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distinction among people.? See also the March 17, 2017 order, wherein the
Respondent was sanctioned $2,000 for filing an untimely opposition while
Petitioners child support obligation was held in abeyance then reversed and
remanded by the Appellate Court.*

Allstate Ins. Co. V. Fackett, 125 Nev. Adv. Op.14 Pg.#, 206 P. #d 572, The
Supreme Court of Nevada discussed:

To determine legislative intent, this court first looks at the plain lain of a
statue. Salas v. Alistate Rent-A-Car Inc., 116 Nev. 1165, 1168, 14 P.3d 511, 513-
14 (2000). We only look beyond the plain language if it is ambiguous or silent on
the issue in question. Id. We read statutes within a statutory scheme harmoniously
with one another to avoid an unreasonable or absurd result. Torrealba v. Kesmetis,
124 Nev. _, , 178 P.3d 716, 721 (2008).

VIL. NRCP 11

According to NRS 18.010 (b) the court may make an allowance of attorney's
fees to a prevailing party: Without regard to the recovery sought, when the court
finds that the claim, counterclaim, cross-claim or third-party complaint or defense |

of the opposing party was brought or maintained without reasonable ground or to

3 See Rico v. Rodriguez, 121 Nev. 695, 703, 120 P.3s 812, 817 (2005). In re: effectuates
dissimilar treatment of similarly situated persons.
4 To date, the court has yet to have a remanded hearing under EDCR 1.90(a)(6)
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harass the prevailing party. The court shall liberally construe the provisions of this
paragraph in favor of awarding attorney's fees in all appropriate situations. It is the
intent of the Legislature that the court award attorney's fees pursuant to this
paragraph and impose sanctions pursuant to Rule 11 of the Nevada Rules of Civil
Procedure in all appropriate situations to punish for and deter frivolous or
vexatious claims and defenses because such claims and defenses overburden
limited judicial resources, hinder the timely resolution of meritorious claims and
increase the costs of engaging in business and providing professional services to
the public.’

To date the Petitioner has yet to establish a good faith argument on why her
coul(;terclaimed accused the Respondent of willful unemployment demanding
$5,000 in attorney fees when [1] it is impossible to be willfully unemployed and
receive unemployment benefits by rule [2] Respondents claim was meritorious and
lawful.

VIII. Disqualification of Judge Hughes
Additionally, the Respondent withdraws his disqualification argument now

that Rena Hughes is no longer presiding over this case. Further, it is news to the

> See Petitioners November 18, 2019 frivolous countermotion claiming willful unemployment
while Respondent was receiving unemployment benefits, whereby rule, it is impossible to be

willfully unemployed and receive unemployment benefits.
10
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Respondent that the Disqualification Decision and Order was filed February 27,
2020, as the Disqualification Decision and Order was deceptively never mailed to
the Respondent, presumably to obstruct and prevent the Respondent from

appealing his meritorious claim of biased, fraud and corruption.

IX. Opposition to Attorney Fees

In response to Petjtioners exceptionally untimely opposition to which he is
now requesting more attorney fees, [1] the District Attorney, also untimely, already!
filed an opposition to the Respondents objection, and the Petitioners opposition is
merely a watered-down argument mirroring that of the DA, and identical to his
previous oppositions. Therefore, the Petitioner was not forced to bring forth this
opposition. [2] Respondent brought forth this meritorious objection, lawfully, in
good fajth and not to harass the Petitioner or increase litigation, rather to have his
objection heard by a new, non-biased Judge, and to be able to provide for his
precious and innocent children. [3] Despite Petitioners misrepresentation of facts,
Respondents objections have not been denied due to lack of merit, rather the

hearing masters recommendations were affirmed without reason.
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The American Rule & Opposition to NRS 18.010 (a) and EDRC 7.60 (b)

Nevada has always followed the American Rule which says that unless
there are exceptional circumstances, such as a special court rule or a statute, each
of the litigants will pay their own attorney’s fees. Smith v. Crown Fin. Sves. Of
America, 111 Nev. 277, 281, 890 P.2d 769, 771 (1995), the Nevada Supreme
Court said: By retaining the requirement of a money judgment, this court preserves
the right of some Petitioners (and counterclaimants) to recover attorney fees while
subjecting defendants to the common law rule. This rule is faithful to the language
of NRS 18.010(2)(a),

The rationale for the American rule is that people should not be discouraged
from seeking redress for perceived wrongs in court or from trying to extend
coverage of the law. The rationale continues that society would suffer if a person
was unwilling to pursue a meritorious claim merely because that person would

have to pay the defendant's expenses if they lost.

NRS 125B.140 (2)(C)(2)

(2) A reasonable attorney's fees for the proceeding unless the court finds
that the responsible parent would experience an undue hardship if required to
pay such amounts. Interest continues to accrue on the amount ordered until it
is paid, and additional attorney's fees must be allowed if required for

collection.
12
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It is evident based on Respondents filed Financial affidavit, This courts
recognized care of his two other children outside of this relationship, the
garnishment of Kori's wages for child support, and the fact that the Respondent is
on government assistance, it is unreasonable to pay opposing counsels attorney
fees as it would cause an undue hardship.

Furthermore, Rivero v. Rivero, 216 P.3d 213, 233 (Nev. 2009) Fifth finding
concluded that the district court abused its discretion by awarding Mr. Rivero
attorney fees as a sanction for Ms. Rivero's disqualification motion because the
district court made no determination whether the motion was frivolous, and no
evidence supports the sanction. This objection was brought forth in good faith; it

was warranted and necessary in pursuit of the truth and fair play.

XIL. Prayer
Being that Brian Blackham garnered his relationship with Judge Hughes as
his law firm financially contributed to her 2014 election campaign, the
Respondents successful appeal of Judge Hughes March 16, 2017 decision to hold
Petitioners child support obligation in abeyance, Respondents complaint to the
Judicial board as well as Respondents attempt to disqualify Judge Hughes from

presiding over this case, it is reasonable to believe that Judge Hughes simply

13
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rubber stamped all Brian’s requests adverse to the Respondent. ¢ Respondents only

ask is to receive a fair hearing for the impoverished and bullied pro se litigant.

THEREFORE, Petitioner prays for relief as follows:

1. Affirming Respondents objection in its entirety

2. Denying the DA and Petitioners opposition and countermotion in its entirety
3. Denying the Master’s Recommendation

4. For such further relief as the Court deems necessary and just.

DATED this {2 day of February 2021

Pursuant to NRS 53.045, 1 declare under penalty of
perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

N (O e - (signature)
KORI CAGE v
Petitioner, Pro se

6 See also the May 17, 2018 hearing to show cause for child support that was already
collected through CSE in which Judge Hughes denied Petitioners motion to hold Respondent in
contempt, yet still ordered Respondent to pay Petitioners attorney fees. The court should note
this fraudulent order has yet to be filed.

See also the April 26, 2018 decision and order that was copied wholesale from the
Petitioners February 4, 2018 closing brief 3 months after the January 26, 2017 evidential hearing
and weeks after the Respondents attorney resigned from counsel due to Respondents financial
constraints.

No remanded hearing under EDCR 1.90(a)(6)

Obstruction of 2 of the Respondents In forma pauperis applications (not in accordance
with NRAP 24) which were later accepted by the Supreme Court. (Exhibit 3)

14
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UNITED STATES
Pad POSTAL SERVICE.

CPU CHOICE MARKET
8095 S RAINBOW BLVD
LAS VEGAS, NV 89139-86495
{800)275-8777

11/09/2020 04:57 PM
Product Qty Unit Price
Price

First-Class Mail® 1 $2.20
Large Envelope /

Las Vegas, NV 89101

Weight: 0 Th 6.80 oz

Estimated Delivery Date

Fri 11/13/2020
First-Class Mail® i $2.20

|.arge Envelope
Las Vegas, NV 89119
Weight: 0 1b 6.80 oz
Estimated Delivery Date
. Fri 1171372020

First-Class Mail® 1 $2.20
Large Envelope

Las Vegas, NV 89155

Weight: 0 1b 6.80 oz

Estimated Delivery Date

Fri 11/13/2020

First-Class Maii®@ 1 t$2.20
l.arge Envelope

Las Vegas, NV 89101

Weight: 0 1h 6.80 oz

Estimated Delivery Date

Fri 11/13/2020

Grwid Total: $8 .80
Credit Card Remitted $38.80
KXAKEAKEEEAAKEEKENKEKKRERRERXKKEKRKERRKEKRRKLKNKKK
Due to Timited transportation
availability as a resuit of
nationwide COVID-19 impacts
package delivery times may be
extended. Priority Mail Expressd®
service will not change.
AEKKEERETERART KX EENAXRRKEEAKREKARENENCAREXX

All sales Tinal on stamps and p .tage.
Thank you for your busines..

UFN: 314904-5556
Rece: . #: 840- 28900355~ 1- 44665422
Clerk: 00
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I HEREBY CERTIFY thatonthe _ 9}  day of November 2020, I placed a true and correct copy
of the foregoing OBJECTION AND APPEAL THE OCTOBER 27, 2020 MASTERS
RECOMMENDATIONS in the United States Mail, with first-class postage prepaid, addressed to
the following:

Clerk’s Office Filing Department
601 N Pecos Road
Las Vegas, NV 89101

GHANDI DEETER BLACKHAM
Brian E. Blackham

725 South 8thStreet, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Chief Judge Linda Bell
Dept VII — Crt. Rm 10E
Regional Justice Center
200 Lewis Ave

Las Vegas, NV 89155

Steven B. Wolfson, DA

Family Support Division

1900 E. Flamingo Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, NV 89119

DATED this_“1 day of November 2020

Pursuant to NRS 53.045, I declare under penalty of
perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Sk g Conc (signature)
KORI CAGE d

Petitioner, Pro se

492



Exhibit 3

493



MEMO :
Family Division, Department J R

Date: 52518
To:  KoriCage
RE:  D-07-374223-P

The proposed Order/Decree you submitted in the above case is hemg returned without 81gnature
for the following reasons:

1., Uponreview of ﬂ:e Application to Proceed in Forma Pauperis, the request for an Order te :
Proceed in Foriria Pauperis has not been granted. :

Please promptly resolve the above issues and then resubmit the proposed Order/Decree at your
ea:rhest convenience for firther review.,

THIS MEMO MUST ACCOMPANY RESUBMISSIONS THIS MEMO IS A COURTESY ONLYAND MAY
NOT INDICATE ALL DEFICIENCIES. IT IS THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE SUBMITTING PARTY TO
THOROUGHLY REVIEW DOCUMENTS FOR ERKGRS PRIOR TO RESUBMISS[ON
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MEMO
Family Division, Department J

Date:  4/7/20
To:  KoriCage

Re:  Cage v Coppedge
D-07-374223-P

The proposed Order/Decree you submitted in the above case is being returned without signature -
for the following reasons: .

1. Plaintiff must e-file an Application to Proceed in Forma Pauperis.

Please promptly resolve the above issues and then resubmit the proposed Order/Decree at your
carliest convenience for further review.

THISMEMOMUS T"ACCOMPANY-RESUBMISSIONS! THIS MEMO IS A COURTESY ONLY AND MAY
NOT INDICATE ALL DEFICIENCIES. IT IS THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE SUBMITTING PARTY TO
THOROUGHLY REVIEW DOCUMENTS FOR ERRORS PRIOR TO RESUBMISSION.
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I HEREBY CERTIFY that onthe |2 day of February 2021, I placed a true and correct copy
of the foregoing NOTICE OF APPEAL and CASE APPEAL STATEMENT in the United States

Mail, with first-class postage prepaid, addressed to the following:

Clerk’s Office Filing Department
601 North Pecos Rd.
Las Vegas, NV 89155

Honorable Dee Butler
Family Court House Dept J
601 North Pecos Road
Las Vegas, NV 89155

Steven B. Wolfson, DA
Family Support Division
1900 E. Flamingo Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, NV 89119

Brian E. Blackham / Leah Blakesley
725 South 8 Street, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

" DATED this 2. day of February 2021

Pursuant to NRS 53.045, I declare under penalty of
perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

CX o QMU (signature)
KORI CAGE <
Respondent, Pro se

RECEIVED
FER 16 2020
CLERK OF THE COURT
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

wedede ke

MALIKA COPPEDGE, CASE NO: 06R136990

PETITIONER(S).
VS, ' DEPARTMENT J

KORI L CAGE, RESPONDENT(S).

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING - CASE APPEAL STATEMENT

Submitted by:
Kori Cage
Name:

Address:
City/State/Zip.

Telephone:
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

1 HEREBY CERTIFY that onthe |2 day of February 2021, I placed a true and correct copy
of the foregoing NOTICE OF APPEAL and CASE APPEAL STATEMENT in the United States

Mail, with first-class postage prepaid, addressed to the following:

Clerk’s Office Filing Department
601 North Pecos Rd.
Las Vegas, NV 89155

Honorable Dee Butler
Family Court House Dept J
601 North Pecos Road
Las Vegas, NV 89155

Steven B. Wolfson, DA
Family Support Division
1900 E. Flamingo Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, NV 89119

Brian E. Blackham / Leah Blakesley

725 South 8t Street, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

DATED this . day of February 2021

Pursuant to NRS 53.045, I declare under penalty of
perjury that the foregoing is frue and correct.

CX_ o C,M/ (signature)
KORI CAGE 9
Respondent, Pro se
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Electronically Filed
04/28/2021 1.30 PM |

CLERK OF THE COURT

OFO

STEVEN B. WOLFSON
DISTRICT ATTORNEY

Nevada Bar No. 001565

FAMILY SUPPORT DIVISION
1900 East Flamingo Rd., Ste 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119-5168
(702) 671-9200
dafslegalgroup(@clarkcountyda.com
UPT - 437763100A

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY. NEVADA
NV DHHS DIV OF WELFARE & SUPP )
SERVICES (MALIKA COPPEDGE), )
) Case No.: 06R136990
Petitioner, )
VS. ) Dept. No.: J/Child Support
) Court
KORI L. CAGE, )
)
Respondent. )

ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION

This matter having come on for hearing this 17® day of March, 2021, on the
Objection of the: ] Respondent [_| Petitioner [_|District Attorney’s Office, Family
Support Division, (hereinafter, “DAFS”), to the Master’s Recommendations from
the Child Support Court hearing held on the 27™ day of October, 2020;

Respondent being [ ]present [X] not present

Petitioner being []present [X] not present

Steven B. Wolfson, District Attorney, being not present by and through

Deputy District Attorney, COREY ROBERTS, Esq.,

ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION
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NO HEARING HELD due to NRCP 1 and EDCR 1.10 states that the
procedure in district courts shall be administered to secure efficient, speedy, and
inexpensive determinations in every action. Pursuant to EDCR 2.23(c) and 5.501(b),
this Court can consider a motion and issue a decision on the papers at any time
without a hearing. Further, pursuant to EDCR 2.20(c), this Court can grant the
requested relief if there is no opposition timely filed.

The Court having reviewed the pleadings and papers herein and having heard
argument AND GOOD CAUSE THEREFORE APPEARING, this Court hereby
enters the following findings, conclusions and orders:

COURT FINDS that per NRS 425.3844(2); a recommendation entered by a
master must be furnished to each party at the conclusion of the proceedings or as
soon thereafter as possible. Within ten (10) days after receipt of the
recommendation, any party may file with the District Court and serve upon the other
parties a notice of objection to the recommendation. Pursuant to NRS 425.3844(3) if
the objection is not filed within (10) days of receipt of the recommendation, the
recommendation entered by the master shall be deemed approved by the District
Court, and the clerk of the District Court may file the recommendation and
judgement may be entered;

COURT ALSO FINDS the Master’s Recommendation based on the October

27, 2020 hearing was filed by the clerk of the District Court on November 19, 2020.

ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION
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No objection had been filed by date. On November 30, 2020, eleven (11) days after
the Recommendation was filed by the clerk of the District Court and deemed
approved by the District Court, Respondent Cage filed his Objection to the
Recommendation. EDCR 1.40(¢) addresses Child Support Masters specifically.
Accordingly, either party has ten (10) days after the conclusion of the proceeding
and receipt of the report to file and serve an objection to recommendations of child
support masters. Per NRCP 53(f)(1)(A), a party may file and serve objections to
masters report and recommendations (generally) within fourteen (14) days. NRCP
6(a)(1)(B) addresses the computation of time for filing motion papers. Parties are to
exclude the day of the event that triggers the period, count every day, including
intermediate weekends and holidays. Respondent Cage argues that his Objection
was filed timely;

COURT ALSO FINDS that thf:) SRéaspondent’s argument that the October 27,
2020 hearing date must be excludi:-g when calculating time is correct;

COURT ALSO FINDS that Respondent’s argument that the parties should
acknowledge time for receipt of the Recommendation sent to him via mail and time
for the clerk of the District Court to receive his Objection mailed to the court is
persuasive and correct. However, considering all arguments regarding whether
Respondent’s Objection was filed timely, the deadline to file an Objection was

November 6, 2020 per the ten (10) day rule. Even allowing for the fourteen (14) day

ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION
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rule, the deadline would have been November 10, 2020. Furthermore, giving
Respondent grace regarding potential delays in receipt of the Recommendation via
mail and mailing his Objection, the clerk filed the Recommendation on November
19, 2020, thirteen (13) days after the ten (10) day deadline and nine (9) days after the
fourteen (14) day deadline. Even giving Respondent Cage three or four days for
possible mail delays each way, the Objection was not filed until November 30, 2020.
The November 30, 2020 date is twenty-four (24) days beyond the ten (10) day
deadline and twenty (20) days beyond the 14 day deadline. Respondent Cage has
filed numerous pleadings in this matter since 2019, including pleadings to the
Supreme Court of Nevada. Respondent is aware of filing deadlines and must adhere
to them;

COURT ALSO FINDS that Respondent Cage’s Objection was filed untimely
and will not be considered. Furthermore, per NRCP 53(¢)(2) and EDCR 1.40(d), the
District Court SHALL accept the Master’s Recommendations unless clearly
erroneous. The clearly erroneous standard of review generally means that the
reviewing court must have a definite and firm conviction that a mistake was
committed. No such finding can be made here. Lastly, Petitioner Coppedge alleges
that Respondent Cage has increased litigation costs which caused a financial burden
and forced her to incur unnecessary attorney’s fees and costs. Respondent as filed at

least three objections.

ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION
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ACCORDINGLY, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND
DECREED that two prior objections were denied and now this objection filed
untimely is DENIED.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that THIS
COURT ORDERS that Petitioner’s request for attorney’s fees and costs is
GRANTED. Counsel for Petitioner shall file a Memorandum of Fees and Costs,
submit an unredacted billing statement to Chambers, and submit a corresponding
Order for Attorney s Fees and Costs;

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the Master’s Recommendation from the October 27, 2020 hearing (EXHIBIT 1),

"
/"

/"

ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION
Page S of 6

503




O 0 N N R W N e

|\ T N TR N6 TR N TR S I NG B e e e e e e -
thh B W N =D N 00 SN R WY = D

=N
~ N

filed by the clerk of the District Court on November 19, 2020, SHALL be affirmed

and adopted. DAFS shall submit the Order with the appropriate findings.

“DATED s Ay of AVZA D
Dated this 28th day of April, 2021
e DemX R,
DEE SMART BUTLER,
HONORABLE DISEA D82 Fat 727F
Dee Smart Butler
Submitted By: District Court Judge

@M—m

COREY ROBERTS, ESQ.
DEPUTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY
Nevada Bar No. 12482

FAMILY SUPPORT DIVISION
1900 East Flamingo Rd., Ste 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119

(702) 671-9200

ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION
Page 6 of 6

504




- - - - 7 T N

[ SO = T o B o S o R o R = EE = - O e o T T oo o e e T e
G ~ &t B W N N 8 S~ N s W N e D

MRAQO

STEVEN B. WOLFSON
DISTRICT ATTORNEY

Nevada Bar No. 001565

FAMILY SUPPORT DIVISION
1900 East Flamingo Road, Svite 100

%—;%2?;%33 i\;}x:)wda $9119-5168 D i Stl‘i ct C {)ll rt

TTY and/or other relay services: 711 CLARK COUNTY. NEVADA

437763100A
NV DHHS DIV OF WELFARE & SUPP SERVICES, )]
(MALIKA COPPEDGE), )
Petitioner, ) Case No. 06R136990

Ve, )

) Department No. CHILD SUPPORT
KORI L. CAGE, )
)
Respondent. )

MASTER’S RECOMMENDATION

This matter having been heard on OCTOBER 27, 2020 before the undersigned Hearing Master, having considered all the
evidence and having been fully advised in the premises, hereby makes the following Findings and Recommendations:

Parties present: §J Respondent  [] Respondent’s attorney Petitioner Petitioner’s attorney
[JPATERNITY [ PATERNITY PREVIOUSLY DECIDED
FINANCIALS: [[] CONTINUE PRIOR ORDERS (NO CHANGE TO PRIOR FINANCIAL ORDERS).

Basis for adjustment from state formula:
Respondent is to pay current support for the child(ren), Kyree Cage, Jayla Nicole Cage,

CHILD SUPPORT
Respondent is to pay monthly:
$5268.00 child support

medical support

spousal support

arrears payment

[0 ARREARAGES [J ARREARAGES NOT ADDRESSED AT THIS HEARING

TOTAL monthly payment is due on the 1™ day of each month, and continues thereafter until said child(ren)

$263.00 reach majority, become emancipated or further order of the Cowrt,

Respondent’s INCOME SHALL BE WITHHELD for the payment of support.

{1 Good cause to stay income withholding is based on: . Said withholding shall be postponed until Respondent
becomes delinquent in an amount equal to 30 days support.
[ ENFORCEMENT OF CONTROLLING ORDER: The registered order from dated , # is hereby

confirmed and is the controlling order for the following reasons: ] only order .
[ ESTABLISHMENT OF CONTROLLING ORDER: This is the first order establishing a child support obligation for this
noncustodial parent for the child(ren) listed in this order who reside(s) with this custodian.

Health insurance coverage for the minor child(ren) herein:
Respondent to provide: [] Petitioner to provide: [] Both Parties to provide:
if available through employer. {1 shall provide per court order,

Ordered Party(ies) to provide proof of said insurance to the District Attorney's Office, Family Support Division
within 90 days of today's date.

Under the Affordable Care Act, Medicaid is acceptable coverage,

EXHIBIT 1

FINDNG 16
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CASE NO. 06R136990

[] CONTEMPT OF COURT {J NOT A SHOW CAUSE HEARING

MODIFICATION OF PRIOR ORDER:

Modification effective: 10/1/2020.

This order modifies a previously existing, previously controlling support order. By this modification, this tribunal
assumes or retains continuing, exclusive jurisdiction of the child support obligation for the child(ren) and parties
identified in this order. Modification is proper for the following reason(s):

The previously controlling order is from Clark County, Nevada, dated April 23, 2018, #D-07-374223-P.

An individual party, Kori Cage, has requested modification of the previously controlling Nevada support order.

[ Anindividual party, , has requested modification; this tribunal has personal jurisdiction over the non-movant
and the issuing state (the state whose order controlled prior to this modification) is no longer the residence of any
individual party/contestant or child(ren).

[  Anindividual party, , has requested modification; all individual parties and children now reside in Nevada.

] All parties have filed written consent with the tribunal whose order controlled prior to this modification for this
tribunal to modify the support obligation and assume continuing, exclusive jurisdiction.

[J SUSPENSION OF LICENSES:

PAYMENTS

All mailed payments MUST be made in the form of a cashier’s check, money order or business check ONLY, made
payable to State Collection and Disbursement Unit (SCaDU).

Payments can be mailed to:
State Collection and Disbursement Unit (SCaDU)
P.O. Box 98950
Las Vegas, Nevada 89193-8950

Additionally, the following information must be included with each payment: name (first, middle, last) of person
responsible for paying child support, secial security number of person responsible for paying child support, child
support case number, and name of petitioner (first and last name of person receiving child support).

NOTICE: NO CREDIT WILL BE GIVEN FOR PAYMENTS PAID DIRECTLY TO THE PETITIONER.

Please visit www.clarkcountvnv.gov/district-attornev/fs for alternative payment options.
NOTICE: PRIOR ORDERS NOT SPECIFICALLY MODIFIED HEREIN REMAIN IN FULL FORCE AND EFFECT

NOTICE: Interest will be assessed on all unpaid child support balances for cases with a Nevada controlling order pursuant
to NRS 99.040. If the Respondent pays suppert through income withholding and the full obligation is not met by the amount
withheld by the employer, the Respondent is responsible to pay the difference between the court ordered obligation and the
amount withheld by the employer directly to the state disbursement unit. If the Respondent fails to do so, he/she may be
subject to assessment of interest. The Respondent may avoid these additional costs by making current suppert payments each
month, If another state takes jurisdiction and obtains a new order, Nevada interest will only be calculated to the date of the
new order and will be enforced.

NOTICE: Pursuant to NRS 125B.145 and federal law, EITHER parent, the legal guardian, and the Division of Welfare and
Supportive Services, where there is an assignment of support rights to the State, has the right to request a review of the
support provision of this order at least every three (3) years to determine if modification is appropriate; an application for this
purpose may be obtained from D.A. Family Support at 1900 E. Flamingo Rd., Suite 100, Las Vegas, Nevada 89119-5168,

NOTICE: Objections/Appeals are governed by EDCR1.40(e) and (f). You have ten (10) days from receipt of this Master’s
Recommendation 1o serve and file written objections to it. A failure to file and serve written objections will result in a final
Order/Judgment being ordered by District Court.

Steven B, Wollsan, District Attorey, Nevada Bar No. 01565
Family Support Division

1900 East Flamingo Road ¥10¢

Las Vegas, Nevada 591195168

{702) 6719200~ TTY sadinr athee velay services: 711 Page2 of 4 FINDNG 16
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CASE NO. 06R136990

NOTICE: Appeal from a Final Judgment by the Court is governed by NRAP 4 and must be filed within 30 days of written
Notice of Entry of Judgment.

NOTICE: Respondent is responsible for notifying the District Attorney, Family Support Division, of any change of address,
change of employment, health insurance coverage, change of custody, or any order relative to child support within ten (10}
days of such change.

NOTICE: If you want to adjust the amount of child support established in this order, vou MUST file a motion to modify the
order with or submit a stipulation to the court. If a motion to modify the order is not filed or a stipulation is not submitted, the
child support obligation established in this order will continue until such time as all children who are the subject of this order
reach 18 years of age or, if the youngest child who is subject to this order is still in high school when he or she reaches 18
years of age, when the child graduates from high school or reaches 19 years of age, whichever comes first. Unless the parties
agree otherwise in a stipulation, any modification made pursuant to a motion to modify the order will be effective as of the
date the motion was filed.

Respondent to bring new financial statement and proof of income next date.

This order does not stay collection of support arrears by execution or any other means allowed by law.

hodk ok ok ok ok ok ok sk ok gk ook sk ok ok ok ok ok ok o ok ok %k

MISCELLANEOUS FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND RECOMMENDATIONS:

Last payment- October 19, 2020 via UIB.

Parties have parallel Family District Court case, D-07-374223-P, wherein Petitioner was awarded Primary Physical
Custody. See Findings of Fact, Conclusion of Law and Judgment filed April 23, 2018. Nevada Supreme Court affirmed
in part and reversed in part the order. See NV Supreme Court Clerk's Certificate/Judgment- Affd/Rev Part filed
February 6, 2020.

Procedural History: Respondent requested modification based on a change of circumstance (20% change in income)
pursuant to NRS 125B.145(4¥NAC 425.170(1). (1) December 13, 2019 set temporary order of $323 per month based
on GMI $1,811 (25% of GMI = $453) and downward deviation of $65 per child per month for 2 additional children
Respondent is legally responsible for but continued the matter based on jurisdictional question as the Nevada Supreme
Court had not issued a remititur; temporary support order only to deal with contempt issue only. (2) March 13, 2020
hearing granted Respondent's request to reduce obligation, but left the obligation as temporary pending a hearing
September 25, 2020 to determine Respondent's GMI as UIB may end September 2020. (3) July 6, 2020 and September
22, 2020 hearing dates were continued,

Respondent's prior Gross Monthly Income was $3,262.44. A 20% change in income = $632.49,

Respondent's current income via UIB to be 3418 per week x 52 weeks = annual income of $21,736 / 12 months = Gross
Monthly Income of $1,811.33.

NAC 425 obligation for 2 children = $398.49 (GMI: $1,811.33 x 22%).

Respondent is legally responsible for 2 additional children, Kamryn Cage (03/26/2013); London Cage (02/09/2014), not
of the relationship. $130 deviation ($65/month per child) discussed/considered at December 13, 2019 hearing, District
Court's April 23, 2018 Judgment did not grant a deviation for other minor children.

Respondent receives Medicaid and Food stamps. Minor children have Medicaid under Respondent's public assistance
program,

Childcare costs: none at this time.

NEXT HEARING DATE IS O/C in Courtroom __ in Child Support Court at Child Support
Center of Southern Nevada, 1900 East Flamingo Road, Las Vegas, Nevada, for further
proceedings.

Steven B, Wollsan, District Attorey, Nevada Bar No. 01565
Family Support Division

1900 East Flamingo Road ¥10¢

Las Vegas, Nevada 591195168

{702) 6719200~ TTY sadinr athee velay services: 711 Page 3 of 4 FINDNG 16
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CASE NO. 06R136990

A, M <.

DATED: OCTOBER 27, 2020

MASTER
USJR DISPOSITIONS
(X - Settled/Withdrawn w/Judicial Conference/Hearing
(] - Involuntary (Statutory) Dismissal Respondent/Respondent’s Attorney
(] - Dismissed / Want of Prosecution Receipt of this document is
[] - Transferred to Another Jurisdiction acknowledged by my signature.
[] - Other Manner of Dispo
[]- Close Case
ORDER/JUDGMENT

[] The Clerk of the Court having reviewed the District Court’s file and having determined that no objection has been filed
within the ten day objection period, the Master’s Recommendation is hereby deemed approved by the District Court
pursuant to NRS 425.3844. The affixing of the Clerk of the Court’s file stamp to this Master’s Recommendation signifies
that the ten-day objection period has expired without an objection having been filed and that the District Court deems the
Master’s Recommendation to be approved as an QORDER/JUDGMENT of the District Court, effective with the file stamp
date, without need of a District Court Judge's signature affixed hereto. The parties are ordered to comply with this
Order/Judgment.

[X The District Court, having reviewed the above and foregoing Master’s Recommendation, and having received and
considered the objection thereto, as well as any other papers, testimony and argument related thereto and good cause
appearing,

[X ITIS HEREBY ORDERED that the Master’s Recommendation IS affirmed and adopted as an
ORDER/JUDGMENT of the District Court this_28th day of Apri ,20 2] .

(] ITIS HEREBY ORDERED that the Master’s Recommendation IS NOT affirmed and adopted this day of
.20 and this matter is remanded to Child Support Court on , 20 at
M. Dated this 28th day of April, 2021

B e Do R,

District Court Judge, Family Division

STEVEN B. WOLFSON, Clark County District Attorney gﬁg gl‘sl.'laa ls‘thstr(:r1 3

Nevada Bar No. 001565 District col".t Judge

c.r-ﬁ Pt

DEPUTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY
FAMILY SUPPORT DIVISION
1900 East Flamingo Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119-5168

By:

Steven B. Walfsen, District Attoraey, Nevada Bar Now 801565
Family Suppoet Divisina

1980 East Flumiogn Road #100

Las Vegas, Nevada 891195168

(702) 671.9200 - TTY and/nr ather relay serviees: 711 Page 4 of 4 FINDNG 1.6
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Malika Coppedge, Petitioner(s). | CASE NO: 06R136990
VS, DEPT. NO. Department J

Kori L Cage, Respondent(s).

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

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

Service Date: 4/28/2021

Laura Deeter, Esq. laura@ghandilaw.com

Brian Blackham, Esq. brian@ghandilaw.com

Leah Blakesley, Esq. leah@ghandilaw.com

Theresa Calabrese Vance tev@ghandilaw.com

Renee Humphrey rmh@ghandilaw.com

Nedda Ghandi nedda@ghandilaw.com

Public BY DAFS DAFSLegal Group@clarkcountyda.com
Joshua Boren jb@ghandilaw.com
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

KORI LOVETT CAGE, Supreme Court No. 82333

Appellant, District Court Case No. R136990

Vs,

MALIKA COPPEDGE, '

Respondent. Fl LED
MAY - & 2021

CLERK’ RTIFICAT

STATE OF NEVADA, ss. . o]

|, Elizabeth A. Brown, the duly appointed and qualified Clerk of the Supreme Court of
the State of Nevada, do hereby certify that the following is a full, true and correct copy
of the Judgment in this matter.

JUDGMENT

The court being fully advised in the premises and the law, it is now ordered, adjudged
and decreed, as follows:

“ORDERS this appeal DISMISSED.”
Judgment, as quoted above, entered this 08 day of April, 2021.
| IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have subscribed
my name and affixed the seal of the Supreme
Court at my Office in Carson City, Nevada this
May 03, 2021.

Elizabeth A. Brown, Supreme Court Clerk

By: Kaitlin Meetze
Administrative Assistant
061136090
ccJo
NV Supreme Court Clerks Certificate/dudgn
T
1
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

KORI LOVETT CAGE, No. 82333
Appellant,
MALIKA COPPE;?}':E, F l I- E D
Respondent. APR 88 2021
AU SBAZETHA. NCuN

. ’ COURT
ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL "'—%“r

This is a pro se appeal from an order denying appellant’s motion
to modify child support. Eighth Judicial District Court, Family Court
Division, Clark County; Dedree Butler, Judge.

Review of the documents submitted to this court pursuant to
NRAP 3(g) reveals a jurisdictional defect. Specifically, it appears the notice
of appeal was filed more than 30 days after service of written notice of entry
of the challenged order. See NRAP 4(a)(1); NRAP 26(c). The order was
entered on November 19, 2020, and written notice of entry was filed and
served on appellant on November 30, 2020. The notice of appeal was not
filed until January 7, 2021, after the expiration of the 30 days permitted by
NRAP 4(a)(1). Accordingly, the notice of appeal was untimely filed; this
court lacks jurisdiction, and

ORDERS this appeal DISMISSED.
Pa¥raguirre
AgC. 9 .. _M_. J.
Stiglich Silver

ERE 7 I

2110037 |

a2 e Pa et B L e YT gl s RSt meenl, e



cc:  Hon. Dedree Butler, District Judge, Family Court Division

Kori Lovett Cage

Ghandi Deeter Blackham
Eighth District Court Clerk
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

KORI LOVETT CAGE, Supreme Court No. 82333
Appellant, District Court Case No. R136990
V8.
MALIKA COPPEDGE,
Respondent.

REMITTIT

TO: Steven D. Grierson, Eighth District Court Clerk
Pursuant to the rules of this court, enclosed are the following:

Certified copy of Judgment and Opinion/Order.
Receipt for Remittitur.

DATE: May 03, 2021
Elizabeth A. Brown, Clerk of Court

By: Kaitlin Meetze
Administrative Assistant

cc (without enclosures):
Hon. Dedree Butler, District Judge
Kori Lovett Cage
Ghandi Deeter Blackham \ Brian E. Blackham

RECEIPT FOR REMITTITUR

Received of Elizabeth A. Brown, Clerk of the Supreme Court of the State of Nevada, the
REMITTITUR issued in the above-entitled cause, on MAY - 4 2021 .

HEATHER UNGERMANN
Deputy District Court Clerk

RECEIVED
APPEALS

MAY -4 2021
CLERK OF THECOURT

1 21-12553
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Electronically Filed
5/11/2021 9:41 AM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERK OF THE CO
NEOJ &Tu‘»ﬁ j EL“‘“'

STEVEN B. WOLFSON
DISTRICT ATTORNEY

Nevada Bar No. 0001565

FAMILY SUPPORT DIVISION
1900 East Flamingo Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119

(702) 671-9200
UPL:437763100A

IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
NV DHHS DIV OF WELFARE & SUPP )
SERVICES (MALIKA COPPEDGE), )
)

Petitioner, )
} CASE NO.: 06R136990

VS, )} DEPT. No.: J

} (Child Support Court)
KORI L. CAGE, )

)

Respondent. )

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER

TO: KORIL. CAGE, Respondent,

TO: NV DHHS DIV OF WELFARE & SUPP SERVICES (MALIKA
COPPEDGE), Petitioner:

YOU AND EACH OF YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on the 28™ day
of April, 2021, an ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION was entered in the above-
i

I

1

MODPET

Case Number: 06R136990
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entitled matter, a copy of which is attached to this Notice.
DATED this 11% day of May, 2021.

Respectfully submitted,

Steven B. Wolfson

Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar No. 001565

By: (ot (T
COREY-ROBERTS, ESQ.
Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #012482

MODPET

515
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Cert Case No. 06R136990

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that service of the above NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER
was made this 11" day of May, 2021, by depositing a copy of same in the United States
mail, postage prepaid, addressed to:

KORI CAGE
8655 ROWLAND BLUFF AVE.
LAS VEGAS, NV 89178

By: /D—/Q %_/LA\;
Employee, Clark County
District Attorney’s Office,
Family Support Division

MODPET
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Cert Case No. 06R136990

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that service of the above NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER

lth

was made this 11" day of May, 2021 by depositing a copy of same in the United States

mail, postage prepaid, addressed to:

LEAH BLAKESLEY, ESQ.

725 SOUTH 8™ STREET, #100
LAS VEGAS, NV 89101
ATTORNEY FOR PETITIONER

By: /D'ﬂ :%—}*\»4
Employee, Clark County
District Attorney’s Office,

Family Support Division

MODPET
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ELECTRONICALLY SERVED

4/28/2021 1:30 PM
Electronically Filed

04/28/2021 1.30 PM

CLERK OF THE COURT

OFO

STEVEN B. WOLFSON
DISTRICT ATTORNEY

Nevada Bar No. 001565

FAMILY SUPPORT DIVISION
1900 East Flamingo Rd., Ste 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119-5168
(702) 671-9200
dafslegalgroup(@clarkcountyda.com
UPT - 437763100A

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY. NEVADA
NV DHHS DIV OF WELFARE & SUPP )
SERVICES (MALIKA COPPEDGE), )
) Case No.: 06R136990
Petitioner, )
VS. ) Dept. No.: J/Child Support
) Court
KORI L. CAGE, )
)
Respondent. )

ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION

This matter having come on for hearing this 17® day of March, 2021, on the
Objection of the: ] Respondent [_| Petitioner [_|District Attorney’s Office, Family
Support Division, (hereinafter, “DAFS”), to the Master’s Recommendations from
the Child Support Court hearing held on the 27™ day of October, 2020;

Respondent being [ ]present [X] not present

Petitioner being []present [X] not present

Steven B. Wolfson, District Attorney, being not present by and through

Deputy District Attorney, COREY ROBERTS, Esq.,

ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION
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NO HEARING HELD due to NRCP 1 and EDCR 1.10 states that the
procedure in district courts shall be administered to secure efficient, speedy, and
inexpensive determinations in every action. Pursuant to EDCR 2.23(c) and 5.501(b),
this Court can consider a motion and issue a decision on the papers at any time
without a hearing. Further, pursuant to EDCR 2.20(c), this Court can grant the
requested relief if there is no opposition timely filed.

The Court having reviewed the pleadings and papers herein and having heard
argument AND GOOD CAUSE THEREFORE APPEARING, this Court hereby
enters the following findings, conclusions and orders:

COURT FINDS that per NRS 425.3844(2); a recommendation entered by a
master must be furnished to each party at the conclusion of the proceedings or as
soon thereafter as possible. Within ten (10) days after receipt of the
recommendation, any party may file with the District Court and serve upon the other
parties a notice of objection to the recommendation. Pursuant to NRS 425.3844(3) if
the objection is not filed within (10) days of receipt of the recommendation, the
recommendation entered by the master shall be deemed approved by the District
Court, and the clerk of the District Court may file the recommendation and
judgement may be entered;

COURT ALSO FINDS the Master’s Recommendation based on the October

27, 2020 hearing was filed by the clerk of the District Court on November 19, 2020.

ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION
Page 2 of 6
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No objection had been filed by date. On November 30, 2020, eleven (11) days after
the Recommendation was filed by the clerk of the District Court and deemed
approved by the District Court, Respondent Cage filed his Objection to the
Recommendation. EDCR 1.40(¢) addresses Child Support Masters specifically.
Accordingly, either party has ten (10) days after the conclusion of the proceeding
and receipt of the report to file and serve an objection to recommendations of child
support masters. Per NRCP 53(f)(1)(A), a party may file and serve objections to
masters report and recommendations (generally) within fourteen (14) days. NRCP
6(a)(1)(B) addresses the computation of time for filing motion papers. Parties are to
exclude the day of the event that triggers the period, count every day, including
intermediate weekends and holidays. Respondent Cage argues that his Objection
was filed timely;

COURT ALSO FINDS that thf:) SRéaspondent’s argument that the October 27,
2020 hearing date must be excludi:-g when calculating time is correct;

COURT ALSO FINDS that Respondent’s argument that the parties should
acknowledge time for receipt of the Recommendation sent to him via mail and time
for the clerk of the District Court to receive his Objection mailed to the court is
persuasive and correct. However, considering all arguments regarding whether
Respondent’s Objection was filed timely, the deadline to file an Objection was

November 6, 2020 per the ten (10) day rule. Even allowing for the fourteen (14) day

ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION
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rule, the deadline would have been November 10, 2020. Furthermore, giving
Respondent grace regarding potential delays in receipt of the Recommendation via
mail and mailing his Objection, the clerk filed the Recommendation on November
19, 2020, thirteen (13) days after the ten (10) day deadline and nine (9) days after the
fourteen (14) day deadline. Even giving Respondent Cage three or four days for
possible mail delays each way, the Objection was not filed until November 30, 2020.
The November 30, 2020 date is twenty-four (24) days beyond the ten (10) day
deadline and twenty (20) days beyond the 14 day deadline. Respondent Cage has
filed numerous pleadings in this matter since 2019, including pleadings to the
Supreme Court of Nevada. Respondent is aware of filing deadlines and must adhere
to them;

COURT ALSO FINDS that Respondent Cage’s Objection was filed untimely
and will not be considered. Furthermore, per NRCP 53(¢)(2) and EDCR 1.40(d), the
District Court SHALL accept the Master’s Recommendations unless clearly
erroneous. The clearly erroneous standard of review generally means that the
reviewing court must have a definite and firm conviction that a mistake was
committed. No such finding can be made here. Lastly, Petitioner Coppedge alleges
that Respondent Cage has increased litigation costs which caused a financial burden
and forced her to incur unnecessary attorney’s fees and costs. Respondent as filed at

least three objections.

ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION
Page 4 of 6
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ACCORDINGLY, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND
DECREED that two prior objections were denied and now this objection filed
untimely is DENIED.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that THIS
COURT ORDERS that Petitioner’s request for attorney’s fees and costs is
GRANTED. Counsel for Petitioner shall file a Memorandum of Fees and Costs,
submit an unredacted billing statement to Chambers, and submit a corresponding
Order for Attorney s Fees and Costs;

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the Master’s Recommendation from the October 27, 2020 hearing (EXHIBIT 1),

"
/"

/"

ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION
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filed by the clerk of the District Court on November 19, 2020, SHALL be affirmed

and adopted. DAFS shall submit the Order with the appropriate findings.

“DATED s Ay of AVZA D
Dated this 28th day of April, 2021
e DemX R,
DEE SMART BUTLER,
HONORABLE DISEA D82 Fat 727F
Dee Smart Butler
Submitted By: District Court Judge

@M—m

COREY ROBERTS, ESQ.
DEPUTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY
Nevada Bar No. 12482

FAMILY SUPPORT DIVISION
1900 East Flamingo Rd., Ste 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119

(702) 671-9200

ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION
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STEVEN B. WOLFSON
DISTRICT ATTORNEY

Nevada Bar No. 001565

FAMILY SUPPORT DIVISION
1900 East Flamingo Road, Svite 100

%—;%2?;%33 i\;}x:)wda $9119-5168 D i Stl‘i ct C {)ll rt

TTY and/or other relay services: 711 CLARK COUNTY. NEVADA

437763100A
NV DHHS DIV OF WELFARE & SUPP SERVICES, )]
(MALIKA COPPEDGE), )
Petitioner, ) Case No. 06R136990

Ve, )

) Department No. CHILD SUPPORT
KORI L. CAGE, )
)
Respondent. )

MASTER’S RECOMMENDATION

This matter having been heard on OCTOBER 27, 2020 before the undersigned Hearing Master, having considered all the
evidence and having been fully advised in the premises, hereby makes the following Findings and Recommendations:

Parties present: §J Respondent  [] Respondent’s attorney Petitioner Petitioner’s attorney
[JPATERNITY [ PATERNITY PREVIOUSLY DECIDED
FINANCIALS: [[] CONTINUE PRIOR ORDERS (NO CHANGE TO PRIOR FINANCIAL ORDERS).

Basis for adjustment from state formula:
Respondent is to pay current support for the child(ren), Kyree Cage, Jayla Nicole Cage,

CHILD SUPPORT
Respondent is to pay monthly:
$5268.00 child support

medical support

spousal support

arrears payment

[0 ARREARAGES [J ARREARAGES NOT ADDRESSED AT THIS HEARING

TOTAL monthly payment is due on the 1™ day of each month, and continues thereafter until said child(ren)

$263.00 reach majority, become emancipated or further order of the Cowrt,

Respondent’s INCOME SHALL BE WITHHELD for the payment of support.

{1 Good cause to stay income withholding is based on: . Said withholding shall be postponed until Respondent
becomes delinquent in an amount equal to 30 days support.
[ ENFORCEMENT OF CONTROLLING ORDER: The registered order from dated , # is hereby

confirmed and is the controlling order for the following reasons: ] only order .
[ ESTABLISHMENT OF CONTROLLING ORDER: This is the first order establishing a child support obligation for this
noncustodial parent for the child(ren) listed in this order who reside(s) with this custodian.

Health insurance coverage for the minor child(ren) herein:
Respondent to provide: [] Petitioner to provide: [] Both Parties to provide:
if available through employer. {1 shall provide per court order,

Ordered Party(ies) to provide proof of said insurance to the District Attorney's Office, Family Support Division
within 90 days of today's date.

Under the Affordable Care Act, Medicaid is acceptable coverage,

EXHIBIT 1

FINDNG 16
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CASE NO. 06R136990

[] CONTEMPT OF COURT {J NOT A SHOW CAUSE HEARING

MODIFICATION OF PRIOR ORDER:

Modification effective: 10/1/2020.

This order modifies a previously existing, previously controlling support order. By this modification, this tribunal
assumes or retains continuing, exclusive jurisdiction of the child support obligation for the child(ren) and parties
identified in this order. Modification is proper for the following reason(s):

The previously controlling order is from Clark County, Nevada, dated April 23, 2018, #D-07-374223-P.

An individual party, Kori Cage, has requested modification of the previously controlling Nevada support order.

[ Anindividual party, , has requested modification; this tribunal has personal jurisdiction over the non-movant
and the issuing state (the state whose order controlled prior to this modification) is no longer the residence of any
individual party/contestant or child(ren).

[  Anindividual party, , has requested modification; all individual parties and children now reside in Nevada.

] All parties have filed written consent with the tribunal whose order controlled prior to this modification for this
tribunal to modify the support obligation and assume continuing, exclusive jurisdiction.

[J SUSPENSION OF LICENSES:

PAYMENTS

All mailed payments MUST be made in the form of a cashier’s check, money order or business check ONLY, made
payable to State Collection and Disbursement Unit (SCaDU).

Payments can be mailed to:
State Collection and Disbursement Unit (SCaDU)
P.O. Box 98950
Las Vegas, Nevada 89193-8950

Additionally, the following information must be included with each payment: name (first, middle, last) of person
responsible for paying child support, secial security number of person responsible for paying child support, child
support case number, and name of petitioner (first and last name of person receiving child support).

NOTICE: NO CREDIT WILL BE GIVEN FOR PAYMENTS PAID DIRECTLY TO THE PETITIONER.

Please visit www.clarkcountvnv.gov/district-attornev/fs for alternative payment options.
NOTICE: PRIOR ORDERS NOT SPECIFICALLY MODIFIED HEREIN REMAIN IN FULL FORCE AND EFFECT

NOTICE: Interest will be assessed on all unpaid child support balances for cases with a Nevada controlling order pursuant
to NRS 99.040. If the Respondent pays suppert through income withholding and the full obligation is not met by the amount
withheld by the employer, the Respondent is responsible to pay the difference between the court ordered obligation and the
amount withheld by the employer directly to the state disbursement unit. If the Respondent fails to do so, he/she may be
subject to assessment of interest. The Respondent may avoid these additional costs by making current suppert payments each
month, If another state takes jurisdiction and obtains a new order, Nevada interest will only be calculated to the date of the
new order and will be enforced.

NOTICE: Pursuant to NRS 125B.145 and federal law, EITHER parent, the legal guardian, and the Division of Welfare and
Supportive Services, where there is an assignment of support rights to the State, has the right to request a review of the
support provision of this order at least every three (3) years to determine if modification is appropriate; an application for this
purpose may be obtained from D.A. Family Support at 1900 E. Flamingo Rd., Suite 100, Las Vegas, Nevada 89119-5168,

NOTICE: Objections/Appeals are governed by EDCR1.40(e) and (f). You have ten (10) days from receipt of this Master’s
Recommendation 1o serve and file written objections to it. A failure to file and serve written objections will result in a final
Order/Judgment being ordered by District Court.

Steven B, Wollsan, District Attorey, Nevada Bar No. 01565
Family Support Division

1900 East Flamingo Road ¥10¢

Las Vegas, Nevada 591195168

{702) 6719200~ TTY sadinr athee velay services: 711 Page2 of 4 FINDNG 16
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CASE NO. 06R136990

NOTICE: Appeal from a Final Judgment by the Court is governed by NRAP 4 and must be filed within 30 days of written
Notice of Entry of Judgment.

NOTICE: Respondent is responsible for notifying the District Attorney, Family Support Division, of any change of address,
change of employment, health insurance coverage, change of custody, or any order relative to child support within ten (10}
days of such change.

NOTICE: If you want to adjust the amount of child support established in this order, vou MUST file a motion to modify the
order with or submit a stipulation to the court. If a motion to modify the order is not filed or a stipulation is not submitted, the
child support obligation established in this order will continue until such time as all children who are the subject of this order
reach 18 years of age or, if the youngest child who is subject to this order is still in high school when he or she reaches 18
years of age, when the child graduates from high school or reaches 19 years of age, whichever comes first. Unless the parties
agree otherwise in a stipulation, any modification made pursuant to a motion to modify the order will be effective as of the
date the motion was filed.

Respondent to bring new financial statement and proof of income next date.

This order does not stay collection of support arrears by execution or any other means allowed by law.

hodk ok ok ok ok ok ok sk ok gk ook sk ok ok ok ok ok ok o ok ok %k

MISCELLANEOUS FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND RECOMMENDATIONS:

Last payment- October 19, 2020 via UIB.

Parties have parallel Family District Court case, D-07-374223-P, wherein Petitioner was awarded Primary Physical
Custody. See Findings of Fact, Conclusion of Law and Judgment filed April 23, 2018. Nevada Supreme Court affirmed
in part and reversed in part the order. See NV Supreme Court Clerk's Certificate/Judgment- Affd/Rev Part filed
February 6, 2020.

Procedural History: Respondent requested modification based on a change of circumstance (20% change in income)
pursuant to NRS 125B.145(4¥NAC 425.170(1). (1) December 13, 2019 set temporary order of $323 per month based
on GMI $1,811 (25% of GMI = $453) and downward deviation of $65 per child per month for 2 additional children
Respondent is legally responsible for but continued the matter based on jurisdictional question as the Nevada Supreme
Court had not issued a remititur; temporary support order only to deal with contempt issue only. (2) March 13, 2020
hearing granted Respondent's request to reduce obligation, but left the obligation as temporary pending a hearing
September 25, 2020 to determine Respondent's GMI as UIB may end September 2020. (3) July 6, 2020 and September
22, 2020 hearing dates were continued,

Respondent's prior Gross Monthly Income was $3,262.44. A 20% change in income = $632.49,

Respondent's current income via UIB to be 3418 per week x 52 weeks = annual income of $21,736 / 12 months = Gross
Monthly Income of $1,811.33.

NAC 425 obligation for 2 children = $398.49 (GMI: $1,811.33 x 22%).

Respondent is legally responsible for 2 additional children, Kamryn Cage (03/26/2013); London Cage (02/09/2014), not
of the relationship. $130 deviation ($65/month per child) discussed/considered at December 13, 2019 hearing, District
Court's April 23, 2018 Judgment did not grant a deviation for other minor children.

Respondent receives Medicaid and Food stamps. Minor children have Medicaid under Respondent's public assistance
program,

Childcare costs: none at this time.

NEXT HEARING DATE IS O/C in Courtroom __ in Child Support Court at Child Support
Center of Southern Nevada, 1900 East Flamingo Road, Las Vegas, Nevada, for further
proceedings.

Steven B, Wollsan, District Attorey, Nevada Bar No. 01565
Family Support Division

1900 East Flamingo Road ¥10¢

Las Vegas, Nevada 591195168

{702) 6719200~ TTY sadinr athee velay services: 711 Page 3 of 4 FINDNG 16
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CASE NO. 06R136990

A, M <.

DATED: OCTOBER 27, 2020

MASTER
USJR DISPOSITIONS
(X - Settled/Withdrawn w/Judicial Conference/Hearing
(] - Involuntary (Statutory) Dismissal Respondent/Respondent’s Attorney
(] - Dismissed / Want of Prosecution Receipt of this document is
[] - Transferred to Another Jurisdiction acknowledged by my signature.
[] - Other Manner of Dispo
[]- Close Case
ORDER/JUDGMENT

[] The Clerk of the Court having reviewed the District Court’s file and having determined that no objection has been filed
within the ten day objection period, the Master’s Recommendation is hereby deemed approved by the District Court
pursuant to NRS 425.3844. The affixing of the Clerk of the Court’s file stamp to this Master’s Recommendation signifies
that the ten-day objection period has expired without an objection having been filed and that the District Court deems the
Master’s Recommendation to be approved as an QORDER/JUDGMENT of the District Court, effective with the file stamp
date, without need of a District Court Judge's signature affixed hereto. The parties are ordered to comply with this
Order/Judgment.

[X The District Court, having reviewed the above and foregoing Master’s Recommendation, and having received and
considered the objection thereto, as well as any other papers, testimony and argument related thereto and good cause
appearing,

[X ITIS HEREBY ORDERED that the Master’s Recommendation IS affirmed and adopted as an
ORDER/JUDGMENT of the District Court this_28th day of Apri ,20 2] .

(] ITIS HEREBY ORDERED that the Master’s Recommendation IS NOT affirmed and adopted this day of
.20 and this matter is remanded to Child Support Court on , 20 at
M. Dated this 28th day of April, 2021

B e Do R,

District Court Judge, Family Division

STEVEN B. WOLFSON, Clark County District Attorney gﬁg gl‘sl.'laa ls‘thstr(:r1 3

Nevada Bar No. 001565 District col".t Judge

c.r-ﬁ Pt

DEPUTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY
FAMILY SUPPORT DIVISION
1900 East Flamingo Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119-5168

By:

Steven B. Walfsen, District Attoraey, Nevada Bar Now 801565
Family Suppoet Divisina

1980 East Flumiogn Road #100

Las Vegas, Nevada 891195168

(702) 671.9200 - TTY and/nr ather relay serviees: 711 Page 4 of 4 FINDNG 1.6
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Malika Coppedge, Petitioner(s). | CASE NO: 06R136990
VS, DEPT. NO. Department J

Kori L Cage, Respondent(s).

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

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

Service Date: 4/28/2021

Laura Deeter, Esq. laura@ghandilaw.com

Brian Blackham, Esq. brian@ghandilaw.com

Leah Blakesley, Esq. leah@ghandilaw.com

Theresa Calabrese Vance tev@ghandilaw.com

Renee Humphrey rmh@ghandilaw.com

Nedda Ghandi nedda@ghandilaw.com

Public BY DAFS DAFSLegal Group@clarkcountyda.com
Joshua Boren jb@ghandilaw.com
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Electronically Filed
05/25/2021

sk SHoun
CLERK OF THE COURT

MRCGN

KORI CAGE

8655 Rowland Bluff Ave
Las Vegas, Nevada 89178
Phone: (702) 771-2506
kcage0l@gmail.com

Respondent in Proper Person

DISTRICT COURT CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

NEVADA DEPT. OF HEALTH & Case No.: R136990

HUMAN SERVICES, DIV. OF Dept. No. Child Support
WELFARE & SUPPORTIVE

SERVICES, AND MALIKA Oral Argument Requested: NO
COPPEDGE

Petitioner,
Vs.

KORI CAGE

Respondent.

MOTION TO RECONSIDER PETITIONERS ATTORNEY FEES AND
ADOPTION OF MASTERS RECCOMENDATIONS FROM THE
OCTOBER 27, 2020 HEARING

COMES NOW, Respondent, Kori Cage, appearing in proper person, and

hereby pursuant to EDCR 5.513 brings forth this Motion to Reconsider Petitioners

529




I llattorney fees and the adoption of Master’s Recommendations from the October 27,
2020 hearing. This reconsideration is in accordance to NRS 238.100 (1) (Date of
4 || postmark deemed date of filing or payment)' and based upon the following

memorandum of points and authorities and the appendix of exhibits on file herein.

7 MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
I. Reconsideration of Respondents untimely objection

10 The DA, Petitioner and Respondent are in agreement that the deadline to file

1
his objection from the October 27, 2020 hearing was November 10, 2020,

12
13 ||However the Respondent disagrees with the court that the filing date should reflect

14 11 November 20, 2020, 28 days past the deadline. Under NRS 238.100

16 (1) any document or payment required or permitted by law or regulation to
7 be filed or made by mailing to the State or any of its agencies or political

subdivisions shall be deemed filed or made on the date of the postmark dated
by the post office on the envelope in which it was mailed.

(2) If a document or payment was mailed but not received by the addressee

20 or was received but the postmarked date is illegible or omitted, the document
21 or payment shall be deemed filed or made on the date it was mailed, if the
sender:
22
23 (a) Establishes by a postal receipt for registered or certified mail that
the mailing date was on or before the required date for filing or
2 payment; and

25

26
27

28 {11 Court minutes emailed 4/21/2021

_

530



E-T A -

10
3

12

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23

24

26
27

28

" Here, the Respondents objection was mailed and postmarked November 9,

2020, therefore the filing date should reflect that date as well. (Exhibit 1)

IL. Reconsideration of Petitioners Attorney fees

Additionally, as stated in the March 17, 2021 court minutes, “Petitioner
alleges that Respondent Cage has increased litigation costs which caused a
financial burden and forced her to incur unnecessary attorney fees and costs.
Respondent has filed at least 3 objections. Two prior objections were denied and
now this objection filed untimely is denied.” The court then granted Petitioners
request for attorney’s fees, directing Petitioner to submit an unredacted billing
statement and submit a corresponding Order for attorney’s fees and cost. [1] Due
to Petitioners prior fabrication of attorney fees?, Respondent is requesting a copy of
the unredacted billing statement to review. [2] Under NRS 18.010(2)(b)) a motion

must be found frivolous® in order to grant attorney fees. See also Rivero v. Rivero,

216 P.3d 213, 233 (Nev. 2009) discussing

? See March 17, 2018 hearing
*A claim is frivolous when the claim lacks any arguable basis either in law or in fact Neitze v.

Williams, 490 U.S. 319, 325 (1989). That means, in a frivolous claim, either: “(1) "the 'factual
contentions are clearly baseless, such as when allegations are the product of delusion or fantasy;"

or (2) "the claim is "based on an indisputably meritless legal theory.™ Livingston v. Adirondack
Beverage Co.. 141 F.3d 434, 437 (2d Cir. 1998).

3
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The district court may award attorney fees as a sanction under NRS
18.010(2)(b), NRCP 11, and EDCR 7.60(b) if it concludes that a party brought a
frivolous claim. The district court must determine if there was any credible
evidence or reasonable basis for the claim at the time of filing. Semenza v.
Caughlin Crafted Homes, 111 Nev. 1089, 1095, 901 _P.2d 684, 687-88 (1995)
(discussing NRS 18.010(2)(b)). Although a district court has discretion to award
attorney fees as a sanction, there must be evidence supporting the district court's
finding that the claim or defense was unreasonable or brought to harass. Id.

“It further discusses that “Although Ms. Rivero did not prevail on
the motion, and it may have been without merit, that alone is insufficient for a
determination that the motion was frivolous, warranting sanctions. Nothing in
the record indicates that the district court attempted to determine if there was any
credible evidence or a reasonable basis for Ms. Rivero's motion to disqualify.
Because the chief judge did not hold a hearing or make findings of fact, no
evidence demonstrates that Ms. Rivero's motion was unreasonable or brought to
harass.”

If the court believes that Respondents objection was meritless the
Respondent contends that the court did not conclude that Respondent objection
was frivolous nor make findings of fact that Cage’s motion was unreasonable or

brought to harass.
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Agwara v. DCP Inv. Holding discusses Pardee Homes, 135 Nev. At

177, 444P.3d at 427 prohibiting an award of attorney fees as special damages

simply because of the necessity of commencing or defending an action based on
the injurious conduct of another, stating that “the mere fact that a party was forced
to defend a lawsuit is insufficient to support an award of attorney fees as special

damages.” In Sandy Valley, 117 Nev. At 956-57, 35 P.3d at 969-70 the Supreme

Court outlines the necessary steps to properly plead a claim for attorney fees as
special damages which has been narrowed and clarified several times since the
opinion was published in 2001, creating a limited exception to the American Rule.
Further, the fact the Respondents meritorious and lawful previous objections
were denied without reason is not indicative of frivolousness. If that were the
standard then, then voluminous requests for Petitioners attorney fees were also
denied and should therefore be deemed frivolous. Although it may have Increased
litigation expenses, the Respondent had the legal right and every objection was
different, brought forth in good faith and not to harass. If procedures were followed
(sua sponte order reducing to judgment) and laws were enforced (NRS
125.080(9)(1) relative income) or enacted timely (NAC 425.150), etc. these

proceeding would have ended March 13, 2020.
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- Lastly, as an unrepresented, indigenous male the government has not treated
sitnilar situated people alike, as Respondents “untimely” objection was not
considered while Petitioner’s “untimely” objection were considered (attorney fees
and the decision to not consider Respondents objection.) This conduct has clearly

created classification or distinction among people.*

THEREFORE, Respondent prays for relief as follows:

1. To reconsider the courts “untimely filing” decision and consider
Respondents objection.
2. To reconsider and deny the award of Petitioners attorney fees.

DATED this 30 day of April 2021

Pursuant to NRS 53.045, I declare under penalty of
perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

W C oot (signature)
KORI CAGE Y
Petitioner, Pro se

*See Rico v. Rodriguez, 121 Nev. 695, 703, 120 P.3s 812, 817 (2005). In re: effectuates

dissimilar treatment of similarly situated persons.
6
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CPU CHOICE MARKET
BOSS 5 RAINBOW BLVD
LAS VEGAS, NV 89139-6495

{800 275-8777
1170872020

Product aty Unit
Price

First-Class Mail@ i
Large Envelope
Las Vegas, NV 89101
Weignt: O 1b 6.80 oz
Estimated Delivery Date
Fri 1141372020
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Estimated Del ivery Date
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Las Vegss, NV 83155
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Estimated Delivery Date
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Large Envelops
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Waight: O b 6 80 o2
Estimated Delivery Date
Frid 1171372020
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Credit Card Hemitted

0457 PH

Price

$£.2§

2.0

$2.20

$2.20
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Due to Vimlted ansportation
availability as & result of
natiomwide COVID-19 {mpacts
packape delivery tipes mav be
extended, Priority Mall Expressd
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Tage,

Thank vou for vour busings..

UFN: 314804-5556
Clerik: 0
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

[HEREBY CERTIFY that on the f} day of November 2020, I placed a true and correct copy
of the foregoing OBJECTION AND APPEAL THE OCTOBER 27, 2020 MASTERS
RECOMMENDATIONS in the United States Mail, with first-class postage prepaid, addressed to
the following:

Clerk’s Office Filing Department
601 N Pecos Road
Las Vegas, NV 89101

GHANDI DEETER BLACKHAM
Brian E. Blackham

725 South 8thStreet, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Chief Judge Linda Bell
Dept VII - Crt. Rm 10E
Regional Justice Center
200 Lewis Ave

Las Vegas, NV 89155

Steven B. Wolfson, DA

Family Support Division

1900 E. Flamingo Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, NV 89119

DATED this_“] _ day of November 2020

Pursuant to NRS 53.045, I declare under penalty of
perjury that the foregoing is true and correct,

S oa s Cove (signature)
KORI CAGE ¢
Petitioner, Pro se
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. CERTIFICATE OF MAILING
[ HEREBY CERTIFY that on the day of April 2021, I placed a true and correct copy of
the foregoing MOTION TO RECONSIDER PETITIONERS ATTORENY FEES AND
ADOPTION OF MASTERS RECCOMENDATIONS FROM THE COTOBER 27, 2020
HEARING in the United States Mail, with first-class postage prepaid, addressed to the
following:

Clerk’s Office Filing Department
601 North Pecos Rd.
Las Vegas, NV 89155

Steven B. Wolfson, DA

Family Support Division

1900 E. Flamingo Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, NV 89119

Brian E. Blackham / Leah Blakesley

725 South 8% Street, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

DATED this 0 day of April 2021

Pursuant to NRS 53.045, I declare under penalty of
perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

{::’“K-——M 0 C\%pw {signature)
KORI CAGE
Respondent, Pro se
RECEivED
MAY 14 2021
CLERK OF THE COURT
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Electronically Filed
5/25/2021 4:06 PM
Steven D. Grierson

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

ek
Malika Coppedge, Petitioner(s). Case No.:  06R136990
Vs.
Kori L. Cage, Respondent(s). Department: Child Support
NOTICE OF HEARING

Please be advised that the Respondent in the above-entitled matter is set for hearing as

follows:
Date: June 29, 2021
Time: 2:30 PM

Location: Greystone Courtroom #1
1900 E. Flamingo Rd #100
Las Vegas, NV 83119

NOTE: Under NEFCR 9(d), if a party is not receiving electronic service through the
Eighth Judicial District Court Electronic Filing System, the movant requesting a

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

STEVEN D. GRIERSON, CEOQ/Clerk of the Court

By: /s/ A Simon
Deputy Clerk of the Court

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

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

By: /s/ A Simon
Deputy Clerk of the Court

Case Number: 06R136990
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Electronically Filed
61372021 11:13 AM
NOH Steven D. Grierson

Steven B. Wolfson, District Attorney CL:EZE OF THESCOE

Nevada Bar No. 001565 '

Family Support Division

1900 East Flamingo Road, Suite 100

Las Vegas, Nevada 89119-5168

(702) 671-9200 - TTY and/or other relay services: 711

437763100A
DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

NV DHHS DIV OF WELFARE & SUPP )
SERVICES, (MALIKA COPPEDGE) )

} Case no. 06R136990
Petitioner, )

) Dept.no. CHILD SUPPORT
)

VS.
KORI L CAGE %
)
)

Respondent

NOTICE OF TELEPHONIC HEARING

Due to COVID-19 and Governor Sisolak’s social distancing mandate, all court
hearings will be conducted by audio/visual appearance. Please do not appear in
person. Please be patient as delays may occur. Instructions on how to participate
by the Court’s audio/visual program called BlueJeans are attached.

Go to: https://www.bluejeans.com
Meeting No. 651 753 846
Or
Phone Dial-in
1 (408) 419-1715
Meeting No. 651 753 846

Steven B, Wollson, District Altorney
Nevady Bar No, 001565
Famiigfu ¥l Division
1900 East Flamingo Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Mevada 89112-5168
{702y 671-9200 - TTY and/or other relay services: 71
WOHCR1

Page 1 of 6
Case Number: 06R136990
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To: KORILOVETT CAGE, Respondent
To: MALIKA COPPEDGE, Petitioner

Notice is hereby given that the undersigned will bring the above-entitled matter
before the Child Support Hearing Master on the 29th  day of June ,2021 at
the hour of 2:30 PM_ PT (Pacific Time) in Court Room _1 of the Child Support
Center of Southern Nevada, 1900 East Flamingo Road Suite 100, Las Vegas, Nevada
89119, for review pursuant to NAC 425, NRS 31A, NRS 125B, NRS 126, NRS 130
and/or NRS 425.

I:l This is an Initial Hearing pursuant to the Notice and Finding of Financial

Responsibility to Establish an Obligation or Determine Paternity. The purpose for
this Hearing is to address:
[ ] The Respondent’s/Petitioner’s/DAFS’ request regarding:
|:| This is not an Initial Hearing. The purpose of this hearing is to address:
D The Respondent’s/Petitioner’s/DAFS’ request regarding:
D This is an Order to Show Cause Hearing for Respondent to answer why
(s)he is not complying with the Court’s order. The Court is asked to make a
determination of appropriate sanctions, including jail time, pursuant to chapter 22
of NRS. If you are the Respondent and are Ordered to Show Cause, failure to
participate in your hearing may result in the Court issuing a Bench Warrant
for your arrest.
[ ] The Respondent’s Request to Quash Bench Warrant,
|:| The Respondent’s/Petitioner’s Request to address:

D arrears |:| the whereabouts of the minor child(ren) from
(month/year) __ through __ (month/year). See attached proof/receipts, if any.

X] Other: Notification for upcoming motion hearing to be conduted by

BlueJeans Telephonic Hearing.

Steven B. Wallson, District Altorney
Nevada Bar No. DDL565

Family Supporl Division
1900 %nsl%:mmga Road, Suile 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119-5168
(702) 671-9200 - TTY and/or other relay services: 711
NOHCRI

Page 2 of 6
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D This is a Modification Hearing pursuant to the Notice of Motion to Modify

or Notice and Finding filed contemporaneously with this Notice of Hearing.

The request for this hearing, if any, is attached hereto and by this reference made a
part hereof.

If you do not participate by BlueJeans, the hearing will proceed in your absence,
and an Order and Judgment may be entered against you. You should provide any records
to DAFS that you believe are relevant to your case prior to the hearing (such as paycheck
stubs, other proof of income, information regarding the cost of dependent health
insurance coverage, court orders or birth certificates of other children you are legally
responsible to support, proof of prior direct payments).

Dated this  June 3, 2021

Respectfully Submitted,

/s/ P. Morgan

Employee, District Attorney's Office
Family Support Division

Steven B. Wallson, District Altorney
Nevada Bar No. DDL565

Family Supporl Division
1900 Enslﬁmmga Road, Suile 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119-5168
(702) 671-9200 - TTY and/or other relay services: 711
NOHCRI

Page 3 of 6
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AUDIO/VISUAL APPEARANCE INSTRUCTIONS
Due to COVID-19 and Governor Sisolak’s social distancing mandate, all court
hearings will be conducted by Audio/Visual Appearance. YOUR PRESENCE IS
NECESSARY. If you are the Respondent and are Ordered to Show Cause, failure to
participate in your hearing may result in the Court issuing a Bench Warrant for
your arrest.
Please note that some cases may take longer than others and there is a possibility the
website may drop your video/telephonic appearance before your case is called. If
this occurs, please be patient and log back in to BlueJeans and re-enter your
meeting ID number. The Court will call your case when it is ready to go on the
record. Please remain on mute until the case is called.
Go to: https://www.bluejeans.com
Meeting No. 651 753 846
(no passcode)
Or
Phone Dial-in
1 (408) 419-1715
Meeting No. 651 753 846

(no passcode)
Failure to take part in your hearing may result in the Court entering an order without you.
If you intend to offer exhibits for the hearing, please provide them to this office at least
10 days before the scheduled hearing. You may deliver them in person or fax them to
(702) 366-2410. You must print your name, docket “R” number, and UPI case number on

any exhibits, and direct them to the attention of your assigned case manager.

Steven B, Wollson, District Altorney
Nevady Bar No, 001565
Famiigfu ¥l Division
1900 East Flamingo Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Mevada 89112-5168
{702y 671-9200 - TTY and/or other relay services: 71
WOHCR1

Page 4 of 6
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REMOTE HEARING PROCESS
Due to COVID-19 many courtrooms are closed, and most court hearings are
now remote. That means some or all of the people participate by video or by phone. Read
below to know how to prepare for a remote appearance.
AUDIO/VISUAL APPEARANCE
% You may either visit the website noted on page one of this Notice and enter the

Meeting ID or you may download the BlueJeans Application.

% If you are appearing by video, you will also type in your name so the Court can

identify who you are when you log into the hearing.
% When you first log in for your hearing by video, you may see a black room.

% Once the Court is ready for your case, you will be told to unmute and you will

have video access to the Courtroom if appearing by video.

% Make sure you have a good internet connection. If you do not, appear by

telephone only (see instructions below).

TELEPHONIC ONLY APPEARANCE
% You may appear by phone only by calling the number noted on page one of this
Notice and enter the Meeting ID.
% You do NOT need to set up an account.

L)

» If you are appearing by phone only, your telephone number will be the only way

* ¢

the Court can identify you.

*,
o

If your number needs to be kept confidential from the other party, use *67 before
you call the BlueJeans application so your number does not appear.

% When you reach the Court, the Court’s Marshall will ask you to identify yourself
so the Court knows who is present for the hearing. You may be asked more than

once as there may be more than one person appearing confidentially.

Steven B. Wallson, District Altorney
Nevada Bar No. DDL565

Family Supporl Division
1900 %nsl%:mmga Road, Suile 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119-5168
(702) 671-9200 - TTY and/or other relay services: 711
NOHCRI

Page 5 of 6
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PLEASE MUTE YOURSELF UNTIL THE MARSHALL ASKS YOU TO
UNMUTE YOURSELF.

If you are entering the hearing by telephone, you may hear other participants

who are waiting for their hearing. This is the waiting room where you will be on hold

until the Court is ready for your case.

The Marshall will let you know when your case is close to being called.

If the Court is running late (by more than 30 minutes, for example) you may
get automatically disconnected by BlueJeans. If this happens, please log back
in or call back in. The Court will not proceed without you if you have already
checked in with the Marshall, but it is your responsibility to check in at the

time your hearing is scheduled.

IMPORTANT: You may be connecting from home, but it is still a court hearing.

Pay attention, and follow all rules.
/
//
/
//
//
//
//
/
//
/
//

Steven B. Wallson, District Altorney
Nevada Bar No. DDL565

Family Supporl Division

1900 %nsl%:mmga Road, Suile 100

Las Vegas, Nevada 89119-5168

(702) 671-9200 - TTY and/or other relay services: 711

Page 6 of 6
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CERT Case no. 06R136990

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

The NOTICE OF AUDIO/VISUAL HEARING was served upon KORI
LOVETT CAGE by mailing a copy thereof, first class mail, postage prepaid to:

KORI LOVETT CAGE

8655 ROWLAND BLUFF AVE

LAS VEGAS, NV 89178

on June 3, 2021.

/s/ P. Morgan

Employee, District Attorney's Office
Family Support Division

Steven B. Wallson, District Altorney, Nevada Bar #001565
Family Supporl Division

1900 East Flamingo Road, Suite 10D

Las Vegas, Nevada 89119-5168

(702) 671-9200 — TTY and/or ather relay services: 711
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CERT Case no. 06R136990
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

The NOTICE OF AUDIO/VISUAL HEARING was served upon MALIKA
COPPEDGE by mailing a copy thereof, first class mail, postage prepaid to:

LEAH BLAKESLEY ESQ
725 SOUTH 8TH STREET
SUITE 100

LAS VEGAS, NV 89101

on June 3, 2021,

/s/ P. Morgan

Employee, District Attorney's Office
Family Support Division

Steven B. Wallson, District Altorney, Nevada Bar #001565
Family Supporl Division
1900 East Flamingo Road, Suite 10D
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119-5168
(702) 671-9200 — TTY and/or ather relay services: 711
CTMAIL
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Electronically Filed
6/8/2021 10:17 AM
Steven D. Grierson

OPPC

GHANDI DEETER BLACKHAM
Nedda Ghandi, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 11137

Email: nedda@ghandilaw.com
Brian E. Blackham, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 9974

Email: brian@ghandilaw.com
725 South 8™ Street, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Telephone: (702) 878-1115
Facsimile: (702) 979-2485
Attorneys for Defendant

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
FAMILY DIVISION
CLARK COUNTY,NEVADA

Nevada Dept. Of Health & Human
Services, Div. Of Welfare & Case No.: 06R136990

Supportive Services, And Malika |Corresponding Case No. D374223
Coppedge,
Dept. No: Child Support

Petitioner, Corresponding Dept. No.: J
V. Date of Hearing: June 29, 2021
Time of Hearing: 2:30 p.m.
Kori L. Cage,
ORAL ARGUMENT REQUESTED: NO
Respondent.

OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF’'S MOTION TO RECONSIDER
PETITIONER’S ATTORNEY’S FEES AND ADOPTION OF MASTERS
RECOMMENDATIONS FROM THE OCTOBER 27, 2020, HEARING
AND COUNTERMOTION TO VACATE THE HEARING, DEEM KORI
A VEXATIOUS LITIGANT, AND FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES AND |

- COSTS

Case Number: 06R 136990
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Defendant Malika Coppedge (“Malika”), by and through her attorney of
record, Brian E. Blackham, Esq., of GHANDI DEETER BLACKHAM, hereby
submits her Opposition to Defendant’s Motion for Reconsideration and
Countermotion to Vacate the Hearing, to Deem Kori a Vexatious Litigant, and for
Attorney’s Fees and Costs (Opposition and Countermotion).

This Opposition and Countermotion is based upon the Points and
Authorities below, the attached Declaration of Malika, any and all pleadings and
papers on file in this matter, and any oral representation to take place at the hearing
of this Opposition and Countermotion.

DATED this 8" day of June 2021.

GHANDI DEE %AC

Brlan E. Blackham, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 9974

725 South 8* Street, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Attorney for Defendant

ii
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

L

RELEVANT FACTUAL AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY

1. Malika and Respondent Kori Cage (Kori) were never married.
However, there are two minor children the issue of their relationship, to wit: Kyree
Lovett Cage (Kyree), born December 3, 2004, and Jayla Nicole Cage (Jayla), born
February 20, 2007. |

2. Pursuant to the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, Decision and
Orders (FFCLJ), entered by the District Court in Case No. D-07-374223-P on April
23, 2018, Malika was awarded primary physical custody of the minor children,
subject to Kori’s right to specified visitation.

3. Based on the custodial timeshare, and Kori’s reported income of
$3,262.44 Malika was awarded child support in the amount of $815.61, due on the
first day of each month. Kori was ordered to maintain health insurance for the
minor children, with the parties sharing equally in the cost of unreimbursed medical
expenses.

4. After the entry of the FFCLJ, Kori requested that his child support
obligation be modified and/or suspended based on his termination in employment.

5. On December 13, 2019, a hearing was held regarding Kori’s request

to modify and/or suspended his child support obligation. The Hearing Master issued

Page 3
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the following recommendations, which this Court affirmed and adopted as the

Order of this Court®:

/11

Temporarily the Court will permit a $65 per child per month
downward deviation for a total monthly support of $323.00,
Effective December 1, 2019, until further order;

Until the Court is clear on the remitter issue or until further
order, the underlying amount remains unchanged, but any
permanent modification will be as of December 1, 2019;

The Court set no arrears at this time, pending the next Court
date;

This Order is temporary per stipulation of the parties pending
the next Court date;

The D case to be consulted for any new Orders regarding the
impact of the portion that was remanded;

The issues that have been raised in the Motion and
Countermotion are still ripe for determination; and

A hearing date was scheduled for March 13, 2020.

1 See, Master’s Recommendations filed on 01/07/2020.

Page 4

551




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

6.  On March 13, 2020, the hearing was held regarding issues still ripe for
determination mainly, the status of Kori’s appeal and the issue of child support
arrears. The Court was advised that Kori’s appeal was denied however, the Court’s
Order holding Malika’s prior child support obligation in abeyance, an issue
collateral to the issues presently before the Court, was reversed and remanded to
the District Court. At the time of hearing, a remittitur had still not issued in the
District Court case. The District Attorney advised the Court that Kori had
outstanding child support arrears in the amount of $2,729.18, which were
intercepted from Kori’s 2019 tax return. The Court inquired as to the status of Kori’s
employment and employment efforts, and Kori advised he was still unemployed
and receiving unemployment benefits in the amount of $1,811.00 per month. The
District Attorney advised that Kori’s unemployment benefits were expected to
conclude in September 2020 and, as such, the Court set a Status Check Hearing for
September 25, 2020 (subsequently reset to September 22, 2020 at 9:30 a.m.) and
issued the following recommendations, which the Court affirmed and adopted as
the Order of this Court?:

o The Court denied Kori’s request for a further reduction in child

support based on the relative income of the parties;

2 See, Master’s Recommendations, entered July 14, 2020.
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e The Court denied Kori’s request to retroactively apply his
modified child support obligation to a date prior to the filing of
his Motion to Modify;

o The Court denied Malika’s request for attorney’s fees and costs;

e The Court ordered Kori’s child support obligation to Malika to
remain at $323.00 per month, due on the first of each month,
which was effective December 1, 2019 based on Kori’s
underlying modification request; and

e The Court ordered Kori to provide the District attorney with a
copy of the minor children’s Medicaid insurance cards by April
13, 2020.

7. On March 23, 2020, Kori filed an Objection to the Hearing Master’s
Recommendations.

8. OnJune 3, 2020* an in chambers hearing was held on Kori’s Objection
to the Hearing Master’s Recommendations, and Malika’s Response thereto. The
Court found “no clear error” in the Hearing Master’s Recommendation affirmed the

Master’s Recommendation, and denied Kori’s objection.*

3 It must be noted that although this in-chambers hearing was set for June 3, 2020, the result of
said hearing was not available until after the July 6, 2020, status check.
4 See, June 3, 2020, Minute Order.
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9. On July 6, 2020, a status check was held on Kori’s prior Motion for
Review and Adjustment of Child Support, and a status on Kori’s underlying District
Court Objection. At the time of the hearing, the underlying Objection, pending in
the District Court, had not yet been heard. As such, the Court maintained the status
quo, unless otherwise modified by the District Court at the hearing on Kori’s
objection.® The Court also provided Kori an additional ten (10) days to provide the
children’s Medicaid cards to Malika, as previously ordered by the Court, and
continued the hearing until September 25, 2020.6

10.  OnJuly 21, 2020, Kori filed another Objection to the Hearing Master’s
Recommendations.

11.  On September 16, 2020 an in chambers hearing was held on Kori’s
Objection to the Hearing Master’s Recommendations, and Malika’s Response
thereto. The Court found “no clear error” in the Hearing Master’s Recommendation,
affirmed the Master’s Recommendation, and denied Kori’s objection.®
/11

111

5 See, Master’s Recommendations entered July 28, 2020.

§ Jd. This hearing was subsequently reset to September 22, 2020, at 9:30 a.m. due to the shift to
the four-day work week after the onset of the Covid 19 pandemic.

7 It must be noted that although this in chambers hearing was set for June 3, 2020, the result of
said hearing was not available until after the July 6, 2020, status check.

8 See June 3, 2020, Minute Order.
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12. On September 22, 2020, the status check previously set at the hearing
held on July 6, 2020, was continued to October 27, 2020 due to short notice of the
hearing date which was moved from September 25, 2020 to September 22, 2020.

13. On October 27, 2020, a status check was held on Kori’s prior Motion
for Review and Adjustment of Child Support. At the time of hearing, the Court
found Kori’s gross monthly income was $1,811.33, which comprised of
unemployment benefits. Based on this income, the Court modified Kori’s child
support obligation to $268.00, effective October 1, 2020.® The Court further ordered
Kori to continue maintaining health insurance for the minor children.

14.  On November 30, 2020, Kori filed another Objection to the Hearing
Master’s Recommendations.

15.  On January 7, 2021, the District Attorney (“DA”) filed a response to
Kori’s Objection.

16.  On January 22, 2021, Malika filed her response to Kori’s Objection,
and a Countermotion for Attorney’s Fees and Costs.

17.  On February 23, 2021, Kori filed his Reply to both Malika’s and the
DA’s responses.

/11

? See, Master’s Recommendation, entered November 30, 2020.
10 1g.
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18.  The hearing on Kori’s Objection, the DA’s response, and Malika’s
response and countermotion was held in-chambers, on March 17, 2021.
19.  Pursuant to the Order entered May 11, 2021, from the in chambers

hearing held on March 17, 2021, the Court noted, found, and ordered the following,
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in pertinent part:

Per NRS 425.3844(2),; a recommendation entered by a master must
be furnished to each party at the conclusion of the proceedings or as
soon thereafter as possible. Within ten (10) days after receipt of the
recommendation, any party may file with the District Court and
serve upon the other parties a notice of objection to the
recommendation. Pursuant to NRS 425.3844(3) if the objection is
not filed within 10 days of receipt of the recommendation, the
recommendation entered by the master shall be deemed approved
by the District Court, and the clerk of the District Court may file the
recommendation and judgement may be entered. Here, the Master s
Recommendation based on the October 27, 2020 hearing was filed
by the clerk of the District Court on November 19, 2020. No
objection had been filed by date. On November 30, 2020, eleven
(11) days after the Recommendation was filed by the clerk of the
District Court and deemed approved by the District Court,
Respondent Cage filed his Objection to the Recommendation.

EDCR 1.40(e) addresses Child Support Masters specifically.
Accordingly, either party has ten (10) days after the conclusion of
the proceeding and receipt of the report to file and serve an objection
to recommendations of child support masters. [emphasis supplied]

Per NRCP 53(f)(1)(A), a party may file and serve objections to
masters report and recommendations (generally) within fourteen
(14) days. [emphasis supplied]

NRCP 6(a)(1}B) addresses the computation of time for filing
motion papers. Parties are to exclude the day of the event that
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triggers the period, count every day, including intermediate
weekends and holidays. Respondent Cage argues that his Objection
was filed timely.

THIS COURT FINDS that Respondent’s argument that the October
27, 2020 hearing date must be excluding when calculating time is
correct.

THIS COURT FINDS that Respondent’s argument that the parties
should acknowledge time for receipt of the Recommendation sent to
him via mail and time for the clerk of the District Court to receive
his Objection mailed to the court is persuasive and correct.
However, considering all arguments regarding whether
Respondent’s Objection was filed timely, the deadline to file an
Objection was November 6, 2020 per the ten (10) day rule. Even
allowing for the fourteen (14) day rule, the deadline would have
been November 10, 2020.

Furthermore, giving Respondent grace regarding potential delays in
receipt of the Recommendation via mail and mailing his Objection,
the clerk filed the Recommendation on November 19, 2020, thirteen
(13) days after the ten (10) day deadline and nine (9) days after the
fourteen (14) day deadline. Even giving Respondent Cage three or
four days for possible mail delays each way, the Objection was not
filed until November 30, 2020. The November 30, 2020 date is
twenty-four (24) days beyond the ten (10) day deadline and twenty
(20) days beyond the 14-day deadline. Respondent Cage has filed
numerous pleadings in this matter since 2019, including pleadings
to the Supreme Court of Nevada. Respondent is aware of filing
deadlines and must adhere to them. [emphasis supplied]

THIS COURT FINDS that Respondent Cage’s Objection was filed
untimely and will not be considered.

Furthermore, per NRCP 53(e)(2) and EDCR 1.40(d), the District
Court SHALL accept the Master s Recommendations unless clearly

erroneous. The clearly erroneous standard of review generally
means that the reviewing court must have a definite and firm
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conviction that a mistake was commiited. No such finding can be
made here. Lastly, Petitioner Coppedge alleges that Respondent
Cage has increased litigation costs which caused a financial burden
and forced her to incur unnecessary attorney s fees and costs.
Respondent as filed at least three objections. Two prior objections
were denied and now this objection filed untimely is DENIED.

e THIS COURT ORDERS that Petitioner s request for attorney s fees
and costs is GRANTED. Counsel for Petitioner shall file a
Memorandum of Fees and Costs, submit an unredacted billing
statement to Chambers, and submit a corresponding Order for
Attorney s Fees and Costs.

e IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Master’s Recommendation
from the October 27, 2020 hearing, filed by the clerk of the District
Court on November 19, 2020, SHALL be affirmed and adopted.
DAFS shall submit the Order with the appropriate findings.!!

20. On or about May 6, 2021, undersigned counsel received Kori’s Motion
to Reconsider Petitioners Attomey’s Fees and Adoption of Masters
recommendations from the October 27, 2020 Hearing (“Motion”). Kori’s Motion
had not been filed, there was no hearing scheduled, although Kori dated his Motion
“April 30, 2021”. Kori alleges his underlying Objection was in fact timely pursuant
to NRS 238.100.

21. In its lengthy order entered May 11, 2021, this Court already found

and held that Kori’s Objection was not filed timely, as required by the governing

rules of this Court and Kori’s attempt to persuade the Court otherwise, by filing

11 See Order entered May 11, 2021.
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another pleading requiring a response, is nothing more than a vexatious attempt to
increase litigation costs in this matter.

22. Likewise, Kori’s recent Motion demands that Malika submit
“unredacted billing statements” in support of her Memorandum of Attorney’s Fees
and Costs is likewise vexatious, as this is already an order of the Court.

23. Based upon the above facts and the arguments set forth below, Malika
requests that this Court deny Kori’s Motion in its entirety, vacate the hearing on this
matter, deem Kori to be a vexatious litigant, and award Malika additional attorney’s
fees and costs for being forced to file this Opposition and Countermotion.

II.

OPPOSITION AND COUNTERMOTION

A.  The Hearing In This Matter Must Be Vacated Because Kori’s Motion For
Reconsideration Is Without Basis.

The underlying Order was entered on May 11, 2021, and Kori’s Motion was
filed on May 25, 2021, and thus Kori’s Motion for Reconsideration is technically
filed timely however, Malika disputes that it is warranted as further described
below.

Kori has provided no substantive basis for yet another reconsideration of the
Court’s ruling concerning the Master’s Recommendation from the October 27,

2020. This Court has previously considered Kori’s arguments in regards to the
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Master’s Recommendation, and found them to be without merit. Not once, not
twice, by on all three occasions in which Kori has objected to the Master’s
Recommendations throughout the past year. Kori’s continued abuse of the legal
process must not be allowed to continue.

Kori relies on NRS 238.100 in support of his argument for reconsideration
for the notion that his prior objection was in fact timely. NRS 238.100 states the
following:

NRS 238.100 Date of postmark deemed date of filing or payment.
1. Except as provided in subsections 2 and 4, or by specific statute,
any document or payment required or permitted by law or regulation to
be filed or made by mailing to the State or any of its agencies or political
subdivisions shall be deemed filed or made on the date of the postmark
dated by the post office on the envelope in which it was mailed.
2. If a document or payment was mailed but not received by the
addressee or was received but the postmarked date is illegible or
omitted, the document or payment shall be deemed filed or made on the
date it was mailed, if the sender:
(a) Establishes by a postal receipt for registered or certified mail that
the mailing date was on or before the required date for filing or payment;
and
(b) Where the document or payment was not received, files a duplicate
of the contents of the envelope within 15 days after the sender becomes
aware that it was not received.
3. For the purposes of this section, if the required date for filing or
making payment is a Saturday, Sunday or legal holiday, the filing or
payment is timely if performed on the next day which is not a Saturday,
Sunday or legal holiday.
4. This section does not apply to the filing of documents pursuant
to NRS 225.085 or title 24 of NRS.

(Added to NRS by 1975, 751; A 1983, 1382; 2003, 1953)
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As previously mentioned, this Court already found Kori’s objection untimely
pursuant to NRS 425.3844(3), EDCR 1.40(e), NRCP 53(f)(1)(A), and NRCP
6(a)(1)(B), the statutes, Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure, and Eighth Judicial
District Court rules applicable to the filing of Kori’s prior objection. As such, Kori’s
attempt to reargue the timing of his prior Objection is not only moot, it is without
merit. More importantly, NRS 238.100 is completely inapplicable to the filing of
Kori’s prior Objection and instead pleadings and instead, is only relevant to “legal
notices and advertisements.” In fact, NRS 238.100 is located within Title 19:
Miscellaneous Matters Related to Government and Public Affairs (not at all relevant
to the underlying pleadings), Chapter 28, Legal Notices and Advertisements,
subsection “use of mail for filing and payment”. The rules previously cited by this
Court, notably NRS 425.3844(3), EDCR 1.40(e), NRCP 53(f)(1)(A), and NRCP
6(a)(1)(B) are controlling on the issue of the filing and service timing of Kori’s
Objection, not NRS 238.100. As such, Kori has provided no viable argument in
support of his motion for reconsideration of the timeliness of his prior Objection.

As to Kori’s request that the Court require undersigned counsel to provide
unredacted billing statements for purposes of Malika’s Memorandum of Attorney’s
Fees and Costs, again, this is already an order of the Court. Specifically, the Court
ordered:

111/
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THIS COURT ORDERS that Petitioner s request for attorney s fees
and costs is GRANTED. Counsel for Petitioner shall file a
Memorandum of Fees and Costs, submit an unredacted billing
statement to Chambers, and submit a corresponding Order for
Attorney s Fees and Costs."?

Given this is already an order of the Court, Kori is again arguing, simply for
the sake of arguing and to increase litigation costs to Malika.

Likewise, this Court made findings in support of its award of attorney’s fees
and costs to Malika. Specifically, the Court found that not only was Kori’s
Objection untimely and thus, not considered by the Court, the Master’s
Recommendations were not clearly erroneous.!> The Court granted Malika’s
request for an award of attorney’s fees and costs due to Kori repeatedly increasing
the costs of litigation by filing three Objections, all of which were denied.!
Certainly it is Kori’s right to file whatever he wants. However, those filings must
be brought for a proper purpose and not simply meant to harass, which is exactly
what Kori’s prior pleadings were clearly intended to do.

As such, Kori’s meritless motion to reconsider should be denied.

/11

/1]

12 See Order entered May 11, 2021, p. 5, lines 5-10.
13 See Order entered May 11, 2021 at p. 4, lines 15-22.
14 Id. at lines 22-26. See also p. 5, lines 1-10.
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C. Kori Should Be Deemed a Vexatious Litigant,
Malika cannot afford to be dragged back to Court each time Kori throws a

temper tantrum over his court-ordered obligations. This Court, in its Order entered
May 11, 2021 even noted that “Respondent Cage has filed numerous pleadings in
this matter since 2019, including pleadings to the Supreme Court of Nevada™? and
as such, this Court is clearly aware of Kori’s litigious nature. Since the Decision
and Order issued by this Court on April 23, 2018, Malika has been forced to oppose
an appeal, attend a disqualification hearing for the Honorable Judge Hughes, and
respond to three frivolous Objections, and now, the instant Motion, all of which
were found to be without merit. Each time, Malika was forced to incur thousands
of dollars that she does not have fighting Kori’s baseless requests. Although this
Court has clearly attempted to mitigate this injustice by awarding Malika some of
her attorney’s fees and costs, the fact remains that Malika must still front the costs
of her defense and then try to collect any fee award from Kori, which has been
impossible. Since the award of attorney’s fees clearly has not dissuaded Kori from
litigating and re-litigating his baseless claims, more proactive measures are in order.

NSCR 9.5 was specifically designed to curb the conduct of vexatious litigants

as follows:

15 Id. at p. 4, lines 10-13.
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Purpose and procedure. The administrative office of the
courts shall maintain for use by the judicial council and the
courts of the state a list of litigants that have been declared as
vexatious by any court, at any level of jurisdiction, throughout
the state:

(a) Each court shall, upon entering an order declaring a litigant
to be vexatious, submit a copy of the order to the director of the
administrative office of courts or his or her designee.

(b) The director or designee shall enter the name of the litigant
identified in the aforementioned order on a list of vexatious
litigants and post the list in such a place so that it will be readily
accessible to the various courts. The director or designee shall
maintain the list in good order.

(c) If a court takes any action that affects the status of a litigant
declared vexatious, the court shall forward record of that action
to the director or designee forthwith for amendment of the list.

As the Court is aware, Kori has previously engaged in frivolous and
unwarranted litigation. Kori has continued to engage in bad faith conduct, has
attempted to revive claims that were previously denied and has presently filed a
factual defective motion that clearly violates the rules of this Court. Kori’s ongoing
bad-faith, over-litigious conduct is the very definition of over-litigious vexatious
litigation.

Based upon Kori’s ongoing bad-faith, over-litigious, and vexatious conduct,
Malika requests that he be included in the State of Nevada’s list of litigants that
have been declared as vexatious by the Courts, and that Kori be forced to seek leave

of Court before filing any further motions in this case.
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D.

Malika Should Be Awarded Her Attorney’s Fees and Costs for Bein

Forced to Respond to this Frivolous Mofion.

NRS 18.010 provides in pertinent part as follows:

1. The compensation of an attorney and counselor for his
services is governed by agreement, express or implied, which
is not restrained by law.

2. In addition to the cases where an allowance is authorized by
specific statute, the court may make an allowance of attorney's
fees to a prevailing party:

(a) When he has not recovered more than $20,000; or

(b) Without regard to the recovery sought, when the court finds
that the claim, counterclaim, cross-claim or third-party
complaint or defense of the opposing party was brought or
maintained without reasonable ground or to harass the
prevailing party. The court shall liberally construe the
provisions of this paragraph in favor of awarding attorney's fees
in all appropriate situations. It is the intent of the Legislature
that the court award attorney's fees pursuant to this paragraph
and impose sanctions pursuant to Rule 11 of the Nevada Rules
of Civil Procedure in all appropriate situations to punish for and
deter frivolous or vexatious claims and defenses because such
claims and defenses overburden limited judicial resources,
hinder the timely resolution of meritorious claims and increase
the costs of engaging in business and providing professional
services to the public.

Furthermore, EDCR 7.60(b) states as follows:
The court may, after notice and an opportunity to be heard,
impose upon an attorney or a party any and all sanctions which
may, under the facts of the case, be reasonable, including the

imposition of fines, costs or attorney's fees when an attorney or
a party without just cause:
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(1) Presents to the court a motion or an opposition to
a motion which is obviously frivolous, unnecessary or
unwarranted.

(2) Fails to prepare for a presentation.

(3) So multiplies the proceedings in a case as to
increase costs unreasonably and vexatiously.

(4) Fails or refuses to comply with these rules.

(5) Fails or refuses to comply with any order of a judge
of the court.

With specific reference to Family Law matters, the Court has adopted
“well-known basic elements,” which in addition to hourly time schedules kept by
the attorney, are to be considered in determining the reasonable value of an
attorney’s services qualities, commonly referred to as the Brunzell factors.

Brunzell v. Golden Gate National Bank, 85 Nev. 345, 349, 455 P.2d 31, 33 (1969).

1. The Qualities of the Advocate: his/her ability, histher training,
education, experience, professional standing and skill.

2. The Character of the Work to Be Done: its difficulty, its intricacy, its
importance, time and skill required, the responsibility imposed and the
prominence and character of the parties where they affect the importance
of the litigation. |

3. The Work Actually Performed by the Lawyer: the skill, time and

attention given to the work.
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4. The Result: whether the attorney was successful and what benefits

were derived.
Each of these factors should be given consideration, and no one element
should predominate or be given undue weight. Miller v. Wilfong, 121 Nev. 619,
119 P.3d 727 (2005). Additional guidance is provided by reviewing the

“attorney’s fees” cases most often cited in Family Law. Fletcher v. Fletcher, 89

Nev. 540, 516 P.2d 103 (1973); Levy v. Levy, 96 Nev. 902, 620 P.2d 860 (1980),

Hybarger v. Hybarger, 103 Nev. 255, 737 P.2d 889 (1987). The Brunzell factors

require counsel to make a representation as to the “qualities of the advocate,” the
character and difficulty of the work performed, and the work actually performed
by the attorney.

First, respectfully, we suggest that undersigned counsel is A/V rated and a
Certified Specialist in Nevada family law and has practiced primarily in the area of
family law for over eleven years. As to the “character and quality of the work
performed,” we ask the Court to find our work in this matter to have been adequate,
both factually and legally; we have diligently reviewed the applicable law, explored
the relevant facts, and believe that we have properly applied one to the other.
Finally, as to the result reached, this remains to be determined when the Court rules

on the present Opposition and Countermotion.
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Malika has once again been forced to incur substantial attorney’s fees and
costs in defending against Kori’s present Motion, which is obviously frivolous,
unnecessary and unwarranted based on this Court’s previous findings and orders
concerning the exact same issues. As such, Kori has continuously multiplied the
proceedings in this case, unreasonably and vexatiously increasing the costs, to
which Kori alone should be made to bear the cost. Accordingly, Malika should be

awarded her attorney’s fees and costs in the amount of $5,000.00 for being forced
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to file the instant Opposition and Countermotion.

I

CONCLUSION

Based upon the facts set forth herein, Malika hereby asks that the Court

issue an Order granting her the following relief:

1.

Denying Kori’s Motion in its entirety and vacating the hearing in this

matter;
2.  Deeming Kori a vexatious litigant;
3. Awarding Malika her attorney’s fees and costs in the amount of

/11

iy

$5,000.00 for being forced to file the instant Opposition and

Countermotion; and

Page 21

568




10

1

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

4.  For such other and further relief this Court deems just and proper in
the premises.

DATED this 8% day of June 2021.

GHA/N{)I/I{:ETER CKHAM

BMan E. Blackham, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 9974

725 South 8% Street, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Attorneys for Plaintiff
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify on the 8" day of June, 20121, a true and correct copy of the

foregoing OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF’'S MOTION TO RECONSIDER

PETITIONER’S ATTORNEY'’S FEES AND ADOPTION OF MASTERS

RECOMMENDATIONS FROM THE OCTOBER 27, 2020, HEARING AND

COUNTERMOTION TO VACATE THE HEARING, DEEM KORI A

VEXATIOUS LITIGATION, AND FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS,

was served upon the following parties to the following address:

X
l
U
X

Electronic Service to: DAFS: DAFSLegalGroup@clarkcountyda.com
Via Facsimile to:

Via Email to:

Placing in the U.S. Mail, with postage fully prepaid, addressed to:

Steven B. Wolfson, DA Kori Cage

Family Support Division 8655 Rowland BIuff Ave.
1900 E. Flamingo Road, Suite 100 Las Vegas, NV 89178
Las Vegas, NV 89119 Respondent

Qﬁ@/[//

An employee of Gifandi Deéter Blackham
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Electronically Filed
6/8/2021 10:40 AM
Steven D. Grierson
DISTRICT COURT CLERK OF THE CO
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA &;ﬁ*“é ﬂ

ko

Malika Coppedge, Petitioner(s). Case No.: 06R136990

Vs.

Kori L Cage, Respondent(s). Department: Child Support
NOTICE OF HEARING

Please be advised that the OPPOSITION in the above-entitled matter is set for hearing

as follows:
Date: June 29, 2021
Time: 2:30 PM

Location: Greystone Courtroom #1
1900 E. Flamingo Rd #100
Las Vegas, NV 89119

NOTE: Under NEFCR 9(d), if a party is not receiving electronic service through the
Eighth Judicial District Court Electronic Filing System, the movant requesting a

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

STEVEN D. GRIERSON, CEQ/Clerk of the Court

By: /s/ M Hughes
Deputy Clerk of the Court

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

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

By: /s/ M Hughes
Deputy Clerk of the Court

Case Number: 06R136990

571




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

Electronically Filed
6/11/2021 8:59 AM
Steven D. Grierson

CLER; OF THE COEE

MEMC

GHANDI DEETER BLACKHAM
Brian E. Blackham, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 9974

Email: brian@ghandilaw.com
Leah M. Blakesley, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 12802

Email: leah@ghandilaw.com
725 South 8 Street, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Telephone: (702) 878-1115
Facsimile: (702) 979-2485
Attorneys for Defendant

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

FAMILY DIVISION
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Nevada Dept. of Health & Human
Services, Div. of Welfare & Case No.: 06R136990
Supportive Services, and Malika Dept. No.: CHILD SUPPORT/J
Coppedge,

Petitioner,

MEMORANDUM OF

V. ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
Kori L. Cage,

Respondent.

STATE OF NEVADA )
) ss
COUNTY OF CLARK )
Brian E. Blackham, Esq., being first duly sworn, hereby swears under penalty

of perjury, that the following assertions are true of his own personal knowledge:

Page 1
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I am an attorney duly licensed to practice law in the State of Nevada, and a
principle of GHANDI DEETER BLACKHAM, the attorneys of record for
Defendant Malika Coppedge (Malika), in this action.

This Memorandum of Attorney’s Fees and Costs (Memorandum) is being
made pursuant to NRS 18.010(2), EDCR 7.60(b), NRS 125B.140, and in
conjunction with the Court’s directive at the in chambers March 17, 2021 hearing
in this matter.

The billing statement attached as Exhibit 1 accurately reflects the services
provided by this firm in the above-entitled case. Based upon such billings, Malika
has incurred the total sum of $1,301.00 in attomey’s fees and costs for the
preparation, and other tasks related to Malika’s Response to Kori’s Objection and
Appeal of the October 27, 2020 Master’s Recommendations and Countermotion to
Adopt Master’s Recommendations in Full, and for Attorney’s Fees and Costs filed
January 22, 2021 and the instant Memorandum’. In its Order entered May 11, 2021,
the Court found Kori’s Objection to the October 27, 2020 Master’s
Recommendation was untimely, and that the Master’s Recommendation was no

clearly erroneous. As such, the Court affirmed and adopted the Master’s

! The Court requested unredacted billing statements reflecting the fees and costs incurred as they
relate only to the filing of Malika’s response, filed on January 22, 2021, to Kori’s third Objection.
Given the billing statement included contains entries for tasks unrelated to the filing of Malika’s
response to Kori’s third objection, as there are ongoing Supreme Court appeals and other issues
in this matter, those portions of the billing statement were redacted in their entirety.
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Recommendation from the October 27, 2020. The Court further found that by
untimely filing his Objection, Kori forced Malika to incur the costs of filing a
response. Additionally, because Kori unsuccessfully filed two prior objections to
Master’'s Recommendations, which were also denied, Kori increased litigation
costs, causing a financial burden to Malika in forcing her to incur unnecessary
attorney’s fees and costs.

Work performed on Malika’s case that is unrelated to Malika’s Response to
Kori’s Objection and Appeal of the October 27, 2020 Master’s Recommendations
and Countermotion to Adopt Master’s Recommendations in Full, and for
Attorney’s Fees and Costs filed January 22, 2021, the instant Memorandum, and
any of the requests for relief contained therein, are not included this total.

111
/11

11/
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As shown in the analysis set forth below, the fees charged by GHANDI
DEETER BLACKHAM are reasonable under the standards set forth by the Nevada
Supreme Court in Brunzell? and Wilfong.?

Pursuant to the Court’s directive, I served Plaintiff Kori Cage (Kori),with a
copy of the Memorandum.

W

DATED this day of June, 2021.

A3

Brian E. Blackham, Esq.

NO AR PUBLIC In and For
Said County and State

NOTARY PUBLIC .
THERESA VANCE

; STATE OF NEVADA - COUNTY OF CLARK
< MY APPOINTMENT EXP. JAN. 23, 2029

- No: 97-4787-1

2 Brunzell v. Golden Gate National Bank, 85 Nev. 345, 349, 455 P.2d 31, 33 (1969).
3 Miller v. Wilfong, 121 Nev. 619, 119 P.3d 727 (2005).
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L
BACKGROUND

On November 30, 2020, Kori filed an Objection and Appeal of the October
27, 2020 Master’s Recommendations (Objection). On January 7, 2021, the District
Attorney (DA) filed its Opposition to Kori’s Objection. On January 22, 2021,
Malika filed her Response to Kori’s Objection and Appeal of the October 27, 2020
Master’s Recommendations and Countermotion to Adopt Master’s
Recommendations in Full, and for Attorney’s Fees and Costs. An in chambers
hearing was held on Kori’s Objection, the DA’s Opposition, and Malika’s
Opposition on March 17, 2021, and a minute order was issued regarding the same
on April 21, 2021.

The Court found that, not only was Kori’s Objection untimely, it lacked merit
and the October 27, 2020 Master’s Recommendation was not clearly erroneous. As
such, the Court affirmed and adopted the October 27, 2020 Master’s
Recommendation and awarded Malika her attorney’s fees and costs incurred FOR
being forced to respond to Kori’s untimely and meritless objection, in addition to
the two prior Objections Kori filed, which were both denied. The Court ordered
Malika to submit the instant Memorandum to determine the award of Malika’s
attorney’s fees and costs incurred in bringing forth the underlying Response to

Kori’s Objection and Appeal of the October 27, 2020 Master’s Recommendations
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and Countermotion to Adopt Master’s Recommendations in Full, and for
Attorney’s Fees and Costs. As such, Malika is submitting her Memorandum,
including billing statements showing the work performed on behalf of Malika as it
relates to the filing of her Response to Kori’s Objection and Appeal of the October
27, 2020 Master’s Recommendations and Countermotion to Adopt Master’s
Recommendations in Full, and for Attorney’s Fees and Costs filed January 22,
2021, the instant Memorandum, and the charges incurred for the same.

As stated in the above Affidavit, the billing statement attached as Exhibit 1
accurately reflects the services provided by this firm in the above-entitled case.
Based upon such billings, Malika has incurred the total sum of $1,301.00 in
attorney’s fees and costs for the preparation, and other tasks related to the filing of
her Response to Kori’s Objection and Appeal of the October 27, 2020 Master’s
Recommendations and Countermotion to Adopt Master’s Recommendations in
Full, and for Attorney’s Fees and Costs, as to which Malika was the prevailing
party.

IL.
LEGAL ARGUMENT
Malika should be awarded aftorney’s fees and costs pursuant to NRS

18.010(2) and EDCR 7.60(b) due to Kori’s untimely and meritless Objection.
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NRS 18.010 (2) provides as follows:

In addition to the cases where an allowance is authorized by
specific statute, the court may make an allowance of attorney’s
fees to a prevailing party:

(2) When he has not recovered more than $20,000; or

(b) Without regard to the recovery sought, when the court
finds that the claim, counterclaim, cross-claim or third-
party complaint or defense of opposing party was brought
without reasonable ground or to harass the prevailing

party.
(Emphasis supplied).

EDCR 7.60 states the following:

(b) The court may, after notice and an opportunity to be heard,
impose upon an attorney or a party any and all sanctions which
may, under the facts of the case, be reasonable, including the
imposition of fines, costs or attorney's fees when an attorney or
a party without just cause:

(1) Presents to the court a motion or an opposition to
a motion which is obviously frivolous, unnecessary or
unwarranted.

(2) Fails to prepare for a presentation.

(3) So multiplies the proceedings in a case as to
increase costs unreasonably and vexatiously.

(4) Fails or refuses to comply with these rules.

(5) Fails or refuses to comply with any order of a judge
of the court.

Page 7
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With specific reference to Family Law matters, the Court has adopted “well-
known basic elements,” which in addition to hourly time schedules kept by the
attorney, are to be considered in determining the reasonable value of an attorney’s
services qualities, commonly referred to as the Brunzell factors. Brunzell v. Golden
Gate National Bank, 85 Nev. 345, 349, 455 P.2d 31, 33 (1969). These factors are:

1. The Qualities of the Advocate: his/her ability, his/her training,
education, experience, professional standing and skill.

2. The Character of the Work to Be Done: its difficulty, its
intricacy, its importance, time and skill required, the
responsibility imposed and the prominence and character of the
parties where they affect the importance of the litigation.

3. The Work Actually Performed by the Lawyer: the skill, time
and attention given to the work.

4, The Result: whether the attorney was successful and what
benefits were derived.

Each of these factors should be given consideration, and no one element
should predominate or be given undue weight. Miller v. Wilfong, 121 Nev. 619, 119
P.3d 727, 730 (2005). Additional guidance is provided by reviewing the “attorney’s
fees” cases most often cited in Family Law. Fletcher v. Fletcher, 89 Nev. 540, 516
P.2d 103 (1973); Levy v. Levy, 96 Nev. 902, 620 P.2d 860 (1980), Hybarger v.
Hybarger, 103 Nev. 255, 737 P.2d 889 (1987). The Brunzell factors require counsel

to rather immodestly make a representation as to the “qualities of the advocate,” the
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character and difficulty of the work performed, and the work actually performed by
the attorney.

Applying the Brunzell factors, undersigned counsel, Brian E. Blackham, Esq.

(“BB”) is A/V rated, a partner of the law firm GHANDI DEETER BLACKHAM,
and a Certified Specialist in Nevada family law and has practiced primarily in the
area of family law for over 15 years. Leah M. Blakesley, Esq. (“LB”), is an
associate at GHANDI DEETER BLACKHAM, a member in good standing with
the Nevada State Bar and has practiced in the area of family law almost exclusively
for more than eight years. Theresa Calabrese-Vance (“TCV”), a legal assistant at
GHANDI DEETER BLACKHAM, has worked in the legal field for more than 23
years, has worked specifically in the field of family law for over 15 years, and has
significant experience in the legal field, particularly in the areas of case
management, filing, client communication, correspondence, and the preparation of
pleadings.

As to the “character and quality of the work performed,” we ask the Court to
find our work in this matter to have been adequate, both factually and legally; we
have diligently reviewed the applicable law, explored the relevant facts, and believe
that we have properly applied one to the other. Finally, as to the result reached,
Malika prevailed on her request that Kori’s request be denied as untimely, that the

October 27, 2020 Master’s Recommendation be affirmed and adopted, and that
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Malika be awarded her attorney’s fees and costs for being forced to respond to
Kori’s underlying Objection. In its minute order filed April 21, 2021, the Court
found Kori’s Objection untimely, and thus, declined to consider said Objection,
affirmed and adopted the October 27, 2020 Master’s Recommendation, and
awarded Malika her attorney’s fees and costs for being forced to respond to Kori’s
meritless Objection, just as she was forced to respond to Kori’s two prior
Objections. As such, the Court directed counsel to file the instant Memorandum.
IIL
CONCLUSION

As shown in the attached billing statement, Malika has incurred a substantial
expense in bringing forth her Response to Kori’s Objection and Appeal of the
October 27, 2020 Master’s Recommendations and Countermotion to Adopt
Master’s Recommendations in Full, and for Attorney’s Fees and Costs, and justice
requires that she be reimbursed for this expense. Having prevailed before the
Court, Malika should be awarded her attorney’s fees and costs in the amount of
$1,301.00. This award is necessary both to compensate Malika for the fees and costs
actually incurred, and to punish and dissuade Kori from taking unreasonable
positions in the future. This sum should be reduced to judgment against Kori and
111

1t
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in favor of Malika, collectible by any lawful means. Malika further asks the Court
to make findings that the sum sought is reasonable under Brunzell and Wilfong.
¥
DATED this I \ day of June, 2021.

GHANDI DEETER BLACKHAM

Brian E. Blackham, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 9974

725 S. 8% Street, Suite 100

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Attorney for Defendant

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
| $-
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the L day of June 2021, I served a copy

of the foregoing MEMORANDUM OF FEES AND COSTS upon each of the

parties and addressed to those counsel of record as follows:

X] Electronic Service to: DAFS: DAFSLegalGroup@clarkcountyda.com

[[] ViaFacsimile to:

[] ViaEmail to:

X] Placing in the U.S. Mail, with postage fully prepaid, addressed to:
Steven B. Wolfson, DA Kori Cage
Family Support Division 8655 Rowland Bluff Ave.
1900 E. Flamingo Road, Suite 100 Las Vegas, NV 89178
Las Vegas, NV 89119 Respondent

An employee of Ghandi Deeter Blackham
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EXHIBIT 1
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GDB

GHANDI - DEETER - BLACKHAM

725 South 8th Street, Suite 100
Las Vegas, NV 89101
Phone: (702) 878-1115

Malika Coppedge
5361 Tunbridge Avenue
Las Vegas, NV 89139

02179-Coppedge

Malika Coppedge : Child Support (#2)

Services

Type Attomey Dat_e

‘Description

Page 10f 13
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INVOICE

Invoice # 11331
Date: 06/10/2021
Due On: 06/24/2021

Quantity Rate Discount Total



Invoice # 11331 - 06/10/2021

B L iyl
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Involce # 11331 - 06/10/2021
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Invoice # 11331 - 06/10/2021
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Involce # 11331 - 06/10/2021
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Involce # 11331 - 06/10/2021

110 $125.00 -
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Invaice # 11331 - 06/10/2021
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Involee # 11331 - 06/10/2021
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Invoice # 11331 - 06/10/2021
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invoice # 11331 - 06/10/2021

Service TCV 11/30/2020 Download OP's iatest Objection 100 $125.00 - $125.00
and Appeal (10-27-20
recommendations) and save to
client file; print copy for file;
email copy to client: calendar
in-chambers hearing; download
scanned letter from DA with
NEO of Repert and save to
client file; download filed Report
and Recommendations and
save fo cllent file; tic with DA's
child support division re: NEO
filed in Coppedge case does
not belong to Coppedge;
update pleading index and file

Service TCV 01/15/2021 Download DA's Response fo 0.10 $125.00 - $1250
Cbjection and save to client file;
print copy for file; email copy fo
client

Service LB 01/20/2021 Discussion with TCV/BB re: 0.10  $300.00 - $30.00
OP's objection

Service LB 01/21/2021 Review OP objection and DA's 1.30 §300.00 - $330.00
response; draft response to
objection

Page 10 of 13
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Involce # 11331 - 06/10/2021

Service TCV 01/22/2021 Pmofreedl&elgn and format 1.00 $125.00 - $125.00
Response to OP's Objection; e-
file/serve Response; mail
response to OP and DA:
download filed Response and
save to client file; print copy for
ﬁle. emall eopy to clienl
Service TCV 0112672021 TIC from Jasen wlth DA's olﬁee 0.10 $125.00 - $1250
returning cail from 01/15 (he
was out sick) re: incorrect name
ln thelr pleading for client
Servlee TCV 01/28/2021 Download Notice of 020 $125.00 - $25.00
Rescheduling of Hearing and
save to client file; print copy for
fite; calendar hearing; email
Notice to client; review and
respond to email from client re:
hearing

Service TCV 02/17/2021 Scan OP's Reply to 0.10  $125.00 - $1250
Oppositions and save to client
flle. emall eopy to client

Service TCV 02/19/2021 Download Order to Prowed In 0.10 $125.00 - $12.50
Forma Pauperis and save to
client file: print copy for file:
email dopy to clelnl

Service TCV 02/26/2021 Download Order h Proceed in 020 $125.00 - $25.00
Forma Pauperis and save o
client file; ptint copy for file:
download Order Walving Filing
Fee and save fo client file; print
copy for file; emall copy of
dowmenls te cllant
Service TCV 03/01/2021 Download Neﬁoe l‘rom Court 040 $125.00 - $50.00
and save fo client file; print
copy for file; emall copy fo
cllent: calendar OP deadllnes

Service TCV 03/06/2021 Revlew atty corner for 110  $125.00 $137.50
decuments flled in R case;

download filed stamped

documents received by mail

and save to client file; update

pleading index and file

Page 11 0of 13
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Involce # 11331 - 06/10/2021

Service TCV 03/2472021 Check attomey corner for 0.10  $125.00 - $1250
decision hy court

Service TCV 04!1512021 LM for Dept. J |.c re: stalus o! 010 $125.00 - $1250
Order from OP’'s Objection to
10/2020 Recommendations;
msg w attys re: same

Service TCV 04/20/2021 LM for Dept J re: status of 0.10 $125.00 - $12.50
Order from 03/17 in-chambers
hearing

Service LB 04/21/2021 Review minute order from 0.10 $300.00 - $30.00
court; discussion with TCV re:
memo of fees

Service TCV 04/21/2021 Download minute order and 020 $125.00 - $25.00
save to client file; print copy for
file; emall copy to client.
calendar f/u re: memo of fees

Service TCV 04/27/2021 Email BBre runnlng bill for 0.10 $125.00 - $1250

Memo of Fees
Service LB 04/27/2021 Discussion with BB re: memo of 060 $300.00 - $180.00
fees
Service TCV 04/28/2021 Download Order Following 020 $125.00 - $25.00
Objecticn and save to client file;
print copy for file; emalil copy to
client; update pleading index
and file
Service LB 04/29/2021 Discussion with TCV/BB re: 0.10  $300.00 - $30.00
invoice for memorandum of
fees
Line item Discount Subtotal $127.50
Services Subtotal $8,220.00
Expenses
Type Date Description Quantity Rate Total
Expense 04!07/2020 Eﬁllng RSPN 1.00 $3.50 $3.50
Expense 06!25!2020 Eﬁllng NOTC 1.00 $3.50 $3.50
Expense 07[31.'2020 Efiling - RSPN 1.00 53.50 $3.50
Expense 07!31!2020 July Pos‘lage 1.00 514 04 $14.04
Expense o1rzzrznz1 Efiling: Efiling - RSPN 1.00 $3 50 $3.50
Page 12 0of 13
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Detailed Statement of Account

Current Invoice

- invoice Number DueOn . . Amount Due

11331 06/24/2021 $6,748.04

Account

GDB IOLTA Balance

Please make all amounts payable to: Ghandi Deeter Blackham

invoice # 11331 - 06/10/2021

Expenses Subtotal $28.04
Subtotal $8,248.04
Invoice Discount $1,500.00
Courtesy Discount
Total $6,748.04
- Payments Received Balance Due
$0.00 $6,748.04
Outstanding Balance $6,748.04
Total Amount Outstanding $6,748.04
Balance
$0.00
Total Account Balance $0.00

Please pay within 14 days. 18.0% simple per annum late fee will be charged every 30 days.

Page 13 of 13
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: FILED

NOA
KORI CAGE JUN 1 4 2021

8655 Rowland Bluff Ave A ffoasnans
Las Vegas, Nevada 89178 &?OF COURT
Phone: (702) 771-2506

kcage01@gmail.com

Plaintiff in Proper Person

IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE
STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
KORI CAGE
Case No.: R136990
Appellant, Dept. No.: J
VS.
MALIKA COPPEDGE | ‘ g%‘}gs—g;a S
5'3%‘339'5' Apgoa
Ty
NOTICE OF APPEAL

Pursuant to NRAP 4, notice is hereby given that Kori Cage, Plaintiff, hereby
appeals to the Supreme Court of Nevada the April 28", 2021, NOTICE OF
ENTRY ORDER following objection. The decision of this court was presumably

electronically filed on April 28®, 2021, and served via US mail May 111, 2021,

Dee Smart Butler in the above captioned action. This

%of Apbihié i corda

Bl figa,
RIC OF SUphig e -
DEPUTY L Sourr

e with NRS 238.100 (1) (Date of postmark

Page 1 of 2
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to Reconsider to the district court under EDCR 2.24.

DATED this \O  day of June 2021

KORI CAGE

8655 Rowland Bluff Ave
Las Vegas, NV 89178
Phone: (702) 771-2506
kcage01(@gmail.com
Appellant, Pro se

Page 2 of 2
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deemed date of filing or payment) and filed concurrently with Appellants Motion

Pursuant to NRS 53.045, I declare under penalty of
perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

(signature)
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|| STEVEN B. WOLFSON

DISTRICT ATTORNEY

Nevada Bar No. 0001565

FAMILY SUPPORT DIVISION
1900 East Flamingo Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119

(702) 671-9200
UPL:437763100A

IN THE EXGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

NV DHHS DIV OF WELFARE & SUPP )
SERVICES (MALIKA COPPEDGE), )

)

Petitioner, )
) CASENO.: 06R136990
Vs. - ) DEPT. No.: J
(Child Support Court)
KORI L. CAGE,

\-/\-/\-f’\-’

Respondent. )

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER

TO:- KORI L. CAGE, Respondent

TO: NV DHHS DIV OF WELFARE &= SUPP SERVICES (MALIKA
COPPEDGE), Petitioner:

YOU AND EACH OF YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on the 28 day -
of April, 2021, an ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION was entered in the above-
"

"

MODPET
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|| entitled matter, a copy of which is attached to this Notice.

DATED this 11% day of May, 2021.

Respectfully submitted,

Steven B. Wolfson

Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar No. 001565

By: fwm
COREY-ROBERTS, ESQ.
Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #012482

MODPET
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Cert Case No. 06R136990

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that service of the above NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER
was made this 11% day of May, 2021, by depositing a copy of same in the United States

mail, postage prepaid, addressed to:

KORI CAGE
8655 ROWLAND BLUFF AVE.
LAS VEGAS, NV 89178

By TR

Employee, Clark County
District Attorney’s Office,
Family Support Division

MODPET
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ELECTRONICALLY SERVED

4/28/2021 1:30 PM .
Electronically Filed
04/28/2021 1:30 PM

CLERK OF THE COURT

OFO :
STEVEN B. WOLFSON
DISTRICT ATTORNEY
Nevada Bar No. 001565
FAMILY SUPPORT DIVISION
1900 East Flamingo Rd., Ste 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119-5168
(702) 671-9200
dafslegalgroup@clarkcountyda.com
UPI-437763100A
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
NV DHHS DIV OF WELFARE & SUPP )
SERVICES (MALIKA COPPEDGE), )
) Case No.: 06R136990
Petitioner, )
V8. ) Dept. No.: I /Child Support
) Court
KORI L. CAGE, )
)
Respondent. - )

ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION
This matter having come on for hearing this 17% day of March, 2021, on the
Objection of the: Respondent [_] Petitioner [_|District Attomey’s Office, Family
Support Division, (hereinafter, “DAFS”), to the Master’s Recommendations from
the Child Support Court hearing held on the 27® day of October, 2020;
Respondent being [ 1present [X] not present

Petitioner being [ present [X]not present

Steven B. Wolfson, District Attorney, being not present by and through

Deputy District Attorney, COREY ROBERTS, Esq.,

ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION
Page1of6

Case Number: 06R136990
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NO HEARING I—IELD due to NRCP 1 and EDCR 1.10 states that the
procedure in district .courts shall be adﬁinistered to secure efficient, speedy, and
inexpensive determinations in every action. Pursuant to EDCR 2.23(c) and 5.501(b),
this Court can consider a motion and issue a decision on the papers at any time

without a hearing. Further, pursuant to' EDCR 2.20(c), this Court can grant the

| requested relief if there is no opposition timely filed.

The Court having reviewed the pleadings and papers herein and having heard
argument AND GOOD CAUSE THEREFORE APPEARING, this Court hereby
enters the following findings, conclusions and orders:

COURT FINDS that per NRS 425.3844(2); a recommendation entered by a
master must be furnished to each party at the conclusion of the procéedings or as
soon thereafter as possible. Within ten (10) days after receipt of the
recommendation, any party may file with the District Court and serve upon the other
parties a notice of objection to the recommendation. Pursuant to NRS 425.3844(3) if
the objection is not filed within (10) days of receipt of the recommendation; the
recommendaﬁon entered by the master shall be deemed approved by the District
Court, and the clerk of the District Court may file the recommendation and
judgement may be entered;

COURT ALSO FINDS the Master’s Recommendation based on the October

27, 2020 hearing was filed by the clerk of the District Court on November 19, 2020,

ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION
Page 2 of 6
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No objection had been filed by date. On November 30, 2020, eleven (11) days after
the Recommendation was filed by the clerk of the District Court and deemed
approved by the District Court, Respondent Cage filed his Objection to the
Recommendation. EDCR 1.40(e) addresses Child Support Masters specifically.
Accordingly, either party has ten (10) days after the conclusion of the proceeding
and receipt of the report to file and serve an objection to recommendations of child
support masters. Per NRCP 53(f)(1)(A), a party may file ;and serve objections to |
masters report and recommendations (generally) within fourteen (14) days. NRCP
6(2)(1)(B) addresses the computation of time for filing motion papers. Parties are to
exclude the day of the event that triggers the period, count every day, including
intermediate weekends and holidays. Respondent Cage argues that his Objection
was filed timely;

COURT ALSO FINDS that th]% gBespondent’s argument that the October 27,
2020 hearing date must be exclud-i::g when calculating time is correct;

COURT ALSO FINDS that Respondent’s argument that the parties should
acknowledge time for receipt of the Recommendation sent to him via mail and time
for the clerk of the District Court to receive his Objection mailed to the court is
persuasive and correct. However, considering all arguments regarding whether
Respondent’s Objection was filed timely, the deadline to file an Objection was

November 6, 2020 per the ten (10) day rule. Even allowing for the fourteen (14) day

ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION
Page 3 of 6
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rule, the deadline would have been November 10, 2020. Furthermore, giving
Respondent grace regarding potential delays in receipt of the Recommendation via
mail and mailing his Objection, the clerk filed the Recommendation on November
19, 2020, thirteen (13) days after the ten (10) Vday deadline and nine (9) days after the
fourteen (14) day deadline. Even giving Respondent Cage three or four days for
possible mail delays each way, the Objection was not filed until November 30, 2020.
The November 30, 2020 date' is twenty-four (24) days beyond the ten (10) day

deadline and twenty (20) days beyond the 14 day deadline. Respondent Cage has.

| filed numerous pleadings in this matter since 2019, including pleadings to the

Supreme Court of Nevada. Respondent is aware of filing deadlines and must adhere
to them;

COURT ALSO FINDS that Respondent Cage’s Objection was filed untimely
and will not be considered. Furthermore, p;zr NRCP 53(e)(2) and EDCR 1.40(d), the
District Court SHALL accept the Master’s Recommendations unless clearly
erroneous. The clearly erroneous standard of review generally means that the
reviewing court must have a definite and firm conviction that a mistake was
committed. No such finding can be made here. Lastly, Petitioner Coppedge alleges
that Respondent Cage has increased litigation costs which caused a financial burden
and forced her to incur unnecessary attorney’s fees and costs. Respondent as filed at

least three objections.

ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION
Page 4 of 6|
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ACCORD]NGLY, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND
DECREED that two prior objections were denied and now this objection filed
untimely is DENIED.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that THIS |
COURT ORDERS that Petitioner’s request for attorney’s fees and costs is
GRANTED. Counsel for Petitioﬁer shall file a Memorandum of Fees and Costs,
submit an unredacted billing statement to Chambers, and submit a corresponding
Order for Attorney s Fees and Costs;

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the Master’s Recommendation from the October 27, 2020 hearing (EXHIBIT 1),

7 .

W

1

ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION
Page 5 of 6
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filed by the clerk of the District Court on November 19, 2020, SHALL be affirmed

and adopted. DAFS shall submit the Order with the appropriate findings.

“BATEDthis ' day of - s 2021,

Dated this 28th day of April, 2021

DEE SMART BUTLER,
HONORABLE DI C
3CA BSQ‘%%JAE”??FF
Dee Smart Butler
Submitted By: District Court Judge
&M—m‘
||COREY ROBERTS, ESQ.
DEPUTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY
Nevada Bar No. 12482
FAMILY SUPPORT DIVISION
1900 East Flamingo Rd., Ste 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119

(702) 671-9200

ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION
Page 6 of 6

609




e N A W e

Y S S S S S S S S
8 RN 8 8 R U8B R BT B IO E B R B

JMRAQ
STEVEN B. WOLFSON
DISTRICT ATTORNEY
Nevada Bar No, 001565
FAMILY SUPPORT DIVISION
1900 East Flamingo Road, Suite 100

Con g esteR District Court

TTY and/or other relay services: 711
4377631004 CLARK COUNTY. NEVADA |
NV DHHS DIV OF WELFARE & SUPP SERVICES, )
(MALIKA COPPEDGE), )
Petitioner, ) Case No. 06R136990
VS, )
) Department No. CHILD SUPPORT
KORI L CAGE, )
)
Respondent. )

MASTER’S RECOMMENDATION

This matter having been heard on OCTOBER 27, 2020 before the undersigned Hearing Master, having considered all the
evidence and having been fully advised in the premises, hereby makes the following Findings and Recommendations:

Parties present: B Respondent [] Respondent’s attorney Petitioner Petitioner’s attorney
CIPATERNITY [X PATERNITY PREVIOUSLY DECIDED
FINANCIALS: [ CONTINUE PRIOR ORDERS (NO CHANGE TOQ PRIOR FINANCIAL ORDERS).

Basis for adjustment from state formula:
Respondent is to pay current support for the child(ren), Kyree Cage, Jayla Nicole Cage.

CHILD SUPPORT

Respondent is to pay monthly:
$268.00 child support
medical support

spousal support
arrears payment
[0 ARREARAGES [X] ARREARAGES NOT ADDRESSED AT THIS HEARING

TOTAL monthly payment is due on the 1# day of each month, and continues thereafter until said child(ren)
reach majority, become emancipated or further order of the Court. :

$ 268.00

Respondent’s INCOME SHALL BE WITHHELD for the payment of support.
[0 Good cause to stay income withholding is based on: . Said withholding shall be postponed until Respondent
becomes delinquent in an amount equal to 30 days support.

O ENFORCEMENT OF CONTROLLING ORDER: The registered order from dated , B
confirmed and is the controlling order for the following reasons: [ only order .

[ ESTABLISHMENT OF CONTROLLING ORDER: This is the first order establishing a child support obligation for this
noncustodial parent for the child(ren) listed in this order who reside(s) with this custodian.

(<] Health insurance coverage for the minor child(ren) herein:
(X Respondent to provide: [ Petitioner to provide: [ Both Parties to provide:
Xl ifavailable through employer. [ shall provide per court order.

[ Ordered Party(ies) to provide proof of said insurance to the District Attorney's Office, Family Suppert Division
within 90 days of today's date. '

Under the Affordable Care Act, Medicaid is acceptable coverage.

is hereby

EXHIBIT 1

FINDNG 1.5
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b

[J CONTEMPT OF COURT NOT A SHOW CAUSE HEARING

X MODIFICATION OF PRIOR ORDER:

X| Modification effective: 10/1/2020.

X This crder modifies a previously existing, previously controlling support order. By this modification, this tribunal
assumes or retains continuing, exclusive jurisdiction of the child support obligation for the child(ren) and parties
identified in this order. Modification is proper for the following reason(s):

B4 The previously controlling order is from Clark County, Nevada, dated April 23, 2018, #)-07-374223-P,
X An individual party, Kori Cage, has requested modification of the previously controlling Nevada support order.
[0 An individual party, has requested modification; this tribunal has personal jurisdiction over the non-movant

and the issuing state (the state whose order controlled prior to this modification) is no longer the residence of any
individual party/contestant or child(ren).

[1 An individual party, , has requested modification; all individual parties and children now reside in Nevada.

[0 All parties have filed written consent with the tribunal whose order controlled prior to this modification for this
tribunal to modify the support obligation and assume continuing, exclu{(rejurisdiction.

] SUSPENSION OF LICENSES:

PAYMENTS
Al mailed payments MUST be made in the form of a cashier’s check, money order or business check ONLY, made
payable to State Collection and Disbursement Unit (SCaDU).

Payments can be mailed fo:
State Collection and Disbursement Unit (SCaDU)
P.O. Box 98950
Las Vegas, Nevada 89193-8950

Additionally, the following information must be included with each payment: name (first, middle, last) of person
responsible for paying child support, social security number of person responsible for paying child support, child
support case number, and name of petitioner (first and last name of person receiving child support),

NOTICE: NO CREDIT WILL BE GIVEN FOR PAYMENTS PAID DIRECTLY TO THE PETITIONER.

Please visit ww.clarkeountynv.gov/distriet-attorney/fs for alternative payment options.
NOTICE: PRIOR ORDERS NOT SPECIFICALLY MODIFIED HEREIN REMAIN IN FULL FORCE AND EFFECT

NOTICE: Interest will be assessed on all unpaid child support balances for cases with a Nevada controlling order pursuant
to NRS 99.040, If the Respondent pays support through income withholding and the full obligation is not met by the amount
withheld by the employer, the Respondent is responsible to pay the difference between the court ordered obligation and the
amount withheld by the employer directly to the state disbursement unit. If the Respondent fails to do so, he/she may be
subject to assessment of interest. The Respondent may avoid these additional costs by making current support payments each
month. If another state takes jurisdiction and obtains a new order, Nevada interest will only be calculated to the date of the
new order and will be enforced.

NOTICE: Pursuant to NRS 125B.145 and federal law, EITHER parent, the legal guardian, and the Division of Welfare and
Supportive Services, where there is an assignment of support rights to the State, has the right to request a review of the
support provision of this order at least every three (3) years to determine if modification is appropriate; an application for this
purpose may be obtained from D.A. Family Support at 1900 E. Flamingo Rd., Suite 100, Las Vegas, Nevada 89119-5168.

NOTICE: Objections/Appeals are governed by EDCR1.40(e) and (f). You have ten (10) days from receipt of this Master’s
Recommendation to serve and file written objections to it. A failure to file and serve written objections will result in a final
Order/Judgment being ordered by District Court.

Steven B, Wollou, District Atlomney, Revads Bar No. 001565
Family Support Divislon

1980 Euxt Flamingoe Read #1600

Las Vegas, Novnda 891195168

(F02) G71-9200 —TTY andfar othor relay services: 711 Page 2 of 4 FINDNG 16
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CASE NO. 06R136990

NOTICE: Appeal from a Final Judgment by the Court is governed by NRAP 4 and must be filed within 30 days of written
Notice of Entry of Judgment.

NOTICE: Respondent is responsible for notifying the District Attorney, Family Support Division, of any change of address,
change of employment, health insurance coverage, change of custody, or any order relative to child support within ten (10)
days of such change.

NOTICE: If you want to adjust the amount of child support established in this order, you MUST file a motion to modify the
order with ot submit a stipulation to the court. If 2 motion to modify the order is nof filed or a stipulation is not submitted, the
child support obligation established in this order will continue until such time as all children who are the subject of this order
reach 18 years of age or, if the youngest child who is subject to this order is still in high school when he or she reaches 18
years of age, when the child graduates from high school or reaches 19 years of age, whichever comes first. Unless the parties
agree otherwise in a stipulation, any modification made pursuant to a motion to modify the order will be effective as of the
date the motion was filed.

Respondent to bring new financial statement and proof of income next date.

This order does not stay collection of support arrears by execution or any other means allowed by law.

sk ok sk ok ok ok ok K B KR B K % & ok Rk ok % ok ok

MISCELLANEOUS FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND RECOMMENDATIONS:

| September 25, 2020 to determine Respondent's GMI as UIB may end September 2020. (3) July 6, 2020 and September

, Last payment- October 19, 2020 via UIB.

Parties have parallel Family District Court case, D-07-374223-P, wherein Petitioner was awarded Primary Physical
Custody. See Findings of Fact, Conclusion of Law and Judgment filed April 23, 2018. Nevada Supreme Court affirmed
in part and reversed in part the order. See NV Supreme Court Clerk's Certificate/Judgment- Affd/Rev Part filed
February 6, 2020.

Procedural History: Respondent requested modification based on a change of circumstance (20% change in income)
pursuant to NRS 125B.145(4)/NAC 425.170(1). (1) December 13, 2019 set temporary order of $323 per month based
on GMI $1,811 (25% of GMI = $453) and downward deviation of $65 per child per month for 2 additional children
Respondent is legally responsible for but continued the matter based on jurisdictional question as the Nevada Supreme
Court had not issued a remititur; temporary suppott order only to deal with contempt issue only. (2) March 13, 2020
hearing granted Respondent's request to reduce obligation, but left the obligation as temporary pending a hearing

22, 2020 hearing dates were continued.
Respondent's prior Gross Monthly Income was $3,262.44. A 20% change in income = $652.49.

Respondent's current income via UIB to be $418 per week x 52 weeks = annual income of $21,736 / 12 months = Gross
Monthly Income of $1,811.33.

NAC 425 obligation for 2 children = $398.49 (GMI: $1,811.33 x 22%).

Respondent is legally responsible for 2 additional children, Kamryn Cage (03/26/2013); London Cage (02/09/2014), not
of the relationship. $130 deviation ($65/month per child) discussed/considered at December 13, 2019 hearing. District
Court's April 23, 2018 Judgment did not grant a deviation for other minor children.

Respondent receives Medicaid and Food stamps. Minor children have Medicaid under Respondent's public assistance
program.

Childcare costs: none at this time.

NEXT HEARING DATE IS _O/C in Court-room __in Child Support Court at Child Support
Center of Southern Nevada, 1900 East Flamingo Road, Las Vegas, Nevada, for further
proceedings.

Steven B, Wollson, Ditrict Attorncy, Nevada Bar No. 001565
Famuily Support Division

1900 East Flamingo Road #100

Las Vegas, Nevada 891195168

(702) 6719200~ TTY andior ofber relay sorviess: 711 Page 3 of 4 FINDNG 1.6
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DATED: _OCTOBER 27, 2020
MASTER
USIR DISPOSITIONS
[X] - Settled/Withdrawn w/Tudicial Conference/Hearing
[ - Involuntary (Statutory) Dismissal Respondent/Respondent’s Attorney
[} - Dismissed / Want of Prosecution Receipt of this document is
] - Transferred to Another Jurisdiction acknowledged by my signature,
[[1- Other Menner of Dispo
- Close Case
ORDER/JUDGMENT

{1 The Clerk of the Court having reviewed the District Court’s file and having determined that no objection has been filed
within the ten day objection period, the Master’s Recommendation is hereby deemed approved by the District Court
pursuant to NRS 425.3844. The affixing of the Clerk of the Court’s file stamp fo this Master’s Recommendation signifies
that the ten-day objection period has expired without an objection having been filed and that the District Court deems the
Master’s Recommendation to be approved as an ORDER/JUDGMENT of the District Court, effective with the file stamp
date, without need of a District Court Judge’s signature affixed hereto. The parties are ordered to comply with this
Order/Judgment.

X The District Court, having reviewed the above and foregoing Master’s Recommendation,.and having received and
considered the objection thereto, as well as any other papers, testimony and argument related thereto and good cause
appearing,

X IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Master’s Recommendation IS affirmed and adopted as an
ORDER/JUDGMENT of the District Court this_28th day of Apri.20 21 .

] IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Master’s Recommendation IS NOT affirmed and adopted this day of
»20 and this matter is remanded to Child Support Court on , 20 at
M. Dated this 28th day of April, 2021
District Court Judge, Family Division
STEVEN B. WOLFSON, Clark County District Attorney BAB 233 6D14 7113
Nevada Bar No. 001565 D.ee $mart Butler
) District Court Judge
& :wv—m

By:

DEPUTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY

FAMILY SUPPORT DIVISION

1900 East Flamingo Road, Suite 100

Las Vegas, Nevada 89119-5168
Stoven B, Wolfson, District Atlomcy, Nevida Bar No. 001565
Family Supgort Division
1900 East Fiomings Raad #100
Las Vegns, Nevada 89119-5168
(702) 6719200 ~TTY and/or ather relay servieess 711 Page 4 of 4 FINDNG L6

613




- \Mzu? /\@»au(w\ NV G018

-4
4

Covge
V0SS Rowlend Biuee K

d3 U.S. POSTAGE

m» 60
mMuvo_ uo._wwouma
Dest: o070, E

.p.,..er :" Dest: g4y
— mugaoﬂ;q y

wc(\xuﬁmu))@ D;of\ﬂun.\ of hNevado

Clevel of —the C ouxt
20\ Seudin Corson Shveet Soiten 20\

Covsor D(.,.(T MV BFTI00

I e R

614



10

11

12

13

14

i5

16

17

18

15

20

21

22

23

24

25

- FILED

CAS JUN 14 2021
KORI CAGE -
8655 Rowland Bluff Ave Gertfom
Las Vegas, Nevada 89178
Phone: (702) 771-2506
kcage0l(@gmail.com
Respondent in Proper Person

IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE

STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
Kor1 CAGE,
Case No. R136990
Appellant, Dept No. J

VS.

NV DHHS DIV OF WELFARE & SUPP o
SERVICES (MALIKA COPPEDGE), \ 0BR136900

-
i

ASTA
Gase Appeal Statement

Respondent.

T

Pursuant to NRAP 3(f), Appellant, KORI CAGE, an individual, hereby

CASE APPEAL STATEMENT

provides the following Case Appeal Statement:

1.

Name of appellant filing this case appeal statement (NRAP 3(f)(3)(C)):
KORI CAGE, an individual.

Identify the judge issuing the decision, judgment, or order appealed

from (NRAP 3(H)(3)(B)):
Honorable Dee Smart Butler, Eighth Judicial District Court of the State of

Nevada in and for Las Vegas.

Page 1 of 5
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Identify all parties to the proceedings in the district court (the use of et
al. to denote parties is prohibited) (NRAP 3(f)(3)(A)):

(a) KORI CAGE, an individual;

(b) MALIKA COPPEDGE, an individual;

(c) DA, Steven B. Wolfson, Family Support Division

Identify all parties involved in this appeal (the use of et al. to denote
parties is prohibited) (NRAP 3(£)(3)((C),(D)):

(a) KORI CAGE, an individual; Pro Se

(b) MALIKA COPPEDGE, an individual;

() DA, Steven B. Wolfson, Family Support Division

Set forth the name, law firm, address, and telephone number of all
counsel on appeal and identify the party or parties whom they represent
(NRAP 3(H)(3)(C), (D)):
(a) Pro Se

Counsel for Appellant, KORI CAGE

(b) Brian E. Blackham
Nevada Bar No. 9974
GHAMDI DEETER BLACKHAM
725 South 8™ Street, Suite 89101
Las Vegas, NV 89101
Telephone: (702) 878-1115
Counsel for Respondent, MALIKA COPPEDGE

(c) Leah Blakesley
Nevada Bar No. 12802
GHAMDI DEETER BLACKHAM
725 South 8™ Street, Suite 89101
Las Vegas, NV 89101
Telephone: (702) 878-1115
Counsel for Respondent, MALIKA COPPEDGE

(d) Steven B. Wolfson
Nevada Bar No. 0001565
FAMILY SUPPORT DIVISION
1900 East Flamingo Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, NV 89119
Telephone: (702) 671-9200 ‘
It appears to be: Counsel for Respondent, MALIKA COPPEDGE

Page 2 of 5
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Indicate whether appellant was represented by appointed or retained
counsel in the district court (NRAP 3()(3)()):
Appellant was NOT represented by retained counsel in district court.

Indicate whether appellant is represented by appointed or retained

counsel on appeal (NRAP 3(H)(3)(F)):
Appellant is NOT represented by retained counsel on appeal.

Indicate whether appellant was granted leave to proceed in forma
pauperis, and the date of entry of the district court order granting such
leave (NRAP 3(H)(3)(G)):

Appellant was granted leave to proceed in forma pauperis filed February 25,
2021, in the SC # 82333 docket # 21-05627

Indicate the date of the proceedings commenced in the district court
(e.g., date complaint, indictment, information, or petition was filed}
(NRAP 3(H(3)(H)}:

Petition was filed in the district court under NRS 238.100 (1) November 9%,
2020, Proceeding took place March 17, 2021

District court case number and caption showing the names of all parties
to the proceedings below, but the use of et al. to denote parties is

prohibited (NRAP 3(1)(3)(A)}
(a) Case number:

Eighth Judicial District Court, Case number: 6R136990
Department: J

(b) Caption:

NV DHHS Division of Welfare & Supp Services

(MALIKA COPPEDGE), an individual,
Petitioner,

Vs.

KORI LOVETT CAGE, an individual,
Respondent.

Page 3 of 5
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[11. Whether any of respondents’ attorneys are not licensed to practice law

in Nevada, and, if so, whether the district court granted that attorney
permission to appear.under SCR 42, including a copy of any district
court order granting that permission (NRAP 3(t)(3)(E)):

Based upon information and belief, all attorneys for the Respondent are
licensed to practice law in Nevada.

12,  Brief description of the nature of the action and result in district court,

including the type of judgment or order being appealed and the relief
granted by the district court (NRAP 3(£)(3)(1)):

These underlying proceedings are a suit concerning child Support
modification. Early September 2019, Appellant was terminated from his
place of employment, through no fault of his own, consequently the
Appellant started collecting unemployment benefits. On September 121,
2019, Appellant Petitioned the DA’s office to modify his child support
obligation, motion filed in the UIFSA court November 4™, 2019.

On December 13, 2019, the UIFSA hearing master issued a temporary
modification of Appellants child support obligation and ordered both parties
to return with their 2018 and 2019 tax returns to consider relative income.
Recommendations where temporary due to jurisdictional concerns pending
the remittitur in the Supreme Court case # SCN76006, district court case #
D07374223. A returning hearing was set for March 13, 2020.

e The remittitur was received by the district court February 6, 2020.

e Despite the plain language of NRS 125B.145 and the remittitur being
received by the district court; hearing after hearing ensued regarding
this matter and continues to this day.

e March 13, 2020, hearing was continued to July 6, 2020

¢ July 6, 2020, hearing was continued to September 25, 2020.

e September 25, 2020, hearing was moved forward to September 22,
2020. '

e September 22, 2020, hearing was continued to October 27, 2020.

e Now the October 27, 2020, hearing is continued to June 28, 2021.
After objecting to the UIFSA court’s recommendations after each

compounding hearing under EDCR 1.40(e) and (f), the district court issued
its Notice of Order on April 28, 2021, Ordering [1] attorney’s fees to the
Respondent and [2] not considering Appellant’s argument for allegedly
filing his objection untimely. ,

U, G i fem e e e em s oy m e e % am e e e e —— - am o n
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13. Whether the case has previously been the subject of an appeal to or
original writ proceeding in the Supreme Court and, if so, the caption
and Supreme Court docket number of the prior proceeding (NRAP

3(HJ)):
Cage VS. Coppedge

SC Case # 82333

14, 'Whether the appeal involves child custody or visitation (NRAP
3OENK)):

The appeal does NOT involve child custody or visitation.

15. In civil cases, whether the appeal involves the possibility of settlement

(NRAP 3(H3)HL)):

The appeal does not involve the possibility of settlement.
DATED this \ O day of June 2021

Pursuant to NRS 53.045, I declare under
penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true
and correct.

o C cox_ (signature)
KORI CAGE N
Appellant, Pro se

Page 5 of 5
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I HEREBY CERTIFY thatonthe { (O day of June 2021, I placed a true and cotrect copy of the
foregoing NOTICE OF APPEAL and CASE APPEAL STATEMENT in the United States Mail,
with first-class postage prepaid, addressed to the following:

Clerk of the Court
201 South Carson Street, Suite 201
Carson City NV 89701

Clerk’s Office Filing Department
601 North Pecos Rd.
Las Vegas, NV 89155

Steven B. Wolfson, DA

Family Support Division

1900 E. Flamingo Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, NV 89119

Brian E. Blackham / Leah Blakesley
725 South 8% Street, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

DATED this_|{ ) day of June 2021

Pursuant to NRS 53.045, I declare under penalty of
perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

CX gy ‘ @ A %T (signature)
KORI CAGE

Respondent, Pro se
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Electronically Filed
06/16/2021

Ozandf SFonin

CLERK OF THE COURT

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
FAMILY DIVISION -~ DOMESTIC VIOLENCE
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

MALIKA COPPEDGE,

CASE NO.: 06R136990
Applicant,

VS,

DEPARTMENT J

KORI L. CAGE,

Adverse Party.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION

This Court entered a Report and Recommendation concerning Respondent’s child
support obligation on October 17, 2020. Respondent Objected to the Report and
Recommendation.  Judge Butler denied the Objection and Affirmed the Report and
Recommendation on April 28, 2021. Respondent also filed an Appeal of the Decision to the
Nevada Supreme Court. The Supreme Court dismissed the Appeal on May 4, 2021.

Respondent has now filed a Motion for Reconsideration of the support decision affirmed
by the District Court. Pursuant to EDCR 2.24, this motion needed to be filed within 14 days of
this Court’s prior decision. .

IT IS HEREBY RECOMMENDED that the Motion for Reconsideration be DENIED as
it is untimely.

i
H
i
"

621



L~ - B D . T~ B - S R o

MMNNMNNNMH“WN‘*—M“MMM
@MQ\M%WN“@W“WC\W&MMW@

IT IS FURTHER RECOMMENDED, that the hearing on June 29, 2021 at 2:30 p.m. be
VACATED.

Dated this 16" day of June, 2021.

— _
JON NORHEIM
Child Support Hearing Master

\

o
-,

NOTICE

Pursuant to EDCR 1.40 (e)and (f)., you are hereby notified you have 10 days from the date
from receipt of this document within which to file written objections thereto. You have 13 days
from the date this document is placed in counsel's folder or is mailed if those methods of service

are utilized.

CLERK'S CERTIFICATE SERVICE

{ hereby certify on this I_LD’#I\ day of :ﬁlnﬁ 2021, a copy of the Hearing Master's Decision was!

J : via first-clabs, postage fully prepaid - 6&&’3&4" Deeter EIQCMQM
ST bt the Eotbroner - I45 . §7h 5t 700, Lag VegasmV

/__ BY MAIL a copy via first-class, postage fully prepaid - ¥5.0!
w Keort Cage - Re spondel ™ §655 Row land BIUEE Ave las Vesg S WV
BY ELECTRONIC MAIL: Chief Deputy District Attorney : g9

DAFSLegalGroup@ Clarkcountyda.com

By: fﬁm) 7@?1{/

Legal Secretary for Child Support
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Elagtronizally Filad
B/28/2021 2327 PM
Bteven D, Briargon

CLERK OF THE COUR
y CERTIFICATE OF MAILING m ﬁﬁiﬂﬁw

I HEREBY CERTIFY thatonthe { O day of June 2021, I placed a true and correct copy of the
foregoing NOTICE OF APPEAL and CASE APPEAL STATEMENT in the United States Mail,
with first-class postage prepaid, addressed to the following:

Clerk of the Court
201 South Carson Street, Suite 201
Carson City NV 89701

Clerk’s Office Filing Department
601 North Pecos Rd.
Las Vegas, NV 89155

Steven B. Wolfson, DA

Family Support Division

1900 E. Flamingo Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, NV 89119

Brian E. Blackham / Leah Blakesley

725 South 8" Street, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

DATED this_| () day of June 2021

Pursuant to NRS 53.045, I declare under penalty of
perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

X e C By {signature)
KORI CAGE N
Respondent, Pro se

Cage Number: D8R138990
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Electronically Filed
6/28/2021 2:32 PM
Steven D. Grierson

8655 Rowland Bluff Ave
Las Vegas, Nevada 89178
Phone: (702) 771-2506
kcage01@gmail.com

Plaintiff in Proper Person

IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE

STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
KORI CAGE
Case No.: R136990
Appellant, Dept. No.: J
vs.

MALIKA COPPEDGE

Respondent.

NOTICE OF APPEAL

Pursuant to NRAP 4, notice is hereby given that Kori Cage, Plaintiff, hereby
appeals to the Supreme Court of Nevada the April 28™, 2021, NOTICE OF
ENTRY ORDER following objection. The decision of this court was presumably
electronically filed on April 28%, 2021, and served via US mail May 11, 2021,
{Exhibit 1) by the Honorable Dee Smart Butler in the above captioned action. This

Notice of Appeal is in accordance with NRS 238.100 (1) (Date of postmark

Page 1 of 2

Case Number: 06R136990

624
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deemed date of filing or payment) and filed concurrently with Appellants Motion

to Reconsider to the district court under EDCR 2.24.

DATED this YO day of June 2021

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

Pursuant to NRS 53.045, I declare under penalty of
perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

QY o O - (signature)
KORI CAGE Iy
8655 Rowland Bluff Ave

Las Vegas, NV §9178

Phone: (702) 771-2506

kcageO1@gmail.com
Appellant, Pro se

Page 2 of 2
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STEVEN B. WOLFSON
DISTRICT ATTORNEY

Nevada Bar No. 0001565

FAMILY SUPPORT DIVISION
1900 East Flamingo Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119

(702) 671-9200
UPL:437763100A
IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

NV DHHS DIV OF WELFARE & SUPP )
SERVICES (MALIKA COPPEDGE), )
)

Petitioner, )
)} CASE NO.: 06R136990

VS. ) DEPT. No.: J

) (Child Support Court)
KORI L. CAGE, )

)

Respondent. )

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER

TO: KORI L. CAGE, Respondent,

TO: NV DHHS DIV OF WELFARE &~ SUPP SERVICES (MALIKA
COPPEDGE), Petitioner:

YOU AND EACH OF YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on the 28" day

of April, 2021, an ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION was entered in the above-

1

"/

MODPET
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entitled matter, a copy of which is attached to this Notice.

DATED this 11* day of May, 2021.

Respectfully submitted,

Steven B. Wolfson

Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar No. 001565

By: (‘ it f CatTA T
COREY-ROBERTS, ESQ.
Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #012482
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Cer_t Case No. 06R 136990

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that service of the above NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER
was made this 11% day of May, 2021, by depositing a copy of same in the United States
mail, postage prepaid, addressed to:

KORI CAGE
8655 ROWLAND BLUFF AVE.
LAS VEGAS, NV 89178

By: ,Dﬂ ::%W
Employee, Clark County
District Attorney’s Office,
Family Support Division
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ELECTRONICALLY SERVED

4/28/2021 1:30 PM .
Electronically Filed

04/28/2021 130 PM_

CLERK OF THE COURT

OFO

STEVEN B. WOLFSON
DISTRICT ATTORNEY

Nevada Bar No. 001565

FAMILY SUPPORT DIVISION
1900 East Flamingo Rd., Ste 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119-5168
(702) 671-9200
dafslegalgroup@clarkcountyda.com
UPI -437763100A

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

NV DHHS DIV OF WELFARE & SUPP )

SERVICES (MALIKA COPPEDGE), )
) Case No.: 06R136990
Petitioner, )
VS. ) Dept. No.: J /Child Support
Court

)
KORI L. CAGE, )
)
)

Respondent.

ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION

This matter having come on for hearing this 17" day of March, 2021, on the
Objection of the: Respondent [_] Petitioner [ |District Attorney’s Office, Family
Support Division, (hereinafter, “DAFS”), to the Master’s Recommendations from

the Child Support Court hearing held on the 27 day of October, 2020;

Respondent being [ present [X] not present
Petitioner being [ ]present not present

Steven B. Wolfson, District Attorney, being not present by and through

Deputy District Attorney, COREY ROBERTS, Esq.,

ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION
Page 1 of 6

Case Number: 06R138990
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NO HEARING HELD due to NRCP 1 and EDCR 1.10 states that the
procedure in district courts shall be administered to secure efficient, speedy, and
inexpensive determinations in every action. Pursuant to EDCR 2.23(c) and 5.501(b),
this Court can consider a motion and issue a decision on the papers at any time
without a hearing. Further, pursuant to EDCR 2.20(c), this Court can grant the
requested relief if there is no opposition timely filed.

The Court having reviewed the pleadings and papers herein and having heard
argument AND GOOD CAUSE THEREFORE APPEARING, this Court hereby
enters the following findings, conclusions and orders:

COURT FINDS that per NRS 425.3844(2); a recommendation entered by a
master must be furnished to each party at the conclusion of the proceedings or as
soon thereafter as possible. Within ten (10) days after receipt of the
recommendation, any party may file with the District Court and serve upon the other
parties a notice of objection to the recommendation. Pursuant to NRS 425.3844(3) if
the objection is not filed within (10) days of receipt of the recommendation, the
recommendation entered by the master shall be deemed approved by the District
Court, and the clerk of the District Court may file the recommendation and
judgement may be entered;

COURT ALSO FINDS the Master’s Recommendation based on the October

27, 2020 hearing was filed by the clerk of the District Court on November 19, 2020.

ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION
Page 2 of 6
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No objection had been filed by date. On November 30, 2020, eleven (11) days after
the Recommendation was filed by the clerk of the District Court and deemed
approved by the District Court, Respondent Cage filed his Objection to the
Recommendation. EDCR 1.40(¢) addresses Child Support Masters specifically.
Accordingly, either party has ten (10) days after the conclusion of the proceeding
and receipt of the report to file and serve an objection to recommendations of child
support masters. Per NRCP 53(f)(1)(A), a party may file and serve objections to
masters report and recommendations (generaily) within fourteen (14) days. NRCP
6(a)(1}(B) addresses the computation of time for filing motion papers. Parties are to
exclude the day of the event that triggers the period, count every day, including
intermediate weekends and holidays. Respondent Cage argues that his Objection
was filed timely;

COURT ALSO FINDS that th]% é{gspondent’s argument that the October 27,
2020 hearing date must be excludi:-g when calculating time is correct;

COURT ALSO FINDS that Respondent’s argument that the parties should
acknowledge time for receipt of the Recommendation sent to him via mail and time
for the clerk of the District Court to receive his Objection mailed to the court is
persuasive and correct. However, considering all arguments regarding whether
Respondent’s Objection was filed timely, the deadline to file an Objection was

November 6, 2020 per the ten (10) day rule. Even allowing for the fourteen (14) day

ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION
Page 3 of 6
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rule, the deadline would have been November 10, 2020. Furthermore, giving
Respondent grace regarding potential delays in receipt of the Recommendation via
mail and mailing his Objection, the clerk filed the Recommendation on November
19, 2020, thirteen (13) days afier the ten (10) day deadline and nine (9) days after the
fourteen (14) day deadline. Even giving Respondent Cage three or four days for
possible mail delays each way, the Objection was not filed until November 30, 2020.
The November 30, 2020 date is twenty-four (24) days beyond the ten (10) day
deadline and twenty (20) days beyond the 14 day deadline. Respondent Cage has
filed pumerous pleadings in this matter since 2019, including pleadings to the
Supreme Court of Nevada. Respondent is aware of filing deadlines and must adhere
to them;

COURT ALSO FINDS that Respondent Cage’s Objection was filed untimely
and will not be considered. Furthermore, per NRCP 53(e)(2) and EDCR 1.40(d), the
District Court SHALIL accept the Master’s Recommendations unless clearly
erroneous. The clearly erroneous standard of review generally means that the
reviewing court must have a definite and firm conviction that a mistake was
committed. No such finding can be made here. Lastly, Petitioner Coppedge alleges
that Respondent Cage has increased litigation costs which caused a financial burden

and forced her to incur unnecessary attorney’s fees and costs. Respondent as filed at

least three objections.

ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION
Page 4 of 6
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ACCORDINGLY, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND
DECREED that two prior objections were denied and now this objection filed
untimely is DENIED.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that THIS
COURT ORDERS that Petitioner’s request for attorney’s fees and costs is
GRANTED. Counsel for Petitioner shall file a Memorandum of Fees and Costs,
submit an unredacted billing statement to Chambers, and submit a corresponding

Order for Attorney s Fees and Costs;

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the Master’s Recommendation from the October 27, 2020 hearing (EXHIBIT 1),
"

1

"

ORDER FOLLOWING OBJECTION
Page 5 of 6
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filed by the clerk of the District Court on November 19, 2020, SHALL be affirmed

and adopted. DAFS shall submit the Order with the appropriate findings.

PR FEDthis tay of 2021

Dated this 28th day of April, 2021

D W
DEE SMART BUTLER,

HONORABLE DISIRIC L e 57 F

Dee Smart Butler
District Court Judge

Submitted By:

GW“&W%

COREY ROBERTS, ESQ.
DEPUTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY
Nevada Bar No. 12482

FAMILY SUPPORT DIVISION
1900 East Flamingo Rd., Ste 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119

(702) 671-9200

ORDER FOLLOWING OBIJECTION
Page 6 of 6
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STEVEN B. WOLFSON
DISTRICT ATTORNEY

Nevada Bar No. 001363

FAMILY SUPPORT DIVISION
1960 East Flamingo Road, Swite 100

Las Vegas, Nevada 89119-5168 ® &
e District Court
AATIESI00A : CLARK COUNTY. NEVADA

NV DHHS DIV OF WELFARE & SUPP SERVICES,

{(MALIKA COPPEDGE),
Case No. 06R136990

Department No. CHILD SUPPORT

)
)
Petitioner, )

V8, }

)

KORIL CAGE, )
)

J

Respondent.

MASTER’S RECOMMENDATION

This matter having been heard on OCTOBER 27, 2020 before the undersigned Hearing Master, having considered all the
evidence and having been fully advised in the premises, hereby makes the following Findings and Recommendations:

Parties present: B Respondent [ Respondent’s attorney Petitioner Petitioner’s aitorney
I PATERNITY [ PATERNITY PREVIOUSLY DECIDED
FINANCIALS: [[] CONTINUE PRIOR ORDERS (NO CHANGE TO PRIOR FINANCIAL ORDERS).

Basis for adjustment from state formula:
Respondent is to pay current support for the child(ren), Kyree Cage, Jayla Nicole Cage,

CHILD SUPPORT
Respondent is to pay monthly:
$268.00 child support
medical support
spousal support
arrears payment
L1 ARREARAGES X ARREARAGES NOT ADDRESSED AT THIS HEARING
TOTAL monthly payment is due on the 1% day of each month, and continues thereafter untii seid child(ren)
$268.00 reach majority, become emancipated or further order of'the Court.

Respondent’s INCOME SHALL BE WITHHELD for the payment of support.
[ Good cause to stay income withholding is based on: . Said withholding shall be postponed until Respondent

becomes delinguent in an amount equal to 30 days support.
[l ENFORCEMENT OF CONTROLLING ORDER: The registered order from dated # i8 hereby
confirmed and is the controlling order for the following reasons: [ only order .
{1 ESTABLISHMENT OF CONTROLLING ORDER: This is the first order establishing a child support obligation for this
noncustodial parent for the child(ren) listed in this order who reside(s) with this custodian.
B0 Health insurance coverage for the minor child(ren) herein:
Respondent to provide: [ Petitioner to provide: [} Both Parties to provide:
if available through employer. [73 shall provide per court order.
Ordered Party(ies) to provide proof of said insurance to the District Attorney's Office, Family Support Division
within 90 days of today's date. |
Under the Affordable Care Act, Medicaid is acceptable coverage.

EXHIBIT 1

FINDNG 1§
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CASE NO. 06R136990

1 CONTEMPT OF COURT [X] NOT A SHOW CAUSE HEARING

B MODIFICATION OF PRIOR ORDER:

Modification effective: 10/1/2020.

This order modifies a previously existing, previously controlling support order. By this modification, this tribunal
assumes or retains continuing, exclusive jurisdiction of the child support obligation for the child(ren) and parties
identified in this order. Modification is proper for the following reason(s):

X The previously controlling order is from Clark County, Nevada, dated April 23, 2018, #D-07-374223-P.

Y

<

%] An individual party, Kori Cage, has requested modification of the previously controlling Nevada support order.

[l An individual party, has requested modification; this tribunal has personal jurisdiction over the non-movant
and the issuing state (the state whose order controlled prior to this modification) is no fonger the residence of any
individual patty/contestant or child{ren).

3 An individual party, , has requested modification; all individual parties and children now reside in Nevada,

[l All parties have filed written consent with the tribunal whose order controlled prior to this modification for this
tribunal to modify the support obligation and assume continuing, exslu;ifre: jurisdiction.

[] SUSPENSION OF LICENSES:

PAYMENTS
All mailed payments MUST be made in the form of a cashier’s check, money order or business check ONLY, made

payable to State Collection and Disbursement Unit (SCaDU).

Payments can be mailed to:
State Collection and Disbursement Unit (SCaDU)

P.O. Box 98950
Las Vegas, Nevada 89193-8950

Additionalty, the following information must be included with each payment: name (first, middle, last) of person
responsible for paying child support, social security number of person responsible for payiag child support, child
support case number, and name of petitioner (first and last name of person receiving child support).

NOTICE: NO CREDIT WILL BE GIVEN FOR PAYMENTS PAID DIRECTLY TO THE PETITIONER.

Please visit www.clarkcountyny.sov/district-attornev/fs for alternative payment options.
NOTICE: PRIOR ORDERS NOT SPECIFICALLY MODIFIED HEREIN REMAIN IN FULL FORCE AND EFFECT

NOTICE: Interest will be assessed on all unpaid child support balances for cases with a Nevada controlling order pursuant
to NRS 99.040. If the Respondent pays support through income withholding and the full obligation is not met by the amount
withheld by the employer, the Respondent is responsible to pay the difference between the court ordered obligation and the
amount withheld by the emplayer directly to the state disbursement unit. If the Respondent fails to do so, he/she may be
subject to assessment of interest. The Respondent may avoid these additional costs by making current support payments each
month. If another state takes jurisdiction and obtains a new order, Nevada interest will only be calculated to the date of the

new order and will be enforced.

NOTICE; Pursuant to NRS 125B.145 and federal law, EITHER parent, the legal guardian, and the Division of Welfare and
Supportive Services, where there is an assignment of support rights to the State, has the right to request a review of the
support provision of this order at least every three (3) years to determine if modification is appropriate; an application for this
purpose.may be obtained from D.A. Family Support at 1900 E, Flamingo Rd., Suite 100, Las Vegas, Nevada 89119-5168.

NOTICE: Objections/Appeals are governed by EDCR1.40(¢} and (f). You have ten (10} days from receipt of this Master’s
Recommendation to serve and file written objections to it. A failure fo file and serve written objections will result in a final

Order/Judgment being ordered by District Court.

Stewen 5 Welfson, Distelet Attortay, Nevals Bur Mo, JOL56E
Frmiiy Soppert Division

1500 Bust Finminge Road #1085

Lo Vagas, Novadn SFLIS-S168

702) 719200 - T andlor athor velay services: TTH Page 2 of 4 FINDNG 16
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CASE NO. 06R136990

NOTICE: Appeal from a Final Judgment by the Court is governed by NRAP 4 and must be filed within 30 days of written
Notice of Entry of Judgment.

NOTICE: Respondent is responsible for notifying the District Attorney, Family Support Division, of any change of address,
change of employment, health insurance coverage, change of custody, or any order relative to child support within ten (10)

days of such change.

NOTICE: If you want to adjust the amount of child support established in this order, you MUST file a motion to modify the
order with or submit a stipulation to the court. If a motion to modify the order is not filed or a stipulation is not submitted, the
child support obligation established in this order will continue until such time a3 all children who are the subject of this order
reach 18 years of age or, if the youngest child who is subject to this order is still in high school when he or she reaches 18
years of age, when the child graduates from high school or reaches 19 years of age, whichever comes first. Unless the parties
agree otherwise in a stipulation, any modification made pursuant to a motion to modify the order will be effective as of the

date the motion was filed.
Respondent to bring new financial statement and proof of income next date.

This order does not stay collection of support arrears by execution or any other means allowed by law.

IETEETEEEEER SRR R RS R EEE R R R

MISCELLANEOUS FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND RECOMMENDATIONS:

Last payment- October 19, 2020 via UIB.

Parties have parallel Family District Court case, D-07-374223-P, wherein Petitioner was awarded Primary Physical
Custody. See Findings of Fact, Conclusion of Law and Judgment filed April 23, 2018. Nevada Supreme Court affirmed
in part and reversed in part the order. See NV Supreme Court Clerk's Certificate/Judgment- Affd/Rev Part filed

February 6, 2020.

Procedural History: Respondent requested modification based on a change of circumstance (20% change in income)
pursuant to NRS 125B.145(4)/NAC 425.170(1). (1) December 13, 2019 set temporary order of $323 per month based
on GMI $1,811 (25% of GMI = $453) and downward deviation of §65 per child per month for 2 additional children
Respondent is legally responsible for but continued the matter based on jurisdictional question as the Nevada Supreme
Court had not issued a remititur; temporary support order only to deal with contempt issue only. (2) March 13,2020
hearing granted Respondent's request to reduce obligation, but left the obligation as temporary pending a hearing
Sepiember 25, 2020 to determine Respondent’s GMI as UIB may end September 2020. (3) July 6, 2020 and September

22, 2020 hearing dates were continued.
Respondent's prior Gross Monthly Income was $3,262.44. A 20% change in income = $652.49.

Respondent's current income via UIB to be $418 per week x 52 weeks = annual income of $21,736 / 12 months = Gross
Monthly Income of $1,811.33.

NAC 425 obligation for 2 children = $398.49 (GML: $1,811.33 x 22%).

Respondent is legally responsible for 2 additional children, Kamryn Cage (03/26/2013); London Cage (02/09/2014}, not
of the relationship. $130 deviation ($65/month per child) discussed/considered at December 13, 2019 hearing. District

Court's April 23, 2018 Judgment did not grant a deviation for other minor children.

Respondent receives Medicaid and Food stamps. Minor children have Medicaid under Respondent's public assistance
program.

Childeare costs: none at this time.

NEXT HEARING DATE IS O/C in Courtroom __in Child Support Court at Child Support
Center of Southern Nevada, 1900 East Flamingo Road, Las Vegas, Nevada, for further

proceedings.

Stoven 5. Wolln, Distyiet Aftornsy, Mevada Bar Mo 001565
Fusally Support Division

2958 Eaxt Flantinge Read #1060

s Vegns, Mevarta SYLIOG168

{025 6718200 ~ TTY anilfor ather relsy srvieos: 711

Page 3 of 4 FINDNG 16
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CASE NO. 06R136990
DATED: OCTOBER 27, 2020
MASTER
TUSJR DISPOSITIONS
- Settled/Withdrawn w/Judicial Conference/Hearing
[ - Involuntary (Statutory) Dismissal Respondent/Respondent’s Attorney
(] - Dismissed / Want of Prosecution Receipt of this document fs
[ - Transferred to Another Jurisdiction acknowledged by my signature.
(] - Other Manner of Dispo
{1 - Close Case
ORDER/JUDGMENT
[0 The Clerk of the Court having reviewed the Distriet Court’s file and having determined that no objection has been filed
within the ten day objection period, the Master’s Recommendation is hereby deemed approved by the District Court
pursuant to NRS 425.3844. The affixing of the Clerk of the Cowrt’s file stamp to this Master’s Recommendation signifies
that the ten-day objection period has expired without an objection having been filed and that the District Court deems the
Master’s Recommendation to be approved as an ORDER/JUDGMENT of the District Court, effective with the file stamp
date, without need of a District Court Judge’s signature affixed hereto. The parties are ordered to comply with this
Order/Judgment.
X The District Court, having reviewed the above and foregoing Master’s Recommendation, and having received and
considered the objection thereto, as well as any other papers, testimony and argument related thereto and good cause
appearing,
X IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Master’s Recommendation IS affirmed and adopted as an
ORDER/JUDGMENT of the District Court this_28th day of Apri, 20 21 .
[J IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Master’s Recommendation IS NOT affirmed and adopted this day of
,20 and this matter is remanded to Child Support Court on , 20 at
M. Dated this 28th day of April, 2021
B e s R,
District Court Judge, Family Division
STEVEN B. WOLFSON, Clark County District Attorney BAB 233 6014 7113
Nevada Bar No. 001565 Dee Smart Butler
. District Court Judge
Crreg— s B
By:
DEPUTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY
FAMILY SUPPORT DIVISION
1900 East Flamingo Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119-5168
Stcven B. Wollson, Diatrict Atlornay, Novada Bar No. 001565
Famlly Support Division
1990 Fast Flamings Road 4100
Lns Vegas, Novodn 821195168
(702) 6719290~ TTY andlor other relay services: 7LL Page 4 of 4 FINDNG 36
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Electronically Filed
6/28/2021 2:32 PM

8655 Rowland Bluff Ave
Las Vegas, Nevada 89178
Phone: (702) 771-2506
kcage01 ail.com
Respondent in Proper Person

IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE
STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Kori CAGE,
Case No. R136990

Appellant, Dept No. J

V8.

NV DHHS DIV OF WELFARE & SUPP
SERVICES (MaLxA COPPEDGE),

Respondent.

CASE APPEAL STATEMENT

Pursuant to NRAP 3(f), Appellant, KORI CAGE, an individual, hereby
provides the following Case Appeal Statement:

1.  Name of appellant filing this case appeal statement (NRAP 3(f)(3)(C)):
KORI CAGE, an individual.

2.  Identify the judge issuing the decision, judgment, or order appealed

from (NRAP 3(D)(3)(B)):
Honorable Dee Smart Butler, Eighth Judicial District Court of the State of

Nevada in and for Las Vegas.

Page 1 of §

Case Number: 06R136990
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Identify all parties to the proceedings in the district court (the use of et
al. to denote parties is prohibited) (NRAP 3(f)(3)(A)):

(a) KORI CAGE, an individual;

(b) MALIKA COPPEDGE, an individual;

(c) DA, Steven B. Wolfson, Family Support Division

Identify all parties involved in this appeal (the use of et al. to denote
parties is prohibited) (NRAP 3(f)(3)((C),(D)):

(a) KORI CAGE, an individual; Pro Se

(b) MALIKA COPPEDGE, an individual,

(c) DA, Steven B. Wolfson, Family Support Division

Set forth the name, law firm, address, and telephone number of all
counsel on appeal and identify the party or parties whom they represent
(NRAP 3(H(3XC), D)):
(a) Pro Se

Counsel for Appellant, KORI CAGE

(b) Brian E. Blackham
Nevada Bar No. 9974
GHAMDI DEETER BLACKHAM
725 South 8" Street, Suite 89101
Las Vegas, NV 89101
Telephone: (702) 878-1115
Counsel for Respondent, MALIKA COPPEDGE

(c) Leah Blakesley
Nevada Bar No. 12802
GHAMDI DEETER BLACKHAM
725 South 8% Street, Suite 89101
Las Vegas, NV 89101
Telephone: (702) 878-1115
Counsel for Respondent, MALIKA COPPEDGE

(d) Steven B. Wolfson
Nevada Bar No. 0001565
FAMILY SUPPORT DIVISION
1900 East Flamingo Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, NV §9119
Telephone: (702) 671-9200
It appears to be: Counsel for Respondent, MALIKA COPPEDGE

Page 2 of 5
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10.

Indicate whether appellant was represented by appointed or retained

counsel in the district court (NRAP 3()(3)(F)):
Appellant was NOT represented by retained counsel in district court.

Indicate whether appellant is represented by appointed or retained

counsel on appeal (NRAP 3(f)(3)(F)):
Appellant is NOT represented by retained counsel on appeal.

Indicate whether appellant was granted leave to proceed in forma
pauperis, and the date of entry of the district court order granting such

leave (NRAP 3()(3)(G)):
Appellant was granted leave to proceed in forma pauperis filed February 25,
2021, in the SC # 82333 docket # 21-05627

Indicate the date of the proceedings commenced in the district court
(e.g., date complaint, indictment, information, or petition was filed}

(NRAP 3(H(3)(H)}:
Petition was filed in the district court under NRS 238.100 (1) November 9",
2020, Proceeding took place March 17, 2021

District court case number and caption showing the names of all parties
to the proceedings below, but the use of et al. to denote parties is

prohibited (NRAP 3(H)(3)(A)}:

(a) Case number:

Eighth Judicial District Court, Case number: 6R136990
Department: J

(b) Caption:
NV DHHS Division of Welfare & Supp Services
(MALIKA COPPEDGE), an individual,

Petitioner,
VS.

KORI LOVETT CAGE, an individual,
Respondent.

Page 3 of 5
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12.

Whether any of respondents’ attorneys are not licensed to practice law
in Nevada, and, if so, whether the district court granted that attorney
permission to appear under SCR 42, including a copy of any district
court order granting that permission (NRAP 3(6)(3)(E)):

Based upon information and belief, all attorneys for the Respondent are
licensed to practice law in Nevada.

Brief description of the nature of the action and result in district court,
including the type of judgment or order being appealed and the relief
granted by the district court (NRAP 3(f)(3)(1)):

These underlying proceedings are a suit concerning child Support
modification. Early September 2019, Appellant was terminated from his
place of employment, through no fault of his own, consequently the
Appellant started collecting unemployment benefits. On September 2%
2019, Appellant Petitioned the DA’s office to modify his child support
obligation, motion filed in the UIFSA court November 4%, 2019.

On December 13, 2019, the UIFSA hearing master issued a temporary
modification of Appellants child support obligation and ordered both parties
to return with their 2018 and 2019 tax returns to consider relative income.
Recommendations where temporary due to jurisdictional concerns pending
the remittitur in the Supreme Court case # SCN76006, district court case #
D07374223. A returning hearing was set for March 13, 2020.

¢ The remittitur was received by the district court February 6, 2020.

e Despite the plain language of NRS 125B.145 and the remittitur being
received by the district court; hearing after hearing ensued regarding
this matter and continues to this day.

e March 13, 2020, hearing was continued to July 6, 2020

e July 6, 2020, hearing was continued to September 25, 2020.
September 25, 2020, hearing was moved forward to September 22,
2020.

¢ September 22, 2020, hearing was continued to October 27, 2020.

e Now the October 27, 2020, hearing is continued to June 28, 2021.
After objecting to the UIFSA court’s recommendations afier each

compounding hearing under EDCR 1.40(e) and (f), the district court issued
its Notice of Order on April 28, 2021, Ordering [1] attorney’s fees to the
Respondent and [2] not considering Appellant’s argument for allegedly
filing his objection untimely.

Page 4 of 5
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13. Whether the case has previously been the subject of an appeal to or
*  original writ proceeding in the Supreme Court and, if so, the caption
and Supreme Court docket number of the prior proceeding (NRAP
3H)):

Cage VS. Coppedge

SC Case # 82333

14. Whether the appeal involves child custody or visitation (NRAP
3(DE)K)):

The appeal does NOT involve child custody or visitation.

15. In civil cases, whether the appeal involves the possibility of settlement

(NRAP 3(H3)(1L)):

The appeal does not involve the possibility of settlement.

DATED this | O day of June 2021

Pursuant to NRS 53.043, I declare under
penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true
and correct.

oo (e {signature)
KORI CAGE N
Appellant, Pro se

Page 5 of 5
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ASTA

IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE
STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR
THE COUNTY OF CLARK

MALIKA COPPEDGE,
Petitioner(s)
V8.
KORI CAGE,

Respondent(s),

Electronically Filed
6/29/2021 4:01 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERS OF THE 002 5

A

Case No: 06R136990
Dept No: 1

CASE APPEAL STATEMENT

1. Appellant(s): Kori Cage
2. Judge: Dee Smart Butler
3. Appellant(s): Kori Cage
Counsel:

Kori Cage

8655 Rowland Bluff Ave.
Las Vegas, NV 89178

4. Respondent (s): Malika Coppedge

Counsel:
Brian E. Blackham, Esq.

725 S. 8th St., Suite 100
Las Vegas, NV 89101

06R 136990

Case Number: 06R136990
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5. Appellant(s)'s Attorney Licensed in Nevada: N/A
Permission Granted: N/A

Respondent(s)’s Attorney Licensed in Nevada: Yes
Permission Granted: N/A

6. Has Appellant Ever Been Represented by Appointed Counsel In District Court: No
7. Appellant Represented by Appointed Counsel On Appeal: N/A
8. Appellant Granted Leave to Proceed in Forma Pauperis: Yes, February 22, 2021

Appellant Filed Application to Proceed in Forma Pauperis: N/A
Date Application(s) filed: N/A

9. Date Commenced in District Court: November 4, 2006

10. Brief Description of the Nature of the Action: DOMESTIC - Miscellaneous
Type of Judgment or Order Being Appealed: Misc. Order

11. Previous Appeal: Yes

Supreme Court Docket Number(s): 82333

12. Case involves Child Custody and/or Visitation: N/A
Appeal involves Child Custody and/or Visitation: N/A

13. Possibility of Settlement: Unknown
Dated This 29 day of June 2021.

Steven D. Grierson, Clerk of the Court

/s/ Heather Ungermann

Heather Ungermann, Deputy Clerk
200 Lewis Ave

PO Box 551601

LLas Vegas, Nevada 89155-1601
(702) 671-0512

cc: Kori Cage

06R 136990 -2-
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Electronically Fil
07/01/2021 ;22

CLERK OF THE COU)
ORDR
GHANDI DEETER BLACKHAM
Brian E. Blackham, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 9974
Email: brian@ghandilaw.com
Leah M. Blakesley, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 12802
Email: leah@ghandilaw.com
725 S. 8™ Street, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Phone: (702) 878-1115
Facsimile: (702) 979-2485

Attorneys for Petitioner
EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
FAMILY DIVISION
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Nevada Dept. of Health & Human
Services, Div. of Welfare & Case No.: 06R136990
Supportive Services, and Malika Dept. No.: CHILD SUPPORT/J
Coppedge,

Petitioner,
v.
Kori L. Cage,

Respondent.

ORDER RE: AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES
AND COSTS TO PETITIONER

THIS MATTER having been brought before the Court for an in-chambers

decision upon Petitioner’s Memorandum of Attorney’s Fees and Costs; with no

Page 1
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appearance being required by either party or their counsel; the Court having reviewed
the papers and pleadings on file herein, and being fully advised in the premises, and
good cause showing, hereby makes the following findings and orders:

THE COURT HEREBY FINDS that it has complete jurisdiction in the
premises, both as to the subject matter thereof and the parties hereto.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that Petitioner Malika Coppedge (Malika)
filed her Memorandum of Attorney’s Fees and Costs (Memorandum) on June 11,
2021, requesting an award of attorney’s fees and costs in the amount of $1,301.00 in
connection with Malika’s Response to Kori’s Objection and Appeal of the October
27, 2020 Master’'s Recommendations and Countermotion to Adopt Master’s
Recommendations in Full, and for Attorney’s Fees and Costs, filed on January 22,
2021.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that no Objection by Kori has been filed, but
a Motion for Reconsideration was filed and was denied on June 16, 2021.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that the Court has reviewed Malika’s
Memorandum, and good cause exists pursuant to NRS 18.010(2) EDCR 7.60(b), and
EDCR 5.502(d) to grant Malika’s request and enter an award for her attorney’s fees
and costs. The attorney’s fees awarded herein are reasonable under Brunzell v.

Golden Gate National Bank, 85 Nev. 345, 349, 455 P.2d 31, 33 (1969), based upon

the experience and qualifications of Malika’s counsel, the challenges faced in this

Page 2
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case, and the result obtained in connection with Malika’s Response to Kori’s
Objection and Appeal of the October 27, 2020 Master’s Recommendations and
Countermotion to Adopt Master’s Recommendations in Full, and for Attorney’s Fees
and Costs.

NOW THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that pursuant to NRS
18.010(2) and EDCR 7.60(b) Malika is hereby awarded her attorney’s fees and costs

in the amount of $  1301.00 . This amount is hereby reduced to judgment in

favor of Malika and against Respondent, Kori Cage, and shall be collectible by any

lawful means.
Dated this 1st day of July, 2021

D e DR,

2B8 590 F96B E6DC
Dee Smart Butler
District Court Judge

Respectfully submitted by:

GHANDI DEETER BLACKHAM

(s Lealt M. Dlatesley
Leah M. Blakesley, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 12802

725 S. 8™ Street, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Attorney for Petitioner
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CSERYV

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Malika Coppedge, Petitioner(s). | CASE NO: 06R136990
VS, DEPT. NO. Department J

Kori L Cage, Respondent(s).

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

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

Service Date: 7/1/2021

Laura Deeter, Esq. laura@ghandilaw.com

Brian Blackham, Esq. brian@ghandilaw.com

Leah Blakesley, Esq. leah@ghandilaw.com

Theresa Calabrese Vance tev@ghandilaw.com

Renee Humphrey rmh@ghandilaw.com

Nedda Ghandi nedda@ghandilaw.com

Public BY DAFS DAFSLegal Group@clarkcountyda.com
Brian Blackham, Jr. bb2(@ghandilaw.com
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Electronically Filed
7/2i2021 10:25 AM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERK OF THE CO!

GHANDI DEETER BLACKHAM
Nedda Ghandi, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 11137

Email: nedda@ghandilaw.com

725 S. 8™ Street, Suite 100

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Telephone: (702) 878-1115
Facsimile: (702) 979-2485
Attorneys for

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
FAMILY DIVISION
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
Nevada Dept. of Health & Human
Services, Div. of Welfare & Case No.: 06R136990
Supportive  Services, and Malika| Dept. No.: CHILD SUPPORT/J
Coppedge,
Pectitioner,

V.

Kori L. Cage,

Respondent.

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER RE: AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES
AND COSTS TO PEITIONER

TO: ALL INTERESTED PARTIES:
YOU ARE HEREBY NOTICED that an Order Re: Award of Attorney’s Fees

and Costs to Petitioner was entered on the 15 day of July 2021.

Page 1

Case Number: 06R136990
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A copy of said Order is attached hereto.
Dated this 2™ day of July 2021.

GHANDI DEETER BLACKHAM

2

Brian E. Blackham, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 9974

725 S. 8™ Street, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Attorney for Petitioner

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 2™ day of July 2021, I served a copy of this
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER RE: AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND
COSTS TO PETITIONER, upon each of the parties and addressed to those counsel
of record:

Electronic Service to DAFS: DAFSLegalGropu@clarkcountyda.com

Via Facsimile to:

[
[ ] ViaEmail to:
X] Placing in the U.S. Mail, with postage fully prepaid, addressed to:

Steven B. Wolfson, DA Kori Cage

Family Support Division 8655 Rowland Bluff Ave.
1900 E. Flamingo Road, Suite 100 Las Vegas, NV 89178
Las Vegas, NV 89119 Respondent

/s/ Theresa Calabrese-Vance
An employee of Ghandi Deeter Blackham

Page 2
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ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
7/1/2021 9:22 PM

ORDR

GHANDI DEETER BLACKHAM
Brian E. Blackham, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 9974

Email: brian@ghandilaw.com
Leah M. Blakesley, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 12802

Email: leah@ghandilaw.com
725 S. 8™ Street, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Phone: (702) 878-1115
Facsimile: (702) 979-2485

Attorneys for Petitioner
EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
FAMILY DIVISION
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Nevada Dept. of Health & Human
Services, Div. of Welfare & Case No.: 06R136990
Supportive Services, and Malika
Coppedge,

Petitioner,
v.
Kori L. Cage,

Respondent.

ORDER RE: AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES

Dept. No.: CHILD SUPPORT/J

AND COSTS TO PETITIONER

THIS MATTER having been brought before the Court for an in-chambers

decision upon Petitioner’s Memorandum of Attorney’s Fees and Costs; with no

Page 1

Case Number: 06R136990
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appearance being required by either party or their counsel; the Court having reviewed
the papers and pleadings on file herein, and being fully advised in the premises, and
good cause showing, hereby makes the following findings and orders:

THE COURT HEREBY FINDS that it has complete jurisdiction in the
premises, both as to the subject matter thereof and the parties hereto.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that Petitioner Malika Coppedge (Malika)
filed her Memorandum of Attorney’s Fees and Costs (Memorandum) on June 11,
2021, requesting an award of attorney’s fees and costs in the amount of $1,301.00 in
connection with Malika’s Response to Kori’s Objection and Appeal of the October
27, 2020 Master’'s Recommendations and Countermotion to Adopt Master’s
Recommendations in Full, and for Attorney’s Fees and Costs, filed on January 22,
2021.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that no Objection by Kori has been filed, but
a Motion for Reconsideration was filed and was denied on June 16, 2021.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that the Court has reviewed Malika’s
Memorandum, and good cause exists pursuant to NRS 18.010(2) EDCR 7.60(b), and
EDCR 5.502(d) to grant Malika’s request and enter an award for her attorney’s fees
and costs. The attorney’s fees awarded herein are reasonable under Brunzell v.

Golden Gate National Bank, 85 Nev. 345, 349, 455 P.2d 31, 33 (1969), based upon

the experience and qualifications of Malika’s counsel, the challenges faced in this
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case, and the result obtained in connection with Malika’s Response to Kori’s
Objection and Appeal of the October 27, 2020 Master’s Recommendations and
Countermotion to Adopt Master’s Recommendations in Full, and for Attorney’s Fees
and Costs.

NOW THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that pursuant to NRS
18.010(2) and EDCR 7.60(b) Malika is hereby awarded her attorney’s fees and costs

in the amount of $  1301.00 . This amount is hereby reduced to judgment in

favor of Malika and against Respondent, Kori Cage, and shall be collectible by any

lawful means.
Dated this 1st day of July, 2021

D e DR,

2B8 590 F96B E6DC
Dee Smart Butler
District Court Judge

Respectfully submitted by:

GHANDI DEETER BLACKHAM

(s Lealt M. Dlatesley
Leah M. Blakesley, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 12802

725 S. 8™ Street, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Attorney for Petitioner
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CSERYV

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Malika Coppedge, Petitioner(s). | CASE NO: 06R136990
VS, DEPT. NO. Department J

Kori L Cage, Respondent(s).

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

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

Service Date: 7/1/2021

Laura Deeter, Esq. laura@ghandilaw.com

Brian Blackham, Esq. brian@ghandilaw.com

Leah Blakesley, Esq. leah@ghandilaw.com

Theresa Calabrese Vance tev@ghandilaw.com

Renee Humphrey rmh@ghandilaw.com

Nedda Ghandi nedda@ghandilaw.com

Public BY DAFS DAFSLegal Group@clarkcountyda.com
Brian Blackham, Jr. bb2(@ghandilaw.com
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ASTA

IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE
STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR
THE COUNTY OF CLARK

MALIKA COPPEDGE,
Petitioner(s)
V8.
KORI CAGE,

Respondent(s),

Electronically Filed
71712021 1:13 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERS OF THE 002 5

A

Case No: 06R136990
Dept No: 1

CASE APPEAL STATEMENT

1. Appellant(s): Kori Cage
2. Judge: Dee Smart Butler
3. Appellant(s): Kori Cage
Counsel:

Kori Cage

8655 Rowland Bluff Ave.
Las Vegas, NV 89178

4. Respondent (s): Malika Coppedge

Counsel:
Brian E. Blackham, Esq.

725 S. 8th St., Suite 100
Las Vegas, NV 89101

06R 136990

Case Number: 06R136990
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5. Appellant(s)'s Attorney Licensed in Nevada: N/A
Permission Granted: N/A

Respondent(s)’s Attorney Licensed in Nevada: Yes
Permission Granted: N/A

6. Has Appellant Ever Been Represented by Appointed Counsel In District Court: No
7. Appellant Represented by Appointed Counsel On Appeal: N/A
8. Appellant Granted Leave to Proceed in Forma Pauperis: Yes, February 22, 2021

Appellant Filed Application to Proceed in Forma Pauperis: N/A
Date Application(s) filed: N/A

9. Date Commenced in District Court: November 4, 2006

10. Brief Description of the Nature of the Action: DOMESTIC - Miscellaneous
Type of Judgment or Order Being Appealed: Misc. Order

11. Previous Appeal: Yes

Supreme Court Docket Number(s): 82333, 83148

12. Case involves Child Custody and/or Visitation: N/A
Appeal involves Child Custody and/or Visitation: N/A

13. Possibility of Settlement: Unknown
Dated This 7 day of July 2021,

Steven D. Grierson, Clerk of the Court

/s/ Heather Ungermann

Heather Ungermann, Deputy Clerk
200 Lewis Ave

PO Box 551601

LLas Vegas, Nevada 89155-1601
(702) 671-0512

cc: Kori Cage

06R 136990 -2-
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CLERK OF THE COURT

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
FAMILY DIVISION —- DOMESTIC VIOLENCE
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

MALIKA COPPEDGE,

CASE NO.: 06R136990
Applicant,

vs.

DEPARTMENT J

KORI L. CAGE,

Adverse Party.

ORDER APPROVING REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The Court has reviewed the Findings and Recommendations of the Hearing Master signed on
June 16, 2021, served on June 16, 2021 and filed on June 16, 2021. No timely objection has been filed
by any party in this matter. Good cause appearing, the Findings of Fact and Recommendations of the
Hearing Master are hereby approved, and such Findings of Fact and Recommendations are hereby
made an Order of the Eighth Judicial District Court of Nevada, Juvenile Division.

“Dmwd uns _______day O July, 2UZ1.

Dantoc] ti-ism 1Rt cdayy o F Daolyy, B

- i SRS SSE S g NS
-1 S TRIETS IR R DS s .«

Cee SovoEnort Baastleo
Districet Couart Judge
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Electronically Filed
06/16/2021
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CLERK QF THE COURT

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
FAMILY DIVISION — DOMESTIC VIOLENCE

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
MALIKA COPPEDGE,
CASE NO.: 06R136990
Applicant,
vs.
DEPARTMENT J
KORI L. CAGE,
Adverse Party.

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION

This Court entered a Report and Recommendation conceming Respondent’s child
support obligation on October 17, 2020. Respondent Objected to the Report and
Recommendation. Judge Butler denied the Objection and Affirmed the Report and
Recommendation on April 28, 2021. Respondent also filed an Appeal of the Decision to the
Nevada Supreme Court. The Supreme Court dismissed the Appeal on May 4, 2021.

Respondent has now filed a Motion for Reconsideration of the support decision affirmed
by the District Court. Pursuant to EDCR 2.24, this motion needed to be filed within 14 days of
this Court’s prior decision. .

IT IS HEREBY RECOMMENDED that the Motion for Reconsideration be DENIED as
it is untimely.

H
/"
i
i
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IT IS FURTHER RECOMMENDED, that the hearing on June 29, 2021 at 2:30 p.m. be
VACATED.

JON NORITEIM A —— :
‘ Child Suppont Hearing Master

Pursuant to EDCR 1.40 {(e)and (f}., you are hereby notified you have 10 days from the date
from receipt of this document within which to file written objections thereto. You have 13 days
from the date this document is placed in counsel's folder or is mailed if those methods of service

are utilized.

CLERK'S CERTIFICATE SERVICE

| hereby certify on this 1 (D'fl\ day of jz*nezozt a copy of the Hearing Master’s Decision was:

J a copy via first-clabs, id - 6ﬁ¢’1d' Deeter BIQGMQM
Ty Corthe Potrbroner - JAS S 91 St 100, lag Vegas pV

_ &/ BY MAIL a copy via first-class, pestage fully pre - §5101
w Kort Cage - Responded” §b 55 Rowland Bluef Ave las Uesa SW
_____ BY ELECTRONIC MAIL: Chief Deputy District Attorney 4?7?75’

DAFSLagalGroup@ Clarkcountyda.com

By: EQM@ 7%22!{)

Legal Secretary for Child Support
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CSERYV

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Malika Coppedge, Petitioner(s). | CASE NO: 06R136990
VS, DEPT. NO. Department J

Kori L Cage, Respondent(s).

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

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

Service Date: 7/12/2021

Laura Deeter, Esq. laura@ghandilaw.com

Brian Blackham, Esq. brian@ghandilaw.com

Leah Blakesley, Esq. leah@ghandilaw.com

Theresa Calabrese Vance tev@ghandilaw.com

Renee Humphrey rmh@ghandilaw.com

Nedda Ghandi nedda@ghandilaw.com

Public BY DAFS DAFSLegal Group@clarkcountyda.com
Brian Blackham, Jr. bb2(@ghandilaw.com
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CLER? OF THE CD%‘E

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

MALIKA COPPEDGE,

Petitioner, Case No.: 06R 136990

VS. Department: S

KORI L CAGE,

NOTICE OF ENTRY

Respondent OF ORDER

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that an ORDER was filed on the 12 day of July 12, 2021 in the
above entitled matter a copy of which is attached hereto and made a part hereof.
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
1 hereby certify that on the 15'" day of July, 2021 :
Mailed, via first-class mail, postage fully prepaid the foregoing Notice of Entry of Order to:
Ghandi Deeter Blackham, Attorneys for the Petitioner 725 S g Street, Ste 100, Las Vegas,

NV 8910

Mailed, via first-class mail, postage fully prepaid the foregoing Notice of Entry of Order to:
Kori Cage, Respondent, 8655 S Rowland Bluff Ave, Las Vegas NV 89178

By Electronic Mail: Notice of Entry Order to: DAFSLEGALGROUP(@clarkcountyda.com

By Ftsttrre_ H oy

Legal Secretary for Child Support 4

Caze Number: D8R38990
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Electronically Filed
07/12/2021 3:39 PM

CLERK OF THE COURT

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
FAMILY DIVISION —- DOMESTIC VIOLENCE
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

MALIKA COPPEDGE,
CASENO.: 06R136990
Applicant,
vs.
DEPARTMENT J
KORI L. CAGE,

Adverse Party. ’

ORDER APPROVING REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The Court has reviewed the Findings and Recommendations of the Hearing Master signed on
June 16, 2021, served on June 16, 2021 and filed on June 16, 2021. No timely objection has been filed
by any party in this matter. Good cause appearing, the Findings of Fact and Recommendations of the
Hearing Master are hereby approved, and such Findings of Fact and Recommendations are hereby

made an Order of the Eighth Judicial District Court of Nevada, Juvenile Division.

=PraretThis qay Or JUly, 2021,

Datecd thiis 12t cday oF Buly, 2021
P "SR S — e TSR

District Cowurt Judge
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06R136990

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

DA - UIFSA COURT MINUTES April 05, 2007

06R136990 Malika Coppedge, Petitioner(s).
Vs.
Kori L Cage, Respondent(s).

April 05, 2007 9:30 AM Hearing

HEARD BY: Beller, Sylvia COURTROOM: Courtroom 09

COURT CLERK: Patricia Firing

PARTIES:
Kori Cage, Respondent, present Pro Se
Kyree Cage, Subject Minor, not present
Malika Coppedge, Petitioner, present Brian Blackham, Attorney, not present
Nevada State Welfare, Other, not present
Public by DAFS, Other, not present Steven Wolfson, Attorney, not present

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- COURT CLERK: Patty Eiring

Both parties sworn and testified. MASTER FINDS, Respondent's GMI is $2,437.50 x 18% equals
$438.75. MASTER RECOMMENDED, Respondent to pay $369.00 per month CURRENT SUPPORT
payable on the 30th of each month with the first payment due on 4/30/07. WAGE WITHHOLDING
RECOMMENDED.

Respondent is CONFIRMED as the NATURAL FATHER of the minor child by AFFIDAVIT OF
PATERNITY.

Respondent to provide HEALTH INSURANCE for the minor child(ren) if available through an
employer (already provided for the child(ren).

MASTER FINDS AND RECOMMENDED, Employer-reported wages for April 2006 thru December
2006, from Enterprise Leasing (Rentacar) yield average gross monthly income of $2,767.37.
Respondent's testimony was that he earns $11.25 per hour at 50 hours per week which is a gross

| PRINT DATE: | 08/20/2021 | Page 1 of 22 | Minutes Date: | April 05, 2007

Notice: Journal entries are prepared by the courtroom clerk and are not the official record of the Court.
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06R136990

monthly income of $2,437.50.

Respondent has a newborn child. A copy of the birth certificate or Affidavit of Paternity to be
provided to DA within 30 days. A deviation of $70.00 per month.

Regarding HEALTH INSURANCE, once Respondent provides DA with PROOF of the COST of the
HEALTH INSURANCE for the child only, then DA will provide an offset effective April 2007.
Regarding ARREARS, Petitioner does not request back child support. Matter is OFF CALENDAR.

INTERIM CONDITIONS:

FUTURE HEARINGS:

| PRINT DATE: | 08/20/2021 | Page 2 of 22 | Minutes Date: | April 05, 2007

Notice: Journal entries are prepared by the courtroom clerk and are not the official record of the Court.
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06R136990

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

DA - UIFSA COURT MINUTES May 29, 2007

06R136990 Malika Coppedge, Petitioner(s).
Vs.
Kori L Cage, Respondent(s).

May 29, 2007 10:30 AM Objection - UIFSA
HEARD BY: Kent, Lisa M COURTROOM: Courtroom 04
COURT CLERK:
PARTIES:
Kori Cage, Respondent, not present Pro Se
Kyree Cage, Subject Minor, not present
Malika Coppedge, Petitioner, not present Brian Blackham, Attorney, not present
Nevada State Welfare, Other, not present
Public by DAFS, Other, not present Steven Wolfson, Attorney, not present
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Court Clerk: Vickie Warren

The moving documents not being in the file (please see Clerk's note), COURT ORDERED, matter OFF
CALENDAR.

CLERK'S NOTE: The DA's office along with respondent advised the Law Clerk that an opposition
had been filed by the District Attorney's office on 4/19/07; there was proper service of the objection;
and they were ready to go today. The opposition is not showing as filed in Odyssey; the Calendar
Clerk could not locate the objection or the opposition despite spending an entire day looking for
same; and the Clerk's Office did not scan either the objection or opposition into Odyssey. The Law
Clerk advised the District Attorney's office to contact a supervisor at the Clerk's Office re. locating the
documents.

INTERIM CONDITIONS:
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FUTURE HEARINGS:
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

DA - UIFSA COURT MINUTES June 12, 2007

06R136990 Malika Coppedge, Petitioner(s).
Vs.
Kori L Cage, Respondent(s).

June 12, 2007 10:30 AM Objection - UIFSA

HEARD BY: Kent, Lisa M COURTROOM: Courtroom 04

COURT CLERK: Vickie Warren

PARTIES:
Kori Cage, Respondent, present Pro Se
Kyree Cage, Subject Minor, not present
Malika Coppedge, Petitioner, present Brian Blackham, Attorney, not present
Nevada State Welfare, Other, not present
Public by DAFS, Other, not present Steven Wolfson, Attorney, not present

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Court Clerk: Vickie Warren

Statements by the Deft in regards to filing a Motion to Change Custody and withdrawing his
Objection to Master's Recommendations.

Based on the Repondent's request, COURT ORDERED, Objection WITHDRAWN.

Atty Ewert to prepare the order.

INTERIM CONDITIONS:

FUTURE HEARINGS:
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

DA - UIFSA COURT MINUTES December 13, 2019

06R136990 Malika Coppedge, Petitioner(s).
Vs.
Kori L Cage, Respondent(s).

December 13,2019 9:15 AM Motion for Review and
Adjustment of Child
Support
HEARD BY: Henry, Jennifer COURTROOM: Greystone Courtroom #1

COURT CLERK: Doreen Colarusso

PARTIES:
Kori Cage, Respondent, present Pro Se
Kyree Cage, Subject Minor, not present
Malika Coppedge, Petitioner, present Brian Blackham, Attorney, present
Nevada State Welfare, Other, not present
Public by DAFS, Other, present Steven Wolfson, Attorney, not present

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Deputy District Attorney (DDA), Karen Cliffe, present.
Parties sworn and testified.

Parties matter in their domestic case was on appeal. There was an appellate decision made on
11/15/19; however, the remitter had not been received. Counsel represented Respondent filed a
request for rehearing/reconsideration. Court and Counsel are of the opinion this court has no
jurisdiction at this time to hear any issues in this matter.

Based upon the remitter issue, DDA and Attorney Blackham agree, and Respondent argues he needs
at least a temporary reprieve from current support to avoid contempt. DDA reported Respondent's
prior gross monthly income was $3,262.00. Respondent is receiving $418.00 per week from
unemployment benefits. Respondent now has Medicaid for the children, which has been approved
December 2019 through February 2020.
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COURT FINDS, Respondent s gross monthly income is $1,811.00 X 25% = $453.00. A downward
deviation of $65.00 per month, per child given for Respondent's two other children. Parties
stipulated to avoid contempt, Respondent's child support obligation is temporarily adjusted.

MASTER RECOMMENDED, MODIFICATION is hereby TEMPORARILY GRANTED effective
12/1/19. Respondent to PAY $323.00 per month CURRENT SUPPORT. Until the Court is clear on
the remitter issue or until further Order, the underlying amount remains unchanged. Any further
permanent modification will be effective 12/1/19. No arrears payment is being set pending the next
court date.

FURTHER, at the next hearing, the Court and/or attorneys are to research the remitter jurisdiction
issue if the case is still at the appellate court. The domestic case to be consulted for any new orders
regarding the impact of the portion that was remanded. The issues that have been raised in the
motion and countermotion are all still ripe for determination. Next date, both parties to bring current
pay information (paystubs, 2018 and 2019 tax returns and supporting documents).

MATTER CONTINUED

INTERIM CONDITIONS:

FUTURE HEARINGS:
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

DA - UIFSA COURT MINUTES March 13, 2020

06R136990 Malika Coppedge, Petitioner(s).
Vs.
Kori L Cage, Respondent(s).

March 13, 2020 9:00 AM Motion for Review and
Adjustment of Child
Support
HEARD BY: Teuton, Sylvia COURTROOM: Greystone Courtroom #1

COURT CLERK: Jasmine Byers

PARTIES:
Kori Cage, Respondent, present Pro Se
Kyree Cage, Subject Minor, not present
Malika Coppedge, Petitioner, present Brian Blackham, Attorney, not present
Nevada State Welfare, Other, not present
Public by DAFS, Other, present Steven Wolfson, Attorney, not present

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Deputy District Attorney (DDA): Monet Woods
Both parties present. Petitioner represented by counsel Leah Blakesley bar #12802 appearing retained.

Today's hearing is a Motion for Review and Adjustment of Child Support and the last payment was
received on March 2, 2020 via Unemployment Insurance Benefits (UIB). DDA stated that the
Respondent's unemployment ending September 2020. Respondent testified that he is diligently
looking for work. Petitioner counsel represented that the Respondent needs to provide Medicaid
cards to her client. Respondent requested to retroactively modify support beyond the filing date.
Petitioner counsel requested attorney fees. Respondent testified that he has two other minor children.
Petitioner counsel represented that her client has sporadic income.

COURT FINDS: Respondent is provide copies of Medicaid cards to the District Attorney Family
Support (DAFS) social work department within 30 days. Respondent's request to retroactively
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modify support be the filing date of the motion is hereby DENIED. Petitioner's request for attorney
fees is hereby DENIED. Respondent's request for further consideration of a reduction in support,
such as this court consider the income of Petitioner, is DENIED. Respondent's request to reduce
support has been GRANTED. Respondent shall PAY $323.00 per month TEMPORARY CURRENT
SUPPORT.

MASTER RECOMMENDED, ARREARS are $2,729.18 and REDUCED to JUDGMENT.
MODIFICATION is GRANTED effective December 1, 2019. Respondent shall PROVIDE HEALTH
INSURANCE for the minor children.

MATTER CONTINUED

Minutes typed by : Courtroom Clerk trainee; Jasmine Byers

INTERIM CONDITIONS:

FUTURE HEARINGS: Mar 13,2020 9:00AM Motion for Review and Adjustment of Child Support
Greystone Courtroom #1 Teuton, Sylvia
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

DA - UIFSA COURT MINUTES June 03, 2020

06R136990 Malika Coppedge, Petitioner(s).
Vs.
Kori L Cage, Respondent(s).

June 03, 2020 10:00 AM Objection - UIFSA

HEARD BY: Hughes, Rena G. COURTROOM: Chambers

COURT CLERK: Tiffany Skaggs

PARTIES:
Kori Cage, Respondent, not present Pro Se
Kyree Cage, Subject Minor, not present
Malika Coppedge, Petitioner, not present Brian Blackham, Attorney, not present
Nevada State Welfare, Other, not present
Public by DAFS, Other, not present Steven Wolfson, Attorney, not present

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- MINUTE ORDER - NO HEARING HELD

IC Decision 6/3/20
06R136990
Coppedge v Cage

NRCP 1 and EDCR 1.10 state that the procedure in district courts shall be administered to secure
efficient, speedy, and inexpensive determinations in every action. Pursuant to EDCR 2.23(c) and
5.501(b), this Court can consider a motion and issue a decision on the papers at any time without a
hearing. Further, pursuant to EDCR 2.20(c), this Court can grant the requested relief if there is no
opposition timely filed.

On March 13, 2020 the parties had a hearing on a Motion for Review and Adjustment of Child
Support. At the hearing, the Master recommended: arrears are $2,729.18 and are reduced to
judgment. Modification is granted effective December 1, 2019. Respondent shall provide health
insurance for the minor children. Matter continued.
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On March 30, 2020 Respondent filed an Objection and Appeal of the March 13, 2020 Master s
Recommendation. The Objection came on for consideration on the Court s in chambers calendar on
June 3, 2020. This Court has read and considered the current underlying pleadings in this matter and

finds no clear error in the Hearing Master s recommendation. Therefore Respondent s Objection is
hereby DENIED.

Clerk's note, a copy, of today's minute order was emailed, to counsel, Respondent and DAFS, at the e-
mail addresses, on file.

INTERIM CONDITIONS:

FUTURE HEARINGS:

| PRINT DATE: | 08/20/2021 | Page 11 0f 22 | Minutes Date: | April 05, 2007

Notice: Journal entries are prepared by the courtroom clerk and are not the official record of the Court.

676



06R136990

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

DA - UIFSA COURT MINUTES July 06, 2020

06R136990 Malika Coppedge, Petitioner(s).
Vs.
Kori L Cage, Respondent(s).

July 06, 2020 10:00 AM Motion for Review and
Adjustment of Child
Support
HEARD BY: Mastin, Amy M. COURTROOM: Greystone Courtroom #1

COURT CLERK: Bridgett Ward

PARTIES:
Kori Cage, Respondent, present Pro Se
Kyree Cage, Subject Minor, not present
Malika Coppedge, Petitioner, present Brian Blackham, Attorney, not present
Nevada State Welfare, Other, not present
Public by DAFS, Other, present Steven Wolfson, Attorney, not present

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Minutes were typed by Courtroom Clerk, Bridgett Ward
Deputy District Attorney (DDA): Shannon Russell

Parties sworn and testified. Parties participated via telephonically. Petitioner was represented by
Counsel Leah Blakesley (#12802)

Today's hearing is a Motion for Review and Adjustment of Child Support. DDA advised no decision
on Respondent's objection filed. Counsel Blakesley stated Respondent has not provided health cards
to Petitioner. Respondent testified he should not have to give cards to Petitioner. DDA requested a
return hearing.

COURT FINDS: The Court is not making any changes to current Orders. The Order remains until
there is an Objection that modifies or nullifies the Order.
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MASTER RECOMMENDED: Respondent is given an additional 10 days to comply with the March
13, 2020 Order to provide health insurance cards.

INTERIM CONDITIONS:

FUTURE HEARINGS:
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

DA - UIFSA COURT MINUTES September 16, 2020

06R136990 Malika Coppedge, Petitioner(s).
Vs.
Kori L Cage, Respondent(s).

September 16, 10:00 AM All Pending Motions
2020
HEARD BY: Hughes, Rena G. COURTROOM: Chambers

COURT CLERK: Tiffany Skaggs

PARTIES:
Kori Cage, Respondent, not present Pro Se
Kyree Cage, Subject Minor, not present
Malika Coppedge, Petitioner, not present Brian Blackham, Attorney, not present
Nevada State Welfare, Other, not present
Public by DAFS, Other, not present Steven Wolfson, Attorney, not present

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- MINUTE ORDER - NO HEARING HELD

IC Decision 9/16/20
06R136990
Coppedge v Cage

NRCP 1 and EDCR 1.10 state that the procedure in district courts shall be administered to secure
efficient, speedy, and inexpensive determinations in every action. Pursuant to EDCR 2.23(c) and
5.501(b), this Court can consider a motion and issue a decision on the papers at any time without a
hearing. Further, pursuant to EDCR 2.20(c), this Court can grant the requested relief if there is no
opposition timely filed.

This matter came on for consideration on the Court s in chambers calendar for a review of
Respondent s Objection and Appeal of the July 6, 2020 Master s Recommendations. This Court has
read and considered the current underlying pleadings in this matter. Respondent s Objection is
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hereby denied and the Master s Recommendation is hereby affirmed.

Clerk's Notes: A copy of the Minute Order was emailed to Counsel and Respondent's emails on file.

INTERIM CONDITIONS:

FUTURE HEARINGS:
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

DA - UIFSA COURT MINUTES September 22, 2020

06R136990 Malika Coppedge, Petitioner(s).
Vs.
Kori L Cage, Respondent(s).

September 22, 9:30 AM Motion for Review and
2020 Adjustment of Child
Support
HEARD BY: Mastin, Amy M. COURTROOM: Greystone Courtroom #1

COURT CLERK: Jasmine Byers

PARTIES:
Kori Cage, Respondent, not present Pro Se
Kyree Cage, Subject Minor, not present
Malika Coppedge, Petitioner, present Brian Blackham, Attorney, not present
Nevada State Welfare, Other, not present
Public by DAFS, Other, present Steven Wolfson, Attorney, not present

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Deputy District Attorney (DDA): Gerard Constantian

Petitioner sworn and testified. The court attempted to call the Respondent ; however, the call was
answer by the voicemail. Petitioner attorney Brian Blackman #1280 appearing unbundled.

DDA reported that today's hearing is a motion for review and adjustment of child support. DDA
stated that the Family Court denied the Respondent's objection to the previous MRO]J. DDA stated
that the Respondent was given short notice for today's hearing.

COURT FINDS: Respondent did not have sufficient notice for today's hearing after the Court moved
the hearing date.

MASTER RECOMMENDS: MATTER CONTINUED
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Minutes typed by :Courtroom Clerk trainee; Jasmine Byers

INTERIM CONDITIONS:

FUTURE HEARINGS:
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

DA - UIFSA COURT MINUTES October 27, 2020

06R136990 Malika Coppedge, Petitioner(s).
Vs.
Kori L Cage, Respondent(s).

October 27, 2020 9:00 AM Motion for Review and
Adjustment of Child
Support
HEARD BY: Mastin, Amy M. COURTROOM: Greystone Courtroom #1

COURT CLERK: Bridgett Ward

PARTIES:
Kori Cage, Respondent, present Pro Se
Kyree Cage, Subject Minor, not present
Malika Coppedge, Petitioner, present Brian Blackham, Attorney, not present
Nevada State Welfare, Other, not present
Public by DAFS, Other, present Steven Wolfson, Attorney, not present

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Minutes were typed by Courtroom Clerk, Bridgett Ward
Deputy District Attorney (DDA): Corey Roberts

Parties sworn and testified. Parties participated via telephonically. Petitioner was represented by
Counsel Lea Blakesley (#12802).

Today's hearing is a Motion of Review and Adjustment of Child Support. DDA advised Respondent
receives Unemployment Insurance Benefits (UIB) of $418 per week. Respondent's Gross Monthly
Income is $1,811.33. Respondent's last payment was 10/19/20. Wage Withholding in place for UIB.
Counsel Blakesley stated Respondent may have additional income he is not reporting. Respondent
testified he has two other children. Respondent stated he is not receiving any additional income.
Respondent stated he receives Food Stamps and Medicaid. Counsel requested effective date should
be 11/1/20. DDA requested a return hearing.
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COURT FINDS: Respondent's GMI is $1,811.33. Respondent given a deviation of $130 per month for
support of others. Respondent shall PAY $268.00 per month CURRENT SUPPORT.
MODIFICATION EFFECTIVE October 1, 2020. No daycare at this time.

MASTER RECOMMENDED: Respondent shall PROVIDE HEALTH INSURANCE for the minor
child(ren). Matter OFF CALENDAR.

INTERIM CONDITIONS:

FUTURE HEARINGS: Oct 27,2020 9:00AM Motion for Review and Adjustment of Child Support
Greystone Courtroom #1 Mastin, Amy M.
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

DA - UIFSA COURT MINUTES March 17, 2021

06R136990 Malika Coppedge, Petitioner(s).
Vs.
Kori L Cage, Respondent(s).

March 17, 2021 2:10 PM Minute Order

HEARD BY: Butler, Dee Smart COURTROOM: Chambers

COURT CLERK: Ameiona Ratcliff

PARTIES:
Kori Cage, Respondent, not present Pro Se
Kyree Cage, Subject Minor, not present
Malika Coppedge, Petitioner, not present Brian Blackham, Attorney, not present
Nevada State Welfare, Other, not present
Public by DAFS, Other, not present Steven Wolfson, Attorney, not present

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- MINUTE ORDER - NO HEARING HELD
06R136990
Coppedge v Cage

NRCP 1 and EDCR 1.10 state that the procedure in district courts shall be administered to secure
efficient, speedy, and inexpensive determinations in every action. Pursuant to EDCR 2.23(c) and
5.501(b), this Court can consider a motion and issue a decision on the papers at any time without a
hearing. Further, pursuant to EDCR 2.20(c), this Court can grant the requested relief if there is no
opposition timely filed.

On October 27, 2020, Notice of Entry of Master s Recommendation was filed after a hearing on that
same date. Notice of the Master s Recommendation was mailed to Respondent Cage on October 27,
2020. Itis unclear when Respondent received the Notice of Recommendation. On November 30,
2020, Respondent filed an Objection to the October 27, 2020 Master s Recommendation. On January
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07, 2021, the Child Support Division of the District Attorneys Office filed a Response to Respondent
Cage s Objection and Appeal to Master s Recommendation. On January 22, 2021, Petitioner
Coppedge filed a Response to Respondent s Objection and Appeal of the Recommendation and
Countermotion to Adopt Master s Recommendations in Full and for Attorney s Fees and Costs. On
February 23, 2021, Respondent filed a Reply to the District Attorney s Response and Petitioner s
Response to Respondent s Objection. All pleadings were reviewed by the court and THE COURT
FINDS:

Per NRS 425.3844(2),; a recommendation entered by a master must be furnished to each party at the
conclusion of the proceedings or as soon thereafter as possible. Within ten (10) days after receipt of
the recommendation, any party may file with the District Court and serve upon the other parties a
notice of objection to the recommendation. Pursuant to NRS 425.3844(3) if the objection is not filed
within 10 days of receipt of the recommendation, the recommendation entered by the master shall be
deemed approved by the District Court, and the clerk of the District Court may file the
recommendation and judgement may be entered. Here, the Master s Recommendation based on the
October 27, 2020 hearing was filed by the clerk of the District Court on November 19, 2020. No
objection had been filed by date. On November 30, 2020, eleven (11) days after the Recommendation
was filed by the clerk of the District Court and deemed approved by the District Court, Respondent
Cage filed his Objection to the Recommendation.

EDCR 1.40(e) addresses Child Support Masters specifically. Accordingly, either party has ten (10)
days after the conclusion of the proceeding and receipt of the report to file and serve an objection to
recommendations of child support masters.

Per NRCP 53(f)(1)(A), a party may file and serve objections to masters report and recommendations
(generally) within fourteen (14) days.

NRCP 6(a)(1)(B) addresses the computation of time for filing motion papers. Parties are to exclude
the day of the event that triggers the period, count every day, including intermediate weekends and
holidays.

Respondent Cage argues that his Objection was filed timely.

THIS COURT FINDS that Respondent s argument that the October 27, 2020 hearing date must be
excluding when calculating time is correct.

THIS COURT FINDS that Respondent s argument that the parties should acknowledge time for
receipt of the Recommendation sent to him via mail and time for the clerk of the District Court to
receive his Objection mailed to the court is persuasive and correct. However, considering all
arguments regarding whether Respondent s Objection was filed timely, the deadline to file an
Objection was November 6, 2020 per the ten (10) day rule. Even allowing for the fourteen (14) day
rule, the deadline would have been November 10, 2020.

Furthermore, giving Respondent grace regarding potential delays in receipt of the Recommendation
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via mail and mailing his Objection, the clerk filed the Recommendation on November 19, 2020,
thirteen (13) days after the ten (10) day deadline and nine (9) days after the fourteen (14) day
deadline. Even giving Respondent Cage three or four days for possible mail delays each way, the
Objection was not filed until November 30, 2020. The November 30, 2020 date is twenty-four (24)
days beyond the ten (10) day deadline and twenty (20) days beyond the 14 day deadline. Respondent
Cage has filed numerous pleadings in this matter since 2019, including pleadings to the Supreme
Court of Nevada. Respondent is aware of filing deadlines and must adhere to them.

THIS COURT FINDS that Respondent Cage s Objection was filed untimely and will not be
considered.

Furthermore, per NRCP 53(e)(2) and EDCR 1.40(d), the District Court SHALL accept the Master s
Recommendations unless clearly erroneous. The clearly erroneous standard of review generally
means that the reviewing court must have a definite and firm conviction that a mistake was
committed. No such finding can be made here.

Lastly, Petitioner Coppedge alleges that Respondent Cage has increased litigation costs which caused
a financial burden and forced her to incur unnecessary attorney s fees and costs. Respondent as filed
at least three objections. Two prior objections were denied and now this objection filed untimely is
DENIED.

THIS COURT ORDERS that Petitioner s request for attorney s fees and costs is GRANTED. Counsel
for Petitioner shall file a Memorandum of Fees and Costs, submit an unredacted billing statement to
Chambers, and submit a corresponding Order for Attorney s Fees and Costs.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Master s Recommendation from the October 27, 2020 hearing, filed

by the clerk of the District Court on November 19, 2020, SHALL be affirmed and adopted.
DAFS shall submit the Order with the appropriate findings.

CLERK'S NOTE: On 4/21/2021 a copy of the Court's Minute Order was provided to each Attorney or
Parties via email, if an email address is on record with the Court; if no email address is available then
the Minute Order was mailed to the physical address of record. (ajr)

INTERIM CONDITIONS:

FUTURE HEARINGS:
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Certification of Copy and
Transmittal of Record

State of Nevada } SS
County of Clark .

Pursuant to the Supreme Court order dated August 6, 2021, I, Steven D. Grierson, the Clerk of the Court
of the Eighth Judicial District Court, Clark County, State of Nevada, do hereby certify that the foregoing
is a true, full and correct copy of the complete trial court record for the case referenced below. The record
comprises three volumes with pages numbered 1 through 687.

MALIKA COPPEDGE,
Petitioner(s), Case No: 06R136990
VS. Dept. No: J
KORI CAGE,
Respondent(s),

now on file and of record in this office.

IN WITNESS THEREOF, I have hereunto
Set my hand and Affixed the seal of the
Court at my office, Las Vegas, Nevada

This 20 day of August 2021-

Steven D. Grierson, Clerk of the Court

MWWW

Heather Ungermann, Deputy Clerk






