay,

Esq., of the HWANG LAW GROUP LLC., and hereby files her AMENDED

ANSWER TO COMPLAINT to the Complaint for Divorce filed by the Plaintiff,

ENRIQUE SCHAERER $XUbUY^QVdUb jG\QY^dYVVk%, and DeDefendant now responds to

G\QY^dYVVlc Q\\UWQdY_^c Qc V_\\_gc4

ENRIQUE SCHAERER,

Plaintiff,

vs.

OLENANA KARPENKO,

Defendant.

Case Number: D-21-628088-D

Electronically Filed
7/20/2021 12:08 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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1. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 1 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

2. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 2 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

3. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 3 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

4. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 4 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

5. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 5 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

6. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge to answer to the allegations

contained in Paragraph 6 of the Complaint for Divorce; and therefore denies the

same.

7. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 7 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

8. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 8 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

9. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 9 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

/ / /
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10. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 10 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

11. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 11 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

12. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 12 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

13. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 13 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

14. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 14 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

15. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 15 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

16. Defendant admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 16 of the

Complaint for Divorce.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

First Affirmative Defense
(Failure to State a Claim)

17. Plaintiff has failed to state a claim upon which relief may be granted.

Second Affirmative Defense
(Waiver)

18. Plaintiff has waived, and/or is estopped from pursuing his claims
against Defendant.

UQ555579
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Third Affirmative Defense
(Unclean Hands)

19. Plaintiff is barred from pursuing his claims against Defendant by the
doctrine of unclean hands.

Fourth Affirmative Defense
(Unconscionability)

20. Plaintiff is barred from pursuing his claims against Defendant by the
doctrine of unconscionability.

Fifth Affirmative Defense
(Doctrine of Laches)

21. Plaintiff is barred from pursuing his claims against Defendant by the
doctrine of laches.

Sixth Affirmative Defense
(Misrepresentation)

22. Plaintiff is barred from pursuing his claim against Defendant because of
material misrepresentation(s) of facts made by Plaintiff to Defendant.

Seventh Affirmative Defense

23. Pursuant to NRCP 11, as amended, all possible affirmative defenses may
not have been stated herein, insofar as insufficient facts were not
available after reasonable inquiry upon the filing of Defendantlc
Answer, and therefore, this answering Defendant reserves the right to
amend her answer to allege additional affirmative defenses if subsequent
investigation so warrants.

COUNTERCLAIM FOR DIVORCE

COMES NOW the Defendant/Counterclaimant, OLENA KARPENKO

(hereinafter jOLENA" Q^T j;UVU^TQ^d)9_e^dUbS\QY]Q^dk), by and through her

attorneys, Tin Hwang, Esq., and Linda Lay, Esq., of the HWANG LAW GROUP

UQ55557;



5

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

LLC., and hereby files her Counterclaim for Divorce against the Plaintiff/Counter-

Defendant, ENRIQUE SCHAERER $jENRIQUEk Q^T jG\QY^dYVV)9_e^dUb-

;UVU^TQ^dk), alleging as follows:

1. That upon information and belief, for a period longer than six weeks

prior to the date of verification of this Complaint, ENRIQUE has been a bona fide

and actual resident and domiciliary of the State of Nevada.

2. That the Parties were duly and lawfully married in Las Vegas, Nevada,

on or about December 26, 2020, and are now and have ever since been husband and

wife.

3. That there are no minor children born the issue of this marriage. That

OLENA is currently pregnant and the expected birth is on or around July of 2021;

that there are no adopted minor children.

4. That the Parties entered into the Premarital Agreement on December 21,

2020, and said agreement is intended to bind the Petitioners as to the distribution of

their community and separate properties in accordance with NRS 123.070 and NRS

123.080(2).

5. That there is separately owned property of the

Defendant/Counterclaimant, dXU Ve\\ UhdU^d _V dXU ;UVU^TQ^dlc)9_e^dUbS\QY]Q^dlc

property is unknown to her at this time, and she prays leave of the Court to amend

this Complaint to insert the same when they have become known to her or at the time

UQ55557<
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of trial in this matter. Defendant/Counterclaimant requests that this Court confirm all

of her separate property assets upon Defendant/Counterclaimant.

6. That there may be separately owned property of the Plaintiff/Counter-

;UVU^TQ^d& dXU Ve\\ UhdU^d _V dXU G\QY^dYVVlc)9_e^dUb-;UVU^TQ^dlc `b_`erty is unknown

to Defendant/Counterclaimant at this time, and she prays leave of the Court to amend

this Complaint to insert the same when they have become known to her or at the time

of trial in this matter. Defendant/Counterclaimant requests that this Court confirm all

_V G\QY^dYVVlc)9_e^dUb-;UVU^TQ^dlc cU`QbQdU `b_`Ubdi QccUdc e`_^ G\QY^dYVV)9_e^dUb-

Defendant.

7. That no alimony / spousal support should be awarded to either Parties

pursuant to the Premarital Agreement entered between the Parties.

8. That a name change is not necessary in this matter.

9. That each Party should be responsible for their own attorneyls fees and

costs pursuant to the Premarital Agreement entered between the Parties.

10. During the course of said marriage, the tastes, mental disposition, views,

likes and dislikes of Plaintiff and Defendant have become so widely divergent that

the Parties have become incompatible in marriage to such an extent that it is

impossible for them to live together as husband and wife; that the incompatibility

between the Plaintiff and Defendant is so great that there is no possibility of

reconciliation.

/ / /

UQ55557=
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WHEREFORE, the Defendant/Counterclaimant, OLENA KARPENKO,

prays for judgment against Plaintiff, ENRIQUE SCHAERER, as follows:

1. That the contract of marriage now and therefore existing between the

Parties be dissolved and that Defendant be granted an absolute Decree of Divorce and

that each of the Parties hereto be restored to the status of single, unmarried person;

2. That the Court grant the relief requested in this Counterclaim for

Divorce; and

3. For such other relief this Court may deem just and proper in the

premises.

DATED this 20th day of July, 2021.

Respectfully Submitted by:
HWANG LAW GROUP LLC.

/s/ Tin Hwang, Esq.
TIN HWANG, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 14063
2880 S. Jones Blvd., Suite 2
Las Vegas, NV 89146
Tel: (702) 820-0888
Fax: (702) 919-6376
Email: tin@hwanglawgroup.com
Attorney for Defendant/Counterclaimant,
OLENA KARPENKO

UQ55557>
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VERIFICATION

Under penalties of perjury, I declare that I am the Defendant /

Counterclaimant in the instant action, that I have read the foregoing AMENDED

ANSWER TO COMPLAINT, and know the contents thereof; that the pleading is true of

my own knowledge, except for those matters therein contained stated upon

information and belief, and that as to those matters, I believe them to be true.

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

Nevada that the foregoing is true and correct.

DATED: ______________________________.

_______________________________________
OLENA KARPENKO

UQ55557?



9

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of the HWANG LAW GROUP

LLC., and that on the 20th day of July, 2021, I served a true and correct copy of the

foregoing AMENDED ANSWER TO COMPLAINT in the above-mentioned case

via Electronic Service, and addressed to the following:

PAUL A. LEMCKE, ESQ.
8925 S. Pecos Rd., Ste. 14A
Henderson, NV 89074
E-mail: paul@pecoslawgroup.com
Attorney for Plaintiff

/s/ Asiana Landingin
An Employee of HWANG LAW GROUP LLC.
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ROBBINS & ONELLO, LLP

Kenneth M. Robbins, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 13572
Jason Onello, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 14411
9205 W. Russel Rd., Suite 240
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148
(702) 608-2331 (Phone)
(702) 442-9971 (Fax)
eservice@robbinsandonellolaw.com
Attorneys for Defendant

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

ENRIQUE SCHAERER ,

Plaintiff,
v.v.

OLENA KARPENKO,

Defendant.

Case No.: D-2121-628088-D

Dept. No.: U

Hearing Date: September 7, 2021

Hearing Time: 2:00 PMPM

DEFENDANTqS OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFFqS MOTION FOR TAKING OF SPECIMENS FOR

GENETIC IDENTIFICATION AND TESTING IN CLARK COUNTY PURSUANT TO NRS
126.121(1)1; TO APPOINT GUARDIAN AD LITEM FOR MINOR CHILD; TO BIFURCATE AND

ENTER INTERLOCUTORY DECREE OF DIVORCE (A(ALL DIVORCE TERMS RESOLVED

PURSUANT TO PARTIESq PLEADINGS),), AND TO RESERVE JURISDICTION TO ADJUDICATE

PATERNITY CLAIMS; AND TO COMPEL DEFENDANTqS PROVISION OF HIPAA RELEASE

AND

COUNTERMOTION TO STAY DISCOVERY PENDING RESULTS OF GENETIC TESTING, FOROR

GENETIC TESTING TOTO OCCUR IN UKRAINE, OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE FOR GENETIC

TESTING TO BE COORDINATED BY TESTING CENTERS IN UNITED STATES AND UKRAINE

TOTO ACCOMMODATE THE CURRENT CIRCUMSTANCES,2 FOR PLAINTIFF TO BE ORDERED

TO FILE A FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE FORM WITHIN SEVEN [7] DAYS OF HEARING; FOR

1 Plaintiff must amend his pleading; the minor child is an indispensable party; See NRS 126.101(1); See also Schwob
v. Hemsath, 98 Nev. 293, 294, 646 P.2d 1212 (1982); Johnson v. Johnson, 93 Nev. 655, 656, 572 P.2d 925, 926
(1977) [oSZTU]`ifY hc ^c]b Ub ]bX]gdYbgUV`Y dUfhm ]g ZUhU` hc U ^iX[aYbh)pT
2 Counsel should meet and confer regarding testing centers that offer such services.

Case Number: D-21-628088-D

Electronically Filed
9/3/2021 1:28 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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2

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

CHILD SUPPORT PENDING RESULTS OF GENETIC TESTING AND FOR REIMBURSEMENT OF

MEDICAL EXPENSES RELATED TO CHILD-BIRTH, AND FOR ENRIQUE TO PAY COSTS OF

GENETIC TESTING / ATTORNEY FEES RELATED SOLELY TO THE PATERNITY ACTION.

COMES NOW, OLENA KARPENKO %oFg) Karpenkop&' Vm UbX h\fci[\ \Yf UhhcfbYm JASON

ONELLO, ESQ. of ROBBINS AND ONELLO, LLP, and submits this Opposition and Countermotion.

This motion is made and based upon the pleadings on file herein, together with the attached

Points and Authorities, as well as oral arguments of counsel to be heard at the time of hearing.

DATED this 3rd of September 2021.

ROBBINS & ONELLO, LLP

/s/ Jason Onello, Esq.
Jason Onello, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 14411
9205 W. Russell Rd., Suite 240
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148
(702) 608-2331 (Phone)
(702) 442-9971 (Fax)
eservice@robbinsandonellolaw.com
Attorney for Defendant

I. FACTS

I`U]bh]ZZ' >bf]eiY LW\UYfYf %o>bf]eiYp& Z]`YX Ub UWh]on for Divorce, on or about

May 28, 2021. This matter primarily regards allegations related to a minor child that was

born in Ukraine; this Court does not have custody jurisdiction. Enrique does not request

genetic testing to occur for 90 to 120, yet when a one-week request for time to file an

Opposition is requested (and to discuss potential resolution), Enrique is apparently in

some sort of hurry to go nowhere; maybe he should go to Ukraine instead. Enrique is

more concerned about his bifurcation request than he is about paternity; as explained

VY`ck' >bf]eiYqg fYeiYgh ]g acfY UVcih Wcbhfc``]b[ * harassing Olena for returning to

Ukraine than it is about paternity.

UQ5555<<



3

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

=YZYbXUbh' H`YbU DUfdYb_c %oH`YbUp& \Ug UWh]jY`m dUfh]W]dUhYX ]b h\YgY

proceedings while residing in Ukraine, despite logistical complications, recovering from

giving birth and nursing her newborn child.3 Olena is in Ukraine currently because

Enrique refused to cooperate for purposes of Olena applying for a green card via marriage,

which he agreed to do only if Olena signed a Premarital Agreement; Olena was in the

United States on a 2001 Visa that expired April 30, 2021; Enrique dangled the green card

like a carrot and then failed to hold up his end of the bargain when it mattered most,

resulting in Olena moving back to Ukraine. The US Embassy in Ukraine limited its visa

operations due to COVID-19 and there is currently no set date to return to normal

operations.4 >bf]eiYqg fYeiYgh ]g bch ^igh impractical; it is impossible.

Enrique is now before the court requesting that a newborn child be brought back

to the United States [with his mother] for purposes of genetic testing during a pandemic

and while Ukraine is in a state of emergency; Enrique also knows that Olena cannot return

to the United States anyways;5 this is the epitome of an unreasonable request. Given the

bUhifY cZ >bf]eiYqg X]gWcjYfm' >bf]eiY has requested information that is not relevant to

paternity and intended to child custody jurisdiction, which Nevada does not have.

Therefore, he makes an impossible request, rather than to travel to Ukraine for purposes

of testing. Enrique does not really want to know; he just wants to protect his property.

3 Ukraine is ten (10) hours ahead of Nevada (Carson City), which has presented some difficulties for purposes of
coordinating timely substitution of counsel.
4 https://ua.usembassy.gov/visas/ - oDue to the COVID-19 pandemic, the United States Embassy in Ukraine has not
yet returned to normal visa operations. However, we are currently opening as many appointments as resources and
safety allow.p
5 Ukraine is also in a state of emergency through October 1, 2021 due to Covid-19. See
https://www.reuters.com/world/europe/ukraine-extend-covid-19-restrictions-until-oct-1-2021-08-11/
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KY[UfX]b[ H`YbUqg Hddcg]h]cb - Olena had to change counsel on or about August

26, 2021; the undersigned counsel reached out for a conference to discuss the matter and

requested an extension to file an Opposition; that request was rejected on / about that

same day and Enrique instead filed a Notice of Non-Opposition to take advantage of the

change in counsel. At that time, the hearing was set for September 15, 2021. After the

filing of the Notice of Non-Opposition, the Court moved the hearing date up to September

7, 2021, likely because it assumed that no Opposition would be filed) H`YbUqg

undersigned counsel substituted into the matter on August 31, 2021 and immediately,

Zfca >bf]eiYqg WcibgY`, requested to push the hearing back a week (or to the original

date) so that the parties can fully brief the issues and discuss rational options for genetic

testing. That request was rejected, even though Enrique does not request any immediate

relief related to paternity; how odd indeed.

Enrique already knows where Olena lives; >bf]eiYqg family has already requested

[directly to Olena] to visit the newborn child) >bf]eiYqg Uf[iaYbh h\Uh oN_fU]bY ]g

Wcffidhp ]g g]ad`Y dfYhYlh UbX the argument takes U \i[Y `YUd cZ `c[]W) LcaY\ck oWcffidh

dc`]h]W]Ubgp ]g ]adihYX idcb U private paternity testing center, some of which have

international operations that include the Nb]hYX LhUhYg) >bf]eiYqg Uf[iaYbh fY[UfX]b[

corrupt government [in theory] could be imputed upon the Courts in Ukraine, but this

theory cannot logically be imputed upon a private entity that also operates in the United

States. Are the testing centers in the United States Corrupt because corruption occurs in

somewhere in the United States government? Enrique is also extremely wealthly and has

WcbbYWh]cbg ]b N_fU]bY6 ]Z UbmcbY kYfY hc VY UV`Y hc oVf]VY Ub cZZ]W]U`'p ]hqg him. Enrique

UQ5555<>
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has nothing limiting him from traveling to Ukraine for purposes of a paternity test; he just

wants Olena to return to the United States; with a newborn; during a pandemic; while

recovering from childbirth6 k]h\cih U O]gU6 k\]`Y H`YbUqg Wcibhfm ]g ]b U ghUhY cZ

emergency; when Enrique could just book a flight. Really?

II. LEGAL ARGUMENT

i. THE COURT SHOULD DENY THE REQUEST FOR THE EXECUTED HIPAA

RELEASE AND STAY DISCOVERY; IF POSITIVE, THE GENETIC TEST WOULD

GENERATE A o<ONCLUSIVE PRESUMPTIONp PURSUANT TO NRS

126.051(2), RENDERING THIS OVERLY INTRUSIVE REQUEST

UNNECESSARY.

A conclusive presumption that a man is the natural father of a child is established

if tests for the typing of blood or tests for genetic identification made pursuant to NRS

126.121 show a probability of 99 percent or more that he is the father except that the

presumption may be rebutted if he establishes that he has an identical sibling who may be

the father. NRS 126.051(2).

Parties may obtain discovery regarding any nonprivileged matter that is relevant

hc Ubm dUfhmqg W`U]ag cf XYZYbgYg UbX proportional to the needs of the case, considering

the importance of the ]ggiYg Uh ghU_Y ]b h\Y UWh]cb' h\Y Uacibh ]b WcbhfcjYfgm' h\Y dUfh]Ygq

fY`Uh]jY UWWYgg hc fY`YjUbh ]bZcfaUh]cb' h\Y dUfh]Ygq fYgcifWYg' h\Y ]adcfhUbWY cZ h\Y

discovery in resolving the issues, and whether the burden or expense of the proposed

discovery outweighs its likely benefit. Information within this scope of discovery need

not be admissible in evidence to be discoverable. NRCP 26(1)

>bf]eiY fYeiYghYX [YbYh]W hYgh]b[' k\]W\ S]Z dcg]h]jYT kci`X dfcj]XY U oWcbW`ig]jY

dfYgiadh]cbp Ug hc dUhYfb]hm) The HIPAA request is overly invasive and unnecessary if

UQ5555<?
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>bf]eiYqg fYeiYgh Zcf [YbYh]W hYgh]b[ ]g [fUbhYX UbX H`YbU XcYg bch cddcgY [YbYh]W hYgh]b[)

M\]g hYgh kci`X U`gc fYbXYf >bf]eiYqg ]bjUg]jY UbX \UfUgg]b[ X]gWcjYfm fYeiYghg

unnecessary and reduce the costs of litigation, which would benefit both parties. If

Enrique insists on discovery, he needs to file a Financial Disclosure Form so the Court

can determine appropriate attorney fees pursuant to NRS 126.171, which is not prohibited

by a Premarital Agreement.

ii. ENRIQUE MUST FILE A FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE FORM UPON RECEIPT OF

GENETIC TESTING RESULTS; IF GENETIC TESTING IS POSITIVE; ENRIQUE

MUST PAY CHILD SUPPORT, CHILD SUPPORT ARREARS, AND REIMBURSE

OLENA FOR-CHILD BIRTH EXPENSES.

After an action is set for trial pursuant to NRS 126.141, the judge, master or referee

shall, upon the motion of a party, issue an order providing for the temporary support of

the child pending the resolution of the trial if the judge, master or referee determines that

there is clear and convincing evidence that the party against whom the order is issued is

the father of the child.

M\Y Wcifh aUm cfXYf fYUgcbUV`Y ZYYg cZ WcibgY`' YldYfhg UbX h\Y W\]`Xqg [iUfX]Ub

ad litem, and other costs of the action and pretrial proceedings, including blood tests or

tests for genetic identification, to be paid by the parties in proportions and at times

determined by the court. NRS 126.171

The genetic testing will provide a conclusive presumption, if positive. The Court

should order Enrique to immediately file a Financial Disclosure Form so Olena can do

X]gWcjYfm cb >bf]eiYqg Z]bUbWYg S]Z bYWYggUfmT dYbX]b[ h\Y fYgi`h cZ [YbYh]W hYgh]b[) Olena

reserves her statutory right to request child support arrears and reimbursement of costs

related to birth of the minor child.

UQ5555=5
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III. CONCLUSION

The Court should XYbm I`U]bh]ZZqg ach]cb UbX ghUm X]gWcjYfm dYbX]b[ h\Y fYgi`hg

of genetic testing; Enrique should be ordered to book a flight to Ukraine immediately, or

do a little research to find labs that have partner labs in Ukraine.

Dated this 3rd day of September 2021

Respectfully submitted,

ROBBINS & ONELLO, LLP

/s/ Jason Onello, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 14411
Kenneth Robbins, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 13572
9205 W. Russell Rd., Suite 240
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148
(702) 608-2331 (Phone)
(702) 442-9971 (Fax)
eservice@robbinsandonellolaw.com
Attorney for Defendant
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DECLARATION OF OLENA KARPENKO

1.1. I, Olena Karpenko, declare that I am competent to testify to the facts contained in the

preceding filing.

2.2. I have read the preceding document, and I have personal knowledge of the facts

contained therein, unless stated otherwise. Further, the factual averments contained

therein are true and correct to the best of my knowledge, except those matters based

on information and belief, and as to those matters, I believe them to be true.

3.3. The factual averments contained in the preceding filing are incorporated herein as if

set forth in full.

I declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of Nevada and the United

States (NRS 53.045 and 28 USC § 1746), that the foregoing is true and correct.

EXECUTED _______________

______________________________
Olena Karpenko

ID gfHedVEDqYFCnVSdzGRLR8qt

+&*&)')(
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that service of the foregoing document:

DEFENDANTqS OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFFqS MOTION FOR TAKING OF SPECIMENS FOR GENETIC

IDENTIFICATION AND TESTING IN CLARK COUNTY PURSUANT TO NRS 126.121(1); TO APPOINT

GUARDIAN AD LITEM FOR MINOR CHILD; TO BIFURCATE AND ENTER INTERLOCUTORY DECREE

OF DIVORCE (ALL DIVORCE TERMS RESOLVED PURSUANT TO PARTIESq PLEADINGS), AND TO

RESERVE JURISDICTION TO ADJUDICATE PATERNITY CLAIMS; AND TO COMPEL DEFENDANTqS

PROVISION OF HIPAA RELEASE

AND

COUNTERMOTION TO STAY DISCOVERY PENDING RESULTS OF GENETIC TESTING, FOR GENETIC

TESTING TO OCCUR IN UKRAINE, OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE FOR GENETIC TESTING TO BE

COORDINATED BY TESTING CENTERS IN UNITED STATES AND UKRAINE TO ACCOMMODATE THE

CURRENT CIRCUMSTANCES, FOR PLAINTIFF TO BE ORDERED TO FILE A FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE

FORM WITHIN SEVEN [7] DAYS OF HEARING; FOR CHILD SUPPORT PENDING RESULTS OF

GENETIC TESTING AND FOR REIMBURSEMENT OF MEDICAL EXPENSES RELATED TO CHILD-
BIRTH, AND FOR ENRIQUE TO PAY COSTS OF GENETIC TESTING / ATTORNEY FEES RELATED

SOLELY TO THE PATERNITY ACTION.

was made this 3rd day of September 2021 by:

' depositing a copy of the same in the U.S. Mails at Las Vegas, Nevada, postage

prepaid, addressed to:

' facsimile to the party, or counsel for party at the following facsimile address:

& electronic filing on the date hereof and service through the Notice of Electronic

?]``]b[ UihcaUh]WU``m [YbYfUhYX Vm h\Y <cifhqg ZUW]`]h]Yg hc h\cgY dUfh]Yg `]ghYX cb

the Master Calendar Service List as follows:

Paul Lemcke n paul@pecoslawgroup.com

Admin Email n email@pecoslawgroup.com

Allan Brown n allan@pecoslawgroup.com

_______/s/ Nicole Fasulo_______
An Employee of ROBBINS & ONELLO
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DECD

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Case No. D-D-2121-628088-D

Dept. No. U

Date of Hearing: N/A
Time of Hearing: N/A

INTERLOCUTORY DECREE OF DIVORCE

The above-entitled matter having been submitted to the Court for the entry

of an Interlocutory Decree of Divorce, Plaintiff Enrique Schaerer (hereinafter

^QRQ^^QP `[ M_ hEnriquei&' TMbUZS RUXQP his Complaint for Divorce and being

represented by Paul A. Lemcke, Esq., of PECOS LAW GROUP, and Defendant

Olena Karpenko (hereinafter referred to M_ hOlenai&' TMbUZS RUXQP her Amended

Answer to Complaint and being represented by Jason Onello, Esq., of ROBBINS &

ONELLO, LLP; that by virtue of the sworn allegations and admissions in the

\M^`UQ_j respective pleadings, the parties have substantively consented to the entry

of this Interlocutory Decree, and the Court being fully advised in the premises,

and good cause appearing therefore:

)6;39<1�-/2.1;1;,

Plaintiff,

vs.

,516.�*.;81647(�

Defendant.

Electronically Filed
09/30/2021 4:45 PM

Case Number: D-21-628088-D

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
9/30/2021 4:45 PM
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THE COURT FINDS that Enrique has been a bona fide and actual resident

and domiciliary of the State of Nevada, County of Clark, for more than six (6)

weeks immediately preceding the commencement of his action and has been

actually and corporeally present in said State and County for more than six (6)

weeks prior to the commencement of this action.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that that the parties were married on the

26th day of December 2020, in Las Vegas, Nevada, and ever since said date have

been and now are husband and wife.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that prior to their marriage, on

December 21, 2020, the parties entered into a Premarital Agreement. Both were

represented by independent counsel in the negotiation and finalization of the

Premarital Agreement.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that CXQZMj_ Amended Answer to

Complaint, filed July 20, 2021, admits the following material facts:

' HTQ \M^`UQ_j D^QYM^U`MX 5S^QQYQZ` U_ bMXUP' NUZPUZS' MZP XQSMXXe

enforceable.

' The terms and conditions of the Premarital Agreement should be

acknowledged, approved, and enforced by the Court in this divorce

action.

' Enrique and Olena have not accumulated, nor do they own, any

community property or joint property whatsoever.
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' Enrique and Olena have not accumulated, nor do they own, any

community or joint debts whatsoever.

' Enrique and Olena each have certain separate property and debts (as

defined by the Premarital Agreement), and that separate property and

debt should be confirmed to each of the parties consistent with the

Premarital Agreement.

' Enrique and Olena entered into a mutual waiver of spousal support,

MXUY[Ze' \^QXUYUZM^e MXX[cMZOQ_' MZP M``[^ZQej_ fees, as specified in

paragraphs 16.2 and 16.3 of the Premarital Agreement.

' Neither Enrique or Olena should pay spousal support or alimony to

the other party.

' 9Z^U]aQ MZP CXQZM _T[aXP NQM^ `TQU^ ^Q_\QO`UbQ M``[^ZQej_ RQQ_ MZP

costs of suit in finalizing this divorce in accordance with the

Premarital Agreement.

' Enrique and Olena are permanently incompatible in marriage.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS, accordingly, that `TQ \M^`UQ_j

Premarital Agreement is valid, binding, and legally enforceable. A copy of the

Premarital Agreement has been lodged confidentially with the Court as an exhibit.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that on August 5, 2021, Enrique filed,

inter alia' TU_ hMotion to Bifurcate and Enter Interlocutory Decree of Divorce (All

Divorce Terms Resolved PursF3@E EA E96 03CE;6DJ 0>635;@8D%, and to Reserve

Jurisdiction to Adjudicate Paternity Claimsi %hereafter `TQ hA[`U[Z `[ 9Z`Q^

=Z`Q^X[Oa`[^e 8QO^QQ [R 8Ub[^OQi&) CXQZM [\\[_QP `TQ A[`U[Z `[ 9Z`Q^
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Interlocutory Decree of Divorce on September 3, 2021. The motion was heard on

September 7, 2021.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that on September 23, 2021, the Court

entered its Order After Motion Hearing granting 9Z^U]aQj_ Motion to Enter

Interlocutory Decree of Divorce.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS `TM` `TQ \M^`UQ_j ^Q_\QOtive pleadings in

this case, sworn under penalty of perjury, resolve all issues of property, debt,

_\[a_MX _a\\[^`*MXUY[Ze' MZP M``[^ZQe_j RQQ_ MZP O[_`_ `TM` c[aXP [`TQ^cU_Q NQ M`

U__aQ UZ `TU_ PUb[^OQ) HTQ _aN_`MZ`UbQ `Q^Y_ [R `TQ \M^`UQ_j PUb[^OQ M^Q `herefore

Z[` UZ PU_\a`Q) HTQ [ZXe ^QYMUZUZS aZ^Q_[XbQP U__aQ UZ `TU_ MO`U[Z U_ 9Z^U]aQj_

claim for the adjudication of the existence or non-existence of the father and child

^QXM`U[Z_TU\ ^QXM`QP `[ CXQZMj_ M_-yet-unverified representation through counsel

`TM` M OTUXP TMP NQQZ N[^Z' `TM` `TQ OTUXP U_ M N[e' MZP `TM` _TQ U_ `TQ OTUXPj_ ZM`a^MX

mother.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that evidence has not as yet been

produced or admitted in this action that a live child has actually been born to

Olena as required by NRS 126.071(2).

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS `TM` 9Z^U]aQj_ MO`aMX \M`Q^ZU`e [R

CXQZMj_ YUZ[^ OTUXP c[aXP NQ XQSMXXe R[aZPM`U[ZMX `[ MZe \a`M`UbQ OXMUY R[^ OTUXP

support.

. . .
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THE COURT FURTHER FINDS O NM_QP [Z CXQZMj_ ^Q\^Q_QZ`M`U[Z

through her counsel that a child has in fact been born to her g that it has personal

MZP _aNVQO` YM``Q^ Va^U_PUO`U[Z [bQ^ 9Z^U]aQj_ V[UZQP OXMUY R[^ `TQ MPVaPUOM`U[Z [R

the existence or non-existence of the father and child relationship pursuant to NRS

126.091(2), as the child was O[ZOQUbQP UZ BQbMPM Pa^UZS CXQZMj_ `UYQ [R

residence in Nevada.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that this Interlocutory Decree of

8Ub[^OQ _TMXX `Q^YUZM`Q `TQ \M^`UQ_j YM^^UMSQ O[Z_U_`QZ` cU`T `TQ MPYU``QP

MXXQSM`U[Z_ UZ `TQ \M^`UQ_j \XQMPUZS_' MZP `TQ _\QOURUO `erms thereof.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that it has jurisdiction in the premises,

both as to the subject matter thereof as well as the parties thereto; that no children

were adopted during their marriage, and that Olena is currently not pregnant; that

Enrique is domiciled in, and is an actual resident and domiciliary of the County of

Clark, State of Nevada; that Enrique has in fact resided therein for more than six

(6) weeks preceding the commencement of this action, and intends to remain

indefinitely; therefore, Enrique is entitled to an Interlocutory Decree of Divorce in

accordance with the grounds set forth within the Complaint for Divorce on file

herein.

THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND

DECREED that the bonds of matrimony heretofore and now existing between

Husband, ENRIQUE SCHAERER, and Wife, OLENA KARPENKO, be, and the

same are hereby wholly dissolved, and an Interlocutory Decree of Divorce is

UQ555657
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hereby granted to Enrique, and each of the parties hereto is hereby restored to the

status of a single, unmarried person, and that at all times hereafter, it shall be

lawful for each party to live separate and apart from the other free from the marital

control, interference, restraint, and authority of the other whatsoever, either

directly or indirectly as if each party were single and unmarried.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the

pending issue of paternity shall be bifurcated from the different and distinct claims

in the divorce itself. The Court expressly retains jurisdiction to adjudicate the

_aNVQO` YUZ[^ OTUXPj_ \M`Q^ZU`e, pending further proceedings as ordered by the

Court in its Order After Motion Hearing, entered September 23, 2021.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED if (and in

the event) Enrique is adjudicateP M_ `TQ _aNVQO` YUZ[^ OTUXPj_ ZM`a^MX RM`TQ^, the

Court shall retain jurisdiction over any putative child support claims that may be

subsequently asserted.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that

Enrique and Olena have not accumulated, nor do they own, any community

property or joint property whatsoever.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that

Enrique and Olena have not accumulated, nor do they owe, any community or

joint debts whatsoever. Any and all debts now owed by Enrique are En^U]aQj_

_[XQ MZP _Q\M^M`Q [NXUSM`U[Z_) 5Ze MZP MXX PQN`_ Z[c [cQP Ne CXQZM M^Q CXQZMj_

sole and separate obligations.

UQ555658



0143�.

)

*

+

,

-

.

/

0

1

)()(

))))

)*)*

)+)+

),),

)-)-

).).

)/)/

)0)0

)1)1

*(*(

*)*)

****

*+*+

*,*,

*-*-

*.*.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED Enrique

and Olena each have certain separate property. Any and all property now titled to

9Z^U]aQ U_ 9Z^U]aQj_ _[XQ MZP _Q\M^M`Q \^[\Q^`e) Any and all property now titled

`[ CXQZM U_ CXQZMj_ _[XQ MZP _Q\M^M`Q \^[\Q^`e)

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that by

their express agreement, Enrique and Olena each mutually waive, release, and

relinquish any right to spousal support or alimony in this divorce action.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that by

their express agreement, Enrique and Olena each mutually waive, release, and

^QXUZ]aU_T MZe ^UST` `[ M``[^ZQej_ RQQ_ UZ this divorce action.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that

9Z^U]aQ MZP CXQZM _T[aXP NQM^ `TQU^ ^Q_\QO`UbQ M``[^ZQej_ RQQ_ MZP O[_`_ [R _aU` UZ

finalizing this divorce.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that

Olena shall retain the use of her _a^ZMYQ hKarpenkoi [Z `TQ RUZMXUfM`U[Z [R `TU_

divorce.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that each

party shall submit the information required in NRS 125.130 on a separate form to

the Court. Such information shall be maintained by the Clerk in a confidential

manner and not part of the public record.

____________________________
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